OBE D0H0e’ HPe6 HES FeS® TYdo S Dodod

o oS Jod 8Os FOT(E

TG0 : CIrYlic Dosk T°Y.

&6 B DoL0GPL 608 VoSBTV D

SR80 SFHB0D) TOS-[ V0T TEeR B TR FEEorr(SosBoswn)
DTS DTS DES 1950, DB0e 7 gy O &' DOJBOVP TP PITATodd S
BEPBDEOBOT) . & g0 DX &3 G TINE) BTPT O DOFDLOT) K.

19500 F6oz30eS" TP NP DBTol IETHoPD BOAD DG PBE TG (6gCo).
DIP GrES B¥o GIE); DO B oB0IC 08 e, DT DIGROBITD TP 008 LPEBOINVR
2yocscio SR & T a8 PePTY) WIDOO. P T oS APIME'y, T JAYD DT Jode
VBPODOE DEPDOSERIS BSOS & SR EDAPARIT) 6. 52 & T IDBODD TPYT*e Joch
PONIDVD D) B D) ? SIPPERLD, & TS’ 208 T DES Rer T

”53550"&5;’03)3@66 B DT e“omgozﬁci,oé6 S, &6"&35" RB0Rg D203065° BTSN
DoB D0300S° I i¢h £ QDR B 3DG0 VDR 0o e9035€3¢5° DLV &) .

E00°§ 0 PR (LBocscioRd e.ooég"@om BENOR DS WoIT® DJOO SR TGS TRV
003VD APDRND) B, Prad HYOdCoS” JT® 2,000 S, DET BN L), BET ¢ DS
R 80§ (ROC) Swmb‘l 2 P 609§ (PRC) 5§ Dosrgod D0R0e5° g5 DRSS DB’ e
ENREE ;5°o:5.>s.>é§’).> @ DT ﬁD oS AaD oboéoe)eSG D DES T FTE, T
DEAIFDY  PePDBo BVO 0T IS £69805mI8 e S D DOV 0 BB 0G5
QD0 TR0 DYORYTP &) 0.

‘DI DI AGo” “FEEore HON0B”, HOCKD BI IS0 APHS JT Yres IFE
HOROD LBV @:)1949 &t 25 SoHYD & s 6 5G JS D-twoh HEBoTe. 194965 2005 O
¢ FHOS Tradadd QOW&P&)QSG B 8. JT° .ocs% aﬁJ"eJ"(So S0 R0 (B0 D0 HOD STID
DOTPEFOR OIS SRS e0ff-0D08H) DEN ST . EAFIID BTE Jer HHIrOoTOD
D0H0S” YBA B0O0KN A0S D HT) DFPoto A &) aw.

WOS® JBTo TC[H0) GO WBID 0L YBD DBTod G0y 0VR BID
SordIrosiro oo%ocmgambé 7. V(Bog, BT TV WVVBIETIS  DDELH
TPOBDET 28 oHsTTeS DTN . 2080A o0& BrGorr &0kl a"i)oQS S0 0L é;e.;@“ofna SEVRN
DD, 25O BTE e HHTO0TD D DAoL’ off-RVBEP B¢ D) DA HE°N
$°6620. 1940 DG 22000 YOV 0BHFoeS” 56y VS°Go:

“050BE 8of GEL HotS BTLH S &) Trede) PATTRRTL W) D, SJ0riORROLH
SBBEore Do 08 (aogrds) Fooerdd DYy $FET)  Dwod, FBogo S°D o ST



e‘égomésve)é AFDDOLD EIE &%) ... 898 (a0 8) S”o“eri)‘l Bageedd Ao Bdadgcio Aol
QBS PET (O, PBISow) WRBEHL D0 T YTDOEE"D.”

®85° IBTofl TP IR Fok Bed DArDTI) 1949, e.ogeocb 6 0oc 8IHBL 2B,
0’ AT D00k L WETVO Troh § D8 M HOY DAIPHRID B TN YOV DFT ol S°E[S0,
BID DIV, &8 DAPDH0S” DT QoD QO(TEDS, DEGORS 2PNS® DS %"&So EEREAE
VROV DT 0L0 DLDDE0E. VOB, EAFFI BIE e LoLITPLD JONE IBGSE D 0D
D0500€5° BS° HED & DB&NS.

DO B6SE God, Dfosolhi S THFC HATBTVR CLoEIEIS HrIE Syen
2OV T THIG ST PEFLBoP G BROT) AW, BT® TS’ D WARE erdo HPS IS
E200g L B 8BS’ €:0) 0D PR (oticio By WEE Hrgo TG YOD VITETD. JrS 1GS
DEDFAIT) TFocscsosS® errorr Do S° QBRSPS 2065 , o § 1 IS0 &' Ao
2&0T(IS GORDR &0 000E TPOD) DOQ VRS AGAIrAS LoD JDSE D) 1950,
2008 73 P Er T IN-TS @oBBTCL. OSSNSO I D DES T ST DD 7D
Jradocio 20Mod.

Fosrofi DROHeS” HrIE w8 wDyrrdS Todto ERo EY FOIL FARDED weGS
VTS WS SIE DFOD ST YOS @ébi:s"oﬁ)o&. Q003> 1950, 22090 15 B
80D0d. FEFO WBHY 20D 4D BV OO Fwos BT Y@ ONDE K (PRCIL)20H0 75
(LBodod. 2000 BPBT VS 2wdo SPHVAS E:S?vﬁ); Qe 3 8PS (PRC) Bwg), §Y 8050
gemwsbl égeog)ow’ BotPo.

SR Dot EIDocE DTS s D@D oo T2 900X T BT DO
S'U’Q, W8 T°G0 00 (YoBT . IS wgbééoée bf()é:_go:églgp EIDETIS 9D ragaasisﬁaa:so
B8 Yo s°6ER0. ©T) D 85O P Go BORY 02 AR VEEERAS DT VAP T§aTIR®
QT & DGO FoF°C, “ 0 f()go:ioo BB, ©9ANB D0 YBEVRL VORAOF°A. (smmbsej) DBzols
TP 0PIV VITDFo JDF[ES” Do DT IFoto SRV BLREHVHTEIS Fcd Mo VBogor™
BIBETBOTAD o LXEE H00d. BTS20 P WO LT YeFAdo SR,

DI VAOS° Jforo

SO0 BT VL DD TPEHV RO HIATSocsr S, DD 0TI
2008 GG &oderdS BTPKD e8e3B0TPOD €965 IR D;BBSoddr S. esoa)é:obéé (2T
§o03° mgoess D) E'D €:9) 06, B0 3¢5° Y, VLTV 50O 2SS € S8
0T ORI 2080 DLAIPD EFEED) 0D VRVBS® Do) BEIT S,

000 0P PS°Co VA0S PETo RG: “dwdo 08 (B T708) IrErESED°D e
QOB BT TPODLE ARSI Do Boired RS Sdo ORL0ENT) Do TP BORAIOVE
IDYBS es0S3TAD. ‘0BG Z WBVD EAFII PTR0 DT, T VLTRSS
BBTVI VALV €. S fai.’g_)bé 0. @D 0D o) LGS RINEN
RLOENT) 6. Eodd ANPB PGB T0E e SOV e\ B 83RO €. FB® Ao



TG HLOT® 0G0 VOoLSOT E2PIIR BRPLD HAAS” PoTPLL Bay S20TFIRD 200 D RSV
Swzgi)(gow 21PDoWIE0E® &ocerlS, EHo3r asogo SAVANNDGL DDE0TPON) 9ed e.oéos.)oea.)a"‘lcb.”

2D . BE° PDoDE 3DGo M00& DD DDy, FOD & e¥TGoriorr HATSDD S
TPODED. ERFFIQITT ET7) I I PBOHTG 90D HrS FPIaDHES IDGo K08 DewnHS HPE
T8 €30, SBurgdR0 DYEE e.ocap%eaﬁc;"bé D-P DA DE[B0 D‘Dr)‘é;)ﬁ Bosgcéo
S0DDBDE e20{f-0DOLED yETAC Jyr§o.

PO IPFFBE HEvGop DBD Perdo 19500 FEozeS” BENBECLT &) G
eagoam?mo Trer S0fo. 1947, i 158 JeTeD 26 PBODNToLPD JIEDVGDD AN
QoLdBDY Derdo M15 ™IS £DIT0w0ed), JT® IBTolf ITT) EPDOGEIE VD™
QoLOBIY Jerrio g 38305’ €20) &5 08 S0 WAPODEA0 WPBB. LGS B0 J (oo
FoBTB3 YA M15 & Jrew 005° RoedBDy Derio CIA Ero erme S Bom SO0 &T%) ow.
Socssd Yot c3goss” 33Dy DBD Fdrago ) 85DoR 2,00,000 @BOS® PILOE Jew CIA
LT RoCOIPLD SN0, 19425008 1946 HOL erEA0H TG, WASEI(R (TS, orada®d
GG  STOE  DoworrO  DoToRoEITIE & wITTI) 19428000 1946 HSLH  CIA
&003PA0TLLHOR.

faoeoé)a?éb w565 (1B) c3oo8); AV 2rGed Qagé T.G. %08 19498 LSOOI TP 9OS®
DO{NS” &) 0. FDaDHE JoDoges PPV DTPLVIVW/ B0 VoD G TI) D DS
) ¢ I3 LOIF((IB0 ©DoDoB. TS HS Mc 6 Y, TGS B PSPBo “Bd YeLer D3
BVADLTE VB BB Do dFasren B0 DD AN~ 9D H0B0IL “Bd QEOB( WOS°08
DO D0ex0c0 TLoL, IOTOE 0LIOTTORD ?é&ﬁoawb‘lwm 93:355:0,@%3 L R0RD wsd
IDVOES VITIRVL DAFTPE0 ‘QEJ"QC@).

1947 o0& 1971 HSLH &@663 29003 TPOETS S°U°5e)ojao, G0t VIS JAPTOD 9D
0g) &R00% ‘aw‘)miﬁdo QoGO3 5°Her Dewner AEG OB Jore a@bwmgomoes“ T3S0 DD
&odd ‘Qé?ss e.o@s"c"f()‘l E0A &od. Rolo3r e.eoff -85 Sé565 > &é‘lcsb, Petlolorbh) sw5:):go 3DBGo
DD WFcio GBS JFrBousErAS 1956 HELH A0S TS QA JT°Y 302 BGPEIC0H. eooa):é:)béﬁé
T 19500 Frbogso Mol a6 B¥o AR &% Jo°Yes HEADNES” Pe¥gEom IS 6 Jolnd, T°8
PYE  FoRAD HodTBI SEDAPAD B G L) (RO) SD 38) YATNoETR. ePEd B0
eﬁ@ébwa’b‘l RO O Qs&o&ébbe?)é 98 33585 Q0P ) EOPRF,  YP§EIS) Sordr
WO DBHB(OS’D GTPETE WoSTBaH erdo DS od. 19500 FGogioes” T B DY
BAROOVD Do TP HELD BT® CVE); JPFFELE WYSL &) DA Der@do. WrCHE “ofeso
SEOTS, T DO Frafo DHGL DIDID SWIS B DY PES D) Verddo Bapycioss”
OAOT® TP HVO0B LWL HOITOOTP. VBT VLTV DOBT°E0® 0B ¢35, Toa 0I56
S 2rair, AT DID O DL Hod 2GS Tradaires’d Bgorov o &S Dezrey 19500
FB0250e85°D TP,

1957 o & R° ;’)c;":rbl 26 B%o wa)()%"b; &3&3¢5 (SRUSIEY e.ooe:ég"eféoi)o aoa;5aoe56
DOSE DIPEO0N0D, BT :)5@350”" H000¢% @gm DO DDV H. WO bzsgé)é o:inc@rf()é
TBE06. 6 §5077§I DG DO SROH TSI VRVOT L JArFdd SenGod.



Dr e Z6TP(E, ©oid S DB AHrI0YRS” WodTrdadh Tradah Jerross® PG Wik
0T B, RoAOIT-9OSe Doorren (1942-62): CrBE @D & deases ‘aoeoé‘laéé e.egé (B85 ejg,,
2019) e9d gow.'()‘l 3. [Rooted in the Liberal International Order (Routledge, 2019)

635%35, 59 e oS 26 501350&.



SARDAR PATEL’S TIBET LETTER WAS SHORT ON FACTS

LAW SCHOOL POLICY Atul Bhardwaj
22 Jun 2020

An Analysis of the early years of Sino-India Relations.

Sardar Patel’s famous, 7 November 1950 letter to Nehru on the situation in Tibet has been relied
on to shift part of the blame of the ongoing India-China conflict onto Nehru. In this post, | will look at the
credentials of the letter itself.

The letter was the first frontal attack on the foreign policy Nehru was pursuing in the beginning
of 1950s. The letter has had a huge impact in shaping India’s attitude towards China and in convincing
many Indians that China cannot be trusted. The letter is frequently used to show how cunning the
Chinese are and how naive Nehru was in trusting them. But the question is how accurate are the facts
presented in Patel’s letter? For example, at one place in the letter Patel wrote:

“During the last several months, outside the Russian camp, we have practically been alone in
championing the cause of Chinese entry into the UNO, and in securing from the Americans assurances
on the question of Formosa?”

The scrutiny of historical facts suggest that Patel’s assessment of international debates on
recognition of communist China were inaccurate. Nehru was not alone in recognizing China and he was
not the only leader in the non-communist camp who was keen that the People’s Republic of China (PRC)
replace the Republic of China (ROC) in the United Nations Security Council. Such myths continue to
proliferate because very little effort goes into examining the international context in which Patel’s letter
was written and the factors that influenced Nehru’s decision.

On 2 October 1949, Mao Tse-tung, formally proclaimed at the Tiananmen Square that the “war
of the people’s liberation” was “fundamentally won” and declared that his Government was the sole
legal representative of all the people of China. This was one of the biggest geopolitical developments of
1949. The Anglo-Americans got into a huddle to discuss the implications of communist takeover of
mainland China. The British and the American views on how to deal with communist China differed.

The US Secretary of State Dean Acheson and British Foreign Secretary Ernest Bevin met to sort
out the differences. Finally, the two agreed to pursue independent China policies. The Anglo-American
views on how to deal with communist China differed mainly because London had more to lose by
distancing itself from Beijing than Washington. According to discussion in the British cabinet in late
1940s:

“The Americans had smaller commercial interests in China than the UnitedKingdom, and there
were signs that they wish to cut their losses there at an earlier stage than we should and to proceed at



once to a policy of economic warfare against the Communists.... We should discourage other
governments, particularly the Americans, from doing anything to wage economic warfare.”

The US State Department held a China Round Table from 6 to 8 October 1949 in which the
British Foreign Secretary Bevin presented his case for abandoning Chiang-Kai-Sheik in favour of
Mao-Se-tung. The sentiment that emerged from the meeting in favoured giving recognition to China and
seating it the UN. However, America differed with Britain on the timing of building diplomatic ties with
Red China.

Britain was in a hurry, its business community was putting pressure on the government to
negotiate with Mao and secure its commercial interests in Hong Kong. The British understanding was
that there was no option but to recognize China because Mao’s communist party controlled maximum
Chinese territory. As a part of its policy to remain in Mao’s good books on 7 January 1950 the British
Consul General in Beijing handed over the note to the Chinese premier Chou En-lai regarding the British
government’s decision to withdraw recognition from the Nationalists led by Chiang-Kai-Sheik.
Coincidentally Patel’s letter to Nehru was also dated 7 November.

In order to make a deal with Mao on Hong Kong, Britain also coaxed other Commonwealth
members to give diplomatic legitimacy to the new regime. India recognised China on 1 January 1950.
Pakistan did it on 4 January and Sri Lanka approved PRC on 7 January. By the end of January, almost the
entire set of commonwealth countries had legitimized the PRC’s new communist government.

Nehru recognized China a week prior to Britain not because he was a true-blue socialist eager to
hug the panda. It was mainly because he did not want to appear to be guided by Britain. According to
archival records, commenting on the right timing to announce the grant of recognition, Nehru wrote,
“Our decision will be our own, though of course we shall consult others. For us to take any action in the
wake of (Commonwealth) Foreign Ministers’ Conference, apart from the delay involved, would also
mean that we could not act independently. This might well affect our position in China.”

American Strategy on China

America was neither opposed to British overtures towards Red China nor was it opposed to the
idea of courting China to wean it away from the Soviet Union. However, the US was in no hurry because
it was engaged in the Korean War and it wanted more time to evaluate Mao’s Tito like traits.

According to the Congressional Records the American strategy was: “If we can’t talk to them
(China) we can never hope to make a Tito out of China’s communist leader Mao Se-tung- and that’s
what we want to do. “So Mr. Acheson intends to recognise China’s reds -and let them in the UN. But not
right now. He wants to let them stew awhile. He thinks we’ll get along better with them if we are a little
reluctant. And he wants to wait till the Korean War is over, so no Russian Red or any other Red will think
we gave Red China recognition under pressure as a bribe to stay out of the Korean War.”



Joseph B. Tito, Yugoslavia was the communist leader to come out of the Soviet Camp and openly
opposed Stalin. Many expected Mao — a nationalist more than a communist — to eject out of the Soviet
bloc. Causing the Sino-Soviet split became an important part of the Anglo-American grand strategy to
contain the spread of communism.

It is important to understand that in the early 1950s Britain’s influence on Indian strategic
outlook was intact. It would is naive to imagine that the MI5, the British intelligence arm vanished into
thin air after the unfurling of Indian flag at the Red Fort on 15 August 1947, and Nehru had full agency
under his command to shape India’s foreign policy. At the time of independence along with MI5 the CIA
American intelligence arm, was also well entrenched in India. The American intelligence came to India
along with 200,000 US soldiers during the second war at the invitation of a declining British empire.
From 1942-46, the CIA used the opportunity to develop links with the Indian business, bureaucratic, and
political elite.

As early as June 1949, the first Indian director of the Intelligence Bureau (IB), TG Sanjevi was on
a three-week tour of America, where he received a warm welcome at the insistence of George Kennan,
the father of Soviet containment strategy. According to Paul Michael Mc.Garr’s historical work, Sanjevi
informed his American counterparts “he frequently had to take independent action without the
knowledge of his government,” and, “regardless of the official attitude of his government, he would
welcome the continuance of . . . unofficial contacts.”

From 1947 to 1971 the American Embassy in New Delhi enjoyed the exclusive privilege having
two military planes positioned permanently at the Delhi Airport, which could be flown at will within and
outside India. Till about 1956, the US relied on old British structures to ensure that India remained
within the Anglo-American orbit and not drift away towards the communist bloc. However, they
launched their soft-power — Ford and Rockefeller Foundations — to get directly involved in India’s
nation-building processes from the early 1950s. Although India claimed non-alignment, structurally and
strategically it was aligned to the liberal international order, led by America. The approach Nehru
followed on China, in the early 1950s, was largely the British line, which had the tacit approval of
America. Post-Suez crisis, after the final demise of the European empire, Americans became more active
in influencing India’s China policy, the seeds for which had been sown in the early 1950s through
pro-American right-wingers and centrists in Indian politics, like Patel and Ram Manohar Lohia, Minoo
Masani and many others.

From 1957 onwards India did change its China policy; cooperated with America in
internationalizing the Tibet issue and adopted a more confrontationist stance against China, which led to
a futile war that only helped America to drive a wedge in the Communist bloc.

Dr Atul Bhardwaj, Honorary Research Fellow in the Department of International Politics at City,
University of London. He is the author of India-America Relations (1942-62): Rooted in the Liberal
International Order (Routledge, 2019)
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