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LETTER OF THE DIRECTORS
Dear delegates,
I'm Mariana Prozillo, I'm 18 years old, and today, I want to tell you a little bit about my MUN
history. I hope you enjoy it.
I started participating in MUNs when I was 15, during the first year of high school. At first, I
didn't like it very much, I thought it was too "nerdy" for me. But when I went to my actually
first MUN event, everything changed. Even though I only made friends and didn't really get
into the debate’s content, the energy there was amazing. Since then, I fell in love with MUNs
and never stopped participating. The debates were very important for my personal and
collective trajectory. It is where I discovered what my talents and ambitions are, and started
to really invest in them, gaining confidence in my capability to share my opinions and
knowledge with others.
That's why I am very happy to see you people interested in starting to debate, determined to
give your best. Putting yourself in a country position is very difficult. Especially if it is to
defend something that we all repudiate, such as war crimes, racist, imperialist policies, or
policies that are harmful to our planet and nature, but it is exactly the exercise of looking at
situations through different lenses that allows our opinions and our worldviews to be better
constructed and increasingly complex and structured. That’s how we improve our opinions
and thoughts.
Therefore, I believe that participating in MUNs brings several good experiences and has
numerous essential consequences for us. It helps us to be who we really are and want to be.
More than that, with people dedicated to studying, learn and know diverse perspectives
considering the complexity of the world's international relations from various angles, we will
be increasingly able to change the world and ensure that we can build a future in which we
want to live. I hope you can see this experience far beyond these two days, but as something
capable of changing your life and the future of our society.
Thank you all! I hope you have a good time during our conference. :)

-

Mariana Martinez Prozillo

Greetings, delegates!
My name is Samuel, and it is with utter joy that I introduce myself as a committee director
alongside Flora and Mariana! I am a senior at Colégio Farroupilha - Porto Alegre, Brazil - and
take part in MUN-associated activities since 2019, and it was instant love at the moment that
I first stepped in for the first time. Since I was a little boy, I have always been addicted to the
international background once my alphabetization process was basically with the World Cup
2006 Sticker Album. This unique piece that made me learn about different countries and
want to understand everything about the rest of the world is undoubtfully something that
changed my life. After the sticker album, my lovely parents gave me an Atlas book, which
substantially fed that hungry boy with more international knowledge at a point he knew every
single country flag and capital city out there at around four years old.
Today, that little boy is your director and looks eagerly forward to sharing endless knowledge
through a genuinely unforgettable experience at Diplomun Online.
What I can essentially point out about my first actual conference is that, even though I am an
absolute chatterbox, it was all about a boy who had a lot more to share; however, he limited
himself for acting so silently. Notwithstanding, something that makes me feel whole-hardily
grateful is that people who knew my essence encouraged me to be myself and to give
everything I got. Subsequently, I started thinking out of the box and being the opposite of that
shy boy I had been; positive results of my commitment began to come up, and I never stopped
since then. Inevitably, my advice for each of you still in such an arduous process is simple:
trust yourselves.
Acknowledging the importance of supporting today's youth, I present myself as strongly
available to help you with basically everything you need since it is doubtless for me that you
are totally capable of reaching the great top. Summing up, I hope you commit yourselves so
as to truly achieve that most superb version of yourself and, more importantly, enjoy the
conference because being happy is always the most important part!

See you all during the conference!
Samuel Knijnik Werneck Martins

COMMITTEE INTRODUCTION
The twentieth century was a period of unprecedented technological advancement,
widespread decolonization, and almost unimaginable destruction. The continued expansion
of communication and transportation technologies allowed for the novel interconnectivity of
people and countries. The same wave saw the first truly global wars and the accompanying
leveraging of new military equipment by world leaders to cause extensive destruction and
suffering. World War II – which engrossed and devastated nations across Europe, Asia,
Africa, and North and Latin America – left approximately 50 million military personnel and
civilians dead, making it the most devastating conflict in human history. In response to these
atrocities, plenipotentiaries from 50 nations met in 1945 in San Francisco with the intent of
instituting safeguards to “save succeeding generations from the scourge of war.” Their vision
was an international system that valued state sovereignty, ensured the accountability of all
people who commit egregious acts against humanity, expanded and established the rule of
international law, and allowed for international collaboration and discussion at all levels and
on all issues. Such endeavors to codify universal standards and responsibilities far beyond
those in prior international agreements, such as the Geneva Convention, represented a
significant shift from the Westphalian system, which had predominated the international
relations scene for nearly 300 years.
The result was the now infamous forum of peacebuilding and cooperation – and often
controversy – the United Nations. 4 At the core of this international organization lies the
United Nations Security Council (UNSC). The Security Council was established as one of the
six principal organs of the United Nations and held its first meeting on January 17, 1946. This
body’s composition consists of five permanent members – China, France, the United
Kingdom, the United States, and Russia – and ten non-permanent members, elected on a
rotating basis of two-year terms from regional blocs. As defined by Articles XXIV and XXV of
the Charter of the United Nations (UN Charter), the UNSC operates with the “primary
responsibility for the maintenance of international peace and security”, and all UN member
states “agree to accept and carry out the decisions of the Security Council.” Thus, all actions
taken by the UNSC should be by Chapter VII: Actions concerning Threats to the Peace,
Breaches of the Peace, and Acts of Aggression are legally binding on its members, unlike all
UN and most supranational bodies.

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND
7th till 14th century
The history of the Kashmir conflict starts before the world remembers: In the 7th Century.
This story began with Lalitaditya, the third son of Pratapdityi II, who sprouted the throne
after Tarapida, who is mainly known to history as a great conquistador. His reign of 37 years
was impressed by conquest achievements and many journeys, for he was essentially a hardworking warrior and a great conqueror. Like Alexander the Great, Lalitaditya desired a worldconquest that could not be appeased, and Kalhana thus intends to bear the king's scheming
mind in his own words. Lalitaditya gave a vast space to his dominions. The Punjab, Kanauj,
Tibet, Badakhshan, and other territories have been taken into submission by him.
His attitude towards the subjugated kings and peoples was generous and unselfish, and,
though his lengthened wars of conquest, this brave general had the knack of enkindling it
again. He received an era of glory and prosperity for the kingdom. He was sophisticated
towards all schools of religious thought.
Kashmir became the synagogue of foreign scholars and erudite, and many cultural missions
were sent there at this intention. Before giving any detailed account of Lalitaditya's various
campaigns, it would be better to know the political setup of the times and the power upon it
of the conditions controlling beyond the frontiers of the kingdom of Kashmir.
In South Asia, at the beginning eighth century, the times were out of joint. In northern India,
the Gupta empire and civilization, which three centuries earlier was at its zenith, declined. As
in the late Roman Empire, one formidable officer after another tried to unite the more
impoverished kingdoms, but their rule did not last long. None was able to organize any
absolute authority. In the Deccan, the Pallava empire was hushed out, and that of Chalukyas
of Badami dying of military weariness. The later powers, the Gurjara Pratiharas, the
Rashtrakutas, the Palas of Bengal, had not yet emerged.
In the west, the Sasanian Empire had dropped in 637-42, but its Muslim winners had reached
Sind and not yet perceived the Afghan mountains and Punjab. In the north, the Chinese under
the Tangs had slowly but increasingly extended their dominions to the West. At about
Durlabh Vardhanas, the Chinese Emperor Tai-Tsung had conquered Kucha Khotan,
Khorasan, and Kashgar. Notwithstanding, the Emperors had lost control over the provinces,

and the moment of the breakup of the empire was near. Towards The south, Kashmir them
stories were friendly to the
The Kingdom of Kanauj, which under Harshavardhana had received large territories during
Lalitaditya's reign, Kanauj was ruled by Yasovarman, who had gained several victories over
kingdoms to the south and east of Kanauj, could not compete with the power and led support
of the Karkotus.

From the 17th century to the 20th century
From the 17th century, Britain ruled most of the Indian subcontinent, and the British
government began direct rule in 1858 over the British Raj. However, similar to uncountable
other British colonies, the government faced pressure to end its administration in India in
the 20th Century. The strong demand for independence within India has weakened the
British Empire all over the world. Britain no longer had the resources to control India, which
was once its largest imperial asset. Therefore, after World War II, Parliament decided that
British rule over India should end. When they made this decision, the Muslim separatist
movement exponentially began to spread and develop within India. Although millions of
Muslims in India were still a minority in proportion, and many desired to establish an
independent country, in the 1940s, this movement was represented by politicians and leaders
of the Muslim League of India, being Mohammad Ali Jinnah the head of it.
After Indian independence, a period of separation started in India; folks who didn't identify
as Indian asked and fought for their independence from big India. After that movement, the
discussion for the Kashmiris territory turned India and Pakistan into a considerable debate;
Which Country must command it? After a diversity of rebellions from the local population,
The first Indo-Pakistani war began in 1947, being solved in 1948 after a UN interference by
resolution 48 from the Security Council. This war was the beginning of a conflict, without a
prediction of ending. The Ceasefire was a reality, but those countries were in a kind of Cold
War, just waiting for the attack, producing enough power for a Nuclear War.
After Pakistan began an operation in the Jammu and Kashmir region, called Gibraltar
Operation, supposed to spy and investigate India's power, the second Indo-Pakistani war
from 1965 began, for almost one month, ending with a Ceasefire from UNSC resolution. The
most curious of this minor conflict was the clash that happened during the real Cold War;

India called for the United States and the United Kingdom to help while Pakistan had support
from the Soviet Union.
Back from the Cold War scenario until the Independence of Bangladesh, the Third IndoPakistani war emerged in 1971. The war started because of the Genghis Khan Operation; a
terrorist attack idealized by Pakistan to an Airforce base from India as an acknowledgment of
the Support that India gave to Bangladesh to succeed its independence from Pakistan. The
war occurred for thirteen days, ending after a Ceasefire from the United Nations that created
the Line of Control (LoC)- a military control line between Indian and Pakistani Kashmir, as a
de facto border a surrender of Pakistan.
The Ceasefire and armed peace were kept until the Siachen dispute, the fourth war between
India and Pakistan, that perdured from 1984 to 2003. The conflict started after the Indian
troops snatched control of the Siachen Glacier in Northern Kashmir, Pakistan. For thirty
years, the two sides persist locked in a stand-off, but the Indian army mountaineer who
caused the operation says his country must hang on whatever the damage it will cause.

THE MUTIPLE ASPECTS OF THE CONFLICT
Military aspects
It is essential to analyze the military aspects involving the conflict, which takes on global
security risk proportions. First, it is reasonable to argue that the region’s geographic traits
play an essential role since Kashmir is surrounded by mountains, which, mainly before this
century, were considered critical military barriers. When it comes to such concern, “Sharafud-din, a historian from Timur, says: "This country is protected naturally by its mountains
on every side so that the inhabitants are safe from the attacks of enemies without any need
for displacement.” (Bamzai, 1994).
Besides, the Kashmir Region is vital for all three countries embroiled in the conflict since this
piece of land has a “strategic importance touching [...] on the north, the Sinking-Uyghur

Autonomous Region of China, and in West Pakistan.” (Bamzai, 1994). Therefore, the Jammu
& Kashmir is the middle ground between three relevant countries: China, Pakistan, and India.

The Indian control of Jammu & Kashmir represents a gateway to Central Asia and a border
with Afghanistan for the Indian Government. It would also prevent Pakistan from sharing a
border with China and interrupt possible connections.
Since the escalated production of weapons of mass destruction, specifically nuclear weapons,
the conflict has taken global proportions by both India and Pakistan. Nowadays, “India and
Pakistan have an estimated 140 and 150 nuclear warheads respectively” (Deutsche Welle,
2019). Besides, “Pakistan also spends huge amounts on its nuclear program as the country
tries to make sure it won't lag behind its neighbor in military terms.” (Deutsche Welle, 2019).
Thereupon, it is possible to observe a cycle of violence since the more weapons produced, the
more concerning the situation gets, therefore, the more critical it is to assure national security
(through military investments and production of weapons), leading the dispute into a warlike
race.

Economic aspects
However, the conflict should not only be analyzed from the bellicose side but also its
economic side. “Since ancient times, it has been the halting-place of the caravans traveling”
(Bamzai, 1994) and therefore has always had a considerable role for trade routes. Besides, the
river Chenad, located in the Jammu region, “commands commercial importance” (Bamzai,
1994). However, “road communications'' within the area “were quite primitive and restricted
till as late as the beginning of the present century” (Bamzai, 1994).
Nowadays, the region’s trade routes are fundamental for all three countries, but mainly for
China and Pakistan. Both “trade via the newly constructed Karakoram Highway, which
connects the countries via the western Kashmir region.” That is a part of the multibilliondollar China-Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC) project, which is part of a more significant
Chinese investment, namely the Chinese New Silk Road Project. This is one of the most
critical Chinese investments and involves economic trade (and power) and geopolitical
influence. Therefore, “China is investing $57 billion (€51 billion) in Pakistani infrastructure
and energy projects, more than in any other South Asian country” (Deutsche Welle, 2019),
which has helped solidify Pakistan's claims to the Himalayan foothills.

Social aspects
As we beforehand saw, The Kashmir conflict has been occurring since the fourteen century,
being a conflict that has been discussed for more than eight hundred years. Throughout this
period, frequently the humanitarian situation has been overlooked. The main circumstances
from this disagreement are the fact that the local population was born into this conflict. They
will never have the opportunity to know what the words ``Peace and safety" mean. Over the
past 30 years, it is to believe that over the past 30 years, an estimated 80,000–100,000 have
died, mostly young men. Beyond that, hundreds of children are now orphans, and many
women are widows. Women also suffer from rape and sexual aggression, and thousands are
being tortured. The psychological impact of the trauma which people have faced has barely
been measured. The effect of this endless war is the dilemma that involves a war-adapted
society, a society that commonly lives its life without humans’ rights, freedom, or peace.

Three kids observing a soldier

The violence of the conflict is overall to observe. For the expert of conflict resolution Shaheen
Showkat Dar:
The Indians are viewing Pakistanis as ‘Muslims,’ ‘raiders,’ ‘terrorists,’ ‘anti-Indian,
‘lifelong enemies,’ and Kashmir as an ‘integral part’ of India. The situation in
Pakistan is a mirror-image response. They see Indians as ‘non-Muslims (Kafirs),’
‘occupiers,’ ‘imperialists,’ ‘anti-Muslim,’ ‘eternal enemies,’ and Kashmir as a ‘jugular
vein’ of Pakistan. The unresolved Kashmir conflict has created a hostile attitude. 65%
of Indians have an adverse opinion about Pakistan and consider it the greatest threat
to their country. Likewise, 75% of Pakistanis consider India a more severe threat than
Al-Qaeda and Taliban.
This is also one of the main problems by resolving the Indian x Pakistan conflict. Both
countries’ populations have an intricate negative perspective about each other, making it
more difficult for governments to establish efficient peace agreements, which the people
would also approve.

Concerning Human Rights in the Region, Shubh Mathur, who works closely with victims and
survivors of human rights violations in Kashmir, believes that:
Since 1989, when the movement for Kashmiri independence took the form oF an
armed insurgency, more than half a million Indian troops have been deployed there,
making it one of the world’s most highly militarized regions. Some estimates place
the number of troops deployed as high as 800,000. With a one soldier to every ten
civilians ratio, Indian counterinsurgency has progressed as a classic dirty war,
where the army treats the civilian population as the enemy. The troops are deployed
not only on the contested borders but across the civilian areas. In this situation,
human rights abuses occur on a massive scale: torture in the vast military camps
and interrogation centers that sprawl across the Valley, rape, disappearances,
extrajudicial killings, the use of civilians for forced labor and as human shields,
destruction of crops and homes, arson, arming pro-Indian militias to terrorize the
population.
Furthermore, the report prepared by the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for
Human Rights on 14 June 2018 stated that:
Impunity for human rights violations and lack of access to justice are fundamental
human rights challenges in the Indian state of Jammu and Kashmir. Special laws in
force in the state, such as the Armed Forces (Jammu and Kashmir), stress that human
rights violations are a huge problem and the impunity of its infractors.
Besides the local situation, one of the most concerning circumstances is the Emigration and
Exodus that is still happening in this region, contrasting a Refugee crisis of the conflict. For
the last five years, more than forty thousand Kashmiris, principally from the Indianadministered part, have been begging for asylum in the neighboring territories, even in
dependencies in the Pakistani-administered Kashmir.
Through the conflict, folks living in villages near the Line of Control (LoC) were defeated to
abandon their whole customs and routines to migrate or chose to follow the army troops into
the battle. After the last thirty years of this Border conflict in the LoC, many settlements had
been settled by refugees, places where the lack of resources and rights are pervasive, making
these people live in misery and poverty. Physical labor, slavery and, prostitution are
extremely vulgar in those occupancies, being a very marginalized place to live. The most
shocking fact of this situation is that the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees

(UNHCR) does not recognize those people as refugees but as migrants, limiting actions from
the United Nations Non-Governmental organization in this place.
It is immeasurable to relive that those refugees are citizens from Kashmir, and the population
that is still beyond the topic doesn't hold their rights and harmony. This 95% of people
represent the population that it's cheering for the end of the conflict by rallies, rebellions, and
revolutions. This part of the population suffers from immense governmental violence, being
suppressed by military violence during those manifestations. The governmental forces are
killing and hurting innocents like children, pregnant, and teenagers just because of their
living. However, only 5% of Kashmir residents have been stewarded by their administration
- powers, which persist in retaining the conflict without negotiating any alternative to secure
an agreement.
Another socially relevant issue is the religious repercussions in the district. The region of
Kashmir was formed by three religions - Islamism, Buddhism, and Hinduism - and, after the
colonization process, Christianism turned into a very influential religion. However, Islamism
is still part of the majority in the area, being 93% of Kashmiris Muslims.
Notwithstanding, in the Indian Administration part, only Hinduism can be practiced, which
involves massive repression to Muslims living in the region, making the population continue
even more against India's government, asking for the absolute Pakistani command in the
ward.
In an attempt to convert the circumstances, India started to get benefits to people who
bordered Kashmir as a resident as well as Hindus Kashmiris that want to reaffirm their
support to the Indian Government. Those benefits are mainly related to rights to have
property there, better jobs, military protection, and liberty while the rest of the residents still
subsist in misery. That situation leads the population to dissatisfaction, creating a promising
situation for radical and violent organizations’ slope of power. Considering that the
significant marginalized people identify themselves as Muslim, it is possible to track a
connection with their marginalization and the accumulating power of Jihadist organizations.
More specifically, the creation of Lashkar-e-Taiba, a terrorist group that joins the conflict as
the four powers of the conflict to raise the liberation of Kashmir from India, marked the start
of many terrorist attacks to be expected, not just in Kashmir but in the entire India.

Geopolitical aspect
The region that nowadays composes India, Pakistan, Nepal, Bhutan, Bangladesh, and
Myanmar constantly was a Geographic competition area. During the colonization, the
territory was partitioned into two administration powers: Portuguese India and British India.
After the Independence of the two parts, most territories were annexed to India; however,
there were four predominant religions in this territory - Catholicism, Islamism, Hinduism,
and Buddhism - and different folks, getting all of them into fights for independence from
India, emerging the old empire in a perpetual war.

Map of India during the Empire

After the division of the conflict, Kashmir stands in the middle of three influential powers India, Pakistan, and China - and the final decision was in the division of the region into three

parts: Hindu Kashmir administrated by India, Muslim Kashmir administrated by Pakistan
and Chinese Kashmir administrated by China.
After the third Indo-Pakistani war, the Security Council decided to build the Line of Control,
a military control line between India and Pakistan's Jammu and Kashmir's territories.
Nowadays, this Line of Control has been recognized as one of the world’s most dangerous
places.

Map of the geographic position of Kashmir

Map of the division of Kashmir and Jammu

Related Resolutions
•

Simla Agreement (1972)

•

Tashkent Declaration

•

UN Military Observer Group in India and Pakistan

CASE STUDIES
Indian Independence
India has always been an attractive spot for external peoples. Its natural wealth and soil
fertility resulted in such foreign interest that, at many times along the historical chronology,
multiple attempts of invasion took place along the whole territorial extension. There,
thousands of ethnic groups used to coexist together, separated by numerous religions and
languages, in addition to the caste system, which made society rigidly hierarchical. With the
Mongol Empire’s arrival and the Europeans in the 16th century, this subcontinent history
would change forever.
In 1600, representatives of the East India Company (British) initially arrived in order to trade
with the native Indians. Over a century later, the British already had enclaves in Bombay,
Madras, and Calcutta. In like manner, the French tried to occupy the territory;
notwithstanding, they were expelled by the British in 1755. Thus, the British had annexed
Punjab and Delhi’s provinces until they declared themselves lords of India.
However, colonization was not peaceful at all, with arduous native resistance such as seen in
the Sipahi Revolt, in which the Indian soldiers fought against the westernization process that
ravaged their homeland due to imperialist presence and was a natural threat to their culture.
Only in 1877, Queen Victoria finally became Empress of the Indies, when India became a
British Empire’s viceroyalty.
Thus, utter colonization took over India with the massive importation of British institutions
into their new territory as a strategic point in the Asian Continent. Alongside, the English
language was taken to India, which gave these peoples a common language in a country where
more than 200 dialects were present among multiple collectivities. It is essential to notice
that in India, various religions coexisted, such as Brahmanic, Jansenist, Buddhist, Sikhist,
Hindu, and Muslim. These last two were a vast majority and were utterly distinct from each
other.
The wealthy, basically an elite during Mongol Empire, saw the British as a threat to their
education system and their religion by and large. For their part, Hindus accepted British
education and became the mainstay of English domination, participating as the colonial

administration officials. Nonetheless, the education received by this Hindu elite becomes a
double-edged sword. The same Hindus who graduated from English universities would
realize that they were serving the dominator and betraying the people to which they belong.
Consequently, these university students founded the Indian National Congress in 1885, with
the support of British liberals, and would question the English occupation.
Leaders such as Gandhi, a lawyer, would travel the country preaching a non-violent
revolution against the British. Some first wanted minimal self-determination and were part
of the British Empire. With Nehru and Gandhi's National Congress Party, others simply
started realizing that colonialism should end, aiming for India to become an independent
country ultimately. After the First World War, the issues of colonialist presence in India
became clearer. For this reason, Mahatma Gandhi decided to lead three major anti-British
campaigns:
1919 - General strike: several sectors were paralyzed, such as transport and cleaning;
1920 - Peaceful Disobedience: boycott to English products and a massive hunger strike to
increase popular support for India's independence;
1930 and 1934 - civil disobedience: it consisted of nonviolently breaking the laws. Perhaps
the most famous of them is the Salt March (or Satyagraha), where Gandhi, accompanied by
his followers, collected salt from a saline solution and sold it, something forbidden to the
Indians, and, due to his responsibility for such an expressive uprising move, he got arrested.
Gandhi would spend several years in prison with other Indian political leaders. Among them,
Nehru, who would become Prime Minister of independent India and founded a dynasty of
politicians.
After such complexity, during World War II, a rupture between the Indian people and the
British reached an ultimate limit. The British government knew that India's independence
would be a matter of time and resolved to establish a negotiated exit.
The decolonization of India must be understood in the post-war context when colonialism
was considered unacceptable. With that exact aim, an English nobleman, Lord Louis
Mountbatten, had been chosen by the Crown as the new Viceroy of India to conduct the
process of emancipation through softly favoring the British side.
Two significant currents had been formed: the first, defended by Gandhi, advocated for a
unitary India; the second, claimed by the settlers, led by Muhammad Ali Jinnah, called for an

independent state, which he would call Pakistan. Principalities that were independent, who
choose one of the countries would like to belong.
Supported by the British, the second proposal won. This result caused chaos in the country
because uncountable Muslims had left their homeland in order to move to a more prosperous
country according to their land rights to address the future nation. On the other hand, Hindus
did the same. It was not uncommon for two columns of immigrants to find themselves
walking in the opposite direction and for provocations to end in fights.
The British officially set India's independence date to August 15. However, this day was
considered by the Indians as not conducive to such an important event. In this way,
independence was finally proclaimed on the night of August 14th to 15th.

Bangladesh Independence
Many reasons led East Pakistan to seek its independence from West Pakistan. History tells
us that it was with much struggle and sacrifice that this country achieved its desired
liberation. Yet, three million martyrs paid a high price so that today the People's Republic of
Bangladesh could celebrate its 47th anniversary as a free nation.
With the departure of the British from the so-called British India in 1947, two nations became
sovereign, India and Pakistan; the latter, in addition to its main territory, had an East Wing,
separated by Indian territory 1,600 km away. This small territory called East Pakistan began
to be segregated not only by the distance from its central government but also by its cultural
and religious peculiarities. It was twenty-four years of Pakistani rule where dictatorial
attitudes led to a growing dissatisfaction of the Eastern population until it culminated in a
great war called the Liberation War in 1971.
The main reasons that led to the war were the Pakistani government's decision to make Urdu
the official language of the country at the expense of Bengali, ethnic discrimination, the lack
of regional autonomy, the total neglect of the central government after Cyclone Bhola in 1970,
among other discrepancies between the two Wings. But the fact that indeed changed the story
was President Yahya Khan's decision not to recognize Sheikh Mujibur Rahman's leadership
in the Eastern province. After an overwhelming victory in the 1970 general election, the
Awami League won but failed to take the lead in East Pakistan.

Then on March 7, 1971, in a speech to more than one million people in Dhaka, the so-called
Bangabandhu (Friend of Bengalis) Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, announced to his people the
beginning of a non-cooperation movement with East Pakistan and consequent defense of the
territory in favor of the Independence of Bangladesh.
On March 25, 1971, President Khan began an operation to end the insurgent movement in
East Pakistan; then, in the early hours of March 26, just before being arrested for conspiracy
against the state, Sheikh Mujib declared Bangladesh's independence, leading the country to
a war for its liberation that would end nine months later, on 16 December 1971 - the so-called
Victory Day - at the cost of millions of lives.

Aksai Chin - “Chinese Kashmir” - and the relation between
China and India
In June 2020, China and India clashed on the Royal Control Line (LAC), located in Ladakh,
a region that has been the point of Sino-Indian territorial disputes for almost 60 years. The
Sino-Indian relations are marked by occasional periods of bilateral tightness, especially
regarding border disputes over inhospitable territories. There are currently two contested
areas: Aksai Chin, located in the Kashmir region - administered by China and disputed by
India and Pakistan - and Arunachal Pradesh, located in northwest India, contested by China
for considering part of the autonomous region of Tibet.
The disputed regions are of difficult navigability and inhospitality, making it utterly
challenging to control the transfrontier. However, they are considered critical regions for
China and India due to valuable natural resources' ubiquity. Besides, the relations between
the People's Republic of China and India began in 1950 after relations with the Republic of
China were severed in Taiwan and India's recognition of the People's Republic of China.
However, several moments of hostility and disputes mark these nations' bilateral relations,
by and large, the most notable being the Sino-Indian War in 1962.
In 1962, China and India went to war over the challenge of sovereignty over the territory of
the Himalayan region. Both states claim the right over the borderline province of Arunachal
Pradesh without legal demarcation in force today. However, this dispute's origin goes back to
the colonial period, when in 1914, the United Kingdom defined the McMahon line to delimit
the border between China and India. Both repudiated this proposal. Since then, China and

India have clashed three times, in 1962, 1967, and 1987, all the disagreements engendered by
territorial contestation. Due to the absence of a formal agreement on a natural border, the
LAC (Line of Actual Control), or Line of Real Control, was instituted.
After weeks of confrontation and despite the Chinese troops' evident superiority, on
November 21, the then Chinese Prime Minister Zhou Enlai ordered a ceasefire, ending the
war, but not the imbroglio between the two nations, which persistently lasted. India's
humiliating defeat gave way for Beijing to confirm its control over the Aksai Chin area, on the
west side of the border and located in the problematic region of Kashmir.
India still claims this area as its own, which is of strategic importance to Beijing, as it links
Xinjiang Province to western Tibet.
Furthermore, China and India informally demarcated the LAC in line with the ceasefire after
the brief and bloody events of 1962. The official acceptance of LAC occurred only in 1993
through a bilateral agreement; however, due to the region's complex topography, this
distinction remains ill-defined, opening loopholes for possible future imbroglios.
At this juncture, China and India have two of the most extensive territories, populations, and
armies globally, besides the point that both hold nuclear weapons, a context that suggests
catastrophic results as a result of a possible larger-scale conflict. There is a lot of confusion
around the LAC, which has not maintained relative peace in the area during all these years,
despite constant clashes between Chinese and Indian troops at various points on the de facto
border.
To this day, China and India still disagree about exactly where that line lies at different points.
Part of the differences stems from the distinction by British colonial administrators in India.
The multiple diplomatic diabetes over the years has not reached a solution. Besides, complex
relationships add to the distrust generated by other issues, such as the asylum that India
granted to the Dalai Lama in 1959, which Beijing denounces; and China's strategic support
for Pakistan, India's arch-enemy.

PRESENT DAY AND RECENT EVENTS
Chronology: 1947–2010
15 August 1947: British India is partitioned into the independent nation-states of India and
Pakistan. The rulers of ‘princely states,’ bearing in mind their people’s wishes, choose whether
to accede to India or Pakistan. The Maharaja Hari Singh, the Hindu ruler of Muslim-majority
Kashmir, delays his decision.
October 1947: Armed tribespeople from Pakistan’s North-West Frontier Province enter
Kashmir to join an internal revolt in the Poonch region. The tribesmen go on the rampage,
looting and raping locals.
26 October 1947: Requesting help from India in quelling the revolt and invasion, the
Maharaja signs the Instrument of Accession, acceding Kashmir to India. The accession is seen
as provisional, pending a referendum to determine the will of the Kashmiri people.
27 October 1947: Indian forces are airlifted into Srinagar to repel the Pakistani militias. The
fighting escalates into the first Indo-Pakistan war, with Pakistan disputing the accession and
eventually sending in regular forces.
1 January 1948: India formally refers the Kashmir situation to the United Nations.
5 February 1948: A UN resolution calls for an immediate cease-fire and a plebiscite.
1 January 1949: The UN-brokered cease-fire ends the first Indo-Pakistan war, with India and
Pakistan agreeing to a referendum withdrawal of troops behind the cease-fire line, leaving
two-thirds of Kashmir under Indian control.
26 January 1950: The constitution of India comes into effect. Article 370 accords autonomous
status to Jammu and Kashmir, with Indian jurisdiction restricted to defense, foreign affairs,
and communications.
October 1950: The National Conference party, led by Sheikh Abdullah, calls for elections in
Jammu and Kashmir to create a constituent assembly to determine the future of Kashmir.
30 March 1951: A UN Security Council resolution rejects election as a substitute for a
referendum to determine the future status of Kashmir and appoints a representative to effect
demilitarization, which is unsuccessful.

September 1951: Amid allegations of vote-rigging, National Conference wins all seventy-five
seats unopposed in Constituent Assembly elections.
31 October 1951: In his first speech to the assembly, Sheikh Abdullah argues for accession to
India.
July 1952: Sheikh Abdullah signs the Delhi Agreement, providing for autonomy for Jammu
and Kashmir within India.
July 1953: The development of the Prasad protest movement (led by Syama Prasad
Mookerjee) in 1952, calling for the complete accession and integration of Kashmir into India
pushes Abdullah to make proposals for independence.
8 August 1953: Abdullah is dismissed as prime minister and arrested and imprisoned by
India. Bhashi Ghulam Mohammad takes his place. Protests are put down with force.
17–20 August 1953: Indian and Pakistani prime ministers meet in New Delhi and agree to
the appointment of a plebiscite administrator by the end of April 1954. However, as the
alliance between Pakistan and the US deepens, Indian considerations over Kashmir become
colored by the Cold War and the plebiscite is off the table.
February 1954: The Constituent Assembly ratifies the accession to India.
14 May 1954: The Constitution (Applicable to Jammu and Kashmir) comes into force,
extending Indian jurisdiction over Kashmir, effectively annulling the Delhi Agreement, and
curbing civil liberties.
24 January 1957: The UN Security Council reaffirms its 1951 resolution, stating that no action
taken by the Constituent Assembly can be a substitute for a plebiscite in determining the final
disposition of the state.
26 January 1957: The Constituent Assembly enacts the Constitution of Jammu and Kashmir,
which states that ‘the State of Jammu and Kashmir is and shall be an integral part of the
Union of India’.
9 August 1955: The Plebiscite Front is established to press for Sheikh Abdullah’s release and
a plebiscite under UN auspices to decide the future of Kashmir.
20 October–20 November 1962: A border dispute in the Ladakh region sparks a war between
India and China, resulting in territorial gains for China from both India & Pakistan.

March 1965: The Indian Parliament passes a bill declaring Kashmir a province of India,
claiming for India the power to appoint a governor, dismiss Kashmir’s government and
assume its legislative functions.
August–23 September 1965: The second Indo-Pakistan war over Kashmir breaks out after
Pakistan sends armed infiltrators across the 1949 cease-fire line.
10 January 1966: India and Pakistan sign the Tashkent Declaration, agreeing to pull back to
pre-1965 positions.
3–16 December 1971: The Indo-Pakistan war results in an Indian victory and the succession
of East Pakistan as the independent state of Bangladesh.
February 1972: The Plebiscite Front is banned from participating in the State Assembly
election.
2 July 1972: India and Pakistan sign the Simla Agreement, which redesignates the UN ceasefire line in Kashmir as the ‘Line of Control,’ to be respected by both parties, who are to resolve
the Kashmir dispute through bilateral talks.
13 November 1974: In return for Sheikh Abdullah’s release and reinstatement as chief
minister of Jammu and Kashmir, his deputy, Mirza Afza Beg, signs an accord reiterating the
State of Jammu and Kashmir as a constituent unit of India, without the condition for pre1953 autonomy.
23 May 1977: Abdullah threatens succession unless India respects the provisions of Article
370 regarding Kashmir’s autonomy.
8 September 1982: Sheikh Abdullah dies. His son, Farooq Abdullah, assumes his position.
June 1984: Ghulam Mohammad Shah and other National Conference assembly members
defect to form a new government. Jagmohan, the New Delhi–appointed governor of Jammu
and Kashmir and a Hindu nationalist, dismiss Farooq Abdullah; Shah is appointed chief
minister. Protests erupt, and Shah imposes extended curfews.
7 March 1986: The Shah is dismissed from his post, and Jagmohan assumes exclusive power,
which he uses to restrict the government employment of Muslims.
23 March 1987: The vastly popular Muslim United Front (MUF) contests the 1987 State
Assembly elections. The Congress–Conference Alliance wins amid widespread allegations of

poll rigging. Fierce repression thwarts any mass uprising against Farooq Abdullah’s
unpopular reinstated government.
1989: Armed resistance to Indian rule breaks out, spearheaded by formerly imprisoned MUF
members. Strikes take up one-third of the year’s working days, and the State Assembly
election is boycotted – turnout is under 5 percent.
The 1990s: The insurgency continues; Pakistan-sponsored militant Islamic groups
proliferate, and Indian militarization intensifies.
20 January 1990: The day after Jagmohan is reappointed governor of Kashmir, the Indian
paramilitary Central Reserve Police Force (CRPF) fires on a group of unarmed
demonstrators, including women and children, in Gawkadal. The Gawkadal massacre
prompts the mass demonstrations of hundreds of thousands, which are met with further
violence.
1 March 1990: More than half a million people march to the UN Military Observer Group’s
offices in Srinagar to demand the implementation of UN resolutions stressing the importance
of the plebiscite and self-determination. The Indian army fires on demonstrators, killing
twenty-six civilians at Zakoora Crossing and twenty-one at the Tengpora bypass.
30 March 1990: The most prominent political rally in Kashmir yet at the funeral of Ashfaq
Wani, Jammu and Kashmir Liberation Front leader.
6 January 1993: The Sopore Massacre – Indian Border Security Police kill at At least fiftyfive unarmed civilians in Sopore in revenge for a militant ambush on one of their security
patrols.
March 1993: Political, social, and religious groups form the All Party Hurriyat Conference
(‘Hurriyat’ meaning freedom in Urdu), calling for self-determination.
21 February 1999: Indian prime minister Atal Bihari Vajpayee and Pakistani prime minister
Nawaz Sharif sign the Lahore Declaration, which focused on, among other issues, peaceful
resolution of the Kashmir problem.
May–July 1999: The Kargil War, fought by India and Pakistan in the Kargil district of
Kashmir.
The 2000s: The decade sees the armed struggle yield to a new phase of mass, nonviolent
protest. India and Pakistan restore diplomatic ties – engaging in talks over Kashmir and

implementing confidence-building measures – although this is interrupted sporadically by
violence incidents. The Indo-Pakistan diplomacy does not result in demilitarization in
Kashmir or any agreement on its future.
May 2008: The decision by the Government of India and the State Government of Jammu
and Kashmir to transfer land to the Hindu Shri Amarnath Shrine Board sparks the most
widespread and sustained mass uprising against Indian rule since 1990. Armed police fire on
the protesters, and the only functional road between Kashmir and India is blockaded.
21 February 2009: The Bommai killings, in which two worshippers were shot when the Indian
army fired indiscriminately, inflames large protests in Bomai and surrounding districts,
which then face indefinite curfew.29–30 May 2009: Two women, Neeolfar Jan, twenty-two,
and Asiya Jan, seventeen, are gang-raped and murdered in the Shopian district of Indian
Administered Kashmir.
June 2009: Large protests erupt across the Kashmir Valley, accusing the CPRF of the rapes
and murders. The protests are met with force, and an undeclared curfew is imposed on the
Shopian district.
30 April 2010: The Indian army claims to have killed three armed infiltrators crossing the
Line of Control in the Machil Sector. It is later found that the encounter was staged and that
the dead three were Kashmiri civilians, shot so that their killers could claim a cash reward.
11 June 2010: Tufail Ahmad Mattoo, seventeen, is struck in the head and killed by a tear gas
canister fired at close range while walking home from school. His death sets off another
summer of protest, during which a military curfew is imposed, and more than a hundred
Kashmiris are killed.

UN ROLE ON THE KASHMIR CONFLICT
Past UN actions
In 1972, according to the Simla Agreement between India and Pakistan, both countries agreed
to end the conflict and develop peaceful relations. This landmark agreement demonstrates
both countries’ willingness to put aside their differences and work together to improve
bilateral ties. However, today, forty years later, the intended goal behind the agreement is far
from being realized. Moreover, these tensions have led to more significant concerns from the
international community about the impact of Indo-Pakistani relations on global geopolitics.
The most important consideration within the Indo-Pakistani conflict is that both states have
nuclear weapons; maintaining stability in the region is crucial for both countries to have civil,
diplomatic ties. The repercussions of a feuding and nuclear India and Pakistan could have
long-term implications for the area and the international community. Therefore, the strained
Indo-Pakistani relations are of great concern to the Security Council. Daily, reoccurring crossborder terrorism and tensions caused by military personnel at the strict Line of Control (LOC)
have been frequently more critical than nuclear tensions.
The LOC was codified with the Simla Agreement but is only a de facto border between India
and Pakistan. The LOC exists to define who controls which parts of the former state of Jammu
and Kashmir. Its existence, therefore, represents lasting tension over the status of Kashmir.
The conflict represents the questionable legitimacy of both sides’ claim to the area and stems
from religious differences and part from entrenched historical claims to territory.
The dispute over Kashmir has continuously served as a roadblock in ending tensions and
creating peaceful relations between these two historic rivals. Thus, in 1949, the UN
recommended troops’ withdrawal and called for a referendum on Kashmir’s status. However,
a referendum has yet to occur as the Indian government claims that Pakistani troops forcibly
acquired and have not vacated areas of Jammu and Kashmir. Additionally, tensions continue
over Kashmir because both governments fear infiltration; both sides claim human rights
abuses (Pakistan majorly focuses on human rights violations against Muslims). The Indian
government claims that Pakistan purposefully sends terrorists to Jammu and Kashmir.
Complex though this conflict is, a parallel can be drawn here between this entrenched conflict
and Sudan and South Sudan’s feuding over the Abyei region. Historically, the SC has played

an essential role in deescalating the Kashmir conflict, and, as in South Sudan, it may be able
to do so now and in the future.
One possible solution to this conflict is for Kashmir to serve as a buffer state between India
and Pakistan by granting Kashmiri people independence. Resolving the Kashmir question
could set a precedent for the SC and the international community on such issues, including
Abyei. Nonetheless, for further progress to be brought about, both India and Pakistan need
to continue talks and consider the SC’s role in mediation. A possible solution through
international negotiation with the SC serving as a mediator can help resolve this conflict.
Today, the SC’s current composition creates an unprecedented opportunity to reinvigorate
efforts towards reaching an accord on Kashmir and establishing peaceful relations between
the two countries.
For the first time in history, both India and Pakistan sit on the Council. This situation may
not occur again, so it is vital that the SC seize this opportunity to find a way to help facilitate
negotiations, serve as a forum to help resolve India and Pakistan’s contentions, and address
the status of Kashmir. More than their differences in Kashmir, both countries need to move
forward not only for their respective development and security but also for stabilizing the
entire region. Willingness for cooperation and conflict mediation is apparent from recent
negotiations in Delhi and Islamabad, but frequently this willingness runs short due to the
stalled debate on Kashmir. India and Pakistan’s current governments are making efforts to
move past their differences and improve their relations. Increased cultural exchanges, trade,
and trade routes, and opening tourism between the two countries are two steps taken in the
right direction.
Overall, having increased trade between the two countries has helped improve diplomatic
relations; India and Pakistan have looked into growing talks to strategize ways to maintain
this path and improve ties. This where the SC can play a role in helping to alleviate tenuous
points. By reaffirming its commitment to keeping the region a nuclear-free zone, the SC can
encourage peace and cultural programs through other UN agencies and assist with
geopolitical and border concerns. In addressing these deeply embedded conflicts, the SC has
the ability to serve as an authority as a result of its international standing. Though, with the
Kashmir issue still unresolved, India and Pakistan have much work ahead to reach a stable
and healthy relationship that can benefit their people and the region as a whole.

Articles 370
Article 370 was proposed in 2019 through the Indian Constitution. It was developed to allow
the State of Kashmir to get a certain amount of autonomy. For example, their constitution,
flag, and legislative independence depend on India’s homeland just for Foreign Affairs and
International representation. As an outgrowth for Jammu and Kashmir society, they acquired
fundamental, civil, and property laws.
After the election of the Hindu nationalist Bharatiya Janata Party, an extremist Hinduist
party, the revoking of article 370 was indeed debated in India, bickering that Kashmiris are
not able to control the territory. As an effect of this contest, Kashmir does not have a
Constitution anymore, being one of India's States which can abide by the Constitution.
Through 2019, this issue was very contested due to the insurance and rights for Kashmirs and
the turbulence generated by radicals that are striving toward their dignity and rights.

Article 35a
Article 35-A is another article in India's constitution that provides the Indian-administered
Kashmir to define the state's perpetual residents and differentiate them from other
preponderances. All classified citizens have legal certificates to confirm their loyalty to India
that entitles them to special perks. For example, particular employment, scholarships,
property, and assessment to legal devices.
This article was incorporated in the constitution in 1954 as a symbol of the Indian power in
the region. Since its conception, the Muslim Majority of Kashmir still resisting it, arguments
that this law just protects the Hindu minorities and stimulates Hindus from all India to move
to Kashmir, suppressing even more the Muslim community.

Responsibility to Protect (R2P)
Responsibility to protect, also known as R2P, is an international organization created and
adopted in 2005 by the United Nations Security Council. After the creation of the United
Nations in 1945, peace still being an ideological goal, and the international community still
failing the responsibility of guaranteeing security and life. Two goods examples of this

situation were the two genocides that happened; Rwanda and Yugoslavia's Genocide. This
organization was designed to prevent other atrocities against life and rights. R2P works in
three pillars of responsibility:
A. Every state has the Responsibility to Protect its populations from four mass atrocity
crimes: genocide, war crimes, crimes against humanity, and ethnic cleansing.
B. The wider international community has the responsibility to encourage and assist
individual states in meeting that responsibility.
C. Suppose a state is manifestly failing to protect its populations. In that case, the
international community must be prepared to take appropriate collective action in a
timely and decisive manner and under the UN Charter.
In Kashmir, R2P has been operating since its conception in 2005. However, the organization
works to respect political sovereignty, looking for a halfway intention between the obligation
to preserve Indian self-determination and protect residents’ human rights, mainly because,
in International law, India doesn't have the recognized responsibility over Jammu and
Kashmir.
During their performance, R2P reported the importance and how critical this situation is
because both nations keep the necessity of reaffirming the National sovereign in the territory,
using all the nuclear, legal, and political forces disrespecting the human rights of the local
community. Furthermore, Response to protect had already advised the UN of the importance
of a solution to safeguard Kashmiri lives from even significant illnesses.

QUESTIONS A RESOLUTION MUST ANSWER
•

What role can the Security Council play as a mediator in improving Indo-Pak relations?

•

Can better trade relations between India and Pakistan help improve peace and security
between the two countries?

•

Why was the Security Council’s recommendation to have a referendum for Kashmiri
people not considered yet?

•

What other options are there for addressing Kashmir and helping to mitigate conflict and
improve Indo-Pak relations?

•

What steps should be taken by both parties to find a peaceful end to the conflict
collectively?

•

What significance does Kashmir play for each nation politically or militarily?

•

What geopolitical significance does the Kashmir issue have for the region and beyond?
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