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A LETTER FROM THE DIRECTOR 
 

 
Dear Delegates, 
 
It is both my honour and privilege to welcome you to the 2019 Jakarta Summit! My name is 
Divij Gupta and I will be serving as your Director, along with Sahil Kuchlous and Raghav 
Chari as your Assistant Directors. 
 
First off, a bit about myself. I am a student of Grade 12 at Inventure Academy and have been 
studying here for the past 6 years now. I have been an avid MUNner for over 4 years, having 
participated in several MUNs across the country. When I am not MUNning, you can find me 
poring over some complex physics book (yes, I’m a nerd and I’m proud of it), playing the 
drums, going out for a run or finding some other way to procrastinate on all my school 
assignments. 
 
To me, the most important part of MUNning isn’t necessarily the debate, the incredible 
teamwork, collaboration and other plethora of skills you pick up along the way or even the 
new and incredible people you meet. It is about having a voice in today’s world, about 
looking for solutions to today’s problems. 
 
With that in mind, we have created The 2019 Jakarta Summit for you, an adrenaline packed 
negotiation room where we finally tackle perhaps the trickiest issue facing South East Asia 
today: The Kashmir Conflict. Spanning over 7 decades, the issue has cost the not only the 
lives of thousands of people but the tranquility of the entire valley itself. Furthermore, the 
recent stand off between India and Pakistan has once against brought the issue to the 
forefront of foreign policy discussions, making it all the more imperative that it be discussed 
now. Representatives from the countries involved have finally come to the negotiation table 
and must find a long lasting way to resolve the issue in sufficient time before yet another 
skirmish sets relationships back to square 1. 
 
 
 



 

Thus, we hope this will be both an enriching and fun experience for you as you navigate these 
turbulent waters of international conflict. I am thrilled to meet you all and see how we can 
best tackle this issue. Please feel free to reach out to me or any member of the Executive 
Board for any queries you have. 
 
Best Regards, 
Divij Gupta 
Director - The Jakarta Summit 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Raghav Chari            Divij Gupta            Sahil Kuchlous 
raghavchari2004@gmail.com       divij.gupta1602@gmail.com    sahilkuchlous@gmail.com  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:raghavchari2004@gmail.com
mailto:divij.gupta1602@gmail.com
mailto:sahilkuchlous@gmail.com


 

Time Freeze 
1st April, 2019 
The committee starts on this date. Any events that have occurred before this date are valid                
and are a fact. Any events occurred after this date and mentioned in committee are invalid.                
Events and new developments will be provided to you via the Executive Board. 
 
 

Introduction to Committee 
Once known as the ‘jewel in India's crown’, the now-battlescarred Kashmir is nearly             
unrecognizable from the picturesque summer retreat it once was. The conflict in the region              
has gone through many cycles of escalation and de-escalation, and is one of the biggest               
contributors to the strained relations between the neighbours India and Pakistan. However,            
those primarily bearing the brunt of the war are the people of Kashmir. The unrest has                
impacted the lives and wellbeing of the natives, and the economic and political situation of               
the state as a whole. The political uncertainty has resulted in the collapse of trade and tourism                 
in the beautiful valley region. Separatist violence in the region has killed more than 47,000               
people since 1947, many of them innocent civilians. Last year, 160 civilians died in the               
violence, including 31 children - the worst death toll in a decade. 
 
Although there have been many bilateral and multilateral attempts to settle the dispute, none              
have yet proved successful. The recent Pulwama attack and the resulting retaliation in the              
form of the alleged Balakot air strikes by India has brought renewed international attention to               
the threat of an all-out war between the two nuclear powers. If the right decisions are made, a                  
dispute spanning more than 60 years could finally be resolved. However, a single bad              
decision could result in a cycle of violence and maybe even nuclear war. It is up to you, the                   
leaders and delegates of the involved parties, to settle their differences with the help of the                
international community and come to an agreement, or face the resulting aftermath. 
 
Remember, what makes a Crisis Committee exciting and unique is that you, as             
representatives of your countries, will be able to utilize your country's resources and take              
actions which will directly impact the proceedings of the committee. It is up to you to                
navigate the complex political situation, decide who to trust and who to keep an eye on, all                 
while keeping your country’s best interests in mind. You will be given a great amount of                
power. Don’t be afraid to use it. The future is in your hands. 
 
 



 

Background 
 
Indo-Pakistan Partition 
Before India’s independence, Kashmir was a princely state with a Hindu ruler in a Muslim               
majority state. The British sold the region to Gulab Singh in 1846, which began the Dogra                
rule in Kashmir. Hari Singh, a descendant of Gulab Singh, was the ruler of Kashmir in                
1947.[1] 

 
On August 15th 1947, British rule in the Indian subcontinent officially ended, and the country               
was partitioned into two new states - India and Pakistan. The Indian Independence Act              
detailed that after the end of British rule, the princely states could choose to either join India,                 
join Pakistan, or remain independent.[2] However, they were advised to join one of the two               
new dominions. This decision was left to the rulers of the states, but they were expected to                 
respect the wishes of the population. 
 
Raja Hari Singh was reluctant to join either of the two countries; he wanted Kashmir to be a                  
neutral, independent country. Thus, he tried to delay his decision by proposing a standstill              
agreement. The Standstill Agreement was a bilateral agreement between a Princely State and             
one of the new dominions - India or Pakistan. It provided that all the administrative               
arrangements that had previously existed between the British crown and the Princely State             
would continue unaltered between the two signatories.[3] Pakistan signed a standstill           
agreement with Kashmir. However, on 22nd October, some Pathan tribesmen from the North             
West Frontier Province invaded western and northern Kashmir, advancing towards          
Srinagar.[4] India claims these tribesmen were sent and supported by Pakistan. Pakistan denies             
this, claiming that these tribesmen were acting on their own. On October 24th, 1947, the               
Government of India received a desperate appeal for help from Raja Hari Singh. He requested               
that arms and reinforcements be sent. However, Lord Mountbatten said that it would be              
improper to move troops into what was at the moment an independent country. Thus, India               
could only assist Kashmir provided that Kashmir accede to India. It was also agreed that once                
law and order were restored, a plebiscite would be held in the region to decide its fate. Raja                  
Hari Singh agreed to the conditions and on 26th October, he signed the Instrument of               
Accession.[5] The Instrument of Accession was a document which allowed the Princely States             
to accede to either of the two dominions. However, it should be noted that the Instrument Of                 
Accession itself does not specify any provisionally or conditionality of accession, while the             
White Paper, the report published by India regarding their stance on Kashmir, specifies             

https://www.jktdc.co.in/History-of-Kashmir.html
https://learn.culturalindia.net/indian-independence-act-1947.html
https://books.google.co.in/books?id=MC2UoAEACAAJ&redir_esc=y
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/south_asia/1762146.stm
https://www.indiatoday.in/education-today/gk-current-affairs/story/9-facts-accession-day-jammu-and-kashmir-india-1375840-2018-10-26


 

clearly India’s commitment to holding a plebiscite in Kashmir to decide its fate. Thus, this               
creates a conflict between strict legal interpretation and repeated official promise made to the              
people of Kashmir.[6] 

 
On October 27th, the Indian army entered Kashmir and began to repel the invaders. Pakistan               
refuted the legality of the accession of Kashmir to India, as Hari Singh acted under duress                
and the accession violated the standstill agreement. To settle the issue, in November 1947,              
India proposed the removal of all Pakistani troops from Kashmir as a precondition to the               
plebiscite. Pakistan refused, instead proposing the simultaneous withdrawal of all troops           
followed by a plebiscite overseen by international delegates. India rejected this offer. This             
marked the beginning of the First Kashmir War. Pakistan moved its troops into Kashmir to               
support the rebel forces, also known as the ‘Azad Kashmir’ army. A number of clashes               
between the two sides occurred in the Kashmir Valley region throughout the following year,              
and the occupied regions of the two countries gradually solidified into what would later be               
known as the Line of Control. 
 
 

UN Intervention 
On January 1st 1948, India approached the United Nations hoping to resolve the dispute. In               
response, the UN passed Resolution 47. The first part of this resolution detailed the setting up                
of the United Nations Security Commission for India and Pakistan. The second part proposed              
a two-step process to withdraw forces from Kashmir. In the first part, Pakistan was to               
withdraw its forces as well as other Pakistani nationals from the state. In the second part,                
when it had been confirmed that the Pakistani withdrawal has been completed, India was to               
withdraw the bulk of its forces. After both the withdrawals were completed, a plebiscite              
would be held. However, it was never made clear how many Indian troops would be allowed                
to remain in the region.[7] 

 
Although both countries welcomed the UNSCIP, each had its own objections to the             
resolution. India argued that the resolution placed both India and Pakistan on the same level,               
and were dissatisfied with the fact that it did not declare Pakistan as an aggressor. On the                 
other hand, Pakistan objected to the retention of Indian troops in Kashmir in any capacity.               
They wished for a simultaneous and complete withdrawal of troops by both countries. Thus,              
an agreement could not be reached. 
 

http://www.indiatogether.org/peace/kashmir/intro.htm
http://unscr.com/en/resolutions/doc/47


 

On 13 August 1948, after discussions with both the governments, the commission amended             
Resolution 47, including a ceasefire among other terms. The resolution was modified in such              
a way that India felt satisfied that Pakistan was being acknowledged as an aggressor.              
Moreover, India was given many assurances regarding the prerequisites for a plebiscite. After             
much debate, both countries reluctantly accepted the new proposal and signed the Karachi             
Agreement. Thus, on 1st January 1949, a ceasefire was introduced along the Line of Control.               
The Line of Control corresponded to the front of the Kashmir War. It left India in control of                  
most of the valley, as well as Jammu and Ladakh, while Pakistan gained control of part of                 
Kashmir including what Pakistan calls "Azad" Kashmir and Northern territories. 
 
Unfortunately, although both countries agreed to the UN resolution in principle, they failed to              
come to an agreement due to differences in interpretation of the procedure for and extent of                
demilitarization. Pakistan insisted that if they were going to withdraw all of their troops from               
the region, India should have to as well. They also wished to see a schedule of the withdrawal                  
of the Indian forces from Kashmir to ensure that it was synchronous with that of Pakistan’s                
troops. However, India made clear its intentions to keep some of its troops in the region, as                 
mentioned in the resolution. 
 
India, on the other hand, had its own set of demands. They insisted that the ‘Azad Kashmir’                 
army be disbanded before any plebiscite was conducted. These forces assisted Pakistan in             
fighting the Indian Army in the First Kashmir War. Pakistan wished to replace their forces in                
Kashmir with the forces from the ‘Azad Kashmir’ army. However, India saw this as a               
potential sign of aggression by Pakistan, and demanded the disbandment of the army as a               
prerequisite for a plebiscite. Pakistan rejected this demand. 
 
After multiple rounds of proposals for demilitarisation, which were rejected by both India and              
Pakistan, the Commission declared its failure and submitted its final report to the Security              
Council on 9 December 1949.[8] 

 
 

Article 370 
Meanwhile, on 7th October 1949, the Indian Constituent Assembly adopted Article 370 of             
the Constitution. This article grants special autonomous status to Jammu and Kashmir.            
Originally, the accession of princely states to either country was only on three matters -               
defence, foreign affairs and communications. It was expected that the princely states would             
have their own constitutions, independent of that of the country they acceded to. However,              

https://books.google.co.in/books?id=dpTpCAAAQBAJ&printsec=frontcover&dq=isbn:9789401192316&hl=en&sa=X&ved=0ahUKEwjOurSusJbiAhXLro8KHQybDukQ6AEIKjAA#v=onepage&q&f=false


 

most of the princely states in India accepted the Indian Constitution as their own, and thus                
became the equivalent to the other provinces in India. 
 
However, in the case of Jammu and Kashmir, the Constituent Assembly requested the terms              
of the Instrument of Accession. In other words, the Indian jurisdiction in Kashmir was to be                
limited to defense, foreign affairs and communications. Any other laws can only be enforced              
with the concurrence of the Kashmir government. Thus, the Kashmiri government could            
develop its own laws, independent of those of India. Originally, this was meant to be a                
temporary provision until Kashmir framed its own Constitution. However, this never           
happened, and has since become a permanent feature of the Indian Constitution.[9] 

 
 

1951 Elections 
On 27th October 1950, it was announced that a Constituent Assembly would be formed in the                
state of Jammu and Kashmir. Pakistan immediately raised a complaint in the United Nations              
Security Council, claiming that India was using the Constituent Assembly as a means to              
bypass conducting a plebiscite and directly ratify the accession of Kashmir to India.             
However, India denied this and reassured all parties that they still fully supported the              
plebiscite. Thus, the United Nations did not interfere in the elections, instead passing a              
resolution reminding both countries of their commitments to a plebiscite in the region and              
affirming that any decision made by the Constituent Assembly would not be binding.[10] 
 
The Constituent Assembly was originally supposed to have one hundred seats. Out of these,              
25 were allocated to ‘Azad Kashmir’, the region of Kashmir under the control of Pakistan.               
These seats were never filled. 
 
The elections were held in September and October of 1951. However, the process was              
steeped in controversy. All the seats in Kashmir went to went to the National Conference               
candidates, who were elected unopposed a week before the date of the elections. In other               
regions, many opposition candidates had their nominations rejected. Some parties boycotted           
the elections as well. As a result, the National Conference, a local party lead by Sheikh                
Abdullah, won all 75 seats of the Jammu and Kashmir Constituent Assembly. It should be               
noted that this party was known to support Kashmir’s accession to India.[11] 

 
 
 

https://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/india/What-is-Article-370Article-370/articleshow/35678708.cms
https://books.google.co.in/books?id=dpTpCAAAQBAJ&printsec=frontcover&dq=isbn:9789401192316&hl=en&sa=X&ved=0ahUKEwjOurSusJbiAhXLro8KHQybDukQ6AEIKjAA#v=onepage&q&f=false
https://books.google.co.in/books/about/The_Kashmir_Dispute_1947_2012.html?id=hdGkoAEACAAJ&redir_esc=y


 

Sino-Indian War of 1962 
The next division of Kashmir happened in 1962 between India and China. Since India’s 
independence, one of their priorities was maintaining cordial relations with China. The two 
countries concluded the Five Principles of Peaceful Coexistence Matters in 1954, and 
Jawaharlal Nehru promoted the slogan "Hindi-Chini bhai-bhai". However, the two countries 
still had a few topics of contention. Throughout the late 1950s, China claimed that it had 
always administered areas in the east of Kashmir, but India had refuted this claim, saying that 
it was Indian territory. However, India never expected China to start any sort of conflict.[12] 

 
Thus, when China invaded Ladakh in 20th October 1962, India was thoroughly unprepared. 
They had only deployed 10,000-20,000 troops on the border, as compared to the 80,000 
troops deployed by China. The war lasted for a month. In this time, the People’s Liberation 
Army had made significant inroads into ‘Indian territory’. However, on 21st November, 
China declared a unilateral ceasefire, ending the conflict. The region of Kashmir that was 
infiltrated by China is called Aksai Chin. To this date, India still claims that Aksai Chin is 
part of Kashmir and Indian territory, even though it is currently occupied by China.[13] 

 
 

Indo-Pakistani War of 1965 
Yet again in 1965 the region of Jammu and Kashmir was yet again through into conflict with 
the Second Indo - Pak War over the status of the state. The war began by Operation Gibraltar, 
an attempt by Pakistan to infiltrate Jammu and Kashmir and assist the locals in beginning a 
rebellion against the Indian rule. However, these infiltrators were discovered by India and the 
operation proved unsuccessful. 
 
In retaliation, on 15th August, Indian forces crossed the Line of Control and occupied regions 
in Pakistan administered Kashmir. The conflict escalated quickly, and the resultant war 
caused thousands of casualties on both sides. The war ended due to intervention by the USA 
and the Soviet Union. Under international pressure of economic sanctions, India and Pakistan 
signed the Tashkent Agreement, agreeing to a unconditional ceasefire. Thus, the war ended 
on 22nd September and both countries’ troops withdrew to pre-August lines.[14] 

 
 
 
 

https://www.thequint.com/news/india/facts-about-1962-india-china-war
https://www.indiatoday.in/education-today/gk-current-affairs/story/india-china-war-of-1962-839077-2016-11-21
https://books.google.co.in/books?id=vLwOck15eboC&pg=PR11&redir_esc=y#v=onepage&q&f=false


 

Indo-Pakistani War of 1971 and the Simla Agreement 
Tensions between these 2 nations flared once again merely 6 years later. In late 1970,               
Pakistan held its first democratic election. There were two main parties, the Pakistan People’s              
Party (PPP) and the National Awami League (NAL). Pakistan was divided in two halves,              
West Pakistan (Punjab, Kashmir, Sindh, Balochistan, NWFP) and East Pakistan (Bengal).           
The two halves were linguistically and culturally at odds with each other, and the East side                
was only slightly more populous. The PPP was considered to be a West Pakistani party, while                
the NAL was considered to be East Pakistani. The NAL promised to institute a highly federal                
constitution, which the President and PPP were opposed to. The NAL swept East Pakistan              
and won the election in a surprise. The President and PPP leaders tried to convince NAL                
leaders to give up the idea of a federal constitution, but the NAL refused. The President                
therefore refused to convene the assembly. The NAL called for an infinite strike in East               
Pakistan in protest, and these protests steadily grew more and more violent. The Pakistani              
army was sent into East Pakistan to quell these revolts. India watched the whole situation               
unfold, and in late 1971, declared their support for the formation of an independent Bengali               
country. The Indian army invaded and captured all of East Pakistan in two weeks, after which                
Pakistan surrendered and the new state of Bangladesh was formed.[15] 

 
India called for negotiations over India-Pakistan relations at Simla in light of recent events.              
At Simla, the two countries signed an agreement that had a few crucial clauses. Firstly, India                
and Pakistan were going to solve the Kashmir dispute bilaterally; through negotiations with             
each other. Secondly, the Line of Control was going be treated as the de facto border between                 
India and Pakistan in Kashmir. Indian politicians at the time claimed it was a step towards                
formalising the LoC as an international border, though Pakistani politicians denied any such             
motive.[16] 
 

Kargil War 
However regardless of such steps towards peace, the animosity between India and Pakistan             
only worsened. The Kargil War, also known as the Indo-Pakistan War of 1999, was an armed                
conflict between India and Pakistan which took place in the Kargil district of India. In late                
April, Pakistani forces infiltrated Kargil, located in India administered Kashmir. The Indian            
army, however, reacted much faster than Pakistan had anticipated. Two months into the             
conflict, Indian troops had retaken most of the territories occupied by Pakistan. Under             
international pressure and facing imminent defeat, Pakistan withdrew all its remaining forces            
from Indian territory, returning to their side of the Line of Control. The war was a major                 
victory for India.[16] 

https://www.business-standard.com/article/current-affairs/vijay-diwas-how-india-ended-pak-s-atrocities-and-ensured-freed-bangladesh-118121600120_1.html
https://mea.gov.in/in-focus-article.htm?19005/Simla+Agreement+July+2+1972
https://economictimes.indiatimes.com/news/defence/all-you-need-to-know-about-kargil-war/kargil-vijay-diwas/slideshow/59772216.cms


 

Current Situation 
 
Territorial Disputes 
The region of Kashmir is divided between three countries - India, Pakistan and China.              
Pakistan controls the northwest portion (Northern Areas and Kashmir), India controls the            
central and southern portion (Jammu and Kashmir) and Ladakh, and the People's Republic of              
China controls the northeastern portion (Aksai Chin and the Trans-Karakoram Tract).  

 
India has control   
over 45% of the    
area of Kashmir.   
This includes the   
regions of  
Jammu, Kashmir  
Valley, Ladakh  
and the Siachen   
Glacier.[17] The  
Siachen Glacier  
is the Northern   
part of the   
territory, and  
Ladakh is the   
region further  
East. Kashmir  
and Jammu are   
located in the   

South and South-West regions respectively. These areas together form the Indian state of             
Jammu and Kashmir. However, India claims that Jammu and Kashmir actually covers the             
entire area of the former princely state of Kashmir, including the territories currently             
occupied by Pakistan and China. 
 
The state of Jammu and Kashmir is governed by a democratically elected Legislative             
Assembly. Although the state is a part of India, it has been given more autonomy than any                 
other Indian state. The Legislative Assembly has the power to legislate on a much wider               
range of topics. From 1st March 2014 to 19th June 2018, the state was ruled by a coalition                  

https://edition.cnn.com/2013/11/08/world/kashmir-fast-facts/index.html?no-st=1557603020


 

government formed by the local People’s Democratic Party and the Bharatiya Janata Party.             
However, BJP broke off the alliance and a Governor's Rule was declared in the state. The                
state is currently under a President’s Rule, placing the legislative powers of the state in the                
hands of the Indian Parliament. 
 
India has a very strong military presence in Jammu and Kashmir. The borders of India               
administered Kashmir are heavily guarded. India has more than 210,000 troops stationed in             
the state. 
 
Pakistan has control over 35% of the area of Kashmir, including Gilgit-Baltistan and Azad              
Kashmir. Gilgit-Baltistan is the Northernmost part of Pakistan, and is six times the size of               
Azad Kashmir, which is located to its South. The two regions are administered separately.              
Gilgit-Baltistan, although controlled by Pakistan, is federally administered and has never           
been formally integrated into the Pakistani state and does not participate in Pakistan's             
constitutional political affairs. It is neither a province, nor a state. The ruling party in the                
region is the Pakistan Muslim League-Nawaz.  
 
Azad Kashmir is also is neither a province nor an agency of Pakistan but has a government of                  
its own that is regarded by Pakistan as “independent,” even though it is protected by and                
economically and administratively linked to Pakistan. The region has its own elected            
President, Prime Minister, Legislative Assembly and High Court. Azad Kashmir is also            
governed by the Pakistan Muslim League-Nawaz. 
 
The remaining 20% of Kashmir is currently under the control of China. This includes the               
regions of Aksai Chin and Shaksgam Valley. The region of Aksai Chin was acquired by               
China in the Sino-Indian War of 1962, and the Shaksgam Valley region was ceded to China                
by Pakistan in 1963 when both countries signed a boundary agreement to settle their border               
differences. 
 
Disputes over territorial claims is a constant point of contention between the 3 nations. A               
recent such dispute occurred over the OBOR (One Belt, One Road) initiative by the Chinese               
government. It was launched as a network of highways, marine routes, pipelines, and other              
such infrastructure, to make it easier for the world to trade with China. However, it is a matter                  
of contention between India and China for several reasons. A crucial link in the OBOR               
initiative is the CPEC (China-Pakistan Economic Corridor), which connects the land routes            
with the marine routes at the port of Gwadar. The corridor runs down the length of Pakistan,                 
but there is a specific section that India is concerned about. The CPEC passes through               



 

Gilgit-Baltistan (which is part of Pakistan administered Kashmir), which India claims as its             
territory, and views the building of a highway there as unlawful and illegal. The stance of the                 
government is that such a project strengthens Pakistan’s claim over those areas. India is              
consequently not part of the OBOR, and say they will consider joining only if the CPEC is                 
scrapped.  
 
 

Issues to peace in the region 

Insurgency And Terrorism 
Ever since the 1990s, separatist groups fighting for Kashmiri independence through armed            
insurrection have created havoc in the region. These separatists are organised into many             
differing groups, and most of these groups have some form of an Islamic ideology along with                
a Kashmir nationalistic stance. While some demand complete independence, many wish to            
merge with Pakistan. Prominent groups are Lashkar-e-Taiba (LeT) and Jaish-e-Muhammad          
(JeM), though there are many more smaller groups. Most of these groups have been declared               
as terrorists by India and some other countries in agreement as well depending group to               
group. India accuses Pakistan of supporting this insurgency in Kashmir, and Pakistan has             
admitted to doing this in the past, though it claims it has removed all association with any                 
insurgent groups since.[18] This claim is disbelieved by India with most of the international              
community in agreement. It is suspected that Pakistan hosts many UN declared terrorists and              
many of the insurgent groups are based out of Pakistan. It is also speculated that the                
Pakistan’s ISI funds and aids a lot of groups, even those that the government itself has                
banned.[19] Pakistan denies it funds any terror groups. Regardless, the insurgency in the region              
has left thousands dead, thousands displaced, and the entire political climate in Kashmir             
highly tense and polarised.  
 
While the situation has largely calmed down since the 2000s, attacks still occur. These same               
insurgent groups perpetrate acts of terror outside Kashmir as evidenced by the 2001 Indian              
Parliament Attacks by JeM and LeT and the 2008 Mumbai Attacks by LeT. Any issue of                
insurgency in Kashmir is inextricably tied to terrorism in other parts of India, and any talks                
surrounding either of these topics always involves discussing the other.  
 
Furthermore, in 2016-17, after the murder of Burhan Wani, there was a massive civilian              
protest in Kashmir. Burhan Wani was a young militant who was highly popular with the               
Kashmiri youth, and his murder was the tipping point for a lot of Kashmiris. He reached out                 
to disaffected Kashmiri youth through social media and convinced them to join the Hizbul              

https://www.thehindu.com/news/international/nawaz-sharif-admits-pakistan-role-in-2611-mumbai-terror-attacks/article23864966.ece
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/south_asia/6033383.stm


 

Mujahideen, a pro - Pakistan separatist group. He was killed in a planned operation, and due                
to his popularity, many thousands of people started protesting and throwing stones at security              
personnel. The civilians demanded some amount of self-determination for Kashmir, maybe           
even independence. However, this spontaneous protest was seen as a channeling of the             
frustrations of Kashmiris about the radicalisation of their social situation, about the            
militarisation of their land and how they were unable to live normal lives. These situation               
eventually reached such a point that curfew had to be implemented for 53 days This unrest                
has since also died down, but it was so massive and complete in its run that some even term it                    
Kashmir’s Intifada. The resolution of the Kashmir issue would solve the insurgency/terrorism            
issue, which would be a major policy relief for both India and Pakistan. 
 
Nuclear Capabilities 
India, Pakistan, and China all have nuclear bombs, and their stockpiles are massive; India and               
Pakistan both are estimated to have over 100 warheads, and China is estimated to have over                
200. The presence of nuclear warheads is another obstacle to ensuring lasting peace in the               
valley as any misstep could lead to a disastrous outbreak of nuclear war. 
 
 

Internal issues 

Humanitarian Problems 
Kashmir faces a human rights crisis, in that fundamental human rights of Kashmiri citizens              
are violated regularly. Both India and Pakistan have been accused of mistreatment of their              
Kashmiri citizens (less than 10,000 people live in the Chinese part of Kashmir so there are                
fewer problems). Ever since the inception of the modern Kashmir problem, and ever more              
since the turbulent 90s, security personnel have been a constant presence in Kashmir. They              
have been accused of murder, torture, sexual abuse, and much more, and these allegations              
have been filed not just by local activists and Kashmiri influencers but international actors              
like Amnesty International.. One of the worst incidents was where a random civilian was              
picked up the Indian army and used as a human shield in front of a tank against protestors.                  
The AFSPA Act on the Indian side, which provides legal immunity to soldiers in disturbed               
areas, is claimed to have caused hundreds of such violations. Militants on the Indian side also                
regularly abuse the human rights of citizens. In fact, abusing the citizens seems to be a                
method of warfare for both sides.[20] In Gilgit-Baltistan, people are campaigning in a similar              
manner to their compatriots on the Indian side for self-determination and proper statehood in              
Pakistan. All sides need to consider the massive human rights problems that Kashmir deals              
with and an effective way to stop them. 

https://amnesty.org.in/india-region/kashmir/


 

 
Kashmir’s Economy 
Kashmir’s economy is largely built on tourism and agriculture. Kashmir is one of the few               
producers of saffron, an expensive spice, and is a large exporter of flowers. It is also famous                 
for its wool. Other than agriculture and related business, Kashmir has the largest tourism              
sector in India. However, due to the insurgency, the industry has been hit very hard, though it                 
is recovering well since the mid-2000s and is now growing strong.[21] 

 
 

Pulwama/Balakot 
On the 14th of February 2019, a suicide bomber affiliated to Jaish-e-Mohammed killed 40              
Indian army men in an encounter near the town of Pulwama in Indian Occupied Kashmir.               
This was the largest attack on security personnel in India for 30 years. A few days later,                 
Indian troops got into a gunfight with militants/JeM sympathisers in Pulwama. On the 26th of               
February, Indian Air Force planes bombed a facility in Balakot that the Indian government              
claims was run by Jaish-e-Mohammed, and they had killed 250-300 terrorists. Pakistan            
maintains that there was no bombing of any facility, nor was there any facility in the first                 
place. They claim IAF only entered Pakistani airspace for a limited amount of time, but was                
repulsed in an air battle with PAF planes. They argue this was a breach of Pakistani                
sovereignty by the Indian military. The validity of these airstrikes was questioned by the              
Indian Opposition and local as well as international media. Reuters reporters were blocked             
from entering the area but noted the buildings to be intact.[22] Associated Press found four               
blast craters with splintered trees all around.[23] These alleged airstrikes were the first time              
since 1971 that Indian planes had crossed the LoC. On the 27th, a PAF plane got into an air                   
battle with an IAF plane, which was subsequently downed. An IAF pilot by the name of                
Abhinandan Varthaman was captured. He was interrogated, though he was released 72 hours             
after he was captured as a gesture of goodwill by the Pakistani PM. Due to the air battle, the                   
airspace of both countries was closed off temporarily to international planes.  
 
The Pulwama attack drew international criticism from the US, UK, Iran, Russia and many              
more nations. A UN resolution was put forward again to make Masood Azhar, the leader of                
the Jaish-e-Mohammed, a UN-designated terrorist in the Security Council, but it was vetoed             
by China.[24] Tensions were raised, and leaders on Indian and Pakistani sides both raised              
allegations against the other side, and vowed revenge. The issue puts the spotlight once again               
on the insurgency problem Kashmir has, and about Pakistan’s alleged involvement in it.             
What is particularly instructive is how vitriolic the threats towards the other side are.[25]              

http://www.sify.com/news/Tourists-arrival-gives-boost-to-J-K-economy-news-jm3v4cihjai.html
https://in.reuters.com/article/india-kashmir-pakistan-madrasa/no-access-to-pakistan-religious-school-that-india-says-it-bombed-idINKCN1QO26W
https://www.apnews.com/e64d72f76c4f475493e4d41501ebab06
https://www.thehindubusinessline.com/news/china-again-blocks-bid-at-un-to-list-jem-chief-masood-azhar-as-global-terrorist/article26528778.ece
https://web.archive.org/web/20190215060721/https://nation.com.pk/15-Feb-2019/freedom-fighter-launches-attack-44-of-occupying-force-killed-in-iok


 

Leaders on both sides will have to answer to an enraged, polarised population during the               
summits. The matter has cooled off to an extent, but tensions are still inflamed. Delegates               
must work towards finding a solution to this problem while keeping these key developments              
in mind. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

Country Perspectives 
 
India 
According to India’s Ministry of External Affairs, “The Accession of the state of Jammu and               
Kashmir to India, signed by the Maharaja (erstwhile ruler of the State) on 26th October,               
1947, was completely valid in terms of the Government of India Act (1935), Indian              
Independence Act (1947) and international law and was total and irrevocable.” India claims             
that since there was no provision for a conditional accession in the Indian Independence Act,               
the Instrument of Accession signed by the Maharaja holds the same legal meaning as those               
signed by the other princely states. 
 
India also states that since Pakistan never fulfilled the terms agreed to in the UNCIP               
resolution, namely that all Pakistani troops would be withdrawn from Kashmir, it was not              
possible for a plebiscite to be held. Thus, it was Pakistan’s failure to abide by the terms of                  
Resolution 48 that wrecked any possibility of plebiscite being conducted. 
 
Furthermore, India claims that since more than four and a half decades have lapsed since the                
original proposals were made as a possible solution, they are no longer valid. Since then, the                
situation in Kashmir has changed, and the resolutions are no longer relevant. Thus, India is no                
longer bound to its commitment to a plebiscite which it made so many years ago. 
 
Thus, since the people of Jammu and Kashmir convened a Constituent Assembly in 1951,              
which once again reaffirmed the Accession of the State to India in 1956, the state is legally a                  
part of India. According to the government, since the Constituent Assembly was            
democratically elected, the decision of the Constituent Assembly amounts to the decision of             
the people themselves. Thus, India is being occupied by Pakistan illegally, and the latter              
should immediately vacate all  
areas under its occupation.  
 
India also believes that the conflict should be discussed and solved bilaterally, as stated in the                
Simla Agreement, and should not involve any mediator, not even the United Nations.[26] 

 

 

https://mea.gov.in/in-focus-article.htm?18971/The+Jammu+and+Kashmir+Issue


 

 
Pakistan 
The Pakistani policy with regards to Kashmir has been consistent over many years. Pakistan              
regards the accession of J&K to India illegal and considers the region a disputed territory.               
They have always refused to recognise the accession of Kashmir to India, claiming that it was                
obtained by "fraud and violence."  
 
Pakistan also believes that a plebiscite in the region is the best way to resolve the conflict.                 
The Ministry of Foreign Affairs (MFA) sources have stated repeatedly that Pakistan only             
provides moral and diplomatic support to the freedom struggle in Kashmir and believes that              
the UN-sponsored plebiscite is an appropriate solution to this conflict. However, they have             
always refused to move any troops out of the region until India agrees to do the same.[27][28] 

 
 

China 
China controls Aksai Chin, and claims it as a part of Xinjiang. India views Aksai Chin as a                  
part of Ladakh. China has negotiated with India over the region before, but till date there has                 
been no concrete progress or commitments. 
 
Since the 1980s, China’s policy on Kashmir has shifted from a strong pro-Pakistani stance to               
a more balanced one between Pakistan and India. In recent decades, China has played an               
important third-party role in helping to de escalate tensions between India and Pakistan.             
Although Sino-Indian trade far outpaces China-Pakistan trade, China’s plans to invest heavily            
in the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC) over the next fifteen years means that the              
country has important economic interests in both countries.[29][30] 

 
 

Neutral Parties 
The American policy towards the Kashmir dispute has fluctuated considerably through the            
years, from active efforts to resolve the dispute to simply trying to avoid conflicts. However,               
the country has always placed itself as a neutral and unbiased third party.[31] Currently, the               
priority of the United States seems to be to avoid any potentially dangerous escalations in the                
region.[32] Their official stance seems to suggest that they support bilateral negotiations            
between the two countries.[33] 

https://www.ndu.edu.pk/issra/issra_pub/articles/margalla-paper/margalla-papers-2015/07-Pakistan's-Policy.pdf
https://apps.dtic.mil/dtic/tr/fulltext/u2/a422346.pdf
https://www.usip.org/publications/2017/02/chinas-kashmir-policies-and-crisis-management-south-asia
https://southasianvoices.org/clarifying-chinas-response-to-the-pulwama-crisis/
https://www.claws.in/images/journals_doc/1400826270Rajeswari%20Pillai%20Rajagopalan%20%20CJ%20SSummer%202009.pdf
https://www.lawfareblog.com/pakistans-proxies-kashmir-attack-and-us-policy-response
https://thediplomat.com/2018/02/trump-pakistan-and-kashmir/


 

 

The Road Ahead 
 

Past Attempts 
To understand what possible solutions there are to the conflict, it must first be understood               
what attempts have been made in the past, and why they failed to achieve their goal. As                 
mentioned previously, the UN tried many times to settle an agreement with India and              
Pakistan, and even convinced both countries to agree to Resolution 47. However, the failure              
of the resolution lay in its vague nature. Later negotiations revealed inconsistencies in the              
interpretation of the terms and extent of demilitarization by both countries, dooming any             
chance of a plebiscite. Thus, although such resolutions may have some symbolic significance,             
they are of little use practically. 
 
It should also be noted that India’s stance on the issue has shifted significantly since the                
resolution was passed. India now claims that the resolutions passed so many years ago are no                
longer relevant or binding, as the situation in Kashmir has changed drastically since then.              
India has also become less open to multilateral negotiations and UN interventions, as             
demonstrated by the Simla agreement. This will have to be kept in mind while negotiating               
any potential solution. 
 

Possible Solutions 
One potential solution to the dispute is holding a plebiscite in the region to determine its                
future. However, there are many complications which must be considered. Firstly, as            
mentioned before, it will be difficult to convince India to agree to such a solution, as their                 
foreign policy clearly states that they consider the entire region Indian territory, and no longer               
consider themselves bound to conducting such a plebiscite. The other difficulty is setting the              
terms for the plebiscite. Even if India is somehow convinced to accept a plebiscite, the details                
of how to set up for it will have to be negotiated such that all countries are satisfied. 
 
Another possible solution is that both countries agree to make the Line of Control the               
international border, dividing Kashmir into two parts. However, both countries currently           
claim that the entire region belongs to them. India has at times endorsed this as the best                 
possible solution to the conflict. However, Pakistan has always been strongly opposed to the              
idea.[34][35] 

https://california.universitypressscholarship.com/view/10.1525/california/9780520266773.001.0001/upso-9780520266773-chapter-11
https://www.fairobserver.com/region/central_south_asia/kashmir-war-conflict-india-pakistan-peace-south-asia-politics-news-this-week-71417/


 

 
A soft border approach, a non-militarized frontier allowing the free movement of people as              
well as goods from both sides, is also a possible solution. However, this solution is widely                
seen as a temporary fix. Moreover, it suffers the same roadblocks discussed in the previous               
solution.[36] 
 
Another possibility is making Kashmir an independent country. However, there is no reason             
for India or Pakistan to accept this, as both countries would be losing land. Furthermore, such                
an arrangement may put Kashmir in an unstable political situation.[37] 

 
The reality is that there is no simple solution to the conflict in Kashmir. It will be up to the                    
delegates to use their negotiation skills and creativity to come up with a viable resolution               
which all countries involved will be willing to accept. Best of luck, delegates. 

 
Procedure to follow: 

➢ A General Speakers List will start formal session. The Executive Board will decide             
the order of speakers and time limit per speaker. 

➢ Debate will proceed in normal MUN format, where formal debate will be held             
through Moderated Caucus and informal debate will be held through Unmoderated           
Caucus. Both will require 50% vote of the committee and approval of the Executive              
Board. 

➢ Any actions will be in the form of Personal Directives and Communiques. Both will              
have to be sent via chit to the Executive Board for approval and will be in order upon                  
the consent of the Executive Board (Please note that we will be assessing your              
Personal Directives and Communiques, so be smart in utilising them). 

➢ At the end of the committee, the Executive Board hopes to see a ‘Treaty’ or               
‘Agreement’ between the Delegates, which will be in the format of a Resolution,             
where the points are listed and the signatories collected.  

➢ Laptops can be used in Committee, however, they will not be allowed during formal              
session and there will be no WiFi Access. The use of mobile phones is also not                
permitted. Any delegates found to be using the internet during session will lose any              
chance to receive an award. 

https://www.orfonline.org/expert-speak/soft-border-kashmir-cpec/
https://www.academia.edu/824927/Possible_Solutions_to_Kashmir_Conflict

