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- resents its compliments to the Indian Embassy in

:ﬁ‘ote given by ;

G of Foreign Affairs, Peking, to the
the Ministry of Foreign _Affairs, |
Ermbassy of India in China, 23 July 1362

' + mesion Affairs of the People’s Republic of China
The Ministty of Foreign Affairs of the People’s Ch?na and has the
onour to state the following: 7 _ o
S ih Sinki hina,
ccoriog to seports from, fronter @uands, 5 SPEAR roopd
T 1TTE » iothe , o e
e o O territory and fiing provocatively at Chinese
frontier guards: o o dary and
(1) A detachment of Indian troops: crossed the R Tge 0T B
Sosched the Chinese fronfer post I06ated, 28 190,23 i cnots at
ﬁeabs:?g ?022 ]::;gl"uilg#lﬂ)g hours on the same day. The Chmt?se
guards did not return the fire. . e nte
" (9) Saveral dozens of Indian troops intruded hﬁ’e;pﬁée at
) territory sotth of the Galwan River and reac 2D e to
e simately 34° 345 N, 78° 35-5' B where they SUFmE o6
e qugé%ntlieglsehiés'pefﬁianéﬁﬂ_}’- . At 17.35 h,.ourilogl 1;tya Chiinese
S Tndian troops unwarrantedly fired provocailve.y &62 = -
g%r?ll nearby. The Chinese patrol took no action against the
it rds hot remained cool and. exer=
“; inese ti ards had not remained CH9:

il D Eanesint, Tae sbove wo new cases of provocation WoLG
blv-have led to armed clashes. 2t e aainst

%:f:bf r{);o;;;g a ZZﬁou’s* protest with the Indian Government aga

. the two ca.S’es.

L itwo months and moTé
i ook be pointéd -out that  in the past two mOmLAS r o
o m?r?ogs e ﬁg‘do intruded into Chinese territory naj;ﬁogé e
Indtan sector of the Sino-Indian boundary ha 013_ ra e by
e ion made provocations against Chinese frontie »gue catedly
OF?asmI;Sthem Although the Chinese Government %as 0; prOVOéa-
ﬁnr&g e resentations and served warnings, the nu-ntl el;ribeg above.
e ef_—{fiﬂ by Indian troops has still increased, as esde . armed
b wegrft further till July 21 when Indian troogf 38? N. 78° 05 E,
zt};%%s on the Chinese post ag.: aigls)ﬁo}(tll‘gflz;c‘gg:e %he Chinése Govern-
i d an-armea C - N !
and Qpenlytgl;)ofvgsfy 99 1962), thus pushing the Slt%atlc??uz.gi 3n ?rfgr
s I1-)(:5’.n’c In order that further aggravation of the S}C e nediate-
%Zn%?"rdpded it s imperative that e In%laﬁcgozgffgﬂﬁg on Chinese
’ intruding Indian troops t0 § - a
gocx’;(ii:; Zl&atr}cllz l:nd reflgain from firing provocatively at them an

to withdraw at once from Chinese territory.

i i le’s Republic of China
ini f Foreign Affairs of the Peop € 3
ag;ei&{lfls:ﬂh?ls oppogcnunity to renew to the Indian Embassy
%‘;ﬁna the assurances of its highest consideration.

i

‘Note given by the Ministry of External Affairs, New Dellii, to the
Embassy of China in Iidia, 26 Jily 1962

The Ministfy of External Affairs presents it§ eompliments to the
Embassy of the People’s Repiiblic ‘of Chifia and. has the honour to
refer to the noté presented to the Charge d’Affaires of India at:
Peking on July 21st in regard to the incident that took place in the
Chip Chap Vailley on July 20th. :
. . 2. The Chinese Gevernment appear to have been misinformed
about the facts of the incidents which occurred on 20th July., Their
note of 21st July is based on inaccurate reports from their Ilocal
forces. Full and accurate details of the two incidents that ocecurred
on July 20th have been given by the Government of Indig in - their
note of 22nd July, 1962, présented to the Chinesé Chatge d’Affdires in
New Délhi. . The Government of India have nothing to add to the
facts given in this note. _ ‘

3. Tensién has been ineréasirig in the past few months 6h the
north-westérn frontier of Ifidia as d result of the recent éstablish-
ment of a number of - Chinese military posts and the increasing
aggressive activitiés of the-Chiiiese forces in that area. Deétails of
Chinese posts recetitly established in Iridian territéry.in the Ladakh
region and instances of intensive and aggressive patrolling in this
area have been given in the notes preséntéd by this Gévernment on
14th May, 6th June, 16th Jiine, 6th, 10th, 12th and 14th July, 1962.
These notes had also drawn the attention 6f the Chinese Govérnment
to the dangers of these aggressive activities,

4. The Government of India have in their various notes stressed
the importance of avoiding clashes and of creating the appropriate
climate for settlement of the differences regarding the alignment of
the Sino-Indian border by peaceful negotiations. Not only has there
been no positive response from the Government of China to these
suggestions but the local Chinese authorities have, during the 7Jast
few months, established several new military posts in Indian
territory and stepped up their aggressive patrolling activity in this
region.

5. The Chinese Government have, in their note of 21st July, stated
that China is not willing to fight with India and the Sino-Indian
border question can be settled only through negotiations. The

Government of India fully reciprocate this desire for settlement by
peaceful negotiations.

6. The factual history of the activities of the local Chinese forces
in the Ladakh region is, however, not consistent with this desire for
settlement by negotiations expressed by the Chinese Government.
The local Chinese forces have even in the last few months established
several new posts and resorted to aggressive patrolling in Indian
areas which lie west of even the 1956 Chinese map claim line which
Prime Minister Chou En-lai told Prime Minister of India “correctly

shows the traditional boundary between the two countries in this
sector”.
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i i i in the Ladakh

. details of the correct international boundary in the Lac
reg?onTlﬁivee been given with full supporting documentation by hthe
Indian side in the meetings of the ofﬁciatls o]% the ]ti\nc})l . scl?crioejer;lwm grsg
! is now before the two Governments.- Lven
f)i'pérh'.cixiz I:tre inclined to contest I;Chl(s} boundary,t tlr;ec S;lzedrmno n%nttr e:f
India fail to understand why the Government O. Ching O ot oam
rai ir forces from going beyond even their _ ¢ _
:E:]I::;-Inn ?’111?61:1' which is capable of easy and qt;;lck velli‘éfiitc;n%r%. tlltels 'lnélgg
that the Government of India contest the va o e e

i ap claim line but the Chinese local forces shot ‘
%;ggfie trlrlleill)' own claim line confirmed by Prime Minister Chou

En-lai.

i t

Government of India are p?epa.regi, as soon as the curren
tengio?slehave eased and the appropriate climate is created, to eng;ﬁg
into further discussions:-on tflflie Irlldia-Chmta:e rggﬂi?ir}:l %ﬁsgu&?eog the

i f the officials as con uri 1
EﬁgSIZfoé:i};serlfgﬁtgr Chou En-lai with the Prime Minister of Igldl%
in 1960. The Government of India hope that the Gove?uner;n R ge
China will give a positive response on the concrete sugges 101%5 1ade
by the Government of India for relaxation of the current tensions

and for creation of the right climate for negotiations. |

"'9. The Ministry of External Affairs avails itself of this oppor-

tunity to renew to the Embassy of the People’s Republic of Chinq
the assurances of its highest consideration. : 7

ties against the Chinese border post at approximately ' 33° 45-5 N

Note given by the Mlmstry oﬁ Foreign Affairs, Peking, to the
Embassy of India in China, 28 July 1962 —

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the People’s Republic of China
presents its compliments to the Indian Embassy in China and has the
honour to state the following:

The Chinese Government protested on July 16, 1962, against the
establishment of three strangpoints for aggressive purposes by Indian
troops in the Pangong Lake area of Tibet, China. According to
further reports, three more new aggressive strongpoints have been
recently set up by Indian troops in the same area. One is situated on
the northern bank of the Pangong Lake, about two kilometres north
of the strongpoint set up by Indian troops near Sirijap not long ago,
and only about 200 metres from a Chinese border post (approxi-
mately 33° 45-5' N, 78° 50-5 E). Another is situated on the southern
bank of the Lake, at aproximately 33° 40-5’ N, 78° 47 E, as deep as
about 4 kilometres inside Chinese territory. The third is situated
at approximately 34° 03’ N, 78° 44’ E, only about one and a B
kilometres from a Chinese border post. At the same time, Indian
motor-boats have been more and more frequently intruding into the

Chinese part of the Pangong Lake.

What is particularly serious is that the Indian troops intruding
into the Pangong Lake area have even engaged in provocative activi-
78° 50-5" E. On July 21, 37 fully-armed Indian soldiers setting out
from the aforesaid aggressive strongpoint newly set up on the
northern bank of the Pangong Lake pressed forward all the way 1o
a point only about 100 metres from the Chinese post. The Indian
troops stopped advancing only after the Chinese border guards had

repeatedly given out warnings. The Chinese border guards displayed

the greatest self-restraint all through in spite of the serious threats
they faced. The Chinese Government, however, is surprised to learn
from the Indian Ministry of External Affairs’ note of July 22, which
it has just received, that the Indian Government not only evaded the
fact that the Indian troops had pressed on the Chinese post, but also.
slandered without any ground whatsoever that the Chinese border
guards had fired at the Indian troops. This allegation can only be
regarded as an attempt to cover up the Indian troops’ unwarranted
provocative activities. The same Indian note also referred to the
armed conflict which occurred in the Chip Chap River area on July
21, but the account given is completely contrary to the facts, of
which the Chinese Government already made a correct narration in
its note of July 22.

The Chinese Government hereby lodges a strong protest against
the new intrusions and provocations of Indian troops and categori-
cally rejects the protest made in the note of the Indian Ministry of
External Affairs dated July 22. The Chinese Government demands
that the Indian Government immediately withdraw all its aggressive
strongpoints and troops from the Pangong Lake area.



Note given by the Ministry of Foreign Affajrs, Peking, to the
. Embassy of India in China, 1 Aug’ustrlaﬁz,

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the People’s Republie of China
presents its compliments to the Indian Embassy in China and has the
honour to state the following: : ,

1. Following the armed attack on the Chinese border post inthe
-Chip Chap River valley area in Sinkiang, China, on July 21, 1962,
the Indian troops which have intruded into this.area have set up a
new strongpoint for aggressive purposes at approximately 35°20'N,
78°3-5 E, only about 2-5 kilometres southwest of the-Chinese post.
At 14.00 hours on July 27, 14 Indian soldiers from the said strongpoint
pressed forward to a place about 700 metres west of the Chinese post
and fired two shots at it provocatively. The Chinese.troops did not

return fire.

9. Two more aggressive strongpoints have been established by
Indian troops, one in the area south of the Chip Chap valley and the
other near the source of the Karakash River both, in Sinkiang,
China. The former is located at approximately 35°07'N, 78°21'E, as
deep as about 20 kilometres inside Chinese territory and the latter at

approximately 34° 57-5" N, 78° 26’ E, as deep as. about 19 kilometres

-inside Chinese territory.

The Chinese Government hereby lo,dgés a strong protest with the
Indian Government against this new series of intrusions:and provo-
-cative firing by the Indian side. o

It must-be pointed out that the above-mentioned activities of Indian
troops show that the Indian side continues to make every effort to
nibble away and move forward on Chinese territory in a deliberate-
attempt to assert its unlawful territorial claims on: China by armed
encroachment and threat of force. -Moreover, these intrusions fur-
ther demonstrate that the armed attack launched by Indian troops
on the Chinese side in the Chip Chap valley area on July 21 was by
1o means accidental. It is a serious consequence arising solely from
‘India’s premeditated effort to expand its occupation of Chinese terri-
tory. To prevent further deterioration of the current situation along
the Sino-Indian border, the Indian Government must immediately
‘withdraw all its aggressive strongpoints newly established on Chinese
territory and desist from all provocations against China.

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the People’s Republic of China
avails itself of this opportunity to renew to the Embassy of India in
'China the assurances of its highest consideration.

- Provocations. In order to avoid grave incidents, the

Note given by the Ministry' .
"By T y. of Foreign Affair ;
Embassy of India in China, 1 A sst, leklng, to tl

The Minist of Forei i
nistry of gn Affairs of the People’s R i ;
hPlo';soentS Its compliments to the Indian 'Embass]; i; Cﬁpubhc S
ur fo state the follows p” Han tmbass China and has t}

A detachment of Indian troo

. nme; 10 , Ps crossed the bound i
::;)t:u;chlezlggrahgzu area north of the Pangong Lake inaFT)i’bzItldclﬂlic;gdﬁ
2hout 12.3 c?};%rs on July 27, 1962. Having made a reco’nnaissa’n‘
o o r};u - 1meseoborder post for about half an hour from 3 '-lag
2t 2pproxim :s : y 33 97N, 78°44-5E, they suddenly fired 16 roIimc'
2t t-o'm'aintéinpos - It was only because the Chinese side did it
dony amaintain an att1tud§: of self-restraint that an untoward inc

| erted. The Indian troops did not withdraw from Chir?e(g

- lerritory till about 1340 hours. The Chinese Government hereb

lodges a strong protest with the Indian Government against this nes

deliberate pro i ] ’ ; : :
guards. provocation by the Indian side against Chinese borde

The aforesaid incident is th i |
' ( : e fifth in 12 days since Jul i
ggggrpgﬁgggzggg {ci}l;len%v \évsise gad: Ey thfe Indian side alga};nls% é%?i’e;
n the sector i
Indian troops have recently set up 6 neow sglgngsgilr?-lndlan i)
331%7 lgg?gzla‘h(vigle the Chinese Government’s N oteseolfaa.?l,%lon%GL:k“
ay %) hare intruding Ipﬂlaq troops moreover made *chonn is
T Soand ha 7?;55‘%?;1'1:1—1 ggtth% Chmese-_ posts there from time to tifariz
The Chinese Gov nce again draws the attenti
ndian Government to the danger of the repeated : ;clg?r%(s)irt)nosf 5311;
Indian troops must immedsi e
1 ( ! ediately stop makin ions hs
Chmesev side and withdraw completely from Cﬁinzzzvf:ri:cilt%rxl; fo. the

The Ministry of Foreign - irs ¢ »
Che Minis f Foreign Affairs of the People’s R i hi
avails itself of this opportunity to renew to E‘ne SInggiblfégn%fascs};nili

. China the as,su-,r‘arnces of its highest consideration.



Note given by the Mstry of External Afiairs, New Delhi, to the:
Embassy of China in India, 3 August 1962
irs- presents its comp]imen‘ﬁs'to the:

Embassy of the People’s Republic of China and has the honour to
refer to the Chinese Government’s Note dated 23rd July, 1962.

reference has made three . allegations,.

The Ministry of External Affa

The Chinese Note under
namely:—

(i) that a detachment
and approached the Chinese frontier
7g° 07 E at about 13.30 hours on 16th July

two shots at the said post;

(ii) that several dozens of Indian troops intruded into Chinese:
territory south of the Galwan river at 34° 34-5 N, 78°
35.5° E on 19th July 1962, at 17.35 hours and fired at &

Chinese patrol; and
(jii) that Indian’ troops made an armed attack on a Chinese
‘ post at 35

of Indian troops crossed the boundary
post at 35° 30/ N,
1962, and fired:

o 90 N, 78° 05’ E on July 21, 1962.

The Government of India have carefully jnvestigated all the three'
allegations and have found them to be without any bagis 'whatso—
it is significant that.

ever. As regards the first two allegations,
ave occurred on the 16th and 19th .July'

although they are said to b
respectively, neither of them finds any. place In an

Note dated 21st July. e third allegation that Indian troops
N, 78° 05 Eis a repetition of the

attacked a Chinese post at 35° 20" N,
of 21st July 1962, which has beerr

charge made in the Chinese note
shown to be baseless in the Indian Government’s reply dated 26th.

July, 1962.

The Government of India note in this connection that all tl}e

three areas referred to by the Chinese Government lie well within:
Indian territory. 1t is clear from this that sudh intrusions as have
occurred, have in fact been committed by Chinese forces and not
by Indian {roops. The Indian border defence forces have, despite

rovocation by Chinese forces throughout shown considerable patience
and self-restraint.

While rejecting the Chinese Note, the Government of India would
once again press upon the Chinese Government the urgent necessity
of issuing immediate instructions to all Chinese forces to desist from:
provocative action of any kind an to withdraw from Indiane
territory.

The Ministry of External Affairs avails itself of this opportunity’
to renew to the Embassy of the People’s Republic of China the

assurances of its highest consideration.

Note given by the Ministy
- istry of Foreign Affai .
. Emb P . gn airs, P to tl
assy of Im[ila in China, 4 August 196201‘1-‘18'_ g, to

The Ministry of Forei A ffai X

: - gn Affairs of th ) : .
%ll'esints its compliments to the Embasss;e ;e?r%?s Be%u‘t_)hc of Chin
e honour to state the following: a in China and- he

In disregard of the re :

the i ) peated protests of the Chin
havel?g‘zigd:ild(? ?as not only refused to withdraw (iefse t?gg ernm};e_n
e e u}n o the Galwan River valley in Sinkiang C}I;_S 2 ar
e anothez milirtounded the Chinese frontier guards there nl;i’t S
up, another ary strongpoint on Chinese territory sout}’l f ]
e r at gpprox1mate1y 34°34-5" N, 78°355 E W‘}D1 “
particular hi’n grave is that the infruding Indian troops afte ﬁr‘at" '
'Gover}rr]m ent’zse ftr_ontler guards on July 19, 1962 ,(Vider Clllilr% :
e s ;:.'10 e of July 23, 1962) recently again fired provocat'e.
ly at Chinese r{)ntler guards on two successive occasions Th 1}1‘17'
geeasion shcc))t £azc§ agqund 12.10 hours on July 31, 1962, at \ewhi(
btial O 11';e ;. The second occasion took place around 20.
hours on August. , a hWh1ch time seven shots were fired. The bullu
ey bec ;ue where the Chinese frontier guards Were locate
Tt was o0y Poa se tgf Chinese frontier guards exercised the u1;me
B e t not fire back that a clash was avoided. Such acti ;
X the fro‘ntieroops in continuing their provocative.ﬁrin S :c in
Chinese fro relr guards demonstrate  that the Indian sige' h%am
Intention, ot I¢ %xﬁlg bpt is wilfully aggravating the tension in St;
e oot alley. - The Chinese Government hereby lold
strong protes ae;lg(‘ialnst such intrusion and provocative acts o%eil
Indian troc 3? 20 311‘33:50 :a%;?;r; demands that the Indian troops st
withdraw from Chinese terri’l:-osr;f:l.gamst Ch1_nese frontier guards &

e Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the People’s Republic of Chi

avails itself of this o i
. pportunity to renew t ;
China the assurances of its highest consid(t)arlg%ieof mbassy 'Of India
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L e T B e 1
o ive § inist § Foreign Affairs, Peking, to t
Note  given ﬁbﬁy ’ﬁf‘“ﬁ'&i’; in China, 4 August 1962

ne Mi Forei fairs of the People’s Republic of China-
ini Foreign Affajrs of the People’s Republi
rez‘:lrftslvﬂgnzgrrgpﬁifmentsgt% the Indian Embassy in China and has the-
gonour to state the following:

It has been established by the Chinese Governmen’zhgii g;;ac;bii:;
‘ fully verified reports from its fromtier forces - Since i
Sxficfgf: of l?/lay 1962. there have occur__re’% 06111; the fagggrsn scicd or of the
Si i ‘new instances of Indian Troops  CIOSS
sSol-Iég.-lllrelccihaMncl?/IOarI?sg Eine and intruding into the Migyitun area in.
China’s Tibet. ' ) o o
(i) bn ‘tiie morhing of May 18, five f‘tiﬂl‘y_-armedz In&%ﬁ%%ﬁiﬁ%t.
men intruded into Longju in the Migyitun area , 7
reconnaissance. ' 7 o I -
“(2) On the morning of May 30, four Indian m111taryr%£erz o%aéztlgg
anohs ifitruded into Ruyu in the Migyitun area ana f onducted-
xec%ggxéissance for a long time on the Chmes:; g:;fglgl';rfogr;g:'out oned,
in the northérn part of the Migyitun area: LI n gave out wor
1?1;%1 (Ianrégan froogs' intended to come and stay in Long]u o
(3) On fh'é evehing of June 4, five Indian militarymen ca?rymg
arms intruded into Ruyu. o |
© (4) On the evening of June 11, six fully-arimed II‘ndEir‘l, ;;nrlllc',c:‘::ggl:g
initruded into a place on the western bank of the Lo hwest
of Longju. _ _ o o R
(5) On the morning of June 13, six Indian militarymen intruded:
into Longju and Ruyu. E S s
Y L eese s Lo g 1dis lita en sneake 5
'« morning of June 18, three Indian militarymen St ,_
'sﬁr%se{jt%?oflléf&n}c%‘rﬁegnioiin’caiﬁ-‘sides north of Longju to make a
. reconnaissance.

i i ilitarymen carrying
ning of June 22, five Indian m rrying’
arng) ix?t?'tgleednilﬁio agplace on the western bank of the Lo River

northwest of Longju.

i i by Indian troops
-Ci facts of the repeated intrusions .

. tTlﬁ%I?;jfirfét %%h;-c places have further explodeicd t};e Nflilsezl'éo%% Gozt:
Emoassertion made in the Indian Government’'s note o v 28,

JoVe 2 H
that “Indian forces have not re-entered Longju since 26th Augus

1959.” The Chinese Government hereby lodges another serlous:

rotest with the Indian Government against the repeated intrusions
‘ ?nto Chinese territory by Indian troops.

i hat in the note of”
i ernment notes with regret t
“ MaghSSClllsl)Iégsieg?r},ed to above]:,1 ﬂIled%:.r?l?; ocggvf:gr?r??rix émecgc Oiﬁ%:
| ’ i that the In 2 .
| fcf;ll;?g ct>?1 ef;;ﬁs %,e 15%(:2*; bu%c made a counter-charge against the

15

Chinese Governmert, alleging that the fact of the Chinege Govern
ment- protesting apainst the Indian Government is in itself
demonstration that “the Chinese troops again tréspassed into Longju”
and .on this basis it even went so far as to lodge a counter-protes
with the Chinese sidé. Such & counter-chargé is nothing but ar
unreasonable absurdity and does not worth refuting at all. The
Chinese Government categorically rejects this counter-protest o
India. The Chinese Government has also received -the Indian Gov
ernment’s note of June 6, 1962, in which it repeated the allegatior
that Chinese personnel had entered Ruyu in the second week o
January 1962. As pointed out in the Chinese- Government’s note o
May 15, 1962, such ~allegation is completely baseless; the Chinese
Government once again firmly refutes it.

Both Longji and Ruyu are part of the Migyitun area in Tibet,
have always been under the jurisdiction of the Tibet region, China
and, moreover, lié to the north of the “McMahon Line”. After the
peaceful libération of Tibet, thére were units of the Chinesé People’s
Liberation Army stationed in the Migyitunh area and various adminis.
trative measures were adopted there by the Chinese authorities. It
was only during the 1959 rebellion iri Tibét that the. Indian Govern-
ment, taking advantage of the transferring of Chinese troops, sent its
army into Longju and occupied it. Later, the Indian side launched
an attack on Chinese frontier guards, which resulted in the first bloody

clash between ihe Chinese and the Indian sides. All these are
undeniable facts. , ‘ o

_In an attempt to justify its deliberate violation of the status quo
of the boundary and expansion of its encroachment on Chinese-terri-
tory, the Indian Government has racked its brains to cook up a story
about the gecgraphical location of Longju and Ruyu and their rela-
tien to Migyitun. The Indian Government arbitrarily asserts that
Migyitun is not an area, but.merely a small village, and that the
so-called McMahon-Line just touches its southern edge. It is further
asserted that Longju has no relation at all with Migyitun, that it lies
south of-the so-called-McMahon Line, and 2 miles from both Migyitun
and the so-called McMahon Line.: However; a fabrieation is-after all
a fabrication and does not:hold water at all. In-the first instarceg;
this Indian story is inconsistent with the original map showing the
“McMahon Line” attached to the secret notes illegally exchanged
between the representatives of Britain and the local Government cf
Tibet during the 1914 Simla Conference, As shown on that map, the
“McMahon Line” does not touch Migyitun, but lies south of it at quite
a distance. In the second instance, the present Indian story contra-
dicts its past assertions. As stated in Prime Minister Nehru’s letter to:
Premier Chou En-lai dated September 26, 1959, the alleged distance
between Longju and Migyitun is not 2 miles but 13 miles. In his
speech at the Indian Lok Sabha on April 3, 1961, Prime Minister
Nehru again had something different to say about the location of
Longiju, stating: “A little part of the village (Longju) this side (of
the “McMahon Line”) and a part of it on that side.” All these con-
tradictions fully reveal the fact that the Indian Government, in an
attempt to usurp L?ngju, has tried hard to push the so-called

M AR L e T " . £ a2y
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ricated a non-existent-distance which can. be

rolonged or shortenea a
fy such clumsy tactics. |

g . X - e _

In its note, the Indian Government again harped f;lln 13:&:&:%}32}1
n11 unfer-charge against China with regard to e armed clash

oy s itun area in August 1959. -This is also a p—;mts akin fgthat
Bt l\fffhg%r1 Regarding the cause and the full factuaé de :‘17 S of that
f'utflle'e Zlir:e. incident, the Chinese Government alr%a y] g19§9 comn-
Dl ortu'nl;ure in its notes of August 27 and September d’ oo o
ple_tg p1tc like the Kongks Pass incident which occuirre L two months
Tate e1t1 ok place solely because the Ipdlan ’croopsh aun e elied
—— (’z d £ctack on ihe Chinese frontier guards, w O.V\;e.l e g
warra%n ed themselves in the circumstances. Immedia _erC yow owing
e o) cidents, the Chinese Government proposed on11 S thré initia
the tvi,101:mrmed forces of the two sides each withdraw 1.';1 opdg he entire
s a2(?1 kilometres from the line up to which eac %1 e i-oposals
bordelr ontrol and stop patrolling. But these reason:cjt et }Ix)e posa s
.ag:tuad ct nsuring tranquillity along the border and ea;mgthat borde
:a-lfl ztic?n ivere all rejected by India. Every fact st}_xgwshas 4 China,
::aélking a peaceful settleme?';hof 1%}(11%”"20&1333?; &ugz G.n 1(11,a D o oo
1 3 e s y . . E3
‘Ziioofgrfecizhgrr;ilx'rgaeﬁsgcgfotranquility along the border Whlle India's

_attitude is the very opposite. , _

ot j as a part  of
i indi ble fact that Longju and Ruyu, 7
" It\{lﬁ al':t uﬁdzsr%‘;taaxe Chinese territory ax}d loca_ted noit:d qflw;};r:
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' ; of Forei irs of t 's Republiz of China
ini f Foreign Affairs of the People’s Rej : )
avarili?%’csl\lillrfllso;ﬂﬁis oppo%?unity to renew to .the Indian Embassy 11}
«hina the assurances of its highest consideration.
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Note given by tBe Mi.mstryof Fofeigﬁ Affairs, “Peking, to the Emba
" of India in China, 4 August 1962

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the People’s Republic of Ch
presents its compliments to the Embassy of India in China and, w
reference to the note handed over to the Chinese Embassy in India

the Ministry of External Affairs of the Indian Government on J
26, 1962, has the honour to state the following: '

The incident which occurred in the Chip Chap valley on Ji
21, 1962 was unforturate and regrettable. The Chinese Governm:
has given in its note dated J uly 22, 1962 a correct account of the ir
dent and pointed cut in its note of J uly 28 that the presentation giv
in the Indian Government’s note of July 22 was inconsistent with t

facts. The Chinese Government does not propose to reiterate {
relevant facts.

The Chinese Government cannot agree to the allegation in t
Indian note that the present tension in the western sector of the Sir
Indian border was caused by the Chinese side. This allegation
extremely unjust. The fact is that the Chinese side has never cross
its national border which has always been under China’s control, a
that the tension was created solely by the Indian side advancing ir
Chinese territory, establishing new posts, and making provocatios
After the officials’ meetings of the two countries, Indian troops fiz
stepped up their encroachment on the Demchok area in Tibet, ai
then, since last spring, they have successively intruded into such are
as the Chip Chap valley, the source of the Karakash River, and t]
Galwan River vallcy in Sinkiang, and the Pangong and Spangg
Lakes in Tibet. They have successively set up 27 military stron
points on Chinese territory and more and more frequently resorte
to armed threats against Chinese frontier guards by unwarx%ante
firings which have occurred on 12 occasions up to now. At the jsan
time, Indian aircraft have repeatedly intruded into China’s air spa
over Sinkiang and Tibet for reconnaissance, airdropping and haras

ment purposes, making more than 300 sorties in the period from 19¢
to the end of June 1962.

In the face of Indian intrusions and provocations, China has a
along maintained an attitude of self-restraint. In its notes delivere
during this period, the Chinese Government, while demanding th:
the Indian troops stop their intrusions and provocations and withdras
from Chinese territory, has all along maintained that the boundar
question should bhe settled beacefully through negotiations, and th:
the status quo of the boundary should not be altered by force. Th
Indian Government’s suggestion of May 14, 1962 is in fact requirin
China to make an one-sided withdrawal from large tracts of its ow
territory. The Chinese Government of course cannot give considers
tion to it, neither in tte past nor in the future.

Mention was made in the note under reference of the questior
regarding the Chinese map of 1956. During the officials’ meetings o
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ir i jnese 7ern: t reiterates

' hinese inhabitant. The Chinese Governmen :

tﬂea?iﬁ;?ﬁd(s:hgaege in its note of June 1B, 1962, and urges thgt tl}:;z
irfdian Government immediately return the body of Roma anr. A

fkidnapped Yekhu and her children. o |
gn Affairs avails itself of this opportunity

The Munistry of FormEmbassV_ the assurances of its highest

40 renew to the Indian
consideration.

Note given by the Miuistoy of Noveign Affairs; Peking, fo the
Enibassy of Hidia im China, 18 August 1962

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the People’s Republic of China
presents its compliments to the Indian Embassy in China and, with:
reference to the Indian Government’s note of August 15, 1962, has
the honour to state the following:

In its note the Indian Government alleged that at about 19.30
hours on August 14, 1962 a detachment of Chinese troops fired on
an Indian post at Yula in the Pangong Lake area, and the Indian
post fired back. Careful investigation conducted by the Chinese
Government shows that the armed clash described in the Indian:
note is a sheer fabrication. On August 14 no Chinese {rontier guards
ever fired on the aggressive strongpoint set up by Indian troops im
Yula, nor were they fired on in return by any Indian troops. The:
Chinese Government expresses great surprise and regret at this:
trumped-up charge made by India. At a time when the Govern-
ments of the two countries are exchanging views for holding dis-
cussions as soon as possible on the Sino-Indian boundary question,.
the Indian Government has invented an exchange of fire between
the troops of the two sides in the Pangong Lake area in China. This
cannot but be deemed as done with ulterior motives. The Chinese
Government categorically rejects the trumped-up charge made by
the Indian Govermment. » .

It must be pointed out that the current tension in the Pangong
Lake area, including Yula, is-created solely because Indian troops
have intruded into Chinese territory in this area, unlawfully set up
strong points and made provocations there. In order to ease the:
situation, the intruding Indian troops must immediately withdraw

from Chinese territory. ,

- The Ministry -of Foreign Aﬁairs avails,itaélf of thié: op]gortu,m.ty
to renew to the Indian Embassy in  China the assurances of its
highest comnsideration. ‘ ' '

oy
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Note.given by the Ministry. of External Affairs, New Delhi, - to -the
oy s‘#v, ‘- mﬂﬁy Qf:ﬁl!ina.in,lndia,“z&éxugf’ust 1962

The Minfétry of External Affairs pfééén’cs'its compliments to the
bassy of-the; People’s Republic -of China and has the honour to
ﬁer to the Chinese Government’s note of 18th August, 1962. -

" "lie Government of India protested against the firing by Chinese
roops at an Indian post in the Pangong region to record a factual
cident and to bring io the notice of the Chinese authorities that
h_irresponsible shooting might have had dangerous consequences.
was in sharp contrast to the Chinese Government’s own stand
they are desirous of peaceful negotiations to settle the Sino-
Ifidian boundary issue. The Government of India categorically reject.
fifc allegation that this was a “trumped-up charge” and trust that
'th’% Chinese Government, motivated both by a desire to respect the:
h and to remove tension in the area would restrain their troops:
#otn irresponsible shootings and withdraw them. to the east of inter--
nafional frontier, into Chinese territory.

yl

LA

" The Ministry of External Affairs takes this opportunity to renew:
$o, the Embassy of the People’s Republic of China the assurances of
<#9 highest consideration.

Note given by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Peking, to the Embassy
‘of India in China, 24 August 1962 - -

" The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the People’s Republic of China
presents its compliments to the Embassy of India in China and has
the honour to state the following about cases in which armed Indian
personnel crossed the China-Sikkim boundary and intruded into
Chinese territory: : :

'1. On June 4, 1962 four armed Indian personnel crossed the Natu.
La on the China-Sikkim boundary and intruded into the vicinity of
Chumbitan in Tibet. - o : -

2. On June 15, 1962 three armed Indian personnel crossed the
China-Sikkim boundary at Tzelung La and intruded into Chinese
territory. :

3. In the fourth week of June 1962 five Indian soldiers intruded
into Chinese territory north of Tagi La on the China-Sikkim boun~
dary. They erected three cairns more than two kilometres north
of the Tagi La and declared them to mark the points dividing China
and Sikkim. : ' A

The above-mentioned activities of armed Indian personnel be-
yond the China-Sikkim boundary constitute a serious violation of
Chinese territory, against which the Chinese Government hereby
lodges a protest with the Indian Government. The China-Sikkim
boundary has long since been formally delimited and tranquility
has always prevailed along it. It is deeply regrettable that the
Indijan side should have used the territory of Sikkim to carry/out
encroaching activities against Chinese territory and sovereignty.
The Chinese Government solemnly calls the attention of the Indian

Goverpment to such activities and urges that India immediately
stop similar activities.

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs avails itself of this opportunity

to renew to the Indian Embassy the assurances of its highest coii-
sideration.
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2 i the Minisiry of External Affairs, New Delhi, to v
Note given }gnba:sy of (?Jgna in India, 24 August 1962

i i i ts to the
inistry of External Affairs presents its complimen ’

lmglssymtilig People’s Republic of %zhuéaAand };ai }:Chti glﬁfnlils'trt;
ince the protest lodged on 22nd Augus ] iry
z&ag}axtlelgﬁa?iﬂairs g]).'l the establishment of 18 r;ewvaggre::j,swel m111t
tary posts, deep inside Indian territory, the Ministry has just learn
about a further post having been estalglisbﬁed”by uztruc,hng’ Chinese

forces on the 23rd August at a point 78° 45°00”E, 33° 39’ 20”N.

This post, apart from being well within Indian territory, is
provocati?rely lcPcated in close proximity of the Su%plyldhel;es urt:
Indian posts in this area. The Chinese Government s éu ensure
that this new intrusion is immediately removed. The ovemmun_
of India will hold the Chinese authqntles responsible for an}; oy
toward incident that might develop in the area as a result o1 ?
continuance of this post in close proximity to the line of supply o
the Indian posts in the area.

ini i i ity to renew
he Ministry of External Affairs takes this opportunity
to 'Ehee Enlfllnasg of the People’s Republic of China the assurances
of its higest consideration.

‘Note given by the Ministry of External Affairs, New Delhi, to the -
Embassy of China in India, 25 August 1962

.. The Ministry of External Affairs Presents its compliments ‘to the
-~ Embassy of the People’s Republic of China and has the honour to
refer to the Chinese Government’s note dated 17th August 1962.

The Government of India have enquired fully into the allegation
-contained. in . the Chinese note that, on the 13th August 1962, at
about 16-30 hours, Indian defence forces had fired on Chinese troops
near a point at approximately 34° 34-5’ N 78° 35.5" E and have found
that the allegation is entirely baseless. Moreover, the area re-
terred to is located deep inside Indian territory where Chinese forces
could have no justification to be present, o -

It is a matter of regret that the Chinese Government should
Tepeat such baseless allegations which are obviously intended for
purposes of anti-Indian propaganda. Similar charges made in the

past have also invariably been proved to be without any founda-
tion.

- In recent weeks, it is the Chinese intruders who have on no
less than five occasions opened fire on Indian defence forces sta-
b tioned on Indian territory. Except on two occasions, on the 2lst
i July 1962 and 14th August 1962, when Indian defence forces were
+ forced in self defence to return the Chinese fire, on all the other
g occasions they exercised great self-restraint and refrained from
| returning the fire. The Chinese Government have been ipformed
f about these incidents in the Government of India notes, dated 22nd
i July 1962, 28th July 1962, 30th July 1962 and 15th August 1962 and
' ot disown their responsibility in regard to the same. If, there-
fbre,. the. Chinese Government are earnest in their desire

3 The Ministry of External Affairs avails itséli of this opportunity

# renew to the Embassy of the People’s Republic of China the
p aburances of its highest consideration. . : : -
". 9t R V .



Note given by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Peking, to the Embassy
of India in China, 4 September 1962

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the People’s Bepub}ic of China

presents its cgrynpliments to the Embassy of India in China and has

the honour to state the following:

on August 26, 1962, seven Indian soldiers, five
had intruded into the vicinity of the source
of the Karakash River in Sinkiang, China, pressed forward from north
to south up to a place in front of the positions of the Chinese post
located at approximately 35° 3-5" N, 78° 22 E. Ignoring the warnings
of the Chinese frontier guards who waved their arms and shouted,
the Indian soldiers unscrupulously opened fire. Then another batch
of Indian troops, ten in number, approached from the south and
seized the high ground southwest of the Chinese post. At about 6-50°
hours on the morning of August 29, the intruding Indian troops again
pressed forward to the vicinity of the Chinese post and fired 17 shots:
at the Chinese frontier guards. During these two incidents,
the Chinese frontier guards maintained self-restraint through-
out and did not return fire. The Chinese Government hereby lodges
a strong protest with the Indian Government against the above-
mentioned provocations of the Indian troops.

At about 12-30 hours
of them mounted, who

After the closing in on a Chinese post in the Pangong Lake area
in Tibet on August 24, the Indian intruders have now advanced on.
and fired at another Chinese post, this time in the vicinity of the
source of the Karakash River in Sinkiang. This shows once again:
that India is intensifying its intrusions into and provocations against
China in a planned way, thereby aggravating further the border situa~
tion, and is not, as it has professed, willing to relax the border situa-
tion and peacefully settle the boundary question through negotiations.

It is regrettable that the Indian Government has again adopted.
the method of a thief crying “stop thief” and distorted this incident
in its note of August 27, 1962, alleging that the Chinese frontier guards.
“agttempted to ambush” an Indian patrol on routine duties and con-
ducted “unprovoked firing”, whereas the Indian troops were “forced.
to return the fire,” and so on and so forth. All these allegations were
sheer fabrications. One cannot help asking why the Indian troops.
should have proceeded to and patrolled at a place deep inside Chinese
territory and “33 miles” away from its border post. Could it be the
“routine duties” of the Indian patrol to.invade the territory of others

and press forward in a menacing manner to the border posts of |
The Chinese Government
categorically rejects the Indian Government’s aforesaid false charge |

others? This is absolutely impermissible.

. which turns the facts upside down and shifts the blame on others.
. The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the People’s Republic of China

. avails itself of this opportunity to renew to the Indian Embassy the
assurances of its highest consideration.

Note given by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Pekin
s . . y S t th
of India in China, 5 September 1062 © ¢ L Passy

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the People’ i i

1 Y O ple’s Republic of China
presents its compliments to the Embassy o; ia i i
honour to state the following: y of India in China and has the

_At about 12-10 hours on September 2, 1962, a transpo
. prising 6 rear service personnel of the Chinese bordespdggexlcliznflo;gg;
wlgen Broceedmg on a mission to approximately 35° 8§-5 N,
78° 14.5" E, south of the Chip Chap River area in Sinkiang was
ambushed by a large number of intruding Indian soldiers. The intru-
ders unwa;rrantedly' opened up flerce fire at the Chinese non-com-
batants with machine-guns and rifles. The transport team of the
Chinese border defence forces was compelled to stop advancing and
make retreat under the cover of the terrain features. The I%dian
soldiers continued to chase it with gunfire, shooting a total of nearly

200 ro i ervi i
throﬁ%lﬁr;iiz The Chinese rear service personnel did not return fire

The Chinese Government hereby lodges a strong protest against

' the aforesaid grave incident in whi i

! _ ‘ ch Indian troops penet

; g};ﬁfn SS};H}J:.)%?% éirgletfory alfld even came to a supply %u& in %‘l?éegegre?f)
: se b ence 1orces to ambush their rear servi

L It seriously urges the Indian Gov ive careful sonsders.
I vernment to give careful consi -
| tion to the grave consequences that may arise fgrom such ac’fsogglgfi;-

f ing with fire by the Indian sid
y. ploys with s padian ir?is eel.f.One should be aware that whoever

circlement of Chinese posts and par? £ provocative shots and the

cident once again revealed that wh Eon Chinese territory. This

i at India is after is not to

fmn balﬁddie]}g:r ;’?e%y b;);l:;darykquestion through negstia(’:iogs), r:;aﬁ
f oS, but del ) rovoke new armed clashes, f a-
; te the situation on the border and worsen the Smo-Ind?;;h fglgtgiﬁrni

. The note handed over in the midnij
L ’ : th night of Septemb , ‘
Erh?i; adei&ViiTsaiJggsogf ﬂ‘iheI Cd%mei% Embassy in Indig gr}lrl t}e11;: %)'ii%cifc}cﬁ
S 1 the Indian Ministry of External Affaj i
truth upside down, has described the ine ool S -
, the incident as i i
1an patrols were twice “surprised and att Torre Chiteh
ores” on hy oo SUT attacked by a large Chinese
tary_ ) y at a certain place sout i
River region and were “campelled to retLI:rn ’chz(')llﬁl_t"}e:l.”0 fivfﬁli?e(:}xl'le}2
u;l the ?lote, the Indian side :
wiere the incident oceurred. Under th
ing e Charge d’ Affaires, the Direct o o
) at}]i)ézllsllon of the India Ministry of External Affailxlrs ccgtﬁlgfo;}ll v
€ was not yet clear about it. Making a hasty accusatiory;
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‘ i i dian
i scertaining the most rudimentary facts, t}qe _In
Végggglrfmeilt eWa‘s res%rting to too naked a method of fabrlﬁ?tmn_antc:
false counter-charge. The Chinese Government categorica 3; re]ic S
the Indian protest which has no factual basis. The Indian at ?Cz_np o
using that protest to cover up its deliberate scheme of c1;:)—:a}E 1n%: 11?111
armed clash and shift on to China the responsibility for obstructing

peaceful negotiations is bound to fail.

. - 3 . -‘ ! ) . to
ini f Foreign Affairs avails itself of this opportunity
rengilvetlc\)/l}cll‘lll:tlrgd(i)an Emb%nssy the assurances of its hlghest considera-

tion.

Note given by the Ministry of External Affairs, New Delhi, to the
Embassy of China in India, 6 September 1962

The Ministry of External Affairs presents its compliments to the
Embassy of the People’s Republic of China and has the honour to
refer to the Chinese Government’s note, dated 27th August, 1962.

The allegations made in the Chinese note are not only baseless
but also indicate the lack of a proper understanding on the part of

~ the Chinese Government of the Indo-Chinese boundary in that area.

Indian forces have never established any strong points in Chinese
territory. On the contrary, it is Chinese intruders who have, in
recent years, unlawfully established numerous military posts deep
inside Indian territory. This will also be evident from the fact that
even the areas referred to in the present Chinese note are located
‘well within Indian territory where Chinese forces could have no
justification to be present.

The Government of India have carefully investigated the allega-
tions in respect of each of the two areas mentioned in the Chinese
‘note under reference and the facts, as verified are stated below :—

(i) There is absolutely no truth in the allegation that Indian
troops have “encircled the Chinese frontier guards and cut off the rear
Toute of a Chinese post” in the Galwan Valley region. The fact is that
Chinese forces had intruded into this sector of Indian territory in
Ladakh, for the first time in July 1962. They had thereafter set up
no less than 5 strong points around the Indian defence post at 78° 38
E 34° 39" 45” N and had begun to consolidate themselves in the area.
In this process Chinese forces had established a post at 78° 3% 5 E
34° 40’ N. They had also set up another post at 78° 38’ 5” E 34° 34’
5” N, about 800 yards north of an Indian Ration Party in the vicinity
so as to obstruct supplies from reaching the main Indian defence
post at 78° 38’ E, 34° 39 45” N. In their notes dated 10th July 1962,
'22nd August and 25th August, 1962 the Government of India have
-already drawn the attention of the Chinese Government to these
-aggressive Chinese actions.

As regards the allegations of shooting by Indian defence forces in
this area on the 21st, 22nd and 25th August, 1962, these are entirely
‘without foundation. There has been no shooting in this area by
-ither side on the specified dates.

(if) The correct position relating to the Pangong Lake area has
been given in the Indian Government’s note, dated 24th August, 1962
in which a protest was lodged about a new Chinese post set up at

f 78° 45" E 33° 39’ 20” N'on the southern bank of the Pangong Lake.
. Here again it is the Chinese who are attempting by a series of provoca-
[ tive moves to isolate an Indian defence post in the area. The Chinese
f post at 78° 45" E 33° 39" 20” N which has been established only in the

last few days has obviously been set up to interfere with the main

t supply line leading to the above mentioned Indian defence post near



Note given by the Ministry of External Affairs, New Delhi, to the
Embassy of China in India, 12 September 1962

-The Mumstry of External Affairs presents its compliments to the
Embassy of the People’s Republic of China and has the honour to
refer to the Chinese Government’s note dated 31st August, 1962,

The Indian team of officials at the talks of the officials of the two
Governments clearly established that there is no basis for the claim
advanced then and again in the Chinese note under reply that the
place where the Chinese side has set up posts and built a road are
on the Chinese side of the international boundary in the Ladakh
wim that any part of Ladakh has, except since

region nor for the cl t s
the Chinese aggression in recent years, been under the administra-

tion of the Chinese Government.

Full details of the Chinese aggression in the Ladakh region since
1957 have been conveyed to the Government of China in numerous
Indian notes on the subject. It is a matter of regret that the Chinese
Government should persist in their attempts to justify their aggres-
sion into and forcible seizure of Indian territory in the Liadakh region
since 1957 by unwarranted territorial claims.

The. Chinese note has referred to the status quo on the border.
But it is the Chinese Government themselves who have unilaterally
sought since 1957 to change the long existing status quo on the border

by the use of force.

Chinese forces have not only intruded deep inside Indian terri-
tory but there has been no halt in their incessant aggressive forward
patrolling and setting up of new posts on Indian territory. It is in
the context of these aggressive Chinese activities that Government
of India had to take action to prevent further violations of India’s
territory. This is a purely defensive measure. It is the Chinese
forces who continue their aggressive mctivities and who have in
recent months deliberately manoeuvred to encircle Indian defence
posts, to interfere with their line of supply and communications and
to resort to unprovoked firing causing clashes and tension in the area.
The various notes presented by the Ministry to the Embassy give full

factual details of these irresponsible and aggressive activities of the |

Chinese forces.

Government of India must, in view of the reasons given in the |

above paragraphs, reject the fallacious and untenable contentions in
the Chinese note under reference.

The Ministry of External Affairs takes this opportunity to renew |
to the Embassy of the People’s Republic of China the assurances of 1

fits highest consideration.

Note given by the Minisﬁ-y of Foreign Affairs, Peking, 1 the. Embas
. . . s g, to
of India in China, 13 September 1962 d

. The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the People’s Republic of China
| -Ppresents its compliments to the Embassy of India inp'China and, in
i regard to India’s recent establishments of additional strong points’for
§ -aggressive purposes within Chinese territory on the western sector
,;i ;che S;_no—Ir;ldl;;an k;ogliﬁ; and the numerous serious incidents of firing
| provocative shots at Chinese frontier ) ;

g_“wthe Al ier guards, has the honour to sfcgt_te

L. 1. The intruding Indian troops have es’cab]ishe‘d féur ition:
jaggressive strong points in Chinese territory. additional

b The first one is located at approximately 35°09N, 78°16'E, whi
 is to the south of the Chip Chap River .'=Lreay in Smk:ne,mg and ’aswci):gg
jras about 17 kilometres inside Chinese territory. e

F&.  The second one is located at a i ° o
e cat pproximately 35°06’N, 78°13’E, which
v,ea;is% fsilﬁgh a%f the .ghmp Chap River area in Sinkiang, to the sout;-
PV ES foresald aggressive strong point

; kilometres inside Chinese territory. & poin agq as d?'ep as abo?t

P The third one is located at appa'oxima.tei 34°59’N ° :
% The > s : , 78°24-5
Fhich is to the west of the source of the Karakz'sh River in Smgugrfg
pnd a5 deep as about 18 kilometres inside Chinese territory.

f: The fourth one is located at approximately 33° AR

A y 33°39N, 33°44’50"E
gehich ‘is on the southern bank of the Pangong L in Ti 1
behind a Chinese post in that area. gong Lake in Tibet apd

‘j ‘2. Intruding Indian troops provocatively £ i
Beenis at Chinese frontier ggardps, ey ﬁredOn SIX more occa-

d In the area south of the Chip Chap River walley:

ately 35°10'N, 78°14E and fired five shots i cessi
Bullets flew over the heads of the Chinese guardls,xzL e on. The

i ¥ At about 1-20 hours on September 5, intruding Indi i
ied another shot at the above-mentioned Chinese gost. an soldiers

At about 17-00 hours on September 5, a batch i i
& ) 1 ,al of Indi
19 rounds with rifles and machineguns at four Chin&z;]:el fsl?gi%cii
s from a place approximately 35°07'N, 78°13’E.

At 17-10 hours on September 5, a batch of Indi 1di
shots at a small group of Chine : ian soldiers fired
ely 35°8-5N, 18o17-5E, oo rrontier guards from approxi-



- Note given’ by the Ministry of External Affairs, New Delhi,“': to the
~ Embassy of China in India, 13 September 1962 -
" The Ministry of External Affairs presents its compliments to the
. Embassy of the People’s Republic of China, and has the honour to
- refer to the Chinese Government’s note dated 29th August, 1962.

68

In the area north of the Chip Chap River:

di ldiers:

\ 11-30 hours on September 2, a group of Indian sol
&£ ttv?rgogﬁots at the Chinese post located at approximately 35 ]?lOIN"
78°07E on the eastern bank of the Lungnak Lungspa River. Fo ow;' }
ing that, they even fired a mortar shell, which exploded in front of |

the Chinese post.

all hours of September 5, a group of intruding Indian: |}
soldI.IilelghgnZTked to the wclr;e_ﬁ; of the Chinese pcst at approx:.mately_ ‘
35°25'N, 78°07E, firing two shots at 1:55 hours and then one shot

each at 3 and 3:05 hours respectively.

uring all the aforesaid six incidents of provocative firings by
Ind?élxllr]a%ops, the Chinese frontier guards exercised great restraint
and fired not a single shot in return.

h hinese Government hereby strongly protests against _the
abo?r}el-emgr}:g;ngeed series of fresh intrusions and provocative activities
lﬁy the Indian side. These facts demonstrate that the Indlgn side is
iritensifying more and mcre its aggressive activities on Chinese ter-
gitory.. Taking only the cases of provocative firings at Chinese
fronfier guards, apart from the daily increase of shooting incidents,
(as many as four such incidents occurred on Septernber 5 alone),
even'thé use of artillery shelling has been started. The Indian (}0\,7-'
ernment should bé aware that shooting and shelling are no child’s:
play; and he who plays with fire will eventually be consumed by fire.
If the Indian side should insist on threatening by armed force the
Chinese border defence forces who are duty-bound to defend their
territory and thereby arcuse their resistance, it must bear the res-
ponsibility for all the consequences arising therefrom.

- The Ministry of Foreign Affairs avails itself of this opportunity
%o renew to the Indian Embassy the assurances of its highest consi-

. deration.

. 2. The Indian Government’s note dated 3rd August - 1962 had
| refuted Chinese allegations of firing on the 16th and 19th July, 1962 -
| This was done after detailed verification. The note also pointed out
| that although a protest had been lodged by the Chinese Government
| about an incident near the Chip Chap river region on the 21st July,
1962 in their note dated 22nd July, 1962, these incidents which ‘wére
| alleged to have taken place even earlier had curicusly enough found
b no mention therein. This additional feature of the case was men-
£ tioned as it also supported the results of the detailed verification
b undertaken by the Indian authorities. This is, therefore, not a
“sophisticated” argument but an additional argument which estab<
{lishes that the Chinese allegations are baseless. It may also be
fmentioned that the Chinese note dated 22nd July, 1962, had been fuily
pnswered in the Ministry’s note dated 26th July, 1962.

[ 3. The Chinese note has further referred to the Indian Govera-
ment’s notes dated 28th July, 1962 and 5th August, 1962 and claimed
BN imaginary contradiction in the information conveyed therein. The
Betual area where the Chinese patrol opened fire at an Indian patrol

d about which the Indian Government had protested in their note,
ed 28th July, 1962, was approximately 78°46’ 5”E 33257N whereas

Chinese note dated 1st August, 1962, referred to an area at
44" 5"E 33°57N. These two points are separated by nearly 3
es and the Indian Government’s note dated 5th August, 1962
62sc”cly stated that “No Indian party was in that area on 27th July,

| 4. Referring to the Indian Government’s note of 28th July, 1982,
e Chinese Government have further tried to draw- unwarranted
lusions from a typographical error in the place reference in the

n Government’s note dated 5th August, 1962. The map coordi-
tes given in the Indian note dated 28th July, 1962, namely, 78°46-5'E

TN, however, clearly indicated the actual place referred to and
surprising that the Chinese mnote deliberately. overlooks this
ed place reference and merely makes a play with words.

The Chinese Government have referred to the Indian note,
30th July, 1962, protesting against unprovoked firing by Chinese
5, and have denied that Chinese troops fired at Indian troops
i Yula in the Pangong lake area. The Chinese note has further
d that any clash took place on 14th August, 1962 near Yula bet-
the two sides. The Ministry would stress in this connection
e facts conveyed in the Indian Government’s notes are care-
verified before being communicated to the Chinese Govern-
The Ministry cannot, therefore, accept the Chinese Govern--
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; i earnest considera-
-ment’s Toutine denials made without serious and Tt is undeniable

ion of duly verifi iven in the Indian posts. e
m (\fr];ielﬁz;ér tﬁﬁeﬁiﬁe@been i.nci}i‘ents qntthe_bgr?;erftré ‘i];a}ifanh?; ‘
.hemr invariabl used by Chinese forces in mdmr
ﬁtbrym:lmd‘opeij;z fire 2?1 Indian defence personnel. 7

& TE ment of India regret in particular the toEtiec 1;:\f 'z%:
’6' Th;ge?vm can only aggravate the situation w
CChmehJ'ness: have themselves created in Ladakh.

7. The Ministry of External Affairs takes this opportunity to renew

he Embassy of the
;& thleghest consideration.

People’s Republic of China the assurances of .

Note given by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Peking, to the Embassy
~ of India in China, 13 September 1963 "

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the People’s Republic of China
Presents its compliments to the Embassy of India in China and, with
reference to the Indian Government’s two notes of August 22 in reply

to the Chinese Government’s note of August 4, 1962, has the honour
to state the following: :

1. The Chinese Government regrets that the Indian Government
in its notes under reference refuses to hold further discussions on the:

boundary question as soon as possible on the basis of the report of the:
officials of the two countries,

Indian border. In order to seek a pretext for refusing to discuss the-
boundary question with the Chinese Government, the Indian Gov-
ernment insisted in its note that “discussions cannot start unless the
status quo of the boundary in this region which has been altered by

this stand. It has never crossed the line of actual control in any of
the sections of the Sino-Indian boundary, let\alone carrying out any
aggressive activities. This fact can in no way—be altered by any

; slander. It is exactly the Indian Government itself that has carried

out aggressive activities in the Sino-Indian border areas and changed

i the status quo of the boundary by armed force, Such_ aggressive

ern sector of the Sino-Indian border, but extended also to its middle
b and eastern sectors. If the status quo of the boundary, which has
E been altered by force, must be restored before discussions on the

boundary question can start, then it is the Indian troops that should

"Withdraw from the Chinese territories which  they havga occupied

t 3. The Indian Government pretends to take interest in easing the
bension along the border, but actually at the very moment when it is
1'1.
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Note given by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Peking, to the
Embassy of India in China, 20 September 1!_)62 7

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the People’s Republic of China |
presents its compliments to the Indian Embassy in China and, with: |
regard to the grave tension caused by the intensified provocations om
the part of intruding Indian troops against Chinese frontier guards
at Che Dong, has the honour to state as follows: ]

On September 16, 1962, the Chinese Government already lodged
a strong protest with the Indian Government against the Indian
troops’ crossing the so-called McMahon Line and establishing am
aggressive strongpoint at Che Dong, Le village in Tibet. The Indian |
side not only turned a deaf ear to the protest, but has actively built
up additional barracks and defence works around the aforesaid |
aggressive strongpoint, and has kept sending reinforcements there. |
What is particularly serious, a detachment of Indian troops made a :
harassing raid to the Che-jao bridge, which is about one.and a half
kilometres east of Che Dong, and made threats and provocations
against the Chinese frontier guards there. Around 09:00 hours om
September 17, more than ten Indian soldiers, in combat formation,
pressed towards a Chinese sentry post near the Che-jao bridge. Some
of them came as near as about three metres from the Chinese sentry
on duty there. At 11:40 hours, two intruding Indian soldiers evem
aimed their guns at the Chinese sentry, posing to shot. At 16-20
hours, the Indian troops made unscrupulous threats and intimidations
by placing machine-guns each on the eastern, southern and western
sides of the Chinese sentry post. In the morning of the same day,
an Indian air-plane again intruded into the air space over the area
of Le village, and made reconnaissance and provocative -circlings
there. Nevertheless, the Chinese sentry maintained the -greatest
calm and self-restraint and issued repeated warnings to the Indiam
troops. But the Indian-troops, instead of giving any heed to they
warnings, built defence works on the spot and have thus far refused
to withdraw therefrom.

A e e )

The Chinese Government hereby lodges the strongest protestj
with the Indian Government against the above-mentioned expanded
aggression and intensified armed provocation by Indian troops.

In order to ease the tension and avoid clashes on the Sino-Indian
border, the Chinese Government once unilaterally stopped sending
its patrols to the area within 20 kilometres on its own side of the
entire boundary. However, the Indian side took advantage of this
situation and steadily pressed forward into Chinese territory. The
Chinese Government, bearing the sacred duty of defending China’y
territory and maintaining tranquillity on its border, cannot remain
indifferent to the intensified aggressive activities of the Indian side
In order to prevent Indian troops from further nibbling Chinesd
territory and carrying out armed provocations, the Chinese frontiej
guards were ordered to resume border patrolling and set up addig
tional post in the western sector. Now the Indian side, instead of
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ceasing its aggressive activities in the western sector,
them_‘to the eastern and middle sectors. In view ofttiish?c;ee}g}?irrllﬁi
frontier guards “have been ordered to- take the same defensive
E,nfasur_e_s.m_the easterp and middle sectors as in the western sector
o e position of the Chinese Government for-a peaceful settlement o
t e-Smo-I_nd1an* boundary question through negotiations is consisten
and remains junchanged. However, should the Indian side continiie
ét_s intrusion into Chinese territory and carry on its provocations ir
c ﬁsercizrglzli*g.ﬁo(f} ghe proteits andbwarnings of the Chinese Government
vernment must b ible :
quences Arisig oo ep t ‘ g held fully responsible for the conse-
The Ministry of Foreign Affairs avails itself of this opportunity

to 1& : i its hi
deratril:r?r to the Indian Embassy the assurances of its highest eonsi-



the givén by the Ministry of Foreign -Affairs, Peking, .to_ the
. . Embassy of India in China, 25 September 1962 :

- The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the People’s Republic of China
presents its compliments to the Indian Embassy in China and, with
regard to the Indian-troops’ grave crime of successively creating
incidents of bloodshed in Che Dong by killing and wounding Chinese
frontier guards, has the honour to state as follows: )

The Indian troops which intruded into Che Dong, China, north
of the so-called McMahon Line, have in the past few days kept shoot-
ing, day and night, at Chinese frontier sentries standing on guard
to the west of the Che-jao bridge, in disregard of the repeated pro-
tests and warnings by the Chinese Government. Within the one
and half hours from 21:30 to 23:00 hours on September 21, 1962
alone, the intruding Indian troops fired more than 400 gun shots
and two artillery rounds and threw two hand grenades. In the
period from 07:50 hours on September 22 to 02:12 hours on Septem-
ber 23, the Indian troops opened fire five times, firing more than 200
gun shots and five artillery rounds and throwing 11 hand grenades,
wounding a Chinese sentry. What is more serious, from 13:00 to
13:50 hours on September 24 the aggressive Indian troops again
opened fierce fire, threw a large number of hand grenades and blew
up part of the defensive works of the sentries’ post of the Chinese
frontier guards to the west of the Che-jao bridge, causing four casual-
ties among the Chinese sentries.

The Chinese Government hereby lodges once again the most seri-
ous and strongest protest with the Indian Government against the
above-mentioned grave crime committed by the aggressive Indian
troops, and reserves the right to ask for an apology and compensa-
tion from the Indian Government. In its note dated September 21,
1962 the Chinese Government demanded that the Indian side imme-
diately stop its attack on the Chinese frontier guards and withdraw
at once from the area of Che Dong and the Che-jao bridge. The
Indian Government, while failing to give an answer so far, has suc-

cessively created new incidents of blood-shed. In the face of the

increasingly frantic armed attacks by the aggressive Indian troops,
the Chinese frontier guards cannot but take resolute measures of
self-defence. The Indian Government must be held fully responsi-
ble for all the consequences arising from this.

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs avails itself of this opportunity
to renew to the Indian Embassy the assurances of its highest con-
sideration. .

| Note given by the Ministry of Ex&enial Aftair i to the
PR Le s, New Delhi,
Embassy of China in India, 25 September 19653 o the

t - The Ministry of External Affairs i i

‘ presents its complim

‘Er?bassy of the People’s Republic of China and has I13;he eﬁzilgg.rﬂ;g
| Tefer to the Chinese Government’s note dated 18th September 1962.

The detailed facts in regard to recent developments i

- ] in the

%&ke azzea have already been given in the Ministry’s notes dafeaélggﬁg
Se};:’ ];ch July, 28th July, 30th July, 15th August, 6 September, 7th
hag emt er iatnd 13th September 1_962. These notes show that t’here
activliltq on. y_been an increase in the aggressive and provocative
activil ;gst}clzxémggirc:gss};o(ihmeﬁe forces on Indian territory in this area
| fonal sggracsin o ar;e;os’?s‘.le been continuously setting up addi-

. The western half of the Pan i i

i T gong Lake is an integral part i

‘zggfrglﬁgr% ﬁﬁrf{es ?%ﬁ ccean'beﬂrllot justification Whateve§ forp’?ﬁe (ngeIsledlilig

, 1y ( s in that area. It is clear that such i i

fand incidents that have occurred in th e cauaad e

Ehinese intruders and not b Tan troops. - as for s oy caused by

: by Indian troops. As far as the d

f nllnfcil‘;lan defeTnce forces inside Indian territory is concgmzlc)ilozﬁrilse 111;

atter purely for the Government of India to decide. The Indian

j)Government cannot co i
, untenance any int :
overnment in this regard, y interference from the Chinese

- The allegation in the Chinese note that |
] on 23rd August 1962 i
itary motor boats on the Pango;\g\Lake had fired Qg;hotsggoi' Izgcii)azﬁ

s reply dated 6th September 1962. Similar i
. all
2nd September and 5th September 1962 are eqsg?lgoggsgf

- In the light of the facts cited i
e Chinese note under refereengsove’ the Government of India reject

#
1 '
i The Ministry of External Affairs takes this opportunity to renew

he Embassy of the P ’ ; ;
hest consieration. eople’s Republic of China the assurances of its
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aggression against China’s Tibet. It is illegal and null and void and
higrnev-er %Aeen recognized by any Chinese G-overmnsm ~ But
according to the original 1914 map of the “McMahon %me ,’thus line:
extends eastward from approximately 27° 44'6’ N, 91° 39-7'E, while:
Che Dong is situated at 27° 46°5 N, 91° 42" E, and so oibw,c’)usly north
of the Line. In the map “India and Adjacent Countries” published
by the Survey of India in 1959, the so-called McMahon Line has
aiready been shifted further north, yet the Che Dong area is still
north of the Line as delineated in this map. During the meeting of
the officials of the two countries, the Indian side said in Qes‘cnblng
its claim line on June 27, 1960 that the western extremity of the
so-called McMahon Line was about 13 miles south of the Mela Pass

(27° 57 N, 91° 40’ E). Calculated by this distance, the Che Dong

area is still north of the Line. All this shows that whether accord-
ing to the 1914 original map, the 1959 Indian official map or the
Indian officials’ own account, the Che Dong area is undoubtedly to
the north of the so-called McMahon Line. The Indian Government
states in its September .17 note that the Indian side said in the offi-
cials’ meeting that the so-called McMahon Line starts eastward from
27° 48’ N, 91° 40 E. It is true that the Indian official said to that
effect on July 13, 1960 in reply to a question put by the Chinese side.
But his statement was not only at variance with the fact, but also
inconsistent with the Indian official’s own statement of June 27, 1960.
It is utterly untenable for the Indian side now to use that sbatement
as‘a ground for encroaching on the Che Dong area. The Indian side,
after occupying large tracts of Chinese territory south of the so-called

McMahon Line, has again and again changed its delineation of this |

illegal Line and encroached on Chinese territory north of the Line.

According to such practice of the Indian side, what boundary crou..l'c! \

there be between China and India? - '

The fact is very clear. It is precisely the Indian side thet has |
intruded to the north of the illegal McMahon Line and created inei-
dents-of bloodshed in the Che Dong area. The Chinese Government |
expresses its extreme regret and indignation over the Indian Gov- |
ernment’s practice of wilfully distorting facts and calling black white |
in its notes. Tt is absolutely futile for the Indien Government to try .
in this way to absolve itself of the guilt of expanding its aggression j

and killing and wounding Chinese frontier guards.

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs avails itself of this opportunity to |
renew to the Indian Embassy the assurances of its highest considera- 1

tion.

Note given by the Ministry of Fofeign Affairs, Peking, to the Embassy
. of Indiain ‘Chif‘na, 10 October 1962

On 9th October 1962 a batch of the Indian troops which had
intruded into the Che Dong area north of the “McMahon Line”
crossed the upper reach of the Kechilang river to establish an
aggressive strong point at Chihtung (more than 4 kilometres north
west of Che Dong). At 09.20 hours on 10th October the aggressive
Indian troops launched from Chihtung a fierce attack on the Chinese
frontier guards stationed near Chihtung, killing and wounding
11 Chinese frontier guards. The Chinese frontier guards were
compelled to act in self defence; by the afternoon of the 10th, the
fighting was still on. At 09.40 hours on the same day, the Indian
troops which had intruded into and stationed in Che Dong fired
provocative shots at the Chinese frontier guards stationed at Paitsai,
which is opposite to Che Dong across the river. The Chinese Govern-
ment hereby lodges the strongest and most serious protest with the
Indian Government against the aggressive Indian troops above
mentioned grave crimes of setting up an additional aggressive strong
point, launching armed attacks and once again killing and wounding
Chinese soldiers, it reserves the right to ask for admission of guilt by,
and compensation from, the Indian side.

It must be pointed -out that the fact that the Indian Government
sent its aggressive {roops across the upper reach of the Kechilang
river to launch new attacks on the Chinese frontier guards and spread

[ ' the war flame over the\(b,‘he Dong area immediately after it again it

refused to negotiate the'\boundary question with the Chinese Govern-

[ ment shows that it is determined to realise by armed attack its:

ambition of continuously biting off Chinese territory and fully reveals

. the real policy of the Indian Government invasion under the cover
- of a false willingness to negotiate and provocation under the false-
| desire to ease tension. The Chinese Government warns the Indian
. Government; if the Indian side does not immediately stop its armed
» attacks and withdraw from the Che Dong area but keeps on creating:

ew incidents of bloodshed the Chinese side will surely act resolutely

¥ in self defence and the Indian Government must bear full responsi~
™ bility for all the consequences. '



Note given by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Peking, to the Embassy
; of India in China, 12 October 1962

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the People’s Republic of China
presents its compliments to the Embassy of India in China and with
regard to the new provocative activities of the Indian side in the:
Galwan Valley area in Sinkiang China has the honour to state the

following:

At about 2250 hours on September 28th, 1962 intruding Indian
troops fired a shot at the Chinese post located approximately at
34° 37 20 second N 78° 36’ E. :

At about 1610 hours on October 3rd, 1962 two intruding Indian
soldiers pressed forward to the front position of the Chinese post
located approximately at 34° 35’ 40 second N 78° 35’ 30 second E and
. fired five shots at the Chinese frontier guards.

At about 14-00 hours on October 4th, 1962 an Indian helicopter
carrying more than 20 Indian soldiers illegally landed at a place at:
approximately. 34° 36" 30 second N 78° 35’ 30 second E in the vicinity
of a Chinese post in the Galwan Valley area. Only after the Chinese
_ frontier guards issued repeated warnings did the helicopter fly away
at about 1700 hours of the same day. But it-did not leave China at
once, and merely flew to an aggressive Indian firing point on the
southern bank of the Galwan River. .

The Chinese Government hereby lodges a serious protest against
the Indian side’s above mentioned aggressive activities of wanton in-
trusion into Chinese territory and airspace and firing of more provo-
cative shots. -

The Chinese Government deem it necessary to point out that since
the intrusion-into the Galwan Valley area by Indian troops in July
this year Indian air planes have frequently intruded into the air
space -.over this area, incessantly circled over Chinese posts for re-
connaissance purposes and made threats and provocations. Further-
more the landing of the Indian helicopter carrying intruding Indian
troops in the vicinity of the Chinese post constitutes a most grave
provocation. In order to prevent the situation from aggravating the
Chinese side maintained utmost self restraint and allowed. the Indian
helicopter to fly away. Should the Indian side stubbornly continue
its intrusions and provocations from the air the Chinese side will
have to take military measures to stop these repeated intrusions into
China’s air strips by Indian aireraft and the Indian side must bear
the full responsibility for all the consequences arsing therefrom.

In its Notes dated 13th July, 3rd August and 27th August 1962 the
Chinese Government lodged protests and served warnings against
the | intrusinos by more and more Indian troops and aircraft into
Galwan Valley area and their increasingly rampant provocations
sinig July this year. The Indian Government has however refused

to stop its aggressive activities and engaged in prevarications and
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denial in its notes of 24th July, 8th August and 6th Sept .
The néw provocations by Indian troops %n the Galwan '\I;a(lelrtlel)]ij earre}f 635
cited in the present note have thoroughly belied all prevaricating
arguments of Indian side. Furthermore the above mentioned inci-
dents took pla_ce precisely after the aggressive Indian troops made
armed attacks in the Che Dong area in Tibet and killed and wounded
Chinese officers and men there. These facts once again show that

the I_ndian side is aiming at extending its aggressive activities and

‘towards China of paying lip-service to holding talks while actually

preparing to fight. But this will certainly bring no good to India.




