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Introduction 

China and India are now the Earth’s two most populated countries with prosperous markets and opportunities in 

their global, regional, and diplomatic powers. Nonetheless, their friendly relations have been significantly 

diminished when facing border issue disputes. There were three major armed conflicts in 1963,1967, and 1987. 

In June this year, another conflicted resulting in tens of casualties has pushed the Asian conflict under international 

supervision again. Such complicated and long-standing conflict not only requires delicate thoughts over 

paradoxical interests of nations, but also demands extremely careful measure to refrain from any major armed 

conflicts. The two Asian giants surely have the potential to further transform the issue to an international level, 

where circumstances are more obscure and unpredictable.  

 

The border between China and India is 3488 km in length and is mainly surrounded by sparse populations. Yet, 

the exact location has never been formally acknowledged. The most debated of which, Aksai Chin, locates in the 

north-western part of India, which also overlaps in the Chinese autonomous region of Xinjiang and Tibet. Though 

past actions have drawn numerous treaties and lines over such regions, unstable political situation, as well as 

variable international relations, result in constant failure of formal agreement over the border. As of 2020, India 

continues to argue with the McMahon Line, while China holds that Tibet isn’t an independent state, therefore 

does not have the binding right to sign legal border treaties. It is highly notable that before 1949, neither country 

currently disputing the region had enough autonomy over the region. India was officially independent upon 1947, 

while the People’s republic of China (PRC) was founded in 1949. Then, in 1962, a brief war over the disputed 

area culminated toward a Chinese victory. The tension then was somehow eased one 7 September 1993, when 

China and India signed on an agreement to decrease stress along their borders.   

 

The issue is deep rooted under historic smog and the effects are way beyond common stereotypes for regional 

border disputes. It is wise to consider the special circumstances of Xinjian and Tibet province in China, especially 

after China formally declined the McMahon line. At the same time, it is also worth noticing the relation between 

Pakistan and India for their influence of the region of Kashmir, which is believed to be vital to the belonging of 

Aksai Chin. After China initiated its “belt and Road Initiative”, Beijing has begun a massive economical and 

infrastructure program in South Asia. Failure to address this issue could lead to a foreseeable economic decline 

as well as increased nervousness within the region. Bhutan, Nepal, and Maldives were all examples of countries 

affected by the tension between the two Asian giants.   

 

Transitioning toward the whole Asian-pacific region, the tension has caused concern in Japan, United States, and 

Australia, who have accepted invitations over India’s Malabar naval exercise. At the same time, though, India 

continues to maintain strong ties with Russia, spending up to 10$ billion deal for missile systems and aircraft 

acquisition.  

 

Most concerning is the internal pressure from the public. Public anger in India has been widely reported, where 

images of Chinese president Xi Jinping have been burned down, while protestors initiated Chinese-made product 

boycotting events. Indian government also banned a total of 59 Chinese mobile apps, such as TikTok and WeChat, 

claiming that there were security and privacy issues. Simultaneously, the Chinese government reduced media 

coverage on the border conflict issue, which officials believe is an action preventing nationalist sentiments from 

outrageous actions. Either way, this issue has proven its painstakingness, and delegates should be careful and 
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creative for solutions. There is never one perfect solution, but an ideal resolution should have an overall smoothing 

effect to the tension between countries at an international level.  

 

 
 

Key Terms 

 

McMahon Line 

The frontier between Tibet and British India, negotiated between Tibet and Great Britain in July 1914. The line 

is named after the Chief negotiator from Britain, Sir Henry McMahon. The line runes from the east of India, 

along the Himalayas and reaches to the Brahmaputra River that touches the Tibetan course. Note that the 

Chinese republican government also attended the Shimla Conference, when the line is designated, yet the 

Chinese republican government refused to sign the agreement believing that Tibet is subordinate to China and 

had no power to make treaties with another formal country.  

 

Aksai Chin 

Also known as Akasaiqin in Chinese Pinyin, Aksai Chin belongs to the Kashmir region, consisting most 

territories of dispute between the Chinese and Indian government. Specifically, Aksai Chin is administered by 

China but claimed by India.  

 

Sikkim 

Sikkim is the Kingdom near the border of Himalayas that favored joining India in a referendum held in 1975. 

Yet, China protested such action as illegal and the debated only hailed in 2003, when China accepted the 

annexation. However, the northernmost part of what used to be Sikkim Kingdom remains to be disputed 

between the two Asian Giants. 

 

The Johnson Line 
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Named after W.H.Johnson, the line was proposed in 1865, which assigned Aksai Chin within the Kashmir 

region. However, the Line was proposed during Dungan revolt, when the Qing government in China struggled 

to control XinJiang region. In another word, the Johnson Line is never presented to the Chinese government, 

which diminished the credibility of the border. Later, a British military office modified the Johnson line and 

named after him as the “Johnson-Ardagh Line.”  

 

The Macartney-Macdonald Line 

In 1899, Britain proposed another revised boundary, which put the Aksai Chin proper in China while Lingzi 

Tang plains are distributed to India. This is the only Line formally presented to the Qing government by British 

officials, but The Qing government made no response to the note. According to most Chinese’s commentators 

and officials, this is the line that is widely accepted in China.  

 

2020 skirmishes 

In June 2020, Indian and Chinese troops has engaged in conflicts in the Galwan River valley, with reported 

death of Indian soldiers as well as a 40 Chinese soldier casualty but such claims have been strongly denied by 

Chinese authorities. This accident was a result of a wrongly communicated withdrawal of troops from the 

Galwan Valley on June 15 of 2020.  

 

Border Personnel Meeting point 

Border Personnel Meeting points are the locations along Sino-Indian borders where armies from both sides hold 

meetings to resolve border disputes. The meeting points range from China’s Southern Xinjiang military district 

to the Tibet military district. This corresponds with Sikkim, Kibithu, as well as the Bum La Pass region for 

India’s perspective.  

 

Line of actual control (LAC) 

Line of actual control is a loosely marked line that aimed to separate the Indian controlled and Chinese 

controlled territory after the 1962 Sino-Indian war. The LAC is often referred by the Chinese government. In 

1959, Chinese Premier Zhou EnLai used such bilateral agreement on an international level for the first time, an 

action believed to be a compromise from the Chinese side. However, since the ceased fire line is not specified 

on certain parts, it conflicts with certain parts of the McMahon line, which the Chinese government does not 

recognize on formal occasions.  
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Major Parties Involved 

 

China  

From May,2020 to June,2020, Chinese and Indian troops have engaged in aggressive melees, skirmishes, as 

well as aggressions. China has always held strong oppression for any infrastructure construction belonging to 

India within the disputed region. President Xi reported from Beijing that he is under “no public pressure” and 

that it has more interest in less politically dense regions such as Taiwan and the South China sea. Some experts, 

such as Long Xingchun from the Beijing Foreign Studies University, accused such standoffs as “a planned 

move from New Delhi, India, who is clear and aware that the Galwan Valley region is Chinese territory. The 

situation was worsen when on 26 May, President Xi urged the military of China to “Prepare for the worst-case 
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scenarios” and mentioned “battle preparedness” multiple times in the annual meeting of PLA(People’s 

Liberation Army of China). Chinese Ambassadors in New Delhi even posted diplomatic protest that asks India 

to investigate into the incident and strictly punish Front-line troops that violated Chinese borders. Around the 

same time, a Netizen in China has been arrested for spreading “rumors” involving the Galwan clash and PLA. 

Upon his expel, the netizen responded to an interview to The Guardian, stating that the border lash is part of 

China’s plan to “divert the attention of the public”. Though voices from different people hold distinct opinions, 

China has always maintained its position in other international issues, that they are not willing to but are also 

not afraid to resolve the issue in any means.  

 

 

India 

After protests and burning of Chinese flags and picture of paramount leader Xi Jinping, the names of killed 

soldiers were inscribed on the National War Memorial in New Delhi. India then reacted with military 

procurement in its air force, including 12 Sukhoi-30 MKI and 21 Mikoyan MiG-29 form Russia. Some medias 

also believe Lightweight tanks and F-15EX fighter jet are also involved in the offer to India in September 2020. 

 

Though the government hasn’t officially started the boycott of Chinese goods, India celebrities, especially 

Sonam Wangchuk, strongly advocated banning goods made in china. The Indian railways cancelled contracts 

with Chinese firms, while Telecommunication firm, BSNL, ceased to use any Chinese product in further 

generation products. Chinese imports began to be checked under intensified Indian customs. However, Indian 

government officials said that border tensions have zero impact on the relation of two countries, and that 

boycotting would be counter-productive for both sides. Experts, though, believe boycotting is a positive 

initiative toward an Indian replacement over the market. For example, pharmaceutical industry in India was 

estimated to potentially cover 70% of all requirements from China.  

 

Yet, smartphone consumption didn’t seem to be influenced. Xiaomi’s India managing director asserted that the 

social media backlash hasn’t affected the company’s sales, and that Xiaomi is more “Indian than Indian handset 

companies.” Critics from the Confederation of All India Traders (CAIT), accused the director for trying to 

please Chinese customers on the sacrifice of its own nation. Whether or not the director is telling the truth, 

Chinese companies will face difficulties than ever before in their effort to open up Indian markets.  

 

Britain  

As former colonizer of the India, Britain is largely influential to the issue at the early stage. Most of the treaties 

and line borders were drew under British India, where Britain had control over diplomatic conferences.  Due to 

such subtle factors, Britain had largely remained neutral and refrain from much involvement in the conference. 

However, to completely settle the issue, concrete evidence should be held by the British government, which it 

claimed to express concerns and closely monitor the situation over Galwan skirmish.  

 

United States 

In late May, US president Donald Trump offered to settle between China and India, which is denied by both 

countries. Engel, Chief of the US house Foreign Affairs Committee, stated that “China was demonstrating once 

again that it was willing to bully its neighbors.” A month later, US President Donald Trump said that the US is 

not in touch with both countries in finding common grounds. Yet Mike Pompeo. The US Secretary of State, 

claimed that American troops were dispatched from Germany and redeployed in India for recent actions of the 

People’s Liberation Army of China (PLA).  
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Tibet* 

Tibet is never a formally acknowledged country in the United Nations, therefore it is unwise to debate over such 

topic. Nonetheless, the self-governance region of Tibet is a key area to the issue.  

 

Russia 

Russia has held its position that the issue should solved bilaterally, that is, only between India and China. Due 

to COVID-19, Russia has scheduled virtual talks with representative from India and China and the meeting 

agreed such that the bilateral relation would not be discussing issues with another member. Russia further 

advised that a winnable situation for both countries would be a no confrontation such as those during the Cold 

War between the Soviet Union and the US. Russia strongly reiterated that no third party, including Russia, 

should be involved in the bilateral meetings of the two countries in dispute.  

 

Previous Attempts to Resolve the Issue 

 

There were five Bilateral treaties signed between India and China.  

• 1993: Agreement on the maintenance of peace and tranquility along the Line of Actual Control in 
the Sino-Indian Border 

• 1996: Agreement between the Government of the Republic of India and the Government of the 
People's Republic of China on confidence-building Measures in the military field along the Line of 
Actual Control in the Sino-Indian Border 

• 2005: Protocol on the modalities for the implementation of confidence-building measures in the 
military field along the Line of Actual Control in the Sino-Indian Border 

• 2012: Establishment of a working mechanism for consultation and coordination on Sino-Indian 
border affairs 

• 2013: Border defense cooperation agreement between India and China 

 

Timeline: 

(Year) (Event) 

1960 Both countries’ representatives, Nehru and Zhou Enlai, discussed the Boundaries in the 

western sector, though certain parts of the watershed ended in disagreements.  

1967 Military crash in Nathu La and Cho La caused tension between the two countries. 

1987 The third major skirmish between the two countries in the Sumdorong Chu Valley.  

2013 India claimed Chinese troops establishing camps and trespassing Indian territory. Soldiers 

from both sides set up frontiers facing each other, but weeks later troops were pulled back.  

2014 A standoff took place, where the Indian workers constructed a canal in the Village of 

Demchok. Chinese civilian protested with local armies, causing a three-week tension.  
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2015 Another face-off took place after Indian troops dismantled a watch tower built by Chinese 

soldiers for its sensitive location distance.  

2017 Heavy road construction program was carried by Chinese in the Doklam region. However, 

Bhutanese army soon terminated the program and accused China for violating agreements 

made by the two countries in 1988 and 1998. Yet, the border talks have certain ambiguity 

aspects that only resulted in a agreed disengagement of the region.  

2020 Recent Skirmishes in Galwan River caused 20 Indian soldier death and 40 Chinese soldier 

death, though the Chinese never published or agreed to any data given by Indian media.  

 

 

Possible solutions 

 

Delegates wishing to form a common understanding and standpoint must have basic understanding of the 

history of the region. Since most of the history of India is scattered, meaning it’s never been a single empire, 

complexity is added for the cultural elements in disputed regions. In another word, imply distributing regions 

for their cultural element and historical belonging is not plausible. Not to mention the British involvement and 

interest that need to be considered in mind.  A border dispute can be both simple and complicated. It is simple 

because delegates tend to form agreements naturally, agreeing to divide regions and negotiate in peaceful 

matters. However, a real world scenario would involve pressure from the public, the media, and even other 

countries. Relying exclusively on bilateral meetings would not yield any constructive result, nor will a third 

party possess an overwhelmingly powerful saying of the issue.  

 

Delegates may feel free to create any solutions that they believe are necessary, while they should also consider 

multiple point of views. Issues such as this often trigger more subjective feelings than other international level 

issues. However, to ensure a smooth, fruitful debate, delegates must abandon their own identities and disguise 

themselves with countries that they represent. The issue might seem perplexing at first sight, but with in-depth 

research, the issue should appear clear for delegates. Please also beware that though only China in the P5 

nations is strongly involved in the issue, any P5 nation’s decision would have a strong international effect 

triggering other nations to follow or react with their own decisions.  

 

A mediator country led talk could be a first measure that is recommended, although such mediator country need 

to be strongly neutral and has no conflicting interest in the issue. Other solutions might involve military 

strategic reductions within the area. The issue is also not only a matter of border, it would also influence the 

trend of South Asian relations in the future, with significant impact in the politic, economic as well as 

diplomatic status of the whole Asian-Pacific region. Being conscious of both the local effect as well as possible 

side effects on nearby nations is a very important requirement for most delegates. Whatever delegates wish to 

set as the solution, a war between the Asian Giants is never a desirable ending.  
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