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DIRECTOR GENERAL’S NOTE 

 

GREETING DELEGATES,  

LIVING IN THE BIGGEST DEMOCRACY IN THE WORLD, YOUNG CITIZENS LIKE ALL OF US ARE 

EXPECTED TO THRIVE THROUGH DISCUSSION. WE’RE OBLIGATED TO PUT FORTH OUR 

OPINIONS WITHOUT FEAR AND MAKE A DIFFERENCE WHILE WE STILL CAN. AT JODHAMAL 

YOUTH CONCLAVE, WE BELIEVE IN PROVIDING A PLATFORM FOR JUST THAT.  

TAKING YOU ON A JOURNEY THROUGH TIME, WITH THE RANGE OF COMMITTEES WE OFFER, 

JYC’20 AIMS TO GIVE YOU AN OPPORTUNITY TO HONE YOUR SKILLS IN ORDER TO MAKE YOU 

READY FOR THE WORLD AHEAD. OUR MOTO OF “VIDERE BONOS” MEANING “SEE GOOD” 

LIVES UP TO OUR ETHOS OF KNOWLEDGE, COURAGE AND WISDOM AND THROUGH THE 

COURSE OF THIS CONFERENCE, WE ALSO WISH FOR YOU TO LOOK BEYOND YOUR DIFFERENCES 

AND DO GOOD FOR THE WORLD.  

WE ARE THRILLED TO HOST YOUNG AND BRIGHT MINDS LIKE YOURS AT JYC’20 AND ARE 

HOPEFUL THAT THIS CONFERENCE WILL BE AS ENRICHING FOR YOU AS IT HAS BEEN FOR US.  

 

SEE YOU AT THE FALL 

 

REGARDS 

NIMISHA SHUKLA  

DIRECTOR GENERAL 
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LETTER FROM THE EXECUTIVE BOARD 

 

Dear prospective members of the Sino-Indian Investigative Tribunal, 

 

At the outset let us congratulate you upon your allotment in the Sino-Indian 

Investigative Tribunal and thereafter extend you all a very cordial welcome. Many of 

you would have participated in quite a few Indian Committees, and specifically 

speaking of Tribunal’s. But we at Jodhamal Youth Conclave’20 plan to give you an 

experience unlike any other conference. Also, for the first timers, we ensure you that 

we would be sensitive and modest towards your queries and make sure that it turns 

out to be a splendid learning experience for you.  

 

We have tried our best to give you a comprehensive and elaborate background guide, 

which will help you understand the basic nuances about the agendas. That being said, 

kindly note, that we would appreciate a creative and logical approach to the issues at 

hand. 

 

 Talking of the agendas, we have tried to come up with agenda that in the present 

scenario are fresh, imperative and hold high potentials of intense levels debating. Also 

the agenda are quite generalized and thus, we expect full scale participation from the 

delegates of our committee.  

 

We would appreciate the enthusiasm of delegates but any violation to the decorum of 

the committee would be seriously dealt with to keep the committee in order. The rules 

of procedure have also been stated in the Background Guide respectively.  

 

We wish all the delegates a warm good luck and we would love to see all of you at the 

conference acting in a way that’s different from the real politics and making sense.  

 

Regards  

 

Shaurya Sangra    Anahita Anand    Navaj Anand  

Moderator     Moderator     Moderator 
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INTRODUCTION 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In 1950, the Chinese Communist Party (CCP), winners of the 1949 Chinese Civil War, 

launched an invasion of Tibet. From Tibet's perspective, this invasion interrupted 

centuries of independent nationhood. The Chinese, meanwhile, believed they were 

simply reestablishing control of their sovereign territory, which had been wrested 

from them during the past century of foreign imperialism and precipitating civil war. 

Later, a 1959 Tibetan uprising — partly nonviolent, partly violent, and largely inspired 

and led by the CIA, was violently squashed by the Chinese. Following these events, 

the Dalai Lama fled Tibet for northern India. The Dalai Lama, who has as of yet never 

returned to Tibet, and the Tibetan Government in Exile have been based there in 

Dharamsala, India for the past half-century. In practice Tibetans enjoy minimal or zero 

autonomy, as Tibet's politics, economics, and increasingly its culture are controlled by 

Beijing. 

 

When one talks about the conflict between Tibet and China, one talks about the 

Tibetan sovereignty debate. This is essentially either of two complex and contentious 

political debates. The first is over whether Tibet should separate from China and 

become a new sovereign state; the second over whether Tibet was independent or 

subordinate to China in certain parts of its recent history.  
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HISTORY 

 

In the Tibetan view, Tibet has been an independent nation and at times a great empire 

throughout the last several centuries. In this view, Mongolian rule over Tibet ended 

with Tibet re-establishing independence, and its relationship with China thereafter 

was not one of subservience. Tibet remained independent up until the Chinese 

invasion in 1950, which is therefore illegal. 

On the other hand, the Chinese believe that Tibet's historically great empire greatly 

declined beginning in the 9th Century and then was finally and completely brought 

down by the Mongols centuries ago. Tibet then came under Chinese "suzerainty" in 

the 18th Century, and it remained under Chinese administration until the late 19th 

Century when Great Britain invaded Tibet, wanting to control Tibet as a buffer 

between China and British India.  

 

Moreover, China contends that Britain created the fantasy of an "independent Tibet", 

for this purpose of creating a buffer between China and British India. China then 

reclaimed Tibet when Britain came preoccupied with a rising Germany, and 

effectively gave Tibet back to China via a 1907 treaty. China was finally able to re-

establish control over Tibet when it emerged from foreign imperialism and civil war 

in the middle of the 20th Century. 

These competing claims are still debated in academic and policy making circles. 

However, Dickinson states that "Tibetans, by virtue of their lack of participation in the 

larger community during the first half of the twentieth century, by their failure to 

participate in international 

organizations such as the League of 

Nations, and by their failure to 

modernize, have been unable to mount a 

convincing case to establish that Tibet 

was an independent state at the time of 

the 1950 Chinese occupation." 

 

 In fact, neither the United States nor any 

other major country recognizes Tibet as independent; they all recognize Chinese 

sovereignty over Tibet. "As a result, China has been able to maintain its occupation 

and assert that Tibet was historically part of its territory, relying on other states not to 

interfere in its domestic affairs on a basis of territorial integrity." 
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Chinese concerns over its security and sovereignty represent another core cause of the 

conflict in Tibet. The Chinese see themselves as victims of foreign imperialism 

especially during the century of humiliation, which remains fresh in their minds and 

therefore feels that they must take (what others see as) a hard-line stance on 

sovereignty issues in places like Tibet.  

 

If Tibet became independent, it could inspire similar succession movements in 

Xinjiang, Inner Mongolia, and Taiwan. These areas not only make up significant 

border territories as well as buffers against foreign influence but also are central to the 

Chinese sense of identity which had been devastated in the last two centuries, given 

the China's once proud, imperial past. Moreover, China views the Dalai Lama, 

perhaps unfairly, as a "splittist" that could spark "Color Revolutions" throughout 

China. 

U.S. policies have thus far not helped the situation. The CIA's 1950s and 1960s 

involvement in Tibet as well as the George W. Bush administration's belligerent anti-

China policy (especially early in President Bush's tenure) have reinforced China's 

sovereignty fears. 

 

 Moreover, recent U.S. policies have not only failed to moderate Chinese policy but 

have also inspired Tibetan exiles to keep lobbying for independence. Because of this, 

U.S. action on Tibet has tended to exacerbate China's fears that the United States is 

trying to destabilize China. This reality weakens the position of those Chinese willing 

to work with Tibetans, strengthens the hard-liners, and does nothing to actually help 

the Tibetan cause. 
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TIMELINE: 

 

1935 – The man who will later become the 14th Dalai Lama is born to a peasant family 

in a small village in Tibet. 

 

1949 – Mao Zedong proclaims the founding of the People’s Republic of China (PRC), 

a communist state born out of a brutal and bloody civil war. Zedong threatens Tibet 

with “liberation”. 

 

1950 – The Dalai Lama, now aged 15, officially becomes head of state. 

 

1951 – Tibetan leaders are forced to sign a treaty dictated by China. The treaty, known 

as the “Seventeen Point Agreement”, professes to guarantee Tibetan Autonomy and 

to respect the Buddhist religion but also allows the establishment of Chinese civil and 

military headquarters at Lhasa (Tibet’s capital). The Chinese government regards the 

Seventeen Point Agreement as a legal contract that was mutually welcomed by both 

governments and by the Tibetan people.  

 

However, the Tibetan people – including the 14th Dalai Lama – consider it invalid and 

as having been signed under duress. The Seventeen Point Agreement and its 

interpretation is one of the central themes of the Tibet-China debate.  

 

1950s– Gradually mounting resentment against Chinese rule leads to outbreaks of 

armed resistance. 

 

1959 – Full-scale uprising breaks out in Lhasa. 

Tens of thousands die when the Chinese brutally 

suppress resistance. The 14th Dalai Lama and 

most of his ministers flee to India; some 80,000 

Tibetans follow him.  

 

 

 

1965 – Chinese government establishes Tibetan Autonomous Region (TAR). The TAR 

is essentially the area of Tibet within the People’s Republic of China. It is the second-

largest and least densely populated provincial-level division of China. 
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1966 – Mao Zedong’s Cultural Revolution reaches Tibet and results in the destruction 

of a large number of monasteries and cultural artefacts. A socio-political movement 

set into motion by Mao Zedong, the Cultural Revolution’s stated goal was to preserve 

communist ideology in the country by purging remnants of capitalist and traditional 

elements and to re-impose Maoist 

thought as the dominant ideology. During these 10 years, 1.2 million Tibetans were 

worked, starved or beaten to death.  The Cultural Revolution was one of the bloodiest 

chapters in world history, let alone Chinese history, and cemented a bloodstained 

divide between the Tibetan People and the Chinese. 

 

1987 – The 14th Dalai Lama calls for the establishment of Tibet as a zone of peace and 

continues to seek dialogue with China, with the aim of achieving genuine self-rule for 

Tibet within China. 

 

1988 – China imposes martial law after riots break out. 1989 – The 14th Dalai Lama is 

awarded the Nobel Prize for Peace. 

 

1993 – Talks between China and the Dalai Lama break down 

 

2007 – The Dalai Lama hints at a break with the centuries-old tradition of selecting his 

successor, saying the Tibetan people should have a role in the process. He voices 

support for Tibet’s political leadership to be democratically elected. 

 

2008 – Anti-China protests escalate into the worst violence Tibet has seen in 20 years, 

five months before Beijing hosts the Olympic Games. Pro-Tibet activists in several 

countries focus world attention on the region by disrupting progress of the Olympic 

torch relay. In response to the Chinese government’s response, the 14th Dalai Lama 

says he has lost hope of reaching an agreement with China about the future of Tibet. 

He suggests that his government-in-exile could now harden its position towards 

China. 
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POLICY ADAPTATION 

 

Since the communist takeover of China in 1949, the critical challenges for the 

Communist Party of China (CPC) have been regime stability and internal unrest. The 

stability of the regime and its related legitimacy aspect depended to a large extent on 

the ideology of communism in the days of Mao Tse Tung.  

 

Communism provided the belief system that rallied people around the regime. Since 

1979, communism has however taken a back seat with the economic liberalization 

policies. As a result, the CPC has to now depend on another more entrenched 

emotional category, nationalism, deeply associated with the idea of China’s historical 

great power status in the world, in order to legitimize its rule in China.  

 

To be sure, the Chinese conception of nationalism is intertwined with historical beliefs 

especially its encounter with the West and Japan Known popularly as the “century of 

humiliation”, China’s defeat at the hands of Western powers and Japan deeply 

affected its notions of dignity and self-image. 

 

 The narrative of the “century of humiliation” starts with China’s defeat in the First 

Opium War, the British acquisition of Hong Kong in 1842, the 19th century unequal 

treaties with the British and the Japanese, and the war of resistance against the 

Japanese in the 1930s and 1940s.  

 

Consequently, an ‘aggrieved nationalism’ has now developed, which hopes to revert 

China’s status from being a second-tier power to global prominence.  Thereby, China’s 

grand strategic goal is to improve China’s international position by building upon its 

comprehensive national power.  This is operationalized by strengthening its military 

and its economy, settling its territorial disputes, and reclaiming Taiwan.   

 

China’s conception of threats from the outside world gives greater emphasis to 

humiliation threats rather than the military balance of power. Feelings of nationalism 

were higher amongst the members of the masses than the party workers. The people 

tend to be more nationalistic on issues like Japan and Tibet than the party workers.   

 

This aspect played out during the March 2008 Tibetan protests. While the West largely 

described the official state response against the Tibetan protests and the Dalai Lama 

as top-down nationalism fed to the Chinese people by the CPC, there was little 
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reporting on the fact that most of the Chinese outrage at the Tibetan protests were 

coming from the common masses and Chinese diasporas abroad. 

 

 In fact, the outrage on the web labelled the Western media as biased, and vehemently 

asserted that Tibet is an integral part of China. Significantly, the mass nationalists 

accused Beijing of being too soft while defending China’s core interests. Prior to the 

2008 Olympics, millions took to the web to condemn what they termed as “biased” 

foreign media reporting against China with regard to issues of human rights in Tibet.  
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THE INDIA CONNECTION 

 

“I am living in India for the past 58 years and 

hence, I am a son of India. In the field of 

secularism there is no other country like India. 

When I was in Tibet my thoughts were narrow. 

But when I moved out of my homeland and came 

to India, I developed a broader thought about 

Tibet as well as about the entire world.”  

– The 14th Dalai Lama.  

 

Tibet has always been a thorn in the side of Sino-Indian relations. India’s harbouring 

of the Dalai Lama and more than 150,000 Tibetan refugees has always evoked an angry 

response from China. 

 

Former Prime Minister Jawaharlal Nehru agreed to provide all assistance to the 

Tibetan refugees to settle in India until their eventual return. The Tibetan diaspora 

maintains a government in exile in Himachal Pradesh, which coordinates political 

activities for Tibetans in India.  

 

The Tibetan government-in- exile functions from McLeod Ganj, a suburb of 

Dharamsala. In 1960, the Government of Mysore (Karnataka) allotted nearly 3,000 

acres of land for the first ever Tibetan exile settlement, Lugsung Samdupling. A few 

years later, many more settlements came into being in Karnataka, making it the state 

with the largest Tibetan refugee population. Other Indian states have also provided 

land for Tibetan refugees.  

 

 

While India’s role in the rehabilitation of Tibetan refugees has been criticised by 

China, it has drawn praise from international bodies and human rights groups. A 

detailed analysis of international resolutions and recognition of Tibet can be read here. 
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CHINA’S CLAIMS ON INDIAN TERRITORY 

 

China’s territorial claim on the Indian state of Arunachal Pradesh has been a major 

bone of contention between India and China. China bases it claim on the argument 

that historical ties existed between the Tawang monastery in Arunachal Pradesh and 

the Lhasa monastery. Hence, the Chinese logic is that given Tibet is now part of China, 

Arunachal Pradesh should form a part of it. Both countries fought a border war in 

Arunachal Pradesh in 1962 and the situation remains unpleasant due to repeated 

Chinese foreign office statements reiterating the claim. 

 

 In the light of this backdrop, three drivers of uncertainty with a direct bearing on the 

territorial claim are elaborated upon, namely, Chinese regime stability and 

nationalism; the Tibet factor; and internal developments in Arunachal Pradesh. 

 

The India-China border dispute covers the 3,488 km-long Line of Actual Control 

(LAC). While China claims Arunachal Pradesh as South Tibet, India asserts that the 

dispute covers Aksai Chin area which was occupied by China during the 1962 war. 

The two sides have so far held 19 rounds of talks with Special Representatives to 

resolve the boundary dispute. 

"The South Tibet region is located alongside China's southwestern border and India's 

north-eastern border where Sino-Indian border disputes are cantered,"  

It claimed that India "abruptly announced that it was officially designating the region 

as 'Arunachal Pradesh' but the Chinese government has neither recognized India's 

occupation of the region, nor the legitimacy of the province". 
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WHAT LIES IN THE FUTURE FOR TIBET? 

 

 

“Any relationship between Tibet and China will have to be based on the principle of equality, 

respect, trust and mutual benefit.”  

– The 14th Dalai Lama, 1989. 

 

 The future course of Tibet-China relations is directly linked to China’s response to the 

continuing human rights violations in Tibet, the status of the Dalai Lama and the over 

150,000 Tibetan refugees around the world and the controversy of the 11th Panchen 

Lama. 

 

 As things stand, if there will be a 15th Dalai Lama he could very well be chosen by 

the Chinese government-installed 10th Panchen Lama. This would mean that the 

Chinese government will have a stranglehold on Tibetan Buddhism and play the next 

Dalai Lama as a puppet. 

 

 On the other hand, the 14th Dalai Lama has indicated that he might be the last one. 

He wants the process to be democratized; he wants the Tibetan people to elect their 

next leader. By doing this, the Dalai Lama hopes to limit the role of the Beijing-

controlled Panchen Lama.  

 

But there is a risk to this method as well – Tibet is under control of communist China, 

and communist China is not known for fair and free elections. Either way, the Tibetan 

people continue to suffer human rights abuses every day in Tibet. Meanwhile, the 

thousands of Tibetans living outside their homeland continue to dream of a day when 

they could return to a Tibet free of strife and conflict, let alone a free Tibet. 
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ENDNOTE 

 

The Tibet issue remains a source of conflict and controversy in China and around the 

world. The differing perspectives of the Tibetans and the Chinese government in 

terms of the history of Tibet and the benevolence of Chinese governance there make 

resolving the impasse extremely difficult, even for the most enlightened and 

committed mediator.  

 

The United States and the rest of the international community must begin to treat this 

issue with the urgency it deserves. Escalation in the conflict between Tibet and China 

could cause great suffering not only among Tibetans but also could put China on a 

path of confrontation with the West potentially leading to a new "Cold War. 

 

 Meanwhile, if the United States and its allies are able to help Tibetans and Chinese 

reconcile their differences, not only might Tibetans enjoy peace and self-determination 

but China might also become a responsible global power that respects even embodies 

human rights and democratic values. 
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RULES OF PROCEDURE 

 

The rules of procedures for the Sino-Indian Investigative Tribunal are as follows:  

• The committee will be bilingual and no other language besides Hindi and English 

would be entertained. All the documentation and paper work to be strictly in English. 

 • This committee will not completely adhere to parliamentary rules of procedure. 

Procedure is subject to circumstantial change(s).  

 

QUORUM: 

 

• The quorum signifies the minimum number of delegates who need to be present in 

order  to open Session for the debate. 

 • The quorum is met when at least one-third of all delegates registered are present at 

the committee session. The quorum shall be verified at the beginning of each session 

by the Roll Call. 

 

SETTING THE AGENDA: 

 

• Setting the agenda is the first step to be considered by the committee. 

 

• The motion in order to put a topic area on the agenda should be made first. This 

motion requires a second. In case there is no opposition to the motion, the motion is 

considered to be adopted. 

 

• After the exhaustion of the Speaker´s List, the Committee will immediately vote on 

the motion. For this vote, which is procedural, the simple majority is required for the 

motion to pass. In the case that the motion fails to pass, the Committee will 

automatically adopt the second topic, i.e. the inversed order of the topics will be 

introduced. 
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DEBATE:  

 

The three modes of Debate can be introduced during committee sessions would be: 

 

1. Formal Debate (General Speaker´s List) 

2. Moderated Caucus 

3. Un-Moderated Caucus 

 

Upon setting the agenda, the Speaker´s List is open- either in the discretion of Chairs 

or by delegates proposing a Motion to Open Speaker´s List. 

 

1. SPEAKER´S LIST: 

 

i. The General Speaker´s List shows the order of speakers for the topic being 

on agenda and is open for the whole duration of the discussion. 

 

ii. Once the Speaker´s List is open, any delegate can be added to the 

Speaker´s List  

 

iii. The delegate already added to the Speaker´s List cannot be added for the 

second time. Once the delegate makes his speech, he/she can submit a 

request to be put on the Speaker´s List again. The delegate can also 

withdraw himself from the Speaker´s List by sending a note to the Chairs. 

 

iv. Speaking time for the General Speaker´s List is set to 90 seconds. The time 

limit can be altered by a Motion to Change the Speaker´s Time. 

 

v. If there is a motion adopted altering the mode of the debate, the general 

Speaker´s List shall be suspended for the duration of the motion and shall 

be resumed afterward. 

 

vi. Once the Speaker´s List is exhausted, the debate is considered closed and 

the Committee automatically moves into the voting procedure on the 

Moderated Caucus within the set topic or an Un-Moderated Caucus. 

 

2. MODERATED CAUCUS: 
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i. The moderated caucus is aimed to facilitate and accelerate the discussion 

on the issues deemed as essential and critical for the topic on agenda.  

 

ii. The motion for the moderated caucus can be introduced by any of the 

delegates once the Floor is open for Points and Motions. The delegate shall 

specify the total time of the Motion (not exceeding 20 minutes), individual 

speaker´s time for each of the delegates (not exceeding the speaker´s time 

set for the general Speaker´s List) and the purpose of the Motion. The 

purpose, i.e. the topic of the Motion shall be connected to the issue currently 

being discussed on the agenda and shall be more particular that the general 

topic of the discussion. 

 

iii. A Simple Majority of the quorum is required for the motion to pass. In case 

that there are being more Moderated Caucuses proposed, the Committee 

will vote upon them in descending order according to the total time of the 

Caucus (i.e. from the longest to the shortest) as set by the Chairs. 

 

iv. In case that the delegate will not take advantage of whole allotted time 

assigned to him/her, the remaining time and the floor is being yielded to 

the Chairpersons automatically. During Moderated Caucus delegate 

cannot yield his time to other delegations or inquiries. 

 

v. If no delegates are wishing to speak, the Moderated Caucus may be closed 

at the discretion of Chairpersons and the Committee will return back to the 

general Speaker´s List. 

 

vi. A Moderated Caucus can be extended twice as long as the total time of the 

Caucus does not exceed the timeframe of the previous one. 

 

vii. The Motion can be ruled out of order at the discretion of the Chairs- such 

decision is not a subject to appeal. 
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3. UNMODERATED CAUCUS (INFORMAL DEBATE): 

 

i. Un-moderated Caucus is the most informal out of all forms of debate, 

during which delegates are able to discuss freely all issues with other 

delegations, lobby for their interests, resolve difficult questions about the 

topic on the agenda and create working papers and resolutions. 

 

ii. The motion for Un-moderated caucus can be introduced by any of the 

delegates once the Floor is open for Points and Motions. The delegate shall 

specify the purpose of the motion and shall state the total time of the motion 

(not exceeding 30 minutes). 

 

iii. A Simple Majority of the quorum is required for the motion to pass. In case 

that there are being more Un-moderated Caucuses proposed, the 

committee will vote upon them in descending order according to the total 

time of the Caucus (i.e. from the longest to the shortest) as set by the Chairs. 

An Un-moderated Caucus can be extended twice as long as the total time 

of the Caucus does not exceed the timeframe of the previous one. 

 

iv. The Motion can be ruled out of order at the discretion of the Chairs- such 

decision is not a subject to appeal. 

.  

POINTS: 

 

The SIIT follows the same points as the official UNA-USA procedures. They are: 

 

1. Point of Personal Privilege:  

During the discussion of any matter, a delegate   may raise a Point of Personal 

Privilege, and the Chair shall immediately address the point. A Point of 

Personal Privilege must refer to a matter of personal comfort, safety and/or well 

being of the members of the committee.  

 

 

 

2. Point of Order:  

During the discussion of any matter, a delegate may raise a Point of Order and 

the Chair shall immediately consider the request. This may also relate to a 
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factual inaccuracy in any Delegate’s speech and to that extent, this point is not 

disruptive but the delegate may raise this point after the completion of the 

speech by the delegate.  

 

3. Point of Information (question to other delegates):  

After a delegate gives a speech, and if the delegate yields their time to Points 

of Information, one Point of Information (a question) can be raised by delegates 

from the floor. The speaker will be allotted the remainder of his or her speaking 

time to address Points of Information. Points of Information are directed to the 

speaker and allow other delegations to ask questions in relation to speeches 

and resolutions. Follow up questions will be allowed only at the discretion of 

the chair. 

 

4. Point of Parliamentary Enquiry:  

A delegate may raise a Point of Parliamentary Inquiry to request clarification 

of the present procedural status of the meeting. A Point of Parliamentary 

Enquiry may never interrupt a speaker. 

 

SUBSTANTIVE CHITS: 

 

Some Delegates would want to add more points to their Speech so they can send in 

Substantive Chits to the Executive Board. Delegates would be allowed only 1 

substantive chit to be sent on each speech in the Moderated Caucus. 

 

Example: 

 SUBSTANTIVE CHIT 

FROM:  

 

POINTS: 

1.  

2. 

3. 

 

CONCLUSION: 

 


