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GLOBAL VOICES 
Global Voices is a non-profit organisation seeking to promote an understanding of and participation 

in international diplomacy by young Australians. 

We do this through regular events and research & development opportunities in Australia, and the 

coordination of youth delegations to important diplomatic forums abroad. 

Our mission is to provide opportunities to young Australians to research, discuss and contribute to 

foreign policy both at home and abroad. 

Our vision is for young Australians to be heard and engaged on the world stage. 

APEC 
The Asia Pacific Economic Cooperation (APEC) group of nations is the Asia Pacific’s premier regional 

forum, which aims to support sustainable economic growth and prosperity in the Asia Pacific region.  

Twenty-one Pacific Rim nations (occasionally referred to as ‘Member Economies’) constitute APEC’s 

membership today. In addition, observers are invited to APEC proceedings including the Association 

of South East Asian Nations (or ASEAN), the Pacific Economic Cooperation Council (or PECC) and the 

South Pacific Forum (or SPF).  

APEC is unique in that it has a strong relationship with business figures in the region. The APEC 

Business Advisory Council (ABAC) is the official feedback mechanism for the private sector across the 

Pacific Rim and the Council meets several times a year in the lead up to the main APEC Summit. 

ABAC consists of up to three business figures from each member state, with each representative is 

selected and endorsed by their respective APEC Leader. 

Priya Wakhlu – Monash University 

Priya Wakhlu is a fourth year Bachelor of Arts/Law student from Monash University, majoring in 

Politics and Indonesian.  

Priya has long been passionate about the Asian Region. Her knowledge in this field has been 

enhanced by her volunteer experience in Nepal, study of Indonesian and her selection as an 

Australian Ambassador on DFAT’s Australia Indonesia Youth Exchange Program. As an Australian 

Ambassador, Priya worked on a community development programme in the island of Wanci. 

Priya has also been an active member of numerous organisations including the United Nations Youth 

Association and the Monash Law Students’ Society. She has been the Chair of the Red Cross’ 

Victorian Youth Advisory Committee and is a sub-editor of the Australian Institute of International 

Affairs’ Monthly Access magazine.  

Priya views attending APEC as an unparalleled opportunity to not only engage with some of 

Australia’s finest young minds, but also further her knowledge about the region. 



 

The India-China Relationship – Priya Wakhlu – Monash University 

 
Page 3 

 
  

“[India and China] both think that the future belongs to us. We both can’t be right”1 

“The world has enough space for the growth ambitions of India and China”2 

 

Abstract  

 

The rise of Asia as a political and economic power, particularly the implications on the global political 

and security dynamic has been the subject of much academic and political debate. However, to 

speak of Asia’s rise, as a homogenous phenomena  even in broad brush strokes shows scant regard 

for the region’s historical, religious and cultural diversity. More importantly, it does not recognise 

that Asia is not presenting a united front in challenging Western supremacy. Rather internal divisions 

and rivalries mean Asian countries are competing against each other, as strongly as they are 

competing against countries from outside the region.3   

The most pertinent example of Asian rivalry is the contestation between India and China. Whilst, 

there was strong historical links between the two nations,4 the recent relationship can be 

characterised as one of suspicion and mistrust. Disputes over the McMahon line, China’s ‘string of 

pearls’5 policy, India’s inclusion in the APEC forum and the use of India by countries like the United 

States and bodies like East Asia Summit (EAS) as a counterbalance to Chinese power have marred 

their relationship.   

 Both countries wish to assert their supremacy both politically and economically, and view the other 

as attempting to usurp their power and influence. However, their rivalry is belied by strong 

economic interdependence, and reluctance to engage in conduct that would hamper the rapid levels 

of economic growth that were present in the latter 20th and early 21st centuries.  

                                                           
1 Indian Official from the Ministry of External Affairs, Bill Emmott, Rivals How the Power Struggle between China,India and Japan will shape 
our next decade (Allen Lane, 2008), p.43 
2 Prime Minister Manmohan Singh, Shen Dingli ‘Building China-India reconciliation’ 34(4) Asian Perspective p.139, 142 
3 Emmott, above n 1, p.15 
4 Amartya Sen, The Argumentative Indian (Penguin, 2005), p.161 
5 Christopher J. Pehrson, String of Pearls: Meeting the challenge of China’s rising power across the Asian littoral (July 2006) Strategic 
Studies Institute < http://www.strategicstudiesinstitute.army.mil/pdffiles/pub721.pdf>  

http://www.strategicstudiesinstitute.army.mil/pdffiles/pub721.pdf
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It is apparent that in order for the strength of the Asian economic and political framework that going 

forward the Sino-Indian narrative needs to be one of engagement and cooperation. This research 

paper will show that the region’s multilateral bodies, lack the appropriate forums to address and 

confront existing tensions. Stronger regional bodies which provide processes for dispute resolution 

are required.   

The Sino-Indian Relationship 

The unprecedented simultaneous rise of China and India, “[has created] contradictory pulls and 

pressures, despite deepening economic ties”.6 Whilst many parallels can be draw between these two 

states their relationship cannot be characterised by mutual comradery. In light of the importance of 

these states to the global political and economic dynamic the escalation of ongoing tensions 

between the two countries escalate it would be at the expense of the substantial advancements 

made to the regional political and economic framework. Even if this scenario does not eventuate, 

the continued distrust and animosity between the two Asian giants will act as a barrier to increased 

economic and political integration within the Asian region.  

Border Disputes 

India and China’s ‘tryst with destiny’ occurred in 1962 and set the tenor for the relationship between 

the emerging ‘dragon’ and ‘elephant’. Prior to this date India and China, united by their triumph over 

colonial powers enjoyed a friendly relationship. Both countries endeavoured to support other post 

colonial nations and the popularity of the phrase ‘India-Chini Bhai-Bhai’ (Indian and Chinese are all 

brothers) is indicative of the strong bond once shared between these two nations.7 

However, Mao’s expansionist policies soon put to bed any notions of solidarity or brotherhood. 

Whilst Mao’s incursion and eventual occupation of Tibet was not opposed by India in the United 

                                                           
6 Brahma Chellaney, Asian Juggernaut. The rise of China, India and  Japan (Harper Business, 2006), p.14 
7 David M. Malone and Rohan Mukherjee, ‘India and China: Conflict and Cooperation’ 52 Survival p.137, 138 
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Nations, it made its sentiments known by providing military support and refuge to the Tibetan 

people, most famously the Dalai Lama.8 The incursion also raised debate about the validity and 

operation of the Sino-India border as dictated by the McMahon line, prompting India to adopt an 

increasingly aggressive approach in protecting its border region.9 However Indian reinforcements 

were not sufficient to ward off a surprise Chinese attack in 1962. India, humiliated lost the war in 31 

days and was forced to rely on American enforcements to support their efforts.10 Following, the 

1962 war Chinese incursions into Indian Territory have continued and India recently admitted that it 

is unable to estimate the amount of land lost to China since 1962.11  

Due to China’s continued encroachments into Indian Territory and its refusal to relinquish its claim 

over Aranchal Pradesh there has been limited progress towards border settlement. Further as China 

seemingly ‘has all the territory it wants’12 and has solved ‘intractable border disputes’13 with 

countries including Russia, Myanmar and Vietnam it does not, from an Indian perspective, seem to 

be driven by genuine grievances about border placement.14This disconnection between Chinese 

policy positions and motivations gives credence to hawks within the Indian policy spheres who argue 

that China is using the ongoing territorial disputes to divert Indian attention and resources.15 

Suppressing India’s ability to challenge China’s position in Asia and globally. India’s mistrust of China 

has most recently been manifested through 2008 ministerial directions where the government called 

upon the military to prepare itself for a two front war - against China and Pakistan.16It is anticipated 

that India will invest $100 billion into its military and naval capacity in the coming decade in 

preparation for the occurrence of either event.17  

                                                           
8 Ibid, p.140 
9 Ibid. 
10 Ibid, p.141 
11 Francine R Frankel ‘The Breakout of China-India strategic rivalry in Asia and the Indian Ocean’ 64 Journal of International Affairs p.1, 2  
12 Steven Hoffman ‘Perception and China Policy in India’ in  Francince Frankel and Harry Harding (eds) The India-China relationship. What 
the United States needs to know. (Columbia University Press, 2004) p.33, 47  
13 Ibid. 
14 Ibid.  
15 Ibid, p.48 
16 Frankel, above n p.4, 11 
17 Ibid, p.5 
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Publicly both countries still speak of ‘friendship’ and ‘partnership’ however the amity between the 

two nations should be doubted considering their respective strategic and military strategies. China is 

particularly concerned about the capacity of India to inflame separatist sentiment in Tibet, 

challenging ‘China’s core interest in preserving full sovereignty over the resource rich Tibetan 

plateu'.18 China has also reiterated that if challenged it would utilise its substantial military force 

against parties who threaten the integrity of its borders.19 It is apparent, in light of the concentration 

of military expertise on the border and both countries' sensitivities about their territorial boundaries 

that the border region will act as an ongoing flashpoint between the two nation states.   

Containment 

Notwithstanding India’s investment into its armed forces, it has recognised that it does not have the 

financial resources to compete with the Chinese military capacity.20  Accordingly, it has sought to 

develop a political engagement strategy that is designed to ‘outflank’ China in the South East Asian 

Region.21 The area is the “meeting point of the Sinic and Indic Empires”22 and has become the “focus 

of parallel and often competitive Sino-Indian diplomacy”.23 Whilst, the region is of more strategic 

importance to China, India’s growing interest in the area is indicative of its view that active 

engagement with this sphere can contain the China threat.24 India’s Look East Policy, was the first 

step in affirming its importance in the region and is predicated on the view that its needs to blunt 

Chinese power and influence.25 Although it has been noted by some that the Look East policy is 

                                                           
18 Frankel, above n 11, p.3 
19 Ibid, p.5 
20 Ibid, p.10 
21 Ibid. 
22 Ashley Tellis, ‘China and India in Asia’ in Francince Frankel and Harry Harding (eds) The India-China relationship. What the United States 
needs to know. (Columbia University Press, 2004) p.134,162 
23 Ibid.  
24 Tellis, above n 22, p.163 
25 Frankel, above n p.10, 11 
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simply an attempt by India to capitalise on the trade and investment opportunities present in the 

South East Asian region.26  

India’s objectives have been outlined as follows:27  

1. Preventing China from acquiring forward basing and presence that could threaten Indian 

security; 

2. Preventing China from acquiring sufficient regional influence to coerce local states into 

supporting Chinese policies aimed at undercutting Indian security; and  

3. Extending support to its respective states. 

Generally India has adopted a softly-softly approach in its dealings with states in the South East 

Asian region. In particular it has recognised that it must be a ‘quiet not an overbearing partner’.28 

This means that it has allowed other states to ‘extol its virtues’ in the region and relies on other 

states to initiate bilateral and multilateral arrangements involving India.29  

Economically, India has adopted a multifaceted approach pursuing relationships which will not only 

benefit their economic interests but also make their presence felt within the regional framework, 

seeking out associations with states that do not enjoy warm relationships with China. Examples 

include the provision of financial support for oil discovery in Vietnam, and the signing of 

Comprehensive Economic Cooperation Agreements with Japan and Malaysia.30 More recently it has 

entered into a full strategic partnership with South Korea, with a view to enhancing the two 

countries’ respective naval capabilities.31 These ventures have been of particular concern to China, 

who views the partnerships as deliberate challenges to their regional authority and security.   

                                                           
26 Jose Vericat ‘Mediating from the middle ground: ASEAN, China and India. An interview with Surin Pitsuwan’ 64 Journal Of International 
Affairs p.227, 230 
27 Tellis, above n p.22, 163 
28 Ibid, p.165 
29 Ibid, p. 166 
30 Ibid, p. 11 
31 Ibid, p. 12 
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The recent disjuncture within ASEAN about the East Asia Summit (EAS) also provided India an 

opportunity to strengthen its position in the forum at the expense of China. In discussions about the 

composition of the forum, China desired for ASEAN + 3 to constitute the basis of the EAS, whilst 

India and Japan wanted the US, Australia and New Zealand to form part of the bloc. India and 

Japan’s victory was perceived in China as a bid to ensure the continuance of American dominance 

within the Asian region.32    

Even if one was to adopt a less- realist approach, and view Delhi’s engagement with the broader 

ASEAN region as a means to mirror the successes of the Asian tiger economies and firm up 

investment and trade relationships with Japan,33 it would have to be acknowledged that for India the 

establishment of a China as a hegemonic power would be contrary to their security interests. This 

shows that that India’s foreign policy is still driven by ‘power-balancing considerations’.34    

China has also sought to limit the sphere of Indian influence in the region through the realisation of 

the ‘String of Pearl’s Strategy’. The strategy represents the end product of China’s military, trade and 

energy policies, which endeavour to establish a ‘string of pearl’s from the Hainan Islands to the 

South China Sea.35 It has been posited that its implementation is designed to undermine Indian naval 

supremacy in the Indian Ocean by securing naval points across strategic shipping lanes.36 Of 

particular concern to India is the construction of the Trans-Karakoram Corridor up to Gwadar in 

Pakistan. The close relationship between China and Pakistan has always been disconcerting to India. 

However, the recent construction of a naval base in Gwadar south Pakistan has exacerbated these 

concerns.37 The Gwadar base would present a significant barrier to India’s ability to blockade 

Pakistan during a time of war, further it would enable Pakistan to act as the ‘main corridor for trade 

                                                           
32 Ibid.  
33 Amardeep Athwal, China-India Relations. Contemporary Dynamics (Routledge, 2008), p.72 
34 Ibid, p.74  
35 Athwal, above n 36,  p.44 
36Ibid, p.49 
37 Ibid 
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and transport with Central Asian Republics and the outside world’.38 This development is seen as 

beneficial for Chinese interests as counter-balances Indian dominance in the subcontinent. China has 

also offered significant financial support to Sri Lanka for development projects, and reports continue 

to circulate that China is seeking to strengthen relationships with Bangladesh and Maldives, fuelling 

Indian concerns that China is slowly isolating India from its neighbours.39 Some analysts have posited 

that the success of China’s endeavours in the Indian Ocean, particularly its access over the north-

eastern ports of Sri Lanka would ‘convert the Bay of Bengal into a veritable Chinese lake’.40    

It has been suggested, that it may be misguided to view ‘String of Pearl’s Strategy’ as driven by India-

threat perceptions in China. Given that China’s focus has been directed at Japan and the United 

States, some analysts have gone as far to say that ‘India is not even on China’s radar’. It does have to 

be acknowledged that ‘India has far more experts on China, than China has on India’41 and that the 

‘Chinese military posture continues to be focused overwhelmingly on Taiwan and the United States 

not India’.42 However, ‘China’s goal in naval development is increasingly being compared with India’ 

suggesting that China is ‘starting to take India more seriously’.43 Asia strategy is designed to impede 

the ‘rise of an Asian rival or Peer competitor to challenge its status as the Asia-Pacific’s sole Middle 

Kingdom’.44 Evidently it views the ascendance of India as a threat to its position, highlighted by its 

opposition to India’s membership of the Security Council, Nuclear Club and Asia-Europe Summit.45 

China will be forced to redirect its attention towards India should India’s rise be unencumbered by 

its exclusion from these global institutions. This will result in the two nation states ‘engage[ing] in 

delicate shadowboxing over the next two decades’.46  

                                                           
38Athwal, above n 36, p 49 
39 Athwal, above n 36, p 45 
40 Ibid. 
41 Ibid, p. 70 
42 Ibid, p. 71 
43 Lora Saalman, ‘Divergence, Similarity and Symmetry in Sino-India threat perceptions 64 Journal of International Affairs 169, p.172 
44 Tellis, above n 22, p. 170 
45 Swaran Singh ‘ Paradigm shift in India-China relations : From bilateralism to multilateralism’ 64 Journal of International Affairs 155, 165 
46 Tellis, above n22, p. 171 
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However, as both nations try to assert their influence within the South East Asian region there is 

potential for the rivalry to inflame and move outside the realm of shadows. Both countries have 

established strategic architecture to constrain and detriment the other party should the need arise. 

And it should be anticipated that such events will transpire as India engages in practices designed to 

‘ward off Chinese penetration, minimis[ing] Beijing’s ability to use the area to engage in forward 

operations’.  

  

India and China Regional Engagement 

The 1990s saw the rise of regionalism in the South East Asian region. In the aftermath of the Asian 

economic crisis nations placed increased emphasis of regional engagement and economic 

integration.  

The manner in which India and China’s engage with multi-lateral institutions is reflective of their 

historical experience,47 India, a founder of the non-alignment movement, was reluctant to engage 

with institutions that affirmed global multi-polarity.  More recently the Indian body politic has 

seemingly thrown off the historical ideological shackles, determined to establish themselves on the 

global stage. India’s Look East Policy acted as a catalyst for stronger interaction within the region.    

China, aside from its ‘skepticism of Western multilateralism’48 showed no such qualms in ‘playing the 

China card’49 in its multilateral engagement, particularly given China’s belief in a ‘multi-polar power 

driven world’.50  Whilst, it is contended that these bodies provide channels through which Sino-

Indian relationships can be strengthened they have also exposed underlying weaknesses and 

tensions within the China-India dynamic.   

                                                           
47 Ibid, p.160 
48 Singh, above n 44, p.160 
49 Ibid, p.159 
50 Ibid. 



 

The India-China Relationship – Priya Wakhlu – Monash University 

 
Page 11 

 
  

ASEAN 

ASEAN, regarded as the region’s most prominent multilateral organisation has also sought to 

mitigate the tensions within the Sino-Indian relationship. Arguably, ASEAN’s drive to encourage a 

stable China-India relationship is driven by self interest as conflict between India and China could 

‘wedge’ the body between the two powers.51 Whilst ASEAN was established in 1967, China’s 

engagement with the organisation accelerated during the 1990s and it remains a strong advocate for 

its role as the primary multilateral body in the region.52 India, in accordance with the Look East policy 

gave increasing importance to ASEAN and entered into a Free Trade Arena Agreement with the body 

in 2009.53  

 ASEAN also established the ASEAN Regional Forum (ARF) a body which was intended to act as the 

dispute resolution body of the region. ARF was to provide a forum through which ‘regional security 

issues and disputes might be discussed, defused and even resolved’54 The effectiveness of this body 

has been diluted by sheer number of interests and countries that are a party to ARF, so whilst it has 

provided ‘useful discussions about uncontentious issues’55 it has not fulfilled its original mandate of 

providing an avenue to address pressing concerns. This failure is particularly resonant when 

considering ARF’s potential for meditating conflict between India and China.  

East Asia Summit 

The inception and membership of the East Asia Summit is also evident of China’s desire to stymie 

India’s involvement on the world stage. China, originally rejected the propositions by other member 

states that India should be a member of the pan-Asian organisation, preferring membership be 

limited to South-East Asian countries, China, Japan and South Korea. However, the strength of 

                                                           
51 Fenna Egberink and Frans-Paul van der Putten ‘ASEAN and Strategic Rivalry among the Great Powers in Asia’ (2010)  3 Journal of Current 
South East Asian Affairs p.131, 132  
52 Ibid, p.133 
53 Ibid, p139 
54 Emmott, above n1, p. 45 
55 Ibid. 
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support for the inclusion of India, and other non-East Asian countries particularly Australia and New 

Zealand outweighed China’s opposition and ultimately resulted in India’s involvement. 

Shanghai Cooperation Organisation  

The Shanghai Cooperation Organisation (SCO), founded in 1996 is a multilateral body through which 

member states can address issues of energy security and counterterrorism. Its membership includes 

China, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Russia and Tajikistan. The SCO was founded due to the lack of space 

in the regional multilateral framework where contentious issues like border security and Taiwan 

could be adequately discussed. The SCO bestowed observer status upon India in 2005, 

notwithstanding Chinese objections, and with plans to expand the SCO’s membership several 

member nations have pushed for a permanent seat for India.56 Notwithstanding China’s reluctance 

to permit India’s involvement, India does not seem to be exhibiting a strong interest in involving 

itself within this body. Recent forums were only attended by junior members and it has been posited 

India’s hesitance is due to its unwillingness to antagonise the United States.57 Notwithstanding the 

criticisms of this body as anti-American or anti-Western it is evident of China’s emerging role within 

the region as the initiator of multi-lateral endeavours.58  

South Asian Association For Regional Cooperation  

India in order to acquire observer status in SCO, granted China Observer status in the South Asian 

Association for Regional Cooperation (SAARC). However, unlike India China appears to have a strong 

interest in gaining permanency within this body, causing some commentators to bemoan ‘the 

rapidity with which India is ceding strategic space to China in the subcontinent’.59 India’s disquiet 

with China’s activity in this body has not impeded other members from actively seeking engagement 

with China. Free Trade Agreements between SAARC and China have been mooted, and China 

                                                           
56 Singh, above n 44, p.159 
57 Ibid, p.160 
58 Emmott, above n 1, p.46 
59 Singh, above n 44, p.163 
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bilateral trade with Pakistan and Bangladesh exceeds that of India.60 China appears to be actively 

using its position within the SAARC to cement relationships and limit India’s sphere of economic and 

political influence.  

 

APEC 

Following the expiration of the Moratorium on membership, the question of India’s admission to the 

APEC forum has been the subject of conjecture internal and external to the organisation. Arguably, 

as India does not possess a Pacific rim its admission as a member economy would detract from the 

geographical integrity of the organisation. More pertinently perceptions about India’s lack of 

support for the economic policies of the forum have been harmed by India’s performance at the 

Doha Development Rounds. Its reluctance to commit to trade liberalisation does not bode well for 

its admission into APEC which seeks to reduce barriers to free trade.61      

However, advocates of India’s inclusion query how APEC could maintain its relevance if it does not 

incorporate one of the Asian region’s largest economy, particularly in light of India’s integration with 

the global political and financial framework.62 China is a purported opponent to India’s admission 

and its preference for India’s continued exclusion would ensure that its influence and power within 

the body was not compromised. Notwithstanding India’s potential positive contribution to APEC, the 

threat it would pose to Chinese interests is the driving force behind its opposition.   

Success of Multilateral Bodies in Mediating Between India and China. 

Since, the Asian Financial Crisis and Mischief islands incursion exposed the weaknesses in the 

institutional framework of the Asia-Pacific region, particularly ASEAN these bodies have undergone 

                                                           
60 Ibid 
61 Greg Sheridan, ‘Howard must bat for India’ The Australian 5 August 2006  
62 Wendy Dobson, ‘India’s significance to APEC’ 10 November 2009 East Asia Forum <http://www.eastasiaforum.org/2009/11/10/indias-

significance-to-apec/> 
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modification to maintain their relevance and ward off future economic or security uncertainties.63 

Undoubtedly these bodies have, to a certain degree stabilised relationships between Asian powers.64 

However there is scope to argue that the current institutions do not provide the necessary 

framework to alleviate current tensions in the Sino-Indian relationship. 

ASEAN has provided a forum for encouraging Sino-Japanese engagement and further acted as a 

body which can “legitimize or de-legitimize Japanese and Chinese security policies towards each 

other”,65 which disincentivises overt acts of aggression between the two states. Accordingly, this 

body has the means to promote a more collaborative Sino-India relationship and discourage 

behaviour prefaced upon containment. The willingness of these bodies to engage China has also 

encouraged China to pursue more collaborative foreign policy goals for fear of alienating themselves 

from regional players. 

 

 Particularly, support for China’s delay of the final determination in respect of Spratly’s dispute has 

enabled joint development on the island and ensured that Beijing did not revert to force to secure 

their interests.66 Further, the incorporation of principles enunciated in the Bandung Conference, 

noticeably the respect for the ‘One China Policy’ has meant that China has guaranteed that it would 

utilise peaceful means to resolve regional disputes.67 In light of this backdrop, it can be anticipated 

that should tensions within the Sino-India relationship escalate they will be resolved in a manner 

that is conducive to regional security, rather, than through measures which could damage the 

perceptions of both nations within the region and institutions. It also has to be acknowledged that 

India and China are generally ‘more receptive to each other’s ideas in multilateral forums’.68 In the 

                                                           
63 Mohit Anand ‘India-ASEAN Relations. Analysing regional implications’ (Report number 72 Institute of Peace and Conflict Studies, May 
2009) p.2 
64Egberink and van der Putten, n 51, p. 137 
65 Ibid, p.135 
66 Tellis, above n 22, p.165 
67 Ibid.  
68 Singh, above n 44, p.162 
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short term these bodies enable the countries to address issues on the peripheries of their 

relationship. 

 

However, the ability to such institutions to effectively mediate a resolution between India and China 

has to be doubted. Unlike ASEAN’s counterpart the European Union, it does not utilise treaties and 

laws to regulate relations between its member bodies. Members of the EU have ‘ceded control over 

key aspects of their policy to the institution’, ensuring the body can perform its functions of 

promoting regional peace and stability.69 This presents a sharp contrast to ASEAN and similar bodies 

in Asia which fail to provide a means by which determinations on contentious issues, such as those 

involving territory, to be resolved and enforced.70 

 

 It was anticipated that the ASEAN Regional Forum, would act as such a mediator between states in 

the ASEAN region, and the progress it has made on certain issues should not be discredited. ARF has 

conducted dialogue on sovereignty issues besetting nations in the South China Sea and facilitated 

cooperation on disaster relief; however member nations have not used this forum as a means to 

address the key strategic concerns in the region. Notably, the issue of Taiwan has been neglected by 

this body, and China has subsequently turned to its own grouping the SCO to address issues of 

border disputes.71 China’s resort to the SCO, a more receptive regional grouping, is not conducive to 

long-term regional stability. Arguably, solutions to these complex problems require engagement 

with all the key regional players, which can only be found in bodies like ASEAN. However, if these 

institutions do not cement their dispute resolution processes it does not bode well for resolution of 

Sino-Indian tensions. If India and China are allowed to express their concerns and seek support from 

regional localised bodies, it would only serve to heighten divisions within the Asia-Pacific region. To 

avert such a scenario it is necessary to rethink current institutional mechanisms. Particularly, these 

                                                           
69 Emmott, above n 1, p.44 
70 Ibid.  
71 Ibid.  
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bodies need to go beyond being ‘talk shops’ to using their authority to shape regional dynamics and 

bilateral relationships. In order to do this, it must build upon the collaborations already being 

undertaken with respect to migration, refugees, disaster relief and terrorism with a view to forming 

a multilateral security framework within the area.72 The introduction of such a framework would 

provide the necessary means to constrain India and China from acting in a manner that is contrary to 

regional security in the pursuit of the Sino-India rivalry.  

 

Conclusion 

As India and China grow in economic strength and wield even more political power, the Sino-Indian 

relationship will extend beyond a regional concern to one of global importance. Accordingly, Asia-

pacific regional architecture must develop systems which provide forums for these two emerging 

Asian powers to address ongoing weaknesses in their relationship.  

 

                                                           
72 Chellaney, above n 6, p.62 
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