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Our whole argument was based on the Chinese forces having come into our 

territory. Their [Chinese] argument was that they had always been there-not 

those particular forces, but the Chinese authorities either of Sinkiang in the 

north or of Tibet had been in constructive or actual possession of these 

areas for two hundred years. That was such a variance in the factual state 

that there was no meeting ground. We repeat, again after all these talks that 

their forces came into this area within quite recent times, in the course of 

the last year and a half or so. That is our case, to which we hold… In the 

prolonged talks that took place, this basic disagreement about historical and 

actual facts came up again and again. 

We are quite clear in our minds about our facts and we have stated them, 

and we are prepared to establish them with such material as we have. The 

Chinese position was basically .different, historically, actually, practically. 

Also, an attempt was made to equate the eastern sector with the western 

sector. That is, according to the Chinese, we had no right to be there in the 

eastern sector but we had advanced gradually, in the course of the last eight 

to ten years, to the present boundary line which we call the McMahon Line. 

They equated it to the western sector, although the conditions are quite 

different and the facts are quite different. 

Thus the actual discussion came up against a rock of entirely different sets 

of data. If data differ, if inferences differ arguments differ, if the basic facts 

are different, then there is no meeting ground at all. 

Therefore, it was suggested, and ultimately agreed to, that these facts 

should be explored from the material available with us and with the Chinese 

Government… 

It is obvious that the officials who might do it have no -authority or 

competence to deal with the political aspect of the problem in the sense of 



suggesting a solution or recommending anything. That is not their function. 

All they can do is to examine facts, and, as stated in the communiqué, to 

list, more or less, the facts that are agreed to, the facts on which there is a 

difference of opinion and those on which perhaps some further enquiry may 

be necessary. I do not imagine that this process will clarify the situation and 

make it easy of solution. But it might make some basic facts somewhat 

clearer… 

Their case is that from immemorial times, at any rate for hundreds of years, 

their border has been from the Karakoram range to the Kongka Pass. Unless 

you have maps, you will not be able to understand it. If you accept that 

border, a large area of Ladakh is cut off. They say that the northern part of 

this area pertained to Sinkiang, not to Tibet at all, and the lower part to 

Tibet. That is their case, broadly. They say that it is not the present 

Government but the previous Chinese -Government that came there. 


