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The road to conflict

——India’s boundary policy and the Sino-Indian territorial dispute (1949-1962)

Ma Rong-Jiu (Diplomacy)

Directed by professor Niu Jun

Abstract

This dissertation focuses on India’s boundary policy towards the Sino-Indian
territorial dispute from 1949 t01962. Accordingly, the dissertation provides an
analytic framework, that is, how all three variables, expansion of geopolitical
interests, pursuit of prestige and spoiling of domestic politics, combine to determine
India’s standpoint, goals and behavior pattern regarding the Sino-Indian border
dispute.

Firstly, to India, acquiring the greatest advantage in terms of geopolitics and
security was the basic principle for its boundary policy. For this reason, on the one
hand, the government of India attempted to maintain Tibet’s “buffer zone”; on the
other hand, Nehru government delimited a boundary line unilaterally and did
everything possible to make the Chinese government approve, at least tacitly.
Particularly, in the view of Indian decision makers, the change of Tibet situation and
status surely brought a greater challenge to India’s security and prestige in this region.
As a consequence, suppression of the rebellion in Xizang of 1959 played a “Catalyst”
objectively in the course of change of Indian boundary policy, i.e. from delaying to
overriding and escalation.

Secondly, India’s boundary policy embraced the urgent demand for prestige, and

did too much when it invested a particular move with a measure of prestige out of all
proportion to its actual importance. Indian political elites represented by Jawaharlal
Nehru spare no efforts in protecting what they conceived national boundary and
territorial integrity. Under this circumstance, to India, the Sino-Indian border dispute

was far beyond the disputed territory itself, but did matter to Indian dignity and
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prestige.

It was noted that India’s policy of prestige had got entangled with its leaders’
cognition psychology. Due to “Victim Mentality”, Indian policy makers had
exaggerated so called China's hostility and threat, and simultaneously overestimated
their own standpoint. So we could say that Indian leaders’ “Victim Mentality” in the
process of decision making was the crux of the escalation of the Sino-Indian territorial
dispute.

Thirdly, Nehru government’s boundary policy was entangled in domestic politics.
On one side, the Sino-Indian border dispute was used for the purpose of power rivalry
by some Indian politician. On the other side, Nehru government followed rather than
guided the public opinion. Consequently, Indian government and its leader were
vulnerable to the political pressure from internal. It followed that Indian behavior
pattern, such as overriding and coercion, not only met the demand of power rivalry,
but satisfied public emotionalism, however, did harm to Sino-Indian relations.

The dissertation also points out the collision between India’s boundary policy
and China’s standpoints and principles. On that account, we could say that Chinese
counter-attack is just the result of Indian escalation toward border dispute.

On the basis of the research, the author concludes that the Sino-Indian border
dispute should be regarded as “legal mechanism” for power politics in no way by any
side. Equally important, two governments should guide public opinion positively and
win the support from their nationals for the resolving of border dispute on the basis of
multi-concession. Last but not the least, decision makers from any side should get rid
of “Victim Mentality”; instead, they should deal with territorial dispute

comprehensively, objectively and soberly.

Key Words:

Territorial dispute, Boundary policy, prestige, domestic politics, “Victim

Mentality”
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