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JUNE 2020

Dear Readers,

China and its President Xi Jinping have emerged as the new global Dr No, the archetypal villainous char-
acter from the eponymously titled James Bond flick of 1962, a year that rings a bell in India for the war 
that China brought upon a peace-loving India.

Having triggered the global pandemic such as COVID-19 and the boundary conflicts, both land and 
maritime, China has unleashed on the world in general, India in particular and the nations in the South 
China Sea has angered a lot of nations that are keenly watching and reacting to the new, emerging world 
order.

The COVID-19 situation the world over is already fuelling a churn in geopolitics. The pandemic has 
speeded up the process of a New World Order emerging at the end of this churn. China, despite facing a 
strong antagonism globally for unleashing the pandemic, has been taking up battles with its neighbours 
and friendly nations alike, at a time when it is being pushed to a corner by other global powers, especially 
the United States.

In the emerging new World Order, China may try to establish parallel global political and economic 
institutions to challenge the US. There are also China-dominant formations like the Shanghai Cooper-
ation Organisation. Under ASEAN, India decided not to join the Regional Comprehensive Economic 
Partnership (RCEP) and said that it will do so after negotiating it to India’s advantage.

There is already a trade war going on between the US and China since Donald J. Trump took over 
American Presidency. The calls for investigation into the COVID outbreak have made China go berserk 
even with its friends such as Australia and has imposed trade tariff hikes on Canberra. The situation in 
South China Sea too has been volatile with China’s ASEAN neighbours.

With India, China has been nibbling at the Line of Actual Control every year, and this year, it has 
forced a military face-off in eastern Ladakh. All these disputes and face-offs are a result of just one factor: 
The ‘One China’ Policy.

The question before us is: “Has the time come to revisit the ‘One China’ policy? What is India’s eco-
nomic and political options?” These questions can be answered if we discuss Hong Kong, Taiwan, Tibet, 
and Xinjiang.

Hong Kong is already in the throes of social trouble and uprising. What should India do to assist 
the Hong Kong citizens’ struggle for democracy. Can India exploit sentiments about the two systems of 
governance in present-day China? Hong Kong, as an island government, is an economic power. How can 
India make use of this economic stature of Hong Kong?

Taiwan has been China’s pain for long. However, India does not even have an embassy in Taiwan, but 
only a cultural centre since India subscribes to the ‘One China’ policy. There is a growing sense that India 
has not leveraged the Taiwan trade relationships vis-a-vis China for its strategic benefit. Should not India 
leverage its own huge market to bring the Taiwanese hi-tech firms here? Taiwan’s ‘South Bound Policy’ 
can be a real driver.

Tibet’s government-in-exile under the leadership of his Holiness the Dalai Lama has been continuing 
its peaceful struggle against the occupation of its territory. We also know about the accusations of Beijing 
settling Han Chinese in Tibet to change the demography of roof of the world. Historically, during the 
British Rule of India, Tibet was considered the neighbour and China was far away. India’s decision of 
non-interference 70 years ago when China occupied Tibet and artificially establish a border with India 
has come to haunt New Delhi since 1962.

Uighurs of Xinjiang (formerly called East Turkestan) have been fighting a freedom struggle. Should 
India reconsider and support the political movement spearheaded both within East Turkestan and by the 
Uighur diaspora settled globally, especially in European nations?

Clearly, the seven regions the Chinese Communist Party occupied since storming to power in 1949 can 
be the fault lines that the world has been looking for all along to hurt China.

N.C. Bipindra 
Editor
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India Should rethink the 
‘One China’ policy and exploit 
China’s fault lines: Experts

JUNE 2020

WEBINAR

(Editor’s Note: This webinar and its theme has already raised 
the hackles of China over its fault lines that were highlighted 
by the speakers and the Chinese Communist Party mouthpiece 
Global Times reacted to the ideas floated by the speakers.”)

New Delhi: India should rethink and revise its ‘One China‘ 
policy and exploit the geographic, ethnic, and economic fault 
lines within the Asian giant, such as Hong Kong, Taiwan, Ti-
bet, and Xinjiang, a group of experts have said

At a webinar jointly organised by Law and Society Alli-
ance and Defence.Capital on “Revisiting ‘One China’ policy: 
Economic and Political Options for India: Hong Kong, Tibet, 
Taiwan, and Xinjiang“, the experts said India’s non-interfer-
ence when Tibet was annexed by China 70 years ago, thereby 
changing its geographical boundaries, has come back to haunt 
India since 1962.

The experts at the webinar were Arvind Gupta, former 
deputy national security adviser of India and now director of 
Vivekananda International Foundation; Jayadeva Ranade, 
former additional secretary in the Cabinet Secretariat and 
present day President of Centre for China Analysis and Strate-

gy; Seshadri Chari, secretary-general of Forum for Integrated 
National Security; Nitin A. Gokhale, editor of StratNewsGlobal 
and BharatShakti; and Abhijit Iyer-Mitra, senior fellow at In-
stitute of Peace and Conflict Studies.

In his remarks, Arvind Gupta said ‘One China’ policy was 
considered as a reciprocity to the ‘One India’ policy. However, 
India gave up its influence on Tibet in the 1950s and accepted 
its annexation by China. This situation as far as Tibet is con-
cerned continues till date.

However, India has taken a flexible approach in the past 
few years on Tibet, Gupta said and pointed out to the 2010 
India-China joint statement that didn’t mention the ‘One Chi-
na’ policy, then external affairs minister late Sushma Swaraj’s 
statement in 2014 on the reciprocity on the unity and sover-
eignty of each other, and the invite to the Taiwanese represen-
tative to join the 2014 Narendra Modi oath taking ceremony.

He expressed his concerns about not taking a dynamic ap-
proach and said that we have not moved very much in revising 
policy and taking forward what was said in the statements. On 
Tibet, Gupta suggested that India should be supporting the ef-
fort of the Tibetans to have self-rule and should give the Dalai 
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Lama more recognition and position in diplomatic engage-
ments, apart from visibility in India’s political circles.

Along with this, India must begin economic and techno-
logical engagements with Taiwan, besides supporting it polit-
ically. He also recommended garnering India’s support to the 
democratic movement in Hong Kong, even if we do not join 
the western countries’ joint efforts at isolating China in geo-
politics. He also recommended Indian support to the voices 
against human rights violations in Xinjiang at global fora.

Gupta also stressed the need to build India’s capacity on 
dealing with China and be ready to anticipate the Chinese in-
tentions and mind when we begin to revise our ‘One China’ 
policy.

Nitin Gokhale, in his arguments, said China’s actions re-
garding ‘One India’ policy such as stapled visas to Indian cit-
izens from the states of Jammu and Kashmir and Arunachal 
Pradesh, denying visa to an Indian military commander who 
was heading the army in Jammu, and Kashmir and Bei-
jing’s opposition to Indian prime minister visiting Arunachal 
Pradesh were all reasons enough for India to rethink the ‘One 
China’ policy.

“Taiwan is the low hanging fruit as far as a rethink on ‘One 
China’ Policy is concerned. We should think of increasing our 
economic and technological relations with Taiwan. They are 

wonderful in electronic chip manufacturing, semiconductors, 
and 5G technologies,” Gokhale said.

Taiwan has 90 companies operating in India, which has 
recently set up Taiwan Invest Organisation within the Minis-
try of Commerce. Also, in two instances, Indian Members of 
Parliament have attended the inauguration of Taiwanes prime 
ministers, the latest one last month. He also argued in favour 
of Indian students and government officials learning Manda-
rin from Taiwan instead of mainland China.

On Tibet, Gokhale said not only the Dalai Lama but the 
Central Tibetan Administration and the Tibetan government 
in exile should be provided greater visibility among the media, 
academia, and government events/meetings. Besides, Bud-
dhism diplomacy should be integral to India’s China policy.

“One of the strongest points India has is the roots and famil-
iarity with Buddhist traditions. We should leverage it. Setting 
up Buddhist Alliance in countries of South Asia and Southeast 
Asia would be fruitful. India should think about not hindering 
Tibetans from organising political protests when Chinese lead-
ers visit India,” he added.

“The world is looking towards India for support. It must 
not necessarily be in conjunction with the Western countries 
but standing with protesters will certainly mean a lot and send 
a message that India means business – democracy promotion 
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is a game India is well versed in, We should keep talking about 
Xinjiang at global platforms and try to raise human rights is-
sues. The issue of Xinjiang should be further explored.”

Talking about the worries of China, Gokhale said Taiwan, 
Tibet, and Tienanmen/Trade bothered Beijing the most. He 
further suggested that being the largest democracy, India must 
speak in support of the pro-democracy movement in Hong 
Kong.

“In total, India’s message must be loud and clear to China 
that if they can create issues for us in Ladakh, Kashmir, and 
Arunachal, India can compete with them on the three Ts and 
bring them to their knees,” Gokhale concluded.

Jayadeva Ranade stressed the need to build up India’s own 
capabilities in countering China – not only on the border, but 
on all fronts. He predicted that the tensions between the US 
and China will certainly either put India in a sweet spot or in 
a delicate position in the days to come. He said that the gov-
ernment should provide scholarships to those wanting to learn 
Madarin from Taiwan instead of China, where the visitors are 
brainwashing into becoming slaves of Chinese supremacy.

On Hong Kong, Ranade favoured greater engagement by 
India on democracy issues and human rights. On Taiwan, he 
wanted India to provide equal stature and opportunities to 
their businesses like it is currently being done for China.

“Why should we deny the same opportunities to and from 
Taiwan as compared to China? We can benefit from Taiwan 
by shifting their chip building and shipping companies here in 
India. It will tackle unemployment in India and help business-
es to grow.”

On Tibet, Ranade noted that the Dalai Lama’s old age 
meant India needed to expand its Buddhist links with the Ti-
betans and strengthen the relationship. “China does not have 
a good track record on Buddhism. We need to build up our 
own Buddhist religious sites as it is one of the fastest-growing 
religions of the world, thereby, bringing all the Asian countries 
to India. We should also try to link Lumbini with Gaya and 
Sarnath, and other Buddhist sites in India. We need to prevent 
China from building the Buddhist circuit connecting Lumbini 
with China through aerial connectivity.”

Sheshadri Chari argued that India should never accept the 
‘One China’ principle as propounded by Beijing. On Xinjiang, 
Chari pointed out that the region was annexed by China be-
cause of which it created borders for itself with Central Asian 
nations, Afghanistan, and India.

“Chinese admit themselves that it is not their land. In 1955, 
they converted the new province into the ‘Autonomous Re-
gion’. Saifuddin Azizi was the chairman of the autonomous 
territory and opposed Mao Zedong’s terminology of Xinjiang, 
which was later named Xinjiang Uyghur Autonomous Region 
(XUAR).”

He said, “By occupying Tibet, China occupied an addition-
al landmass and got borders with India, Bhutan, and Nepal, 
which they didn’t have. Because of occupation of Xinjiang, they 
got direct borders with India (Aksai Chin), Tajikistan, Kyrgyz-
stan, Mongolia, Russia, Pakistan, Tibet, Afghanistan, and Ka-
zakhstan. It was an important strategic move by China.”

The development of Urumqi-Kashgar road, an all-weather 
road, China will get access to South Asia. Thus, China will be 
making a road in Indian territory to dominate the region, he 
added.

“In a changing world order, we have rejected the offer 

to join the Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership 
(RCEP). We should tell the RCEP authority that if Hong Kong 
and Taiwan are made members of the RCEP, it would be more 
suitable for India to join it.”

Abhijit Iyer-Mitra began by classifying three major prob-
lems of India with China – cutting off the Pakistan-China nex-
us, the need for a problems free border, and China’s veto pow-
er at United Nations Security Council.

He gave food for thought by flagging a couple of questions 
including – are we ready to give nuclear weapons to Taiwan? 
Can we support Taiwan strategically? Can we support the de-
mocracy movement in Hong Kong, given the fact that we al-
ready have many protests in India? Can we recognise Taiwan? 
Can we support Uighurs? Can we support Manchuria and In-
ner Mongolia? Can we support the minority rebels in Mongo-
lia? Can we sell them weapons?

Exploring policy options, he suggested developing Intelli-
gence cooperation with Taiwanese, who have excellent coun-
terintelligence capabilities and brilliant technological intelli-
gence. He also recommended diverting Chinese attention to 
the South China Sea and other borders by providing resources 
and support to countries like Vietnam and Philippines, who 
are ready to take on China.

He said that Vietnam needs western technologies but has a 
trust deficiency towards the West. India should act as a plat-
form for the transfer of Western tech to Vietnam. He also ar-
gued about the need to have clarity on alliances and suggested 
moving away from non-aligned movement’s different versions.

N. C. Bipindra, editor of Defence.Capital moderated the 
session. Law and Society Alliance secretary-general H. Kumar 
Vaidyanathan, a Mumbai-based advocate, proposed a vote of 
thanks.
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Responding to Assertive China: 
Revisiting ‘One China’ policy

COVER STORY

By Arvind Gupta

The ongoing military stand-off between India and China on 
the Line of Actual Control in Ladakh is likely to prove a water-
shed in Sino-Indian relations. The attempts by the two leaders, 
India’s Prime Minister Narendra Modi and China’s President 
Xi Jinping, to defuse the tensions and give a positive direction 
to Sino-Indian relations through the informal summit meet-
ings seem to have been stymied by the latest Chinese trans-
gressions into the Indian territory.

It is not that the stand-offs have not taken place earlier. 
There were major military stand-offs in Depsang (2013), in 
Chumar (2014) and in Doklam (2017), the trijunction area of 
India China and Bhutan. The latest stand-off, however, is qual-
itatively different in scope, character and intent.

First, several areas are involved simultaneously -- Naku La 
in Sikkim in the eastern sector, Galwan Valley, Pangong Tso 
and the Hot Springs area. In the Pangong Tso area, where the 
Chinese incursion is most serious, they have come up to the so-

called Finger 4 and blocked Indian Army’s patrolling, which 
was traditionally up to Finger 8.

Second, the question about the efficacy of the existing chan-
nels of communication has also arisen. Despite a few rounds of 
discussions among military officials, complete disengagement 
to the status quo ante position of May 5, 2020 has not yet hap-
pened.

Third, the Chinese action comes at a time when India is 
engaged in dealing with simultaneous health and economic 
crises. Precipitating an artificial, unnecessary security crisis at 
this point of time does not go well with the ‘Wuhan Spirit’ or 
‘Chennai Connect’ between the two countries.

Fourth, in the last one year, several of the Chinese actions 
have been repeatedly unhelpful, if not hostile to India. What 
came as a big surprise to India, in August 2019, China organ-
ised a closed-door meeting of the United Nations Security 
Council to discuss the situation in Jammu and Kashmir and 
made another failed attempt later.

Despite the Indian assurances that the reorganisation of 
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the erstwhile state of Jammu and Kashmir in August 2019 will 
have no impact on the boundary question, the Chinese official-
ly objected to the designation of Ladakh as a Union Territory 
because it impinges on China’s sovereignty.

Fifth, Chinese incursions in Ladakh and its occupation of 
strategic points in Ladakh has strategic consequences. India 
occupies the Saltoro Ridge in Siachen Glacier area, which is 
close to the Galwan Valley, a point of contention in the pres-
ent stand-off. If China occupies the Galwan Valley, India will 
come under double pressure: Pakistan from the West and Chi-
na from the North and the East.

While the government is doing its best to resolve the crisis 
through dialogue and discussion as per the established mech-
anisms there is growing public disenchantment and anger 
against China.

A call given by a Ladakhi native for boycotting the Chinese 
goods has had huge resonance in the country. Public discus-
sions have been held in to discuss whether India should give 
up its stance on ‘One China’ policy.

As is well-known, China claims Taiwan to be a part of China 
and has time and again said that ‘reunification’ of Taiwan with 
China is not a matter of ‘if’ but ‘when’. The use of force has 
not been ruled out. Endorsing ‘One China’ policy, India does 
not maintain sovereign relations with Taiwan, although it has 
a cultural centre in Taipei like many other countries.

The question is also being asked why the Indian govern-
ment has been reticent on the democracy protests in Hong 
Kong. Why has India not expressed concern at the new nation-

al security law, which violates the spirit of “one nation - two 
systems” which China has agreed to with Britain in 1997.

Over the years, China has put enormous pressure on India 
to ensure that the Dalai Lama, the spiritual and cultural leader 
of Tibet who lives in exile in India, is not allowed to carry out 
any political activities in the country.

Although there are over 200,000 Tibetan refugees in India, 
India has accommodated Chinese concerns and not let the Ti-
betans do any anti-China activity in India. This is even though 
the Chinese have staked their claim on the Indian state of 
Arunachal Pradesh, calling it South Tibet, a part of the Tibet-
an Autonomous Region (TAR). They have also objected to the 
visits of Indian prime minister and president to an aspiration.

The Chinese have also shifted their position on Jammu and 
Kashmir. In 1963, Pakistan illegally gave away a part of Jammu 
and Kashmir, the Shaksgam Valley, illegally to China. When 
India objected, the Chinese stated that Jammu and Kashmir is 
a matter between India and Pakistan, and China will take a po-
sition when the two South Asian neighbours resolve the issue.

Now, under the ‘Belt and Road Initiative’ (BRI), China is 
building roads and dams in Gilgit-Baltistan in Pakistan-occu-
pied Kashmir, which is Indian territory. It is for this reason 
that India does not support the BRI.

India will need to respond to the fast-changing security 
environment on the northern border. After these incursions, 
bilateral relations cannot but be affected. There must be a re-
think on the efficacy of the current bilateral mechanisms for 
model management and also the audit of the Special Repre-
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sentatives mechanism, which was set up in 2003 to resolve the 
boundary question.

The 2005 agreement on the political parameters and guid-
ing principles for the settlement of India-China boundary 
question is not being followed yet. China is simply not inter-
ested in resolving the boundary question, the Line of Actual 
Control (LAC), to which it is committed to various agreements. 
This way, it can keep India under continuous pressure.

‘One China’ Policy
It is in this backdrop that there is need to rethink India’s 

policy on China. The Asian giant has been deriving unfair ben-
efit from India’s softness. Many people have argued that India 
should distance itself from ‘One China’ policy, be less defen-
sive and make statements on Hong Kong, Taiwan, Tibet and 
Xinjiang. India should develop its relations with Taiwan fur-
ther. The thought of distancing itself from “One China” policy 
and base it on reciprocity has been there for some time but 
India has refrained from revising its ‘One China’ policy.

India has made several important concessions to China in 
recent decades. In 2003, the joint communiqué issued after 
Prime Minister Atal Bihari Vajpayee’s visit to China that India 
recognised Tibet Autonomous Region as a part of the territory 
of the People’s Republic of China.

This was a major concession to China, without it getting a 
settlement on the boundary question. China seemingly gave 
assurances that it would not show Sikkim as part of China, but 
the Chinese language maps still show Sikkim as part of Chi-
na. Realising that India had made a major gesture to China, 

which was not reciprocated, Tibet has not been mentioned in 
any joint communiqué since 2008.

In 2011, the then Chief Minister of Jammu and Kashmir, 
Omar Abdullah, speaking at Mumbai, laid out the reason why 
India should give up its ‘One China’ policy. Urging the Indian 
government to deal with China on an equal footing, he said, “I 
wish India shows [sic] some spine while dealing with China… 
we are expected to follow a ‘One China’ policy and not call into 
question Taiwan’s status, or not call into question Tibet’s sta-
tus…Why is it that China wants us to follow ‘One China’ policy 
for them but it won’t follow a ‘One India’ policy for India…I 
think that for far too long we have been apologetic, both in 
terms of our relationship with Pakistan and also China which 
we don’t need to be. I think we should deal with China on an 
equal footing. If they call into question parts of our sovereign-
ty, we have every right to call into question parts of their sov-
ereignty.”

In 2014, the then newly appointed External Affairs Minis-
ter, Sushma Swaraj, raised a rhetorical question with the vis-
iting Chinese Foreign Minister Wang Yi. According to media 
reports, responding to Wang Yi’s reference to India’s support 
for ‘One China’ policy, she raised concerns over Chinese mili-
tary presence in Pakistan-occupied Kashmir and stapled visas 
for residents of Arunachal Pradesh, asking the Chinese For-
eign Minister, “Mr Minister, we support the ‘One China’ poli-
cy. However, we expect you to also have a ‘One India’ policy.” 
No further discussion took place on the subject.

One need not get into the semantics of what ‘One China’ 
policy means and whether India should explicitly give it up. 
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What is needed is that the Indian response should be based 
upon strict reciprocity. That is the proper way of dealing with 
an assertive and aggressive China.

For instance, it would be appropriate if the Dalai Lama, who 
is the spiritual leader of the Tibetan Buddhists and a respected 
global leader, is given due recognition in India. That would not 
violate any bilateral or international agreement. There should 
be no hesitation in our political leaders meeting with the Dalai 
Lama and being seen with him publicly.

The United States Congress recently passed the “Tibetan 
Policy and Support Act of 2019”, which marks a major shift 
and hardening of the US policy towards China. India and the 
US are strategic partners. The two sides should exchange views 
on the developments in Tibet. In fact, India should exchange 
views on Tibet with other countries as well.

Further, India, which is the original home of the Lord Bud-
dha, should have active diplomatic, people-to-people exchang-
es with the countries, which practice Buddhism. The support 
of Narendra Modi and Japanese Prime Minister Shinzo Abe 
in 2015 to ‘Track 2’ initiative, Samvad, which brought togeth-
er Hindu and Buddhist religious leaders, along with others, to 
discuss conflict avoidance and environmental consciousness is 
an initiative of the kind which will be repeated and sustained.

The salience of Taiwan in global affairs has increased many 
folds in recent years. Taiwan has successfully dealt with the 
COVID-19 crisis. Taiwanese President Tsai Ing Wen has clear-
ly stated that Taiwan has an identity, which is separate from 
that of People’s Republic of China. In the recent past, China 
has put enormous pressure on Taiwan.

Taiwan has been desirous of expanding its relations with 
India. India has not responded in equal measures. Taiwan can 
be a source of investment, technology, a host to Indian stu-
dents and a partner in economic development.

India maintains a cultural centre in Taiwan. This is a good 
time for India to step up and intensify its relations with Tai-
wan within the existing framework. The local representative 
of Taiwan was invited to Modi’s inauguration in 2014 but not 
in 2019. This has not gone down well with the Taiwanese side.

Recently, Indian Members of Parliament attended the inau-
guration of Taiwan President. Such initiatives should continue 
and be multiplied. India and Taiwan should consider signing a 
‘Free Trade Agreement’ so that Taiwanese investments in In-
dia are treated at par with those from South Korea and Japan.

India can also invite the Taiwanese high-tech companies, 
including chip-making factories, to invest in India by creating 
a suitable enabling environment. Some imaginative reworking 
of the relationship along with a mindset change would be help-
ful.

India has a long connection with Hong Kong, going back 
to the 19th century. Many Indians used to do trade with Hong 
Kong and have settled down there. India has supported the 
‘One Country-Two Systems’ framework, which allows Hong 
Kong to practice its democracy at least for 50 years.

India should certainly express sympathy for the democracy 
movement in Hong Kong. Even if it does not join the western 
chorus, India, as a supporter of human rights, should be on 
the ground and show sympathy towards the democracy move-
ment.

China’s Muslims in Xinjiang province have been restive 
for decades. China has responded by tightening its grip on the 
province. The Muslim world has largely ignored the human 

rights violations of Muslims in Xinjiang.
India can raise, through the United Nations High Commis-

sion for Human Rights, the status of the violations in Xinji-
ang. This will also expose the Muslim countries, like Pakistan, 
which have been silent on the Chinese oppression of the Mus-
lims, while they are extremely vocal against a benign Indian 
government in Jammu and Kashmir.

One may ask, how will China react if India did some or all 
the above? No doubt, China will be unhappy and can be ex-
pected to raise India’s internal issues on multilateral fora. The 
point is, even without India doing anything against China, the 
latter has been bullying India.  India cannot remain a mute 
spectator. India has been on the defensive for too long. This 
has encouraged the Chinese to take advantage. The current 
standoff is a good point of departure for India to rethink how it 
wishes to respond to an aggressive and assertive China.

Of course, diplomacy and statements go only so far. What 
India needs to do is to bridge its economic and military differ-
ential with China, build its capacities and look for partnerships 
with countries, who have been suffering at the hands of China. 
This is not difficult provided we shed our exceedingly exces-
sively defensive mindset.

(The writer is a former Deputy National Security 
Adviser and is at present the Director at the New 

Delhi-based Vivekananda International Foundation)
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Galwan valley face-off: 
China’s intentions exposed

CHAKRAVIEW

The loss of nearly 20 Indian Army personnel in the savage 
attack by the People’s Liberation Army (PLA) on the night 
of June 15 is a turning point in India-China relations. As the 
facts of what transpired at Patrol Point 14 in the Galwan Valley 
emerged, it became clear that the Chinese Communist Party’s 
(CCP) perennial revisionist agenda was squarely to blame for 
this incident.

Before attempting to analyse the motivations of the Peo-
ple’s Liberation Army (PLA), it is necessary to understand its 
ethos. PLA is an oxymoron since it does not either belong to or 
represent the people of China. Rather, it is the politico-mili-
tary wing of the CCP. The PLA also does not represent Libera-
tion since it has been used to suppress and incarcerate its own 
citizens for the last 70 years.

Terming the PLA as an Army is also a misnomer since it 
is a largely conscript force. The recent miscalculations of the 
PLA along the LAC therefore need to be contextualised in light 
of these facts. The events of June 15 are still being analysed; 
however, what has clearly emerged is that the PLA has crossed 

a rubicon of civilised behaviour, breaching not only a code of 
professionalism, but also exposing itself as an uncouth cabal of 
misguided conscripts.

Using iron-rods and sticks laced with concertina wire to at-
tack unarmed professional soldiers under the guise of negotia-
tions is symptomatic of the rotten ethic of the PLA.

While the Indian armed forces have to select their person-
nel from a massive pool of eager and patriotic volunteers, the 
PLA’s unpopularity among its citizens forces it to conscript un-
willing citizens.

Further, China’s ‘One Child’ policy, a social engineering di-
saster, has bred a crop of youth raised as spoilt brats with no 
stomach for a fight or willingness to lay down their lives for 
the Party.

The CCP has also emerged from this clash as a two-faced 
hegemon, guided only by its inherent survival instincts at a 
time when China’s economy and global reputation are on a 
slippery slope. The Indian Army, an all-volunteer force, has 
more personnel on active duty than the populations of 80 of 
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the world’s countries. More importantly, the Indian soldier is 
toughened by years of fighting terrorists in difficult terrain and 
hardened by the experience of the 1999 Kargil War, which was 
comprehensively won on the peaks of the daunting Himalayas.

The Indian soldier is, therefore, more than capable of han-
dling the conscript army of the CCP, which has not faced com-
bat for over 50 years. The magnanimity and professionalism 
of the Indian Army should also not be lost on the PLA -- per-
sonnel of 16 Bihar Battalion, who were involved in the clashes 
did not target the PLA helicopters that arrived on the scene to 
evacuate PLA casualties. 

The lily-livered CCP now has a problem on its hands. A 
serious miscalculation by Beijing’s armchair strategists has 
opened up another front and internationalised Chinese ag-
gressions along the LAC.

The combat-hardened Indian Army would now also be re-
calibrating its strategy moving ahead -- this fact is not lost on 
the CPP or the PLA. With an ability to defend in depth along 
the LAC, the Indian Army is more than a formidable opponent 
for the PLA.

The Indian Air Force also has a distinct geographical ad-
vantage over the PLA Air Force in that sector, while the Indian 
Navy can keep the PLA Navy out of the IOR while throttling 
the Sea Lines of Communication (SLOCs).

The CCP’s mouthpiece Global Times (GT) betrayed the 
confusion within the Chinese establishment in a series of arti-
cles immediately after the clashes. While acknowledging that 

there were Chinese casualties, GT stated that the PLA did not 
release these figures out of ‘goodwill’.

GT’s brazen mendacity is also apparent in statements such 
as “we would like to handle the conflict peacefully”, “it will ben-
efit both sides if the situation cools down” and “China does not 
want to turn border issues with India into a confrontation.”  All 
this while, the CCP’s Army craves territories of its neighbours!  

The PLA’s current state of panic is also betrayed by state-
ments such as “while escalation to a large scale military con-
flict is very unlikely…”, “likelihood of larger military conflict 
remains low”, “India may face great pressure from its nation-
alists, but at this time both sides should keep restraint” and 
“benefit both sides if situation cools down, which needs efforts 
of both Indian and Chinese troops.” 

Further, GT has also uncharacteristically indicated that 
there is an increasing disconnect between the CCP, the PLA 
and the citizens of China. In a very atypical editorial, GT di-
rectly addresses the common Chinese citizen regarding the 
clashes stating “the Chinese public should trust the Govern-
ment and the People’s Liberation Army”, indicating that the 
CCP may be on shaky ground internally.

Spilling blood over desolate and inhospitable terrain is un-
acceptable behaviour in today’s inter-connected global comity. 
As the world galvanises opinion against the CCP, it is the com-
mon Chinese citizens who would have to bear the cost. The 
CCP’s miscalculations at the Galwan Valley are likely to affect 
their hold over power in the coming months.
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Revising ‘One China’ policy: 
What to do and not to do?

COVER STORY

By Abhijit Iyer-Mitra

India’s adherence to the People’s Republic of China’s “One 
China’ policy has arguably been more fervent and stricter than 
China’s own adherence to this policy. Consider this, Taiwanese 
firms get privileged access in Beijing, trade links between the 
Taiwan and China are almost double India-China trade and 
the leaders of Taiwan (then president Ma Ying-Jeou) and Chi-
na (Xi Jinping) have had a formal summit level meeting.

India, on the other hand, treats Taiwanese businesses like 
dirt, refuses them any official meetings, and maintains low 
trade levels, despite Tiawanese interests in investing in India’s 
highly unpredictable and investor unfriendly market. Meet-
ings between governments and businesses, leave alone be-
tween heads of governments, simply don’t happen. 

Much of this comes down to India’s extraordinarily mas-
ochistic policy of self-harm and getting carried away by our 
own propaganda. But it also points to a compromised bureau-
cracy, an inability to set priorities and gauge which priorities 

are realistic or not. In that sense, India is the alcoholic, who 
desperately needs to attend an Alcoholics Anonymous (AA) 
meeting and listen to the AA prayer, “God, give me the sereni-
ty to accept the things I cannot change, courage to change the 
things I can, and wisdom to know the difference,” also known 
as Reinhold Niebuhr’s prayer. 

To my mind listening to several diplomats over the years, 
our priorities can be condensed down to this list in descending 
order:

Getting a permanent seat on the UN Security Council
Keeping the India-China border calm
Thwarting the China-Pakistan nexus 
Minimising China’s naval presence in the periphery
The problem is, their top priority, getting a permanent seat 

at the UNSC, has always been a fool’s errand. China has always 
used it as leverage for Indian “good behaviour” and India has 
always behaved with wretched pusillanimity, citing the immi-
nent possibility of a permanent seat and China’s role in it.

To this end, we have refused to build infrastructure in our 
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border regions, refused military cooperation with friends, 
stayed away from alliances, and maintained the comical farce 
that is “non-alignment”.

Sadly, these kinds of tangible-for-intangible deals nev-
er work. The closest international example of India’s foolish 
“self-harm for possible UNSC seat” deal is Israel’s “land for 
peace” which has turned out to be as much of a disaster, except 
that Israel learnt from its mistakes rapidly, India after 58 years 
still hasn’t learnt. 

Consequently, China has taken to eroding priorities 3 and 
4 and it would appear since Galwan, priority 2 as well. Curi-
ously, it is said that when Indira Gandhi imposed an honour-
able peace at Shimla on Pakistan following the 1971 war, her 
adviser cautioned her against being harsh stating “the roots 
of the 2nd world war lay in the humiliation of the treaty of Ver-
sailles that followed the 1st world war.” Apparently for all their 
profound historical wisdom, they forgot the lessons of Neville 
Chamberlain and Munich when it came to China. 

Some of this probably is also cultural and derives from op-
pressive caste patriarchy. The obnoxious behaviour of Indians 
in general towards those of lower social standing or perceived 
“lower caste” led a keen observer to once note, “India treats 
kindness with contempt, and grovels when confronted with 
arrogance,” or as Kennedy summed it up bemoaning India’s 
harsh rhetoric against America: “Pandit Nehru keeps taking 
slap after slap from the Chinese and pretends nothing hap-
pened.” Sadly, what was true then, remains true today. 

The surest way of breaking this toxic chain simply cannot 
come from the “incrementalism” this government loves so 
much and uses as an excuse to cover up its inertia is amending 
India’s adherence to ‘One China’.

The point is, such adherence need not be a break from the 
past and can indeed be done covertly and incrementally. Policy 
consistency is a much appreciated trait among friends. Switch-
ing our ‘One China’ policy, therefore, within the ambit of both 
covert and incremental, provides for policy predictability and 
hence, strategic trust with our friends.

For example, then Australian Prime Minister Kevin Rudd’s 
announcement in Beijing that Australia was withdrawing from 
quadrilateral naval exercises with India, the US and Japan 
came as a rude shock to India and vitiated the atmosphere for 
decades. As for China, it was never a friend for us to engen-
der trust.So, how do we proceed with adhering to “One Chi-
na” while systematically dismembering it? For this, we need to 
consider two questions

What can we do to China that they have already done to us?
What can we do to prevent them from harming us more 

while carrying out 1?
For this, we need two approaches – posturing and covert 

actions. Posturing acts as leverage against China, without de-
stroying the trust friendly countries have in us, while covert 
actions actively undermine Chinese policy.

Note that we do this not to punish China as a retributive 
and an ad-hoc measure, but as a matter of consistent policy. 
The real challenge will be maintaining the said consistency, 
which India has a terrible record of.

Be it from compromising intelligence assets in Pakistan 
twice, first under Morarji and then under Gujral to first sup-
porting the Baloch insurgency and then abandoning it; from 
supporting the LTTE to later attacking it; from supporting Ti-
betan uprisings with the Americans to actively discouraging 

them. In such a case, the effectiveness of the policies recom-
mended below must be efficacious if and only if they are main-
tained irrespective of the ideology of India’s ruling dispensa-
tion. Sadly, the Taiwanese contention of India’s bureaucrats 
being hopelessly compromised gives no succour, but purely 
to cogitate the mind, the following could be considered along 
with their negatives.

What India should not do?

Recognising East Turkestan could be one, but this would be 
a self-goal given that Islamic terrorism is highly internation-
alised and as Pakistan is learning supporting one form of ter-
rorism opens the house up to all other terrorists, who are fun-
damentally uncontrollable, as our experience with propping 
up the LTTE and Bhindranwale show. In short, this is not a 
feasible option. 

Encourage any violent Tibetan resistance or recognise Ti-
betan or Taiwanese independence. Remember that there are 
enough separatist movements in India for the Chinese to rec-
ognise and provide arms and aid. Moreover, keeping the bor-
der quiet is a priority.

What India can do?

Start engaging with Tibetan refugees on more publicly, in-
cluding regular and public meetings for the Tibetan govern-
ment-in-exile with Indian officials participating. This is not a 
“bargaining chip” to be ceded to China in return for worthless 
nothings.

An intensification of economic cooperation between India 
and Taiwan, requesting the moving of all of Taiwan’s produc-
tion on the Chinese mainland to India, both negatively affect-
ing the Chinese economy as well as positively boosting the 
Indian economy. This, of course, will be subject to India ratio-
nalising its notoriously business-unfriendly investment laws 
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and regulatory and dispute resolution mechanisms.
Adopt the US strategy versus the USSR of keeping their 

direct border -- the Barents Straits -- relatively trouble free, 
while ensuring the main hostility was in the Fulda gap between 
East and West Germany. Keep the theatre of conflict far away 
in the South China Sea as active as possible, while keeping the 
direct border quiet. That is, stiffed ASEAN’S spine through 
military cooperation.

Ramp up covert military cooperation with Taiwan. The 
most important element of this will be to create a linkage be-
tween Chinese arms sales to Pakistan and Indian arms trans-
fers to Taiwan. This can be safely negotiated as the “cascading 
of obsolete arms” that are going to be replaced in the Indian 
arsenal. For example, the brand new Scorpene class subma-
rines are quieter and more sophisticated than any current or 
planned Chinese submarine. One could simply negotiate a new 
batch of 24 “more advanced” variants of the same submarine 
and transfer the current 6 to the Taiwanese claiming obsoles-
cence. This protects both the supplier nation not wanting to 
antagonise China as well as Taiwan, which will benefit from 
significant spare parts commonality with India, not to men-
tion interoperability. 

Act as a liaison between Vietnam and Taiwan and a supply 
bridge between Vietnam and the West. The Communist Party 
of Vietnam (as opposed to the country) has always maintained 
cordial ties with the Chinese Communist Party and cannot be 
seen breaking the “communist block” for whatever little it is 
worth. However, Vietnam also suffers from a fundamental dis-
trust of western suppliers, who are prone to imposing sanc-
tions based on internal issues like human rights. Expanding 
the scope of the India-Taiwan cooperation, India could act as 
guarantor of Vietnamese purchases of vastly superior western 
arms (the differential between Russian and Chinese arms is 
rapidly reducing given Russia’s ossification on the technology 
front). This is extremely beneficial to India, as it creates sig-
nificant economies of scale for large scale purchases and set-

ting up a localised defence indigenisation cluster between In-
dia-Taiwan and Vietnam -- an alliance in being if not on paper. 

Ask Taiwan as a claimant to the whole of China to unilat-
erally declare the International border as defined by India, be-
tween China and India as the legitimate border. This will be 
sequential and take time.

Finally, the ultimate pillar of trust will be intelligence shar-
ing, given Taiwan’s remarkable electronic and human surveil-
lance assets monitoring China. All these steps are sequential 
and based on the assumption that India can in fact adjust its 
notoriously self-defeating policies and unpredictability. 

What India can threaten to do, but must not do?

The final element of trust between India and Taiwan must 
be to threaten, but never actually, to transfer nuclear weap-
ons to Taiwan. To be sure, Taiwan’s industrial abilities are 
far ahead of our own. Moreover, any such transfer would be 
treated as a severe breach of trust by friends including the US 
and France. The best thing under the circumstances would be 
to coordinate what India will say and when, and to keep the 
threats verbal during off-the-record conversations -- effec-
tively ending any dream China will have of reuniting Taiwan. 
This is, of course, particularly difficult given India’s lack of 
knowledge of what the words “covert” and “discrete” mean 
and will need some extremely disciplined and nuanced dip-
lomatic rigour. 

All of these steps are graded, practical and achievable. The 
only thing in our path is our own acute weaknesses, mind-
set and policy masochism. As such ending the ‘One China’ 
policy is not just good for everyone else, but acts as a fait 
accompli for economic reforms, increasing industrialisation 
and employment as well as buttressing our foreign policy. 

(The writer is a Senior Fellow at the New Delhi-based 
Institute of Peace and Conflict Studies)
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India’s failure to exploit 
China’s fault lines has 
come to haunt it

CHINA WATCH

By N. C. Bipindra

It is not very often, rather never, in the last 45 years has one 
heard of either Indian soldiers or Chinese military personnel 
having been killed in the frequent border clashes that happen 
every summer. That peace record between the ‘blow hot-blow 
cold’ rivals in the Asian region has been unfortunately broken 
this year.

As I write this, am saddened by the news that Indian Army 
on June 15 night lost the commanding officer and 19 soldiers 
in violent clashes with the Chinese People’s Liberation Army 
(PLA) personnel at the Galwan valley, a treacherous terrain, in 
eastern Ladakh on the Line of Actual Control (LAC). The last 
time there was death during military clashes between the two 
nations was in 1975.

Both the nations are fortunate to be still holding another 
peace record. That of not firing a single bullet at the 4,000-odd-
km de facto border in the last 53 years. The two sides last fired 
bullets at each other in the Sikkim sector in 1967.

That situation is precarious because if it turns true and the 

number of casualties grow, the Indian political and military 
leadership will be forced to react to the deaths, and would have 
to give a befitting military response to the Chinese at a place 
and time of New Delhi’s choosing.

This sort of chest-thumping has been heard from the In-
dian political leadership previously when India lost soldiers 
to violent attacks by Pakistan Army, and also witnessed Sep. 
2016 Surgical Strike and the Feb. 2019 Balakot air strikes after 
terror attacks by Pakistan-based groups on Indian soil.

The nuclear-armed India-China clashes have triggered 
fears of the two nations going to war over the Ladakh border 
face-offs, in progress for nearly 45 days now. The Indian mil-
itary leadership has moved in quickly to prevent any such es-
calation.

Their efforts are certainly likely to bear fruit, for the simple 
reason that the Chinese foreign ministry is still talking peace, 
amidst warnings to maintain restraint. For the last one month, 
it was the Indian ministry of external affairs that was asking 
China to abide by the five existing bilateral peace agreements 
between the two countries since 1993. The wheel has now 



Defence.Capital18 JUNE 2020 

turned. That Beijing came about triggering a sector-specif-
ic face-off as summer broke this year, amidst the global fight 
against the COVID-19 pandemic, did come as a surprise to 
China-watchers. Why is China opening a new conflict front, 
when it is facing the ire of the global community? The current 
round of clashes in Ladakh are strictly local and directly a re-
sult of India aggressively pursuing border infrastructure con-
struction over the last 15 years.

Over the last 15 years, India has built three Advanced Land-
ing Grounds (ALGs) at Daulat Beg Oldie, Nyoma and Fuk Che 
in Ladakh that can facilitate air operations and quick troop in-
duction. Nyoma and Fuk Che are the closest ALGs to the loca-
tions where the current stand-off is in progress. Now, it is vig-
orously building roads that can take Indian soldiers and their 
patrol vehicles too close to the LAC that is causing discomfort 
in the PLA. India woke up to this infrastructure game late.

The Chinese have an advantage of better infrastructure and 
roads on its side of the LAC, and the PLA wants to prevent In-
dia from changing the status quo. Chinese military clearly has 
an upper hand regarding infrastructure and access to the LAC 
in eastern Ladakh.

Through the present face-off, the Chinese want to send 
across a message to India that it will not let its tactical superi-
ority be diluted in any manner. That is precisely why they have 
influenced Nepal to begin a strategically important geopoliti-
cal battle regarding India’s sovereignty over the Lipulekh–Ka-
lapani region in Uttarakhand‘s Pithoragarh district.

Nepal, by passing a Constitutional Amendment and there-
by its political-geographical map, has opened a new border 
battle with its neighbour clearly at the behest of China, which 
has been investing heavily in the Nepalese power projects over 
the recent years. China has once again sent a message that 
through its financial clout over poorer nations in the region, it 
can trouble India.

No wonder, the Chinese Communist Party mouth-piece 
Global Times squirmed and reacted angrily to Indian strategic 
affairs experts calling for a rethink on the ‘One China‘ policy 
at a webinar in New Delhi organised by the think-tank and a 

defence news magazine I am part of, warning about the insur-
gencies that India is already fighting.

China’s annexation of Tibet and Xinjiang, and its troubles 
with Taiwan and the pro-democracy movement in Hong Kong, 
are major fault lines that India has failed to exploit over the 
last 70 years, which has come to haunt New Delhi since 1962.

China has never been a trust worth neighbour or a friend. It 
has never ever intended to extend a friendly hand to India and 
its intentions have always been suspect. Beijing and its leaders 
have always indulged in the art of deception, even when it was 
going through the paces of diplomatic engagements with New 
Delhi and its leadership.

It was Beijing that put the spokes in New Delhi’s wheels 
on multiple occasions to win the Nuclear Suppliers’ Group 
membership with a Non-Proliferation Treaty waiver. China 
has also never shied away from scuttling any effort to declare 
Pakistan-based Jaish-e-Mohammed chief Masood Azhar as a 
wanted global terrorist.

Again, at the Shanghai Cooperation Organisation, China 
insisted India agree to Pakistan’s membership if it wants to 
become a member, thereby trying to hyphenate and equate the 
two South Asian nations, though on economic and geopolitical 
fronts they are not equals and India has a better record.

The frequent protests from Beijing to Indian Presidents 
and Prime Ministers visiting Arunachal Pradesh, an Indian 
province that China claims entirely as its southern Tibet. The 
Asian dragon has also irritated India regularly by denying vi-
sas or issuing stapled visas to Indian citizens from the states of 
Arunachal Pradesh and Jammu and Kashmir. In one instance 
in 2020, China refused visas to then India’s Northern Army 
Commander Lieutenant General B. S. Jaswal to visit Beijing 
for military talks.

There are plenty of recent instances that point towards this 
duplicitous behaviour of China. China has also given plenty of 
reason for India to review and reset its ties.

(The writer is Chairman of New Delhi-based 
think-tank Law and Society Alliance, 

and Editor of Defence.Capital magazine)
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Reactionary China: India’s 
rising military, diplomatic heft 
trigger Ladakh border clash

CHINA WATCH

By Siddhartha Sharma

For over three decades, the Communist Party of China (CCP) 
has spread propaganda and pumped corporate earnings, 
through channel stuffing, to portray China as an economic 
powerhouse in the region.

The CCP’s mendacious propaganda has now tied its hands 
into a reactionary force. Internationally, China is shamed and 
called on to disclose the origins of the COVID-19 pandemic.

The pandemic has devastated the global economy and 
pushed millions into poverty, effectively nullifying the 
three-decades long fight against poverty. It has also rendered 
all alleviation efforts of the international community futile.

Therefore, the world is justified to ask China to come clean. 
It should not startle us that emerging evidence points towards 
recombinant pieces of several genomes to produce the pan-
demic-causing pathogen. At this point, however, it is unclear 
whether it is a natural evolutionary step or a lab-work.

India and China share a lengthy 3,488-kilometre Line of 
Actual Control (LAC), the de facto border. Both nations claim 
territories in their respective western and eastern parts, lead-
ing to disputed areas. As part of the Panchsheel Treaty of 1954, 

the Jawaharlal Nehru-led Government of India acknowledged 
that Tibet was a part of China. Hence, India gave up its ex-
traterritorial rights in Tibet inherited from the British, hoping 
China accepts the fait accompli.

Consequently, Nehru ordered new maps of India published 
showing the expansive Indian territorial claims as definite 
boundaries including Aksai Chin, which together with the fail-
ure of the 1959 Tibetan uprising and the 14th Dalai Lama’s ar-
rival in India, set in motion the ground for the War of 1962 
between India and China.

Sections within Chinese establishment consider Indi-
an military to continue to be in the 1962 state of readiness, 
which obviously is untrue in 2020. Realising the growth of its 
arch-rival, the CCP faces uncomforting challenges. On many 
occasions, since the “package settlement” offer by Deng Xiaop-
ing in 1981, both India and China have had border skirmishes 
and stand-offs.

Between 2000 and 2010, China rapidly expanded and car-
ried out hectic construction. They consolidated position, im-
proved access, and the agility of deployment along the LAC. 
India frequently protested but never confronted. Such passive 
activities encouraged China to bully Indian forces along the 
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LAC and its other smaller neighbours. It led to a significant 
power differential, tilted in favour of China.

In 2015, India’s former Defence Minister late Manohar 
Parrikar admitted “regulations for border infrastructure have 
handicapped the construction of roads leading to the country’s 
borders” at an investment summit organised by Confederation 
of Indian Industry. Further, the Narendra Modi-led govern-
ment restructured the ailing Border Roads Organisation and 
rushed to accelerate the long-overdue construction of strategic 
infrastructure along the LAC.

Moreover, the Ministry of Defence 
undertook several measures to fast-track 
the laying of border roads. The enhanced 
speed of development to meet the Indian 
Army’s strategic requirements has played 
a pivotal role, and this is the critical factor 
distinguishing the recent stand-offs, be it 
the latest or the 2017 Doklam incident.

While many argued about India’s po-
sition in Doklam, it is worth noting that 
India, in a strategic sense, gained face by 
directly looking eye-to-eye at the Chinese 
in an over 70-day confrontation. Lethal 
incidents did not occur, but India showed 
extreme resolve to not turn around, which 
was new to the Chinese People’s Libera-
tion Army (PLA).

Another factor, more importantly, un-
like Doklam, this time the conflict is on the 
Indian territory. It indicates, unlike usual 
Indian reaction to Chinese construction 
activity, the Chinese are now reacting to 
India’s road-building efforts.

Strategically, this discomforts the CCP leadership’s play-
book. Over the course of the last five years, India has constant-
ly refused to be a part of the Chinese Belt and Road Initiative 
(BRI), and strongly opposed it.

India has, on many occasions, registered its protest with 
China over the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC) 
violating its sovereignty. To counter Chinese advances across 
the world, India together with the ‘Quadrilateral Security Dia-
logue’ of Australia, Japan, and the United States, launched its 
‘Blue Dot Network’.

India and Japan, with a few African countries, counter Chi-
nese maritime advances in the Indian Ocean Region (IOR) 
with the Asia-Africa Growth Corridor (AAGC). Digital connec-
tivity, through the AAGC, will also support the growth of inno-
vative technology and services between Asia and Africa.

For the first time since 1988-89, India has challenged the 
PLA, which is terrible for CCP’s propaganda. It also questions 
the Chinese narrative of a big regional powerhouse. In Chi-
na, the tutored youth learns about a colonised but reformed 
China regaining territories. With access to the Internet and 
knowledge of India’s growing military prowess and diplomatic 
edge, the faith and belief of the Chinese people on the CCP are 
now shaky. Together with the agony of the pandemic in Chi-
na, which is playing against the Communist narrative, Chinese 
citizens have steadily started to value freedom of expression. 
Recent incidents in Hong Kong and the way Taiwan handled 
the Coronavirus epidemic have added more fuel to the public’s 
distrust of Chinese politicians.

For the 40 years, China’s growth was unquestioned. It prac-
tised a very shady business. Public companies in the United 
States are now facing the wrath of American market regulator 
SEC. Chinese-listed businesses do not comply with the disclo-
sure and transparency measures required of companies traded 
on US stock exchanges.

Now with the growth fading, the Chinese leadership is des-
perate to retain its clasp on power, and hence we are witnessing 
jingoist propaganda. In simplest terms, the latest incursions 
are heavy-handed Chinese response to thwart Indian efforts 

to narrow that power differential forcibly.
Amazingly, the Indian leadership is 

leaving no stone unturned to protect its 
strategic interests. Amid a pandemic and 
stand-off, over 10,000 workers are arriv-
ing near the border to complete projects. 
The move came even as Indian and Chi-
nese soldiers were eyeball-to-eyeball at 
four locations along the LAC in the west-
ern front.

Mirroring Chinese deployment of 
tanks and artillery guns, the uniformed 
services of India are setting up their camps 
in a proactive localised deployment. Rein-
forcements from the Indian Army togeth-
er with a small naval presence in Pan-
gong Tso are reported. Air Force fighters 
rushed in, following Chinese aerial activi-
ty, to counter what appears to be a multi-
front purposive ploy by China.

Indian Air Force performs regular 
fly-by with its Sukhoi 30MKI fighter air-

craft fleet and the newly acquired Apache gunships in Leh. 
Although inadvertent incursions happen due to poorly demar-
cated boundaries, the aerial incursions, using the Chinese he-
licopter fleet, deliberately leaves tell-tale signs to stake claim 
on areas which are part of India. Fearing a retaliation for the 
Handwara terror attack by India, Pakistan has ramped up its 
night sorties using F-16s and JF-17s along India’s north-west-
ern border. With operational detachments of the Air Force at 
Leh and the THOISE air bases, IAF is today much prepared 
than in the past.

War-like conditions also favour China economically, as 
well. The US and Australian trade wars have intensified, and 
multiple manufacturing companies look at India as a preferred 
alternative destination. Investments in a war-torn country are 
unlikely. It slows the outflow of manufacturers from China and 
buys CCP time to thwart India’s attempts to lure manufactur-
ers out of China. It is a textbook case of Chinese military ploys. 
Recently the PLA Navy performed power projections and mus-
cle-flexing with smaller nations in its South China Sea.

Incidentally, the Chinese leadership was surprised by the 
Indian voice on the South China Sea disputes. It was a re-
sponse to the multi-front assertive aggression by the Chinese 
across Ladakh, Sikkim and Arunachal Pradesh. Although the 
current stand-off is likely to cool-off soon, the bilateral differ-
ences will likely drag on as more troops dig in on both sides.

(The writer is a member of think-tank networks 
Royal United Service Institute-RUSI and International 

Institute of Strategic Studies-IISS, London.)
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India should explore non-military 
options to hurt China

CHINA WATCH

By N. C. Bipindra

Emotions are currently running high among serving soldiers 
and retired veterans from the armed forces, as well as among 
the people of the country who are feeling hurt at the loss of 20 
lives of Indian Army personnel in violent clashes with Chinese 
military men.

There has been a rising sense of hurt and shame among the 
Indian citizens over the humiliation of death of Indian soldiers 
including a commanding officer of an infantry regiment on 
June 15/16 intervening night in the clashes that went on for 
over six hours continuously.

The overflowing anger of Indians seems to be forcing the 
hands of the Indian government into escalating the current 
nearly 45-day face-off between the Indian Army and the Chi-
nese People’s Liberation Army soldiers.

There have been calls from retired military Generals that 
India needs to give China a bloody nose immediately when 
the anger among the soldiers, who have lost their brothers-in-
arms. They want a military response to the military violence 
unleashed on the Indian soldiers.

If the Indian government succumbs to the pressure mount-
ed by retired Generals on television studios and the over-
whelming show of anti-China sentiments by the people, it 
would become inevitable for Prime Minister Narendra Modi to 

display machismo in sending a befitting response to the Asian 
dragon.

That would mean only one thing, a sure shot push towards 
the second Sino-Indian war after 1962. Though there has been 
an admission among the Indian strategic circles that the 1962 
India’s China war led to its defeat, this more or less serves as a 
propaganda tool to the Chinese.

One look at the Chinese foreign ministry spokesperson’s 
statement and the Western Theatre Command spokesperson’s 
remarks yesterday on the June 15 clash would give you a sam-
ple of Beijing‘s arrogance and its superiority complex vis-a-vis 
its southern neighbour, another Asian giant.

The Chinese Communist Party and its armed forces 
seem yet to realise that the year 2020 is not 1962 and that 
India’s military has been modernised with weapons and 
equipment in these nearly 60 years since. Moreover, the 
present conflagration in Ladakh is a direct result of the in-
frastructure projects that India is building along its borders 
with China.

Also, India will be more than willing to use its air force jets, 
such as the heavyweight Sukhois and the latest Rafales. Indi-
an fighter jets can operate much easily from Indian airbases 
than the Chinese air force warplanes in view of the obvious 
disadvantage the Tibetan heights pose on the payload carrying 
capacity of the PLA-Air Force aircraft.



This handicap will hinder China air operations in spite of 
the midair refueller force multiplication capability for jets op-
erating from air bases in mainland China. This chinks in the 
Chinese armour will likely be the game changer in 2020, as 
India had failed to use its air force in the 1962 war.

Notwithstanding the military option, which has to be exer-
cised at a time and place of India’s choosing as I argued yes-
terday, it would be wise if India figured out other non-military 
options to squeeze China in areas that could be a pain in the 
neck for Beijing.

Already, outfits like the Swadeshi Jagran Manch and Con-
federation of All India Traders, a national traders’ body with 
lakhs of members, have begun to mobilise the commoners in 
uniting against China and boycotting goods that are imported 
from the northern Indian neighbour.

The Narendra Modi government, on its part, can easily aid 
these citizens’ efforts, by curtailing access to Chinese com-
panies to the Indian market of 130 crore people. Already the 
balance of trade is stacked 8:2 against China, which gets $82 
billion worth of business out of the Indian markets through 
its exports than India with $18 billion. India should obviously 
reduce Chinese imports.

These two related actions by India would choke the already 
gasping gross domestic product of China and hit them badly 
in the manufacturing sector, at a time when unemployment 
levels in the Asian giant is at a high of six per cent.

The Indian government can also disallow any Chinese-con-
trolled company to introduce or operate its digital applications 
in India, especially in the Information Technology and the 
Communications sectors and other strategic sectors. Afterall, 
the Chinese companies are the economic arms of the Chinese 
Communist Party and pose a long-term cyber threat and espi-
onage challenge in these sectors.

Chinese companies have invested heavily — at present val-
ued at $4 billion — in Nepal’s power projects. It is but sur-

prising that India is buying power from Nepal and indirectly 
helping China to prosper with good return on its investments. 
Why can’t the Indian government stop buying power from Ne-
pal and thereby squeeze these Chinese investments and render 
them non-viable?

One of the easiest actions the Modi government can take is 
to ban the Chinese infrastructure companies that are investing 
in projects in the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC). 
Stop giving these Chinese companies with CPEC connection 
any Indian infrastructure projects.

Already, there has been a social media controversy over re-
ports of a Chinese firm being awarded a contract for building 
the Delhi-Meerut Regional Rapid Transit System project. The 
government was forced to issue a clarification today that this 
tender was still progressing and that no contract out of the five 
bidders have yet been finalised.

Not many people refer to the fact that Chinese President Xi 
Jinping is a master craftsman in the art of information warfare 
and psychological operations. Xi has spent nearly 15 years in 
the United Front Work department of the Chinese Communist 
Party of which the primary task was to carry out information 
warfare against China’s rivals and enemies.

It is important to understand Xi’s background to un-
derstand why China is creating conflicts in places it should 
not be including in Ladakh at this point of time. It is an 
information warfare he is indulging in and is trying to in-
fluence the global events and domestic politics using these 
conflicts as a means to entrench and enhance his grip over 
China and the Chinese Communist Party, where murmurs 
are now being heard over his political ambitions to remain 
in power for life.

(N. C. Bipindra is Chairman of Delhi-based think-tank 
Law and Society Alliance and Editor of Defence.Capital,  

a military and strategic affairs magazine)
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Prophet of Global Peace
India needs to give more political and diplomatic importance to 

the Dalai Lama, the spiritual leader of Tibetan Buddhists and 
until recently, the head of the Tibetan government-in-exile


