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Committee Letter 

Dear Delegates, 

Welcome to a committee that aims to right a possible wrong. A committee that aims to improve                 

upon history. A committee that is trying to solve one of the modern era’s longest standing                

conflicts. Yes, a committee that deals with the ever pressing issue of India vs. Pakistan. 

 

Being on the Pakistan side of the committee is a very exciting prospect. Our cabinet will consist                 

of distinguished leaders from the Pakistani administration as well as the military and will have               

all energies focused on trying to resolve the Kargil standoff with India before it escalates into full                 

scale war. 

 

Regardless of the final result, be sure to expect an action-packed conference complete with              

crises, twists, turns, and much more. It promises to be as exciting as a Dan Brown novel, so join                   

us in navigating this inferno. Make sure to turn in a position paper before committee to be                 

eligible for an award! We hope to see you researched and ready to go in November! In the                  

meantime, if you have any questions, please feel free to contact us. 

Looking forward to a great conference! 

Sincerely, 

Aditya Seth - Chair(as3wc@virginia.edu) 

Raul Gulrajani - Crisis Director(rg3cx@virginia.edu) 
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Committee Overview 

The year is 1999 and pressures are mounting at the Indo-Pakistani border. This committee is a                

high level meeting of Pakistan’s top officials from the military and elected government to discuss               

the current crisis in the disputed state of Kashmir. There have been troop movements on both                

sides of the de facto line of control that Pakistan shares with India. Additionally, there has been                 

intermittent firing from both sides as well. This is in complete violation of the ceasefire that the                 

two countries have agreed to, and now it is up to both cabinets to take a decision as to how to                     

resolve the conflict. The Pakistani Cabinet is particularly under pressure, as India has accused it               

of moving troops into Indian Territory, and there is mounting international pressure on Pakistan              

to pull back. However, this Cabinet must not rush to a decision. They have to consider the past                  

and future of India-Pakistan relations before taking any steps forward, as well as the international               

reactions that might result from any action taken. 

  

Committee will be set in May 1999, with a war on the Kargil front imminent after clear                 

evidence of troop movement on India’s side of the Line of Control (LOC). The members of this                 

committee will have to answer a number of questions over various committee sessions. Apart              

from negotiations with the Indian ministers and military officials, the committee will have to              

deal with the internal divide and work to bridge the gap between the government and the military                 

that has plagued the country for years. Only if such a rapprochement is possible will the                

committee be able to put pressure on the Indians who are backed by a number of powers. With a                   

number of high profile personalities in committee, delegates are advised to thoroughly            

 



understand their positions and the associated discretionary powers. Delegates, the future of            

Indo-Pak relations now lies in your hands. 

  

Background 

Partition of India 1947 

 

August 1947 saw the British finally let go of the Jewel of their Empire when they left India after                   

three hundred long years and partitioned it into two new dominions. This partition was done               

along religious lines with the dominion of India retaining its Hindu majority populous while the               

dominion of Pakistan became a Muslim majority state. Pakistan consisted of the north western              

portion along with a small eastern pocket of erstwhile British India. 

 

This partition was arguably the most bloody and tragic event that had taken place in India’s long                 

history. For most of India’s history, Hindus and Muslims had lived by and large peacefully. Even                

when Muslim conquerors, such as the Mughals and the Tughlaqs, ruled over India, they were               

tolerant towards Hindu subjects and did not advocate for hate or marginalize them. This peaceful               

 



coexistence was gradually altered over the period of 200 years when the British ruled India. They                

quickly realized that in order to rule the country effectively they need to cause a divide between                 

the two communities. With these wily and divisive policies, the British in fact managed to sow                

the seeds of discord between the two communities, which continued to grow through the early               

20th century.  

 

The country witnessed numerous communal riots and thousands of people lost their lives as a               

result of this mutual hatred that was growing among Hindus and Muslims. Things got so bad that                 

the leaders of the two communities felt they would not be able to co-exist together in an                 

Independent India. Thus, with pressure from the Muslim League, India was partitioned along             

religious lines. This catastrophic event displaced as many as 15 million people and lead to the                

death of about 2 million. The most negatively affected states were Punjab and Bengal; they were                

 



divided right across the middle and split between the two dominions. With religious sentiments              

running high at this point, inter-religious violence was omnipresent and made migration both             

ways a very difficult process. People had to leave all their property and belongings, and with                

transportation networks being insufficient, many had to walk hundreds of miles on foot. More              

than the scale of the event, it is the horrifying nature of the violence that infuriates partition                 

survivors even today. As Nisid Hajari has written in his book “Midnight Furies”, “gangs of               

killers set whole villages aflame, hacking to death men and children and the aged while carrying                

off young women to be raped. While British soldiers and journalists who had witnessed the Nazi                

death camps claimed Partition’s brutalities were worse: pregnant women had their breasts cut off              

and babies hacked out of their bellies; infants were found literally roasted on spits”. It is these                 

horrific events that have been engrained in the minds of those who lived through 1947 and as                 

they pass it down from generation to generation, the listeners also develop a disdain for the other                 

nation.   1

  

The Kashmir Issue 

In August 1947, just as India and Pakistan awoke to freedom, the states of Punjab and Bengal                 

were plunged into turmoil. There was mass massacring on either side of the border, which               

resulted in a lot of human and property loss. Along with these two states, Kashmir was also                 

central to the turmoil, as the Hindu Maharaja had not acceded to either country. The communal                

riots taking place in the neighboring state of Punjab adversely affected the Muslim majority              

1 Dalrymple, William. "The Mutual Genocide of Indian Partition." The New Yorker. June 19, 
2017. Accessed June 27, 2017. 
http://www.newyorker.com/magazine/2015/06/29/the-great-divide-books-dalrymple. 
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Jammu province in the state. The Muslims in this province wanted to join Pakistan while the                

minorities including Hindu and Sikhs were inclined towards joining secular India. This            

difference of choice of country caused violence among the two communities This violence was              

equally bad or even worse than that taking place in Punjab, and it further divided the two                 

communities in the state. However, the Maharaja who was in Srinagar, pondering the accession              

of his state, tried to suppress this violence and keep it far away from the press. 

  

While the partition of India and Pakistan effectively split most of British India among the two                

dominions, there were the 650 princely states remaining that had the option to join either one of                 

the newly formed dominions or remain independent. Most states decided to choose the dominion              

that was more geographically feasible or which the populous wanted to choose. Many of the               

rulers wanted to remain independent, however they were forced to succumb either to the wishes               

of the populace or to the force of the Indian or Pakistani Governments. The state of Kashmir,                 

which was ruled by Maharaja Hari Singh, began to become a point of contention for the two                 

countries. The other states that had picked a dominion had their rulers and majority populous               

belonging to the same religion and thus the choice was not controversial. However in this case,                

Maharaja Hari Singh was a Hindu, while Kashmir by itself was a Muslim majority state. On one                 

hand, the Muslim majority of the state would not be comfortable joining Pakistan, while on the                

other hand, the Maharaja felt that Hindu and Sikh minorities would be marginalized in Pakistan.               

This led to confusion and the Maharaja decided to remain neutral. Things began to turn bitter                

when pro-Pakistan armed tribesmen began to approach Srinagar in order to bring it under              

Pakistani control. Fearing the loss of his state, the Maharaja of Kashmir approached India to               

 



provide armed assistance. However, India’s then Home Minister, Sardar Vallabhai Patel, insisted            

on providing help to Kashmir only on the condition that Hari Singh would accede the state to                 

India. Under this pressure, the Maharaja signed the instrument and gave up all powers concerned               

with foreign affairs and defense. However, by the time the Indian army actually arrived, the pro                

Pakistani tribesmen had advanced far enough to capture about a third of the state.  2

  

Poonch Rebellion 1947 

The Poonch Rebellion is a major factor in the early stages of the Kashmir problem that it is often                   

overlooked. It was an uprising by the Muslims of the Poonch District in Jammu against the                

oppressive Government of the Hindu Maharaja and his unfair treatment towards the majority             

–community. These groups of protesters were pro-Pakistan and believed that Kashmir, being a             

Muslim majority state, should be a part of Pakistan. Further, they believed that their state had                

been taken over by minorities including Hindus and Sikhs, and were thus disenchanted with the               

Maharaja. The Maharaja also tried to peacefully disarm the local Poonchis that had formed a               

part of the British Indian Army. However, these arms that were deposited with the police were                

redistributed among Hindus and Sikhs which infuriated the local Muslims. 

2 "A brief history of the Kashmir conflict." The Telegraph. September 24, 2001. Accessed June 
27, 2017. 
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/1399992/A-brief-history-of-the-Kashmir-conflict.html. 
 



 

These factors caused a lot of resentment against the Maharaja, and by February 1947, people in                

Pooch started a campaign where they refused to pay taxes. Many of these Muslims also began to                 

identify as Pakistani post August 15th, 1947 and opposed the Maharaj’s conflicted stance on              

acceding his state. In a bid to curb this unrest, the Maharaj deployed his troops with full force                  

and they went on to fire on crowds and destroy houses indiscriminately. It was in this situation                 

that Sardar Abdul Qayyum Khan mobilized the Pro Pakistani Poonchi’s to unite and launch a               

people's’ movement against the Maharaja, which just worsened the situation and led to complete              

civil unrest in Kashmir.  3

 

India-Pakistan War 1947 

With the Maharaja of Kashmir refusing to accede his state to either India or Pakistan, there was a                  

rising pro Pakistan sentiment across the Muslim majority and several people began to identify              

themselves as Pakistani. On October 22, 1947, about 5,000 pro-Pakistani tribesmen entered the             

3  DAWN - Editorial; October 21, 2006. Accessed June 27, 2017. 
https://web.archive.org/web/20081202060619/http://www.dawn.com/2006/10/21/ed.htm. 

 



state from the northwest part and began capturing various areas on their way to the capital,                

Srinagar. This sudden action by these tribesmen scared the Maharaja and made him forcefully              

accede to India in exchange of protection of his state by the Indian army.. As soon as the                  

Maharaja signed the instrument of accession on October 26th 1947, Indian troops were airlifted to               

Srinagar and completely cut off the tribesmen from the rest of the state of Kashmir, thus                

succeeding in protecting the capital. However, by this point Muzaffarabad and Uri in the              

northwest had already been captured by the tribesmen. Hearing the news of the offensive by               

Indian troops in Kashmir, Muhammad Ali Jinnah, the Governor General of Pakistan ordered             

General Douglas Gracy who was still chief of the Pakistani army, to send in troops to cut off                  

Kashmir from Jammu and the rest of India. However, Gracy refused at the request of Lord                

Mountbatten which allowed India to secure most of the state of Jammu and Kashmir. 

  

Following this encounter, the early days of November saw negotiations between both parties             

regarding the princely states, importantly that of Kashmir. While the British authorities that were              

still mediating the conflict tried to force a plebiscite, Jinnah refused this solution as he believed                

that Kashmir was firmly part of Pakistan. Even with these negotiations in the background, the               

violence in Kashmir did not stop. While the Indian army managed to capture Uri, the pro                

Pakistani tribesmen along with a regiment of the former British Indian army, called the Gligit               

scouts which owed pledged allegiance to Pakistan and consolidated their position in the north              

eastern region of Kashmir. 

  

 



With Kashmir having acceded to India when the Maharaja signed the instrument of accession,              

the Pakistani administration was furious and refused to accept the instrument. British control of              

Indian and Pakistani armies had now ceased and it was the Pakistani army that now sent its                 

soldiers directly into the region in order to protect its borders from Indian aggression. A ceasefire                

agreement was signed in December 1948 after a prolonged battle between the two sides and the                

UN was called upon to solve the problem. As the ceasefire continued to be flouted by both sides                  

throughout 1948, the UN eventually passed a resolution on 5th January, 1948 that called for the                

withdrawal of troops from the Pakistani side and minimal troop presence on the Indian side.               

India, while claiming the entire state as its own, controlled only two-third of it. Pakistan on the                 

other hand, controlled a third of the state in the north east region. 

 

India-Pakistan War of 1965 

With India having retained control of most of the princely state of Jammu & Kashmir in the 1947                  

war, Pakistan felt the need to reconquer the state it believed it had lost. India had just been                  

humiliated in a massive war against China in 1962, which left their army weary and severely                

depleted. Pakistan wanted to capitalize on Further, India was still reeling with the death of their                

first Prime Minister, Jawaharlal Nehru. These factors gave Pakistan the conviction that 1965 was              

a good time to strike the enemy and go one up against them. Additionally, just before this war,                  

there were hostilities between the two nations regarding the border at the Rann of Kutch in                

Gujarat. The International Kutch Tribunal had given 350 sq.km of territory to Pakistan which put               

India on the defensive and gave Pakistan the belief that they could strike India with a knockout                 

punch this time around. 

 



 

 

  

In 1965, there was a ceasefire line that divided Indian and Pakistani occupied Kashmir. During               

the summer of 1965, the Pakistani military backed by foreign minister, Zulfiqar Ali Bhutto sent               

in thousands of Pakistani troops in civilian disguise across the ceasefire line as well as into the                 

Kashmir Valley. These troops tried to cause unrest in the region and incite the locals, particularly                

Kashmiri Muslims, against the Indian establishment in the region. This war which started with              

infiltration, escalated to a full scale war within the span of a month with warfare not only                 

restricting itself to Kashmir, but also spreading along the Punjab border due to action taken by                

India. 

  

This war led to severe military losses on both sides, and while India did end up capturing much                  

of Pakistani territory, the nation suffered from poor military leadership that did not allow them to                

capitalize on these gains. This leadership miscalculated resources that forced the Government to             

agree to a ceasefire hence causing them to lose all ground they had gained thus far. Further,                 

 



while India recaptured numerous of strategic posts in Kashmir including the Haji Pir Pass as well                

as some peaks in Kargil, they were all to be returned following the Tashkent agreement in                

January 1966. The Tashkent Agreement was signed between Lal Bahadur Shastri, the then             

Indian Prime Minister and General Ayub Khan, the Pakistani President in Tashkent, Soviet             

Union. Both nations were coerced into signing this agreement by the United States and the USSR                

as these world powers felt this conflict would snowball into a much larger one. As per this                 

declaration, both India and Pakistan had to adhere to the ceasefire line established in 1949 and                

pull back troops from any conquered regions. This agreement faced a severe backlash in both               

nations as it effectively restored pre-war conditions which meant the war ended in a stalemate.  4

  

1971 Indo-Pakistan War over East Pakistan 

The formation of East Pakistan during the partition of Indian mainland in 1947 had been one                

which created a large number of administrative difficulties due to the distance between the two               

parts of the country and presence of India in between. Eastern Pakistanis perhaps more              

importantly, also spoke a different language to their Western counterparts which led to further              

administrative difficulties and friction between both sides. 

 

The Western Pakistanis had failed to understand Bengali feelings of nationalism and regional             

pride due in part to this linguistic divide and perhaps a sense of superiority over the Bengalis.                 

The Bengalis in East Pakistan were also denied political and economic power, which further              

4 "1965 India-Pakistan War: How the Armed Forces fought in the plains - Lt Gen Syed Ata 
Hasnain' Blog." News18. September 21, 2015. Accessed June 27, 2017. 
http://www.news18.com/blogs/india/lt-gen-syed-ata-hasnain/1965-india-pakistan-war-how-the-a
rmed-forces-fought-in-the-plains-14405-1106467.html. 
 



antagonised them and added to the already existing friction. The conflicts between the two              

communities led the Pakistani Field Marshall, Ayub Khan (the highest ranking officer in the              

Pakistani army at the time), to declare martial law in the country in 1958.  

 

Martial law allowed the western Pakistani army to dominate people in eastern Pakistan who              

searched desperately for political, social and economic representation. With Ayub Khan’s death            

in 1970, the appointment of the new Field Marshall, General Yahya Khan came with the promise                

of a democratic election in the region. The result of the election however, was not.  

 

A secular political party, the Awami League, led by Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, an East Pakistani               

leader secured 130 out of a 132 available seats in Eastern Pakistan and none in Western Pakistan                 

while his opponent, Zulfikar Ali Bhutto’s Pakistani People’s Party secured 81 out of a 138               

available seats in west Pakistan. With this clear regional divide in the election results, there arose                

a conflict over the identity of the next Prime Minister. 

 

While Mujib had achieved enough seats to be the next Prime Minister, he was opposed by the                 

party which was backed by the army based on the reasoning that he only represented Eastern                

Pakistan while Bhutto represented the western side. Negotiations began between both sides, but             

tensions had escalated too much for them to succeed. With the failure of negotiations came               

violence. General Yahya announced an indefinite postponement of the National Assembly and            

Mujib responded with a call for a strike on March 3rd 1971. Attempts to curb the strike led to the                    

death of a 172 people according to official figures and injury of several more. 

 



 

As fighting escalated, the Pakistani army decided to launch a large scale operation to end East                

Pakistani opposition, which led to the execution of Operation Searchlight. The operation entailed             

sending troops into the Eastern Pakistani region to curb any opposition and led to the death of                 

26,000 people according to official figures. 10 million refugees also fled to India as a result of                 5

the brutalities. 

 

India decided to act by supporting the Awami League and the Bengali resistance. It also opened                

its Eastern Pakistan border and allowed limited aid to pass through the Border Security Force to                

soldiers of the resistance. India further launched Operation Jackpot, which involved training,            

equipping and providing supplies to thousands of resistance soldiers who engaged in guerrilla             

warfare against the West Pakistani army. India also made a global diplomatic effort to help               

create an independent state for the Eastern Pakistanis. 

 

However, what triggered the war between India and Pakistan was the Pakistani Air Force’s              

decision to launch pre emptive air strikes on Indian positions in western India. The war raged on                 6

for 12 days and led to the loss of lives on both sides. Pakistan surrendered on December 16, 1971                   

to bring an end to the war. However, diplomatic damage had been done and the relationship                

between India and Pakistan was as broken as ever. 

5 This figure is disputed by Bangladeshis who claim that more than 3,000,000 people were killed 
in Operation Searchlight. 
6 "India-Pakistan 1971 War: 13 Days That Shook the Subcontinent," The Indian Express, 
accessed June 10, 2017, 
http://indianexpress.com/article/explained/india-pakistan-1971-war-bangladesh-indira-gandhi-44
29236/. 

 



 

 

 

 

Attempts at Peace from 1970-1990 

After the war was over in East Pakistan in 1971, relations between India and Pakistan were                

fractured; however, there was a lingering mutual fear over further hostilities which caused both              

countries to attempt a peaceful resolution and an improvement in relations.  

 

In 1972, the Pakistani Prime Minister Zulfiqar Ali Bhutto and his Indian counterpart, Indira              

Gandhi, signed an agreement in Simla (a town in northern India) known as the Shimla               

Agreement. This accord stated that the ceasefire line of the 1971 war would form the Line of                 

Control (LOC) between the two countries and would serve as a military border between the two.                

However, this peace is tested in 1974 when the Kashmiri Government declares itself a part of                

India. Pakistan rejects this claim and a subsequent accord with the Indian Government. In May               

of the same year, India tested its first nuclear device in Pokhran, Rajasthan and this moment                

changed the dynamic between the two countries because war in the future now had an attached                

nuclear threat. Both countries however, were cautious of this. As a result, they signed another               

agreement in 1988 which included clauses relating to sharing of information relating to nuclear              

weaponry.  

 

 



Despite progress on the peace front, Kashmir continued to be a region of constant tension               

between the two countries. Its declaration of unity with India caused Islamist political parties in               

the region to form militant wings in 1989, and accuse the reigning state government of rigging                

the legislative elections of 1987.   7

 

 

 

Siachen Glacier Conflict 1984-1999 

The Siachen glacier is a glacier that lies in the Karakoram Range of mountains in north-west                

Kashmir. Occupying 10,000 square kilometres and reaching heights of up to 23,000 feet above              

sea level at certain points, it forms one of the most geographically unforgiving areas in the world.                 

Its height above sea level is also its greatest asset however, making it important in the geopolitics                 

of the region. 

 

The conflict over the Siachen glacier between India and Pakistan arose due to a discrepancy in                

the extent of the LOC drawn up after the war of 1971. Since the line failed to divide any area                    

beyond a point in the Karakoram range due to a belief that the area beyond was devoid of any                   

inhabitation and hence worthless, this area geographically remained a part of India as part of the                

7  "Timeline: India-Pakistan Relations - Al Jazeera English," Al Jazeera: Live News | Bold 
Perspectives | Exclusive Films, last modified 2014, 
http://www.aljazeera.com/indepth/spotlight/kashmirtheforgottenconflict/2011/06/201161511305
8224115.html. 

 

 

 



state of Jammu and Kashmir but lacked an official border with Pakistan. As a result, the                

fundamental conflict remained in the interpretation of the rights to this land. 

 

The reason for the start of the conflict is hotly disputed. The Indians believe that the reason for                  

the start of the conflict was the active encouragement of international mountaineering            

expeditions by Pakistan in the region. This prompted the Indians to launch their own              

mountaineering expeditions which yielded conclusive proof of Pakistani engagement. Due to this            

evidence of Pakistani mountaineering expeditions, India decided on a deployment of troops in             

the form of Operation Meghdoot to the region in order to defend it. The Pakistani claim is that                  8

their deployment of troops in the form of the Burzil force, to the region was a defensive measure                  

against India’s discreet deployment into the region in 1984. There is of course no way to               9

ascertain which side, if any, is absolutely right. 

 

The Siachen conflict was essentially a limited war between the two countries in this unforgiving               

territory. A conflict for the strategic passes in the region, it resulted in countless deaths on both                 

sides due to a series of daring yet often foolhardy assaults by both sides given the severity of the                   

terrain.  10

8  "Siachen Glacier: Battling on the Roof of the World » Indian Defence Review," Indian Defence 
Review, last modified June 20, 2015, 
http://www.indiandefencereview.com/spotlights/siachen-glacier-battling-on-the-roof-of-the-worl
d/. 
9 Mahmood Shah, "The Madness of Siachen," DAWN.COM, last modified April 13, 2012, 
https://www.dawn.com/news/710074. 
10 Barry Bearak, "THE COLDEST WAR; Frozen in Fury on the Roof of the World - The New 
York Times," The New York Times - Breaking News, World News & Multimedia, last modified 
May 23, 1999, 
 



 

The war remains a stalemate in 1999 as both sides failed to make enough inroads to claim any                  

declaration of victory. However, India does occupy the start of the glacier which gives it the                

strategic advantage Siachen offers due to the height of this occupied area. Being involved in               

Siachen is however becoming increasingly expensive on both sides due to the difficulty of              

getting supplies to the region. The Pakistanis use the road or mules while India has to rely on                  

helicopters. There are about 3,000 soldiers deployed from both sides which India estimates costs              

them about $350,000 to $500,000 a day. The weather and terrain in the region unfortunately              11

claim more lives than the conflict itself but the stalemate stays. 

 

Analysis 

Between 1947 and 1999 India and Pakistan had seen innumerable conflicts as well as a host of                 

attempts to make peace by successive governments. However, 1998-99 seemed to be a time              

when both countries could actually come to some sort of agreement and improve bilateral ties in                

the future. India successfully conducted nuclear tests in 1998 in Pokhran, Rajasthan. In order to               

show its muscle, Pakistan itself conducted similar tests in Chaghai Hills. This event flared              

tensions between the two countries as well as among the international community as neither              

India nor Pakistan had signed the Nuclear Proliferation Treaty. 

  

http://www.nytimes.com/1999/05/23/world/the-coldest-war-frozen-in-fury-on-the-roof-of-the-w
orld.html. 
11 Ibid. 
 



In order to ease the tension, the Vajpayee and Sharif governments decided to start the               

Delhi-Lahore bus service as a goodwill gesture and quell any fears among the international              

community. This effort was so strong that Atal Bihari Vajpayee himself travelled to Lahore on               

this bus, an event that received unprecedented media coverage and was seen as a glimpse of the                 

good things to come in the future. Further, the Lahore declaration was signed by both Prime                

Ministers on 21st February, 1999 as an instrument of cooperation and peace between the two               

countries. It called for talks between the two countries to ensure peace and stability in the region                 

as well as committed both countries to responsible nuclear tests and weapon development. 

  

This new found camaraderie didn’t last too long. Just recently, in early May 1999, India has                

accused Pakistan of sending their troops in the disguise of infiltrators to occupy peaks in the                

Kargil region of Kashmir. As per reports, it was a local shepherd who spotted these infiltrators                

with heavy duty weapons scaling Kargil peaks and reported it to local authorities. This broke the                

peace that India and Pakistan had worked so hard for, and India is now formulating plans on how                  

to tackle this intrusion. 

 

Nuclear Threat 

One of the biggest threats of the Kargil War remains the nuclear weaponry both sides possess. If                 

tensions escalate, this war may prove to be the most destructive in their relatively short history.  

 

India’s nuclear arsenal developed as a manifestation of the desire to achieve international             

influence and to defend the country from unfriendly neighbors in the form of Pakistan and China.                

 



India’s first strides in nuclear technology were made way back in 1944 when Dr. Homi Jehangir                

Bhabha, a chemist submitted plans to found a nuclear research institute. While this was              

established to explore nuclear energy, the program began moving towards weaponry in 1954             

with the creation of the Atomic Energy Establishment in Trombay, Bombay.  

 

As the program grew, so too did its budget, with a 12 fold increase between 1954 and 1956.                  

Another major boost came with the aid of Canada and the U.S., who supplied India with the                 

necessary technology to form the Cirus reactor which was able to produce weapon-grade             

plutonium in enough quantities to build about one or two bombs a year. The program then began                 

expanding at a faster rate due to this technology with the building of more reactors spread                

through the country. 

 

In 1964, the Trombay plant Cirus (now known as the Bhabha Atomic Research Center or BARC)                

began acquiring plans to build nuclear weaponry. Being involved in a bloody war with a hostile                

and nuclear equipped China in 1962 gave greater impetus to Indian efforts and the first Indian                

nuclear bomb was tested in 1974 in Pokhran, Rajasthan (a state in west India).  

 

After 1974, India began developing newer technologies like fusion boosting and an aircraft             

which would make the weaponry process far more efficient than it already was. More recently, in                

1989, India initiated the manufacture of an arsenal of nuclear weapons, the most significant of               

which were the 150km Prithvi tactical missile and the Agni delivery system. India, along with               

Pakistan, refused to sign the Non-Proliferation Treaty, a global treaty that aims to curb the               

 



growth of nuclear weaponry, in 1996. In 1997, the Indian Prime Minister H.D. Deve Gowda               

deployed Prithvi missiles at Jalandhar, a town about 125 miles from the Pakistan border.  

 

The next major development came in 1998 with Operation Shakti, a large round of successful               

Indian nuclear tests which has Pakistan worried. The largest device India detonated is Shakti I, a                

two stage thermonuclear design which has an estimated yield of 43 kt of TNT. To put that into                  

perspective, Little Boy, the American bomb dropped on Hiroshima in 1945 had a yield of 15 kt                 

of TNT. However, these results have been subject to speculation by experts who claim that the                

true yield is somewhere between 22-25 kt.  12

 

India’s artillery also boasts several smaller missiles and coupled with its new battery of tests and                

a right wing government willing to invest in nuclear weaponry as shown by the 1998 tests,                

India’s nuclear power remains strong going into Kargil. 

  

Pakistan’s nuclear arsenal is believed to be a response to the accumulation of nuclear weaponry               

by their Indian counterparts. After their defeat in three previous wars to the Indians and with the                 

knowledge that India is going ahead with its nuclear program after successful tests in Pokhran in                

1974, Pakistan is desperate to militarily remain on par with India.  

 

The Pakistani program’s strongest asset arrived in the form of a Pakistani metallurgist AQ Khan,               

when he returned to Pakistan in 1975 from the Netherlands where he worked for a British                

12  "India's Nuclear Weapons Program - Operation Shakti: 1998," The Nuclear Weapon Archive - A Guide 
to Nuclear Weapons, last modified March 30, 2001, 
http://nuclearweaponarchive.org/India/IndiaShakti.html. 

 



company involved in the production of highly enriched uranium. He came with blueprints,             

technical know how and a vast network of contacts which allowed him to acquire required               

resources.  

 

The first major reports of Pakistan’s official large scale foray into nuclear weaponry technology              

came in 1985 when the CIA released reports of a Pakistani plan to build a reactor producing                 

plutonium. The Pakistani Khushab plutonium production reactor built with Chinese aid became            

active in 1998.  

 

Pakistan’s greatest asset may also be its most dangerous however, as Khan has gone on to                

establish the “Khan Network”, an illicit nuclear technology operation which has been involved in              

trading arms with states like Libya and North Korea to name a few. While Khan remains under                 

house arrest, his influence is undeniable with several reports claiming that Osama Bin Laden and               

his armed militant group, Al Qaeda has made contact with this network in order to procure                

weaponry and technical information for itself. The Khan Network is worrying in that it remains               13

outside government control. The Pakistani government has repeatedly denied any ties with it and              

hence, the network abides by its own rules or apparent lack of them. Any attempt made between                 

India and Pakistan to curb nuclear technology thus doesn’t apply to this extensive illicit network               

which could create severe problems even beyond Kargil to the long term stability of peace in                

South Asia and perhaps even beyond. 

 

13  Joseph V. Micallef, "The Other Bomb: Pakistan's Dangerous Nuclear Strategy," HuffPost, last modified 
July 2, 2016, http://www.huffingtonpost.com/joseph-v-micallef/the-other-bomb-pakistans_b_9180504.html. 

 



 

Further Research Leads 

While researching, we found that the following books were especially useful: 

● Malik, V. P. Kargil from surprise to victory. New Delhi: HarperCollins Publ. India, 2010. 

● Puniyani, Ram. Partition, Indo-Pak relations and Kashmir. New Delhi: Vitasta          

Publishing Pvt Ltd, 2017. 
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