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Chapter VI 

The Geopolitical nexus between India, China and Nepal and its impacts on Tibetan 

Refugees: 

6.1. Introduction 

 

The three countries India, China and Nepal are interconnected with each other 

geographically, culturally, economically and also historically. Yet they are in competition in 

this region both politically and economically. Nepal landlocked between India and China has 

to depend upon both of these two nations for its economic survival. There are several bilateral 

ties and border disputes between India and China. China‟s dream of becoming powerful 

Asian player has become more determined after the occupation of Tibet. China is trying to 

visualize its ambition by using Nepal‟s vulnerability of being an immediate neighbour and a 

poor nation. India, on the other side, has always assisted and helped Nepal in all the matter 

including its statecraft since inception. So at recent, both these two countries have been trying 

to expand influence over and tighten grip over Nepal.  

After the occupation of Tibet by China in the year 1950, the political status of Tibet became 

tangled with the geopolitical ambitions of the three nations of South Asia; India, China and 

Nepal. India- China being the main players in the scenario and Nepal being a poor 

independent polity is squeezed between the two; trying to survive in its own terms and 

potential. Over the decades this nexus has become more mystical and ambiguous. Nepal and 

Tibet used to play the role of buffer state between India and China earlier also but after the 

occupation of Tibet by China; Nepal became the only front line between the two nations. 

Both these countries have maximum number of Tibetan refugee settlements owing to 

historical, cultural and religious bonding since ancient times. Thus the presence of the 

Tibetans for decades makes the Chinese apprehensive and cautious.  

Tibet as a nation has been of crucial importance to the superpowers. 1950 onwards, Tibet 

became the area of conflict between the two nations struggling for power politics. The border 

dispute between India and China is of major concern since long which still erupt time and 

now. The signing of “Panchasheel” agreement with China in 1954 and the recognition of 

„Tibet as integral part of China‟ by Nehru could not bring peaceful understanding between 

the two nations. Apart from border issues as being the main problem between the two 
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nations, the Tibetan question also upset the Chinese which reflected the strategic importance 

of „Independent Tibet‟ for both the Nations. The involvement of India in the Tibetan cause 

and then, the granting of asylum to Dalai Lama and the Tibetan refugees in 1959 further 

aggravated the situation which led to Sino-Indian war in 1962.    

Another area of concern is the gradual changing attitude of Nepal and its turning pro- 

Chinese nation. It has become important taking into consideration the Chinese favoritism 

towards Nepal. As border between India and Nepal runs through 20 various states, border 

management is becoming an integral part of the India‟s internal security management. The 

border between these two countries two is open and there is no visa system for persons of 

both the countries. Taking an advantage of this, huge illicit illegal trade and smuggling are 

operated between the countries (Upreti, 2009). Chinese interest in Nepal is purely geo-

strategic. Chinese growing influence and presence in Nepal will definitely challenge Indian 

security over time. Most probably, this case is going to be the area of dispute between the two 

Asian giant in future. 

In this chapter I have tried to analyze the relationship between these three countries and also 

tried to look this cluttered relationship through the security perspective. An understanding of 

these tripartite complexities will help us understand the vulnerable situation of the Tibetan 

refugees. To make it easy to understand, I have divided this chapter into separate sections 

below.  

 

6.2. India and China Relations 

 

The relationship between India and China is deeply rooted in history and its rich cultural 

heritage as being the oldest civilizations that existed till date. Both India and China have 

transformed into modern republics from the mid twentieth century onwards and now 

competing to be rising power in the Asian rim with many similarities and contradicting 

polities. At present, both the nations are in a competition for resources, markets and most 

importantly they have entered into the race of becoming global powers.  

In this context, it is important to mention that these two countries are neighbours at many 

joints and share common borders in Indian states of Ladakh, Uttarkhand, Himachal Pradesh, 

Sikkim, and Arunachal Pradesh. India achieved its independence in 1947 and started 

functioning on the lines of parliamentary democracy as its ideology following the policy of 
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non- alignment in its foreign policy. On the other hand, China emerged as a Communist 

country in the year 1949. Initially these two countries tried to pacify their relationship with 

friendship and cooperation under the leadership of Jawaharlal Nehru and Mao Zedong 

respectively. But it was not before longtime the relationship soured over the issue of border 

dispute of 1962. Moreover, the relationship between these two nations is often shaped by the 

external factors of regional and global settings.  

India -China relationship can be marked in several phases. The first phase started between the 

newly independent India and newly constituted the People‟s Republic of China. In fact, India 

was one of the first non-communist countries to recognize the People‟s Republic of China. 

There were several official visits between the Prime ministers of the two countries in the year 

1954-1956. Prime Minister Jawaharlal Nehru had the visualization that India and China could 

play an important yet competitive role in shaping the future of New Asia. Thus he wanted to 

maintain cordial relation with China. India had put immense effort in advocating China‟s 

entry in the United Nations and extended its support in integrating Taiwan in the Mainland 

China. It also tried to normalize the conflict in Korea. All these initiatives of India were 

highly appreciated by Zhou En Lai (Mishra, 2004).   

This culminated into the second phase in the 1950s with the chanting of the popular slogan 

Hindi Chini Bhai-Bhai (Indians and Chinese are brothers) and then the Sino-Indian 

Agreement “Trade and Intercourse between the Tibet Region of China and India” that was 

signed on 29
th

 April 1954.  Along with it, the historic Panchasheel Agreement was also 

concluded between the two. The clauses of this Agreement included the following five 

principles (Singh, 2011):   

i. mutual integrity and sovereignty; 

ii. mutual non-aggression; 

iii. mutual non-interference in each other‟s internal affairs; 

iv. equality and mutual benefits; 

v. Peaceful coexistence. 

Both tried to strengthen their relationship with the opening of enumerated trade marts and 

pilgrimage routes. Though this agreement was a turning point at that point of time, it did not 

last long due to border conflict with China and also China‟s occupation of Tibet. The border 

conflict has an old origin from the British colonial periods in India.  In the Simla Conference 

(1913-1914) the British India, de facto independent Tibet and the new Republic of China 
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under the Nationalist had separated provinces of inner and outer Tibet. India and Tibet 

conference signed the McMahon Line. McMahon line is the demarcation line between the 

North east region of India and Tibet with an area extending for about 4,056 km and after the 

change of political situation between India and China after 1959 when China occupied Tibet. 

It became an issue between India and China. Once signed, it was not ratified by the 

Independent India and the PRC. The issue came up much later in 1962 when the border 

conflict erupted between the two countries when China built a road to connect Xinjiang with 

Tibet. Controversies erupted over the Indo-Tibetan border or Indo- Chinese border in general. 

One was in North East Frontier Agency which Chinese view as South Tibet and the others in 

western sector that included Aksai Chin plateau bordering Kashmir, Xinjiang and Tibet 

(Mukherjee, 2010).    

Tibet as a nation has been of crucial importance to the superpowers. It was the dome of great 

game between Great Britain, the Tsarist Russia, and China in the early 20
th

 century and after 

the emergence of China and India as main players in the politics of South Asia, Tibet once 

again became the area of conflict between the two nations struggling for power politics. The 

issue of Tibet however, was always there as a British legacy who had already recognized the 

Chinese suzerainty but not sovereignty over Tibet. So after India‟s independence, Nehru did 

the same. But when the uprising took place in Tibet resulting into the flight of Dalai Lama in 

India in 1959, the relationship between the two deteriorated further. Apart from border issues 

as being the main problem between the two nations, it was clear from this that Tibetan 

question did annoy China which was reflected in their fluctuating attitude towards India.  

Although Zhou Enlai visited India in 1960 to settle the border issue, both the contracting 

sides failed to solve it and it ultimately led to Chinese aggression and first ever Sino- Indian 

War in 1962.  In November 21, 1962 China declared a ceasefire in McMahon line. This brief 

31 days war ended with the victory of China. Meanwhile the grant of asylum to Dalai Lama 

had upset China that was also regarded as an in direct cause of this flare up.  

 

The next phase is described as a cold war between the two nations by the political experts. 

During this period, India developed a discord with Pakistan and fought war in 1965, 1971 and 

1999. During this period Indian leaders closely watched and observed the role and moves of 

China in support of Pakistan. When the United States stopped transferring military assistance 

to both India and Pakistan in 1965, Beijing provided military aids to Pakistan and even 

threatened to open a front with India on the Sikkim border. It was only after the US and 
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United Nation Resolution intervention that it backed off (Mukherjee, 2010). According to 

Gautam Das China‟s continued support to Pakistan for providing military missiles has to be 

addressed which is unacknowledged tension between the two (Das, 2009, p. 290).  

 

After Deng Xiaoping came to power in 1978, his foreign policy changed and started focusing 

on economic strength.  The goodwill relationship started between the two countries when 

Indian Prime Minister Atal Bihari Vajpayee and Chinese Prime Minister Wen Jiabao signed 

the Declaration of Principles of Relation and Comprehensive Cooperation during an official 

visit of Mr. Vajpayee to China from 22 to 27 June 2003. This was the first time that India 

formally recognized Tibet as a “part of the territory of China, and also promised to prohibit 

“anti-Chinese political activities” by Tibetans in India (Centre, 2016). Soon this cold war that 

existed due to external factors turned into reconciliation with many talks and official 

exchanges between the two countries. In 2003, Chinese Premier Wen Jiabao officially 

recognized Sikkim as a part of India
10

. Year 2006 was declared as „India –China Friendship 

Year‟. It was celebrated by exchanging dignitaries and yearlong cultural event programmes. 

Nathula trading post was reopened in the Sino-Indian border of Sikkim. But the North 

Eastern state of Arunachal Pradesh and its issue of border along the McMahon line still 

remained as a disputed area between the two countries. Thus, Dalai Lama‟s presence in India 

and His visits to Arunachal Pradesh in the years 2003 and 2009 upset the Chinese. China 

even opposed the use of an Asian Development Bank loan to India for projects for which 

India calmed China by declaring that it would raise funds for that state internally (Mukherjee, 

2010). It is interesting to note that in spite of those differences, in 2009 India-China became 

top trading partners with signing over various economic ventures.   

There is a notion that two Asian rising powers have huge growing potentials both 

economically and politically. Both as nations exist with giant global ambitions appeasing 

each other often with its insecurities and cooperation as well. There is a huge market 

competition between Chinese and Indian producers for goods in textiles, garments and light 

machinery and leather goods.  

Besides the market competition and the long pending border disputes; the Tibetan issue 

continues to remain the main reason of discomfort in the relationship of these two nations 

                                                            
10 Though Sikkim became a part of India in the year 1975 itself, it was only in the year 2003, Chinese agreed to 

recognize Sikkim as a part of India for the purpose of border trade with Nathu La as the route.  
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which is understood in every move they make in their engagements.  There is another area 

where conflict is emerging and there too, Tibet on account of its geographical location is 

involved. This is the issue of water policy of Beijing, involving the major rivers on the region 

which originates in Tibetan plateaus and flows through all the countries of South Asia. South 

Asia as a whole accounts for 22% of the world‟s populations but manage with barely 8% of 

the global water resources. Water therefore has emerged as a very precious resource in the 

region and water sharing has become a major issue in international relations.  

India has a unique riparian status- It being only the regional country that falls in all categories 

–viz upper, middle and lower riparian status. Due to its geographical spread, it has a direct 

stake in all the important rivers basins in the region and is politically affected by water related 

actions of upstream countries, especially China and Nepal. On the other hand, its own room 

for maneuver I constricted by the treaty relationships. It has with Pakistan and Bangladesh. 

India is absolutely vulnerable to China‟s reengineering of transbo `undary flows because it 

alone receives, directly or via rivers that flow in through Nepal. Nearly half of all rivers 

waters that leave Chinese controlled territory or Tibetan plateau to be more specific. A recent 

study has shown that Tibet now tops the list of places across the globe that has experience an 

increase in water. This means flood warning more crucial. This is because Brahmaputra and 

the glacier that feed Ganga originate in China. As An upstream riparian region China 

maintains an advantageous position and can build infrastructure to prevent water from 

flowing downstream. Beijing has already constructed several hydro power dams on the river 

which is known as Yarlung Zangbo in Tibet (Challeney, 2019).  

China says it does not directs or store water and they will not go against the interest of the 

downstream countries, but in recent years the North Eastern states of India are apprehensive 

that China could suddenly release a huge amount of water. In fact, residents of Dibrugarh. 

Assam where the river has one of its widest stretches says they have witnessed sudden rise 

and fall of water levels in very short period of time. Of late, the apprehension about China‟s 

intension has intensified over its refusal to share hydrological data with India.  

The two countries of both India and Bangladesh have agreements with China that requires the 

upstream country to share data of the rivers during monsoon season between 15
th

 May & 15
th

 

October. The data is mainly on the water level of the river o alert downstream countries in 

case of flood. The EA Ministry disclosed in 2017 that it had not received this data from China 

for reasons undisclosed to them. The Chinese side hinted at a technical problem. “Last year 
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due to the need of reconstruction, after being damaged by the flood and for technological 

reasons of upgrading and renovation the relevant hydrological stations in China do not have 

the conditions to collect relevant data now” a Chinese spokesman said at a press briefing. The 

official of Bangladesh however confirmed that they were still receiving water level and 

discharge level data of the Brahmaputra from China. (Khadka, 2017). 

 Now this policy of China to turn the eco-fragile Tibetan plateau into the centre of its mining 

and dam building activities has added another dimension to Sino- Indian relations and here 

also Tibet remains in the heart of the problem. The environmental crisis emanating from 

Chinese policy in the Tibetan plateau threatens India‟s ecological well being. China‟s water 

policy and tension over Brahmaputra is just an illustration of this. Brahma Chellaney has 

discussed this issue at length and calls it an „unconventional tool of coercive (Challeney, 

2019). 

As Tibet remains vital issue in the India China relation it gets surfaced due to the activities 

and statements that Dalai Lama makes from time to time. His visit to Arunachal Pradesh for 

several times is perceived as an act of provocation by the China.  To illustrate, despite 

clearance from the Government of India, Dalai Lama‟s visit to Arunachal Pradesh in 2017 

became controversial.  He has the right to travel whenever He wants if it is a religious tour 

was the stand taken by Government. Immediately after that, there was a China -India border 

standoff near Bhutan in Doklan over Chinese construction of road near a trijunction border 

area known as Donglang. Already there are some border disputes between Bhutan and China. 

„Resolution of Territorial Disputes” was signed between Bhutan and China in 1998, since 

then, China has been insisting Bhutan to give up its claims. But at this point, by making 

advances into the area with a road construction project, China was probably testing in 

resolution to protect Bhutan. This act of China is a clear indication that it want to establish 

good relationship with both landlocked countries .i.e. Bhutan and Nepal to serve its interest 

(Ribeiro, 2017). Fortunately within no time both the countries withdrew their troops from 

Doklam. China India border skirmish occur from time to time. Even recently in May 20, there 

was some conflict with Chinese forces at the Nathu-La Pass above Sikkim. In Western 

Himalayas also the forces of the two countries came face to face in the Pongong Tso Lake in 

Leh. The confrontation escalated with death of soldiers on both sides and in spite of several 

military levels and even one minister level talk the situation continues to remain grim.  
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It has been observed by defence expert that there has been a shift in India‟s Tibet policy 

under Modi.  According to Phunchok Stobdan, Modi government has realized the Dalai 

Lama‟s prolong stay in India has upset China as a result of which it is shifting its Tibet 

policy. In order to normalize the relation, India wanted to reconnect with major Asian 

Buddhist institutions in Japan, Korea, Mongolia, Russia and China in a hope that it would 

open up the prospect for India playing a larger role in Asia (Stobdan P. , 2019, p. 216).  

Keeping in mind the fluid nature of the dynamics in security relationship in the Asia- Pacific 

region Modi had time and again advised other powers to avoid a confrontationist line to 

prevent great power rivalries. The process of resetting ties between the two countries began 

in Wuhan in May 2018 where they jointly planned for future improvement of their 

relationship. The Wuhan talks enabled Modi to alter the game of using Tibet leverage against 

China rather than simply getting played by the Dalai Lama agenda. (Stobdan P. , 2019). He 

further adds that Ram Madhav the ruling BJP‟s general security in his speech during the 60
th

 

year celebration of Dalai Lama in exile said that “hope Dalai Lama would be able to find a 

solution to the Tibetan issue through peaceful and democratic means that will facilitate an 

honourable return to His Homeland”, which sounded like farewell speech to the Dalai Lama 

(Stobdan P. , 2019, p. 266).  Between 2014 and 2019 Prime Minister Modi and Chinese 

President Xi-Jinping have met sixteen times. Both aims at achieving $100 billion target by 

2010 in trade and investments (Shakya, 2019). The recent course of border tension in Ladakh 

shows that this has not produced the desired effect and it is imperative on part to rethink its 

China and particularly Tibet policies. The banning of Chinese apps and effort to curtail 

Chinese imports is an effort in this direction.  

Against this backdrop, and keeping in view the Dalai Lama‟s age and the question of His 

succession confuses the stakeholder. The Dalai Lama‟s contradicting statements that He 

might not be reincarnated at all, and then that be reincarnated as female that also as an 

attractive one to draw the attention to the Tibetan issue or be incarnated in any free country  

outside Tibet often creates confusion (Stobdan P. , 2019). On the other side there is an 

apprehension that China would reinstall its own Dalai Lama like it had in case of the Panchen 

Lama
11

. In March 2019, Dalai Lama even said that “in future there might be two Dalai 

Lamas, one from free country and other chosen by Chinese. He even hinted that His next 

birthplace could be Tawang or Ladakh. Both these areas in spite of old contacts with Tibet 

                                                            
11 There was a controversy regarding the reincarnation of 11th Panchen Lama declared by Dalai Lama in 1995 

which was rejected by the PRC and was taken into custody. After which China installed its own Panchen Lama.  
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are now claimed to be part of China. In such a situation, if it happens then, there could be a 

dangerous power struggle between India and China in future (Stobdan P. , 2019). So in such a 

tough position, both India and China needs a joint effort in inclusive dialogues and 

understanding with the mutual acknowledgement of its similarities could only find peaceful 

cooperation in the Asian rim.  

6.3. India and Nepal Relations: 

 

Nepal an immediate neighbour of both India and China is one of the least developed 

countries in the world. It is a landlocked country enclosed between the two giants. Thus, 

Nepal strives to preserve its sovereignty by balancing its power against these two Asian 

superpowers both of which are determined to expand their hegemony over the Himalayan 

state. Nepal shares an open border with India in five Indian states in Uttar Pradesh, 

Uttarakhand, Bihar, West Bengal and Sikkim. Nepal as a nation has been shaped through 

conquest and assimilation since the rule of King Prithivinarayan Shah of the Gurkhas in 

1769. At that time Gurkha ruler had followed an expansionist policy and conquest of 

Kumaon and Garhwal up to West and Teesta River in the east of British India. It again lost its 

territories in the Anglo-Nepal war of 1814-16 followed by the Treaty of Sagauli (1816) as a 

result of which it had to return Kumaon, Garhwal and the areas o the west of the Gandhaki 

river and also Terai region of Rapti and Kosi. Thus, this Treaty demarcated its boundary 

between Mechi and Mahakali rivers (Upreti, 2009).  

The 1950 Treaty of Peace and Friendship concluded between India and Nepal is very 

important because as per the clauses of the same, Nepal citizens enjoy the same privileges as 

the Indian citizens. Accordingly, the Nepalese citizens shall have the right to trade, transmit 

and have the freedom of movement. Under this Treaty, both the countries agreed to 

acknowledge and respect each other sovereignty, territorial integrity and independence. It 

shall inform each other if any serious friction or misunderstanding is likely to erupt with any 

neighbors that might breach friendly relationship between the two. India has conferred 

„special relation‟ status on Nepal after its independence that guides its Nepal policy till date 

And finally, Nepal has granted the right to Indian control of Nepali arms acquisition by 

agreeing to import arms, ammunitions or any warlike materials for the security reason from 

or through India. Thus India formed Military Liaison Group in 1963 and established 

checkpoint at the China- Nepal border. India also signed 1951 Treaty of Trade which was 

modified in 1961 and 1971 incorporating provisions on transmitting facilities for Nepal‟s 
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trade with India and also other countries. (Pant, 2010, p. 163). Under these treaty obligations, 

India has been generous to Nepal in economic and other infrastructures developments.  

India‟s interest in Nepal since 1950s can be seen from four points i) sharing rivers; ii) 

increasing connectivity; iii) capacity building and iv) to counter balance China.  There are 

about 6000 rivers of Nepal that join Ganges contributing about 71 per cent of water flow into 

it. British India had entered into agreement to construct Sarada Canal Project in Mahakali but 

after independence, India and Nepal engaged into the construction of the Kosi Project(1954), 

the Gandak irrigation and Power Project (1959) and the Treaty of Integrated Development of 

the Mahakali River, the Sarada Barrage, the Tanakpur barrage and the Pancheshwar 

Multipurpose Project (1996) (Sahu, 2015, p. 199).  

Second most important factor that defines the relationship between India and Nepal is the 

cross border movement. As mentioned above the obligations of Indo-Nepal Treaty of Peace 

and Friendship 1950, is of enormous implications and issues in this respect. Firstly, open 

border implies enormous economic opportunities as well as vulnerabilities from both the 

sides. With time, the open border has become life line to those living in the borders areas. 

Just a economic migrants from Nepal enter India on daily basis. Indian population are also 

crossing over to and settling down in Nepal from the Uttar Pradesh and Bihar side. Due to 

industrialization and better economic opportunities both the skilled and unskilled labours 

migrate to India. India serves as a destination for medical treatment, education, tourism and 

religious rites for Nepal. It enjoys a huge influence in Nepal because of cultural, social and 

linguistic similarities.  (Shakya, 2019).  

The continuous flow of people has led to demographic changes in the entire border region 

especially in the Terai region of Nepal and the border areas of North Bengal. Simultaneously 

anti social activities and criminal acts, money laundering, human trafficking, drug trade and 

other illegal smuggling are also taking place which is of serious concern for both the states. 

Due to its porous nature it becomes difficult to monitor the borders. Uncontrolled migration 

of people from Nepal into India could pose serious security challenges to India. However, in 

2007 both have agreed to re-energize their bilateral mechanism to manage and maintain 

boundary pillar on its borders in order to monitor the mutual security concerns and to curb the 

circulation of fake currency notes and cross border terrorism (Sahu, 2015). 

Thirdly, India and Nepal being immediate neighbour with open border at various junctures in 

different states and Nepal being the landlocked country; its economy is dependent upon India 
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to a large extent. The people residing at border areas are more dependent on Indian markets 

for their necessities. They are dependent on India for employment too. Overall market 

economy depends on the Indian economy that surely influences the Nepalese economy as 

well. India has always been a trading partner of Nepal. Of late, between 2012- 2013, bilateral 

trade between the two amounted to US$4.7 billion, which is 66 per cent of Nepal‟s bilateral 

trade of US$7.2 in total (Sahu, 2015, p. 200). India has assisted Nepal in manufacturing 

Nepali products in India so that they could find third market in neighboring regions. India has 

invested around Rs. 542 crores in projects to build roads, schools and community centers; 

US$250 for roads, rural electrifications, power transmissions. India is the largest trade partner 

and the largest foreign investor in Nepal. It provides transit route for almost entire Nepal‟s 

trading partners. India holds around two third of merchandise trade, one third of trade 

services and thirty-six per cent of foreign direct investments and almost 100% of petroleum 

supplies. There are about 150 operating Indian ventures in Nepal engaged in manufacturing 

services, insurance, education and telecom, banking, dry port, power sector and tourism 

industries (Dahal, 2018).Every year about 3000 scholarships are awarded to Nepalese 

students. It also organizes training programmes for Nepalese bureaucrats, custom officials 

and members of election Official for their best practices (Sahu, 2015, p. 200). In spite of 

several bilateral engagements between the two countries, the actual relationship is not as 

smooth as it appears from the 1950 treaty clauses post 1950, their relationship did not follow 

a smooth pattern. There are quite a few areas where their interest clashes thereby leading to 

not so happy relationship between the two.  

The developments in China Tibet relations leading to the takeover of Tibet by China and 

flight of the Dalai Lama with huge numbers of refugees to India had some far reaching 

impact on India Nepal relations. In spite of India‟s initial attempt to the contrary, Nepal 

gradually shifted away from India and turned towards China. The changing political scenario 

in Nepal and the emergence of communists in the policies of the country also contributed to 

this change.  

Now that Tibet has ceased to serve as the buffer state between India and China,                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      

Nepal has become important for both China and India. Both the countries are in competition 

to extend their influence on Nepal. Nepal on the other side faces the pressure of balancing the 

power struggle between the two nations. Following the 1954 China –India Agreement on 

Tibet; India exercising its veto power, advised Nepal to defer links with China until India 

reaches an understanding with China on Tibet. India also forced Nepal to conduct its relation 
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with China from its embassy in New Delhi until 1958 (Pant, 2010). After influx of the 

Tibetan refugees in India in the year 1959 and 1962 border conflict with China, it became 

necessary for India to maintain its engagements in Nepal never like before. It expanded 

economic aid to Nepal. India even agreed to provide free military materials to Nepal but it 

withdrew its military Liaison Group and the military checkpoint on the China Nepal border 

after realizing the Nepalese sensitivities to the issue. In 1980s in response to Nepal and 

China‟s secret agreement in intelligence sharing and Nepal purchasing arms and aircrafts 

guns from China, India set off economic blockade by closing thirteen of the fifteen transmit 

points on its border with Nepal (Shakya, 2019). With the new democratic Government of 

Nepal since 1990 the relationship between the two normalized to some extent. Thus, in 1991 

the Trade and Transit treaty was revised by the new government of Nepal. Again in the time 

of political transition in between the year 2006 -2008 India appointed a governmental official 

to head the anti-corruption body and the continuous effort to keep K.P Oli out of power 

expressed the India‟s dissatisfaction over the drafting of new Constitution of Nepal. This sort 

of political interference of India did sour the relationship between the two countries (Shakya, 

2019). 

It is not possible to analyze the relationship of India and Nepal without considering the 

various engagements and blooming relationship between Nepal and China. Because of the 

presence of Tibetan refugees in Nepal, China has been trying to bring Nepal‟s confidence in 

all manners. Thus India has to be more cautious in favoring Nepal for its own security 

measures. After visit to Nepal in 2014, Mr. Narendra Modi‟s expressed India‟s interest to 

engage with Nepal. He proposed three major ways to enhance the relationship by HIT, i.e. 

Highway, Information ways, and Transways.  He also announced soft credit line of US$1 

billons for infrastructures development and energy projects and also the completion of Mid 

Hill Highway and the construction of the Raxual Amlekhgunj Kathmandu petroleum 

pipeline. He agreed to open air entry points at Janakpur, Nepalgunj and Bhairahawa. Both the 

countries agreed to sign a power trade and to establish Project Development Agreements for 

the developments of various hydropower projects. Modi also announced to grant scholarship 

for Nepalese students in the leading Indian universities (Sahu, 2015, p. 198). India makes a 

huge contribution in areas of employment generation, revenue generation and industrial 

development as also in establishing and operating various subsidiary industries in Nepal.  

All Nepali investments in India are through the hawala route. There is a law that prohibits 

Nepalese from investing outside Nepal (Shakya, 2019, p. 248). Again, the disapproval of new 
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Constitution of Nepal by India followed by imposition of restriction on petroleum products 

and other essentials items from India in 2015 resulted into severe economic crisis in Nepal 

(Shakya, 2019, p. 252).
12

 This blockade made a huge impact upon Nepal as it was in 

suffering due to earthquake disaster. So ultimately, Nepal had to look for alternative 

economic partner to sustain and reduce its dependency upon India which is none other than 

China (Shakya, 2019).  

 

6.4. Nepal and China Relations 

 

The relation between Nepal and China was in general cordial. Nepal has always remained 

committed to 'One China Policy' and recognized the PRC as the only legitimate China and 

has never allowed its soil for any kind of anti-Chinese activities. China too have respected 

late King Birendra‟s plea to consider Nepal as a “Peace Zone”
13

. Thus, China has never 

interfered in the internal matters of Nepal. The relationship between the two countries took a 

turn with the assistance that China gave in building infrastructures in Nepal since 1975. The 

Treaty on Trade and Intercourse was signed on 20
th

 September 1956 between Nepal and 

China. It also agreed to allow the Tibetans on pilgrimage without any legal documents. At 

that time Nepal used to give shelter and allow transit to Tibetans to enter India. In the year 

1961, Nepal and China signed agreement on the construction of the Kathmandu –Kodhari 

road or the Boundary Agreement (Kumar, 2011). It was from the time of King Mahendra 

(1972) that a sincere effort was been made by Nepal to develop good relationship with China. 

Since then Chinese have been engaged into developing communications and building every 

infrastructures in Nepal. For example in 1980s, it built trans-Himalayan highway linking 

Pokhara with the Xinjiang- Tibet highway. In 1998 it constructed a road from Lhasa to Dazhu 

to facilitate Tibet transportation links. After the completion of building roads and highways, 

China started further investment in the economic and technical cooperation programmes in 

Nepal and over the years China became the persistent partner in Nepal's development 

ventures. China has been providing financial and technical assistance to Nepal in the 

infrastructure development, industrial development, transportation, hydro power 

                                                            
12 Nepal adopted its Constitution on 20th September 2015. The issues like rights of women, representation and demarcation 

of federal provinces was controversial thus, India disapproved it and ultimately imposed restriction on the certain essential 

items from 22nd September to Nepal that resulted into negative 0.8 per cent of Nepal economic growth.  
13 King Birendra had made a proposal to the Chinese to declare Nepal as „Zone of Peace‟ on 25th February 1975 

to improve its relationship with China. This was intended to ensure Nepal‟s security, development and 

independence. 



176 
 

development, health and education. Few other major projects built under Chinese assistance 

are: Arniko Highway, Prithvi Highway, Kathmandu Ring Road, Pokhara-Baglung Road, 

Syaphrubesi Rasuwagadhi Road Project, Hetauda Cotton Textile Mills, Bansbari Leather and 

Shoes Factory, Harisidhi Brick Factory etc. China has become the largest source of Foreign 

Direct Investment in Nepal now. Prime Minister K.P. Oli signed „Transit and Transport 

Agreement‟ in his official visit to China in 2016. Chinese investors have expressed their wish 

to spend over $13.51 billion in Nepal in the Nepal Investment Summit in Kathmandu in 

March 2017. Nepal and China have taken up new initiatives “One Belt and One Road 

Initiative” for further connectivity. Xi Jinping‟s ambitious project of One Belt One Road aims 

to connect about 60 countries of Asia, Africa and Europe. He has a vision of creating a 

'community of common destiny‟ through „Go West‟ and „Peripheral Strategy‟. Nepal too is 

committed to support the project of One Belt One Road project (Sharma, 2018).In order to 

reduce Nepal‟s dependency of internet services from India; it has acquired internet access 

from China from 2018 (Shakya, 2019, p. 153).  

China became over ambitious in influencing Nepal through various perks and assistance. 

China has opened Chinese study centres in Nepal. Even organizations like Nepal- China 

Youth Friendship Association and the Nepal- China Cooperation Society have been 

established in Nepal to foster their relationship. Chinese government has started Mandarin 

language class at very low cost since 2007, and they teach Mandarin in primary schools for 

free. They run the programme in Nepali on FM radio that translates news through Chinese 

lens. China Daily has been started with other publications in partnership. China‟s 

international channels like Global Times and CGTN have become popular at recent times in 

Nepal (Shakya, 2019, p. 254). Tourism is another sector that has been flourishing in Nepal. 

China is promoting itself as transit point for Nepal to the Americans and Australians. Many 

flights have been introduced between Kathmandu and China. What is worrisome is the 

excessive involvement of Chinese in understanding Nepali people, their culture and language 

and working with other international agencies in Nepal (Shakya, 2019, p. 254).  

The increasing involvement of Western powers in Nepal has forced China to become more 

conscious of the feasible regional impact and geopolitical implications in future. Assuming 

that the Western powers may try to use Nepal to create instability in Tibet, China has been 

continuously extending political, diplomatic, economic and cultural trade and aids to Nepal 

over the decades. Today, China‟s investment in Nepal has overrun to India in all sectors. 

Such Chinese economic investments and pro-Chinese nature of Nepalese Government makes 
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India more insecure. Consequently Nepal became the proxy combat zone between the two 

countries.  

 

6.5. The Role of the Host Country 

 

Both India and Nepal as host countries have assisted in rehabilitated the Tibetan Refugees 

right from the initial year of their flight.  Even though as a political nation could not extend 

full support to Tibetan cause completely and openly. They have assimilated, rehabilitated and 

natured them with all the possible hospitality that they could offer. They are bound by several 

commitments and engagements to maintain good relationship with China for various reasons. 

The Government of India has border disputes with China and had been engaged into border 

war in 1962 over MacMohan Line in Arunachal Pradesh. There are other border disputes in 

Akshai Chin in Ladakh and the recent confrontation over Doklam in tri-junction between 

India, Bhutan and China. These border problems erupt from time to time. Besides this, the 

presence of Tibetans in India and their Tibetan Government in Exile appears to be the reason 

of disputation between these two countries. This is in spite of the fact that India and China 

appears both are committed to many inter -governmental trade and commerce. The historical 

„Panchsheel Agreement‟ was signed on 29
th

 April 1954 between the two following the “Five 

Principles of Peaceful Existence” in Beijing. This was the event when India recognized 

China‟s authority over Tibet explicitly (Stobdan P. , 2019). Nehru, at this point of time did 

not finally commit total support to Tibet rather advised Dalai Lama to adjust with China. 

India‟s stand on the issue changed gradually over the years.  

The amount of favoritism that Tibetans receive from India naturally irritates Chinese. India‟s 

policies of allowing Tibetan pour into India in the name of pilgrimage if not as refugees.  

India seeks to tackle the Tibetan issue diplomatically by allowing the Tibetans freedom of 

religion, culture and social life. Tibetans are allowed to live in peace without any interference 

as such from the Indian government. In many occasions, they have showed their distrust, 

frustration and anger against the China from India. Theoretically to China this implies non-

recognition of the Chinese control over Tibet as such it challenges to the sovereignty of 

China. Tibet has always remained in the heart of Sino- India relation under the government of 

Modi. When Chinese President Xi-Jingping visited India in mid September 2014 the deep 

divide over Tibet became prominent. There was a Chinese military incursion across the 
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traditional Indo Tibetan border in the Ladakh region. Modi on the other Hand allowed 

Tibetan exiles to stage street protests during Xi‟s two days stay in New Delhi (2014), 

including some close to the summit venue. 

This was definitely significant because earlier in the 1990s police would routinely prevent 

such protest during the visits of Chinese leaders. During the time of Manmohan singh police 

would impose a lockdown in the Tibetan area of New Delhi and beat up Tibetans who 

attempted to rally.  Even Dalai Lama was allowed to speak during Xi‟s visit and earlier 

Lobsang Sangay was invited to the swearing in ceremony of Narendra Modi in May  

(Challaney, 2014).  

There has been an incident of the self-immolation in 2018 in Delhi when Chinese ambassador 

had visited India. But, it is also the fact that India never encourages Tibetans to indulge into 

any kind of violent political action against China. The government of India has recognized 

„Dalai Lama‟ only as a religious head and not the political one and from the very beginning 

Nehru had made it clear that India granted asylum to the Tibetans on humanitarian ground 

keeping in mind the cultural and religious and commercial links between the two nations. 

This makes clear that Indian government has made a clear distinction between religious and 

political dimension of the Tibetan issue. Yet, at the same time the de facto CTA dictates the 

entire Tibetan community over the world and the Dalai Lama exercises His diplomatic moves 

from Indian soil only. He often expresses His opinion and statements over many issues of 

Tibetan autonomy and adjustments with China and also on various disputes related to 

political relation and border disputes between India and China. Many speculations are made 

on presence of Tibetan refugees in India yet there is no record of Tibetans using Indian soil to 

plot against China.  

Nepal is the second largest sanctuary for the Tibetans other then India. From the beginning 

only it has been a safest route and safe shelter for them. But over time Nepal has been 

changing its stand on Tibetan refugees. Nepal being a poor country and also the immediate 

neighbour of China has its own political priorities. It has to survive the power struggle of the 

two neighbours India and China. From late 1980s onwards there has been growing pressure 

on Nepalese government from China in dealing and handling the Tibetan Refugees especially 

after the 2008 Tibetan Uprising in Lhasa. Since then, the Government of Nepal has been 

using harsh policies like banning the celebration of several Tibetan festivals, programmes and 

public demonstrations. Many cases of detention, harassment, extortion and violation of civil 

rights and cultural rights including right to freedom of movement, expression and assembly 
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have curtailed in Nepal particularly after 2008 (Alternatives, 2013). Tibetans inside Nepal are 

kept in high surveillance.  

The ill-treatments of the Tibetans and incidents and cases of extortion in the hands of 

Nepalese authorities have been documented and published time to time by International 

Campaign for Tibet under the title “Dangerous Crossing” Tibetan in Nepal. In a way we can 

assume that China has the anxiety over the possibilities of Tibetans using soil of Nepal 

against it. Nepal could be an easy route to contain India in near future. On October 12-13 

2019 during an official visit of President Xi Jinping; several cases of police crackdown and 

arrest took place. The two countries made a joint declaration to control the border and to 

crush dissent in Nepal and also inside Tibet. They signed the “Treaty of Mutual Legal 

Assistance in Criminal Matters” which enables the signatories to serve subpoenas and collect 

evidence. This could be used to target and punish Tibetan Refugees in Nepal by China. Even 

Tibetan old age home was kept under surveillance and Jawalakhel refugees settlement was 

locked down. Former chairperson of the Asia-Pacific Refugee Rights Network, Gopal 

Krishna Shiwakoti told the Nepali press: “There is visible discrimination towards Tibetan 

refugees in Nepal.  Therefore Nepalese government needs to treat every single refugee group 

equally on humanitarian grounds. Safeguarding Tibetan refugees‟ rights is wrongly perceived 

as annoying the Chinese, which is not true. That mindset needs to change in our politicians 

and bureaucrats (Tibet, 2019) 

In spite of huge engagements and investment of China in Nepal and its growing anxiety over 

Tibetans in Nepal; China has a self assumption that Nepal soil could be used by Tibetan to 

plot against it. Hence, it has been clear that the status of Tibetans in Nepal determined by 

Nepal-China relation. And Nepal being a poor country is on a win win situation because it is 

getting favorable amount of assistance of all kinds. It is natural for it to get influenced by the 

perks. However unstable policies is applied by the Nepali Governmental on Tibetans but to 

expect Nepal in supporting Tibetan cause for autonomy is an illusion. 

 

6.6. The Imbroglio and its Impact on the Tibetans 

 

The idea of having own homeland „Tibet‟ and returning back is like a dream for second 

generation Tibetan refugees because they have never visited Tibet, but have just heard the 

stories and myths about Tibet as their homeland from their ancestors. Being born and brought 
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up in foreign lands either in India or Nepal, they face many obstacles in their life related to 

identity and economic sustainability. In Nepal, They do not retain legal documents other than 

the Registration Card. Though, in India has given them the choice of obtaining natural 

citizenship, majority of them have not opted for citizenship and it is also against the policy of 

the CTA. For the older generation of refugees, the homeland is a place where they once lived 

and the memory which refuses to fade away. In that case they want to see “free Tibet” as far 

as possible.  But for new generation, Tibet is a dream land, a utopia and imaginary homeland. 

The new generation grew up with memories passed into them by the elders yet; it is their 

longing for their homeland that binds them, without which Tibetan diaspora would have not 

been what it is today. The day Tibetans lose their national identity the issue of Tibet will 

cease to extinct. Under the present political situation, maintaining their identity as Tibetan 

itself is a big challenge to them. The Tibetan issue, though unsettle even after these decades 

has now reached a crucial stage. The advanced age of the Dalai Lama and his compromise 

with independence of Tibet have given rise to different political factions among the Tibetan, 

even though His towering personality has so far kept all the dissenting voices under control. 

It is not possible to predict what turn their movement will take after His demise. Since it 

involves the concerns of both India and Nepal, the roles of these two as host countries remain 

significant.  

It is important to understand how the Tibetan Diaspora has become successful in building 

their imagined nation “Tibet” without its geographical boundaries. Tibetans have been 

struggling for autonomy of Tibet even after so many decades. This is the issue over which 

they have managed to keep their identity intact. The most important aspect for keeping the 

Tibetan community unified is “Dalai Lama”. Even Though He stepped down from His 

political position, personal loyalty to Him is the most important feature of Tibetan society. In 

fact, Dalai Lama and His popularity is most basic reason behind the integration of Tibetan 

nationalism till date. In spite of the several failed attempts of dialogue with Beijing on the 

status of Tibet, Tibetans have kept their faith in His leadership. Another factor which has 

worked for Tibetans in keeping their cause alive is internationalization of the issue of 

autonomy of Tibet. Dalai Lama‟s advocacy for autonomy for Tibet in a peaceful non-violent 

manner makes Him a charismatic leader respected by the international community. In fact it 

is His personality that has kept the Tibetan issue alive.  

After receiving the Noble Peace Prize in the year 1989, Dalai Lama has become a role model 

of spirituality, compassion, peace and tolerance in the world. Tibetans regard Him as an 
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„Institution‟ rather than just a monk: which He calls himself. Just because of His image and 

popularity He has been successful in soliciting international support. CTA has even brought 

in the Hollywood production to shape the so-called „virtual‟ Tibet for the Western world. 

With the box office hits Kundun and Seven Years of Tibet, almost everyone could get 

knowledge about Tibet (Roemer, 2008, p. 150). Further, Stephen Roemer has mentioned that 

entering into Hollywood proved to be a genuine opportunity for the CTA in general but for 

the Dalai Lama in particular, to generate financial support through promoting the Tibetan 

cause. He increasingly became an international symbol of wisdom and a protector of 

oppressed and dispossessed people. Through His philosophy of non-violence, selflessness 

and political struggle He was successful in gaining support of great celebrities like Richard 

Gere, Pierce Bronan, Sharon Stone, Brad Pitt and many other famous personalities.  At first, 

it helped Him in lobbying with film industry and secured the media industry‟s profits through 

their celebrity status and lastly, organized concerts, reading and fund raising events for Tibet. 

So the selling of a particular image of Tibet helps to motivate support from the international 

community and to generate loyalty within the national community too (Roemer, 2008, p. 

150). All this has been possible due to His personality and diplomatic efforts. He has also 

become the face of Buddhism to the international community.  

Dalai Lama‟s frequent visits to different countries can be understood as His diplomatic 

activity. Through these visits He has created awareness about Tibet‟s‟ autonomy, the issue 

like Cultural Revolution, Chinese model of socio-economic development, environmental 

damages, population transfer and similar  issues which caused damage to Tibetan life and  

became the major areas of disagreement and concern among the Tibetans worldwide. And 

these issues help the Tibetans make their political move and strategy more determined in 

gaining international attention. The regular visit of Dalai Lama to different countries and 

gaining more popularity became a strategy and agenda for them.  

Yet in spite of His personality, His political position can be called shifting and even 

confusing. Stepping down from the demand for complete independence He says that the 

movement no longer is for independence but adjustment and reconciliation with China. He 

has been trying to pressurize China indirectly by saying that He would be reborn in India 

(Stobdan P. , 2019). Perhaps this is to prevent China from having a control on the selection of 

the reincarnation as there is every possibility that this is going to become tussle between India 

and China.  But it is also true that Dalai Lama is only accepted as spiritual head by the World 

and not even a single country has openly supported the Tibetan cause (Roemer, 2008). Of late 
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Dalai Lama has been trying to use His all His diplomatic strategies either to please China or 

to impress India so that India might help them solve their issues with China and also China 

may take Tibetan cause critically. If this continues then, there will be a tug of war for 

supremacy and stability between the two nations. Here the real question that arises is “Will 

the International community sympathise with the Tibetan cause or will they extend financial 

support for the cause after the Dalai Lama? Will CTA be able to keep its nationalism alive 

post Dalai Lama? Or will it compromise with China or India under the contracting condition?  

Next, the CTA‟s effort at democratization of Tibetan polity also helped them to modernize. 

Over the years Dalai Lama and the CTA have been successful in governing their exiled 

community by them to keep their identity and culture intact. Dalai Lama has now stepped 

down from the demand of complete independence of Tibet and rather advocating genuine or 

meaningful autonomy within the framework of Chinese constitution. It was based on the idea 

of mutual interest and benefits of the Tibetans and the Chinese people. In 1997 a preliminary 

opinion poll was conducted in all the communities to find out the opinion of the Tibetans on 

the approach. Notwithstanding His personal charisma not all the Tibetans were convinced 

about this new stand. 64% of Tibetans expressed their support for the Middle Way Approach 

so there is no need of referendum (Tsetan, 2008, p. 107). Hence, the Assembly of Tibetan 

People‟s Deputy passed the resolution in September 1997. The supporters of complete 

independence of Tibet on the other hand opined that such decision did not represent the 

overall voice of Tibetans living inside Tibet. The Tibetan Youth Congress, the National 

Democratic Party of Tibet, the Gu-Chu-Sum movement which is a Tibetan non-governmental 

organization and the international Tibet Support Network has expressed their disagreement 

with this decision (Roemer, 2008, pp. 107-114). More radical in their approach; they want 

complete independence from China. There is a growing disillusionment concerning the 

middle way approach, which has so far yielded no concrete results, and does not seem to have 

any future either. Tenzin Tsudue, a well known political activist who has a great faith in the 

leadership of His Holiness has different tone on the goals and method of the approach. He 

said in an interview that Dalai Lama is an advocate for Tibet under Chinese rule. He wants 

accommodation: He looks for a mutual benefit. But he and others like him want a clear 

statement. “What we want is independence from China”. (Tsetan, 2008, p. 113). Further, 

Tsetan noted  that when Dalai Lama was asked about the existing Tibetan youth‟s frustration 

about the non-violent Middle Way approach, Dalai Lama answered” yes, it is healthy sign. 

On few occasions, youths who are little militant come and argue with me, but I remain 
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stubborn. They start crying. (Tsetan, 2008).  P. Stobdan has given serious twist to the issue by 

mentioning that at least 150 Tibetans are supposed to be committed to Guerilla activity inside 

Tibet along with Europeans, Americans, and Latin Americans. They are receiving trainings in 

Switzerland, Taiwan, and other places. Tibetan migration to America has increased. 

Hundreds of young Tibetan Muslims are leaving home and are supposed to be working in 

international banking sectors in Pakistan, ready to join extremist groups if need be. Even in 

India, Tibetans youths are moving towards northern borders to join radical groups in Nepal. 

He further adds that majority of Tibetans are losing faith in the Dalai Lama‟s soft approach 

so, a certain section of influential Tibetans and their followers are turning towards Karmapa 

(Stobdan, 2009, pp. 107-108).  

If these claims are true then it confirms the facts that at least some sections of youth have 

turned more radical. They might have had to accept Middle Way Approach for time being 

because of their high regard toward Dalai Lama, but how long will they contain their 

frustration? One wonders whether this dissatisfaction will flare up when Dalai Lama will be 

no more. Are there any chances of revival of more active extremist group post Dalai Lama? 

Or will there be any understanding between the CTA and the radicals?  

 

The question of “Citizenship” becomes significant in this context. The dilemma on 

citizenship is real for the new generation who have been born and brought up in India. To 

stand for the cause, it is essential for the exiles to maintain their refugee status. As opting for 

the citizenship of the host country means compromising with their Tibetan identity and 

giving up their claim over Tibet‟s autonomy and it is considered as betrayal to the 

community. As staying as refugee implies that one day they will go back to their homeland. 

Tibetans are in state of confusion over the option of acquiring Indian citizenship or proving 

their patriotism on the other. There is a particular instance of Himachal Pradesh as a pointer 

to the complex nature of the issue. The Government of Himachal Pradesh had offered Tibetan 

community a proposal to cast their vote in the Lok Sabha election 2014 for the first time. The 

Statesman March 2014 reported, India born Tibetans in Dharamsala were allowed to vote but 

only few had taken up the offer. It was the first time ever in which Indian born Tibetans 

(between 1950 to 1987) were given rights to vote (Centre, 2016). Again in 2017, many 

Tibetans voted for Himachal Assembly election
14

. The community was divided over the issue 

as one interpretation was that casting vote in Indian election would eventually mean loss of 

                                                            
14 Times of India. September 30,2017 
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their refugee status. The real intention for allowing Tibetan to vote by Indian government is 

unknown.  

An analysis of the complicated connections and probabilities there arise several doubts. Does 

it mean that Indian Government has the intention of assimilating the Tibetans in the Indian 

population? Is it the reason that Government mentions that Tibetans who have moved to India 

before January 1, 1962 are eligible to apply in India‟s top administrative services like Indian 

Administrative Services, Indian Police Services and also in Indian Forest Service
15

. Or does 

the Indian Government have intention to use Tibetans as a “soft-power” to counter China? 

Geostrategist Brahma Challaney had analyzed how Tibet has remained at the heart of India 

China divide.  

The Dalai Lama, according to his analysis remains a strategic asset for India yet, as he 

criticizes India for not reflecting that indeed, according to some sources, New Delhi has in 

fact, changed course in early 2018 to show official relations with the Dalai Lama and other 

exiled Tibetan leaders a shift that non Beijing tacit appreciation. Yet, Tibet‟s shadow over 

India China relations remains long. Beijing is waiting to install a marionette as Dalai Lama‟s 

successor. China‟s increasing militarization of Tibet directly impinges on India‟s security. Its 

denial of hydrological data to India in 2017 of the water card is fashioning.  

To help curb China‟s territorial and riparian revisionism India has the option of opening Tibet 

as an outstanding issue and thus could elevate Tibet as a broader strategic and environmental 

issue that impinges on international security and climatic and hydrological stability 

(Challaney, 2019). 

 

There are many such pre-assumptions and suspicions about the future of the Tibetan issue 

and its political solution. The role of host countries cannot be speculated because both the 

countries will have to give priority to self interest and security. On the other hand, what 

stands the CTA and its people will take up cannot be predicted. India is a powerful country so 

it will prepare itself to bargain over Tibetans with China. Whatever happened with Tibetans 

in Nepal will not be same in India. But in future, if the real power struggle begins between 

these three countries over Tibet and the Tibetan refugees then all the three nations will have 

to suffer socially, economically and most importantly over the issues of security.  

 

                                                            
15 timesofindia.com, 13th February 2020  
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