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Abstract 

India and Nepal are two neighbouring countries of 
the Indian subcontinent. They share prolonged multi-
dimensional and multi-faceted golden bilateral relationship. 
However, recently some misunderstanding regarding their 
mutual border has broken out at a specific point. This article is 
an endeavour to highlight the political concerns of the problem 
from geopolitical stand point. 
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Objective 

The objective of this article is to discuss the 
contextual changes of relation between India and Nepal and its 
impact across the nations and their adjacent countries; with 
some probable solution of the problematic scenario from 
personal view. 

 
Methodology 

This is a burning contemporary issue. For the sake of 
our study various secondary sources viz, newsletters, reports 
available in online news desks of different national and 
international media, published expert opinion and maps of 
different time from different sources has been studied. It 
helped to judge and supplement the critical geopolitical 
scenario of the space profoundly.  

 
Introduction 

The countries of Indian subcontinent differ from each 
other in various respects. Such difference in notion is a 
fundamental pillar of their national interest. Sometimes it 
influences the socio-political scenario too much and conflict 
breaks out after it clashes with the geo-political fault lines. In 
spite of such empirical difference, they follow a typical classic 
doctrine of nationalism and sovereignty at every nook and 
corner within their national entity, full to its brim along the 
international border. Eventually the border area acquires much 
sensitivity. De facto, this is the root of competing territorial 
nationalism although what we discern at the back of the 
trouble and have compounded it, is not enlightened 
nationalism of new Nepal but sort of its aggravated anti-India 
posture, largely a by-product of structural asymmetry in South 
Asia, fuelled by growing Nepali tilt towards China.  The 
Kalapani dispute, that have emerged recently mainly between 
India and Nepal, is a much-debated issue in this context. 

 

Indices of friendly diplomatic relation between India and 
Nepal 

India and Nepal share a very deep friendly bi-lateral 
relationship. The Nepali population is a significant proportion 
of the Indian population composition. It not only indicates the 
variety of ethnicity and distinction of the ethnic group but also 
signifies tradition of ancestral cultural linkage. So, the 
anthropo-geographical boundary between India and Nepal is 
genetically a subsequent boundary. Here the uniqueness of 
Nepali ethnicity (mainly, their language and culture; historical 
tradition and religion subordinately) has played a vital role for 
boundary determination. In later section the evolution of 
Nepal as a nation-sate will be mentioned. 

 
International trading or business between India and 

Nepal is a globally acclaimed distinctive traditional 
international trading. Even the ports of India feed Nepal round 
the year. Moreover, pipeline transportation between India and 
Nepal and a project of connecting India and Nepal through 
Railway is in process. 

 
The Gorkha regiment of the Indian Army is a strong 

wing of it. It may be noted that, the chief of the Army staff of 
the Indian army is the honorary commander-in-chief of the 
Nepali army and vice versa. These are some notable indices of 
high level friendly mutual understanding between India and 
Nepal. 

 
 In fact, they also have experienced a phase of bitter 

experience in the past as in 2015 when the proceedings at the 
land transit points of Indo-Nepal border got interrupted. The 
present phase is another one following that of 2015. In that 
sense, the present problem is not an exception although such 
friction seems awkward after a meaningful visit to Nepal by 
India’s foreign minister S Jaishankar in August 2019. 
According to some experts, as the present government of 
Nepal follows communism, it has natural bias towards 
Chinese orientation. Still, it should not be too big issue to pose 
a cold war like syndrome in India-Nepal relations. Though the 
minister of Defence of Nepal, Ishwar Pokharel has sought for 
war and the ‘Kathmandu Post’ has entitled India’s action as 
the ‘Cartographic War’. 

 
The ‘Cartographic War’ 

With the publication of new political map of India by 
the Survey of India in 2019, delineating the boundary of the 
Ladakh and the Jammu & Kashmir, this dispute sprang again 
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to occupy the centre-stage of Indo-Nepal relations (Map-1; 
New). However, the Surveyor General of India has stated that 
the international boundaries of India have remained 
unchanged. Nepal has accused India for showing the Kalapani 
within the Indian Territory, claiming it as their landmass. 
However, till the last year there was no such allegation against 
India by Nepal of depicting their area as Indian area. 
Moreover, it may be noted here that the Supreme Court of 
Nepal has flagged the matter. It indicates how emphatic and 
emotive the issue from the aspect of Nepal is and it has the 
potentiality to inflame nationalism in Nepal to further harden 
its stand vis-à-vis India.   

 
Recently Nepal has published their new (revised) 

map where the said area along with other two areas has been 
depicted within the Nepali territory (Map-2; New). They are 
very much confident and assertive about the contour of the 
new map. 

 
According to them, they have just revised their map 

to amend the historical error. Noticeably however, they are 
approving the document after its publication. Even though, the 
approval of any official document is generally the prior phase 
of its publication. Moreover, Nepal is amending their 
constitution to approve the new map. Moreover, they are 
sending their latest map for the UN approval by mid-August 
2020 (However, the UNO is quite reluctant to approve the 
document yet).  

 
Where 98% of the border issue has been resolved 

through diplomatic dialogues, and concrete precision is going 
on, such promptitude on behalf of Nepal for the rest part of the 
border has every chance to embitter Indo-Nepal relations 
because ultra-nationalist groups of Nepal could highjack the 
issue to foment xenophobic tension.  

 
It is, in fact, a serious agendum of current bilateral 

dialogue between India and Nepal. India is eager to dismiss 
the case but mutually acceptable solution is yet to be arrived 
at. At this moment such unilateral moves by Nepal has made 
the case overtly problematic. 

 
In this regard if we accept the statement of the 

Surveyor General of India regarding India’s international 
border as true then the area of the Indian entity remains 
unchanged. But if we accept the report of the Kathmandu Post 
as correct then it seems that Nepal has lost a tiny portion of its 
territory. On the contrary, as the global totality of landmass is 
constant, then Nepali invasion within India eventually stands 
true. 

 
The instance of Kashmir and Ladakh region may be 

taken into account. Here India is depicting her true territorial 
border since independence as it should be legally, that remains 
constant till date. However, the other countries are 
continuously revising their maps to depict their occupancy. 

Nepal has acted like the other countries never before. It should 
be kept in mind that the truce lines can never be treated as the 
permanent boundary of any country. Because it may change its 
direction anytime anyhow and there is no such Indo-Nepal 
truce line. This is actually a ‘Cartographic War’ initiated by 
Nepal, accusing India for the guilt that she has done, probably 
to turn the burden of her own guilt over India to receive global 
sympathy. 

 
Another instance on this point is the newly published 

map of Pakistan (Map-3; New). It shows parts of the Indian 
state Gujarat as their territory, besides the disputed region. 
They published their map after the publication of the Nepali 
map. So, there might be some connection between the two. 
But it may be remembered that the parties share a prehistoric 
and pro-historic singularity. The result of the war of the 
Kukshetra on behalf of the Kauravas for the unethical 
determination of Duryodhan of not giving the Pandavas even 
the point of land that the tip of a needle can hold without war 
in the Mahabharata may be recalled in this concern. 

 
In spite of having a strong defence troop, India has 

never occupied any portion of other countries. However, other 
neighbouring countries, especially Pakistan to the north is 
encroaching Indian land and moreover transferring its 
governance to another country. 

 
The site and geo-strategic situation of Kalapani 

The geometric location of Kalapani is 30.214oN, 
80.984oE. It is mere a mathematical value of the spot. 
Actually, the region has diverse relative location values. This 
plateau-like tri-junction among India, Nepal and China 
contains the Lipu-Lekh Pass (Map-4;1] &2]). This pass is not 
only an international economic corridor but also a passage for 
pilgrims. 

 
The lake Manas Sarovar and the Kailash Mountain 

are traditionally considered to be the realization of heavenly 
abode in different religious faiths that sprang from India. 
Hence, the ways that connect the location with the rest of the 
world have profound religious significance that goes beyond 
the economic approach. The Lipu-Lekh Pass is one of these 
ways (Map 4; I]). As the Manas-Kailash shrine falls under the 
territory of Tibetan China, spiritual significance, international 
trading and political understanding go hand in hand to 
heighten the importance throughout the way. 

 
Historical Foundation of the Issue 

Since 1768-1769 A.D. Nepal is carrying on its crucial 
role of an independent buffer country between India and 
China. However, it is one of its fundamental points to maintain 
its sovereign existence although in the post-globalization 
period a tendency towards territorial nationalism is both a sort 
of reaction and at the same time, it might become a trigger to 
create sort of assertiveness for further expansionist claim. In 
his ‘organic theory of state’ Ratzel (1897 A.D.) opines that 
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every state wants to extend its area. It represents the view of 
areal extension of assimilated nationalism. Every country, by 
and large, follows the theory by any means. Thus, 
determination of boundary is very crucial factor for the 
projection of national concern. Nepal negotiated its north-
western border with India considering the Sarda or Kali or 
Mahakali river as their international boundary with ‘The 
Treaty of Sagouli, in 1816 A.D.’ This is to mention here that 
the present border line got its present form entirely in 1858 
A.D. (Sen & Sengupta,2011:169) India is just continuously and 
scrupulously following the border since then. China also 
nodded to the fact. According to the document, west of the 
river is India’s and east of the river goes to Nepal, and China 
possesses the north-eastern bank of the river. Thus, the Indo-
Nepal border became a compound boundary. 

 
Determination of boundary is a political issue and 

often political interest-driven negotiations act as a spur to 
augment the importance of the river manifold. This is but one 
instance in this arena. Of course, any river can be treated as a 
marker of distinct political border but the problem arises due 
to remarkable natural shift of river. Owing to such natural 
shifting of river, difficulties to delineate the international 
border may arise with the time that obviously has potential to 
produce the so-called inter-state cartographic tension. This is 
the base problem of the Kalapani dispute. Given the strategic 
importance of the location of LipuLekh pass, Kalapani is the 
root of the problem. 

 
Strategic Questions 
Strategic benefit of India 

The strategic function of Lipu-Lekh is another aspect 
of the problem of the same dispute. It has been stated that the 
Lipu-Lekh joins India and China just by the side of Nepal. 
After the end of the Sino-Indian border conflict of 1962 both 
of the parties consented to open the pass, perhaps relegating 
the position of the third-party Nepal. Moreover, the Indo-
Tibetan Border Police is controlling the region. Nepal also has 
a military base there. 

 
The Lipu-Lekh route leading to the Manas Sarovar 

via Kalapani is not a new route. Previously pilgrims used to 
trek towards the shrine through this track. India’s Border 
Roads Organization just has developed the Manas-Kailash 
road and constructed 80 km all-weather motorable metalled 
road from Ghatibargah in Uttarakhand to Lipu-Lekh link road. 
With the inauguration of the road, it seems the hidden 
opposition by Nepal against India got recharged. Apparently, 
however, the new construction does not warrant any dispute 
since it falls within the western part of the Kali river; 
astonishingly Nepal is objecting. Hence, in all probability the 
issue is now being used as a calculated gambit for political 
gain.  

 
 It can be noted at this point that the accessibility of 

the region from Indian side eventually has been increased due 

to this development and India can be said now to occupy some 
advantage by the road construction to sustain strategic Indian 
control at Kalapani. At the same time India will enjoy 
economic and spiritual gain through this route. So, registering 
protest by Nepal has nothing to do with objective facts but its 
mindset shows aggressiveness born of perceived jealousy 
towards India. As it is a tri-junction, China in all probability 
also suffers from similar envy for its ultimate intent would be 
only to consume the facility and to impose own strategic 
control. 

 
Imposing and sustaining strategic control at any 

plateau region is a boon for any country, but opportunity is 
scarce. So, the triumphant would always be reluctant to retreat 
from such a strategic space. So, there is no question of leaving 
India’s control of the road lest the vacuum is filled by China’s 
forward strategy which would be antithetical to India’s 
security perspective. 

 
The Chinese interest 

Since past few years China is acting with aggressive 
attitude to keep strategic command across the South and South 
East Asia either martially or economically. As India is an 
Asian giant next to China, situating close by, the latter may 
use the hassle to provoke Nepal against India to gratify self-
interest. Similarity of political idealism between China and 
Nepal might also create much room for China. A section of 
experts of international relationship has detected Nepal’s 
obvious orientation towards China although that has much to 
do with changing regional balance. Now China would be more 
interested to provoke Nepal to lay irrational claim on 
LipuLekh because if the pressure thus mounted on India gets 
conceded, then such development would certainly weaken 
India, strategically. Besides, another road from Leh to Daulat 
Beg Oldi has been constructed by India, where only 17-18 KM 
distance remains to be constructed to reach the Karakoram 
Pass (Map-4; C]). This is another matter for China to worry.  

 
Recently a case of conflict between the Chinese and 

Indian army personnel along the Line of Actual Control 
(LAC) and the McMohan Line has been reported. So, the 
probability of covert Chinese influence in Kalapani matter 
cannot be overruled altogether. According to reports, China 
has already started to capture Nepali land crossing their border 
and also created PLA base at the tri- junction recently. It 
justifies the Indian prediction.   

 
According to scholars, China purposely wants to keep 

India anxious with the northern front to focus away India’s 
attention and concerned pre-occupation to fight the health 
emergency that broke out in China first and also to divert 
wider attention of media and global civil society from other 
international issues like the new security law to crackdown 
protests in Hong Kong or the scathing charge of blatant human 
rights violations in the Uighur majority province of Xinjiang 
or the practice of “wolf warrior” diplomacy abroad or using 
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Huawei for veiled espionage etc. which China is facing 
internationally. 

 
In this context if Nepal begins to agitate and militate 

against the old bogey of India’s hegemonic design of 
connectivity development, it must be a gifted opportunity for 
China to mould the Nepali sentiment further in their favour. 
Moreover, apparently it would be easier for China to give it a 
semblance that China is sparing no pains to work with India in 
trying to solve their bi-lateral disputes regarding strategic 
control, peacefully. Bilateral dialogues at diplomatic and 
lieutenant general level in this affair started on 6th June, 2020. 
Yet the outcome is not up to the mark, rather the Chinese are 
following more or less a strategy of ‘war of attrition’ by 
strengthening their military troop position surrounding the 
Indian Ladakh area, even after quite a few rounds of bilateral 
meetings at various levels. 

 
Nepal’s Buffer Stake 

In spite of exploring every means from intensive 
diplomacy to war, no state is absolutely fearless about its 
territorial existence. The Buffer states however enjoy 
protection from the neighbouring big countries and nominate 
their protectorate time and again on one hand; it confirms 
existence of Buffer states, in alarming time so that none can 
capture the Buffer state in spite of having probability and 
potential on the other hand.  
 

Reports about the Nepal-China dispute regarding 
Mount Everest is also a hot cake now. China has claimed that, 
the tallest mount of the World (from MSL), Mt. Everest is 
under their territory. Though, in fact, it is situated at the border 
of the China and Nepal.  

 
Now if we go back to the initiation of the unilateral 

Nepali proceedings toward Indo-Nepal border demarcation 
exercise it may be recalled that according to news reports 
during the period of the cartographic war between India and 
Nepal, the latter also made written application to India to 
sustain their international business relation because Nepal was 
affected by the economic recession due to the pandemic; 
moreover its border row with India started affecting import of 
Palm oil from Malaysia via Indian ports. So, Nepal’s plea to 
India and its assertive and unilateralist posture to Indo-Nepal 
border were contradictory. It indicates Nepal’s stake as a real 
buffer state, which should objectively stand firm at the middle 
position to sustain her independent stay, rejecting any 
influence of the big brothers surrounding her. Thus, Nepal is 
actually buttressing its position in this disputed area so that no 
country can undermine its spatial or geo-political significance. 
In this situation, it seems therefore that Nepal is raising its 
card of protest vis-à-vis India with some logic as a buffer state.  

 
Tourism: an economic factor 

Tourism is a potential area in the agenda of Nepal’s 
development in which much leaves to be desired due to its 

natural beauty. Besides, there is significant scope of drawing 
pilgrims because many Hindu shrines are located at the areas 
of very high altitude at the backdrop of pleasant mountainous 
range. Nepal is endowed and enriched with this virtue. This is 
a continuous source of their national exchequer. Shri 
Pashupatinath is a very famous Hindu shrine of Nepal.  

 
It has been stated earlier that India and Nepal share a 

profound business relationship whereby India stands 
committed to “provide preferential access to Nepalese goods 
and products to the Indian market” and in turn, urges Nepal 
“to work towards creating an investor-friendly and enabling 
business environment” favourable to India. Also, there are 
mechanisms at diplomatic and secretarial levels “to hold 
regular discussions to further facilitate bilateral trade between 
the two countries.” There is no question of passport or visa for 
legal trans-border travel or tourism. Thus, business as well as 
tourism has enough space to flourish. Therefore, tourism and 
pilgrimage to Nepal is a distinctive source of their earning, 
besides other economic activities.  

 
 The Manas Sarovar and the Kailash range is one of 

the spots of salvation, situated within the mountainous region. 
There are four routes that lead to the spot from India. One is 
from Sikkim (the Nathu La Pass) through China. This 
passageway is a detour route. Second, another route spreads 
from India to Nepal and Nepal to Manas Sarovar. This is the 
air route, hence the most luxurious but very time efficient 
route. Third channel runs between Ladakh and Manas. This is 
the shortest roadway but it is the hardest path. Fourth one to 
approach Manas Sarovar starts from Kathgodam in 
Uttarakhand and passes through LipuLekh. This is the most 
economic and convenient way (Map-4; A], B] & C]). So, India 
has more than one option to go there, rejecting other routes 
through Nepal and/or China. Both of the shortest and 
convenient paths connect the shrine with India. Thus, India 
has enough reason to reject the other options, which in turn 
could cause to slash other countries’ economic gain that could 
have accrued if pilgrimage or tourism had followed the other 
paths. 

 
Truly there are various serious reasons to worry for 

the northern neighbours of India, as India is strengthening its 
self-dependency, territorial security and accessibility 
simultaneously.Therefore, the other countries could cry foul 
against India as if India’s tightening of belt could adversely 
affect their interest. Obviously, occupancy of the most 
convenient region of India in this matter by any of the other 
countries in any way and to legalize such an act may be said to 
constitute a trick to save their national economic as well as 
strategic interest. Nepal’s approach is likely to follow the said 
course. 

 
India’s Approaches to dealing with the problem 

In this troublesome situation India is dealing with her 
neighbours very cautiously. Besides developing accessibility, 
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she is consistently advancing in martial or strategic arena. At 
the same time, the eternal way of fruitful dialogue has always 
been kept open on behalf of India. 

 
Now we are basically leading a materialistic world, 

where the consumerism is the fundamental philosophy of 
living in tune with the market economy. As all of the products 
could not be produced in all countries and the producer 
country may produce more than their local need, export 
becomes inevitable for much economic gain by selling goods 
in global market. With the lapse of time and with the 
advancement in transport-communication and preservation 
technology, temporal distance is continuously getting reduced 
in spite of constant spatial distance. This is the backbone of 
integration in the framework of globalized reality. Thus, 
demand is the base of market and market is the key-stone of 
economic globalization.  

 
Like other developing countries, India is regarded 

traditionally as one of the major sources of supply of raw 
material, cheap labour and market. It applies to Nepal too. So, 
in the globalized world, where market plays as a pivotal role, 
diplomatic facilitation of reciprocal business could not be 
neglected. Yet, Nepal perceives certain discrimination which 
needs careful assessment owing to the fact that the business 
tactics of India is gradually increasing its coercive teeth to the 
disadvantage of Nepal. Some examples in this respect are as 
follows.   

 
1. Nepal accused India for occupying their land and 
subsequently, India overruled the license of Nepal to import 
palm oil from India since 11th May 2020. Here comes another 
country, Malaysia which criticized the step of the Government 
of India with regard to abrogation of the Article 370 and 35A 
of the Indian Constitution last year. Its reaction fell upon the 
business of import of palm oil by India from Malaysia. This is 
to mention here that India is one of the break-of-bulk point or 
retreading centre of palm oil. Till date the business relation 
with Malaysia is yet to normalize completely. Thus, the whole 
dealing of palm oil is gradually deteriorating with immense 
economic repercussion on business on both sides of the 
border. Thus, one of the basic sectors of economic activity, 
i.e., the business of palm oil trading of the trio—India, Nepal 
and Malaysia are suffering the brunt of the tussle.  
 
2. As China is overtly belligerent with the LAC, India is trying 
to restrict the flow of Chinese investment and also entry of 
cheap and attractive Chinese commodity in her market. As a 
result, trade with Nepal could also suffer because Nepal, 
despite its momentum of uplift in socio-economic parameters 
on the achievement of MDGs, may be considered as a channel 
of Chinese scheme of invading India economically. Although 
adopting an extreme view of such perception is a prejudice, 
yet under the present configuration of things, India is taking 
the matter seriously and firmly. The Map presented by 
Google, a worldwide accepted database or source, now is 

presenting the map of India without the truce lines, that was 
depicted there till the last year. This is, of course, a moral and 
diplomatic victory for India in global scenario. 
 
3. India is developing its infrastructure of her own business 
environment for holding herself as an attractive multinational 
destination of foreign investment that might be one of the 
necessary measures to reduce the proportion of unemployment 
and dependency ratio of its 1.37 Billion strong population up 
to a certain level as well as to strengthen India’s self-
dependency. The decision of creation of SEZs, legislation 
regarding FDI, the Make in India programme, examination of 
viability of schemes by Niti Aayog to encourage joint venture 
and pursuing Asia Africa Growth Corridor, apart from 
improving transport connectivity with various South East 
Asian countries may be recalled in this prospect. This 
approach goes beyond traditional trade promotion insofar as 
the initiative has to do with growing and operating new assets 
partly to contribute to regional prosperity and also to gratify 
the objective of ‘Atmanirbhar Bharat’ (literally means self-
dependent India) where the human resource, boosted up by 
multilateral investment will simultaneously perform as the 
productive working force of the Indian economy and also to 
add demanding consumers for the same economy. 
 

However, India has miles to go through the thorny 
way of immediate situation of socio-economic instability both 
due to the function of Asia’s fast changing economic profile 
and evolving rivalries between China and India, and also for 
the viral pandemic accelerating the global economic recession. 
However, it may be noted that regional rivalries and probable 
economic impact of the pandemic are diametrically opposite 
because the former will always try to kick-start the economy 
and thereby create conditions to ensure so that pandemic 
conditions do not undermine regional economy because that 
might spur China’s growth by creating opportunity cost to 
woo all the rivals together—the US, India and Japan. 
Although such desirable engineering is yet to be crystallized, 
still if such coalition comes into being, then the concentric 
circles of Chinese interests both encompassing the Indo-
Pacific and South Asia including Nepal might come under 
severe strain. Hence Nepal must follow principles of equipoise 
and it must be pursued in a benign manner that respects not 
only own sovereignty and territorial integrity but also its 
neighbours. As India has gifted ventilators to Nepal, to assist 
her in this pandemic condition which speaks amply of India’s 
regional concern and broadly her altruism and noble humane 
face. 

 
Prescription 

In the light of the present discussion a few measures 
may be prescribed to neutralize the Indo-Nepal dispute.  

 
1. Amidst the present crisis-situation of the Covid-19 

pandemic, lockdown is a survival strategy while global 
economy is gasping for breath and our mother earth is losing 
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her children due to either infection or starvation or pervasive 
retrenchment. It is not the prime time to quarrel for the little 
common passage. Presently, it seems advisable to maintain 
status quo ante in this Kalapani dispute with uninterrupted 
continuation of the international trade-transport and 
communication till both India and Nepal join meeting in the 
post-COVID neo-normal phase. Otherwise, the border issue 
has the potential to catalyse the adverse reaction of the 
pandemic.  

 
2. The Kali river may be rejected as the marker of the 

Indo-Nepal border at the disputed area (Map-5) and other 
natural or artificial body or geometric method to determine the 
border should be accepted newly. 
 

3. The parties may consent to declare the Kali River as 
‘No Man’s Land’. It may be correct in political view but this 
step would cease the usual usage and possibilities of the river, 
yet it may be a way of conservation of the riverine ecosystem 
at local scale. 
 

4. The Kali river is not the only instance of river that acts 
as an international border. There are so many instances of such 
type in the Indian subcontinent and across the world as well. 
Viz. The Ichhamati river and the Raimangal river are other 
rivers that delineate India’s international border with 
Bangladesh. River bank erosion or shifting of channel is a 
natural phenomenon. None can stop it. So, it may be more 
fruitful to amend the Treaty of border negotiation slightly, by 
mutually accepting any of convenient methods already 
decided in the Hague convention of 1930. The focal theme of 
this convention was problem for delimitation of boundary line. 
In this occasion the determination of boundary following the 
thalweg (i.e., the imaginary line joining the deepest points of 
the riverbed), may be one of the best alternatives available to 
replace the river bank.  
 

5. It was 1816 A.D. when the border was determined. 
Then inaccessibility and neutrality of the region was very high 
due to high magnitude of ruggedness of this region. Hence, 
none can ensure too much precision of the region. Accepting a 
river bank as a country and the other side of the bank as 
another country actually indicates accepting one easiest way of 
boundary delineation. But at present when inaccessibility and 
neutrality of the same region decreased to a minimum level, 
the necessity of precision evolved. As the natural body is 
failing to mark the border up to the mark, the parties should 
apply modern technology to mark precise border, using 
geometric line (using parallels of Latitude and meridians of 
longitude) after compromising the neutral extension of their 
border mutually consenting over border determining third 
party mechanical platform or authority or any neutral 
autonomous body of international level. 
 

So, what the army or the defence staff will do, if the 
said method of artificial mechanical border determination 

technique is accepted? In that condition the duty of the 
defence staff just to keep surveillance of the newly determined 
border, as the navy keeps surveillance over the international 
water limit, and to maintain peace there will remain 
unchanged; additionally, they have to take charge of 
maintaining precision regularly using GPS or DGPS. As the 
landmasses (plates) are also changing their position though at 
a negligible rate universally through the geological periods, 
the necessity of international talks and revision of border at 
regular but at a long-term interval remains as usual. 

 
Conclusion 

Peace is the most value-free, ubiquitous, scarce and 
worthy cultural basic need for sustainable development of 
human civilization. The truce lines are the generating line of 
political instability in case of labensraum. Firstly, the 
neighbouring countries must measure and design their 
boundary through necessary round tables at appropriate levels 
so that irritations of the superimposed boundary could be 
avoided to enhance political stability of the trans-border 
labensraum. Eventually, the countries will be the miniature 
specimen of the peaceful heaven. Otherwise, humans have to 
leave even the haven of the earth and it will be a deserted area. 
The directors or the controllers of our global village, mainly 
the main stakeholders of the disputed area have to take 
necessary constructive steps to develop the region unitedly by 
maintaining peace, not just for satisfaction of self-interest but 
in public interest in that region. 

 
It is unfortunate but a fact of irresponsible behaviour 

that when the worldwide human population is desperately 
searching for some healing touch against the highly contagious 
virus, the neighbours of India are busy to gratify their national 
interest of exaggerated territorial nationalism with areal 
extension through occupying Indian land either by actually 
occupying some area of India or by manoeuvring area 
cartographically. It is an eye-opener of unilateralist and 
hurried action “without weighing the pros and cons”, hence, in 
all likelihood, it will evoke a negative view of Nepal’s abuse 
of its authority by trampling the celebrated and recognized 
principles of responsibility, peaceful negotiation and 
proportionality. Such an act on the part of Nepal could be 
counter-productive also because it could provoke reactionary 
forces in India too. Particularly what is puzzling is the 
selection of time to put the issue. When the COVID-19 
pandemic is causing havoc on the public health-care, and 
when the only interest should be to offer necessary heath 
service to the citizen overlooking other co-prime issues, Nepal 
ought to have avoided “the desire for geopolitical 
domination”. Its unilateral exercise of domineering command 
has created a new set of contestations to exacerbate underlying 
fault lines that could be taken advantage of by any virulent 
sub-state actors. 

 
More to note here that India is not only suffering 

from the pandemic but also, she bore tremendous devastations 
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wrought by post-cyclone losses. When the lockdown period is 
going on since more than two months, two consecutive 
cyclones ransacked the east (Amphan, 20/05/2020) and the 
west (Nisarga, 02/06/2020) coastlines of India. Therefore, 
assistance is really needed for India for reconstruction and 
rehabilitation, especially from her near and dear neighbours 
but practical situation is just reverse to the proper direction.  

 
However, we hope for the good. China has already 

agreed to attend meeting. It is, of course, a ray of hope. But 
proving the experts of international relationship false, Nepal 
and India picked up quarrel on border issue on which Joint 

Technical Committee already completed strip mapping of 98% 
of their border (Bisht,2009: 173). We therefore assume this time the 
border dispute is but a hitch or temporary misunderstanding. It 
is hoped that Nepal might take u-turn to restore former 
position to put an end to the cartographic tension relieving 
India from any unethical accusation of Nepal’s motivation so 
that their friendly diplomacy could be reactivated. The 
bilateral consent to meet for a round of high-level Indo-Nepal 
dialogue on 17th August 2020 is an indicator of this 
breakthrough. However, it may be considered as the signature 
of melt of the bilateral freeze. 

 
 
Maps 
Maps – 1: Indian Maps 
New         Old 

 
Source: Survey of India, 2019.     Source:Census of India,2011 
Map-2: Nepali Maps 
 

New 

 
Source: Survey Department, Nepal, 2020 

Old 

 
(map not to scale)

 

Source: Oxford School Atlas, 2010 (Not to scale) 
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Map-3: Pakistani Maps 

New  
Source: Survey of Pakistan,2020. 

Old 

Source: DK Atlas,2010. 
Map-4: The routes and locations 

The Routes between India and the Manas 
Sarovar 

A]The Route of dispute 

 
(map not to scale) 

Source: https://indianmandirs.blogspot.com 

B] All the land routes 

 (map not to scale) 

Source: https://virendrasahai.com 

C] All the routes 

 (map not to scale) 

Source: https://kilash-yatra.org 

The Location of Passe 
I] The Location of Manas Sarovar in rlation to LipuLekh 

 
Source: Macmillan School Atlas, 2012. 

(map not to scale)
 

II] Main passes in the Himalayas Range 

 Source: Khular, D. R.: India- a comprehensive geography, 2012. 

III] The Karakoram Pass in the Karakoram Range 

 Source: Chatterjee, S.P.: India- an introductory regional geography, 1947
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Map-5: The site and situation of the Kali river and the Indo-Nepal border  
(a) 

 
Source: google maps 

(b)

Source: google maps 
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