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INDIA AND NEPAL BORDER DISPUTES: 

 
This article covers “Daily Current Affairs” and the topic details “India and Nepal Border Disputes”. This 
topic has relevance in the International Relations section of the UPSC CSE exam. 
 
For Prelims: 
About the Sugauli Treaty of 1816? 
About Rivers Forming the Boundaries? 
 
For Mains: 
GS 2: International Relations 
Strategic Significance of Lipulekh and Kalapani? 
Recommendations for Resolving India-Nepal Border Disputes? 
  
WHY IN THE NEWS? 
 
Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s visit to Gunji near Kalapani, Uttarakhand has sparked controversy in 
Nepal. Opposition parties in Nepal have alleged that Modi visited “our territory” without notifying their 
authorities and are demanding an explanation for how this occurred. 
 
KALAPANI-LIMPIYADHURA-LIPULEKH TRI-JUNCTION: 
 

 Covering a vast expanse of over 1,700 kilometers, the border between Nepal and India stems 
from the historical 1816 Sugauli Treaty. This treaty marked the conclusion of the Anglo-Nepal 
War and delineated the border, with particular focus on the disputed Kalapani-Limpiyadhura-
Lipulekh region, which remains a point of contention to this day. Notably, both nations have 
included this region in their official maps, even though it is under India’s administration. 

                                                          
Sugauli Treaty of 1816: The Sugauli Treaty of 1816 played a pivotal role in defining Nepal’s territorial 
boundaries following the Anglo-Nepalese War of 1814-1816. This treaty, signed on March 4, 1816, 
between the British East India Company and Guru Gajraj Mishra, holds historical significance as it 
resulted from the conflict between the Gorkha Kingdom of Nepal and the British East India Company. 
 
KEY PROVISIONS OF THE TREATY: 
 

 Boundary Determination: The Treaty of Sugauli marked the formal establishment of Nepal’s 
boundary, with the Kali River designated as the western border and the River Mechi as the 
eastern border. 



 

 Absence of River Origin: Although the treaty defined the Mahakali River as Nepal’s western 
boundary, it did not specify the origin of the river, a detail of utmost importance when a river is 
used as a country’s border. 

 Shifting Boundaries: In the years following the treaty, maps produced by the British East India 
Company depicted the origin of the Kali River near the Limpiyadhura pass to the west. However, 
recognizing the strategic trade significance of this pass, the Company gradually shifted the 
border eastward, resulting in the Kalapani region. 

 Nepal’s Response: Surprisingly, Nepal’s ruling monarch did not raise objections to these 
boundary shifts, which ultimately led to the establishment of the modern border between India 
and Nepal. 

 

 
 
ORIGIN OF THE BORDER DISPUTE:  

 Nepal contends that the origin of the Mahakali River (known as River Kalee) lies in the vicinity of 
Limpiyadhura or the nearby Lipulekh pass. This assertion forms the basis of Nepal’s claim to the 
Limpiyadhura area as an integral part of its territory, particularly at the trilateral junction 
between India, Nepal, and China. 

 
INDIA’S STAND: 

 India, on the other hand, maintains that the River Kali originates from a smaller stream called 
Pankhagad, situated to the south of Kalapani. According to India, the true border runs along the 
eastern ridge of this region, which it considers a part of its territory. 

 
CONFUSION AMIDST DIFFERENT NAMES: 

 The complexity of this dispute is further exacerbated by the varying names of the river along its 
course. It is referred to as ‘Kali’ in its upper reaches, ‘Mahakali’ in the middle section, and ‘Sarjoo’ 
or ‘Gogra’ in the lower part. These name variations contribute to the confusion surrounding the 
river’s true origin and ownership. 

  



 

Strategic Significance of Lipulekh and Kalapani: The region of Lipulekh and Kalapani, forming a 
trijunction between India and China, holds immense geostrategic and geopolitical importance.  
 
SEVERAL KEY FACTORS UNDERLINE THIS SIGNIFICANCE: 
 

 Surveillance and Border Security: India’s presence in Lipulekh and Kalapani enables close 
monitoring of any potential incursions by China or the movements of the People’s Liberation 
Army (PLA) towards Indian territory. This strategic positioning serves as a crucial buffer against 
possible threats. 

 Geopolitical Implications: Kalapani, in particular, has not been immune to the geopolitical 
dynamics involving China. During the 2018 Doklam standoff, China raised the prospect of 
entering the Kalapani region as a response to India’s presence in various trijunctions. This 
underscores the region’s role in wider geopolitical considerations. 

 Geo-Economic Significance: Beyond its military and strategic importance, the region holds geo-
economic value. It serves as the most direct and shortest route from North India to Kailash 
Mansarovar, a highly revered pilgrimage destination. Currently, Indian pilgrims have to choose 
longer routes through Nepalgunj-Humla or Kathmandu-Kerung to reach Kailash Mansarovar. 

  
PRESENT STATUS OF BORDER DISPUTES BETWEEN INDIA AND NEPAL 
 
KALAPANI-LIMPIYADHURA-LIPULEKH DISPUTE: 
 

 The Kalapani-Limpiyadhura-Lipulekh tri-junction continues to be a point of contention between 
Nepal and India. Successive governments from both nations have engaged in discussions, yet a 
mutually agreeable resolution remains elusive, and both countries assert their claims over this 
region. 

 
SUSTA TERRITORY DISPUTE: 
 

 Another persistent border dispute involves the Susta territory, currently under the control of 
India as part of Bihar state. Nepal contends that Susta rightfully belongs to Nepal, and its 
residents are Nepali citizens. 

 
HISTORICAL CONTEXT: 
 

 The root of the Susta dispute can be traced back to the 1816 Treaty of Sugauli, which designated 
the Gandaki River as the international boundary between India and Nepal. At the time of signing, 
Susta was on the right bank of the river and thus part of Nepal. However, due to the shifting 
course of the Gandaki River over the years, Susta now finds itself on the left bank and under 
India’s administration. 

 
NEPAL’S POSITION: 
The Government of Nepal has consistently maintained that Susta belongs to Nepal and has urged the 
Indian government to return the area. This dispute serves as a testament to the complexities of border 
disputes, often rooted in historical agreements and changing geographical features. 
  
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR RESOLVING INDIA-NEPAL BORDER DISPUTES 

 Mutual Resolution: India and Nepal should commit to resolving border disputes diplomatically 
with a focus on negotiation and compromise. 



 

 Regional Stability: Resolution benefits both countries and promotes regional stability by 
fostering good neighborly relations. 

 Historical Evidence: Base decisions on historical evidence and relevant documents for a solid 
negotiation foundation. 

 Comprehensive Border Management: Implement joint surveys, demarcation, and monitoring 
for long-term dispute prevention. 

 People-to-People Contacts: Promote cultural exchanges, economic cooperation, and people-to-
people contacts to build trust and reduce tensions. 

 Diplomatic Dialogue: Prioritize diplomatic settlements through constructive discussions, 
considering historical agreements and contemporary realities. 

 Collaboration Against Cross-Border Crime: Collaborate on cross-border crime prevention for 
sustainable peace and effective border security. 

 
The resolution of border disputes requires patience, cooperation, and a commitment to long-term 
stability. These recommendations can guide both India and Nepal in their efforts to peacefully and 
collaboratively address their border issues 
  

SOURCE: 
https://indianexpress.com/article/india/modis-visit-to-gunji-irks-nepal-opposition-8980674/ 

  
Q.1 Consider the following statements regarding the Gandaki River: 

1. The Gandaki River originates in the Himalayas  
2. It flows southward through Nepal before joining the Ganges in India. 

Which of the statements given above is/are correct?  
(a) 1 only 
(b) 2 only 
(c) Both 1 and 2 
(d) Neither 1 nor 2 
  
ANSWER: C 
  
Q.2 The Treaty of Sugauli, signed in 1816, is of historical significance as it: 

1. Ended the Anglo-Nepalese War, resulting in territorial concessions by Nepal to the British East 
India Company. 

2. Established trade routes between Nepal and Tibet. 
3. Redefined the border between India and Pakistan. 
4. Regulated maritime trade in the Indian Ocean. 

  
ANSWER: A 
 
Q.3 The Kalapani-Limpiyadhura-Lipulekh trijunction has been a subject of territorial dispute 
and diplomatic negotiations between Nepal and India. Discuss the historical background, key 
issues, and the possible implications of the dispute for the region. 
 

   
Rishabh 

  

https://indianexpress.com/article/india/modis-visit-to-gunji-irks-nepal-opposition-8980674/


 

PFLS REPORT 2022-23 

 
This article covers “Daily Current Affairs” and the topic details “PFLS Report 2022-23”. This topic has 
relevance in the “Economy” section of the UPSC CSE exam. 
 
For Prelims: 
What is PFLS? 
What are different unemployment measurements?  
 
For Mains: 
GS3:  Economy 
Unemployment in India 
  
WHY IN THE NEWS? 
 
The National Sample Survey Office (NSSO) has published the sixth Annual Report, based on the Periodic 
Labour Force Survey conducted from July 2022 to June 2023. 
  
ABOUT PERIODIC LABOUR FORCE SURVEY (PLFS)  
 

 The National Sample Survey Office (NSSO) started the Periodic Labour Force Survey (PLFS) 
in April 2017, recognising the importance of having more regular information about the labour 
force. 

 The primary objectives of PLFS: 
o To promptly estimate key employment and unemployment indicators (such as the 

Worker Population Ratio, Labour Force Participation Rate, and Unemployment 
Rate) every three months, specifically for urban areas, using the ‘Current Weekly Status’ 
(CWS) methodology. 

o To estimate employment and unemployment indicators annually using the ‘Usual 
Status’ and CWS methodologies for rural and urban areas. 

 Five Annual Reports have already been published starting from 2017.  
  
BASIC CONCEPTS:  
 

 Labor Force:  
o The Labor Force includes individuals who are either employed or actively seeking 

employment.  
o It consists of both the employed and the unemployed individuals within a population who 

are of working age and are available and willing to work. 
 Unemployment Rate (UR):  

o The Unemployment Rate is the percentage of the labour force that is unemployed and 
actively seeking employment.  

 Worker Population Ratio (WPR):  
o The Workforce Participation Rate measures the proportion of a country’s population 

employed or actively seeking employment.  
 Labor Force Participation Rate (LFPR):  

o The Labor Force Participation Rate is the percentage of the population in the labour 
force.  



 

 
 

 Usual Principal Status (PS):  
o This method looks at a person’s primary activity 365 days before the survey date.  
o For example, if someone has been employed for more than six months, they are 

considered employed. 
 Usual Principal and Subsidiary Status (PS+SS):  

o This method is more comprehensive than Usual Principal Status because it considers an 
individual’s activity status during the non-majority time.  

o Under this method, anyone who has worked for at least 30 days during the reference 
year is classified as employed. 

 Current Weekly Status (CWS):  
o This method focuses on an individual’s activity status during the week just before the 

survey date.  
o Those who didn’t have any gainful employment even for one hour during that week are 

classified as unemployed. 
  
HIGHLIGHTS OF THE PFLS 22-23 REPORT:  
 

 Labour force participation rate: 42.4% (India)  
 

LFPR (all ages)  Rural Urban 

Male 55.5% 58.3% 

Female 30.5% 20.2% 

  
 Unemployment Rate (UR): 3.2% (India)  

 
 



 

UR (all ages)  Rural Urban 

Male 2.8%  4.7%   

Female 1.8% 7.5% 

  
 Worker Population Ratio (WPR): 41.1% (India)  

 

WPR (all ages)  Rural Urban 

Male 54.0%  55.6%   

Female 30.0% 18.7% 

  
 Status in Employment Among Workers: 

 

In Usual Status (ps+ss) Rural Urban 

Male (Self-employed) 58.8% 39.4% 

Female (Self-employed) 71.0% 40.4% 

Male (Regular wage/salaried employees) 14.3% 47.1% 

Female (Regular wage/salaried employees) 8.0% 50.8% 

Male (Casual labor) 26.8% 13.6% 

Female (Casual labor) 21.0% 8.9% 

  
 Unemployment Rate over the years:  

 

 
 



 

Sources:  
Of 5 election-bound states, high youth unemployment rate in Rajasthan, Telangana, and 

Mizoram: PLFS data  
  
Q1. With reference to the Periodic Labour Force Survey (PLFS), consider the following 
statements:  

1. The Labour Bureau, an attached office of the Ministry of Labour, publishes the PFLS. 
2. It estimates key employment and unemployment indicators for both Urban and Rural India every 

month.  
3. It uses both Current Weekly Status and Usual Status methodology for measuring employment.  

Which of the statements given above is/are correct? 
(a) 1 and 2 only 
(b) 2 and 3 only 
(c) 3 only  
(d) None  
 
Answer: (c)  
  
Q2. Consider the following:  
Methodology – Reference Period 

1. Current Weekly Status – 7 days  
2. Usual Principal Status – 365 days 
3. Usual Subsidiary Status – 30 days 

How many of the abovementioned pairs are correct ? 
(a) Only one  
(b) Only two  
(c) All three  
(d) None 
 
Answer: (b) 
 
Q3. Discuss the various methodologies employed in measuring unemployment and highlight 
their significance in guiding government policies to address unemployment challenges. 
 

Gaurav 
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