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Defining the Indo-China border 

 

India has traditionally been having a reasonably amicable relation with its neighbours since ancient times. In the medieval 

period, many foreign aggressors came here essentially to prove their might and loot. Muslims were the first who came to 

loot, rule and spread Islam. Nepal did have a history of repeated conflict with Tibet which had very little of army. Tibet was 

also conquered by the Chinese but they did not occupy it. Traditionally the Tibetans had a good religious bond with Buddhist 

India (bordering Magadh). The border used to be ill defined till 1684 when a first Ladakh (India), Tibet, China border treaty 

was sign formally delineating it. The second treaty of 1842 keeping the status quo of 1684 was also signed by Maharaja of 

Kashmir, Dalai Lama of Tibet and the then emperor of China. German maps in 1912 by the Royal Geographical Society 

clearly indicating that the boundary of Sinkiang extended only up to the Khen-Lun.  

In the middle sectors, there are sufficient document to prove Indian govt position to the watershed of Sutlej on one side 

and the Kali, Alakhnanda and Jadh Ganga on the other till Nepal borders on east and between the tributaries of Spiti and 

Para Chu rivers between Tibet and the erstwhile undivided Punjab. However, there were problems in the eastern part of 

the boundary. British India tried to demarcate it through a tripartite agreement in 1914 Shimla agreement when the British 

foreign secretary Mac Mahon along with the representatives of Tibet and China drew in continuations along the highest 

Himalayan ridges. It is noteworthy here that Tibet was free of Qing China occupation and declared independence in early 

2013. This was termed the McMahon Line. Later Chinese govt repudiated it and backed out of this agreement. The biggest 

failure of the British India was its failure in the late 1980s (after taking Hongkong), to compel the Chinese to withstand their 

commitment that demarcated the Aksai Chin and areas in NR regions as an integral part of Ladakh.   

After their independence and occupation of Tibet, the Chinese drew their own map which claims many parts of India as 

their own. This Chinese map is in violation of all previous agreements. As the PLA became more aggressive, their troops 

started violating the previously agreements and increasingly started laying claims over their unilaterally drawn map and 

this became an often friction point. The Panchsheel agreement did not talk of the boundary and the PLA violated it with 

impunity that was also one of the reasons of the 1962 war. As it emerges now, lesson was not learnt by the Successive 

Indian govts who neglected developing the border areas as a result of which the Chinese PLA could transgress at will, with 

their policy of Salami Slicing. The limited conflict of 1967 was its testimony. For long, Indian govt neglected the issue and 

made it difficult for the Army to keep a strict vigil as there were hardly any border roads on our side. On the other hand, 

the PLA has developed robust roads on their sides that allow them huge mobility and strength to keep eye on us. This 

possibly is the reason, why they are so uncomfortable with the present govt making the border roads on priority. This is 

also the reason why they came to object us when the bridge was being constructed on the Shyok river in the Galwan valley 

that finally led to the present standoff. 
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The present Indian govt is determined that the Chinese cannot be permitted slicing off our territories and wants the PLA to 

vacate all the land they have transgressed over the decades. The need of the hour is to convert the LAC in to a permanent 

international border which the Chinese sides have been long avoiding. Their eyes seem to be set on Mao Tse Tung’s 

assertion of their expansion to 5 fingers…namely Ladakh, Nepal, Bhutan, Sikkim and NEFA (now Arunachal). With Sikkim 

and Arunachal already secured within Indian nation, clearly their thrust is towards Ladakh. Chinese PLA kas been pushing 

in the eastern Ladakh ever since the 1962 war. They occupied a sizable chunk in Aksai Chin which they did not vacate after 

the cease-fire. They have moved inch-by-inch inside the LAC over decades, a move also known as ‘Salami slicing’. Since 

2016, India has been very clearly thwarting their expansionist ambition till they were observed to have moved in the Galwan 

and Pangong areas in April 2020 that they are refusing to vacate which that led to the present standoff. These moves of the 

Chinese are clearly seen as their violation of the 1993 & 1996 agreements. 

All these only reconfirm one fact…that the Chinese are not interested in demarcation of the Indo-Chinese international 

border. It is in their favour. Firstly, it provides them the opportunity to claim any area on the ill-defined border as disputed 

and start the PLA deployment. They have been declaring long stretch of Indian territories as disputed and now they have 

put their eyes on Bhutan too. Just the last month they have declared the Bhutan national park as disputed. Chinese consider 

it their birth right to start hobnobbing in the self-declared disputed zones. For the Chinese PLA a cost of few millions of 

dollars in the activation and deployment of troops makes no difference to their near 15 trillion-dollar economy. However, 

for the nations like India, Nepal or Bhutan, every such counter-deployment do make it count. Secondly, Chinese consider 

themselves as military superpower in the recent years. They started believing that none will oppose them militarily. 

Undoubtedly, they have amassed huge military assets. They however, forget the fact that military hardware does not win 

wars, it is the fully dedicated men behind such machines. Such dedicated manpower is a common scarcity in the PLA. Their 

near 20% forced recruits are highly suspect on their motivation & dedication. They were seen crying while being sent in a 

bus to the LAC. They will like to run away from the threat to their lives. Hence, China must accept this truth and behave as 

a responsible neighbour. What is the answer to it? Should India continue being drawn to the border incursions because the 

Chinese want it so? Indian leadership must act on it. If it is must, there is no harm in inviting an international delegation to 

help in the border talks. In that background, Trump’s offer may be worth considering.  
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The irritants in Indo-Chinese relations 

 

The Indo-Chinese relations have been marred by mainly by the few issues that have come in way to the Chinese ambitions 

of territorial expansionism. The two nations are exactly opposite in their approach. India after independence has 

traditionally been trying to retain the sanctity of its border with others whereas the Chinese have been doing exactly the 

opposite. No sooner it got its independence from the Japanese in 1949, they grabbed Tibet. They saw a possibility of 

expanding their borders hence, unilaterally announced the Indo-Tibetan border as disputed and Indo-Tibetan agreements 

as nullified. They encroached upon Aksai Chin and occupied in 1959. They also attacked in 1962 and grabbed additional 

area in eastern Ladakh to occupy it. They also extended their claims on Sikkim and Arunachal.  

Sino-Indian boarder has always been a potential source of skirmishes in the aftermath of the Chinese independence in 

1949. Ever since the peaceful Buddhist nation of Tibet was forcibly occupied by the communist Chinese in 1949-50, all 

understandings with Tibet on the international border with India were thrown in to the winds. The Chinese refuged to abide 

by the previous govt agreements. The PLA 

continued with their ambitions of territorial 

expansions. Thereafter our northern border has 

been under Chinese threats. It was further 

complicated by the lopsided foreign policies of 

the then PM Nehru. The much hyped 

‘panchsheel accord’ signed on 29 Apr 54 was 

ridden with problems from the very beginning. 

There was a lack of clarity on the international 

border further distorted by the Chinese invasion 

of Tibet. Even though it was ratified by UN in Dec 

57, the distrust between the neighbours were 

mounting which finally led to the debacle of 

1962 war. It took some time for India to 

recovered from it. The Line of Actual Control 

(LAC) remains ill-defined even after 58 yrs of China war. The decades of lop-sided Indian diplomacy towards the Chinese 

are evidently bizarre in that while India succumbed to the pressure of “One China policy” the Chinese are yet to 

acknowledge Sikkim and Arunachal as integral parts of India. They have been violating the sanctity of LAC with impunity in 

the past with many such intrusions going unnoticed and whatever few were detected, there were little resistance from the 

previous successive Indian Govts. There are long lists of ‘sticking points’ between India and China for over 6 decades. The 

list is further growing with some absurd acts of recent Chinese neo-colonies of Pakistan & Nepal. Some complacency on 

part of Indian forces have permitted the Chinese to occupy some parts of the Pangong lake between finger 8 to finger 4 

areas and further fortify while the so-called ‘peaceful talks’ are progressing at snail pace. 

 

The successive Congress govts of Nehru, Indira never tried seriously to address the Sino-India issues. It was only in 

December 1988 that PM Rajiv Gandhi visited China and the two countries agreed to settle the boundary questions through 

the principles of "Mutual Understanding and Accommodation and Mutual Adjustment" for the settlement of the boundary 

questions. The two sides established a Joint Working Group (JWG) on the boundary questions at the Vice-Foreign Ministerial 

level. However, not much of ice could be broken in the decades of over 20 rounds of talks essentially because of the distrust 

with each-other. 
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During Narsimha Rao and later Bajpayee ji’s tenure as PM, China and India signed two agreements, in 1993 and 1996, to 

establish protocols to resolve potential disputes. These protocols included the mutual recognition of a "Line of Actual 

Control" (LAC), but disagreements continue between the two governments about where the LAC lies over a roughly 20 km-

wide swaths in various sectors. Talks did start but the feet remained cold, unable to move forward. 

India had documented several hundreds of incursions by the PLA in to the Indian territories every 

year. Bajpayee govt after Kargil war made a strong resolve to build-up the boarder roads all along 

the LoC and the LAC in 2001. Some projects were sanctioned and started too in the coming years 

but with the change of the govt in 2004, infrastructure development in the border areas were 

limited to the files. Many such incursions in the period prior to 2014 went unnoticed owing to the 

lack of infrastructures and the consequent inability to position permanent pickets of the border 

troops on the Indian side. In April 2012 a major PLA incursion had reached the proportion of flare-

up when 400-500 Chinese came >30 Km inside the LAC and camped for several weeks. It was the 

major PLA incursions of 2013 in to the Depsang plateau and to the Daulat Beg Oldie (DBO) air strip 

that created deep resentment among the Indian forces and opened the eyes of the UPA govt who 

was almost compelled to sanction and initiate the development of the border road 

infrastructures. By this period, PLA had a false notion that they can cross in to the Indian side with impunity. Most of the 

incursions by the PLA were down played by the Indian govts in the past. Indian govts of the past have seldom heeded to 

the repeated requests of ITBP, BSF and Army to build all weather roads in the difficult terrains of the Himalayan ranges 

adjacent to the LAC. However, things changed when Modi Govt in 2014 sanctioned a large numbers of infrastructure 

projects for the NE region in which boarder roads also formed a significant part. Long pending demands of Army’s Mountain 

Divs were fulfilled. The Indian Air Force too strengthen the vigil in the sky along LAC. Today, our Armed Forces are in full 

control of the situations there and this has been troubling the Chinese. 

PM Bajpayee visit to China in 2002 restarted the process of normalisation. Talks began with both countries exchanging own 

maps of the middle sector, Occasional skirmishes on the ~3500 km boarder continued esp in the NE sectors. After 2014, 

special impetus was given to the relations with the neighbours. Both Indian and Chinese leadership tried to walk past the 

thorny terrains, they did walk some distance but the march forward is very slow. Despite the adverse weather, the clouds 

of suspicion, the two sides have been able to resolve two major incidents that had potential to go out of control. The stand-

off in Ladakh (Chumur) in Sep 2014 while the Chinese premier was in India and the later 77 days Docklam impasse in Eastern 

sector did resolve peacefully with thoughtful handling. There was one difference in the approach of the Indian side during 

these times though…the Indian Forces did not back-off…unlike the numerous times in the past. Indian Forces looked straight 

in to the Chinese eyes, duly reinforced for any untoward change of events. Finally, diplomacy prevailed upon. Chinese 

troops retreated from both the stand-off.  

With the development of roads and other infrastructures after 2014, the Indian defence along boarder continued 

strengthening under priority. Road, Rail and air accessibility to the LAC increased at top priority. The talks on LAC dispute 

resolution also continued. There have been some progress in these talks too. The sticky issues are many, namely the Akshai 

Chin, eastern Ladakh, mid-sectors of Uttarakhand, Sikkim, Chumbi Valley-Doklam, Arunachal and finally the Mac Mohan 

line. Chinese are pressing for Chumbi valley settlement which is extremely critical for India because if Chinese get it, Batang 

La and Jhampheri ridge are within their reach. Gangtok city lights are clearly visible from this ridge. On the other hand, 

Chinese are unwilling to talk of mid sector and the Akshai Chin.  

Year  Actual 

 Incidents 

2010 228 

2011 213 

2012 426 

2013 500 

2014 500 

2015 400 

2016 273 

2017 426 

2018 326 
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The usual Chinese incursions which used to be largely unnoticed and un-opposed in the past, is no longer a walk-through. 

Every now and then, they are intercepted. This occasionally led to 

scuffles. It happened in Pangong lake area on 05-06 May 20 and on 09 

May 20 at Naku La where a scuffle broke out between the two army. Now 

with the IAF eyes in the sky 24x7, every air space violation by the Chinese 

that were the rule in past, are promptly intercepted by the IAF. The 

Chinese are feeling such pressure because of increased Indian presence 

and preparedness. These small incidents although may not be necessarily 

a sign of any shift in their standard procedure but in the present days of 

media coverage, it surely heightens the public apprehension as if some conflict-type of situation has been brewing up. The 

expansionist agenda of the PLA are increasingly coming to the fore. PLA has built up permanent fortifications at many places 

on the LAC itself. These are all along the LAC…at Chumur, Demchok, Moldo, Pangong, Hot Springs, Ghogra, Galwan and 

Depsang. There is no doubt that the border forces at the LAC in eastern Ladakh either failed to keep a strict vigil on PLA in 

these areas or they only followed the benign reluctance on part of our leaderships of decades to close eyes to the 

happenings…of their salami slicing…of their two steps forward and a step back policies. Besides all these, the govts recent 

push on the border roads esp of the only Link to the Daulat Beg Oldie…the Durbuk-DBO road has apparently upset them. It 

was the construction of a bridge on this road which was objected to by the PLA that started the present conflagration. 

Obviously, the Chinese have far exceeded in the decency of observing the sanctity of the Indian territorial integrity and all 

these are happening despite the five Indo-Chinese agreements of ‘Peace & Tranquillity’ on the Line of Actual Control. The 

first two agreements of 1993 and 1996 elaborate in details the terms of troops non-engagements. The later 3 agreements 

are merely to find the mechanism of implementation of the agreements. However, despite 22 rounds of talks having taken 

place between the two govts, there is hardly any progress to be seen on the ground. It is increasingly becoming apparent 

now that it is an old Chinese ploy…of keeping the talk alive…of keeping the other side engaged but continue with own 

expansionist agenda. The same have been observed post Galwan clashes too. However, it may change now. The present 

govt of late is seen serving the Chinese their own medicines…of keeping them engaged in talks and occupying and deploying 

Indian troops in the vantage positions. This has clearly upset the Chinese. It is felt that the serious discussions to resolve 

the border disputes may begin soon. For the first time, the military level talks will be attended by the diplomats of the 

foreign affairs too…to monitor the progress on ground after the 5-point agenda were signed between the foreign ministers 

of the two nations at Moscow on 10 Sep 20. The summary of various agreements is given below: -  

 

Summary of the five Indo-Chinese bilateral agreements of peace & tranquillity 

1993 AGREEMENT ON THE MAINTENANCE OF PEACE AND TRANQUILLITY ALONG THE LINE OF ACTUAL CONTROL  

07 Sep 1993 agreement provides the “framework for border security between the parties until final determination is made 
regarding border demarcation.” Both the parties agree to keep “military forces in the areas along the line of actual control 
to a minimum level” and “reduce troop levels” compatible with friendly and good relations between them. They also agree 
to carry out confidence-building measures along the LAC control, including by providing prior notification of “military 
exercises of specified levels near the line of actual control permitted under this Agreement.”  

1996 AGREEMENT ON CONFIDENCE-BUILDING MEASURES IN THE MILITARY FIELD ALONG THE LAC  

29 Nov 1996 agreement allows for “military disclosure when the parties are undertaking border exercises and for the 
reduction of troop levels in the border areas and to observe and inspect troop movements in each other territory upon 
invitation.” The two sides agreed to reduce or limit their military forces within mutually-agreed geographical zones along 
the LAC. It specifies the major categories of armaments to be reduced or limited: “combat tanks, infantry combat vehicles, 
guns (including howitzers) with 75 mm or bigger calibre, mortars with 120 mm or bigger calibre, surface-to-surface 
missiles, surface-to-air missiles and any other weapon system mutually agreed upon.” It also stipulates that “neither side 
shall open fire, cause bio-degradation, use hazardous chemicals, conduct blast operations or hunt with guns or explosives 
within 2 Km from the line of actual control.”  
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2005 PROTOCOL ON IMPLEMENTATION OF CONFIDENCE-BUILDING MEASURES IN MILITARY FIELD ALONG LAC  

11 Apr 2005, the Protocol states that “the differences on the boundary question should not be allowed to affect the 
overall development of bilateral relations. The two sides will resolve the boundary question through peaceful and 
friendly consultations.” 

2012 ESTABLISHMENT OF A WORKING MECHANISM FOR CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION (WMCC) ON 
LAC AFFAIRS 

17 Jan 2012, the two sides agree to establish the WMCC to deal with important border affairs related to maintaining 
peace and tranquillity in the India-China border areas. The WMCC will be headed by a Joint Secretary level official 
from the Indian MEA and a Director General level official from the Chinese Foreign Affairs and will be composed of 
diplomatic and military officials of the two sides.  

2013 BORDER DEFENCE COOPERATION AGREEMENT BETWEEN INDIA AND CHINA  

23 Oct 2013 agreement enumerates several mechanisms to reduce misunderstandings and improve 

communications between the two countries along their disputed border. Article VI explicitly prohibits one side from 

actively following or tailing the patrols of another side. Articles explicitly outline procedures for resolving disputes in 

areas where there is no mutual understanding of the LAC. 

2020 AGREEMENT OF MOSCOW FOR THE DE-ESCALATION OF THE TROOPS AT THE LAC 

10 Sep 2020, Moscow. The two foreign ministers signed a 5-point agenda to dis-engage the troops build-up at the 
LAC of (1) not allowing differences to become disputes; (2) of the border troops should continue dialogue, quickly 
disengage, maintain proper distance and ease tensions; (3) of the two sides abide by all the existing agreements and 
protocols on ‘peace and tranquillity’; (4) of continue communications through the Special Representatives for 
Consultation and Coordination and (5) after the situation eases, the two sides should expedite work to conclude 
new confidence-building measures to maintain and enhance peace and tranquillity in the border areas. 
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The Chinese expansionism and aggressions 

 

The State of China 

China has a long history of being a feudal state with rivalries among various factions and groups. Although there are many 

differing accounts of the ancient history of China with differing periods, most of the timelines are approximate at best. In 

China various dynasties prevailed from nearly 1700 BC under Shang dynasty. The Zhao dynasty in various forms continued 

from 1022 BC to 221 BC. The Qin dynasty came the next that was known to be cruel. They burned lot of olden literature, 

buried numerous scholars of previous dynasty and tried to unite China. Then came the Han dynasty somewhere around 

160 BC that continued till year 220 AD when it split again in Wei, Shu & Wu kingdoms that fought among each other. 

Xiongnu raided china in 304 AD. In 386, Torba, a Turkic community captured the entire China. In the year 589 a Sui dynasty 

came for a brief period before the Chinese society again became feudal. Buddhism & Taoism coexisted in Tang dynasty 

from 618 AD to 907. In 751 AD, Chinese were defeated by the Arabs. The new emperor Wuzong damaged many Buddhist 

temples and forced the monks of <40 yrs age out of the temples. This phase was followed by Song dynasty when China was 

initially fragmented but united again by the tenth century. In this period Confucianism gained popularity. Emperor Jurchen 

rendered prominence to the Chinese language and social customs and got fully assimilated in the Chinese society and 

reunited China till 1213 when the Mongols attacked. In 1215 they burnt Beijing and by 1234 they captured entire China. 

Kublai Khan the grandson of Mongol emperor Chenghez Khan downed the Yuan dynasty. They were brutal to the native 

Chinese. They could not assimilate themselves and rebellion started. The last Yuan emperor fled to Mongolia in 1368 after 

which the Ming dynasty came to power. Under this rule, China gained some prosperity. Ming dynasty started disintegrating 

in 1630s. Next came the Manchurians who ruled the Chinese under Qing dynasty from 1636 to 1911. They captured Taiwan 

in 1683 from the Dutch and made Tibet ‘protectorate’ in 1720. East Turkestan too was annexed by the Qing in 1884. After 

the fall of the Qing dynasty in China, Tibet expelled all Chinese officials and troops, and declared itself independent during 

1911-13. The opium war in the 19th century when the British waged war on the Chinese ports and occupied Hongkong. 

British however, did not rule them in exchange for heavy taxes. Several rebellions broke out during this period. Japan too 

attacked and defeated China in 1894. Taiwan was ceded to Japan. China 

too came under Japanese rule, paid huge taxes through different 

provincial rulers. Unrest under the repressive Japanese regime was 

growing. One such group of the repressed people was formed in 1921 

as the Chinese Communist Party which started mobilising more people 

and training them in guerrilla warfare. In 1931, Japanese conquered 

Manchurian too. However, the Japanese power and influence started 

declining after their defeat by USA in the 2nd world war. There was a long 

internal civil war in China between the Communists under Mao Tse Tung 

and the Kuomintang. Taiwan was handed over to China in 1945. In 1949 

Communist finally gained control of whole of China after a protracted 

war. In October 1949, Mao Tse Tung declared the Peoples Republic of 

China in Beijing as an independent country. Kuomintang army were 

driven to Taiwan who decided to secede Taiwan from China.  

The Expansionism of the Communist China 

After Qing dynasty collapsed in 1011, East Turkestan tried to free itself from the Chinese. Struggle started in Ghulija and 

Kashgar to create an independent Muslim state. However, the Communist Army first captured ‘Ghulija’ followed by Kashgar 

parts of East Turkestan from the Muslim rulers in 1949 and then consolidated their gains to annex the entire province to 

rename it as “Xinjiang” (meaning New Province) and imposed the rule of the Han minority backed by the Communist Army. 

Year  Campaign   Country 

1950 Battle of Chamdo  Tibet 

1950-53 Korean War  S. Korea 

1954-55 Taiwan Strait  Taiwan 

1958 Taiwan Strait  Taiwan 

1959 Tibet uprising  Tibet 

1962 Sino-Indian conflict  India 

1965-69 Vietnam War  Vietnam 

1967 Nathu La, Cho La  India 

1969 Sino-Soviet conflict USSR 

1974 Parcel Island  Vietnam 

1979 Vietnam War  Vietnam 

1979-91 Vietnam Conflict  Vietnam 

1996 Taiwan Strait Crisis Taiwan 
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Local Muslim rebellion (also known Uighurs) against the Chinese continued which made the Communist to crush through 

putting them in jails termed by the Chinese as “re-education centres” to shun radical Islamic thoughts and to make them 

accept the communist rule. 

After the Chinese got their independence from Japan, they have largely been hostile to its neighbours. Their expansionist 

behaviour has made them fight many wars with neighbours as shown in table opposite, occupying East Turkestan, Tibet, 

Manchuria, Yunnan, Macau and part of Mongolia.  

Right from the time Communist party of China came to the 

power, it remains a seclusive state, with very little known to 

the others. Chinese as neighbour, have repeatedly shown 

their untrustworthiness, time and again. It has gradually 

grabbed the territories of almost all neighbouring countries. 

Having annexed East Turkestan, they next occupied by 

Tibet. In a brazen attack by the Chinese on 07 Oct 1950, the 

PLA invaded Tibet. All warnings of UN and other 

international agencies were disregarded by China. Tibetans 

were forced to sign a 17-point accord of accession on 23 

May 1951 that permitted internal rules of Dalai Lama. 

However, soon Dalai Lama was cornered, his powers 

curtailed and repressive measures continued against the 

Tibetans. Rebellion started against the Chinese atrocities in 

the Sichuan province of Tibet which was crushed by the Chinese. This finally made Dalai Lama to flee to India with about 1 

lakh followers in 1959. Thereafter, Chinese administration raised another Lama and radically tried to curb the traditional 

Buddhist practices. There is a massive Human Rights abuse going on in the occupied Xinjiang as well as Tibet, of which the 

entire world is concerned of. It can be imagined that radical Islamic Uprising in Xinjiang has separatism against the Chinese 

State and violence & Bigotry against non-Muslims as their cadres have links with Al-Qaida, ISIS and all other major radical 

& terrorist organisations. Uighurs were known to have been with Osama Bin Laden. They are also with some of the 

Afghanistan & Pakistan based terrorist organisations. However, why is Communist China so intolerant to the peace-loving 

Buddhism? Why are they suppressing them? 

The Communist China has also annexed a sizable portion of the ‘Inner Mongolia’. About 2700 sq km of inner Mongolia had 

been under the Communist China. In 1969 they cut down the area of the autonomous region, transferring territory to the 

surrounding Chinese provinces and regions in all directions. Just like Xinjiang, Han community have been sent to regulate 

the administration in these areas. This is an unauthorised occupation by the Chinese.  

Overall, nearly 50% territories of the present-day China are the forcefully occupied lands of Tibet, East Turkestan and 

Mongolia. It will not be surprising if there is a mass uprising to free their land of the Chinese, their size will be cut to less 

than half. It is for this reason that the Chinese are exercising highly repressive measures against them. There are immense 

Human Rights violations going on. Their religious freedom is at high stake.  

China, once the most populous but poor state in the world still remains the most populous but has shun-away its poverty 

tag to become a nation of second largest GDP in the world. 
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Galwan incident: A Paradigm shift in Indo-Chinese relations 

 

There has been an Indo-Chinese standoff at the Line of Actual Controls (LAC) at various places of which the Ladakh border 

has been in precarious condition since May 2020 following several scuffles. Attempts has been going on to resolve it through 

discussions. On 06 Jun 2020, a Lieutenant General level talk between India and China on the boarder standoff in Galwan 

valley for an ‘status quo ante’ of the two armies’ positions of April 2020 had lot of expectations. There was no immediate 

communique after the talk but the endorsement of a part-de-escalation came on 10 Jun after a careful analysis at the Army 

HQs. There was supposed to be an immediate de-escalation from the ‘eyeball to eyeball’ confrontation to fall back by 1.5-

2 Km, followed by military level talks for further reduction of the tension. On 11 Jun 20, the Indian side stepped back and 

some of the Chinese too apparently moved back. On 15 Jun however, suspicious movements were noticed at PP14 where 

the Chinese posts were re-established that was supposed to have been removed earlier. This is the time when Col Babu 

had gone on patrol to confirm it along with 30 odd personnel. They first abused the Indian team and refused to move out. 

It is not fully known how the violence started at their first camp and how it went on to their second camp where Babu lost 

his life. This violence was against the spirits of the de-escalation as well as previous bilateral agreements.  

Here is a Counterviews question which has never been raised at any forum…” When the patrol party of Col Babu noticed the 

presence of the first camp of the Chinese supposed to have been vacated, why did he not go back to report it to the higher 

authorities instead of getting in to brawl?” That would also have been in accordance with the earlier bilateral accords of 

resolving issues by dialogue. The higher authorities of both sides who earlier negotiated the de-escalation, might have met 

again to work out a peaceful means of verifying the withdrawal. However, did the Chinese army adhere to the agreements? 

Surely not. Very fact that they attacked barbed-wire wrapped attacking weapons, they too violated the agreement. Did 

someone made error of not being more tactful so as to avoid everything that happened subsequently that night…and both 

nations came to the brink of a possible conflagration/war? It may not be appropriate to question the acts of Col Babu at 

this stage who made the supreme sacrifice because of the back-stabbing by the Chinese. Raising this question will surely 

not be in the national interest too. But such questions must be answered in the future to avoid the recurrence of the 

situation that we are in. 

The Chinese have always been untrustworthy and back-stabbing. It is in their DNA. It is nothing new. We saw it in the early 

1950s, their duplicity in their talks and acts. They did with India, Tibet, east Turkmenistan, Mongolia, Vietnam and some 

smaller provinces. At Indian borders, they have dual ambitions of land grabbing and appeasing their ally of Pakistan. 

Pakistan also serves Chinese purpose by continuing terrorist infiltration and other distractions in India. We knew it all along, 

yet we went for the negotiations at different levels. Some progress was evident in the discussion.  

Indian Defence strategies of the Past. Till the recent years had been ‘defensive by denial’ though the non-existent roads, 

have failed miserably. On the other side, the Chinese have upgraded their infrastructures and their forces have amassed 

plenty of men and materials across the LAC with rapid redeployment capabilities. That is the reason they are able to pick 

and choose the theatres of operations all along 3500 odd kilometres length of the LAC where they can continuously prick 

the Indian forces at will. These factors have especially threatened the DBO-Depsang and Demchok-Chumur sectors of 

Ladakh although PLA is presently on their side of the LAC. Indian Govt has somewhat neglected to fortify in these areas to 

prevent their ingress. It was only in late 2013 that the UPA govt agreed to the long stand military demands of developing 

some roads in those remote area of some part of the LAC. The present Govt made it a priority task in 2014 to make the 

entire LAC approachable by good roads capable of fast transportation of the troops and their equipment. This was a 

departure of the Indian govt from the past approach that made the Chinese uncomfortable. 

Fast developing Infrastructures at LAC.  Chinese know that our infrastructures all along the Line of Actual Controls (LAC) is 

fast developing and it will not be long before their repeated transgression become checked or history. It is for this reason 

that they are trying to apply maximum pressure through military build-up and a long list of frequent border skirmishes are 
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the pointer to it. On the other hand, the present Indian Govt too is firm of not yielding any further ground on the LAC. Till 

recent years Indian forces were handicapped with very poor infrastructures all across LAC as well as the lack of will to fight 

back. In the last few years there have been rapid progress in roads. Now there is presence of Indian troops at most places 

along the LAC. However, we are still long way short of matching the Chinese opponent. India must build enough roads, rail, 

permanent bunkers, many garrisons / cantonments having flawless logistics & supplies. These cantonments must be set-

up at suitable locations from where rapid deployment could be effected. There must be enough of troops and fighting 

machines at these garrisons. Presently we have very few of such camps. There must be adequate civilian inhabitations or 

some tourist sites too in the vicinities so as to make the infrastructures commercially viable with the means of self-

sustenance.  

Newer Offensive Capabilities.  All these years, Indian Army was unable to launch any credible attack on the Chinese across 

the LAC. It was only the last year (year 2018-19) that the Mountain Strike Force (MSF) of a Corps strength was formed and 

provided enough teeth to launch credible attack across the LAC and sustain it too. It was demonstrated on ground too 

during the exercise “Op Him Vijay”. This has broken the jinx of ‘being defensive’ at the LAC. All these capabilities of the 

recent years have made the Chinese apprehensive of India. At least one more of such MSF is required if India wishes to 

threaten the territorial integrity of China. However, India does not have any 

such territorial and land-grabbing expansionist ambition unlike the Chinese.  

The present size of China is due to their land-grabbing of the erstwhile 

neighbours whether Tibet, East Turkestan, Mongolia, Manchuria, 

Hongkong, Vietnam and several other smaller provinces. It has been Chinese 

hegemony at the UNSC by virtue of it being a permanent member that no 

penal action has been initiated against them. As their expansionist intents 

continue, it is time to initiate suitable action. It has been very long for 

“Tibetan Govt in Exile’ waiting their land to be freed. The international 

communities and the UNSC must take cognizance of it.   

The Chinese policies of aggressive border encroachments continue. Their troops’ repeated incursions and build-up in 

Ladakh and all along LAC, in to the Indian territories at places have of late being check-mated. No longer they can intrude 

in India without being noticed. Of late they find Indian troops preventing them a free ingress unlike in past. This is why 

scuffles break out between the two troops since the past bilateral agreements prevent the use of firearms on the LAC. 

Some of these scuffles have been violent, leading to injuries on both sides. In Galwan valley the scuffles were so violent 

that resulted in deaths. This has shattered the relative >40 yrs peace at the LAC and PM Modi’s words of “the martyrdom 

of our braves will not go in vain” sets a very new agenda of the ‘New India’. It has made a paradigm shift in the whole lot 

of the Indo-Chinese relations and the Indian approach in the times ahead. The Armed Forces are in Combat deployment. 

The immense anger among the nationals have taken pledge to boycott Chinese goods, something that will surely hurt the 

Chinese. China has taken a diplomatic beating on international platform for being seen as aggressor. Hereafter the paradigm 

shift in Indian policies towards China will include the followings: -  

a. There is no dilemma in Indian minds not to trust the Chinese as to what they say and do.  

b. India has freed its forces of any obligation of not opening fire (in self-defence though).  

c. Indian stand is clear on Galwan valley, “threat-free road” to the Daulat Beg Oldie airfield.  

d. There is no doubt that the Chinese have transgressed to finder 4 of the Pangong Tso.  

e. That the Chinese army’s expansionism behaviour continues across the entire LAC.  

f. That ‘defence by denial’ was a very wrong policy of Indian Govt for >40 yrs. 

g. That infrastructure along with troops & garrison build-up with logistics along LAC, is vital. 

h. That Chinese need to be confronted aggressively on all three fronts of diplomatic offensive, Economic reprisals and 

Military counter-action (The Counterviews, issue 2:12, page-19 refers). 
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PLA Incursions in to India. The Chinese military has been playing cat & mouse game for long now. Every year there 

have been PLA transgression in to our territories for long that often went unnoticed. This happened 

hundreds of times in a year. They could venture several kilometers within. In the past, it used to 

mostly go unnoticed but after the recent years’ border roads constructions in many parts of the 

LAC taken-up on highest priority, they are increasingly being detected, reported and countered 

too. A Times of India report quoted Union Minister of State for Home Affairs, Kiren Rijiju, to have 

informed the Rajya Sabha in Sep/Oct 2014 of the number of transgressions by the Chinese Army 

into the Indian territories. This figure had slight decline in the year 2016-18 as reported by Minister 

of State for Defence Shripad Naik to Lok Sabha in Nov 2019. The new road constructions are 

increasingly making the Chinese jittery as they are no longer able to venture in our territories at 

will. They are checked in their attempts as evident by the standoffs at Chumar (2014), Docklam 

(2017), Naku La, Pangong Tso or Galwan (2020). 

Past major PLA incursions In Ladakh. Out of the 857 km long border in Ladakh only 

368 km is the International Border and the rest of the 489 km is the LAC. The two 

traditional disputed points included Trig Heights and Demchok. At eight points, the two 

sides have differing perceptions of LAC as shown in the box opposite (The Ind Exp, May 

26, 2020). But lately, China has raised two fresh dispute points of 83 sq km at Pangong Tso 

and 80 sq km at Chumur. Their increasing claims on Ladakh and other regions across LAC, 

is mentioned in the box opposite. They have been making repeated forays in our 

territories at their will with very little of Indian reaction till the Sep 2014 stand-off at 

Chumar sector when our troops confronted them for several weeks during their 

President’s visit to India. They had to finally retreat back.  

It is just beyond comprehension as to why the Indian Govt remained spineless in the 

preceding 10 yrs to the repeated Chinese intrusions. Did the Chinese have some 

understanding with the Congress party of India to whom they made cash donations through their Rajiv Gandhi Foundation? 

We don’t know. However, those weak postures of the govt did significantly weaken the Indian side of the border posts. 

Thanks to the present govt who nullified the previous govts policies of “Defence by denial” and started an ominous task of 

the border road development even if to the annoyance of the PLA. They have mercifully acted on the Military’s long pending 

demands of additional Mountain Division and a Rapidly Deployable Mountain Strike Force that can mount offensive across 

the LAC. With these, some sort of parity has been restored. It is no longer the India of 1962, with sick mindset of the political 

leaders. It is a new India which has first acquired the military capability and then looking at the Chinese eye to eye.  

It cannot be understood why Indian govt was not proactive against the Chinese nefarious designs on the LAC during several 

decades. If we could defeat the Pakistanis in 1965 & 1971, we could have defended our LAC too. We tolerated their 

repeated provocations on both diplomatic and military fronts. God knows what made the Indian polity so spineless 

especially when Chinese leaders visited India. In most such instances, they blatantly abused Indian authorities as shown 

below: - 

 

Some major Chinese Forays 

in to Ladakh 

2008-Skakjung, Koyul, 20 km 

2009 -Demchok, 10 Km 

          -Chumur, 5 Km 

          -Raki Nalla, 5 Km  

2011 – Yangse, 5 Km 

          -Chumur 10 Km 

Apr-May 13 – DBO Airstrip 

         -Burtse (25 Km) 

Sep 14 – Chumur 15 Km 

Year  Actual 

 Incidents 

2010 228 

2011 213 

2012 426 

2013 500 

2014 500 

2015 400 

2016 273 

2017 426 

2018 326 

• China’s claim to Arunachal came just before President Hu Jintao’s 2006 visit. 

• Before Premier Wen Jiabao came calling in 2010, Beijing began questioning India’s sovereignty 

over Jammu and Kashmir through its stapled-visa policy.  

• Before Chinese Premier Li Keqiang May 2013 visit PLA made a deep incursion in to Burtse, 

Depsang, DBO, Chip Chap regions of Ladakh and 20 Km deep in Chaglagam, Arunachal.  

• Chinese President Xi Xinping Sep 2014 visit to India was marred by a bitter stand-off at Chumur. 
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 If go by the transgressions and subsequent claims on the Indian territories, Chinese agenda of premeditated occupation 

goes back to the 2009 and 2013 when they showed their intent of expansionism. It seems they have very clear objective of 

occupying Ladakh through 3 axes: - 

a. Transgression through Raki Nala, Depsang, DBO, Chip-Chap plans & river to arrive at the Karakoram Pass and meet 

with Pakistan to cut-off India fully. By virtue of their threatening presence in Galwan valley and the adjoining peaks, they 

are threatening the only road access to the DBO. They must be pushed back from here at the earliest. 

b. Push through the Trig Heights, Pangong Tso (finger 4-8) to attack Indian posts at finger 3 or 4 on one side and the 

Pangong Lake or on the other side of the lake to cut-off Indian access to Chushul on the lake road and get access to Tsaka 

La high-way leading to Tangse. 

c. Push through Demchok-Koyul and Chumar axis towards Chushul and Leh highway. They have large back-up Army 

and their Air Force at Ngeri-Kunsha here.  

 

The above plans look reasonably strong from the Chinese point of view if the Indian forces were of 1962, but that is not the 

case anymore. Their forces are sitting ducks 

for the IAF on the Pangong lake if hostility 

breaks out. They will surely be neutralised in 

no time. Their plans in Galwan valley may be 

strong on papers. However, if they have to 

invade India from that axis, through its 

narrow valleys and roads, they will again be 

sitting ducks, exposed to both ground and 

aerial attacks. If they misadventure, Galwan 

valley may become their graveyard…and 

worse, the narrow roads may not permit 

them to retreat. Thus, the only area where 

they can try to invade with some rate of 

success is the Demchok-Chumur axis if having 

numerical superiority. This area is however, 

widely accessible to IAF counterattacks from 

Leh, Punjab and Haryana bases with air 

superiority. It will not be easy at all for the 

Chinese to invade. They will have to take 

enumerable body-bags of their soldiers. 

Although they dream of threatening our 

Manali-Leh roads deep within our territories, it will remain their dreams only. After the Indian Army initiative of deployment 

on 29/30 Aug 20 over the ridges on Back Top, Helmet Top, Resang La, Recking La, Gurung Hill and so on, Indian fortification 

in those areas are credible enough to defeat any evil designs of PLA incursions in to Indian territories. Pangong, Spanggur 

gap and Chumur will be their graveyards. 

Conclusion 

Successive Indian govts in past decades have been docile to the Chinese aggressions on diplomatic and military frontiers 

against us. The Chinese forces have far too long been intruding our territories and some partisan and selfish polity in India 

esp the Congress & Communists, have been indifferent to it. Our decades old policy of national ‘Defence by denial’ against 

the Chinese have not only failed us but even encouraged the Chinese with unchecked transgression in to our land.  

In the recent years, Chinese were brought closure to India in all three spheres of diplomacy, economy and the military in 

the hope of peaceful co-existence and mutual benefits. Diplomacy has been at the highest levels of ‘Wuhan spirits and 
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Chennai connect’. Economic cooperation was the best in Chinese investments, make in India and bilateral trades. However, 

trade deficit was high when we imported lot of raw materials and consumer goods from them. Efforts were on in the last 2 

yrs to narrow the trade-deficit too. On military front too, the relations had normalised to the extent that the two nations 

had held joint exercises in 2016 which otherwise was unimaginable. However, despite all these, the Chinese continued with 

their expansionist ambitions. Docklam in 2017 and repeated standoffs this year have vitiated the atmosphere. There was a 

hope that diplomatic approach will be possible. But despite decision to de-escalate, they kept their troops on Indian 

territories. The worst was their premeditated brutal attack on to the Indian troops at Galwan PP14 area resulting in deaths 

after several decades of comparative peace. Whether CO of 16 Bihar Regt should have countered the Chinese physically 

getting drawn in violent confrontation or just reported their presence to the higher-ups despite de-escalation, is a matter 

of past. Indian side feels the Chinese have back-stabbed again. India has rightly activated the entire LAC and now at least, 

there is no looking back. India has met its intention absolutely clear that attacks on Indian soldiers or PLA transgression in 

to our territory is unacceptable and will be met with serious consequences. On the side lines however, the diplomatic 

channel is also active for any reasonable peaceful solution.  
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The Economic and Military might of China 

 

China has undoubtedly caught the world attention by a unique way of its economic progress. The Chinese leadership knew 

all along that its agricultural production as well as manufacturing sectors had huge potential. Since all these assets were 

under the control of the state, the individuals working in all sectors had little incentive to work more, produce more. So, 

the state made a gamble of letting the labour force work more, produce more and keep a share of the higher produce. This 

worked like magic. Every individual worked more; they updated their techniques that yielded more. They entered an era of 

rampant IPR violations. They seldom imported a technology. They started stealing an advance equipment, product from 

abroad, copied it by reverse engineering and started making the final product with some indigenous touch in the design. 

With the cheap labour force in China, the manufacturing cost was much less. In addition, China vehemently hoodwinked 

the International or World Trade Organisation (WTO) by providing huge subsidies in the manufacturing of their 

products/produces that were sold cheaper than the other countries. Within no time, the cheaper Chinese products were 

flooding all markets even if at the cost of the inferior qualities. Consumers look for cheaper products and China provided 

it. As a result, within years it paid dividend, giving huge surplus. It provided a huge push to their GDP. Today China has huge 

stock of cash collected from the world trade and comparatively very little expenditure on their lowly paid work force. Their 

employees are one of the lowest paid among major economies of the world. 

The surplus funds gave them opportunity to invest on all such infrastructures which could provide them rich returns in the 

future. Thus, they started several new ventures, manufacturing, infrastructures around the world. By far their investment 

in military hardware must have been substantial which in turn, provide them to export it. Most such military hardware are 

the stolen technologies of the US and Russia, copied designs sold at much lower cost as compared to the originals. Initially 

those countries closed their eyes to the gross violation of the Intellectual Property Rights (IPR) by the Chinese which later 

became such a problem that US had to take punitive steps.  

The Chinese surplus funds are fairly large. Their aid or loans were traditionally surrounded in secrecy. In the initial years, 

they were trying to win over the poorer nations who were dependent on US aid. Some of the aids were as much for the 

betterment of the lender countries as was serving the interest of the donor. They provide aid in various forms including 

comfort (or Technical) money to smaller and bordering nations such as Pakistan, Srilanka, Nepal, Bangladesh, Myanmar, 

Philippines, Mongolia, Tajikistan and so on. The political parties of these countries have even received non-refundable 

money for their elections and comforts. It is estimated that China spent around $354.3 billion aid over the 15-year period 

from 2000 to 2014. Strangely just about 22% of the total aid was spent on Official Development Assistance (ODA). Chinese 

funds and aids were sanctioned for >4,300 projects in about 140 countries with Angola, Pakistan and Russia benefiting the 

most. African countries constitute 7 of the top 10 recipients that include Cuba (~ $6.7 billion), Cote d'Ivoire ($4 billion), 

Ethiopia ($3.7 billion), Cameroon ($3.6 billion) and Nigeria. The spending on ODA grew steeply from $2.6 billion in the year 

2000, to $69.6 billion in 2009 and about $90 billion in 2018. These are huge funds being invested in smaller countries mostly 

thru’ their Belt & Road Initiatives (BRI) which at a glance suggest as if supporting those nations in southeast Asia, central 

Asia and east Africa. However, if analysed carefully, it is not. Today’s reality is that the Chinese export is the maximu and 

hence, the BRI’s raod connectivity is in China’s own interest but at the cost of the others. Such investments on infra projects 

far beyond the repaying capabilities of those countries, increasingly putting them in to the ‘debt Trap’. Sri Lanka, Pakistan, 

Jibuti and Angola have already fallen prey to the Chinese debt traps leasing out their lands, permitting military bases or 

handing over their rich resources such as oil wells or mineral resources. Many others will fall prey in the coming years. The 

slush money thrown away by the Chinese, also make their leaders corrupt.  

The Chinese PLA 

On 11 January 2016, the PLA created a joint staff directly attached to the Central Military Commission (CMC), the highest 
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leadership organization in the military. They were divided into 15 functional departments instead — a significant expansion 
from the domain of the General Office, which is now a single department within the Central Military Commission.  

Military might of any nation is the direct product of its military (defence) expenditure. Most of the nations have a clear-cut 
budgetary allocation for the Defence services that includes all its 
expenditure heads including pensions. That however, is not the case 
with China. The Chinese CMC has a complex budgeting. Unlike a 
Democratic nation annual budget, the Chinese have several CMC 
heads that are budgeted separately and they have plenty of surplus 
funds too. The reason for it is that only a small part of their GDP is 
spent on humanity. Their work forces are paid lowly compared to 
other nations. This is the reason they have huge slush funds. All secret 
and invisible (from public eyes) expenses of the Chinese govt are 
seldom revealed. So, if China says it has Defence budget of $250 
billion, the effective outlay is surely much more.  

Leaving the grey defence expenditures away, today the China is the 
second largest economy and second largest in Defence Expenditure 
too. We know the Chinese have the cheapest products. In military too, 
the Chinese equipment are reasonably cheap so as to be competitive 
in the world market. It is no secret that the quality of the Chinese 
equipment is often of suspect, far below the American or some of the 
European or Russian products. So, they have far larger numbers…of guns, tanks, artillery, armoured, air defence, missiles, 
aircraft, naval vessels and so on. The numbers of the Chinese naval vessels even outnumber the Americans. This is the 
reason the Chinese try to avoid a direct military conflict where the inadequacies in their equipment will surely make them 
vulnerable. However, they have committed massive theft of the American & Russian sophisticated equipment designs. 
Hence, it may not be long before they come close to restoring parity. 

Chinese fighting forces come under the followings: - 

the Ground Force, the Navy, the Air Force, the Rocket Force and the Strategic Support Force. Total ~25 lakh 

Military : 9.75 lakh regular and 5.10 lakh reserve comprising 30 Inf Divisions and 12 Air Defence Div. Over the past few 

years, emphasis is on technology-intensive elements such as special operations forces (SOF), army aviation, surface-to-air 

missiles (SAMs), and electronic warfare units etc. They 

apparently have Armoured Veh numbers of 33000; Tanks-

3500; Self-propelled Artillary-3800; Toed artilarry-3600 

and Rocket projectiles-2650. 

Chinese Tanks include their ‘NORth INdustries Corporation’ 

NORINCO Type-99, 96, 85, 80, 69, 63, 62 & 60. Main Battle 

Tanks (MBT)-VT-4, type 96, 85, 80 & 69. Similarly there also 

have long list of self-propelled armoured Veh, artillery and 

infantry guns. Their indigenous manufacturing provides 

them with the opportunities to have several variants and large numbers.  

 PLA Navy (PLAN) : They have total of 2.4 lakh pers. On the equipment front, the Chinese have the worlds’ largest numbers 

of vessels in their fleet but the performance qualities are highly suspect as compared to both US and Russian vessels. The 

PLAN’s force structure consists of three fleets with subordinate submarine flotillas, surface ship flotillas, supporting aviation 

brigades & naval bases. PLAN currently operates four nuclear-powered ballistic missile submarines (SSBNs) with two 

additional hulls fitting out, six nuclear-powered attack submarines (SSNs), and 50 diesel-powered attack submarines (SSs). 

Among the conventional Submarines, PLAN has purchased 12 Russian-built Kilo class SS units, 8 of which are capable of 
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launching ASCMs. China’s shipyards have delivered 13 Song class SS units (Type 039) and 17 Yuan class diesel-electric air-

independent-powered attack submarine (SSP) (Type 039A/B). 

In 15 years, China has constructed about 12 nuclear submarines –two Shang-I class SSNs (Type 093), four Shang II class SSNs 

(Type 093A) and six Jin class SSBNs (Type 094. They are equipped with the CSS-N-14(JL-2) submarine-launched ballistic 

missile (SLBM), four operational Jin class SSBNs are the first credible sea-based nuclear deterrent. Each Jin class SSBN can 

carry up to 12 JL-2 SLBMs displayed at the 2019 the PRC’s 70th anniversary parade. In all, PLAN has 2 Aircraft carriers; 36 

Distroyers-36; Frigates-62; Corvettes-50; Submarines-74; Patrol boats-225; Mine sweepers-30. 

PLA Air Force (PLAAF) : Approx 3.9 lakh personnel in 24 Air Divs each having 2-3 Aviation regiments and each regiment 

having 20-30 aircraft. The approximate numbers of aircraft 

include Fighters 1232; Trainers-324; Transport-224; 

Helicopters-911; Attack Hptrs-281. The frontline aircraft for 

the Chinese are bulk of Russian Su-27, 30, 35 and indigenously 

produced J-15, 11, 10, 8 & 7. Chinese have recently induced J-

20 aircraft as a reverse engineered stolen stealth technology. 

However, it lacks the performance capabilities. On that note, 

all aircrafts of their J series are the stolen technologies of 

Russian or American aircrafts but far short in functional 

capabilities. PLAAF also has H-6 series of Bombers based upon the Russian TU-16 design. However, since the Chinese have 

long back started producing the indigenous aircraft of whatever dubious performance capabilities, their numbers are high. 

Chinese AWACS (KJ-2000 & 200) are far short on performance but they have nearly 20 of them.  Somewhat more advanced 

KJ-500 is in making. Since the avionics in the Chinese aircraft are not very advanced, they have made a special task aircraft 

GX-11 for the electronic counter-measures of jamming. In general, Chinese aircraft are heavier, less agile, have shorter 

range of operation, lack high altitude Ops and their avionics have dubious performance capabilities.  

Rocket Force : The Rocket Force has about 1 lakh personnel in six missile divisions. This has all Ballistic Missiles placed under 

different operational theatre commands. Like India and other major powers, Chinese too have the capability of launching 

the nuclear capable missiles from all three platforms of Ground, marine and airborne.  

Strategic Support Force : Comprising of approx. 1.5 lakh personnel handling the assets of operations such as space, 

cyberspace and electronic warfare operations units, independent of other branches of the military. In space, Chinese are 

understood to have done massive militarisation. They have massive rockets (Long March 5B rocket) that can carry huge 

payloads…to the tune of 14-25 tons with strap-on motors. China is the first nation which is heading for 2 space stations of 

its own for the purpose which is not very clear. It is believed that these space stations will be for semi-military purposes 

incl a possible militarisation with missile launch and anti-satellite (ASAT) capabilities. 

 The above brief view of the PLA shows the resolve of their leadership to build a strong Defence Force. The Peoples’ 

Liberation Army is at the centre of it. Their military hardware has been built-up over a time. The PLA has risen from the 

shadows of the erstwhile Communist Guerilla Force (of Mao Tse Tung) involved in their liberation struggle against the 

Japanese and other occupation forces. It used to be a low-tech guerrilla force which later transformed in to an army that 

captured Tibet without any resistance and re-occupied East Turkestan, Inner Mongolia and Manchuria. However, their 

economic transformation and subsequent reverse engineered military hardware have provided them much strength. Such 

indigenous development started since late 1980s at a brisk pace. Right after the break-down of the USSR, the Chinese left 

the Russians behind in the numerical count of the low-tech military hardware. In the 2000s, they started stealing the Russian 

and US high tech military designs and copies successfully to a large extent. They copied equipment range from the advanced 

aircraft like SU-27, F-35, the advanced naval vessel designs, the rocket technologies, to the spacecrafts and so on. On the 

numerical strength, the Chinese Navy has the largest number of vessels, the military has the second largest hardware and 

the Air Force has the 3rd largest count of the war planes in the world.  
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Our Defence Minister Rajnath Singh claimed on 26 Sep 20 “Today, in 2020, Indian armed forces engage with Chinese forces 

on equal footing and have developed strong capabilities to give a befitting reply to those who keep an evil eye on India” in 

a keynote address at “Self-reliant India” seminar in Rajasthan. Immediately, some agencies tended to draw parity of the 

Indian Armed Forces with PLA. However, that is not the case if one looks at the military hardware of China. It will take at 

least 20 yrs and 10s of trillion dollars worth of funds if we sought to draw parity with China. Such expenditures will inflict a 

huge cost of constraining our socio-economic growth. Since India at no time sought to invade and grab others’ territories, 

we need not compete with the world powers to draw parity. Our ambition of being regional or world power has to be only 

after we achieve the economic strength. At present our military strength need to be just enough to defend ourselves against 

our adversaries. We need to keep our armed forces slightly above the half mark of the joint Pak-China-Bangladesh strength. 

Bangladesh friendliness to India cannot be guaranteed for long. Any radical Islamic party assuming power there will soon 

start posing threat sooner than later, duly assisted by China and/or Pakistan.  
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Hurdles to the Chinese supremacy: The Quad group 

 

Immediately after the break-down of the USSR, China has been aspiring to become the world power. A superpower is the 

one who has the might to do what it wants. Such mights are of military and economic strengths added with a leadership 

role at international fora like the UNSC. USA and USSR were the two superpowers in the bygone era and USA dominated 

the world events after the disintegration of the latter. China has been aspiring to become a superpower throwing 

considerable challenges to the US in many spheres. It has all the 3 mights....the military, economic and special status at the 

UNSC. The Chinese govt’s unpleasant, tough or even repressive decisions are binding on its citizen that caused its economic 

rise and military growth. Corrupt officials in China are given exemplary punishment to discourage others from indulging. 

The platform was set way back in 1990s for the Chinese to express. They had stolen and copied most of the Intellectual 

Property Rights of the leading designers and manufacturers. With the cheap labour force, they manufacture the duplicate 

products at the much cheaper cost. This made them to acquire large number of it and also sell them to many buyers who 

could not afford the costly weapons. Today they have second largest GDP with huge surplus of the funds. Hence, they have 

obtained both economic and military strength.  

With the economic might, China is trying to put its influence on many 3rd world countries in Asia and Africa for them to fall 

in line. On the other hand, some advanced countries like Russia to is dependant on the Chinese as buyer of their advanced 

military hardware lake advanced aircraft, advanced air defence systems, advanced naval vessels and the military armoured 

& artilleries. They have used carrots to win the poor nations. In own neighbourhood, almost all nations except Taiwan, India 

and Vietnam have submitted to them. It is for the first time after the Vietnam invasion that India is standing firm to its 

sovereignty rights. This will surely send a wrong signal against the so-called supremacy of the Chinese and it can do nothing 

at this moment because it is surrounded on many fronts…Taiwan, Japan, South China Sea (SCS), Malacca Strait. China is 

also facing a huge criticism on Human Right violations in Xinjiang, Tibet and Hongkong. It is getting increasingly 

uncomfortable on the international demand on investigating the Wuhan Virus and if found culpable, pay trillions of dollars 

of compensations. It also seems to have miscalculated its Ladakh misadventure against India.  

The worst economic challenges of the Chinese are the Corona Pandemic, with international investors leaving, their falling 

exports, and poor returns from the huge investments abroad amidst falling GDP. On the military front, their territorial 

expansionist ideologies have back fired. Their hegemony in South China sea has been severely challenged both 

diplomatically in the UN as well as by the Quad Group of US, India, Australia and Japan in exercising their marine security 

and cooperation. In all they may have to wind-up their military deployments on some of the artificial islands posing direct 

threats to the vessels in the international waters of the SCS. There is also a serious challenge to their access to the Indo-

pacific sea because of their vulnerability in the Malacca strait. Almost all ASEAN nations are against the Chinese hegemony 

in the SCS which they realise now, will seriously hurt exploitation of marine resources in own waters, freedom of commuting 

and their geo-strategic interests. Chinese brazen disregard to the ICJ ruling on SCS can not be tolerated. The Philippines 

were reluctant to drag the Chinese to the UN but US has done it. Indonesia is spoking now against the Chinese dominance 

in the SCS. Singapore and Malaysia too have stakes in Malacca strait but have avoided any confrontational approach.  

An untamed bull needs to be taken by its horns. Time is come the Chinese have to be cut to their size and shown their 

rightful place in the world hierarchy. The Quad group is making the dragon realise this bitter truth. The foreign ministerial 

level meeting of the group is scheduled for 6-7 Oct 20 at Tokyo. It is expected that they will take a call on various burning 

issues with China that includes SCS, the Indo-Pacific Ocean security and increasing Chinese Ciber Crimes. Till now, the Quad 

group have been non-specific in their united approach. Whether the new Japanese PM continues with aggressive approach, 

is not known. In the opinion of some of the Defence experts, it will be good if Taiwan, Vietnam, Phillipines and Indonesia 

may also be incorporated as members in the near future as they too have equal stakes and will make the objectives of the 

group more meaningful. All eyes will be in the forthcoming meeting and the tone & tenor of their words. 
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The way ahead in the LAC Stand-Off 

 

After the Chinese got their independence from Japan, they have been either hostile or indifferent to India. China, once the 

most populous but poor state in the world still remains the most populous but has shun-away its poverty tag to become a 

nation of second largest GDP in the world. Their expansionist behaviour has made them fight many wars with neighbours 

as shown in table below to occupy East Turkestan, Tibet, Manchuria, Yunnan, Macau and part of Mongolia. 

After the Communist party of China came to the power, it remains a 

seclusive state, with very little known to the others. Chinese have shown 

their untrustworthiness repeatedly, times and again. As far as India is 

Concerned, it has been a very unreliable neighbour. Pandit Nehru made 

a grave mistake of trusting the Chines and suffered with “Panchsheel 

Back-stab” in 1962. Their expansionist desires have been ever evident in 

Tibet and India. Tibet was occupied by the Chinese in 1959 making the 

Dalai Lama and the Tibetan administration to flee to India. Thereafter, 

their transgression to India have been a common feature in which India 

is equally to be blamed not to have made the infrastructures in the 

border area, to counter such moves. As a result, most of the Chinese 

ingression used to go unnoticed. Since an ill-defined Line of Actual 

Control (LAC) is being repeatedly blamed, Indian Govt had been 

somewhat indifferent to fortifying its northern boarders. On the other 

hand, China have made massive development of their infrastructures 

extending right till the LAC. Chinese have defied all attempts to define 

the boundary line since they signed the agreement in 1988 with Rajiv Gandhi and again in 1993 with Narsimha Rao and in 

1996, 2002 with Bajpayee. Since Chinese have scant regard for LAC, they seem to care less about defining it and have been 

transgressing freely.  

LAC transgression and some serious stand-off have taken place many times in past too… Sumdorong Chu in 1987, Depsang 

in 2013, Chumar in 2014, Docklam in 2017 and very recently Naku La in May 2020. After Modi Govt came to power in 2014, 

they have rendered top priority to neighbourly relations. In that regard even Pakistan and China were approached. Pakistan 

responded with Pathankot & Uri terrorist attacks and hence, they have been given a mandate that terror and talks cannot 

go together. China had shown a better response that led in to mutual confidence building visits of both heads of states with 

remarkable outcomes. Despite all these, some major differences of perceptions remain in both diplomatic and the ground 

situation. The economic cooperation has brought many Chinese manufacturers to India. A rather serious 73-day Docklam 

face-off could be resolved peacefully. Despite informal talks of ‘Wuhan Spirit & Chennai Connect’ to prevent any 

unpleasant situations in future, Chinese army continues to violate the LAC.  

In the recent months three major stand-off have taken place…at Naku La in Sikkim, Pangong Tso and Galwan valley 

ingress in Ladakh. Naku La incident led to scuffles and stone throwing, causing some injuries on both sides, later 

resolved peacefully. However, the other two stand-offs seem to be more complex. There is significant scaling-up of 

the military on both sides including positioning of the artillery and armoured forces. At Galwan valley, the Chinese 

army have come to the LAC face to face with Indian army presently involved with the infrastructure developments 

on war footing with which the chinese seem to be unhappy. At patrolling point (PP) 14 they came to object the 

construction of a 60-meter bridge over the Shyok river facilitating approach to Daulat Beg Oldie airstrip. On PP 15, 

they erected many tents and tried to settle down. On PP 17, India had to move their artillery to match the Chinese 

guns. It is also said that the Chinese have taken position on some of the adjoining peaks and vantage points. At the 

Pangong Tso however, they have marched forward many kilometres from finger 8 to finger 4 and are face to face 

Year  Campaign   Country 

1946-48 Battle of Baitag Bogd         Mongolia 

1950 Battle of Chamdo  Tibet 

1950-53 Korean War  S. Korea 

1954-55 Taiwan Strait  Taiwan 

1958 Taiwan Strait  Taiwan 

1959 Tibet uprising  Tibet 

1962 Sino-Indian conflict  India 

1965-69 Vietnam War  Vietnam 

1967 Nathu La, Cho La  India 

1969 Sino-Soviet conflict USSR 

1974 Parcel Island  Vietnam 

1979 Vietnam War  Vietnam 

1979-91 Vietnam Conflict  Vietnam 

1996 Taiwan Strait Crisis Taiwan 
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with Indian forces. It is also believed that Chinese have blocked PP 8 to 11 for the Indian troops and are posing a 

direct threat to the DS-DBO road while sitting on the vantage points at the nearby ridges. Series of military level talks 

have failed to attain a status quo ante’. The detal chronological events from 06 Jun to the present situation are 

enumerated on page-27 at the end of this article. 

On diplomatic front on one hand the Chinese have shown many anti-Indian postures and on the other, India has 

been showing its docile magnanimity. Chinese have helped Pakistan escape culpability for terrorism at the UN 

numerous times. They have been protecting Pakistan from being black-listed for terror funding at the FATF. They 

have helped the Pakistanis to drag India to the UNSC twice on Kashmir. They have been long thwarting the Indian 

efforts in blacklisting the Pakistani terrorist leaders. They have been putting hurdles on Indian entry to the NSG and 

UNSC permanent seat aspirations. They have reacted adversely to Indian constitutional reforms on J&K and sided 

with Pakistan in raising the issue at the UNSC. They have built the CPEC through PoK which rightfully belongs to India. 

On all these issues they have shown little concerns to Indian sensitivities. India on other hand, has been making 

unjustified concessions to the Chinese. It has been long following the unjust ‘one China’ policy. It has largely refrained 

from internationalising their Tibet occupation. It has refrained from recognising the Tibetan govt of Dr Lobsang in 

exile. India has not yet recognised the statehood to Taiwan. Indian govt has been mostly silent on Chinese human 

rights violations and gross abuses in Xinjiang (on Uighur Muslims), Tibetans and Hongkong. India has not rendered 

active resentments to the Chinese expansionism in to the south china sea (SCS). The most recent favour has been 

shown in avoiding to rack-up the Wuhan-virus issue and the related WHO partisan approach. This is unpardonable 

because China was able to destroy and erase all foot-prints of Corona virus link to their Wuhan lab. India did not 

support the international voice against WHO in initiating a neutral international investigation in to it. This has such 

profound economic consequence that if found culpable (which in most probability they are), they could end-up 

paying 100s of trillions of dollars as compensations on account of the deaths and other sufferings including economic 

shut-downs in almost all countries. India has also avoided letting the USA to meddle in chinese affairs for their 

transgression of LAC.   

After the Liutenant General level talks apparently failed on 06 Jun 2020, people have been asking questions…why show 

such benevolence to the dragon which has scant regard for Indian concerns and sensitivities. Lack of our timely action has 

made them ingress on our land. It is understood that they have even occupied one odd peaks in the Galwan sector and 

moved in to unguarded spaces in Pangong Tso. How did Indian military blunder in letting them in? None can blame the 

Defence Forces as the surface transportation around the LAC have been abysmal for more than half centuries. It was only 

after Bajpayee govt took-up the case that the long pending files of the Army and the ITBP/BSF calling for basic 

infrastructure-development started moving. Unfortunately, the govt changed and inertia set again. It took another six years 

to start sanctioning of the Boarder Roads in the remote areas on our northern frontiers. Why Indian troops should not 

counter-act to occupy the peaks across LAC at the vantage points, letting counter-strike capabilities to our forces in the 

event if hostility breaks out? Why let the Chinese get-away with their Corona warfare virus murders of lakhs of people 

across the world? Why not rectify the blunders of Nehru in taking up the Tibetan’s legitimate demand of independence as 

millions of their refugees are living in India?  

Time has come to take China by its horns…on all 3 fronts… Economy, Diplomatic and Military……… 

Economy Option as an arsenal. 

Chinese have made themselves to be counted as world power through economic transformation that subsequently helped 

them to consolidate on all frontiers including their Defence Services. Their Economic might is unparalleled (san USA). They 

can buy any country ready to bite the bait. Sri Lanka and Pakistan have already fallen to it. Nepal’s greed is drawing it to 

surrender to the dragon. Many African countries too are biting their baits. They are already posturing for unchallenged 

domination in South China Sea showing two fingers to all other stakes holders or even ignoring the ICJ ruling on it. Every 

now and then they have been turning heat on Taiwan, Japan and Vietnam. The ASEAN members seem to be divided on 
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how to deal with the dragon. Then…if India is feeling the pinch of Chinese/Pak assisted Maoist/insurgent/Terrorist violence 

duly supported by their political wing (Communist Party of India) as are the LAC violations on the northern frontiers, it is 

nothing unusual. Their military incursions will have to be checked with Indian military strength but their intent behind such 

acts have to be check-mated. The Indian diplomacy is lacking teeth to name & shame China for such LAC violations. 

Today the Chinese are increasingly becoming vulnerable in their economy. It is being impacted by the US through various 

means of tariffs and sanctions. The biggest categories of U.S. imports from China were computers, cell phones, apparel, 

toys and sporting goods, the raw materials of which were sent by the US 

manufacturers for low-cost assembly. Ground report of the US trade deficit in last 5 

yrs are not showing the desired results that Trump administration claims. It is 

however showing a trend of arresting the increase in the deficit from $419 billion in 

2018 to $345.2 in 2019. What is worrying for the US is that its export to the China 

have also declined gradually from 2017 onward possibly due to the counter 

imposition of tariff by the Chinese on the US goods. However, the US administrative 

countermeasures against the Chinese IPR violations and dumping of goods along with 

own boost in manufacturing will surely yield results in the 

coming years. Surely the Chinese exports to the US as well as 

other blocks of nations will take a hit. 

Cheaper Chinese consumer products, coal, Steel, Electronic 

goods, pharmaceutical ingredients and some of the 

machineries are widely being imported by the European Union 

from China. This has provided the Chinese with a huge surplus of about $150 billion in trade. Many such goods grossly 

violate the European IPR concerns. It is only of late that Europe has realised it and have started effective steps. The trade 

deficits of the Europe are gradually narrowing. Post Corona, the entire world community is showing their resolve to counter 

China and it will surely hurt the dragon. 

China is also becoming economically vulnerable after several of their investors are trying to pull out after the Corona scare. 

India can surely make them shift with a better investment-friendly environment. Some have already decided to exit China 

and exploring India, Bangladesh and some more countries as options. India must pursue this action rather vigorously.  

The Chinese are increasingly coming under economic constraints as their huge investments in numerous countries in Asia 

and Africa are not yielding the due dividends. The investments in real-state is especially in red. The BRI initiatives too have 

become lacklustre. Investments in mining sectors are showing poor returns owing to the local corruptions and factional 

fights. More and more poor countries having Chinese investments are increasingly becoming aware of the possibilities of 

falling prey to the debt trap.  

India too can turn heat on them by asking to bridge the trade deficit or by stopping imports. There is no high-end technology 

coming from China, so the imports can very well be stopped by the traders. Govt being signatory to various global & regional 

trades, may not be in position to put unilateral embargo. Hence, the call to avoid Chinese goods by the traders, activists 

and buyers may become very effective in delivering the economic blow. Of course, the CII must make alternative 

arrangements for which “Atmnirbhar Bharat” call has already been sounded by the govt with due planning. This economic 

blow of nearly 60 billion dollars will be something China can ill afford at the cost of the silly boarder incursions against India.  

Indian Govt has banned many of the Chinese software and many familiar games & videos that were believed to be 

compromising data security in India totalling 120 odds in numbers incl Tik-tok, WeChat, PUBG, APUS and many more. This 

has an immediate impact…reportedly a loss of about 6 billion dollars to the Chinese. Chinese companies have also found 

themselves marginalised on various telecom and digital upgrades in India be it 5-G network, software upgrades in Railways 

US Trade deficit with China 

(In Billions of Dollars) 

Year Export Import Deficit 

2019 106.5 451.7 345.2 

2018 120.3 539.2 419 

2017 130.0 505.1 375.2 

2016 116.0 462.4 346.8 

2015 115.9 483.2 367.3 
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and other departments and so on. All these will surely hurt the Chinese and make them think if their misadventure for small 

areas of land-grabbing was worth it.   

There is one new front on which the Chinese clearly seem to be vulnerable. They are culpable to the Corona Pandemic. 

There are many articles published (The Counterviews issue 2:16) which link the Corona virus nCoV2 to the Wuhan lab. Dr 

Li Meng, a Chinese scientist has published a report that clearly show that the Corona genome is a Lab-modified version of 

the bat. It is also evident that the Chinese deliberately delayed actions preventing the spread of the disease to other nations. 

If found culpable, the Chinese may have to pay compensations to the tunes of $500-800 trillion. It can have a huge impact 

on the Chinese economy. 

Diplomatic Option.  

The most effective means of mitigation of the bilateral tension with the Chinese have been the “Wuhan Spirits and Chennai 

Connect” held at the initiative of the Chinese President himself. It has some form of check on the PLA if not a binding on 

them. It is surprising how their Army have transgressed in to our land despite the broad understanding at the highest level 

of respecting the LAC. It is futile to talk when the Chinese have scant regard to the five bilateral agreements which have 

largely remained confined on the papers only (shown opposite). Since they have been in the vantage point on the border 

issues right since the days of occupation of Tibet and then 1962 war, they deliberately play the delay tactics, with no 

keenness to resolve the long pending demarcation of the Indo-Chinese border. Time is come for India to render some shock 

to the dragon for it to wake-up and realise its folly. Although India is not in favour of involving a third party in the bilateral 

negotiations, it may be apt to consider US mediation on the LAC for which the Chinese are apprehensive. There is no 

diplomatic hurdle for India if US offers assistance. 

The second vulnerability of the Chinese on their Human Rights record is something India has never exploited. Their 

atrocities in Tibet, Hongkong and on Uighur Muslims are echoing at the various international fora for some time now. USA 

has already sounded bugle on Hongkong. Europe has made a statement to the International Human Rights Commission to 

probe atrocities on Uighur Muslims. India must exploit it to own advantage. Afterall, more than a million Tibetans live in 

exile in India. We have the moral obligation to raise their cause of concerns and independence, if possible. Why Nehru or 

Indira chose to ignore it is very deplorable. It is also surprising as to why the present govt does not start talking to the 

Tibetan Govt in Exile. Keeping quiet on these issues have not helped India at all. So, time has come to take-up these issues 

at all international fora. 

The third diplomatic front is all those issues on which the Chinese find themselves on shaky platform…whether on the 

matters of committing Contempt on the ruling of the ICJ on the South China Sea or the Taiwanese sovereignty issue. India 

must exploit it in own favour. It is time India considers supporting the US views on SCS & Taiwan. It is strange why Mr 

Jaishankar has not considered starting diplomatic ties with Taiwan, may be even at a lower level. It is also a known fact that 

the Chinese keep hurting Indian sentiments on Kashmir and Arunachal at every occasion. It is so surprising why our foreign 

minister is quiet on denouncing “one China policy”. We expect our MEA spokesperson to make a statement in the coming 

days that India is seriously thinking of reviewing its stand on “One China” policy. We want our spokesperson to be 

‘diplomatically aggressive’ on the matters of Chinese expansionist acts. Time has come that the Chinese must be named 

and shamed on all platforms available to us. Indian diplomacy now must name and shame China in appropriate words for 

their support to the Pakistan based “terrorist groups”.  

Last but not the least, the Indian diplomacy must counter the Chinese propaganda machineries on the Indian actions at the 

LCA. It has been seen in the recent months that every time the Chinese violate or disregard their own commitments at 

various meetings, they squarely blame India. Our diplomats maust apprise the world that it has been China which has been 

violating the 1993 and 1996 bilateral agrements not to transgress in the Indian land even if it is not well defined. The 

agreement makes it very clear that no side will venture in to area that is yet to be demarcated. Also amassing the troops at 

Galwan and Pangong areas too were in clear violation and the Chinese are solely responsible for it. 
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Military Options.  

In the peacetime, the Army / BSF defending the international boarders carries out the basic defensive acts of intelligence 

gathering, surveillance and basic personal and territorial defence. For these basic functions, a good infrastructure of surface 

transportation, an adequate defensive shelter & accommodation as well as a good logistics is very essential. It has been 

these basic infrastructures at the LAC that have been deficient for >50 yrs which the present govt has focussed upon to 

strengthen. There are more than 70 boarder roads along the LAC that are being made all weather roads capable of 

transporting heavy vehicles and tanks. Permanent Bunkers and fortifications are being constructed as defence. It is precisely 

these belated actions of India hitherto unseen, which is bothering the Chinese. They want these infrastructures build-up to 

stop.  

The 3500 Km long LAC runs along with the Himalaya, at heights ranging from few thousands to more than 20,000 ft AMSL, 

from the dense jungles of north-east to the nude Rocky Mountains & persistently snow-covered peaks, from the humid 

moderate temperatures of the east to the extreme freezing temperatures in Ladakh. Among all these vagaries of the 

environment, the high-altitude factor is something which incapacitates and kills many. In the 1962 war, as many soldiers 

lost lives for want of the acclimatisation. Hence, cantonments at high altitudes are equally essential in the eastern and mid 

LAC sectors too so as to be able to deploy the acclimatised troops for HA Ops in a short time. These cantonments must have 

good connectivity. Leh is connected with roads & air which often get blocked in winters. The Sikkim heights were only 

connected with rickety roads which often got blocked with landslides & snow. In Ladakh sector even these rickety roads 

are far and few. Often it is a ‘kuchcha’ track. Only two yrs back an airport came up at Gangtok, a bit far away from the 

cantonment though. The current govt has converted the old rickety Sikkim road in to a highway capable of plying al heavy 

vehicles right till Nathu La, bordering China. It is also essential for the high-altitude cantonments to be located above 7500 

ft AMSL and well connected with all-weather roads, Rail and/or Air. Tourist attraction of such scenic location may provide 

great economic sustainability. Indian Govts of past have denied our military the good roads at northern border. As a result, 

our troops have traditionally been at great disadvantage vis a vis the Chinese Army which have developed an excellent 

infrastructure on their side in Tibet, with room for manoeuvrability.  

 Till recent years only the Chinese had the initiative of choosing the ’Provoke points’ or the theatre of strike all along the 

Tibetan plateau. On the other hand, India had its defensive posture of ‘deterrence by denial’ by not creating suitable roads 

to deny any credible invasion by the enemies. Obviously, this has not worked and the PLA is breathing on our necks. It was 

only the last year when the recently raised Indian “Mountain Strike Force (MSF)” with Integrated Battle Groups (IBGs) 

performed its first fully coordinated offensive operation “Op Him Vijay” that has enabled India to have a credible capability 

to launch an offensive across LAC. This was not an overnight venture. It has taken at least 5 yrs to raise new mountain 

offensive warfare capabilities with troops and suitable newer equipment, the light-weight howitzers, combined with the 

dedicated Air Ops elements of the IAF. However, one more of such MSF may be desirable in the coming years which will 

provide the Indian defence forces a complete liberty of counter-strike capability at any given theatre of Ops within a short 

time. This will radically change the current Indian defensive posture towards the dragon who will no longer be able to spit 

fire on us. 

China with 20.4 lakh active (and 5 lakh reserve) army and India with 12.4 lakh (and >2 lakh reserve) army can defend 

themselves under any threat. There is a catch here. The Chinese army also has almost 15-20% personnel who come on 

essential military service and released after 4 yrs or so. They have least motivation to risk their lives for an autocratic state 

which does not care their democratic rights. The motivation level of PLA is invariably questionable vis a vis the highly 

motivated Indian Army. The numbers on both sides indicate that the either can no longer be overrun by the other. So 

Chinese thinking of any misadventure will get a bloody nose. India on other hand, has done well to shelve its purely 

defensive posture. The MSF will anytime provide them the option to counterstrike with substantial penetration capability. 

As India has no expansionist ambition, the conquered land in all probability will be a post-conflict bargaining chip. 



25 

 

The Counterviews Issue 2:17 

www.thecounterviews.com 

There is one more strategic military-diplomatic option that India may like to exercise. It is the author’s own appreciation 

which has not been raised at any level till now. It is a matter of seeking American presence on the strategic location of the 

tip of Ladakh from where they can monitor the happenings in China, Pak, Afghanistan, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, Uzbekistan, 

Kazakistan and Russia. Indian & US govt may seriously think of leasing out a small portion of land in or around Aksai-Chin 

on a mutually acceptable term…of sharing any security related threat to India. It may also help our interest of keeping the 

Chinese at bay from the remotely located northern tip of Ladakh. 

While tackling the Chinese on the current impasse, the military preparedness needs the top priority while the diplomatic 

and economic pressures are applied concurrently. Most defence expert have reasons to believe the Chinese will yield. 

However, just in case, if the military option of evicting the Chinese are inevitable, let it be the last option…for the armed 

conflicts always have human cost that must be avoided if possible. 

The Truce & the Further negotiations. At the time of writing this article, some temporary steps have been agreed upon by 

both Chinese and Indian Govts of de-escalation from any possibility of confrontation. The two troops are reported to be 

pulling back by 1-2 Km from their positions of Stand-off. This will surely not resolve the underlying problem of the ill-defined 

LAC. Indian govt is firm on getting back the Chinese troops to the position of ‘status quo ante’ as it was before the problems 

started. The two govt have also decided to continue with military level talks to resolve the issue. However, going by the 

Chinese posture, they don’t seem to be keen on talking on the Pangong Lake or their build up at the Depsang plateau. India 

too is unwilling to stop the rapidly ongoing infrastructure works within own land all along the LAC as well as the vantage 

positions south of the Pangong lake and adjoining the Spanggur gap, something which is not to the liking of the Chinese.  

Having already ceded lot of territories in past, the present govt will be unwilling for any fresh concessions to the Chinese. 

In the past years, India had fewer options to deal with the dragon but new India seems to have newer approach to the 

problem. We can surely engage the Chinese on all three fronts of Diplomatic, Economic and Military options. Gone are the 

days of only defensive posture on the LAC. India has acquired better capabilities of even Offensive Postures on the LAC 

after the formation of the Mountain Strike Force (MSF).          

         

  

Chronology of Chinese actions at the LAC 

 

05 May 20. PLA troops were observed at finger 4 of Pangong and in the Galwan Valley. They obstructed the Border Roads 

construction of the bridge on DB-DBO road near PP 14 of Galwan Valley. Troops also clashed at Naku La on 09 May 20. 

06 Jun 20 : Lt Gen level military talks decide to de-escalate in Galwan valley. Statement released on 10 Jun 20 to initiate 

de-escalation. However, PLA troops continue at PP14. 

15/16 Jun 20 : Violent clashes between Indo-Chinese forces at Galwan PP14; 20 Indian soldiers martyred and unspecified 

Chinese soldiers killed. Global Times hints of 41 Chinese casualties. 

16-18 Jun 20 : Anger & outcry in India; Army chief & CDS meets Raksha Mantri and later the PM. PM asks for Cabinet 

Committee meeting on the Defence & Security (CCDS) meeting to discuss the various aspects of the crisis. India frees army 

of restraints of ‘not using weapon’, take action as deemed necessary for safety. Armed Forces is asked for deployment of 

troops all along LAC. Foreign minister level Sino-Indian talk takes place. Chinese foreign ministry expresses resolve to 

peaceful settlement and pulls back troops partially from Galwan valley. They also issue a veiled threat of serious 

consequences to any unilateral action by India. 

19-24 Jun 20 : All party meeting in Delhi authorises govt to use all means as deemed appropriate, to safeguard our northern 

frontier. IAF fighter jets & gunship helicopters are seen in Leh skies. Military vehicular movements towards Chang La are 

observed. Border roads enhance completion of the road construction in Galwan valley.  

19 June 20:  China claimed the entire Galwan valley belongs to them. 
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26 Jun 20 : US secretary of States declares that in view of the Chinese threat to India and South-East Asia, USA is cutting 

troops in Europe and moving them to south Asia.  

03 July 20: PM Modi visits Ladakh, goes to Nimu outpost and Leh to meet the injured soldiers of Galwan violence. He claims 

the entire Galwan valley belonged and will remain with India and that the Chinese Expansionism will not succeed. 

06 July 20: US aircraft carrier Nimitz and Ronald Reagan arrives at the South China Ship and starts exercise. The next day, 

the Chinese claim that their DF-21D and DF-26 “aircraft carrier killer” missiles are deployed and noted that the U.S. carriers 

were in the South China Sea “at the pleasure” of the People’s Liberation Army. 

07 July 20: China withdraws its troops by 2 km in the disputed ‘Hot Springs, Galwan area and Gogra-Hot Spring’ areas. India 

also withdraws an equal distance creating Buffer zones. 

10 July 20: Chinese Ambassador to India speaks in a reconciliatory tone…’India & China should be partners not rivals’. 

15 July 20: The Indian and Chinese military commanders held 10-hour-long intense negotiations on finalising a framework 

for a "time-bound and verifiable" disengagement process from all the friction points in eastern Ladakh including Pangong 

Tso and Depsang. No decision taken. 

29 Aug 20. Indian Forces thwart Chinese troops movement south of Pangong. Troops are deployed at the heights of 

Black Top, Helmet Top. In the next few days, Indian Forces consolidated the gains to deploy further troops at Magar hill, 

Gurung Hill, Rechen La, Rezang La, Mokhpari and dominating heights of finger 4. 

04 Sep 20: Indian Defence Ministers Rajnath Singh agrees to the Chinese request to meet their Defence minister on the 

side-lines of the SCO at Moscow. He conveys unequivocally that Chinese have posed threats to India by transgressing on 

our land. India will protect its sovereignty at any cost. 

10 Sep 20: Russian foreign minister Sergey facilitates an Indo-China meet of the respective Foreign ministers. A 5-point 

agenda is worked out to de-escalate. However, intelligence reports suggested of additional PLA build-up. Two further 

rounds of Corps Cdr level talks end without much progress on de-escalation. They agree to avoid further build-up. 

22 Sep 20. Chinese Premier Xi Xinping claims at UN that he does not want war with anyone. However, ground reality is 

otherwise. There are reports of Chinese build-up on Depsang plateau and Arunachal areas. 

29 Sep 20. The IAF chief concedes that the situation at the LAC is neither of War nor peace. India is in for a long haul. 
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From the chief editor’s desk 

सम्पादकीय 

           

"चीन का प्यार" 

 

चीन के लोग बहुत ही भोले -भाले,प्यारे-प्यारे ददखते हैं,बडु्ढे! तो लगता है,ये 

होते ही नहीीं है। इनके टेढ़े-मढेे ड्रैगन चाल और नीततयााँ भी आये ददनों नए -नए 

रूप में सामन ेआती रहती हैं। राहुल साींस्कृत्यायन के यायावरी सादहत्य में 
कैलाश-मानसरोवर के यात्रा की चचाा के साथ ततब्बती लोंगों के रहन-सहन और 
उदारता की भी चचाा की गई है। उस समय तक  'ततब्बत' एक स्वतींत्र देश था, जहााँ भारतीयों तथा नपेाली यात्रत्रयों पर कोई प्रततबन्ध 

नहीीं था। य ाँ भी  कैलाश-मानसरोवर दहन्दओुीं के समुदाय के ललए भगवान लशव का तनवास स्थान माना जाता है। 

ततब्बत के प वा-दलाईलामा की दो पत्त्नयों में एक चीन से तथा द सरी नपेाल से थी और बौद्ध धमा के अनुयायी होने के कारण इन तीनों 
देशों के सम्बींध मैत्रीप णा थे। माओवादी सरकार के आने के बाद चीन की मैत्री, मैत्रीप णा-ववस्तारवादी-नीतत में पररवततात हो गई I इसके 

साथ ही इसने अपने सीमा-क्षेत्र से लगने वाल ेपड़ोसी देशों की जमीन को शाततर अींदाज़ में अधधग्रहण करना आरम्भ कर ददया। 

भारत के साथ सबसे बड़ी समस्या रही है कक इसके दोनों ही पड़ोसी, पाककस्तान और चीन, छल-छद्म के साथ अपनी ववस्तारवादी नीतत 

को कामयाब कर रहे है, त्जसमें भारत की कााँग्रेस सरकार की ढुलमुल नीततयों का भी बहुत बड़ा हाथ रहा है। चीन अपने आपको उदार 
प्रदलशात कर, पड़ोसी देशों के साथ कोई भदेभाव नहीीं करता, देश की सीमाओीं को नजर अींदाज कर, पड़ोसी देशों के शुभधचींतक होने का 
एहसास ददलाता है जैस ेकोई भी लशकारी, लशकार को भ्रलमत करता है। 

ततब्बत के लोगों पर प्यार बरसा कर, वहााँ ववकास को महत्व प्रदान ककया गया,रोड,इमारतें आदद बनाई गई,पनुः अचानक वहााँ से 

ततब्बततयों को खदेड़ ददया गया। इसी फॉम ाला के प्रयोग से 'प वी-तकुका स्तान','अींदरूनी मींगोललया', 'मींच ररया' चीन की थाली में आ गए।  

कहीीं ववकास की भ लमका तो कहीीं चीन के "यआुन"और "लमींग" राजवींशों के शासन के कारण चीन उन देशों को अपने ही देश का भाग 

मानने का राग अलापता है। इस तरह पुराने तथ्यों का हवाला दे कर , ताईवान, ववयतनाम आदद देश के बहुत बड़ ेभ भाग पर चीन की 
वक्र दृत्टट लगी हुई हैं। पड़ोसी देशों की जमीन के अलावे, समुद्र के भी बहुत बड़ ेदहस्स ेपर इसने अपना अधधकार जमाया हुआ है और 
बहुत से दहस्स ेपर अपना अधधकार बताने के कारण वववादों से भी तिरा हुआ है। मज ेकी बात है कई बार कुछ देशों के वववाददत दहस्सों 
पर शात्न्त-वाताा के बाद फैसला चीन के ही पक्ष में गया है,उदाहरण के ललए रूस और कजाककस्तान के भी कुछ भ भाग चीन के अधधकार 
में आ गए है। चीन की क टनीतत ने उत्तर कोररया को भी काफी मजब त बनाया है, अब उसके 'त्जन्दाओ' इलाके को वह अपना मानता है, 

हालााँकक इस पर अपना आधधपत्य नहीीं जमा पाया है। अफगातनस्तान के व्यापाररक रास्तों पर जो चीन की सीमा से लगा हुआ है उस 

पर भी अपना अधधकार प्रदलशात करता रहा है। 

अब इसे "सुरसा का मुख" कहा जाए या ड्रैगन का पााँव, यह त्जस ककसी भी देश के साथ उदारता, लमत्रता रखता है,अपने पााँव फैलता है 

रोड, इमारतें आदद बना कर ववकास की गततववधधयों को तेज करता है,कफरआधधपत्य की िोषणा कर देता है। 
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चीन के तनशाने पर भारत के भ -भागों को हड़पने की चाल बहुत पुरानी है।"दहींदी-चीनी भाई-भाई " का नारा देते-देते  लद्दाख का बड़ा 
भ भाग उसके कब्जे में चला गया है। आज के सींदभा में भारत के जागरूक सरकार के समक्ष चीनी लसपादहयों को जो आये ददन भारतीय 

भ भाग पर वपकतनक मानते थ,ेउन्हें डोकलाम, पनेगाींगसो आदद अन्य जगहों पर उस ेपााँव फैलाने से रोका गया तो उस ेबुरा लगना 
स्वभाववक ही था। 

'कोववड' महामारी के कारण बहुत से देशों की चीन के प्रतत नाराज़गी ने इसे सीध ेतौर पर आक्रामक रुख अत्ततयार करने के प्रतत सचते 

ककया।अपने आप को इल्जामों में तिरा देख 'चीन' भारत को ही दोषी करार करने की कोलशश में लग गया है। चीन की लमत्रता प णा 
ववस्तार वादी नीतत के पाँजे में पाककस्तान और नपेाल भी आ गए हैं, जहााँ आम जनता त्रस्त है और सरकार चुप्पी साध ेहुए है। 

भारत भी दोहरी प्रकृतत के दशु्मनों से तिरा है : एक ओर इस्लालमक आतींकवाद का ववस्तारवाद है जो देश के अन्दर अपनी जड़ें जमा रहा 
है,यहााँ इस्लालमक कट्टरवाददता फैलाना चाहता है,द सरी ओर चीन की ववस्तारवादी सेना है जो "दो कदम आगे एक कदम पीछे' के फाम ाले 

को अपनाते हुए भारत के भ भाग पर कब्जा करने की सात्जश कर रहा है। इन दोंनों ही प्रकार के दशु्मनों से तनपटना चनुौती प णा है। 

आज ज्यादातर देश चीन के ववस्तारवादीऔर पाककस्तान के त्जहादी इस्लामी आतींकवाद के रवैय्ये को पहचान गए हैं। इसललए अन्य 

देशों का सतका ता बरतना भी स्वाभाववक ही हैं। चीन के ववरुद्ध खड़ ेहोने वाल ेदेशों के गुस्से में  "वुहान-वायरस-कोववड" ने भी उत्प्ररेक 

डालने का काम ककया है,त्जसके कारण चीन अपने प्यार-प्रदशान-फाम ाले का उपयोग नहीीं कर पा रहा है। पाककस्तान भी अथाव्यवस्था की 
धगरती हालात के कारण अपनी त्जहादी भाषण का प णा उपयोग नहीीं कर पा रहा है। इन दोनों देशों का भारत से एवीं यहााँ के पी.एम.की 
पॉललसी से धचढ़ना,इनके वक्तव्यों में स्पटट झलकता है। भारत की क टनीततक चक्रव्य ह के द्वारा इन देशों से तो तनपटा जा सकता 
है,परन्तु अींदरूनी दशु्मनों का क्या ककया जाए..?..?..? 
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The Sino-Indian Border Conflict: Has the Dragon Bitten More than it can chew ? 

Maj Gen Rajan Kochar, VSM (Retd) 

 

Much has happened in the past one month at the Line of Actual Control in East Ladakh and the situation does not seem to 

de-escalate in spite of a great deal of restraint by India. There has been a great buzz in the media and elsewhere of the 

Foreign Minster’s talks of the two nations at Moscow recently with the announcement of a five-point joint declaration, 

which fell short of expectations of most Geo- Strategic experts. Everyone has now one question to ask; “What is the way 

ahead?” Do we have the answer to this million dollar question? 

If we go back in time, it would be worthwhile to recollect the statement made by Xi Jinping in the 18th Party Congress 

meeting, in the year 2012 when he took over as General Secretary of the Communist Party of China. Today he wears many 

hats i.e President of the People’s Republic of China, Chairman of the Central Military Commission (CMC) and the General 

Secretary of the Communist Party of China. He had alluded to his signature slogan the "Chinese Dream". "This dream can 

be said to be the dream of a strong nation, and for the military, it is a dream of a strong military". The aim which was 

propagated by him then, was to recover all territories which the Chinese considered as most important to them.  

Many analysts have attributed the present incursions to the COVID situation and India’s building up of strategic lines of 

communication in Ladakh which is far from the truth. The Chinese dream had already taken shape in 2012 with the three 

major dimensions of war i.e. public opinion, psychological and legal warfare being addressed in a very planned and 

deliberate manner. The planning for the present incursions in Ladakh started as early as 2018. If one would be watching 

the Chinese intentions, it could be observed that from the year 2018-19 onwards, the Chinese military writing had an 

increased reference to training, India as the identified enemy, and references on how to strengthen Pakistan. 

It was therefore only a matter of timing that became relevant, as the PLA had made themselves battle ready, before their 

higher leadership decided to move into Ladakh in May 2020. The Chinese realised that the Indian economy had already 

taken a beating much before COVID, and were badly impacted thereafter by the spread of this virus. They did not bargain 

that India would stand firm and be resolute in their response to this Chinese aggression. It would be pertinent to mention, 

that the PLA had its last battle experience in 1979, with the Vietnamese Army, where it lost almost 26000 of its soldiers. 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Chinese_Dream
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The Sino-Vietnamese war is generally perceived in the West as humiliating for Chinese forces. The PLA is now up against 

a highly trained mountain warfare Army as was evident by the action of the Indian Army on the South Bank of Pangong Tso 

in the night of 29/30 August 2020 where the heights of Black top, Helmet Top, Mukhpari and Reching La tops were occupied 

even before the PLA could blink. 

 

This action of the Indian Army, where the SFF troops were used, who are Tibetan in origin, seems to have send a strong 

message to the Chinese as well as to the Tibetans in Tibet. The Chinese now seem to be worried as the scenario has not 

worked to their liking. There are no face-saving measures available now for them to withdraw. Therefore, the Chinese are 

buying time and the present talks are an outcome of this strategy. 

The current situation on the Line of Actual Control, therefore presents the following options: 

• Option A. The present force levels with the PLA Army do not suggest a scenario for an all-out war (In 

mountains for an attacker to overcome a defender a combat ratio of minimum 6:1 is required, whereas the present 

combat ratio between the two armies is 1:1.). There is also no possibility to escalate in the sectors other than Ladakh, as 

had been earlier reported that presence of PLA troops were observed on the Himachal and Uttarakhand borders at Shipkila 

and Barahoti areas respectively. Therefore, operations in the form of skirmishes could continue to happen and remain 

localised in the region of Ladakh. Once the winter sets in, the armies of both the nations would remain entrenched in their 

respective areas and the conflict would therefore be non-kinetic in nature. 

• Option B. The other option being, that the Chinese would de-mobilise partially from their occupied areas, 

reduce force levels and equipment and have minimum presence in their claimed areas. 

• Option C. The Indian Army would take offensive action to evict the PLA from the occupied areas, leading to a 

limited conflict. However, escalation of such a conflict to other areas cannot be guaranteed. 

There is also some discussion amongst the experts, whether this situation could also escalate in the maritime domain. 

Presently, it seems unlikely unless the Pakistan Navy enjoins itself into this conflict. The PLA navy has its hands full in the 

South China Sea and therefore in the current scheme of things, the conflict would remain land centric and in all probability 

Option A seems most likely. 

Therefore, it would be prudent to assess that the Indian Army needs to be prepared for a long haul, as it is unlikely that the 

situation is going to ease out much in the near future. It would not be out of place here, to mention the Sumdorong Chu 

incident, where the standoff started in June 1986 and lasted for more than a year. It was only after the intervention of the 



31 

 

The Counterviews Issue 2:17 

www.thecounterviews.com 

two head of states that the issue could be resolved. A similar scenario may get replayed here and one could await a meeting 

between our Prime Minister Shri Narender Modi and Xi Jinping in the near future towards a resolution of this conflict. Till 

then let’s wait and watch.  

 

Maj Gen Rajan Kochhar, VSM, retired from the Indian Army, as Major General Army Ordnance Corps, Central 

Command, after 37 years of meritorious service to the Nation. Alumni of Defence Services Staff College and 

College of Defence Management, he holds a doctorate in Emotional Intelligence .and is a reputed expert on 

defence security strategy and issues. He is an Arbitrator with the Ministry of Defence, Member, Manoj Parikkar 

Institute of Defence and Strategic Analyses, New Delhi and Senior Adviser with DRaS. 
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Is the Indo-Chinese Conflict imminent? 

 

Post Galwan, if the build-up of the Indo-Chinese troops is of any indication, the clouds of war seems to be getting darker. 

At the North-Western front of the Line of Actual Control (LAC), the troops of the two countries are gradually getting 

amassed. In this nearly 880 Km stretch of the border, there are nearly six Divs of Indian Army deployed against nearly equal 

troops of the PLA. Such collection of the two armed forces are sure sign of an emerging conflict. 

For any conflict to start in the present days, there have to be enough reasons as below: - 

a. Conflict of Territorial interests and national prides 

b. Failure of diplomacy to either to resolve the issue deal with warring nation. 

c. Will to conflict…either conscious or otherwise. 

d. Changes in the balance of power with expectations of a win. 

e. Interests of the International players esp the Major powers.  

Invariably there are often some flash points to the start of a conflicts esp if the attacking side wants to take the enemy by 

surprise. There numerous books written on the causation of international conflicts…with a combination of theoretical and 

practical approaches to its causation relevant to different situations. Let us now examine whether the above causations are 

relevant to the present Indo-Chinese standoff. 

Conflicting Territorial interests and national prides 

The present Indo-Chinese standoff is a result of the longstanding conflicting national interests. China has made up its 

policies of Expansionism. In fact, it is in their DNA. No sooner China got its freedom from the Japanese, they invaded and 

occupied East Turkestan (present Xinjiang) and Tibet on various pretexts. With the relative ease that PLA was able to 

successfully occupy its neighbouring states, was a morale boosting for them. Soon they also grabbed the part of territories 

of Mongolia, Manchurian and Hongkong. In 1962 war, strategic miscalculations by Nehru resulted in Chinese dominance 

and occupation of many of the Indian territories. They have now extended their grabbing arms towards the Taiwan strait 

and South China Sea. Their eyes are also on the isolated Japanese islands of Senkaku. All these are ample examples of 

Chinese expansionism. India on the other hand has never tried to grab the territories of its neighbours…weak or strong.  

Having lost many parts of its territories to China in 1962 war, it is again faced with the gradual Chinese expansion in Ladakh, 

Sikkim and Arunachal. Clearly ‘defence by denial’ policy across LAC of earlier Indian govts by not constructing transportation 

infrastructures in the border areas have failed. Our troops were unable to keep vigil on the inaccessible areas but on the 

other hand, PLA intruded at will. It was only after a major PLA intrusion at Chumur in 2011 

that Govt of India realised its folly. Defence Minister admitted in the parliament that lack 

of transportation & communication network along LAC was a major issue to keep a vigil 

on the LAC. This is the time that the UPA govt decided of building the border roads. After 

the PLA occupied the Daulat Beg Oldie airstrip for over 3 weeks in 2013, an urgency was 

felt to build the roads. However, during these times, the UPA govt had altogether a 

different priority to save their image of a corrupt and inefficient govt having policy 

paralysis, hence, had no time to act urgently on the border roads. 

National defence and national pride were one of the election slogans of the NDA that 

came to power in 2014. Border infrastructures got a major boost in the new govt. The 

highly efficient ministry of Shri Gadkari did a magical transformation of India incl his 

support to the border roads. It was hereafter that the stretch of the LAC where roads were built, was under vigil of the 

Some major Chinese Forays 

in to Ladakh 

2008-Skakjung, Koyul, 20 km 

2009 -Demchok, 10 Km 

          -Chumur, 5 Km 

          -Raki Nalla, 5 Km  

2011 –Yangse, 5 Km 

          -Chumur 10 Km 

Apr-May 13 –DBO Airstrip 

           -Burtse 25 Km 

Sep 14 –Chumur 15 Km  



33 

 

The Counterviews Issue 2:17 

www.thecounterviews.com 

Indian forces that started troubling the PLA as they were checked from transgressing…and this continued in the remaining 

part of the LAC also. This action of the Modi govt was an essential part of national pride to check the previously happening 

PLA ingress in to the Indian territories at their will. This action of the new Indian govt had to continue all across the LAC 

which kept making PLA increasingly uncomfortable. This was also the reason why construction of the Leh-Durbuk-DBO road 

became a bone of contention for the Chinese that through a series of incident, acquired the current state. Now this is a 

national pride of India that is likely to take a beating if Chinese hegemony is accepted. 

After 1962 war, there was complete thaw in the Indo-Chinese relations. However, some normalisation started in late 80s 

and 5 agreements of peace & tranquillity were signed between the two nations in 1993, 1996, 2005, 2012 & 2013. Although 

no major conflagration has taken place in this period but Chinese incursions in to Indian territories have continued and 

many major intrusions have taken place including some major standoff after the present govt decided to stop their 

incursions unopposed as listed opposite.  

Failure of diplomacy to either resolve the issue or deal with China 

Diplomatic inadequacies in dealing with the Chinese are glaring. Right from the days of independence, we have been failing 

to deal with the Chinese. British had a dictatorial diplomatic grip on the Chinese who had lost honour to the Japanese. 

Under those circumstances, whatever the relatively mightier British dictated, Chinese/Tibet had to accept. Japanese were 

least bothered for the Chinese. However, after independence of India, Nehru govt failed to take advantage of the grip what 

British had. By the time Nehru realised of the immensely growing Chinese strength in early 50s, damage had already been 

done. Thereafter too, Nehru lived in fool’s paradise of the so called ‘panchsheel agreement’ which the Chinese violated at 

will. Nehru was dictated to accept one China policy from those days itself whereas the Chinese never lost opportunity to 

break or occupy Indian territories. At no time did Nehru emphasise on to 

the Chinese to honour J&K accession to India. The result is before us. Even 

the later Indian govts have not fared any better. At no time have we posed 

any diplomatic challenge to the Chinese which are in plenty as enumerated 

opposite. The existing Indian stand on various bilateral / international 

issues pertaining China is highly flawed, sheepish. The worse, it is a one-

way diplomacy…not to offend the Chinese while they continue hurting 

Indian interest in all possible areas. This ridiculous approach od Indian 

diplomacy cannot continue any more. We must say…enough is enough. 

The present heads to the two states had taken some special initiatives to 

improve the frozen Indo-Chinese relations. It started with PM Modi’s reach 

for the neighbours. He first invited President Xi in 2014 to Gujarat for informal dialogues. The same was reciprocated by Xi 

through Wuhan initiative in Apr 2018 followed later by Chennai connect in Oct 2019. The bilateral relations did appear to 

improve in some fields esp in the economic cooperation. The bilateral trade took a leap jump. Chinese FDI and some ‘Make 

in India’ initiatives were really praiseworthy although trade-deficit increased. However, strategic Indian interests remained 

frozen as demonstrated time and again by the Chinese siding with the Pakistani terrorists, Chinese objection of Indian entry 

to NSG, Indian acclaim of the permanent seat at the UNSC and so on. It is noteworthy that the Chinese policies of the 

intrusions in Indian territories continued as before albeit with a difference that in Modi’s India they were physically 

countered by the Indian forces. It led to long standoffs whether in Chumar (2014), Doklam (2017), Naku La or Pangong 

(2019). It is believed that the proximity of the two heads of states lead to the peaceful settlements. Raising of eyebrows on 

the Chinese for their repeated incursions were natural but there always remained a mitigating factor of ‘ill-defined LAC’. 

Chinese disregard for the integrity of India also remained treacherous when they dragged India to the UNSC a couple of 

times on our internal matters. Strangely, India continued observing the “One China Policy” despite numerous Chinese 

provocations.   

Possible diplomatic offensives & 

recourse against China 

• Denounce ‘One China policy’. 

• Recognise Taiwan; Tibet govt in exile.  

• Object OBOR passing thru’ India. 

• Support Bhutan causes against China.  

• Support free SCS, seek Contempt of ICJ 

ruling violation against China 

• Human Rights issues of Uighurs, Tibet 

& Hongkong to be highlighted.  
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The present PLA incursion inside Indian territories in Ladakh too is the part of the similar Chinese mindset. No doubt there 

is a gross failure on part of the Indian intelligence and Army’s alertness in preventing the PLA from transgressing in to 

territories all along Ladakh. The standoff between the two belated though, was obvious, just like the previous times. This 

time too, the negotiations on 06 Jun 20 appeared to have yielded positive result on de-escalation. It is debatable whether 

the CO of 16 Bihar regiment should have indulged in physical reaction to the continued presence of the PLA tents in the 

Indian territories at PP14 at Galwan despite claimed de-escalation. As per the earlier five agreements of peace & tranquillity 

(of 1993, 1996, 2005, 2012 & 2013), he should have avoided using physical force to uproot the camps and just reported of 

the PLA presence to his higher up for another round of military level negotiations to resolve it. However, that was not to 

happen. The Chinese too are not unblemished. Their ingression in to Indian territories time and again, at various places 

across the LAC is anything but tolerable, yet India has been tolerating for decades. At Galwan itself, not moving back on 10-

11 Jun 20 despite agreements of de-escalations speaks very poor of their intent. Further, being in possession of the 

improvised crude lethal weapons were in violation of the agreement and finally, attacking the probing Indian ‘Patrol Party’ 

as they approached, is the equal violations on their part…just as it was on part of CO, Bihar Regt. Beyond all these small 

happenings, the Chinese hegemony of not moving back from the Depsang and Pangong area in the aftermath of the Galwan 

violence is highly condemnable which has brought the two nations at the brink of war. A country aspiring for superpower 

status, should have shown this gesture of moving back…even if that is a disputed few kilometers of the barren territories 

rather than coming to war. If the war breaks-out for that little portion of land, the world will surely hold China responsible 

for the ensuing losses and devastations that may be caused. Chinese will be libelled as clear aggressor. None in the world 

can justify the Chinese actions…either of the repeated ingress to Indian land, the Galwan violence, the military standoff 

thereafter and if the war breaks out. It does not speak well for an aspiring superpower to go to war for a small piece of 

barren land belonging to the other country.  

Galwan Violence leading to deaths have varied reactions in the two countries. On one hand it clearly angered the entire 

Indian psyche, the Chinese have downplayed their losses. On the Indian side, it was the anger of not only the loss of 20 lives 

of the beloved soldiers but several Chinese incitements like the PLA occupation of Depsang area & Pangong lake as well as 

the preceding PLA incursions in Naku La and Doklam. 

Indifference and lack of sincerity of the Chinese delegations 

on LAC settlement too have been worrisome. Chinese have 

been indulging in anti-India activities with Pakistan at the UN. 

Of late, Chinese have also been inciting Nepalese govt and 

Myanmar insurgent groups against India who in turn, support 

and assist N-E insurgents. Hence, the Indian anger is the net-

sum result. 

Post Galwan violence, there is a paradigm shift in the Indian 

stand to the territorial issues…that the Chinese will have to vacate every inch of Indian land occupied…that Chinese 

unilaterally declaring a given sector as disputed and then transgressing will not succeed any more. The Chinese saying 

something and doing something else lack trustworthiness. Although Chinese want to keep India engaged in long intractable 

military talks without actually showing the results on ground, India has not yet given up a chance to diplomacy. However, 

the change in Indian stance is clear…that ‘One China’ stand has to be reciprocated with ‘One India’…that expansionism of 

China whether in India, Bhutan, Nepal, South China Sea or elsewhere is unacceptable…that Chinese Human Rights Violation 

in Tibet, Xinjiang & Hongkong are open to criticism…that Chinese bully will not be tolerated any more…  

Will to conflict…either conscious or otherwise  

 India has been always averse to war. Wars invariably bring devastations even if limited. India has never attacked any 

country but if attacked, it has not remained silent either. Except for the historical blunders of Nehru ji in 1962, no attacker 

has gone unpunished, incl China itself. India has long been pricked by Pakistan and China but it has never lost patience. 

Pakistan from time to time, is being punished adequately. China for decades, has been considered by the previous govts as 

Paradigm shift in Indo-Chinese negotiating Policy  

-Don’t trust the Chinese as to what they say and do.  

-Indian Forces to open fire in defence at LAC. 

-No negotiation on Galwan valley, DBO and Pangong Tso. 

-No compromise on a “threat-free road” to DBO. 

-Liberate finger 4 to 8 of Pangong Tso. 

-No more ‘Defence by Denial”, Now ‘Defence by Offence’. 

-Confront on all 3 fronts, Diplomacy, Economy & Military. 
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very powerful and they never tried to counter their bullies & bluffs. But this cannot be permitted for ever. No country can 

afford to put its sovereignty at stake. Modi Govt for the first time countered them in 2014 in Chumar standoff and the trend 

continues. Every time, the Chinese had to retreat. In Ladakh, it must have been some severe lack of intelligence and failure 

to act in time that the Chinese have encroached. Once detected, it is the conscious will of the govt to get the territory back. 

Since both govts had taken a conscious decision to resolve the border dispute peacefully esp in the light of the Wuhan 

initiative and Chennai connect, the diplomacy is being given a chance. Otherwise, India would have launched attack within 

days of Galwan violence hence, a genuine question arises whether India still has the resolve or will to Conflict. 

 For India, it is no longer the question of ‘Will to fight’. With the Galwan violence happening inside the LAC and the PLA 

sitting firm on our territories in Depsang and Pangong, it is no longer a matter of ‘will’ but the ‘national sovereignty’ at 

stake. More than 5 weeks have gone past the Galwan violence and despite series of negotiations and meetings at different 

levels with the Chinese, no concrete steps have been taken by them to vacate the Indian land…whatsoever stretch that 

might be. Every time they have talked to resolve peacefully but there is no action on the ground. It seems they are playing 

the same old tactics of keeping us engaged so that winter wraps the snow blanket at the area of operation and any military 

action will become extremely difficult, if not impossible. Hence, the matter is far beyond the ‘will to conflict’. It is only a 

matter of choosing the time…as to when. Strategic analysts suggest that India must take initiative when the US presence is 

still at the SCS. Govt may take a call whether or not to cross the LAC…just like what Bajpayeeji had done in the Kargil war. 

Crossing the LAC will provide the tactical edge to the military whereas ‘not crossing the LAC’ will strengthen us with the 

international opinion…our right to liberate our territory.  

 Changes in the balance of power with expectations of a win  

It is worth noting that both India and China are nuclear powers but both have committed to ‘No first Use’. However, in 

extreme situations, both have right to unilaterally change their positions. It 

must be ensured by both to exercise caution. If nuclear war erupts, none can 

win but humanity will surely lose. Hence, any Indo-Chinese conflagration will 

be on the conventional lines of the military engagement, most likely of limited 

scale at specified region. Whether China will risk their Expansionist ambition 

for a small stretch of Indian territory, remains to be seen. In most likelihood, 

if their common sense prevails, they will desist and will rather implement the 

agreed de-escalation. If not, they will have to bear the consequences.  

It is mandatory to carry out a critical analysis of the balance of military powers 

before mounting an attack…with a clear edge with expectation of win. Here 

comes the strength of the military might, the operational area and the tactical 

approach. Chinese have a numerical strength of the Army of 1:1.5 over India 

but they have almost 20% of short-term inductees in the ‘mandatory service’ 

who join army for a short duration and then go back to pursue their education 

or trainings. 

The motivation level of high percentage of the ‘single party Communist Party 

‘PLA’ is questionable. They are like sheep, devoid of their voices. Most of 

them are against the repressive Communist govt which has snatched-off their 

democratic rights. Given a choice, many will like to revolt. On the other hand, Indian Army has fully dedicated, highly 

motivated nationalist regular forces ready to give everything for the sake of mother India. An example of it has been seen 

at the Galwan violence of 15/16 Jun 20.  

 In the Himalayan range of eastern Ladakh, the size of the PLA troops is largely irrelevant. The narrow valley and road will 

not allow the troops, tanks, armoury to move in wider columns and there is no way that they can move over the ridge lines. 

Approx war machines of China vs India 

The Fighting 
Machine 

China India 

Military   

Tanks 350 4292 

Armoured Veh 330 8686 

Artillery guns 380 235 

Towed Artilleries 360 4060 

Rocket projectors 265 266 

Personnel (in Lakh) 16  12  

   

Air Force 

Fighter jets 123 538 

Bombers 371 172 

Attack Hptrs 281 48 

   

Navy   

Aircraft Carrier 2 1 

Destroyers 36 10 

Frigates 52 13 

Corvets 50 19 

Submarine 74 16 
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Their concentration at one place in the Galwan valley makes them highly vulnerable to aerial attacks to the point of 

decimation. Here the Indian side has the advantage of deployment, being spread along the long stretch of the valley. The 

PLA may be having the numbers of the armoury but that is useless in the present context of conflict. Both in the rear stretch 

of the Galwan valley as well as in the plains of the finger areas of the Pangong, the PLA troops will find themselves as sitting 

ducks to aerial attacks by India.  

On the Air Power, the Chinese will find itself under IAF air dominance. Their far flung Hotan and Ngeri airfields will be of 

lesser consequences in the eastern Ladakh. On the other hand, most of the IAF bases in J&K, Punjab and Haryana have their 

reach over Ladakh and Chinese territories. IAF has the attack aircrafts fully integrated with highly advanced AWACS as force-

multiplier with which they can dominate the airspace over the conflict zone. Chinese numbers stand divided between its 

coastline adjoining SCS and Ladakh. Their 2 aircraft carriers with almost 100 aircraft cannot assist them in Ladakh. After 

Rafale joined the IAF, India will have the air dominance and then Rafale may prove to be a cat among the pigeons for the 

Chinese J-series of aircraft on which they fully depend.  

The Chinese may make blunders to compare today’s India with 1962, at their own peril. Today, the Indian troops are 

acclimatised to the greater heights of Himalaya. They are well mechanised and supported by the logistics in all corners of 

the country. After the formation of the CDS, there is excellent coordination between the three services. Now the IAF will 

be able to soften the ground targets before Army moves in. There are heavy aerial lift platforms in IAF that can quickly 

relocate the troops and equipment. India has the highly modern Mountain Strike Force (MSF) that can quickly launch 

counter-offensive in any theatre of Ops. In a nutshell, India can defend itself against any invader who will get a bloody nose 

for any misadventure. The balance of power for own territorial defence in new India has shifted to India than what was 

earlier. 

Interests of International players esp the major powers  

The interests of the major international powers in conflicts are immense. They either want their presence felt at the 

international stage, be seen as a major voice, promote their own interests or want their weapons to be sold. At times they 

may also want to teach a lesson or two to one of the parties at conflicts. Examples are plenty. Rarely we have seen a world 

power trying to diffuse tensions before a conflict broke out. The present role of the UNSC too is very dubious. Otherwise, 

Yemen, Syria, Iraq and several African countries would not have been ravaged with wars. 

The Modi govt envisaged a poor and farmer-centric policy of inclusiveness in addition to major infrastructural push. Last 

year the govt made a commitment of boosting the GDP to 5 trillion-dollar economy and it had been moving in that direction. 

Then came the Chinese Wuhan virus which shattered the world economy incl that of India. Yet, Modi saw opportunity in 

the pandemic and called for “Atmnirbhar Bharat (self-reliant India)”. Here comes a conspiracy of Chinese incursion and 

subsequent build-up in Ladakh. We don’t know for sure if the major powers of the would have conspired against India to 

scuttle the self-reliance measures. All of a sudden, Indian govt had to go in an emergency shopping of the military 

hardwares…of additional MiG-29, SU-30MKI from Russia, Sikorsky MH-60R anti-Submarine helicopter, Weaponised Drones 

from USA/Israel, sophisticated Guns & assault rifles, special ammunitions for Rafale (like Meteor & Hammer missiles), 

supplements of various munitions, special winter garments, naval vessels and so on. There are also talks of IAF pilots being 

trained on F-15 American aircraft and possible buy-off. So could it be an international conspiracy to make India go back on 

“Atmnirbhar Bharat”…by the major Arms sellers whispering Chinese to build-up at LAC…for some easing out of international 

pressure against them… so that India is made to run to the Arms providers for the artificial emergent threats? We are not 

sure. However, one may not be surprised if this angle of conspiracy comes out in public after decade(s). 

Today China is also the target of the USA administration on varieties of fronts. The economic war has been going on for 

over 2 yrs. All major powers have already claimed their stakes in Hongkong. Chinese bully in South China Sea is adequately 

being rebutted by the US, Japan & Taiwan. The Quad Security group of US-Japan-India-Australia is already coordinating 

together to quell any Chinese threat in the Sea. Chinese Human Rights violations in Xinjiang and Tibet are already having 
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international condemnations and UN has been approached by the European nations for unrestricted access to investigate 

the abuses. Although Russia has been largely neutral, US has already sounded support to India.  

Some lessor international players too are in focus. Pakistan has apparently offered its Skardu air base to the Chinese Air 

Force. It may not be of much consequence in the eastern Ladakh but surely will make Pakistan be seen as an aggressor and 

India will have rights to counter-attack or defend. India has been readying itself for 2-front wars ever since the 70s. It is 

fully geared-up for it. In fact, some part of the two front conflagrations will have common Indian deployment. If Pakistan 

involves itself, India must make a strategic shift of taking back the entire occupied territories of PoK.  

It is possible that Pakistan being a rogue & terrorist state, may resort to N-blackmail. Here comes the Indian resolve…that 

India cannot be blackmailed. If attacked (by tactical or conventional), India must counterattack with disproportionate and 

debilitating Nuclear weapons. Indian Nuclear Command must be authorised for spontaneous disproportionate 

retaliation…to the extent to decimate Pakistan…first to wipe-out their 8-odd N-weapon sites followed by major civilian 

inhabitations…Karachi, Lahore, Islamabad, Peshawar and many more…to remove this terrorist state from the global map. 

Hence, it should be left on to the citizen of Pakistan to dictate their leaders whether they would like to be annihilated by 

letting the military to use the N option or instead, live in peace. They have pricked India enough…no more can be tolerated, 

surely not the N-blackmail. 

In the Indo-Chinese conflict scenario, it would have been in Indian interest if the Uyghurs and the Tibetans were ready to 

revolt against Chinese occupation simultaneously. Tibet has hardly any major presence of the PLA on its land and the 

Xinjiang garrison has largely moved out for deployment at the LAC. If the Tibetan Govt in exile is given recognition and 

allowed to raise their own Army, it possibly could be done. On the other hand, Uyghur Muslims already have backing of 

some of the Islamic countries. If they can be rendered 

helping hands, they can overthrow the PLA from their land. 

Indian response to the Chinese has been rather docile & 

weak all these years & decades…esp when Chinese have 

been aiding anti-Indian forces…Islamic terrorists & Army in 

Pakistan, insurgent groups in our N-E states, the Communist 

in Nepal, the Rakhine insurgents of Myanmar and so on. 

In a nutshell, the present Indo-Chinese military stand-off 

has major ingredients of a conflagration at the LAC esp at the eastern Ladakh. Their expansionist policies of ‘salami slicing’ 

or ‘two steps forward and one step back’ is impediment to any peaceful solution and congenial relations. In the present 

context of escalation, there is no doubt in Indian minds that if the Chinese don’t vacate our territories peacefully, we may 

have to force them out. Their repeated statements of de-escalation have no meaning if they don’t implement it at the 

ground. Now after the 29/30 Aug developments in south Pangong area, India is in no hurry to leave the advantages. As it 

looks presently that either a long standoff will continue or a limited Indian force may have to be used to push them out 

from our land esp in the Depsang plateau where they have been sitting since 2013. It is believed that almost half of the 

Indian plateau has been occupied by them. India will surely not like this to continue for long. Their presence on the plateau 

is a direct and distinct threat to the DBO airstrip. Our Daulat Beg Oldi airstrip and the DBO-DB road is also threatened by 

the PLA sitting in the Depsang plateau and the various vantage points over the ridge-lines. A small bridge was put up by the 
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Chinese inside Indian territory on Raki nala near PP-7 and PP-8 but it was removed by the Indian soldiers a few years ago. 

Thereafter it is believed that PLA has effectively blocked Indian access to Patrol Point 8 till 12 thus posing a direct threat to 

DS DBO road. This road is threatened by even small arm fire 

of the PLA. Hence, it is a priority for the Indian forces to 

clear the threat. We should not be surprised if a limited 

action is initiated on any day. Some of the Chinese media 

express fear in this regard. Indian response has been 

cautious all through because all efforts of peaceful 

settlement must be explored first, and that is what is being 

done now. However, if the Chinese are testing our patience, 

surely there will be a limit when use of force will be 

imminent. Let us hope that a common sense prevails 

amongst the Chinese.  

Unless India wishes to lay off its claim on the DBO airstrip, 

the DS-DBO road has to be kept free of the PLA threats as is 

being posed at present. It is also believed that the Chinese 

do not wish to forego the advantage in this area for their 

greedy eyes on the Karakoram pass. Hence, they have supposedly amassed 2 Brigade strength of troops at the Depsang 

plains. Indian policy makers are aware of this. Presently nearly a Brigade strength of the Indian troops are guarding the DBO 

airstrip. However, in order to keep the road access to the DBO, this road had to be secured and freed from any direct 

threats. 
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The Options available for India against China at Ladakh 

 

After the Indo-Chinese Galwan valley clashes of 15/16 Jun, Indian PM announced on 19 Jun that the sacrifices of the Martyrs 

will not go waste. Activation of the armed forces were initiated on the very next day. For the general population of India, it 

seemed that an all-out attack on the Chinese posts were going to 

take place at any moment. However, the military strategists, 

experts & analysts have divided opinions. Some feel that the 

Chinese must be pushed back at the earliest whereas many other 

ask to first explore opportunity to peacefully settle the dispute. All 

those knowing the Chinese mindset of past, know it could be a 

protracted wait with testing patience, just like those in the past. 

Today after 3 ½ months after the clash, it cannot be said for sure if 

the wait for peaceful settlement is working after many rounds of 

military level, Defence Minister level and Foreign Minister level 

talks. It can also not be said that the talks have failed totally. There 

are some partial successes but not sure if this can be seen with any 

satisfaction.  

The most suitable period for launching an offensive, was perhaps 

within 7 days of the clash. However, in order to launch an offensive 

to reoccupy a land from a strong enemy on which fortification has 

been made, one needs a numerical superiority of the army…say 

>2.5 : 1 in the plains to a >5 : 1 in high mountains like the Himalaya. 

With a near >15,000 PLA troops from Depsang plateau to the Sirjap 

heights, India should have had around 75,000 troops to overrun the 

Chinese which was not there. Another school of thought said that 

we could attain an air superiority on our side of the LAC, soften the 

enemy targets with aerial bombing and then launch an offensive to 

push them back with nearly double number of the troops. This 

however, could have a serious issue of facing an uphill task of 

stopping an intrusion of 4500+ PLA troops in the Galwan valley and the hot springs. Chinese will also be in the position of 

quickly moving its 15000 strong garrison from Xinjiang province within 72 hrs. If this happened, we would surely not be 

able to defend either Galwan valley, Depsang plateau or Daulat beg Oldie. This could not have been acceptable to the 

planners. Hence, launching an offensive with equal number of troops even if we have Air Superiority, was not a good option. 

It took >30 days to move the fully acclimatised troops while engaging in serious negotiation even if progressing at snail 

pace. With this India will also stand taller on the international platform that it did try first to negotiate peacefully. The 

intervening time also provided India with an opportunity to move adequate troops and fortify them with adequate artillery. 

Globemaster is believed to have transported many of the Tanks to the forward air base. It also provides India with an 

opportunity to construct the border roads at highest priority, not only in eastern Ladakh but all along the LAC.  

Next question arises…what next? Some feel that the planners may be waiting for the winters to set-in when enemy crossing 

of both LAC and LoC will become an uphill task. Since India has no ambition for the enemy land, we don’t have to cross the 

line but it will be extremely difficult for the enemies to move their resources across the line. It is believed that our Armed 

Forces are under activation but the operational readiness at this moment may not be at the highest level but surely that is 

not the case. The Indian Army & IAF have dug-in their heels essentially to prevent any further encroachment by the PLA 

and also be on the look-out for any opportunity. The result is for everyone to see. On the night of 29/30 Aug 20, PLA 
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attempts to occupy the vantage positions were foiled in the south of the Pangong by our alert Army. SFF played the major 

role in positioning itself at the Black Top, Helmet Top and later deployed at the other vantage positions of Gurung hill, 

Resang La and Recking La directly overlooking the Spanggur gap as explained in the previous article. This was a smart move 

otherwise it would have been extremely difficult to dislodge them. By virtue of being at the vantage position in the south 

of the Pangong, PLA columns to both Pangong and the Chushul side are in the line of sight and line of fire. Hence, now both 

their Chushul and Pangong axis of thrust in to the Tangse valley and the DBO-DB road is effectively blocked. Come winter 

with snowfall, we may see some changes in the activities. Or else, if the US-China confrontation starts in the South China 

Sea at any time, it will be the opportune moment for India to get its land vacated from the intruder China. The bottom line 

for India is very clear…the Chinese will have to pull out from our land or they will have to pushed out. Here, the CDS Gen 

Bipin Rawat’s statement on 23 Aug is of great significance in which he mentioned that if the Chinese don’t retreat with 

peaceful negotiation, other options are also on our table, clearly meaning application of force. Indian actions of 29/30 Aug 

20 could be seen in this perspective. Hence, it is up to the Chinese whether they want peace or war. 

If India has to push the Chinese out from the occupied territories, there are possibility of 2-front conflict for which, India 

has been ever prepared. Various aspects of such scenario have been dealt with in the previous issue (Issue 2_15) of this 

magazine. One of the most important issue is that Pakistan may use the Chinese technology tactical nuclear arsenal. This is 

extremely serious issue. Indian leadership must make it clear that any N-arsenal on India whether Tactical or Strategic, will 

be considered as ‘Nuclear attack’ and retaliatory option of disproportionate force will be used with Strategic weapon. Let 

Pakistani citizen have no dilemma in this regard that it will be they who will be burnt alive if their leadership make the fatal 

error of using nuclear arsenal at all. It should be a pre-planned and conscious govt decision that must be in place before we 

go to the war. If Indian govt is caught napping for an immediate response to Pak Nuke, it will succumb to the international 

pressure and mediations in the aftermath and Pakis will escape crippling retaliation. This also puts an emphasis on the 

Indian leadership of asking the Indian citizen to take-up safety & defensive measures at their homes in the major cities 

against any possible Pakistani nuclear misadventure.   

 It is also to be kept in mind that the Chinese may open a new front elsewhere at the LAC. Some inputs are already coming 

that they are also gathering some troops near Lipulekh near Nepal border. Indian military planners will do better to be 

proactive in opening a new front against the enemies at own choosing through the highly agile Integrated Battle Group 

(IBG) of the Mountain Strike Force. This will both surprise the enemy as well as provide us with the bargaining chips post 

conflict. Our military planners must not make the mistake of only reactive deployments.  
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The Challenges of living at the Ladakh heights 

 

In the Undo-Chinese standoff at the eastern Ladakh there sems to be no immediate solution. The Chinese PLA seems to be 

non-committal to the agreed process of de-escalation. Both armies seem to be digging their heels for the long winters 

possibly for the other side to blink first. It is going to be a long-drawn effort. The challenges of living at those heights are 

many as listed below…  

(a) the access roads getting closed,  

(b) the logistics for the troops,  

(c) living at the extreme heights for long time,  

(d) living in the extreme cold and  

(e) last but not the least, medical aspects of the extreme adverse environments.  

All these adversities are well known to the Indian forces as the great heights of Siachen and Kargil has made our troops 

battle hardy. However, it will be a new challenge for the PLA army. This is the first time they will have to pay the price for 

their misadventures under the extremely hostile environmental adversities. 

Closure of the access roads. This kind of the challenges all along the LAC will be similar to those in the Siachen. The approach 

roads across Chang La will be liable to closure due to heavy snow fall. Unlike Khardung La however, the severity of the snow 

fall at Chang La is of lessor magnitude. Even the heights of the two passes are different with Khardung La being the highest 

motorable road of the world. Thereafter, the problems in the valley road are of lesser extent. Tangse valley road is relatively 

less treacherous as compared to the Nubra valley. The access to both Daulat Beg Oldi (DBO) airstrip is through the Durbuk-

DBO road which runs all along the Shyok river and the access to the Pangong lake is through the Tangse Valley. Thanks to 

the recent excellent works by the govt of India that an all-weather road has been constructed which is likely to remain open 

all through the year. Yet an odd heavy snowfall in the valley cannot be ruled out that may cover the roads too thus blocking 

it temporarily.  

The garrisons at Leh are used to living with the access roads from both Manali (thru’ Rohtang La) and Srinagar (thru’ ZojiLa) 

getting closed in the winters. However, this year Rohtang pass will be bypassed thru’ the longest high-altitude ‘Atal tunnel’ 

being inaugurated this month. This is an excellent development that will be extremely useful for both civil and military 

population of Ladakh. It means that even if the air-lift of the logistics from Chandigarh/Delhi by aircraft are adversely 

affected due to inclement weather, Manali-Leh road can remain a reliable open link. It will cut down the dependence of 

the logistics and supplies through the only ‘air link’ in the winters. The regular rotation of the Indian troops and their 

convoys are likely to remain unaffected for the first time in this winter. This will be of great advanted. The Chinese already 

have a robust all-weather highway road on their side.  

Logistics & Supplies for the troops. Indian experience of the air maintenance at the Siachen posts will be very handy for 

the new Indian troops at the newly acquired mountain ridges of the south of the Pangong Lake as well as the Ghogra, Hot 

spring area, Galwan as well as Murgo and DBO areas. Earlier it were only Cheetah & Mi-17 helicopters serving as lifeline 

atop the mountains but now ALH as well as Chinook Heli lifts services will be available. Chinook & ALH also have night vision 

capabilities. Hence, it could be safely assumed that the logistic & supplies to all the newly added peaks at the mountain will 

remain uninterrupted. As such, all the valley posts in Pangong, Chushul, Demchok and Chumar as well as to the Galwan and 

DBO are well connected with roads with alternatives available. These valleys of Ladakh are known to be the deserts of 

Himalaya and less liable to remain covered under snow for any longer time. Now since India is the Hub of the renewable 

energy, the Modi govt can alleviate the difficulties of our troops by providing Solar Energy at most if not all the newly 

opened military fronts and posts as well as the civilians. It is also expected that highly nationalistic mobile-communication 

providers of ‘Airtel & Reliance’ will construct a robust self-sustained mobile links too for the civil and military communities 

living in those remote areas too.  
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Problems of Living at the extreme altitudes. The experience of permanent living at the Siachen and Kargil heights will be 

very handy for our troops. Leh elevation of ‘10+ Kft’, Tangse of ‘14+Kft’ and DBO at ‘15+Kft’ will serve as useful launching 

bases for the fully acclimatised troops at those mountains. The dizzy heights of Amar, Sonam and Zulu posts at the Siachen 

have provided us with enough of experience as to how to maintain and rotate our troops at the peaks and the ridge lines. 

Hence, Indian troops are well versed with the situations that will be unfolding before them at the newly deployed eastern 

Ladakh. The Chinese PLA will be confronted with this challenge for the first time and will surely pay the price. 

Living under extreme Cold. Our troops are used to living at environmental temperatures of the order of -35 deg C or less 

along with the Wind Chill Factors. They are well versed to maintain their weapons & ammunitions too operating under 

those temperatures. For the troops there are Extreme Cold Climate (ECC) clothing with some electrically heated garments 

too. The sensitive govt has acquired and provisioned adequate ECC clothings for the additional troops. It can be expected 

that combating the extreme cold will not have much impact on the operational readiness of our troops. The Chinese PLA 

will be confronted with this challenge for the first time and will surely pay the price. 

Medical aspects of the extreme adverse environments. It is known that India lost more troops in the 1962 battle due to 

mountain sickness and extreme cold than by the enemy actions. Siachen heights have provided us with enough knowhow 

of the inherent medical challenges. There are essentially two broad groups of health concerns namely ‘the extreme high 

altitude and the Extremely Cold Climate’. The details of the Medical and Health related issues has been elaborated in the 

subsequent article by none other than ex-DGAFMS. 

The challenges of high altitudes. At higher altitudes, the partial pressure of breathing oxygen is less. The physical capability 

of the individuals decreases. Acclimatisation to higher altitudes are mandatory above 7000 ft AMSL and the Medical 

planners have already put the highly effective ‘acclimatisation schedule’ in to practice for decades. The compensatory 

mechanism of the body makes the blood high in its RBC count. The viscosity of blood increases. The breathing rate also 

increases that often washes out CO2 from the blood. The physiological changes in the body thus causes various forms of 

mountain Sickness which if overlooked, may lead to a fatal High-Altitude Pulmonary Oedema (HAPO) or High-Altitude 

Cerebral Oedema (HACO). If immediate evacuation to the lower altitudes are not done, both may turn fatal. It is noteworthy 

that in the decades of experience of living at the Siachen heights, the incidence of HAPO & HACO and related casualties 

have reduced drastically. A pure 100% breathing Oxygen, a portable ‘one man recompression chamber’ and some limited 

lifesaving drugs are available almost at all posts along with paramedical or medical personnel. Today, the Leh garrison no 

longer transports the heavy oxygen cylinders from Chandigarh or Delhi. The new ‘Air Separation technologies’ of DRDO has 

made it possible to produce medical-grade oxygen at Leh and Thoise itself and transport onwards to the higher posts in 

light weight Composite cylinders. It is hoped that that our sensitive govt will make it available at other places of recent 

deployments too. High altitude also predisposes one to high ultra-violet rays from which guarding of the eyes and skin 

becomes essential. Our troops are already versed with taking care. A well acclimatised person has least of the lessor 

problems such as loss of appetite & sleep as well as some other minor issues. 

Extreme Cold Climate. As elaborated above, the environmental 

temperatures may fall as low as -35 deg C further complicated with the 

Wind Chill Effect. The soldiers, if not fully protected, can sustain various 

grades of Frost Bites and Hypothermia that may lead to loss of limbs or 

lives. Touching a metal surface at those temperatures with bare hands 

may cause instant Cold Burn. An inadequate ECC clothing may cause 

Hypothermia. Today indigenously developed and manufactured 

electrically heated jackets, gloves and insole shoes are available. These 

special garments have rechargeable battery heated means. Hence, 

availability of Solar Electricity 24x7 may highly increase the operational 

performance and alleviate the safety aspects of living at those altitudes.  
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Medical Facilities. Indian Armed Forces under the able leadership of the Director General of Armed Forces Medical Services 

(DGAFMS) heads the medical planning. Directors of each of Medical 

Services of Army, Navy and Air Force execute the plans. They have 

incorporated medical facilities at all levels to the Company or Platoon 

levels. Requisite Medical scales, equipment and comforts are available 

at all levels. Indian Army Medical Corps (AMC) is one of the best 

professional bodies in the world having highest of the medical cares. 

Casualty and fatality rates are one of the lowest that gives our troops a 

high morale. There are also credible means of Evacuation of Casualties 

almost 24x7 both by ground and by air. Our helicopters have evacuated the casualties from as high as 20,000 ft altitudes of 

snow-covered areas. There are specialised aircraft too for the air evacuations of casualties. The helicopters are used to 

evacuate from the inaccessible areas to the nearest medical base and then transported to the rear echelons by road or air 

as per the medical advice. In spite of all these, there are situations when a helicopter can to reach the peaks & ridges due 

to inclement weather and low visibility. In the rear echelons of the medical facilities, there are specialists including 

physicians, surgeons, anaesthetists and pathologists posted to every Field Medical Ambulance and other primary, 

secondary and tertiary care referral hospitals.  

In conclusion, it could be said that our troops have long experience of safe operations from extremely high altitudes and 

cold climate areas. On the other hand, it will be the first experience for the PLA of operating from such hostile terrain. 

Surely they will have to pay the price for it. 
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Health Challenges at High Altitude 

-Lt Gen (Dr) Bipin Puri, PVSM, VSM, PHS, Ex-DGAFMS (Retd) 

 

What is high altitude? High Altitude has no exact definition. The altitude above sea level where alterations in the 

environment, primarily the fall in oxygen partial pressure in atmospheric air, begin to affect the normal functioning of the 

human body can broadly be considered as being High Altitude. Though at altitudes of about 1500m above mean sea level, 

some changes in night vision and physical performance are seen, it is at elevations beyond 2500m - 2700m that perceptible 

changes in human physiological functioning become plainly apparent. Hence, altitudes beyond 2500m are usually 

considered as being High Altitude.   

The High Altitude Environment: The high altitude environment presents a unique set of challenges which include lower 

partial pressures of oxygen in atmospheric air, reduced ambient temperatures, high wind velocities, low levels of humidity 

and increased ultra-violet radiations. Of all these, the primary challenge to the human body stems from the lower oxygen 

partial pressures in the ambient air and the extreme cold at high altitude.  

The low oxygen pressures at high altitude are the result of the fall in barometric pressure with increasing altitude. The 

atmospheric pressure at an altitude of 2700m, for example, is 550 mm of mercury compared to the sea level value of 760 

mm of mercury. The partial pressure of oxygen in ambient air at 2700m therefore falls to 110mm of mercury, 50 mm of 

mercury lower than the sea level value of 160 mm mercury. This occurs even though the oxygen concentration in the air at 

high altitude is the same as that at sea level (20.9%). The fall in the partial pressure of oxygen in the air at high altitude 

results in a reduction in the number of oxygen molecules entering the lungs per volume of breath which, in turn, diminishes 

the amount of oxygen available to the body, resulting in a condition called hypoxic hypoxia. It is this hypoxia which is the 

trigger for alterations in the functioning of the human body at high altitude. 

In addition to the barometric pressure, the ambient temperature also falls with a gain in altitude. This occurs at a rate of 

about 6.5°C for every 1000m gain in altitude. High wind velocities disturb the microclimate around the skin surface, rapidly 

removing the insulating layer of air in contact with the skin, thereby accelerating the heat transfer from the human body 

to the environment and increasing the likelihood of cold injuries and hypothermia. This is what is referred to as the ‘wind 

chill effect’.  

The rarefied atmosphere, reduced water vapour content and lower levels of particulate matter in the air at high altitude 

increase the amount of solar radiation reaching the surface of the earth by about 4% for every 300m of ascent. This can 

result in serious effects on exposed parts of the body, such as the skin and eyes.  

Acclimatisation to high altitude. The human body responds to the high altitude environment by certain systemic changes 

starting immediately on ascent and continuing over hours, days, weeks and months. This response, known as altitude 

acclimatization, helps the human body survive and function at high altitude. The physiological changes that constitute 

altitude acclimatisation are specific to that altitude. Any further ascent requires acclimatisation to the new altitude and 

renders individuals susceptible to high altitude illnesses till they acclimatise to the new altitude.  

The human body acclimatises to high altitude primarily by increasing the rate and depth of breathing (hyperventilation) 

and increasing the hemoglobin content in the blood (polycythemia). Both these together increase the amount of oxygen 

carried by the blood to cells and tissues and help to correct the lack of oxygen. There is considerable variability in these 

responses between different individuals and hence some individuals may acclimatise faster and better compared to others. 

A slow and staged ascent allows adequate time to the human body to acclimatise. The Wilderness Medical Society 

recommends that the altitude at which individuals sleep must not increase by more than 500m per day and a rest day 
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should be catered for after every 3-4 days of ascent. Failure of adequate acclimatisation can predispose individuals to the 

risk of high altitude illnesses.  

Human Performance at high altitude. Physical work capacity and sub-maximal exercise performance, reduces with increase 

in altitude beyond 1500m. There is an approximate 11% reduction in physical performance per 1000m gain in altitude above 

1500m. Acclimatisation causes an improvement in physical performance but individuals do not attain sea level values while 

at high altitude even after weeks and months of stay. Cognitive performance is also known to reduce at altitudes beyond 

4000m. This is often subtle and overlooked. When specifically looked for it usually manifests as an increase in the number 

of arithmetic errors, shortened attention span and mental fatigue. 

High altitude illness. Any of the stressors listed above could be a cause of illness at high altitude. Illnesses attributable to a 

direct effect of hypobaric hypoxia are called High Altitude Illness. Based on duration of stay at high altitude, these illnesses 

are classified as Acute e.g. Acute Mountain Sickness (AMS), High Altitude Pulmonary Edema (HAPE) and High Altitude 

Cerebral Edema (HACE), Sub-Acute e.g. High Altitude Pulmonary Hypertension (HAPH) and Chronic e.g. Chronic Mountain 

Sickness (CMS). Acute high altitude illnesses occur within hours to a few days of arrival at high altitude while conditions like 

High Altitude Pulmonary Hypertension and Chronic Mountain Sickness occur after months and years of stay at high altitude.  

The likelihood of the development of high altitude illnesses depends on a number of factors such as the rate of ascent, the 

final altitude reached, altitude at which the individual sleeps, previous history of high altitude illness, acclimatisation status 

of the individual, physical activity immediately after ascent to altitude and finally, individual susceptibility.  

The high altitude environment can also result in a wide range of other medical conditions such as cold injuries like chilblains 

and frost-bite, UV radiation induced sun burns and dermatitis, thrombotic events  like clots in blood vessels and retinal 

hemorrhages.  

Conclusion. The high altitude environment is unique and poses a number of challenges for the human body of which 

hypobaric hypoxia is the foremost. The human body possesses an amazing capacity to adjust its functioning to the high 

altitude environment via the phenomenon of acclimatisation. While acclimatisation improves physiological function at high 

altitude, it does not restore the body to its sea-level capabilities. Low landers ascending to high altitude must be aware of 

the same and respect these limits of acclimatisation. Prolonged stay at high altitude by lowlanders is associated with its 

own set of challenges and can result in conditions such as Chronic Mountain Sickness and High Altitude Pulmonary 

Hypertension. Any planned ascent to high altitude by lowlanders must therefore take cognisance of all of the above. 

 

Lt Gen (Dr) Bipin Puri, MBBS, MS, DM is presently the Vice Chancellor of Kings George University of 

Medical Sciences, Lucknow. He has held many distinguished posts in the past including that of DGAFMS 

of the Indian Armed Forces. He is an alumnus of Armed Forces Medical College Pune, a professional of 

excellence as Paediatric Surgeon during his numerous appointments. He has been one of the planners 

of the current day medical set-up at the Indo-Chinese front.  



46 

 

The Counterviews Issue 2:17 

www.thecounterviews.com 

Taming the Dragon 

-Major Mohommed Ali Shah (Retd) 

 

On July 10, 1962, around 350 Chinese troops surrounded an Indian post at Chushul and used loudspeakers to convince the 

Gurkhas that they should not be fighting for India. Does that sound eerily similar to what happened a few days ago when 

China blared Punjabi songs on the loudspeakers to play psychological games with Indian soldiers. They failed miserably in 

their endeavour both times because the Gorkhas are too fiercely loyal to India to get swayed! They again tried similar tactics 

recently by making friends with Nepal; however thankfully it didn't affect our Gorkha troops. 

On October 20, 1962, China's People's Liberation Army invaded India in Ladakh, and across the McMahon Line in the then 

North-East Frontier Agency. Till the start of the war, the Indian side was confident that war would not be started and made 

little preparations. Thinking this, India deployed only two divisions of troops in the region of the conflict, while the Chinese 

troops had three divisions positioned. India never suspected that China would ever launch an attack, but it did. India was 

attacked on October 20, 1962 in what famously came to be known as Sino-India war of 1962. The belief of not ever being 

attacked by China did not let the Indian army prepare and the result was the standoff between 10,000-20,000 Indian troops 

and 80,000 Chinese troops. The Chinese also cut Indian telephone lines, preventing the defenders from making contact 

with their headquarters. The war continued for about a month and ended on November 21, after China declared a ceasefire. 

To understand the India-China conflict better, one needs to go back to the bone of contention between the two neighbours. 

The most astonishing part is that the border between India and China is not clearly demarcated throughout. Along certain 

stretches of its 3,488-km length, there is no mutually agreed Line of Actual Control (LAC). The origins of the conflict go back 

to at least 1914, when representatives from Britain, the Republic of China and Tibet gathered in Shimla, in what is now 

India, to negotiate a treaty that would determine the status of Tibet and effectively settle the borders between China and 

British India. Though the Chinese representatives at the meeting initialled the agreement, they subsequently refused to 

accept it. The highly disputed boundary in the Eastern Sector of the India-China border is over the McMahon Line. Nearly 

six decades have passed since the first major conflict, but the border issue remains unresolved!  

The first major conflict in recent times, between the two countries, was at Doklam, in Bhutan, a strategic plateau in the 

Himalayas, situated between Tibet's Chumbi Valley to the north, Bhutan's Ha Valley to the east and India's Sikkim state to 

the west. Over the past couple of centuries, China has repeatedly laid claim over this area. Its height gives it a natural 

military edge and is the primary reason behind it being the bone of contention. Located at approximately 14,000 feet above 

sea level, soldiers need almost a week to acclimatise to this mountainous region. To add to this, Temperatures in Doklam 

often reach below a punishing sub-zero. Doklam became the object of an intense international dispute involving the three 

countries Bhutan, China and India! 

India got into a military standoff with China in June 2017, the first major crisis between the two countries in three decades, 

when China attempted to extend a road on the Doklam plateau southwards near the Doka La pass. Indian intelligence 

officials warned that China was stealthily carrying out a military build-up in the Valley, building garrisons and creating a 

strong military base. Bhutan formally objected to China's road construction in the disputed area, which was when Indian 

troops moved in to prevent the Chinese, acting on behalf of Bhutan, with which it has a 'special relationship'. Needless to 

say, this was an extremely volatile situation, threatening escalation into a military conflict between the two countries India 

and China, each wanting the other to withdraw troops first! The series of events that happened next might be considered 

as a text book lesson in good diplomacy and foreign policies! All the countries that share land and maritime borders with 

China have always been curious to know how to tame this fiery Dragon! A peaceful resolution to the Doklam stand-off, 

which sounds too good for to be true, was achieved by lots of patience and some out-of-the-box thinking by the Indian 

government.  
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On August 28, 2017, India and China mutually agreed to a speedy disengagement on the Doklam plateau, thus ending the 

military face-off that lasted for almost three long months. Chinese bulldozers halted the road construction and retreated 

from the disputed sliver of land (India’s primary demand) , even though India moved its troops out first as per the 

understanding with China. What is interesting about how the crisis ended was its timing—a week before the annual BRICS 

(Brazil, Russia, India, China and South Africa) summit in the Chinese coastal city of Xiamen. 

The BRICS summit notwithstanding, the Chinese were probably aware that our forces and the geographical advantage 

would have put India ahead of China in any military conflict in the Doka La tri-junction area, thus discouraging China from 

using force get rid of Indian troops. War would definitely prove costly for China, and to add to it, the BRICS summit was of 

utmost importance to the Chinese. India’s approach, right from the start, was a simple yet firm stand. It was very clear that 

we had to stop the Chinese construction activity and stand with Bhutan, come what may!  

The next major conflict was on 15th June 2020, when Col Santosh Babu, along with his 19 brave soldiers, made the supreme 

sacrifice in Galwan Valley towards the cause of defending the territorial integrity of India. The root cause of this conflict 

was that in early May, the Chinese side had taken action to hinder the normal, traditional patrolling pattern of our troops 

in the Galwan valley area, which resulted in the face-off! 

In a significant move, Our PM himself went to Ladakh to boost morale of forces. The PM visit came in the backdrop of the 

unfortunate incident at Galwan on the night of 14-15 June when the entire nation was outraged! The death of 20 soldiers 

sent shockwaves through the country. The situation was really grim. The nightmarish thought of a repeat of 1962 was on 

everyone’s mind. The Dragon appeared to be too aggressive and dangerous. He had moved up and close with 20,000 troops 

of the 4th Motorized Division and 6th Mechanized Division, equipped with light tanks, rockets and heavy artillery, ready to 

strike deep. India was again caught off guard. But everything changed after that. From the initial stages of these border 

tensions, the Chinese had successfully drawn the Indian troops into various face-offs, spreading in penny packets and minor 

tactical manoeuvres. Indians were caught in a reactive mode. Indian troops were tied down at a number of places over 

wide frontages. Stretching from Daulat Beg Oldi (DBO) in the north to Pangong Lake in the south, this was roughly 300 

kilometres in extent. The initiative was completely with the Dragon. 

By early July, India had also deployed its troops from the Northern Command reserve. Soon after the Galwan clashes this 

Division was moved up from Himachal Pradesh, directly into the frontlines in Ladakh, thus beefing up the defences. The 

holding however, demanded more and more troops that were ever insufficient—a typical defender’s syndrome where the 

troops are never enough and there is always a piece of ground left to be occupied. 

What had happened all these years? The debacle of 1962 had forced upon us a strong defensive mindset. India stood 

psychologically paralysed in the aftermath. The Chinese exploited this state and made transgressions and intrusions with 

impunity: an annual feature of sorts. The differing perceptions of the LAC worked to China’s advantage. They would come 

forward by two steps and retreat by one; thus, in five decades we lost hundreds of square kilometres to their salami slicing 

tactics. 

The Doklam crisis of June 2017 changed our concept of "Static Defence". The handling of this crisis with alacrity instilled 

the much-needed confidence into our establishment. The Chinese were dealt with firmly from a position of strength. 

Indians had pre-empted the PLA’s move by occupying the dominating ridge line and stalling their planned ingress. General 

Bipin Rawat was the Army Chief at the helm of affairs, and is now India’s first CDS. Presently, General Manoj Mukund 

Naravane, Chief of Army Staff, is handling the current crisis. His vast hands-on experience in dealing with the Chinese is a 

blessing. Offensive plans were drawn under his watch and vetted at the highest levels. The strategy of static defence was 

an antiquated idea by now. As per the Defence Minister Rajnath Singh's statement in Parliament, China continues to be in 

illegal occupation of approx 38,000 sq. kms in the Union Territory of Ladakh. In addition, under the so-called Sino-Pakistan 

'Boundary Agreement' of 1963, Pakistan illegally ceded 5,180 sq. km. of Indian territory in PoK to China. China also claims 

approximately 90,000 sq. kms. of Indian territory in the Eastern Sector of the India-China boundary in Arunachal Pradesh. 
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Conduct of our armed forces throughout these incidents shows that while they maintained 'Sayyam' in face of provocative 

actions, they also equally displayed 'Shaurya' when required to protect territorial integrity of India, said the Defence 

Minister in Rajya Sabha. "Chinese actions reflect a disregard of our various bilateral agreements. The amassing of troops by 

China goes against 1993 & 1996 Agreements. I would like to assure the country that we will not bow to anyone and we 

don’t want anyone to bow before us" : Rajnath Singh in Rajya Sabha. Indian soldiers made PLA pay a heavy price during the 

clash at Galwan valley on June 15. One important factor that the Chinese seem to have overlooked is that The Indian military 

of 2020 is not the same as the Indian military of 1962. But then again, the PLA of 2020 is not the PLA of 1962 either!  

If you compare military spending, China spent close to 250 bn $ compared to a quarter of it by India in 2020. But then, 

Crises, skirmishes, conflicts, and wars are not won by the side that spends more on their military. Does the PLA have the 

grit to fight out a nasty conflict in the Himalayas? India is the more experienced and battle-hardened side, having 

experienced a series of limited and low-intensity conflicts in its recent past. The PLA, on the other hand, has not experienced 

this kind of combat since the Vietnam war in 1979. As per reports, there is parity in the numbers of ground troops. There 

are an estimated 225,000 Indian ground forces in the region, and 200,000 to 230,000 Chinese. Yet there is also most 

definitely a huge gap in the experience factor. Further, India maintains an edge in high-altitude mountainous environments, 

such as the current conflict region. The high altitude of Chinese air bases in Tibet and Xinjiang, plus difficult geographic and 

weather conditions, limit Chinese fighter aircrafts to operate with half payload and fuel. Now India has built up its bases 

there with China in mind, placing greater emphasis on infrastructure; base resiliency; improved command, control, and 

communications systems and air defence. 

China is stronger when it comes to technology and new weapons with a considerably larger defence budget, almost four 

times that of India, and rapidly modernizing military. China's economy is five times the size of India's and the power 

differential between China and India is in Beijing's favour and this asymmetry is only widening. But at the same time, India 

has been developing defence relationships with countries wary of Beijing as a rising military power. India participates in 

joint military drills with countries like the US, Japan, France and Australia. This is a huge bonus to India. In the event of a 

large-scale Himalayan conflict, US intelligence and surveillance could help India get a clearer picture of the battlefield. 

In conclusion, I hope the present Standoff at the LAC is resolved through diplomatic talks. India has never been the one to 

attack first; but our motto is "Hum kisiko chedenge nahin. Aur kisine cheda toh chodenge nahin!" And lastly, I must say, 

though it is highly unlikely that India and China might ever become close friends, they don’t need to be violent rivals either! 

 

The views expressed by the author are his personal and in no way expresses of the editorial team. 

Major Mohommed Ali Shah, during his short service stint, initially served for two years along the line of control 

with his Regiment. He was ADC to GOC 3 Corps in the North East and went on deputation to the Assam Rifles 

subsequently.  Thus, he has a field exposure of the Indian Army as well as the Para Military. He was awarded a 

commendation card on 15th Aug 2007 and was selected as the contingent commander to lead the Assam Rifles 

marching contingent in New Delhi on Republic Day Parade 2008. He is a Defence & Strategical expert for many 

popular National news channels. He is the most sought after International TEDx speaker too, having received 

the maximum invitations to speak on TEDx platforms globally.  
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चलते - चलात े

 

 

 

 

चीनी 
 

चीनी त्रबन साँसार में,नहीीं लमठाई कोई। 
रक्तप्रवाह चीनी बढ़ै, मध मेह ही होय।। 

 

शहद लोभ में चीींदटयााँ,आगे बढ़ती जाय। 
धचपके जब वो शहद में,भागे,नहीीं उपाय।। 

 

चीनी के ही चाल में,फाँ से ततब्बती लोग। 
मातभृ लम खो,आ गए,ललये शरण,सींयोग! 

 

'चीनी'रहे पड़ोस में,ववकलसत कर"भ "भाग। 
कहे अचानक हमारा, है जमीन,चल भाग।। 

 

चींगुल में हैं फाँ स गए, 'ओली' ले, लॉलीपॉप। 
जम ेनपेाली गााँवों में,अब हैं,'चीनी के कॉप'।।  

 

ड्रैगन को ववस्तार का,लगा अनोखा रोग। 
जल-थल-नभ में फैलते,हैं'ये'चीनी लोग।। 

 

लोभ का चश्मा पहन कर,पाक चढ़ा परवान। 
"सााँप-छुछुन्दर" गतत हुई,अटके हुए हैं,प्राण। 

 

भारत-चीन की सीमा पर,लद्दाख में पसरे पााँव। 
कपट-चाल चल,कपच-कर,चीन ने तनगल ेगााँव। 

 

चीन नश ेमें च र है,ज्यों हाथी मदमस्त। 
इसके इस व्यवहार से,अन्य देश हैं त्रस्त। 

डॉ सुमींगला झा।। 

 


