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A Letter from the Chair 

Delegates, 

The one thing that can be said with certainty about every conflict in the world is that 

there are always multiple sides to every story. As MUN delegates it is our endeavor to 

understand as many of these sides we can across the spectrum, however it becomes near 

impossible to always accomplish this task. After all, we are often tasked with representing and 

advocating for one side of the story.  

Holding true to this notion, the Kashmir issue is perhaps one of the most multifaceted 

issues in the world. Succinctly put, a lot has happened in Kashmir. It simply does not suffice to 

call this an “issue of many sides”. Lives are being lost on the daily and the only real problem in 

the lack of any contextual understanding between the different religious and socio-political 

factions of this conflict. Therefore, join this committee as we strive to achieve that balance by 

means of drawing out elaborate crisis plans and arcs. However, delegates, please remember, your 

own crisis arcs may be your worst enemy.  

As I hope is evident, I thoroughly enjoy learning about politics and my focus rests in 

Indian politics. Other than MUN I also thoroughly enjoy debate and going on the occasional run. 

I am currently a third year studying financial economics and politics.  

I look forward to a very interesting and debate driven weekend with devious crisis arcs 

paving the way! 

 

Best of luck delegates, 

Yours Sincerely, 

Devansh Agarwal (da3bc@virginia.edu) 
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A Letter from the CD 

Delegates, 

Welcome to VAMUN XXXVIII! My name is Vinuthna Tirupuranane and I am honored 

to serve as your director for No Man's Land: At the Jammu and Kashmir Negotiation Table, 

2018. I I look forward to an exciting and perspective altering conference this weekend.  

 The Kashmir issue, involving both India and Pakistan, has been ongoing for years and 

continues to affect thousands of lives present day. With that being said, this committee's topic is 

not only relevant, but also sensitive. The various sides embroiled in the conflict are fueled by 

different political, religious, and socio-economic agendas. Thus, a peaceful compromise or 

resolution may seem outright impossible at times.  

Nevertheless, it is critical to remember that even with a conflict as deeply rooted and 

complex as Kashmir's a resolution is attainable. Perspective is a fundamental key to any story, 

and sometimes you may be forced to change perspective. Delegates please keep this in mind as 

you develop elaborate crisis arcs.  

I look forward to a thought provoking and riveting committee this fall! If you have any 

questions regarding committee or expectations please feel free to contact me at 

vt8kg@virginia.edu.  

 

Sincerely,  

Vinuthna Tirupuranane 
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Committee Overview 

A quick note, the reason that we have listed this committee as a committee for 

experienced delegates is owing to the unique flow that we plan to integrate as a part of this 

committee. For the longest time, I have held that model UN often fails to provide a holistic view 

of an intricate crisis situation. In order to depict the crisis in the most holistic manner possible. 

The following will be the flow of the committee.  

For the first half of VAMUN delegates will be assigned roles from the Indian parliament and will 

simulate the Indian cabinet. However, for the second half of VAMUN, delegates will be made to 

simulate the Pakistani cabinet. This implies that there will be a change of portfolio between 

committee. You will be assigned both of your dossier allocations at the same time and hence 

should prepare accordingly. 

As far as the flow of crisis goes, I will be happy to elaborate upon this during VAMUN before 

the start of committee. Also, as a quick note, we will be starting committee as a present-day 

committee to give you a sense of the time frame.  

Attached below is map demarcating the region of Kashmir, these are the boundaries we will be 

using during committee.  

Once again delegates, best of luck!  
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The Story So Far- A Gestalt View 

 

1947. Religion drew a line between a once unified India to create the states of India and 

Pakistan. Hundreds of thousands were driven out from inside their homes and then forced to 

choose where they would live. For many of them, the decision was not theirs to make. It was 

made for them based on the religion they followed. Hindus were told to head in one direction and 

Muslims the other. To quote Saddam Husain Manto, if one would like to see suffering and horror 

be normalcy of an era, one needn’t look any further than the partition. However, the problem 

went far beyond just splitting the two countries between religious and political lines. This is 

because there existed the issue of over 650 smaller states which existed within India and 

Pakistan. These states were run by princes and were left utterly confused when partition 

occurred. In theory, these countries had the choice of either joining India or Pakistan or they had 
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the option of declaring independence. In practice, the restive population of each province proved 

decisive. What this implies is that these were populations that had been struggling to win 

independence from the British. Upon having achieved that independence, these populations were 

thoroughly against the idea of offering this freedom up to the princes looking to fill the vacuum 

of the British rule. Even though many of these princes wanted to be ‘independent’ which meant 

hierarchical monarchy and the retention of power for them, almost all these princes had to 

succumb to the power of the people in their respective states and in many of these states this 

power also proved to be violent in asserting their need for independence. Therefore, a majority of 

these states found themselves becoming a part of either the republic of India or Pakistan.  

However, the case of the territory known as Kashmir was different. Kashmir was 

strategically located in a position which made it possible for them to join either India or Pakistan. 

This in itself was not a unique issue as there were a number of princely states that were faced 

with the same problem. However, the reason that Kashmir differed from all the other states in 

this situation was that Maharaja Hari Singh, the then ruler of Kashmir, was of Hindu origin, 

while of his subjects were predominantly Muslim. Unable to decide which nation to join the 

Maharaja decided to remain ‘neutral’. However, this was not something that either of the two 

countries would take lightly to. In the October of 1947, Pakistan allegedly sent local Muslim 

tribesman to the capital of Kashmir known as Srinagar. Seeing his state in jeopardy, Maharaja 

Hari Singh decided to appeal to the Indian government in order to gain military assistance to 

counter Pakistan and then subsequently fled to India. Before fleeing, however, the Maharaja 

signed what would come to be known as the ‘instrument of accession’. This was the document 

that the Maharaja signed in exchange for military assistance, ceding Kashmir to India on October 

26th.  



 

 8 

 Thus, ensued the first war that was fought between India and Pakistan for Kashmir in 

1947-48. The matter was escalated to the United Nations when a resolution was issued on the 

date of August 13, 1948 which asked Pakistan to remove its troops and then instructed India to 

remove a bulk of its forces as well. Following this a ‘free and fair’ plebiscite. However, as with 

most subsequent decisions taken by the UN in the matter of Kashmir, this was almost completely 

ignored.  

 Although since India had been the one to take the issue to the UN they were confident 

that a plebiscite would be held. India was in favor of a plebiscite because at the time, the leader 

of Kashmir, Sheikh Abdullah, was in favor of India and would’ve influenced his population to 

vote in favor of India. An emergency government was formed in the state of Kashmir on October 

30th, 1948 and with Sheikh Abdullah as prime minister.  

However, the state of Pakistan decided to ignore the UN mandate and continued 

fighting.  Seeing no other avenue to end the violence, a ceasefire was agreed to January 1st 1949 

with 65% of Kashmir under Indian control and 35% under Pakistan. This is the line of control 

that exists between the two countries even today.  

In 1957, Kashmir was formally incorporated into the Indian Union. It was granted a 

special status under Article 370 of India's constitution, which ensures, among other things, that 

non-Kashmiri Indians cannot buy property there. 

This resulted in more fighting breaking out between the two countries in 1965 but a ceasefire 

was established that September. This ceasefire came in the form of Indian Prime Minister, Lal 

Bhadur Shastri, and Pakistani President, M Ayub Khan, signed the Tashkent agreement on 

January 1, 1966. 
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Things seemed to be looking positive for the outcome of both countries however, after 

the untimely death of Lal Bhadur Shastri and the rise of Gen Yaha Khan to power in Pakistan, 

this solution also turned into what can best be described as a stalemate.  

1971 saw a third war break out between the two warring states of India and Pakistan, and 

this resulted in the formation of the independent state of Bangladesh, formerly known as East 

Pakistan. India was forced to declare war on the 3rd of December 1971 after Pakistani air forces 

struck Indian airfields. Two weeks later, the Indian army marched into Dhaka and the Pakistanis 

surrendered. In the Western sector, the Indians managed to blockade the port city of Karachi and 

were 50 km into Pakistani territory when a ceasefire was reached. From there on in it seemed 

like the situation in both states would have been relatively peaceful, with both states agreeing to 

reach a peaceful solution.  

A number of incidents occurred in both countries during the subsequent years which put 

the issue of Kashmir on the backburner for both India and Pakistan. However, where the issue 

became problematic again when the balance of power shifted towards Pakistan. Mrs. Gandhi's 
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attempts to install puppet governments in state capitals, manipulating the democratic process in 

the state legislatures, deeply angered the Kashmiris. 

The norm in Kashmir was kept stable until 1989 when guerrilla attacks from Pro-Pakistan 

factions started occurring in India administered Kashmir. The main task that these factions 

achieved was to drive out a majority of the Hindus living in the area. Eventually, India sent in the 

Indian army into the valley to flush out the factions and this caused further tensions between the 

regions of India and Pakistan. This was accompanied by the fact that fire was exchanged almost 

every single day at the border.  

The hypocrisy of the state of India became incredibly evident when in 1948 they had 

taken the Kashmir issue to the UN, in 1980’s it hid behind the Shimla agreement to thwart any 

attempts being made by the UN or any other body to effectively mediate the Kashmir issue with 

the use of a third party.  

In the May of 1998, both India and Pakistan tested its nuclear weapons. This heightened 

all tensions pertaining to the issue and the region owing to the obvious discomfort that nuclear 

weapons creates in already tense situations.  

In recent times, tensions have been high with a number of issues being brought up in the 

respective houses of parliament in both countries. The individual sides of this conflict will be 

covered in the remainder of this background guide and will provide an insight as to the 

involvement of these nations on the Kashmir issue from a more recent perspective. 
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The Indian Side of the Story 

 

Similar to many parts of the world, the Muslim dominated Kashmir should have been filled 

with celebrations for Eid Al Adha on the week of August 21, 2018. However, the celebrations in 

Kashmir were marred by violence. According to Indian reports, clashes broke out between the 

Kashmiri people and Indian policemen. The incident was reportedly over the possible annulment 

of Article 35A of the Indian Constitution which prohibits non-permanent residents of Jammu and 

Kashmir from attaining property, government jobs, state aid, and other related benefits. In another 

incident, police officers were shot and killed by terrorists. The dispute regarding Article 35A, 

presence of terrorist in Kashmir groups, and ongoing celebrations heightened tensions and led to 

the deaths of many innocent lives and police officers. 

The incident in August makes it self-evident that even 70 years after the initial conflict in 

Kashmir a resolution involving all sides has yet to be reached. A macabre of events have been a 

constant in Kashmir since the last major tension between India and Pakistan in 1998, with the 

testing of nuclear weapons. The Indian government states Pakistan has been providing weapons 
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and financial assistance to terrorist groups in the Kashmir region in order to instigate a proxy war. 

Nevertheless, not all tensions between Indian and Pakistan have been external and open to the 

public. Others have been more internal, yet just as likely to fuel the years of conflict into a greater 

crisis. For example, India claims Pakistan has been trying to spread false propaganda and 

information regarding India to Kashmiris in order to instill anti-Indian sentiment.  

India believes Kashmir to be an integral part of India. This may explain its active 

involvement in the region to present day. Although in 2010, after some extreme unrest in Kashmir 

Manmohan Singh, the then Prime Minister of India, stated that the Indian government was willing 

to grant sovereignty to Kashmir if the associated and necessary political parties came to a 

consensus. As evident, this was not fully seen through and India remains to claim Kashmir as its 

own. The government of India, specifically the Ministry of Foreign Affairs has clearly expressed 
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its stance and understanding of the Kashmir Issue. Further believing that these understandings 

provide a justification for India’s right over the Kashmir region. 

First and foremost, India believes the Instrument of Accession signed by Maharaja Hari 

Singh in 1947 was a legal act, as well as valid in regards to the Government of India Act (1935) 

and Indian Independence Act (1947). The most notable aspect of this is that India believes the 

Instrument of Accession to be valid in terms of international law as well. From India’s perspective, 

this single historical incident has laid the foundation for India to rightfully claim what they state 

is theirs, Kashmir. Furthermore, the United Nations Security Council Resolution 47 which 

provided a three-step plan to address the dispute between India and Pakistan and the 

implementation of a plebiscite is not fully accepted by India. India states that Pakistan failed to 

abide by step one of the plan which was to remove Pakistan forces from Kashmir. Thus, 

invalidating the resolution as a whole.  

However, apart from these stances the government of India has been clear that in order to 

address the differences between India and Pakistan, in regards to Kashmir, there must be bilateral 

negotiations that both countries mutually agree on. India has raised concern regarding the human 

rights violations occurring in the Pakistan controlled parts of Kashmir, and with events that 

occurred in August it is evident that the lives of thousands of people are affected on a daily basis. 

The religious and political roots of this issue are complex and sensitive, but it only takes one event 

like in August to catapult India and Pakistan into greater turmoil.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 14 

 

Pakistan’s Side of the Story 

 

2016 is a relevant year to consider when thinking about Pakistan’s current perspective on 

the Kashmir issue. In 2016, the killing of admired Kashmiri Jihadist, Burhan Wani, by Indian 

forces created a completely new round of violence in the region. The crux of the Kashmir issue is 

almost simple, both New Delhi and Islamabad are trying to control Kashmir while the reason 

chooses to opt for defiance and therefore suffering. Pakistan, as a state, has always had a great 

problem with the Indian government's history of reactionary behavior and unnecessary 

crackdowns in the region using force that simply isn’t called for. This sheds immense light on 

India’s inability to win over the local population in an amicable manner, the fact that the nation 

of India has not been able to do so over the last 6 decades can best be determined to be the 

reason that the situation in Kashmir is now a military dilemma. The dilemma being referred to is 

India’s paranoia which leads them to mitigate the local insurgency by means brute force as 

opposed to their using a sense of willingness to understand the underlying issues present in the 

region and with the insurgency groups.  

The narrative that India often tries to employ when explaining their stance on Kashmir is 

calling Kashmir an integral part of India; however, not once has India attempted to completely 

incorporate Kashmir in the manner it has other states within the union. Much to the contrary, 

India insists on expanding the military presence in the region. This is tantamount to the nation of 

India fortifying the region even though the public stance they hold is that the region is a part of 

the union of India.  
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“India’s political mismanagement and repression of Kashmiris, however, seem to have deeply 

alienated the people in the valley which throws serious doubt on the sustainability of any 

solution that disregards their aspirations” said Aqil Shah, professor of South Asian Politics at the 

University of Oklahoma. 

Shah also continues to note that Pakistan’s policy of using religious proxies to settle 

political scores in the region has been incredibly problematic for no one else but the Pakistani 

government itself. The reason for this is that by using these religious proxies the government of 

Pakistan manages to undermine its own authority. Sponsoring Jihadist groups in the region has 

not been beneficial to the perception of Pakistan in the region, by their neighbors as well as by 

the global community. This goes to say that the constant internationationalization of the issue 

will not be the solution to the problem by any stretch of the imagination.  

Therefore, one of the main issues that the government of Pakistan would like to see 

discussed and dealt with will be that of the LOC (line of control). By determining the position of 

the LOC to be pushed forward, the Pakistan side of the conflict will have been able to 
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accomplish one of its major goals however, what remains is for Pakistan to be able to achieve 

this goal without getting flack from the international community and its neighboring states. 
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