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Introduction

India and China have been at peace since the beginning of the record. However, after the Chinese Communist Party
won the Chinese Civil War in 1949 and especially after the Republic of China annexed Tibet, the long-term peace
of both countries broke down. Notwithstanding their divergent interests in Tibet, India provided support to China
as an intermediary during the Korean War and entered the Panchsheel Accord with China in 1954. The two countries
have long sought economic cooperation, with border disputes and internal trade being the main points of
contention. Both India and China are making efforts to reform culture, politics, and economy. In recent years, China
has overtaken India as India's most important trading partner, and the two countries are working hard to strengthen
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relations and political ties. The Chinese Civil War ended in 1949 and the following year in 1950. the Chinese
government decided to use force to reassert its authority over Tibet and free the Tibetan people from Lamaism and
feudalism. Nehru told the leaders of China that India did not have any political or territorial interests in Tibet, nor
did it seck any special principles there. This was done so that India would not provoke China. In May of 1951,
Tibetan delegates signed an agreement recognising Chinese sovereignty. The agreement assumes that Tibet's social
and political leadership will remain unchanged. This agreement received support from the Indian government.
Direct negotiations between the two Asian giants that were involved in the Korean War (1950-53) began with India's
support as a mediator. The war lasted from 1950-1953. In the year 1954, India and China met in Tibet to sign an
agreement for a period of eight years called Panchsheel. This agreement outlined the fundamentals of their
relationship with one another. In the 50s, "Hindi-Chini Bhai-Bhai" was a popular slogan.

A Brief Overview of Sino-Indian Political Relations

The People's Republic of China welcomed its first embassy from a country that was not part of the Communist
bloc. That country is India. On October 1, 1949, the People's Republic of China was established, and on April 1,
1950, China and India established diplomatic relations. In 1954, India and China shared the concept of the
Panchsheel, which consisted of five principles of peace. The relationship between India and China has a history of
thousands of years of peace, but the relationship between the two countries has changed in modern times, especially
after China came to power in 1949.

In the eatly 1980s, India began to examine the possibility of repairing relations with Chinese capital. However, in
the second half of the 1980s, new events emerged that spoiled the situation. The 1986-87 military conflict in the
Sumdorong Chu valley along the LAC, where the Chinese and South Korean armies approached each other (known
as the Wangdung affair), contributed significantly. As if relations between India and China weren't tense enough, in
February 1987, India recognized the territory of Arunachal Pradesh in the northeast of the country as an
independent state. As can be seen, another important factor is that the relationship between China and the West
and the Sino-Soviet relationship continued during the period of former Soviet President Mikhail Gorbachev.There
is hope that India's pursuit of foreign policy victory in 1989 may be tainted by the next elections and allegations of
corruption in the Bofors gun.

India believes that China is ruled by a stable and effective government led by former leader Deng Xiaoping, who
approached Atal Bihari Vajpayee and Indira Gandhi when they were foreign ministers and presidents. India hopes
this will make China more open to genuine border solutions, willing to build peace and stability by building trust,
and more respect for India's integrity, and facilitating Sino-Pakistani cooperation by improving Sino-Indian
relations. among others, reducing rhetoric, resuming conference-level and other political exchanges, resuming trade
and commerce, reducing restrictions on public relations, confidence-building border measures, normalizing military
relations, and strengthening cooperation in the multilateral arena.

The 1990s were a period of economic growth in India and China. This made them more influential at the turn of
the century, and this was reflected in the way they changed international relations. How do changes in their foreign
policy affect India-China relations?

Foreign Policy Aggressiveness and Shifts in China

Scholars such as Wang Jisi and Yan Xuetong have reassessed Deng Xiaoping's Tao Guangyanghui foreign policy in
2008-2009, or "gather your strength and take your time and follow the time", which they say is essential for local
and international development. Almost everyone in China agtrees that the 2008 financial crisis exposed the West's
weakness and paved the way for China's rise. China's conflict with Japan, Vietnam, and the Philippines over the
disputed Senkaku or Diaoyu islands in the South China Sea has led to a reassessment and revision of China's country
policy. Some Chinese scholars believe that "it's bad for Beijing to hold blah, blah, blah, blah, blah, blah". According
to Yan, Deng Xiaoping's Tao Guangyang community strategy is to improve the Chinese economy and create lost
time in leadership.China has to sacrifice some long-term goals to develop its economy. China has avoided all major
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international organizations, instead emphasizing its relationship with the United States. China needs to transform
from a nation-state-oriented foreign policy to a problem-oriented foreign policy, from a policy that just keeps up
with world change, to an active influence on global change. Finding a new framework for China's foreign policy
seems to be the goal.Fen Fa You Wei, which means "striving for success," epitomizes a new way of thinking. Some
say that, compared to US foreign policy in the past, China should now pay more attention to its neighbors and shift
its foreign policy focus from relations of trust to relations of choice. The fruits of this intellectual tension came soon
after Xi took office in October 2013 and called a meeting with the public to discuss negotiations. He said the
achievement of the "bicentennial goals" and the rehabilitation of China are separate from good dialogue with
neighboring countries. To achieve common development, China should work together to promote community
diplomacy, strive to create a favorable environment for China's development, and let its neighbors benefit more
from China's development. The speech is seen as a significant change in China's fundamental principles and foreign
policy goals. According to Yen's analysis, the new principle of Strive to Be Prosperous is not to make money but to
make friends and lead the neighborhood by building strategic credibility based on common interests. This means
that China must share its economic interests with other countries and allow the surrounding regions to develop as
China develops. But China's foreign policy depends on the question of how China will interact with the United
States. When - United States Sectetary of State Hillary Clinton spoke of a "return to Asia", but many in Beijing
misinterpreted it as a plan to balance US and Chinese power in the region. China appears to be more concerned
than ever by US actions regarding restrictions in the region, not only with US partners but also with regard to the
establishment of new ties with India. Some observers in China believe this has allowed Beijing to take the initiative

and be more confident in shaping regional events.

The extent of India's role in China's foreign policy changes is an open question. This shows how the Chinese viewed
India at that time. Studies conducted in China often highlight the importance of India as a neighboring and
developing country. Chinese experts drew attention to the rise of the two countries and their interest in various
issues. Meanwhile, India and China seem to be collaborating on global issues like climate change through various
organizations such as the BRICS and the Russia-India-China trio (which includes Brazil and South Africa). Although
there are great differences between the two sides on some issues, some Chinese scholars have said that there is no
conflict between India and China. But India does not seem to be largely involved in the debates sutrounding China's
new foreign policy. In all Chinese historical documents, the United States, China, and Russia are frequently
mentioned, and Japan and the European Union are occasionally mentioned as superpowers; but India is rare. In
terms of international politics, perhaps China does not see India as an economic problem. India is not seen as a
significant partner in its relations with the United States, which is the biggest challenge to China's foreign policy.
Cooperation with India has lost hope, as China may have decided that India cannot help or hinder China's global
rise. Since both countries are considered emerging and emerging economies, this may explain why China considers
India in environmental or multilateral relations. Beijing also seems to think that India will not have a major problem
with China's international outlook and that all issues will be resolved on a case-by-case basis. China's new foreign
policy of "striving for success" has had a major impact on India, although China does not see India as a friend or a
threat to its growth path. This important achievement touches on India's main theme and main concern: China's
efforts to grow the economy around it, create a sense of pride and build a good reputation. This effort eventually
took the form of the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI). At the heatt of the problem is India's claim to Jammu and
Kashmir, and India's historical and cultural ties to the region. There is no Belt and Road discussion between China
and India. Perhaps the Chinese thought that India's plans would intetfere with the Belt and Road Initiative. It will
be more difficult for India to join the Belt and Road as China makes the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC)
a major project. China's growing assertiveness in the South China Sea has been accompanied by an increase in
Chinese People's Liberation Army (PLA) operations in Depsang (2013) and Chumar (2014), which has led to
tensions with India. Finally, China's concerns about US actions in the Indo-Pacific region are starting to affect its
relations with India. China's approach causes India to think that it should understand China's concerns and not
appreciate India's concerns. India's response to some of China's new foreign policies that seem to affect India's
interests in the region, and more, look mixed and tense in Beijing. Although the Chinese government does not want
to harm India, it believes that India's response may cause resentment towards China.
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Foreign Policy Pragmatism and Shifts in India

Most Indian experts believe that the Indian government started reviewing its foreign policy from China a decade
ago. By the late 1990s, the neutrality or equality law had become obsolete. Unlike China, India does not generally
seek new leadership or big ideas. Instead, he learned from his mistakes and made many corrections. Nuclear aircraft
were introduced during the Vajpayee government, the United States during the Manmohan Singh government, and
the ocean during the current Modi government. While some in China may not see it that way, Indian foreign policy
has always revolved around two themes: the pursuit of international independence and the promotion of appropriate
multilateralism. However, India and China's foreign policy changes are driven by many factors. While China may
not seem to be thinking about India when developing its new strategy, the country's leaders in New Delhi do think
about India a lot. Successive Indian governments deliberately pursued the goal of strengthening relations with the
United States and developing cooperation plans with China. After 1999, the Indian leadership tried to reduce the
importance of the border issue with China by introducing the LAC and creating a new special mechanism at the
political level to find a just, reasonable and harmonious solution. He continued to trade with China after the Singh
government was overthrown. In April 2005, the two countries signed an agreement on political parameters and
guidelines to resolve the India-China border dispute. India and China's decision to form a cooperative partnership
for peace and prosperity embodies the will of both countries. However, this does not mean that India is not aware
of the challenges facing the partnership. On the contrary, there is a clear understanding that India and China will
compete for a longer period of time, but this does not preclude cooperation in key areas.

From India's perspective, is China willing to cooperate with India in this period of relations? Only a few Indian
analysts see this, arguing that the Modi government has changed course and is now joining the United States.
However, the best understanding is that even during the boom years from the mid-1990s to the mid-2000s, Chinese
investment was insensitive to India's concerns. The renaming of Arunachal Pradesh as Southern Tibet shortly after
the 2005 agreement was signed may seem provocative. Also, China has restricted large loans for development in
Arunachal Pradesh.

China seems to have paid little attention to India's claims, as evidenced by the visa restriction for citizens of Jammu
and Kashmir. In 2009, months after the November 2009 Mumbai terrorist attacks, China continued to ban the
names of terrorists from UN Security Council Resolution 1267, causing it to be incredibly sensitive to issues of
public importance. Similar ideas do not believe in China's expansion in South Asia. In mid-2009, concerns about
the differential impact of corporate governance began to surface in the public. Indian security analyst Chellaney was
the first to point out that the recent conflict has spawned deep-rooted rivalry and rivalry. Using the Chinese proverb
"boiled frogs," he said, China's policy towards India is to send as few red flags as possible before setting up an equal
new one in China. At the same time, the view that China is the only major power still opposing the rise of India
began to gain attention. From the beginning, India recognized China as a great country. Also, India has always
supported China's participation in the United Nations and the World Trade Organization. Many Indian experts
believe that China has little recognition of India as a superpower.

Former leader of the People's Republic of China, Mao Zedong, desctibed India as the "tunning dog" of capitalism
and Indian Prime Minister Nehru as "a partnership of imperialism". Former Chinese president Zhou Enlai has
expressed dissatisfaction with India, saying the country is "useless" and in need of financial assistance. Although he
occasionally refers to Deng Xiaoping's comments on the century of India, China, and Asia, China's foreign trade
seems to follow this view. Ancient ideas still exist in Chinese literature that nationalism, poverty, and regionalism
will prevent India from becoming a global power. We don't care about the development after 1990. For example,
after China's policy of "teform and opening up” in the 1990s, academics in that country turned their attention from
India to the West, so there has been no recent study in India. This view is supported by the belief that China always
and will only evaluate India according to its status relative to other great powers. Mao Zedong's words to US
President Richard Nixon in November 1973 that "India has not won its freedom" sums it up perfectly. Assuming
he didn't capture England, he captured the USSR. "While discussing India-US relations with Soviet leaders in the
early 1950s, China inevitably referred to India-US relations in the early 1950s when speaking to its American
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counterparts. 1970. Although China was "out" and was with the Soviet Union in the 1950s, the Allies, and 1970s In
's it was the opposite, but that's how it is.

This shows that the foreign policy of the two countries is effective in the current situation. India and China are
beginning to disagree over the importance of each othet's larger foreign policy goals. India believes that China will
not give India the influence it desetves in global or regional affairs. Some foreign policy initiatives, such as China's
Belt and Road Initiative and its raids on the Indian Ocean, directly affect India's interests and fuel the fire. From
India's perspective, China seems to be working against India's interests. India responded by opposing Chinese plans
regarding the Belt and Road Initiative and the South China Sea, two areas where interests between the two countries
conflict. The Chinese government appeared taken aback by India's response. According to the Chinese
spokesperson, Beijing has "shown goodwill and goodwill on almost all specific issues related to Sino-Indian relations
in recent years". But Beijing has not seen the same level of generosity from New Delhi. China's foreign policy does
not matter to India as it does not have a state with global influence, according to Beijing. Experts pointed out that
China generally sees India as a developing country and neighbor. This shows that before Modi took office in mid-
2014, both sides could understand and distrust each other in the process of changing foreign policy.

As the two countries celebrate the 70th anniversary of their bilateral relations, India and China seem to be on the
brink of conflict. There are four possible outcomes: escalation to violence, peaceful coexistence, competitive
warfare, or peaceful cooperation. The current situation is not conducive to establishing partnerships. Both sides
suffered during the war. We hope that China does not pursue a complete victory. Trust is the difference between
military cooperation and peaceful relations involving cooperation and competition. There is no such thing now.
LAC in eastern Ladakh is the starting point for building trust. To restore confidence, China must be prepared to
give up hope that the border issue will be resolved independently of bilateral relations. China and India are in intense
competition. Modi's work changes the choice of engagement, the balance of power, the avoidance of attacks, and
the development of India's military strategy in the Himalayas from prevention to deterrence. Finally, India hopes to
support its own rise as a great power out of conflict with China. Therefore, there is no threat to the main interests
of India, China has decided not to. For example, India has remained silent about what China calls a "sleep camp"
in Xinjiang, where more than a million Uighurs live. Similarly, India, the world's largest democracy, disagteed with
the others in denouncing China's crackdown on pro-democracy protests in Hong Kong or China's political changes
affecting the space for political freedom.

India aims to be an important power in Asia's multi-judicial transition. Since India is not yet a superpower, the
balance of power of the wotld, the union of the great powers or China, the United States, etc. As India develops
economically and militarily, its priorities will change. India's current policy does not limit the choice of cooperation
between the US and China. Intense competition with China is the result of a control strategy that neither side could
do. Contrary to leader-driven arguments, the model described here is based on (asymmetric) power dynamics and
differences in wotldview. I have tried to show how the Modi government's Chinese policy is similar to that of the
previous Indian government. New Delhi is trying to close its energy gap with China. India's economy is growing,
but the country still has no plans to catch up with China. If this continues, India's China policy will also (albeit
seemingly prematurely) run into trouble. If it closes the gap between the past and the future, the rivalry between
India and China will heat up. Given the current situation, China and India seem to have become nuclear rivals. India
implements the concept of "waiver of checks and balances" and makes joint balances and guarantees with China.
The purpose of appeasing Beijing is to show that India's balance of power (at home and with the US and Japan) is
not intended to involve China. My emphasis on India-China strategic cooperation (including cooperation on some
issues and conflict avoidance on others) is not about recognition; about recognition. Rather, it is to avoid rapid
competition between them as asymmetrical rivals that Rajagopalan often criticizes for failing. This distrust is not
due to China's economic success. This situation was also reflected in the two countries' assessments of India's
importance compared to China, the USA, and Japan.
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Conclusion

The fact that China and India are competitive means they are in a relationship that has the potential to escalate into
conflict. As India ultimately sees the balance as a struggle for survival rather than a balance of power, its strategy is
to forge alliances with China's superior rivals (America and Japan) and thereby develop India's own potential. from
them (and from the union above). If India follows a balanced policy (cooperating with the US and Japan), the
outcome in bipolar Asia will be controlled by the US and China, with India as the third power. Although India
continues its slow rise, by applying the strategic mix described in this document, it can position itself as a major
power in many Asian countries in the medium term. Meanwhile, there are temporary military problems and other
foreign policy problems due to the tension in Sino-Indian relations until the rivalry ends.

With the negative ending competing for the positive ending, it takes political skills to solve the problems that arise.
But the negative impact of their competition can be mitigated if China and India take some steps. The New Delhi
and Beijing governments must find ways to reconcile each othet's legitimate concerns. China must first recognize
India as a major power in Asia and respect India's right to meet its own needs. At the same time, India should
recognize China as a major power in the Indian Ocean and South Asia. "There will be no Asian century" without
compromise between China and India.
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