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China’s Foreign Policy 
Intro: Since the late 20th century, China has been 
transforming itself from an isolated and backward 
agrarian society into a modern economic superpower 
with global interests and responsibilities. To adjust to 
changing international and domestic conditions, 
Chinese foreign policy has become more active, 
pragmatic, and flexible. With continued economic 
growth China is expected to widen and deepen its 
global search for energy and other resources and to 
expand its investment, market, and political clout. 
China is vigorously projecting soft power and 
presenting a peaceful image abroad by promoting 
cultural, educational, sports, tourism, and other 
exchanges. It has also become more active in global 
governance. In addition to its roles in existing 
international institutions, China has played a 
leadership role in establishing and expanding the 
Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO), setting up 
the Asian Infrastructure Investment Bank (AIIB) and 
the BRICS Development Bank. It has also proposed 
the “Belt and Road Initiative” to enhance connectivity 
and cooperation in global development. There is good 
reason to believe that China’s reemergence to great-
power status will be peaceful, as it serves China’s 
fundamental interests. However, China will be a half-
baked “responsible stakeholder” in the 21st century 
world if it does not help tackle global challenges such 
as climate change and North Korea. China remains a 
vulnerable nation surrounded by powerful rivals and 
potential foes. Understanding China’s foreign policy 
means fully appreciating these geostrategic conditions. 
Although its foreign policy has become more 
sophisticated, China is still learning to become a 
peaceful, responsible, and respectable great power in 
the ever-changing world. Indeed, there is much to 
learn. In addition to traditional diplomatic challenges, 
China also needs to give more attention to 
nontraditional security threats such as infectious 

diseases, economic crises, terrorism, cyber hacking, 
piracy, transnational crimes, natural disasters, and 
environmental degradation. China will need to boost 
cooperation with other countries and international 
institutions to deal with these challenges. 
 
Policy: In his report to the 19th Chinese Communist 
Party National Congress that opened on October 18, 
2017, President Xi Jinping declared that “socialism 
with Chinese characteristics has ushered in a new 
era.” 
 
So, what is new about this new era as far as Chinese 
foreign policy is concerned? One way to answer this 
question is to look at Xi’s foreign policy activities 
since 2012, when he first became China’s top leader. 
 
No Chinese leader, ancient or contemporary, has 
attracted so many foreign leaders to the Middle 
Kingdom. Over the course of just five years, Xi hosted 
five major summits: the fourth summit of the 
Conference on Interaction and Confidence-Building 
Measures in Asia (May 2014), the Asia-Pacific 
Economic Cooperation summit (November 2014), the 
G20 Hangzhou summit (September 2016), the Belt and 
Road Forum for International Cooperation (May 
2017), and the ninth BRICS summit (September 2017). 
On top of these meetings, thirty heads of state and 
government gathered in Beijing on September 3, 2015, 
to view a special military parade that commemorated 
the seventieth anniversary of victory over Japan in 
World War II. 
 
What’s more, no Chinese leader has done more globe-
trotting within such a short time. Since 2013, Xi has 
logged twenty-eight overseas trips that brought him to 
fifty-six countries across five continents, as well as the 
headquarters of major international and regional 
organizations. 
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At least in terms of two of China’s policies—bringing 
in (qingjinlai) and going out (zouchuqu)—Xi’s first 
term already marks a new era in Chinese foreign 
policy. But there is much more to the new era than the 
flurry of diplomatic visits. Xi introduced four new 
concepts into Chinese foreign policy: a new type of 
major country relations, major country diplomacy with 
Chinese characteristics, a global community of 
common destiny, and a new type of international 
relations. No Chinese leader has been more successful 
in keeping foreign observers busy analyzing the 
meaning and implications of these concepts. 
 
In addition, never before has the Middle Kingdom had 
such a profound impact on global economic 
development. Under Xi’s leadership, Beijing initiated 
the Asian Infrastructure Investment Bank, the Silk 
Road Fund, and the New Development Bank, three 
multilateral financial institutions with a combined total 
of more than $200 billion in authorized capital. 
Meanwhile, he launched the Belt and Road Initiative, a 
massive, unprecedented plan to improve connectivity 
across the vast Eurasian continent. 
 
What all these efforts add up to is Chinese foreign 
policy with Xi Jinping characteristics. No Chinese 
leader in the past two millennia has played such a 
prominent role “under heaven.”1 Never before, it is 
probably safe to say, have the Chinese people felt so 
proud of their country. 
 
THE FUTURE OF CHINESE FOREIGN POLICY 
So much for what was new about the past five years. 
What about Chinese foreign policy during the next five 
years or the coming decade? Xi’s report to the 19th 
Party Congress offers some hints. This important 
document not only reviews the accomplishments of the 
past but also lays out in broad terms the priorities for 
the future. 
 

The “great rejuvenation of the Chinese nation” 
received twenty-seven mentions in the document, 
while a “global community of common destiny” and 
the “Belt and Road Initiative” received six and five, 
respectively. More importantly, these three terms are 
now enshrined in the Chinese Communist Party’s 
constitution through amendments adopted at the 
national congress. Meanwhile, the term “major 
country” was mentioned seven times, but there were 
no references to a “new type of major country 
relations.” Nevertheless, a “new type of international 
relations” received two mentions. 
 
Taken together, these signs suggest that the great 
rejuvenation of the Chinese nation will be Beijing’s 
top priority until 2049—the hundredth anniversary of 
the founding of Communist China. By then, as 
promised in Xi’s report, China will have become a 
“socialist, modern, and powerful country.” As Xi put 
it, “Socialism with Chinese characteristics in a new era 
means that the Chinese nation has stood up and 
become wealthy and that it is undergoing a great leap 
toward a powerful country.” 
 
But the Chinese dream of national rejuvenation 
apparently goes beyond making China great again. 
Instead, Beijing appears to have committed itself to 
remaking the whole world—via the Belt and Road 
Initiative and a new type of international relations, in 
particular—into a global community of common 
destiny. This is no longer a blueprint for a single 
nation—admittedly the most populous one on earth—
but an unprecedentedly sweeping and bold vision for 
humankind. No government—including the Roman 
Empire, the British Empire, or the United States of 
America—has ever proposed such a vision. This is 
nothing less than a Chinese manifesto for its global 
leadership. Thus, a wealthy and powerful China will 
usher in a new era in international politics too. 
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Or will it? Between vision and reality there can be a 
significant—and sometimes insurmountable—gap. 
 
First and foremost, though a new type of major country 
relations (especially with the United States) vanished 
from Xi’s report, that doesn’t mean Washington is no 
longer relevant. On the contrary, as the preeminent 
power in the current international order, the United 
States is arguably the only other country in the world 
that can fundamentally shape the future of China. If 
Washington refuses to share power with Beijing, or if 
it insists on the universality of liberal democracy rather 
than concede to “diversity in harmony”—a phrase 
reportedly first proposed by former Chinese premier 
Wen Jiabao during his 2003 visit to the United 
States—then the two countries may very well end up 
succumbing to the tragedy of great power politics.2 
 
Second, China’s relations with many of its 
neighbors—such as Japan and Myanmar—are fraught 
with problems. The Korean Peninsula in particular 
illustrates the challenges ahead for Chinese leaders. 
While North Korea appears to have changed from a 
fake friend to a real enemy, South Korea seems to have 
shifted from a potential friend to a potential enemy. 
Beijing can choose its friends and enemies, but it 
cannot choose its neighbors. When surrounded by 
unfriendly neighbors, China—or any country for that 
matter—can hardly afford to entertain global 
ambitions. 
 
Third, Chinese foreign policy makers appear to have 
been operating under the assumption that close 
economic ties will naturally lead to close political ties. 
But Beijing’s relations with Washington, Tokyo, and 
Brussels, to name some notables, have proved this 
assumption terribly wrong. To borrow from the late 
Samuel P. Huntington’s critique of U.S. foreign policy 
in the 1960s, economic cooperation and political trust 
“are two independent goals and progress toward the 

one has no necessary connection with progress toward 
the other.” Imports, investments, loans, and aid from 
China can make recipient countries more economically 
dependent on the Middle Kingdom, but such 
dependency often produces political resentment 
instead of strategic trust. If Beijing cannot break the 
curse of hot economics, cold politics—that is, close 
economic ties but difficult political relations—it may 
end up being a lonely great power: isolated, suspected, 
and resented. 
 
Perhaps President Xi is willing and able to effectively 
address these challenges and many others in the next 
five years. If so, world politics will truly be entering a 
new era. 

China’s New World Order: Partners and 
Profit (The Diplomat) 

American policymakers need to understand China is 
not looking to challenge and replace the American-led 
world order as the Soviet Union wanted during the 
Cold War. President Xi wants China to have a greater 
say in international affairs that an economic power of 
China’s size deserves. Many nations feel Western, 
historically ethnically white nations have an outsized 
say in institutions like the World Bank or IMF and feel 
the U.S. contains their growth. 
 
By launching initiatives like One Belt, One Road 
[OBOR] and using economic carrots and sticks with 
other nations, China hopes to gain more influence. 
Worried about President Trump upending long-term 
alliances and relationships, many nations like the 
Philippines are moving closer to China’s orbit and 
benefiting from China’s economic largesse. However, 
such economic carrots come with a price — adherence 
to China’s political aims and loss of political 
independence. Like it has done with South Korea, 
Norway, and Mongolia, China will punish nations that 
cross it politically by stopping trade and by using the 
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state-owned media to rally consumers to boycott 
brands. 
 
Explain how China’s innovation and investment 
strategy shapes China’s world order. 
 
China uses economic carrots like low interest loans 
and infrastructure investments to curry political favor 
from nations in a divide-and-conquer plan. For 
example, many ASEAN nations criticize China for its 
reclamation of islands in the South China Sea which 
many countries view China using as unsinkable 
destroyers in the event of war. 
 
To blunt criticism, China essentially buys support from 
nations like Laos and Cambodia by showering them 
with low interest loans and infrastructure projects. In 
return, Cambodia mutes criticism of China in ASEAN 
pronouncements. There is clearly a quid pro quo deal 
in place. 
 
China uses similar strategies in Europe with Hungary 
and Ethiopia in Africa. For example, earlier this month 
every European nation ambassador in China except for 
Hungary signed a letter criticizing China for not 
opening up projects enough for foreign firms in the 
One Belt, One Road initiative. Most likely China will 
dole out economic benefits to Hungary in the coming 
months in a similar to way that it opened up 12 direct 
flights for Ethiopian Airlines to China, just weeks after 
Ethiopia publicly supported China while other African 
nations were criticizing it, making that country’s 
national carrier the main hub for Africa-China flights. 
 
Why should Western policymakers pay attention to 
the Belt and Road Initiative, also known as OBOR? 
 
Many countries in the past few years, from Malaysia to 
the Philippines to Russia, have been taken over by 
strongman governments. Leaders in these nations are 

less likely to adhere to Western ideals of democracy 
and human rights. They are more pragmatic and 
ruthless in maintaining power and being self-interested 
in economic benefits. 
 
These leaders are thus likely to broker deals between 
Chinese firms and favored cronies in OBOR 
initiatives. In return for personal profit, they will 
support China more, which is why in many ways 
China can handle a trade war with the U.S. better than 
President Trump realizes — America no longer carries 
the sway it did even 10 years ago. 
 
Many of these strongmen leaders don’t want to be 
criticized or lectured anymore by the United States and 
Western European nations on human rights and such. 
China does not do that, preferring to keep a hands-off 
approach in other nation’s internal affairs. 
 
 
Assess China’s ambitions to play a global leading role 
in artificial intelligence. 
 
If people are concerned about Facebook and privacy 
issues, then they should see China, where there is no 
privacy at all. 
 
The reality is that because of the combination of the 
lack of privacy laws, the sheer amount of data 
controlled by China’s tech companies like Alibaba and 
Huawei, and the government’s support of AI in order 
to achieve more control over its citizens, China will 
win the AI war. Whoever has more data and fewer 
privacy laws will prevail. 
 
Right now Silicon Valley is two years behind China 
when it comes to mobile and tech innovation. I feel 
like I am going into the Dark Ages when I visit the 
U.S. from a mobile services standpoint. But there is a 
dark side to China’s lead — the lack of privacy for 
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Chinese citizens has lead to quite literally having an 
Orwellian big brother overseeing them. The police, for 
example, recently installed live streaming cameras into 
the foot massage parlor I frequent. Combined with 
facial recognition powers, the level of tracking 
capability that private Chinese and government 
institutions have disturbs me. 
 
How should U.S. policymakers navigate 
competition and cooperation with China?  
 
President Trump is right to criticize China for unfair 
business practices. But he is wrong to pinpoint the 
trade deficit as an issue. The reality is most of 
manufacturing is benefiting U.S. companies that 
relocated sourcing to China. These companies will 
simply start to source from Vietnamese, Indonesia, and 
even African companies, if Trump slaps tariffs. 
 
Trump should be targeting China for protectionism. It 
is absurd that China blocks or severely curtails the 
China operations of Google, Amazon, Facebook, and 
Twitter yet America allows Alibaba, Tencent, and 
Baidu unfettered access in America. Tencent and 
Alibaba are now the largest foreign investors in Silicon 
Valley after Samsung. 
Trump should focus on reciprocity and should take a 
hard line. Fighting for a trade rebalancing is an 
unwinnable war. 
 
 

India-China chronology & 
Relations 

India’s relations with China remain tense due to the 
ongoing stand-off in the Doklam area near the Sikkim 
sector where Indian troops along with Bhutanese Army 
foiled Chinese People’s Liberation’s Army’s attempts 
to encroach on a disputed enclave. The Chinese have 

responded by suspending the Kailash-Mansoravar 
yatra through the Nathu La pass and even warning 
India to not forget “historical lessons” from the 1962 
war. 
Here’s a timeline of events since India and China 
relations were established and highlight the conflict 
and cooperation between once “Hindi-Chini bhai bhai” 
neighbours: 
■ 8-9 June 2017: India admitted to the Shanghai 
Cooperation Organisation as full-member along with 
Pakistan. Modi meets Chinese president Xi Jinping and 
thanks for his country’s support for India’s full 
membership in SCO. 
■ May 2017: India declines Chinese invitation to 
attend the Belt and Road Initiative summit in Beijing 
and issues a detailed statement listing its objections. 
■ October 2016: Modi meets Chinese president Xi 
Jinping on the sidelines of the Goa BRICS Summit. 
■ May 2015: Modi leaves for China. His first stop is 
Xian, Xi’s home town, after which he’ll head to 
Beijing. 
■ March 2015: India starts the 18th round of talks 
with China over the land boundary issue. National 
security advisor Doval and China’s special 
representative Yang Jiechi meet in Delhi. 
■ February 2015: Less than a week after Obama’s 
departure visit, foreign minister Swaraj leaves for 
Beijing and meets president Xi. 
■ January 2015: During US president Barack 
Obama’s Republic Day visit, Obama and Modi 
reportedly spend some 45 minutes talking about China, 
and both express concern about Beijing’s expansionist 
stance, especially in the South China Sea. 
■ November 2014: Xi invites modi to attend the 
APEC (Asia Pacific Economic Cooperation) summit in 
Beijing. Modi declines the offer, but travels to 
Myanmar, Australia and Fiji. India also appoints its 
national security advisor, Ajit Doval, as the country’s 
special representative for Sino-India boundary 
negotiations. 
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■ September 2014: Xi visits India, and Modi, 
breaking protocol, receives him in Ahmedabad. They 
spend an evening strolling on the banks of the 
Sabarmati river. China promises $20 billion worth of 
investments in India over five years. 
Both countries, however, remain engaged in a face-off 
at the border in Ladakh, after Chinese troops allegedly 
crossed over to the Indian side, through the entire visit. 
■ August 2014: Modi visits Japan for five days. Modi 
makes his speech that the world is divided into two 
camps. 
■ July 2014: India’s army chief Bikram Singh travels 
to Beijing for a three-day trip. Later that month, Modi 
meets Xi for the first time during the BRICS summit in 
Brazil. The two meet for almost 80 minutes. 
■ June 2014: China’s foreign minister Wang Yi visits 
New Delhi to hold talks with his Indian counterpart 
Sushma Swaraj and Modi. Later in June, India’s vice 
president, Hamid Ansari, travels to Beijing on a five-
day visit. 
■ May 2014: China congratulates Modi’s election 
victory. Later in the month, Modi’s visit to Arunachal 
Pradesh, which China considers disputed territory, 
invites remarks from the Chinese foreign ministry. 
■ April 2013: The Chinese troops intruded into 
Depsang Bulge in East Ladakh, approximately 19 km 
inside our perception of the Line of Actual Control 
(LAC) claimed it to be a part of its Xinjiang province. 
They were, however, pushed back. 
■ November 2010: China started the practice of 
issuing stapled visas to people from Jammu and 
Kashmir. 
■ 27 August 2010: India cancels defense exchanges 
with China after Beijing refuses to permit Lt. Gen. 
B.S. Jaswal, head of the northern command, a visa 
because he “controlled” the disputed area of Jammu 
and Kashmir. India subsequently refuses to allow two 
Chinese defense officials to visit New Delhi.. 
■ 13 January 2009: Indian Prime Minister Manmohan 
Singh visits China. Bilateral trade surpasses $50 billion 

and China becomes India’s largest trading partner in 
goods. 
■ 13 October 2009: China objects to Prime Minister 
Manmohan Singh’s visit to Arunachal Pradesh. 
■ 25 May 2007: China denies a visa to Arunachal 
Pradesh chief minister, arguing that since the state is in 
fact a part of China he would not require a visa to visit 
his own country. 
■ 9 April 2005: Chinese Premier Wen Jiabao visits 
India, also visits Bangalore to push for an increase in 
Sino-Indian cooperation in high-tech industries. 
■ 6 July 2006: China and India re-open Nathu La 
Pass, which was closed since the Sino-Indian war in 
1962. 
■ 23 June 2003: Indian Prime Minister Atal Bihari 
Vajpayee makes a landmark visit to China. 
■ 29 March 2002: India and China agree in Beijing to 
quicken the pace of LAC delineation in order to 
resolve the vexatious border dispute within a 
reasonable time-frame. 
■ 13 January 2002: Chinese premier Zhu Rongji 
visits India. 
■ 1 April 2000: India and China commemorate 50th 
anniversary of their diplomatic relations. 
■ 22 February 2000: India and China sign a bilateral 
trade agreement in Beijing to facilitate China’s early 
entry into the WTO and an MOU for setting up a Joint 
Working Group in the field of steel. 
■ 31 January 2000: The Chinese Peoples Liberation 
Army build a permanent road network and sets up 
bunkers 5km in the Indian side of the LAC in Ladakh’s 
Aksai Chin area. 
■ 22 January 2000: The Dalai Lama writes to the 
Prime Minister urging him to accord protection to the 
17th Karmapa. 
■ 14 January 2000: India officially declares to China 
that the 17th Karmapa has arrived in Dharamshala, but 
has not been granted refugee status. 
■ 11 January 2000: Beijing warns that giving political 
asylum to the Karmapa would violate the five 
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principles of peaceful coexistence. 
■ 7 January 2000: Karmapa Lama flees China, 
reaches Dharamshala and joins the Dalai Lama. 
■ 24 November 1999: India and China hold detailed 
discussions in New Delhi on ways to settle their border 
row. 
■ 28 September 1999: China asks New Delhi to stop 
the ‘splitting activities’ of Dalai Lama from Indian soil 
to improve bilateral relations. 
■ June 1999: China displays neutrality on the Kargil 
conflict and agrees to establish a security mechanism 
with India. 
■ August 1998: India officially announces talks with 
China on the reopening of the Ladakh-Kailash-
Mansarovar route. 
■ July 1998: China urges India and Pakistan to give 
up their nuclear ambitions and sign the NPT. 
■ 14 May 1998: China strongly condemns India’s 
second peaceful nuclear tests. 
■ May 1998: Defence minister George Fernandes 
reported claim that China was India’s threat number 
one offends China. 
■ August 1997: The India-China Joint Working Group 
meets in New Delhi. Instruments of ratification in 
respect to Confidence Building Measures agreement 
exchanged. 
■ November 1996: Chinese President Jiang Zemin 
visits India, signs Agreement on Confidence Building 
Measures in the military field along the LAC in the 
India-China Border Areas. 
■ August 1995: India and China agree to pull back 
their troops on the Sumdorong Chu Valley in the 
eastern sector. 
■ 1994: Vice-President K R Narayanan visits China. 
■ September 1993: Prime Minister P.V. Narasimha 
Rao visits China, signs agreement on Border Peace and 
Tranquility and the setting up of the India-China 
Expert Group of Diplomatic and Military Officers to 
assist the work in Joint Working Group. 
■ December 1991: Chinese premier Li Peng visits 

India after a gap of 31 years, pledges to resolve the 
boundary question through friendly consultations. 
■ December1988: Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi visits 
China. Agreement to set up a Joint Working Group on 
Boundary question and a Joint Group on Economic 
Relations, Trade, Science and Technology signed. 
■ 8 December 1986: Beijing express strong 
condemnation over the establishment of Arunachal 
Pradesh as a full fledged State of the Indian Union. 
■ 1986: Differences surface over the precise limits of 
the Mc Mohan Line in theSumdorung Chu area of 
Arunachal Pradesh. 
■ February 1979: Indian foreign minister Atal Behari 
Vajpayee visits China. 
■ 20 September 1976: Chen Chao Yuan is appointed 
as the Chinese Ambassador to India. 
■ 7 July 1976: K. R. Narayanan is appointed as the 
India’s Ambassador to PRC. 
■ April 1976: India and China decide to restore the 
level of diplomatic representation in both countries to 
the ambassadorial status after a 15year diplomatic 
hiatus. 
■ April 1975: China expresses strong condemnation 
and utmost indignation at merger of Sikkim with the 
Indian Union. 
■ May 1974: China criticizes India’s first peaceful 
nuclear explosion. 
■ April 1973: China accuses India of committing 
aggression on Sikkim on the pretext of disturbances. 
■ 1970: Informal contacts between the Indian and 
Chinese diplomats established. 
■ 1 January 1969: India indicates its desire to conduct 
its relation with China on the principle of mutual 
respect of each other’s sovereignty and territorial 
integrity and non-interference in internal affairs. 
■ 30 November 1965: Chinese troops intrude into 
north Sikkim and NEFA once again. 
■ 27 August 1965: China accuses India of crossing the 
Sikkim-China boundary. 
■ 2 March 1963: China and Pakistan sign a boundary 
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settlement in Beijing between Kashmir and Xinjiang 
where Pakistan ceded 5080 sq. km of Pakistan 
occupied Kashmir territory. 
■ 8 December 1962: China sends a note signed by 
Zhou Enlai to India reiterating the three-point ceasefire 
formula. India accepts and later on 10 December 
endorses Colombo proposals. 
■ 21 November 1962: China declares a unilateral 
ceasefire along the entire border and announces 
withdrawal of its troops to position 20km behind the 
LAC. 
■ 15-18 November 1962: A massive Chinese attack 
on the eastern front, Tawang, Walong in the western 
sector over run, Rezang La and the Chushul airport 
shelled. Chinese troops capture Bomdila in the NEFA 
region 
■ February 1961: China refuses to discuss the Sino-
Bhutanese and Sino-Sikkimese boundary disputes and 
further occupies 12,000 square miles in the western 
sector of the Sino-Indian border. 
■ 19 April 1960: A meeting in New Delhi between 
Zhou Enlai and Nehru to address the boundary 
question ends in deadlock. 
■ 8 September 1959: China refuses to accept the Mc 
Mohan Line with Zhou Enlai stating that China was 
not a signatory to the 1842 Peace Treaty between 
British India and England. Further, Beijing laid claims 
to almost 50,000 square miles of Indian territory in 
Sikkim and Bhutan. 
■ 3 April 1959: Dalai Lama escapes from Lhasa and 
crosses into Indian territory. India’s decision to grant 
asylum to him sours relations with Beijing. 
■ 23 January 1959: Zhou Enlai spells out for the first 
time China’s claims to over 40,000 square miles of 
Indian territory both in Ladakh and NEFA. 
■ 4 September 1958: India officially objects to the 
inclusion of a big chunk of Northern Assam and NEFA 
in the China Pictorial - an official organ of the Chinese 
Peoples’ Republic. 
■ September 1957: Indian Vice-President S. 

Radhakrishnan’s visits China. 
■ 18 December 1956: Chinese nationals who entered 
Ladakh were illegally detained and later sent back to 
China. 
■ November 1956: Zhou Enlai visits India for the 
second time on a goodwill mission. 
■ 1 April 1955: India signs a Protocol at Lhasa 
handing over to China the control of all 
communication services in Tibet. 
■ 2 March 1955: India objects to the inclusion of a 
portion of India’s northern frontier on the official map 
of China, saying it was a clear infringement of 
Panchsheel. 
■ 15 May 1954: China and India sign the Panchsheel 
document. 
■ May 1951: China forces the Tibetan Governor of 
Chamdo to concede full suzerainty over Tibet. 
■ 7 October 1950: Chinese troops cross the Sino-
Tibetan boundary, and move towards Lhasa. 
■ 1 April 1950: K M Panikker appointed first Indian 
Ambassador to China. 
■ 30 December 1949: India becomes the second non-
communist nation to recognize the Peoples’ Republic 
of China after its proclamation on 1 October. 
 
China–India relations, also called Sino-Indian relations 
or Indo-China relations, refers to the bilateral 
relationship between the People's Republic of China 
(PRC) and the Republic of India. Although the 
relationship has been friendly, there are border 
disputes and an economic competition between the two 
countries that have at times led to strained relations. 
The modern relationship began in 1950 when India 
was among the first countries to end formal ties with 
the Republic of China (Taiwan) and recognize the PRC 
as the legitimate government of Mainland China. 
China and India are the two most populous countries 
and fastest growing major economies in the world. 
Growth in diplomatic and economic influence has 



10 

Newspaper Analysis Programe TM  
Additional Note-4 (UPSC PTcumMAINS-2020) 

(China foreign policy) 

 

increased the significance of their bilateral 
relationship. 
 
Cultural and economic relations between China and 
India date back to ancient times. The Silk Road not 
only served as a major trade route between India and 
China, but is also credited for facilitating the spread of 
Buddhism from India to East Asia. During the 19th 
century, China's growing opium trade with the East 
India Company triggered the First and Second Opium 
Wars. During World War II, India and China both 
played a crucial role in halting the progress of Imperial 
Japan. 
 
Relations between contemporary China and India have 
been characterised by border disputes, resulting in 
three military conflicts — the Sino-Indian War of 
1962, the Chola incident in 1967, and the 1987 Sino-
Indian skirmish. In early 2017, the two countries 
clashed at the Doklam plateau along the disputed Sino-
Bhutanese border. However, since the late 1980s, both 
countries have successfully rebuilt diplomatic and 
economic ties. In 2008, China became India's largest 
trading partner and the two countries have also 
extended their strategic and military relations. Apart 
from trade and commerce, there are some other areas 
of mutual interest on which China and India have been 
cooperating of late. In the words of Rejaul Karim 
Laskar, a scholar of Indian foreign policy, "Currently, 
the two countries are cooperating on a range of 
international like trade, climate change and reform of 
the global financial order, among others, to promote 
common interest". 
 
Despite growing economic and strategic ties, there are 
several hurdles for India and the PRC to overcome. 
India faces trade imbalance heavily in favour of China. 
The two countries failed to resolve their border dispute 
and Indian media outlets have repeatedly reported 
Chinese military incursions into Indian territory. Both 

countries have steadily established military 
infrastructure along border areas. Additionally, India 
remains wary about China's strong strategic bilateral 
relations with Pakistan, while China has expressed 
concerns about Indian military and economic activities 
in the disputed South China Sea. 
 
In June 2012, China stated its position that "Sino-
Indian ties" could be the most "important bilateral 
partnership of the century". That month Wen Jiabao, 
the Premier of China and Manmohan Singh, the Prime 
Minister of India set a goal to increase bilateral trade 
between the two countries to US$100 billion by 2015. 
 
As of 2017 the volume of bilateral trade between India 
& China stands at US$84.5 billion. This figure 
excludes bilateral trade between India & Hong Kong 
which stands at another US$34 billion. 
 
According to a 2014 BBC World Service Poll, 33% of 
Indians view China positively, with 35% expressing a 
negative view, whereas 27% of Chinese people view 
India positively, with 35% expressing a negative view. 
A 2014 survey conducted by the Pew Research Center 
showed 72% of Indians were concerned that territorial 
disputes between China and neighbouring countries 
could lead to a military conflict. 
 
The President of the People's Republic of China, Xi 
Jinping, was one of the top world leaders to visit New 
Delhi after Narendra Modi took over as Prime Minister 
of India in 2014. India's insistence to raise South China 
Sea in various multilateral forums subsequently did not 
help that beginning once again, the relationship facing 
suspicion from Indian administration and media alike. 
 
2017: A Tough Year for China-India 
Relations 
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2017 was an extremely difficult year for China-India 
relations. With military tensions close to their disputed 
border, increasing competition in their neighborhood, 
and growing strategic mistrust, Beijing and New 
Delhi’s relations reached a nadir in 2017. Happily, the 
damage 2017 has inflicted on the relationship between 
the two Asian giants is not irreparable. Nevertheless, it 
reflects larger trends and indicates that Sino-Indian 
relations increasingly stand at a crossroads, with 
growing likelihood that they could go in the wrong 
direction. Hence, New Delhi and Beijing need to start 
rethinking their relations in 2018. 
 
The past year witnessed several episodes that seriously 
damaged China-India relations and put them on a 
downward trajectory. Several of these were serious but 
rather routine, such as the tensions around the Dalai 
Lama’s visit to the disputed state of Arunachal Pradesh 
and China’s continued blocking of the bid to design 
Jaish-e-Mohammed chief Masood Azhar as a global 
terrorist. However, these were minor compared with 
three episodes that shook bilateral relations and had 
serious strategic consequences. 
 
The most important such episode was the 
unprecedented Doklam military standoff, a two-and-a 
half-month test of wills prompted by China’s 
construction of a road in territory it disputes with 
Bhutan, not far from a strategically key section of the 
China-India border. The standoff featured 
unprecedented Indian military involvement in its two 
neighbors’ territorial dispute and a shockingly strong 
Chinese reaction, which included implicit military 
threats against India and a massive media campaign 
against New Delhi, the first such campaign against 
India in decades. 
 
What made the Doklam standoff particularly intense 
was its linkage to two important issues. One is the 
China-India competition for influence in Bhutan, 

which reflects the wider competition for influence in 
South Asia prompted by China’s growing power in the 
region and India’s desire to protect what it sees as its 
own sphere of interest. The other is the unresolved and 
increasingly unstable China-India territorial dispute, 
which has seen growing militarization in recent years, 
a destabilizing competition to build infrastructure 
around the de facto border, and frequent incidents, 
including large standoffs in 2013 and 2014. Both 
issues indicate the tightening of the China-India 
security dilemma. While the Doklam standoff was 
eventually resolved, likely to avoid derailing the 
September BRICS summit in Beijing, it has left a deep 
sense of mistrust between the two sides. 
 
India’s decision to boycott the Belt and Road Initiative 
(BRI) summit held in Beijing in May, which even 
Chinese adversaries such as Japan and the United 
States attended, was another major blow to China-
India relations. To China, the boycott was not only a 
signal of India’s hostility to its most important 
international project, but also an affront both to 
Beijing’s self-image as international leader and, 
personally, to the BRI’s champion, President Xi 
Jinping. The most important immediate reason for this 
unprecedented snub was the fact that the China-
Pakistan Economic Corridor, the crucial Pakistan leg 
of the BRI, includes projects in Pakistan-held Kashmir, 
which India claims, thus legitimizing Pakistan’s 
position on the issue and establishing facts on the 
ground. 
 
However, at deeper level, India’s decision to not attend 
reflected New Delhi’s profound unease with the BRI, a 
project that in its eyes would extend Chinese power in 
South Asia, encircle India, and bring Beijing and 
Islamabad even closer. Hence, the episode underlined 
the tension between Beijing’s push to build a new, 
China-centered economic and political order in Asia 
and the Indian Ocean Region and India’s deep 
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suspicion of such an order. It also demonstrated that 
the economic promise of Sino-Indian relations, 
embodied in the opportunities the BRI offers, cannot 
override strategic concerns, a conclusion with 
worrying implications for the future. 
 
The last event that quietly damaged China-India 
relations in 2017 was India’s decision in November to 
join the revived Quadrilateral Security Dialogue 
(Quad), a strategic dialogue between the United States, 
Japan, India, and Australia with a naval component. 
Beijing has opposed the Quad as a potential anti-
Chinese alliance of democracies aimed at containing it 
and checking its maritime rise in the Indo-Pacific; that 
opposition played a major role in the dialogue’s earlier 
abandonment. India’s decision to join the resurrected 
but still somewhat amorphous Quad inevitably reflects 
its worries about China’s growing power and 
assertiveness, particularly in the Indian Ocean, and 
Delhi’s readiness to hedge against them. It also 
matches well with India’s gradual rapprochement with 
the United States, which has accelerated under the 
leadership of Prime Minister Narendra Modi and 
which is partly motivated by a desire to hedge against 
the Middle Kingdom. 
 
Thus, the Quad decision feeds into Beijing’s growing, 
albeit somewhat exaggerated, fear that India would 
join the United States and Japan in containing Beijing, 
a suspicion which has long silently poisoned China-
India relations. The Quad decision also impacts Sino-
Indian relations by involving India more deeply in 
China’s maritime disputes in the South China Sea and 
the East China Sea, although Delhi has refrained in its 
statements on the Quad from mentioning freedom of 
navigation and overflight and maritime security, 
subjects related to the disputes. In sum, India’s 
decision to join the Quad is a reflection of the 
intensifying security dilemma between the two sides 

and the growing role of the larger geopolitics of Asia 
in their relationship. 
 
These three episodes made 2017 a particularly tough 
year for China-Indian relations, with serious impact on 
how the two sides see each other. On the positive side, 
none of these events has done irreversible damage to 
bilateral relations. On the negative, all three episodes 
represent a particularly severe manifestation of larger 
trends that have adversely impacted the China-India 
relationship in recent years. 
 
One such trend is the intensification of the Sino-India 
security dilemma, particularly along the two great 
powers’ increasingly militarized and disputed border, 
as seen in the Doklam standoff, and in the Indian 
Ocean, as represented by the India’s decision to join 
the Quad. Another trend is the increase in the China-
India competition in South Asia, exemplified by the 
Doklam standoff, which involved Bhutan. Here it is 
worth pointing that Bhutan is an important arena of 
this competition, as Beijing hopes to move Thimphu to 
establish formal relations with China, resolve its 
territorial dispute with the Middle Kingdom — thus 
enabling China to put pressure on India in their 
territorial dispute — and weaken its traditional 
alignment with Delhi. Yet another trend is the increase 
in bilateral tensions over China’s push to build 
economic, infrastructure, and transportation links in 
Asia centered on itself. India fears that prospect would 
restrict its own economic and strategic space, a fear 
expressed in New Delhi’s boycott to the BRI summit. 
Finally, mutual mistrust has increased due to New 
Delhi’s growing closeness to Washington and 
Beijing’s fear that this would lead Delhi to form an 
anti-Chinese alignment with the United States. 
 
These trends and the episodes of the last year clearly 
point to the emergence of a larger and much more 
worrying picture of bilateral relations. Two major, 
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ongoing changes define this picture. First, the China-
India relationship is in the process of transformation 
and is slowly arriving at a crossroads. The strategic 
and economic landscape of Asia has been changing as 
the rise of Chinese power transforms both Asia and the 
Indian Ocean Region, and fuels greater competition 
between the Middle Kingdom on one hand and the 
United States and Japan on the other. These tectonic 
changes are transforming the international 
environment in which the Beijing-Delhi relationship 
operates and mean that the relationship cannot 
continue as before. 
 
Just as important, the competitive element of the 
bilateral relationship, expressed in the four trends 
above, which are likely to strengthen, has increased at 
the expense of its cooperative element, centered on 
trade, investment, and partnership on global 
governance issues such as climate change and 
reforming global institutions, all areas in which there 
has been little progress recently. This means that the 
underlying dynamics of China-India relations are 
changing, and the two sides will be forced by 
developments such as the BRI’s expansion and their 
growing security dilemma to come up with a new 
relationship. 
 
Finally, China and India have found it much more 
difficult to manage their tensions and disagreements, 
as evidenced by the Doklam standoff and India’s 
boycott of the BRI summit, a signal that the present 
format of the relationship is not working. All this 
indicates that the China-India relationship is 
increasingly standing at a crossroads and the two sides 
will have to choose in what direction they will go, or, 
if they don’t, accept the road that inertia would choose 
for them. 
 
Second, the Sino-Indian relationship is progressively 
deteriorating. As China has increased its presence 

around India and has begun to vigorously shape Asia’s 
strategic landscape to its advantage, India has adopted 
a much tougher and more decisive stance toward 
Beijing. The three episodes above clearly outline these 
dynamics. While this picture has been developing for a 
long time, it has emerged much more forcefully in 
recent years, as the rise of both powers has accelerated, 
Beijing’s influence in South Asia has increased and 
China has begun to establish the foundations of a new 
Asian order promoted through the BRI. This has 
enhanced the mistrust and the security dilemma 
between the two sides, already worsened by a long list 
of factors: instability on the border, the reinvigoration 
of the China-Pakistan alliance, the disappointing pace 
of Sino-Indian economic relations, naval and arms 
competition, and India’s rapprochement with the 
United States and Japan. The result has been a 
downward trajectory in China-India relations, which, if 
it continues unchecked, would turn the two sides into 
adversaries. 
 
In short, China and India need to choose the future 
course of their relationship, and it is increasingly likely 
that ties would go in the wrong direction. The costs 
and risks of such a turn of events would be formidable, 
as would the missed opportunities for cooperation, 
trade ,and investment between Asia’s two giants. To 
avoid such an outcome, both sides need to rethink their 
policy vis-à-vis each other and reshape their 
relationship. 
 
Paradoxically, in a way, the events of 2017 provide a 
good starting point. The shock of the Doklam standoff 
and, to lesser extent, the BRI boycott have sent a 
warning that things are heading in the wrong direction. 
Hopefully this shock would foster a debate on how to 
change policy and improve relations before further 
deterioration occurs. A good way to start this debate is 
by asking why relations deteriorated so much in 2017 
and how to navigate and address the issues and trends 
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which produced this deterioration. Inevitably, such 
rethinking would be painful as it would require 
changing established positions, confronting hardliners 
domestically, and making difficult concessions. 
However, it is much better than the alternative: the 
emergence of an adversarial relationship between 
Beijing and Delhi. 
 
2017 was a very bad year for China-India relations, 
leaving a heavy legacy for 2018. However, it also 
leaves homework for Beijing and Delhi; to rethink 
their deteriorating relations. If the two sides do their 
homework well, 2018 and the coming years might see 
a sorely needed improvement in one of Asia’s most 
important relationships. 
 

Key Summery 
DRIVERS OF COOPERATION 
Even today, there are significant forces pushing for 
peace and cooperation between Beijing and New 
Delhi. The growing economic relationship has in some 
respects acted as an anchor preventing strategic 
relations veering too far into negative territory. For 
instance, China is India’s largest trading partner. 
Globally, the two have some converging interests as 
fellow rising developing countries. They seek fairer 
terms of trade. They call for a greater say in the 
running of global institutions, including economic 
institutions in which they share a degree of skepticism 
of neoliberal ideology. And, while maintaining 
differing visions of it, both China and India hold a 
preference for a multipolar world order. 
 
DRIVERS OF CONFLICT 
Nevertheless, relations are strained by several factors 
which fuel the potential for conflict. Economic 
relations have been some cause for rivalry, including 
India’s large trade deficit with China, disputes over 
market access, and resource competition. 

 
The recent Doklam clash is the result of lingering 
disputes over the border whose antecedents date back 
to the colonial era. These boiled over into war in 1962 
when China launched offensives in Ladakh, 
simultaneously shattering bilateral peace and first 
Prime Minister Jawaharlal Nehru’s idealism. 
 
Beyond individual disputes, India sees China as its 
main external threat. This is clear in the fact that 
India’s nuclear weapons program was largely aimed at 
defending against China, more than against Pakistan. 
In the eyes of Indian policymakers today, Beijing’s 
increasing strategic dominance in Asia and beyond 
represents an unknown force that may impinge on its 
own rise. This is in contrast to U.S. primacy in the 
region, which despite past rivalries, is a now 
considered known force; one that has facilitated the 
generally stable environment that enabled India’s 
economic growth since the 1990s. This has contributed 
to India’s support for U.S. positions on matters like 
freedom of navigation. 
Furthermore, Delhi has long sought to deny external 
powers access to the South Asian region. China’s long-
time partnership with Pakistan is an affront to this, 
including the Belt and Road Initiative’s (BRI) China-
Pakistan Economic Corridor. India seeks to convince 
others, e.g. Sri Lanka, to halt or reduce Beijing’s 
strategic footprint in their territories, including through 
warning of the debt burden BRI could create for them. 
Additionally, Delhi has sought to build its own 
relationships with China’s neighbors, who seek more 
leverage in their dealings with Beijing, particularly 
Japan. India cooperated with Vietnam in exploring for 
minerals in the South China Sea and took steps toward 
selling Brahmos missiles to the country. 
 
For its part, for many decades China saw India as more 
of an annoyance than a threat and today, as a 
somewhat “conditional” threat. Primarily, Delhi will 
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be problematic to Beijing’s strategic agenda if, and to 
the degree that, India cooperates with any U.S. efforts 
to contain China. In particular, Beijing fears its trade 
routes being cut off in the event of a conflict with 
Washington. India could play a pivotal role given its 
strategic location in the Indian Ocean, between China 
and its Middle Eastern energy sources, African 
resource reserves, and European markets. These fears, 
combined with China’s support for Pakistan, have 
contributed to Beijing opposing Delhi on key strategic 
and symbolic matters like India’s ambitions for 
permanent membership of the U.N. Security Council 
and its joining of the Nuclear Suppliers Group. 
 
That said, Chinese policymakers do not view an anti-
China, Indo-U.S. alliance as a foregone conclusion. 
The direction of Beijing’s messaging in regard to 
disputes suggests that it sees India as a target for 
diplomatic persuasion and pressure, rather than a 
solidified strategic rival. At the BRICS summit, 
President Xi Jinping made a distinctly complimentary 
speech regarding India, and even allowed mention of 
Pakistan-based terror groups in the BRICS statement. 
 
Why then did Beijing build a road in Doklam and 
trigger India’s ire? It may have been a testing exercise, 
similar to that which China has employed in other 
disputed territories like the South China Sea and East 
China Sea; pushing the boundaries to learn how 
neighbors react, and to what extent the United States 
becomes involved. In resolving the dispute, the 
leadership in Beijing was required to balance the 
domestic political necessity of seeming “tough,” with 
its interest in not pushing Delhi too far toward 
Washington. The fact that China’s decision to halt 
road-building occurred just prior to the BRICS summit 
in its city of Xiamen highlights the importance Beijing 
places on being seen as a benevolent power and future 
global leader, with BRICS as a key vehicle. 
 

HARNESSING HISTORICAL AWARENESS 
Both countries’ overarching ambition—to rise in 
international standing—is underpinned by attributes 
that are common to the two countries. This includes a 
relatively high degree of historical awareness held by 
policymakers and the public, including both ideas of a 
“great pre-colonial past” and of colonial humiliation. 
Both states have more civilizational continuity than 
other major global powers. The dominant cultures and 
identities of India and China have undergone less 
transformation than other great civilizations of the 
Mediterranean and Middle East. The two societies 
maintain the value of hierarchy and are led by foreign 
policy elites that have ingested these values into their 
geopolitical worldviews and policymaking. On the one 
hand, these common attributes make reconciliation 
difficult, as issues of territory and sovereignty have 
added sensitivity. 
 
On the other hand, focusing this awareness on the past 
millennia of peaceful coexistence and cultural 
exchange can assist policymakers in both countries to 
reduce the domestic political incentives for 
antagonism, on occasions where they seek to do so. Of 
course, to alter public perceptions, policymakers would 
need to reorient the post-independence Panchsheel 
era’s top-down approach, and make concerted attempts 
to engage ordinary people. If the Indian public viewed 
China in a broader context that includes linkages like 
China’s adoption of Indian Buddhism, rather than 
exclusively focusing on present-day sources of 
antagonism like Sino-Pakistan ties, it could provide 
leaders in Delhi greater room to maneuver on matters 
like the border dispute. Modi himself has opted to 
emphasize ties via Buddhism and Hinduism in his 
outreach to Southeast Asia and South Asia. To 
highlight cultural ties to the other country’s publics, 
Delhi and Beijing could deploy various soft power 
tools including: educational exchange, social media, 
traditional media, tourism, and greater resourcing of 
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public diplomacy centers like the Nehru Centers and 
Confucius Institutes. 
 
Of course the overriding power of divergent 
geopolitical interests may mean the risk of conflict will 
remain in the medium term. Nevertheless, making 
efforts in the aforementioned directions may present at 
least one avenue for greater trust in one of the 21st 
centuries most important relationships. 

 
Qingdao declaration: SCO summit 

The Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO) is an 
intergovernmental organization founded in Shanghai 
on 15 June 2001 by six countries, People’s Republic 
of China, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyz Republic, Russia, 
Tajikistan, and Uzbekistan. The main objectives of 
the SCO are to (i) strengthen relations among member 
states; (ii) promote cooperation in political affairs, 
economics and trade, scientific-technical, cultural, and 
educational spheres as well as in energy, 
transportation, tourism, and environmental protection; 
(iv) safeguard regional peace, security, and stability; 
and (v) create a democratic, equitable international 
political and economic order. With assistance from the 
Asian Development Bank and the United Nations 
Economic and Social Commission for Asia and the 
Pacific, SCO members have developed an 
intergovernmental agreement on facilitating 
international road transport. 
A program for multilateral trade and economic 
cooperation, signed in September 2003, defines the 
basic goals and objectives for economic cooperation 
within the SCO framework. It also laid out priorities 
and achievable steps for cooperation, the free 
movement of goods, capital, services, and technologies 
over two decades. On 15 January 2004, the SCO 
Secretariat was established. 
The full members of the organization are China, 
Russia, Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan, Tajikistan, 

Kyrgyzstan, India and Pakistan. India and Pakistan 
were granted SCO membership in June 2017. 
Afghanistan, Belarus, Iran and Mongolia currently 
enjoy observer status of SCO. Sri Lanka, Turkey, 
Azerbaijan, Armenia, Cambodia and Nepal are 
dialogue partners of SCO. 
 
Recent: The 18th Shanghai Cooperation Organization 
(SCO) summit concluded with the adoption of the 
Qingdao declaration. It was adopted by leaders of 
China, Russia, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, 
Uzbekistan, India (represented by Prime Minister 
Narendra Modi) and Pakistan. It was India and 
Pakistan’s first summit as full members of SCO 
grouping. 
Key Facts 
 
The Qingdao declaration calls for implementing three-
year plan to combat terrorism, separatism and 
extremism. It also calls for implementation of treaty on 
long-term good neighbourliness, friendship and co-
operation. SCO participating leaders also adopted total 
of 17 documents at the summit, which particularly 
include documents endorsing 2018-2022 Action Plan 
to implement Treaty for Long-term Good-Neighborly 
Relations, Friendship and Cooperation between SCO 
states and 2019-2020 Program for Cooperation in 
countering terrorism, separatism and extremism. They 
also signed decision to approve 2018-2023 Anti-Drug 
Strategy and Action Plan to implement it. Besides, 
leaders of all SCO countries also signed an information 
statement. 
 
India’s Participation 
India refused to endorse China’s ambitious One Belt, 
One Road (OBOR) project as part of Qingdao 
Declaration at the 18th SCO summit. At the restricted 
session of the SCO Summit, Indian Prime Minister 
Modi floated concept of SECURE: ‘S’ for security for 
citizens, ‘E’ for economic development, ‘C’ for 
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connectivity in the region, ‘U’ for unity, ‘R’ for 
respect of sovereignty and integrity, and ‘E for 
environment protection. 

India Makes Waves, Courts 
Central Asia at the SCO Summit 

Last week’s Shanghai Cooperation Organization 
(SCO) annual summit in Qingdao in China was the 
first SCO summit since the grouping’s expansion, 
when India and Pakistan were included as full 
members at the Astana summit in Kazakhstan last 
year. 
 
Membership of the SCO includes China, India, 
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Pakistan, Russia, Tajikistan, 
and Uzbekistan, and countries with observer status in 
the bloc include Afghanistan, Iran, Mongolia, and 
Belarus. The SCO began in 2001 as a forum for 
addressing border disputes in Central Asia and has 
been expanding ever since to include more countries 
and cover other issues like trade. This year’s summit 
was special for India as it tried to engage the wider 
Central Asian region through the platform of the SCO 
as a full member of the grouping. 
 
From India’s perspective, the Qingdao declaration’s 
focus on the fight against terrorism was a welcome 
development. The declaration condemned all forms of 
terrorism and underlined that “interference in the 
domestic affairs of other states under the pretense of 
combating terrorism and extremism is unacceptable, as 
well as the use of terrorist, extremist and radical 
groups for one’s own purposes.” 
 
Prime Minister Narendra Modi used the platform to 
enhance India’s regional outreach to the wider Eurasia. 
Coining another acronym — SECURE — in order to 
facilitate comprehensive security in the SCO region, 
Modi argued that “there are six dimensions summed up 
in the English word secure. S stands for the security of 

citizens, E for economic development for all, C is for 
connecting the region, U is for uniting our people, R is 
for respect for sovereignty and territorial integrity, and 
E is for environmental protection.” 
 
He also pushed for greater people-to-people 
engagement between India and other members of the 
SCO and underlined India’s desire to double the 
number of tourists from the region. New Delhi is 
planning to organize a food festival of cuisines of SCO 
countries as well as a shared Buddhist heritage 
exhibition in India. 
 
Yet India managed to strike an independent voice 
when it refused to endorse China’s Belt and Road 
Initiative (BRI) at the SCO. India was not part of the 
section of Qingdao declaration that referred to the BRI. 
According to the declaration, “Reaffirming their 
support for the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) of the 
People’s Republic of China, the Republic of 
Kazakhstan, the Kyrgyz Republic, the Islamic 
Republic of Pakistan, the Russian Federation, the 
Republic of Tajikistan and the Republic of Uzbekistan, 
the Member States express appreciation for the joint 
efforts taken towards its implementation…” 
 
Modi made it clear that New Delhi is supportive of 
connectivity projects but only those that respect the 
sovereignty and territorial integrity of nations. 
“Connectivity in SCO region and in our neighboring 
countries is a priority for India. We welcome such new 
connectivity projects that are inclusive, sustainable, 
and transparent and which respect the sovereignty and 
territorial integrity of nations,” Modi said in his 
plenary address at the SCO summit. 
 
This was interesting as Modi and Chinese President Xi 
Jinping managed to take the Wuhan spirit forward in 
their bilateral interactions and even managed to sign 
two key agreements. After a year of strained ties 
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during which Beijing refused to share hydrological 
data on the Brahmaputra River, the two sides reached a 
pact to share the hydrological data in 2018. 
 
Sino-Indian economic ties got a boost with New Delhi 
agreeing to the opening of a Bank of China branch in 
Mumbai and China agreeing to let Indian 
pharmaceutical companies register for high-quality 
pharma products in the Chinese market as well as to 
allow India to export non-Basmati rice to China. The 
Chinese president will also be visiting India for an 
informal summit in 2019, accepting the Indian prime 
minister’s invite. 
 
For India, though, the SCO summit was largely an 
attempt to enhance its profile in wider Eurasia and 
Central Asia in particular. New Delhi would also be 
keen on enhancing regional cooperation for countering 
terrorism, religious extremism, and separatism. India’s 
engagement in Afghanistan is also key in this regard. 
Modi highlighted this when he suggested that “the 
situation in Afghanistan is an unfortunate example of 
terrorism and extremism in our region…. It is our 
responsibility that causes which threaten Afghan unity, 
sovereignty, integrity, diversity and democracy in the 
past will not be repeated.” 
 
While the security and economic cooperation 
generated by the SCO remained rather limited so far 
and the platform remains more symbolism than 
substance, its importance has increased at a time when 
the West remains divided and the United States under 
Donald Trump is charting a unilateral course. 
 
The Qingdao statement “stressed the importance of … 
consistently strengthening and developing the 
multilateral trade system,” underscoring the role of 
world leaders such as Xi and Modi as defenders of 
global free trade. This was against the backdrop of a 
bickering G-7 summit where the United States refused 

to endorse a joint communique with its closest allies in 
Quebec. With the announcement of tariffs, the Trump 
administration is challenging the very foundations of 
the global economic order which America itself had 
creased post-World War II. 
 
At a time when America is looking inwards and 
Europe is struggling to come to terms with multiple 
domestic crises, major powers are looking at multiple 
coalitions to manage an international order in a high 
degree of fluidity. New Delhi is no exception. India’s 
substantive engagement with wider Central Asia will 
be key to its growing aspirations in a rapidly evolving 
Eurasian landscape. 
 
What does this mean for India? 
Cooperation on counter-terrorism is expected to 
emerge as a major point of India’s exchange with 
SCO. India is expected to have a greater say in pushing 
for effective action in combating terrorism and on 
issues relating to security when it becomes a full 
member of the SCO, seen as a counterweight to 
NATO. India, one of the largest energy consuming 
countries in the world, is also likely to get greater 
access to major gas and oil exploration projects in 
Central Asia once it becomes part of the SCO. India’s 
entry into the China-dominated grouping is seen as a 
major milestone as it is expected to increase the 
group’s heft in regional geo-politics and trade 
negotiations besides giving it a pan-Asian hue. Experts 
say India’s inclusion may even bring down Beijing’s 
overarching influence over the SCO, reports PTI. 
 
"I look forward to deepening India's association with 
the SCO which will help us in economic, connectivity 
and counter-terrorism cooperation, among other 
things," Modi said in his pre-departure statement. 
Modi said he looked forward to further progress in ties 
with SCO nations for "mutual betterment and growth 
of our countries and our people"
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Aspire IAS - NOTIFICATION 
(TARGET-50) 

MAINS-2020 
Dear students we are proudly announced our 
TARGET-50 programme for Session 2019..... 
In this programme we are trying to provide all the 
stuff which has been generally demanded by the 
UPSC and has been the need of every student.... 
Feature of this programme: 
1. Coverage of 1250 marks (including essay) 
2. Full concentration on only 100 serious 
candidates in different slots. 
3. More emphasis on broadening the ideas, 
correlation between the subject, content 
development and thinking with analysis 
4. We worked upon UNDERSTANDING and 
NOT on rote learning, 
5. Exclusive feature of the programme WRITING 
SKILL DEVELOPMENT, ENHANCEMENT 
and MANAGEMENT programme (35 Writing 
skill session) 
6. 800+ mind maps and their analysis 
7. 1000+ contemporary issues and their analysis 
8. IYB with culture exclusive coverage. 
 
We would work hard on those areas in 
which other competitors are weak like... 
Ethics, applied history, eco development 
issues and so on. 
 
We want only those students should apply 
for this batch who are highly SERIOUS for 
2020 examination as it is our BEST batch 
and I want to work with my students to 
produce a WONDERFUL RESULT    
 
Written test 5th to 10th Nov (6 
SUBJECTIVE QUESTIONS)  

 

GS PT exclusive programme 
This programme is ASPIRE most favourite 
programme especially for those students who 
are struggling in PT or want to crack in ONE go….. 
Features of the programme: 

1. Special emphasis on those topics which are 
regularly coming in the examination 

2. Major thrust on Conceptual clarity and concept 
building which we are doing in our NEWSPAPER 
classes 

3. Student friendly pedagogy and training 
4. Less writing more understanding and learning with 

in the class 
5. TEST SERIES regular as well as weekly 
6. Student friendly fees (Programme is available in 

both Module format as well as full course) 
7. 2013 the average score of our students was 95 -100 

marks in GS. 2014 the average score of our 
students was 110-115 marks. Highest one was 145 
marks. 2017 – 118 and in 2018 - 112 

8. We are saying what we are doing and your time is 
our time which is very precious. 
 

ENVIRONMENT and GEO & 
MAPPING 

1. Observational type MAPPING- Human-Physical-
Economic AND Current. 

2. 14 classes M-W-T-S 7.30 am to 11.30 am 
3. Geo classes are based on Conceptual knowledge 

and understanding (22 classes) 
4. Environment classes are based on CURRENT 

perspective and practical Learning. 
5. FEES: Mapping: 3000/- Geo: 9000/- 

Envi: 8500/-  
Combo: 15500/- (inclusive tax) 

6. Surety of 25 questions.  
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7. Solution of UPSC 10 years paper in the 
class 

 
 

Our Major AIM is your SUCCESS 
SUCCESS 

 


