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QUESTION   1: CHINESE  8"rmimirs  ON  esEHRu (1949) , (1959),   END   (1962

Thee®  8Catement.  clearly  ref l®ct  the  turbulent  nature  o£  Slno-

Indlan  r®latlone  with  Lte  conBplctiou8  tvl.t8  and  turn..    "e  .1ove-
1

hate  relatlonBhlp"  between  the  tiro  giant  A81an  natlone  18  clearly

percelv®d.    The  8tatem®nta  on  Nehru  also  reveal  the  changing  patterns
o£  Chinese  foreign  policy,  nan®1yt  fron  h.rd  line  to  accormodatlon

and  then  back  to  hard  lizie  approach  coupled with  confrontation.

(a)    The  labelling  o£ N.hru  ae  "a  loyal  elave  of  lmperlallan.
1n  L949  18  1n  line  vLth  the  .mllltant  policy"  o£  Chlm  after

11b®ratlon  when  Peking  r®gardad  Nehru  and  ot>h®r  natlonaliat

45aurg®ololg  Leaders  ln  A81a  a8  "running  dogg  o£  1mperiall8m`
due  partly  to  their  declared  .tanc®g  of  "n®utr&11ty..    Peklng'B

8uepiclon  and  d®nunclatlon  of  neutr&11em  was  r®£lect®d  ln  Hao'8

a88ertlon  ln  1949:   'N®utrallty  18  a  calnou£Lag®  4Eor  ounBber8hlp

of  the  lxperlall.t  camE7 and  a  third  road  doe.  not  exlE)t'.    And

Llu  Shoo-.chl  put  it  equally  bluntly!   "8o-called  noutralian  1®
2

nothing  btit  deception,  1ntelntlonal  or  othervlee..        In  1948,  1n
a  m®.Sage  to  Indian  Cormunl8t  Party  leader  Ranadlv®,  Hao  T8e-tang

reportedly  labelled  Nohm  bar  ln€inuatlon  ae  collaborator  o£  1mp®-
3

rlallrm.    Eeaentlally,  thlB   lone  llne'  approach  of  the  CCP  under

Mac  Tee-tung'8  1ead®rehip  wac  largely  re.pon®1bl®  for  the  abuBeB

against  Nehru.    mo  apparent  wag  the  fact  that  N®`r  I)®lhi'8  queBtloni

lng  o£  Pcklng'B  claim  to  guzer.1nty  over  Tibet  exacerbated  EtRC

8uBplcion.    Nehru  arid  hle  fellorr  colleagues  were  thug  accused  of

emulating  the  lxperlaliats  and  harbouring  Rbeagtly  ambition"  for

aggreBBlve  lntentionB  agalnat  glbet,  81kklm  and  Bhutan'\.-  -  Peking

predicted  for  Nehru£.racteri.®d  a8  India.a  Chhg  Kal-sheg7  ®the
Came  road  to  death".
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(b)    The  8ubBequent  reference  to  Nehru  a8  a  friend  nut  be  Vleut

in  its  proper  perBpectiv®.    De®plte  Peking'8  out~b`lrBt  agalngt  lndla'g

Prhe  Mlnl8ter,  Delhi  r®¢ognlzed  mc  on  october  30,   1949  4he  Second

nan-cormunlBt  country  to  do  8og7  and  Nehru  Spoke  glowingly  of  the  '2000

years  of  frlend.8hLp'  betveen  the  tro  countrle8.    Between  1949  and
1959,  a  nurfer.  o£  Blgnificant  events  took  place.    India'8  independent

and  mediatory  role  during  the  Korean  uar  demon8tlated  to  the  PRO  the

fallacy  of  their  a88uxptlon8  about  lndla' 8  ''neutrallsnY  being  camo`flage

alliance  with  wegtem  imperlallrm.    When  Chinese  .volunteerB"  entered

the  Korean  trar  India  oppoeed  the  labelling  of  PRC  a8  the  aggregBor8

thongh  New Delhi  had  earlier  ln  the  Security  Council  joined  ln  so

labelling  the  DPRE.    Chow  En-lal  vl8ited  India  ln  1954  and  the  era  o£

panchgheel  £Eive  prlnclpleai  of  peaceful  co..-exletenc7®g7 vaa  pcoalained.
With  lt,  entered  the  Short  but  81gni£1cant  period  o£

5
Bhal  Bhai

Hindi-Chlni  Chini

£fndian  and  Chinese  are  brcther±7.    There  wag  also  the  Bandung
Conference  of  April  1955.    India'a  refu.al  to  join  the  military  blocB       i

o£  US  lmperiallam  was  hailed  by  P®klng.     So  was  Nat.I  Delhi.8  anti-colonla|'

llgm  posture  and  Nehr`i'E)  policy  o£  £rlend8hlp  towards  China.     PRC'e

frlendly  attitude  tc"ard8  India  also  folloved  her  general  policy  ln  that

period  of  nomalizlng  r®1atlong  with Aglan  countries.    PRE'g  initial
mllltant  foreign  policy  o£  1deologlcal  puritanism  4rogmatl®m27 turned

gradually  to  a  more  "reallBtlc,  a  more  £1exlble  and  th®refore  re`Irardlng
6

po8itlon  ln A81a"    Thue,  at  least  tempor.rlly,  mc  dl8carded  the  policy
of  treating  Nehru,  and  hl8  other  Asian  colleagues  ae  qthe  polltlcal

garbage  group  in  Asia..

(c)     The  laBt  Statement  8ymboliB®d  the  complete  reversal  o£  Slno-
(

Indian  relatlon8.    At  that  point,  the  ties  mere  at  their  love3t  ebb
I

following  £1rBt  the  poll€1cal  and  then  the  military  confrontation
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bot#®en  the  tco  8tate8.    The  con£11ot  over  the  Himalayan  ln  Ck3tob®r

1962  wag  a  culmlnatlon  of  three  year.  of  geriou8  political  cia.he®  a®

veil  aB  minor millt®ry  lncldbnt8  on  the  bordei.    "e  border  dlBprte
cane  into  the  open  in  1959  with  fir.t  N®hru'®  letter  to  Chou  En-lei

ln  mrch  22  and  the  Chln®Be  Prlne  mnlater'g    reply  on  Septefro®r  8.

mrthemor®,  the  "rebellion"  in Tibet,  the  ChineBe  response  to  it,  a8
well  ag  Indla'8  Syxpathetlc  reaction  to  the  'cau.®'  of  the  Tlbetam   .
and  th®1r  reception  of  the  Dalal-lama damged  "India-China  relations

7
beyond  neaBure".    That  year wltne88ed  a  proceg.  of  vltrlolio  recrlmlna~

tlon8  betveen  the  two  natlonB.    Peking  labelled  Indian  leaders  a.
"expen.1onlBt,  rtyrlaliBt  ag®nt®    and  reactlonarl®®".    Tho®e  attacked

included  N®hm.a  daughter  4hd  now  Prime  HiniBteF  Indira  Gandhi.    Yet.

gignl£1cantly,  at  that  period  P®klng  exercised  reBtralnt.    Nehru va8

perBonally  Spared  pursuant  to  the  .o  called  "dual  tactic  o£  8truggl®
and  ccmpronlBe..    Thl8  explaln®  why  ouch  reference  of  N®hru  being  a

frlend  and  antl-lmperlall8t  faf .  q`l®®tlon  (b!7  could  be  made  in  1959

when  relations  between  the  States  were  rapidly  going  to  the  doldr`m®.

Chow  En~laL'-one  meek  vlelt  to  Delhi  1n  April  1960  and  the

harder  negotlatlon8  that enoued  railed  to  achieve  a  gettlenent.    Th.
llmlted but  costly 4h  terms  o£  future  tle8  between  the  tiro  State!7
War  er`)pted  ln  the  autur`n  o£  1962.

QUESTION 2= CHIRESE   sTATEnENTS  oN  "E  UNITED "TIOH8

PRC'8  1nter®8t  ln  the  United  Natlon8  was  8hovn  during  the  very

early  months  o£  1ta  founding.    On  Novefroer  15,   1949  and  Januarir  15,

1950,  Chou  En~lal  had  cabled  the  tJnit®d  Natlonii  at  Lake  SucceBB  donand-,t

1ng  the  expul.|chi.of  the  repre8®ntative8  of  the  "Huomintang  reactionary

Ziil



-4-

clique".    CCP  had  expected  lt8  regime  to  be  the  logical  and  undigputed

Bucce8Bor  of  the  China  Seat  at  the  UN  following  the  trlunph  of  the

Peoples  I,iberatlon  Army  forces  over  the  Kuomlntang  in  the  mainland.

But  thlB  wag  not  to  be.    Not  at  least  for  another  tventy-one

years.    Chlna's  pos81bllltie8  of  early  "restoration  of  its  lawful
rights.  were  eerlou8ly  af£®cted  by  the  Korean  war.    The  entry  o£  PRC
f'volunteer8"  into  the  War  on  october  1950,  brought  ha  into  Sharp

confrontation ulth  lrotb  the United  States  and  the  "United  Nation.".

The  'deprivation'  of  her  "lawful  seat"  brought  considerable
fru8tration  ln  Peking.    ThlB  fruBtratlon veg  at  tlne8  manlfeeted  by  out-

right  denunclatlon  of  the  organlzetion;  at  other  tlmef)  by  calls  for  lte
reBtructurlng,  and  at  8tlll  othere  by  expre€Blon  of  Batl8£aotlon  at  the
"irregl8tible"  trend®  towards  PRC' B  lrnyitable  victory  in ''rogainlng"

her  Seat.

(a)    The  L963  Statement  refezBd  to  ln  the  qua.tlon  refl®ctg  the
atmosphere  of  conclllatory  approach  to  the  organlBatlon  and  a  eenee  o£

optlml8m.    It  18  relevant  to  recapltulat®  here  that  thiB  8ta€enent vaB
made  during  the  eo-called  "Second  Bandung  period.  when  China  projected

an  image  o£  "moderatlon®  and  `indertock  e££orte  to  mxlnd8e  frl®nde

particularly  among  third world  countrie8.    Another  point  of  intore.t
here  ig  thei``.  reference  to  the  "pre-ervation  of  the  Charter".    Indeed

throughout  the  porlod  of  Peklng'B  "alienation.  from  the  United  NatlonB
8

she  had  never  repudiated  the  Charter.

(b)    China'8  demand  for  a  thorough  reorganizatlom   of  the  United
9

Natlon8  or even  the  ®®tting  up  of  a  new  "revolutionary  a.N."    made  in

1965  can  be  vleowed  ln  at  least  three  background  perBpectlveB.     It  was
10

a  "anlfegtatlon  of  PRC'g  bltternegB    at  the  "1njugtlcoe  which  She

continued  to  8uffer  at  the  hands  of  the  'Unlt,od  Stateg-manipulatedR

Eiil
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verld  organlzatlon.
S®condly,  thlg  demnd  wag  mnde  folloving  the  dramatic  withdrawal

fron  the  United  NaLtlon81n  1964  of  Soekarno'8  Indonesia  over  her  confro-

ntation  with  HalayBla  on  the  North  Rallmantan  iague.    It  wag  ther®£ore

a  gesture  o£  ®olidarlty  with  the  Bung  who  had,  prior  to  his  overthrowal

that  very  year,  moved much  closer  to  Peking.    In  thlB  respect,  it  ig

also  pertinent  t.a  refer  to  the  ]olnt  cormunique  of  Chou  En-1ai  and

Ayub  Khan  after  the  late  Paklocanl  Presldent'g  viglt  to  China  4inrch  2  -

9,  196E7s   .The  two  partleg  held  that  the  United  Nations  should  reorganize

ltBelf  in order  to  ref lect better  the balance  o£  forces  ln  the rorld
10

and   pr®eent  lnternatlonal  realltlee".
Finally,  the  Statement "gt be  vieved  in  the  context of  a  hardening

o£  Chine®®  foreign  policy  ®tanc®.  a®  a  harbinger  of  the  Great  Proliterlan

Cultural  Revolution.

(a)     On  October  25,   1971  in4®cene  £111®d  with  drama,   the  General

A88efroly  of  the  United  Nations  adopted  by  a  majorlcy  o£  76  1n  favouri

35  oppe8ed  and  17  ab!ilantion8,  a  tnenty-three  power  draft  resoltitilon

4;:o  called  Albanian  reBolutloE7 demanding  the  "restoration"  of  all  the
1|wful  right.  o£  China.  1n  the  tJN  and  the  lrmediate  expulBt}on  of  the

repregentatlveB  of  "Chlang  ml--h®k  clique"  £ren  the  UN  and  related

organlzatlona.    By  Wo`renber  15,   1971,  Deputy  rorelgn  Hlnlster  Chiao

Xunn-hue  was  dellverlng  PRC'8  first  policy  Statement  at  the  UN.

ThlB bntry'  o£  PRC  to  the  tin wac  trl`mphan€  calmlnatlon  of  a  '1ong

rmrch'.    O££1clal  reaction  of  Peking  described  it  aB  "the  bankr`ipty  of

the  policy  of  depr.vlng  China  of  her  legitlnat®  rlghtB  in  the  U.N.

obdurately  per®ued  by  a.S.1mperialigm  over  the  past  twenty`years  and

qrore  and  of  the  U.a.  1mperlall8t  gchpe  to  create  'tro  Chlnas'  in  the
12

United "atlon8" .

EFI
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