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Dear  Delegates, 

 

Welcome to VAMUNXXVII and India’s Kargil War Cabinet! As your Chair and 

Crisis Director, we hope you enjoy your time at the University of Virginia. We have 

worked tirelessly to not only ensure an amazing committee experience, but an overall 

wonderful experience here on Grounds - including delegate events! We are ecstatic to 

present  a thrilling joint crisis committee for you all. JCCs never cease to leave both 

delegates  and staffers fully engaged in a riveting simulation.  

My name is Aniket Chandra and I will be your Chair! I am a second year 

international  student from the great metropolis of Dubai, UAE! I am currently studying 

Systems  and Information Engineering with a second major in Economics. I was 

previously a Vice-Chair at last year’s VAMUN, which was my first ever collegiate 

conference.  Now, with some experience, I’m looking forward to another successful 

conference. 

My name is Khrissa Chun and I’ll be serving as your Crisis Director! I am a third 

year  from Woodbridge, Virginia, studying Economics and Foreign Affairs. VAMUN has 

a special place in my heart - when I was a senior in high school, I attended VAMUN 

XXIV and after exploring Grounds, I was set on UVa being my dream school! VAMUN is 

my  favorite  event of the year, so I am looking forward to a great weekend with all of you. 

This simulation of the 1999 Kargil Conflict will undoubtedly be action-packed 

and fast-paced. We look forward to you participating in this committee we’ve worked so 

hard to prepare for, and in seeing you all defeat Pakistan’s cabinet and claiming 

Kashmir back! 

We cannot wait to meet you all in November! Until then, please feel free to reach 

out  to us with any questions. You can direct committee specific questions to either of us, 

and general conference questions to our USG of Crisis, Caroline Peters, at 

crisis@vamun.org. See you all very soon! 

Aniket Chandra                                                                                                            Khrissa Chun 

ac2em@virginia.edu                                                                                    kkc4dd@virginia.edu  
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Committee Overview 

The year is 1999, and tension is high as it appears another large-scale war will 

breakout over Kashmir. This conflict’s origins began in 1947 and has extended through 

history to today, May 1999. However, this time is different. Pakistan and India are 

confident  they will make this the last war over the territory. 

While armed conflict and various wars were fought between Pakistan and India 

since the Partition, our committee will focus on the Kargil Conflict of 1999. This 

background guide serves to give you a briefing of history leading up to 1999 and also 

gives a more detailed analysis of the Kargil conflict itself. 

This committee will be set up as a joint crisis committee, meaning our cabinet 

will be interacting with Pakistan’s Kargil War Cabinet. At times, these interactions may 

be indirect through the form of updates on Pakistan’s actions, or sometimes even direct 

through  delegate to delegate interaction. These types of committees are undoubtedly 

dynamic  and lively; our cabinet’s decisions will impact what issues Pakistan’s cabinet 

will have to address, and vice versa.  

Our committee is set up as India’s “Kargil War Cabinet”. Realistically, this 

cabinet did not exist specifically for the Kargil War; we have tailored this cabinet so all 

relevant  positions for a war committee are present. Some delegates will find their 

positions are key figures in the military, some hold political positions in India, and some 

hold key support positions, such as intelligence or defense. Thus, while this particular 

cabinet may not have existed, your roles are actual positions in India’s government and 

military. At the same time, each delegate will have equal voting power in committee. As 
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a note,  Pakistan’s  Cabinet will be set up similarly. Please refer to the dossier for your 

position’s  background and powers, and if you happen to have any questions, feel free to 

contact  your Crisis Director. 

In terms of committee logistics, as a crisis committee, there will be no designated 

debate topic. This background guide will serve as your reference for what you can expect 

will be debated on in committee. This is a wonderful tool to start your research. 

However,  as a crisis committee, you never know what Crisis may decide to throw at you, 

so  researching a wide array of topics may prove helpful. Position papers will be 

required  for this committee; this will give you a chance to organize your thoughts 

before  committee weekend. Our committee will follow flexible parliamentary procedure 

to  allow for crisis updates and new developments. Time will move at the discretion of 

the  Crisis Directors and voting will remain the same as in other UN bodies and 

organizations.  Please feel free to reach out to your Chair or Crisis Director from our 

emails  above!  
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Historical Background 

 

The Partition of 1947 and conflict over Kashmir 

After two hundred years of British rule, India successfully gained her 

independence  in 1947. Independence did not come easily; it stemmed from a 

decade-long nationalist struggle, ending with a famous non-violence movement led by 

Mohandas  K. Gandhi. However, what most remember of this time was not the fanfare of 

independence,  but the bloody partition between the two states of India and Pakistan. 

Despite  religious groups coexisting for all of India’s history, it was in 1933 when a 

student first proposed a separate homeland for Muslim-majority provinces in the 

north-west  and the south-east.  Eventually, this idea took root and the Muslim League, 
1

the  most prominent Muslim political party in India, demanded a separate homeland for 

Muslims in South Asia.  Once India gained independence, the vision of two states 
2

became a reality; however, the partition was not a seamless or peaceful process. Many 

believe chaos ensued so quickly due to Britain’s rushed announcement of its withdrawal 

in  July 1945, after it could no longer sustain such a large empire after the war.  The 
3

1  "Partition  and Independence." BBC News. Accessed June 10, 2017.  

2  Dalrymple,  William. "The Great Divide." The New Yorker. June 13, 2017. Accessed 

June  18, 2017.  
3 Bates, Crispin. "The Hidden Story of Partition and its Legacies." BBC. March 03, 2011. 

Accessed June 10, 2017.  
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border plans between Pakistan and India, called the Radcliffe Line, were hastily drawn 

up  by a British lawyer with little knowledge on Indian conditions, setting the stage for 

the  resulting discord in the region. 

For the majority of India and Pakistan, the partition was clear-cut. Along 

religious lines, Muslims would migrate to Pakistan in the north-west and south-east, 

while Hindus and Sikhs would migrate into the more central regions of India. However, 

for  the Princely States in the north, this distinction was not as simple. The Princely 

States, which numbered at over 650, obtained their name due to their prince rule during 

the  British Raj.  This meant these states had their own local rulers, and once India 
4

gained  independence, the states were given the authority to choose to join India or 

Pakistan, or remain independent. Many princes elected to remain neutral. Kashmir, the 

most  contested state because of its location, chose to remain neutral as well because its 

ruler,  Maharaja Hari Singh, was a Hindu, while most of his subjects were Muslim.  
5

However,  the geographical situation became more complicated. Kashmir in particular 

remained  on the border between India and Pakistan.  This resulted in both countries 
6

claiming the state as their own. Since the partition, the two countries have engaged in a 

war over Kashmir on two occasions: the Indo-Pakistani Wars of 1947 and 1965. It seems 

Kargil will be a likely site for the next war over Kashmir. 

 

4 "A  brief history of the Kashmir conflict." The Telegraph. September 24, 2001. Accessed 

June  10, 2017.  

5  "A brief history  of  the Kashmir conflict." The Telegraph. September 24, 2001. Accessed 

June  10, 2017.  
6  Bates, Crispin. "The Hidden Story of Partition and its Legacies." BBC. March 03, 2011. 

Accessed June 10, 2017.  
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The War of 1947 

The first conflict over Kashmir was sparked directly after the partition. In 

October 1947, Pakistan sent Muslim tribesmen into Kashmir’s capital, forcing the prince 

to  appeal to the Indian Union Government for military assistance.5 Despite wishing to 

remain  neutral, Kashmir was ceded to India in return for the support, and the Indian 

army  arrived in the state shortly thereafter.  Even though this decision was made by 
7

Prince Hari Singh, Pakistan still believed they owned at least part of Kashmir and, 

additionally, the people of the state had not yet officially voiced their decision as to 

which side they wanted to take. War ensued once the Pakistani Army was called upon to 

protect  its borders, and fighting continued against the Indian army throughout 1948.6 

Both countries claimed they would push for a referendum in Kashmir for its citizens to 

decide its fate in the conflict once the fighting on the border had died down. However, 

the  fighting had not calmed a year after the partition, and additionally, no referendum 

had been held.  In August, India appealed to the UN to resolve the dispute. In a UN 

resolution,  Pakistan and India were requested to withdraw their forces from Kashmir.  
8

The  resolution also outlined that a free and fair plebiscite would be held in order to 

allow the Kashmiri people their own decision in the feud. At the same time, India was 

confident  it had the upper hand in the vote. The most influential Kashmiri leader, 

Sheikh Abdullah, undoubtedly supported India. In October, an emergency government 

was formed with Sheikh Abdullah as Prime Minister.7 In retaliation, Pakistan ignored 

7  "The  1947-  48 war." BBC News. Accessed June 11, 2017.  
8  Bates, Crispin. "The Hidden Story of Partition and its Legacies." BBC. March 03, 2011. 

Accessed June 10, 2017.  
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the  UN mandate and continued fighting in order to maintain its hold in its portion of 

Kashmir. Eventually in January of 1949, a ceasefire was agreed upon between the two 

sides. This resulted in an intended “temporary” Line of Control in Kashmir to divide it 

between the two countries; 65% of its territory went to India while the remaining 35% 

went to Pakistan.7 Despite the ceasefire naming 

the Line of Control as “temporary”, it remained 

as the de facto border between the two countries. 

 The conflict became even more complicated in 
9

1954 when Kashmir’s accession to India was 

ratified by the constituent assembly; and in 1957, 

Kashmir modeled its constitution after India’s.  
10

With a Muslim majority in Kashmir, Pakistan still claimed the state as its own. Evidently 

this was not the last time a war would be fought over the border. 

 

The War of 1965 

1965 marked the second altercation over Kashmir. Years after the 1947 dispute, 

Pakistan still fervently believed it had rightful ownership over the Muslim-majority 

state. In August, believing to have Kashmiri support and an upper hand over India, 

Pakistani forces once again attempted to take Kashmir by force.  Pakistani soldiers 
11

crossed the Line of Control, and once getting wind of the incursion, Indian forces 

9   "Line of Control." Digital image. Top News. Accessed September 29, 2017. 

10  "The  1947-  48 war." BBC News. Accessed June 18, 2017.  
11  Pike, John. "Indo-Pakistan War of 1965." Global Security. 2000. Accessed July 07, 

2017.  
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traversed the LoC in retaliation. Both sides came head-to-head in armored warfare; 

however once again, the conflict ended in an uncertain stalemate.  India had appealed 
12

to  the United Nations for assistance in putting a decisive end to the Kashmir dispute. 

The  UN and its members attempted to play a larger role this time around and brokered 

a Security Council resolution calling for negotiations and an end to the fighting. Even 

more  directly, the US and the UK, who both had previously supplied arms to India and 

Pakistan, cut off arms supplies to both belligerents.  This strategic maneuver was 
13

effective  in pushing India and Pakistan to accept a ceasefire. Negotiations concluded 

and both sides eventually withdrew their forces from Kashmir. Peace was not achieved, 

but rather, a stalemate was accepted for the time being. 

 

The War of 1971 

The Indo-Pakistani War of 1971 was the first war between the countries that did 

not  involve fighting over the Kashmir region. At this time, the Dominion of Pakistan was 

divided into West Pakistan and East Pakistan (initially East Bengal). These two regions 

were separated by the larger nation of India.  

The failure of Urdu- and Punjabi-speaking West Pakistanis to understand Bengali 

nationalist  aspirations was the result of a sense of superiority and arrogance; the 

Bengali  resentment over injustice and humiliation was not just cultural — it was also a 

result  of the economic marginalisation of East Pakistan. The Bengalis felt exploited by 

West Pakistan, which held the majority of political power. This became evident during 

12 "The  India-Pakistan War of 1965." U.S. Department of State. Accessed July 06, 2017.  

13 ”Line of  Control  Demarcation circa 1947.” Cartograph Asia. Accessed July 05, 2017 

13  "The  India-Pakistan War of 1965." U.S. Department of State. Accessed July 06, 2017. 
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the  1971 parliamentary elections. In March of 1971, an East Pakistan political party, the 

Awami League, won 160 of the 162 seats in East Pakistan, and none in West Pakistan. 

On the other side, the Islamabad-based Pakistan People’s Party won 81 of the 138 seats 

win the West. As a result, the Awami League had a majority, with the party leader, 

Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, on the path to becoming Prime Minister. The central 

government  however, in a highly controversial decision, chose not to recognize the 

results  of the election. The Awami League's election success caused many West 

Pakistanis to fear that it would allow the Bengalis to draft a new constitution that would 

significantly  disenfranchise them.  This decision led to heavy political unrest in East 

Pakistan. The regional ministers convened to declare independence and adopt a new 

name,  Bangladesh. As a result, the new West Pakistan government responded with a full 

military assault.  

India declared support for the Awami League, opened the East Pakistan border, 

and the BSF offered limited aid to the Bengali resistance. The Indian leadership decided 

not  to directly intervene, but chose to get involved: the Army’s Eastern command took 

over  responsibility for East Pakistan operations on April 29 and, on May 15, launched 

Operation Jackpot, a full-fledged operation to recruit, train, arm, equip, supply and 

advise the Bangladeshi fighters engaged in guerrilla warfare against the Pakistan 

military. India also launched a global diplomatic offensive to help create Bangladesh. 

By late November, India was ready for a military offensive.  

When the Pakistan Air Force launched preemptive strikes on airfields in Western 

India  on December 3, 1971, India responded by formally declaring war in the wee hours 

of  December  4. After two weeks of fighting and losing territory in West Pakistan, the 
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Pakistani troops in Bangladesh surrendered. This surrender effectively established the 

People’s  Republic of Bangladesh. The war resulted in the highest number of casualties of 

any  Indo-Pakistani conflict. The instrument of surrender was signed at Dhaka at 4:55 

pm  on December 16, 1971. 

The war stripped Pakistan of more than half of its population and with nearly 

one-third  of its army in captivity, clearly established India's military and political 

dominance  of the subcontinent. India successfully led a diplomatic campaign to isolate 

Pakistan and skillfully manipulate Pakistan's supporting countries to limit the extent of 

support  to Pakistan. In addition, Prime Minister Indira Gandhi's state visit to United 

Kingdom  and France further helped break ice with the United States and blocked any 

pro-Pakistan resolution in the United Nations. 

Current Situation as of 1999 

     While the situation has just begun, it appears the next 

major conflict will originate in Kashmir’s Kargil district.  In 
14

May, Pakistani-backed forces were detected in the mountains 

north of Kargil. These forces had infiltrated onto India’s side 

of the LoC.  Now the ball is in India’s court to make the next 

move. While no action has been taken yet, there have been 

talks of utilizing air strikes against the Pakistani forces. It seems this is a 

widely-supported plan of action, especially when considering the infamously 

mountainous  terrain in the north. For now, there has been no direct clashes between the 

14“Foreigners to Kargil War Outpost” The Telegraph India. Accessed July 08, 2017 
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two sides; however, this will not last long. Pakistani troops are currently stationed in 

Kargil, and India must make decisive action to put this vendetta to rest once and for all. 

The  longer Indian military waits to make their move, the more time Pakistan has to 

seize more territory on India’s side of the LoC. With the advent of new technologies and 

weapons, this conflict will certainly prove to have devastating consequences.  

 

Analysis 

Religion and Sectarian Violence 

Before the partition, life and culture in India was drastically different. 

Communities  coexisted for a almost millennium before religious violence became 

familiar.  There are two existing theories on the beginnings of religious divide in India. 
15

It  is imperative to note these two hypotheses, especially when considering a resolution 

to  the violence that currently plagues South Asia. The first theory places blame on the 

British - that Hindu and Muslim communities lived in harmony since India embraced 

the  Islamic Turks 1021, and that conflict arose when the British began to identify 

communities  based on religious identity and attached political representation to them.  
16

Supporters  of this hypothesis believes the Empire, sharing a characteristic with all 

empires,  distorted history from before the birth of the empire and forced destructive 

state formation in its wake.  The second theory shifts focus to a domestic issue: the 

Partition  stemmed from a clash between politicians. Particularly, conflicts between 

15  Dalrymple,  William. "The Great Divide." The New Yorker. June 13, 2017. Accessed 

June  18, 2017.  
16  Dalrymple,  William. "The Great Divide." The New Yorker. June 13, 2017. Accessed 

June  18, 2017.  
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Muhammad  Ali Jinnah of the Muslim League and Mohandas Gandhi and Jawaharlal 

Nehru  of the Hindu-dominated Congress Party resulted in popular political support for 

the  two states.  The tension between the two sides was not from religious division, but 
17

from  an accumulation of personal ambitions and political goals. The main nuance to this 

theory  is that the magnitude of the Partition’s effects could have been reduced if it 

resulted  from a clash of personalities. While these are both theories, they are not 

conclusive evidence as to what brought South Asia to the state it is in today. It is clear 

that neither side can sustain living in such ruthless and troubling  conditions. The 

conflict  in Kargil represents something much larger than a war over territory, but rather 

a war over an ingrained social and cultural divide in South Asia. 

 

Geography and Weather 

Military combat in Kargil is inevitable and there are a multiple factors India’s 

forces  must consider if they are to be successful in pushing back the Pakistani forces. 

Geography  and climate are particularly relevant for strategy and will undoubtedly affect 

the  success of military maneuvers.  

Kashmir is well-known for its mountainous terrain, and navigating through the 

rugged  region will require strategic planning and innovation. Kashmir lies on the 

westernmost ranges of the Himalayas, making the majority of terrain too mountainous 

for  human settlement.  The Vale of Kashmir, a valley with the greatest living conditions, 
18

17   Dalrymple,  William. "The Great Divide." The New Yorker. June 13, 2017. Accessed 

June  18, 2017.  
18 "Jammu & Kashmir: General Reference Map." Kashmir Study Group. Accessed June 

19,  2017.  
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is held entirely by India. To the northeast of the Vale, and a territory of contention, lies 

the  main range of the Himalayas. The mountains range from the border of North-West 

Pakistan, runs southeastward and beyond the southern border of Kashmir.   
19

 
20

According to intelligence, it appears this mountain range will likely be the main 

site  of conflict. High altitude combat is guaranteed. It is essential India’s war cabinet 

considers the terrain when formulating strategies and deploying forces onto the field. 

Underestimating the mountain’s conditions would be a fatal mistake and would cost 

India  the war. The cabinet must ensure its forces are effectively trained in mountain 

19  "Jammu & Kashmir: General Reference Map." Kashmir Study Group. Accessed June 

19,  2017.  

20  "The  Kargil Incursion  May 1999." Digital image. The Story of Kargil War. 2013. 

Accessed September 29, 2017. 
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warfare  and that it secures appropriate resources and vehicles. Further analysis will 

elaborate  on India’s  current military capabilities. 

The entire region is also prone to extreme seismic movement.  While not an 
21

immediate  concern, it should be noted that India’s forces may encounter violent 

earthquakes. Especially in the mountain range, earthquakes can prove deadly. 

Rockslides and avalanches not only endanger the lives of India’s forces, but also imperil 

the  success of operations. Due to the nature of the environment, the Generals will have 

to  consider the geography of Kashmir in every move they make. 

Adding to the troublesome high altitude terrain, the weather conditions in 

Kashmir can be deadly. The winter months prove to be the most dangerous, with harsh 

winds and temperatures as low as -60 degrees Celsius.  In past wars, both sides have 
22

abandoned their posts during the winter months, only to return in the spring. Of course, 

Pakistan has crafted their plans carefully, executing their incursion for May. However if 

the  conflict continues on through the winter months, it would be wise to suspend 

fighting.  

Furthermore, Pakistan’s Prime Minister, Nawaz Sharif, released a directive 

mandating  India’s  forces must not cross the Kashmiri LoC.  Failing to obey this order 
23

may  spark even larger conflict, which is especially hazardous when noting both 

countries’  nuclear capabilities. So far, India’s forces have not crossed the border, and the 

21  Kirk, William, and Rais Akhtar. "Jammu and Kashmir." Encyclopædia Britannica. 

March 14, 2017. Accessed June 23, 2017.  

22 Pike, John. "1999 Kargil Conflict." Global Security. Accessed June 25, 2017.  

23  Lambeth, Benjamin, Peter Lavoy, and Ashley J. Tellis. "Airpower at 18,000': The 

Indian  Air Force in the Kargil War." Carnegie Endowment for International Peace. 

September  20, 2012. Accessed June 20, 2017.  
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Generals  do not plan on doing so. The goal of operations in Kargil is simple: to force 

Pakistan’s  forces to withdraw and capture back India’s side of the LoC. While the 

objective may sound straightforward, execution will be infinitely more arduous. 

 
24

India’s  Capabilities 

Since the Pakistan’s invasion onto India’s side of the LoC, two of India’s main 

military branches, the Air Force (IAF) and the Army, have been experiencing 

24 "Kashmir Map." Digital image. Accessed September 29, 2017. 

https://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/0/0e/Kashmir_map.jpg. 
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bureaucratic infighting over what roles they will play in the upcoming conflict.  If this 
25

infighting  continues, India’s military will grant Pakistan more time to execute their next 

move.  While India’s  bureaucracy squabbles over their roles, Pakistani forces are 

securing more regions in Indian territory. Not only are they acquiring territory, but they 

are  doing so strategically. The more time Pakistan is allowed to make their move, the 

harder it will be for India to take back the invaded territory. It is vital the military 

quickly, yet carefully, distinguishes the roles between the two branches. The line 

between when and how each branch operates will be vital for developing and executing 

operations.  Failure to establish this distinction might result in operational failures if 

both branches’  best capabilities are not put into practice. A defined synergy between the 

IAF  and Army would increase the likelihood of victory. 

Boasting superior numbers over Pakistan’s Air Force, IAF’s capabilities include: 

navigation,  surveillance, and employing targeting technology.   Not only is the IAF in 
26

possession  of more aircrafts, but also of more advanced fighter jets. Whereas Pakistan’s 

premier  technology is its F-16, India possesses the MiG-29 and Mirage 2000.  If 
27

Pakistani forces were to solely use the F-16, they would be limited to engaging in 

short-range dogfights due to the aircraft’s design specifications and the Air Force’s lack 

25  Lambeth, Benjamin, Peter Lavoy, and Ashley J. Tellis. "Airpower at 18,000': The 

Indian  Air Force in the Kargil War." Carnegie Endowment for International Peace. 

September  20, 2012. Accessed June 20, 2017. 

26  Lambeth, Benjamin, Peter Lavoy, and Ashley J. Tellis. "Airpower at 18,000': The 

Indian  Air Force in the Kargil War." Carnegie Endowment for International Peace. 

September  20, 2012. Accessed June 20, 2017. 
27  Som,  Vishnu. "Exclusive: In Kargil War, India Was Minutes Away From Bombing Pak 

Bases." NDTV.com. July 19, 2016. Accessed July 07, 2017.  
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of  other  aircraft.  Meanwhile, India’s fighter jets, with considerable modifications, could 

attain both long and short-range capabilities. 

Targeting technology will prove practical against Pakistan’s forces in Kashmir. 

However,  high altitude conditions drastically change how one operates these 

technologies. Weapon systems behave differently in higher altitudes, and targets 

become harder to spot.  These challenges remain the same for even veterans of high 
28

altitude combat; however, no air force has had to deal with the intense conditions of 

Kashmir. The IAF will be forced to engage in combat at a mind-boggling 32,000 feet.   
29

The IAF’s  pilots hold the ability to decisively put an end to the conflict; however, 

the  IAF does not train for the high altitude combat they would encounter in the 

Himalayas.  There is no time to train on the field for the conditions they will encounter. 

The  only option left is to brief the pilots, send them into the field, and pray for the best. 

The  IAF’s  inexperience, coupled with the inherent difficulties of utilizing military 

technologies in high altitude, will prove to be an intense challenge. At the same time, the 

pilots’  inexperience may prove useful, allowing for new, creative strategies. They may be 

able to use the new terrain to their advantage. While mountains are troublesome to 

traverse, they open wide doors for ingenious military strategy. When considering the 

bureaucratic infighting between the IAF and Army, the Air Force’s capabilities may 

28  Lambeth, Benjamin, Peter Lavoy, and Ashley J. Tellis. "Airpower at 18,000': The 

Indian  Air Force in the Kargil War." Carnegie Endowment for International Peace. 

September  20, 2012. Accessed June 20, 2017. 
29  "10 things you should know about the Kargil War | Latest News & Updates at Daily 

News & Analysis." DNA. July 26, 2016. Accessed June 24, 2017.  
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prove  more advantageous for the high altitude combat in the Himalayas. While the 

Army  is better trained, targeting technologies will be indispensable in the mountains. 

While the Air Force holds strategic power, the Army commands the largest 

numbers  in India’s  Armed Forces. With Pakistani forces currently deployed in Kashmir, 

the  immediate reaction is to push back with the power of India’s land forces. With larger 

land numbers, it is plausible for Indian forces to overpower the Pakistani forces and 

drive them out of Indian territory. This may prove to be the most advantageous strategy 

given  current resources. While the IAF certainly holds great potential in its capabilities, 

its targeting technology is not yet ready for deployment. Additionally, the Army does not 

require  as much training or tactical transformations for high altitudes as does the IAF. If 

the  Indian military is seeking the fastest possible deployment, the Army would provide 

the  swiftest solution. 

The most effective operation would involve utilizing the capabilities of both the 

Army  and IAF in order to drive back the invading forces; the Army can strike on land 

while the IAF provides air cover. Utilizing both resources could make Pakistan withdraw 

quickly; it is well aware of India’s military superiority.  Flexing India’s capabilities now 
30

could easily end Pakistan’s hold of Indian territory. While this is ideal, the forces must 

define  their roles and resolve their aforementioned infighting before they can 

collaborate on the field. 

The Indian Navy, on the other hand, have not been called upon to directly engage 

any  Pakistani forces. The war zone is simply out of range for the Naval Battleships’ 

30  Dalrymple,  William. "The Great Divide." The New Yorker. June 13, 2017. Accessed 

June  18, 2017.  
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long-range  weapons. The bulk of the fleets are also anchored around the Naval Bases in 

Southern  and Western India, far from any of the ongoing action in Kargil. Despite this, 

Indian  high Command has ordered the general naval staff to be on high alert, in case 

Pakistan’s  government launches a sea-based offensive. Included in the orders were the 

possible strategies to blockade Pakistan’s trading ports on the Arabian gulf, centred 

around  the city of Karachi. 

The Research and Analysis Wing (RAW) is India’s main resource for external 

intelligence,  and India’s main intelligence agency. Until 1968, the Intelligence Bureau 

(IB) dealt with both internal and external intelligence; however after its lackluster 

intelligence  performance against a border war with China, RAW was formed in order to 

have a singular resource of external intelligence.  RAW focuses on maintaining India’s 
31

security, and this entails monitoring political and military developments of neighboring 

nations.  

RAW’s  counterpart in Pakistan is the Inter-Services Intelligence (ISI). For the 

past three decades, both intelligence services have been engaged in covert operations 

against  one another.  The dispute over Kashmir, in particular, fuels these clandestine 
32

operations.  Currently, RAW seeks to reduce the military resources being funneled into 

Pakistan, specifically from the US and China.  

After its foundation in 1968, RAW focused exclusively on intelligence on China 

and Pakistan; however in recent years, it has expanded its scope and is cited for 

31  Bajoria, Jayshree. "RAW: India's External Intelligence Agency." Council on Foreign 

Relations.  November 07, 2008. Accessed June 25, 2017.  

32   Bajoria,  Jayshree.  "RAW: India's External Intelligence Agency." Council on Foreign 

Relations.  November 07, 2008. Accessed June 25, 2017.  
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increasing India’s  influence abroad. It seems India wishes to utilize this influence in 

order to gain international attention over the Kashmir conflict. While RAW wields great 

influence,  many cite detrimental weaknesses. Namely, it has been criticized for its weak 

analytical  capabilities, severe lack of transparency, and failure to coordinate with 

domestic  intelligence and security agencies.  In particular, lack of transparency has 
33

proved  a major critique in recent years. It is said RAW holds an enormous budget and 

has thousands of employees; however, the wing is able to bypass the Right to 

Information  Act and is therefore not held accountable to Indian citizens.  
34

Especially  in the current climate, many of India’s political leadership blame RAW for its 

failure  to identify and report Pakistan’s movements earlier. RAW, on the other hand, 

blames the political leadership for its infighting and slow decision making.  

 

Attempts at Peace 

 

While the war in Kargil is yet another war on the list of struggles over Kashmir, 

winning this conflict would surely give India greater leverage over Pakistan. Victory in 

this conflict means much more than winning a territory; the stakes are high and India 

cannot  afford a defeat. Nearing the dawn of a new century, nuclear arms are a serious 

threat  to the security of South Asia. With the possibility of nuclear warfare lingering 

over  both countries, one would assume peace talks would be the most viable and 

agreeable  option. However, the war in Kargil is not an isolated incident, but is an 

accumulation of past resentments between Pakistan and India since the Partition. 

33  Bajoria, Jayshree. "RAW: India's External Intelligence Agency." Council on Foreign 
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History shows peace talks have been attempted in the past, even with American and 

British supervision. This particular peace talk took place in 1962 with the goal of 

resolving  differences over Kashmir, and despite diplomatic intentions, it failed.   It was 
35

not  long before another clash on the border and another set of failed peacemaking. After 

the  1965 war, the two nations signed a peace declaration, affirming a commitment to 

solving their disputes over Kashmir peacefully.  It is clear Pakistan’s current 
36

movements  into India’s borders is a violation of this peace agreement. India has never 

violated  these diplomatic agreements; however, Pakistan seems persistent in taking any 

action in attempts to strip Kashmir from India’s rightful authority. Despite India’s 

attempts  at upholding past agreements, Pakistan has repeatedly violated these attempts 

at peace. India has grown tired of the bloody vendetta and wishes to quickly end the 

tension  currently escalating in Kargil; however, it seems Pakistan will not rest until they 

liberate Kashmir.  

While past attempts at diplomacy failed to resolve the struggle for Kashmir, peace 

talks are not completely off the table for Kargil. In theory, peace talks could be in order 

in  the near future; however, settling for peace talks is more complicated than two parties 

agreeing  and coming together at a table. The Governments of both sides have to grapple 

with the influences of multiple parties before pursuing a path of either peace or 

full-out-war.  Governments have always struggled with their own bureaucracy, military 

branches, and intelligence agencies. While it is nearly impossible to settle on a course of 

action between these parties, governments must take their own people’s sentiments into 

35   "The 1947- 48 war." BBC News. Accessed June 11, 2017.  
36  "The  1965  War." BBC News. Accessed June 25, 2017.  
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account, in addition to the media. In modern times, the media has expanded its 

influence  and if the media were to push for either peace or war, the government would 

undoubtedly  have to consider its own image and how it would be portrayed in the 

media.  In the globalized world, a government’s domestic and international image have 

great  effect on international politics. Pursuing a war, while the international community 

advises against it, may have adverse effects on India’s growing political influence.  

With so many factors to account for, peace talks are a highly nuanced topic. The 

current resources of both nations also have great effect on their stance towards peace. If 

Pakistan is fully aware of India’s military and intelligence superiority, it may be more 

willing to settle for peace. By that same token, if India is aware of its superior resources, 

it may  look to a full-out-war in order to secure Kargil. In the end, settling for peace talks 

may  simply come down to jingoism, with both sides not wishing to back down from a 

fight. 

 

Nuclear  Arms 

With the proliferation of nuclear weapons, humanity has reached a critical and 

precarious point; warfare has forever been changed. India conducted its first nuclear 

test  in 1974, and since then, has developed and amassed destructive WMDs. Just a year 

ago,  in May of 1998, India introduced its own nuclear device with six times the power of 

America’s  bomb in Hiroshima, and Pakistan retaliating by demonstrating its own 

nuclear  capabilities.  Other than speculation and estimates, the current, explicit, 
37

nuclear  capabilities of both nations are unknown. Both RAW and ISI have made it a 

37  "A Brief History  of  Nuclear Weapons States." Asia Society. Accessed July 03, 2017.  
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priority to gather as much information on each other in order to uncover what 

capabilities each country holds.  

Both these nuclear powers were admonished by the international community, in 

violation  of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty of 1970.  If the action in Kargil comes 
38

to  a head, it will prove to have historical significance as the first time India and Pakistan 

have entered into a conflict since deployment of their nuclear capabilities. If Kargil turns 

into  a direct, full-out war, this event will once again bring the world onto the brink of a 

nuclear  conflict. 

 

International Community 

Pakistan and India have had a multitude clashes since 1947, their strife holds 

relevance  to the international community. Especially due to Britain’s role in Indian 

history, and specifically its role in the Partition, India has attempted to leverage 

international  pressure on Pakistan. Additionally, India plans to put RAW’s influence to 

good  use. This most recent spark in Kargil can ignite global recognition of the strife over 

Kashmir. The vendetta has been ongoing for over fifty years, and the border conflict has 

cost Indian lives. The feud has no end in sight. Additionally, when recalling Kashmir’s 

history, it is important to remember it was legally ratified as India’s territory. This is a 

major  reason as to why India is attempting to gain international assistance in the 

matter;  increased pressure on Pakistan could leverage India to its rightful control over 

Kashmir. 

38  "A Brief History  of  Nuclear Weapons States." Asia Society. Accessed July 03, 2017.  
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Moreover, the nuclear capabilities of both nations puts more pressure on the 

international  community. Both countries stand alone as non-signatories on the 

international  nuclear non-proliferation treaty of 1968, whereas 190 other nations are 

signatories.  The NPT is a binding commitment to disarming nuclear-weapon states, 
39

and as non-signatories, the international community fears Pakistan and India seek to 

build their arsenals, or possibly to utilize those weapons, in the coming years. If 

Pakistan and India directly go to war, this may push the international community to 

intervene  for the safety of the globe and to set a precedence of intolerance against 

nuclear  armaments.  

 

Questions to Consider 

● Going forward, how will the Pakistani incursion affect long-term diplomatic 

affairs between India and Pakistan? How will this change with the presence of 

nuclear armaments in both nations? 

● What can we gather on the situation in Pakistan - the state of its nuclear 

program, terrorist activities, relations with other nations? 

● Considering India’s limited training for Kashmir’s climate, how can India drive 

out the invading Pakistani forces? 

● How can India leverage its international influence to pressure Pakistan to back 

down? 

● In the long term, how can India solve its religious violence? 

39  Micallef, Joseph  V. "The Other Bomb: Pakistan's Dangerous Nuclear Strategy." The 

Huffington  Post. February 07, 2016. Accessed June 30, 2017.  

25 



● How can India, once and for all, end the conflict over Kashmir?  

 

 

Recommended Resource Tools 

● Historical timeline 

(http://news.bbc.co.uk/hi/english/static/in_depth/south_asia/2002/india_paki

stan/timeline/1947.stm) 

● More in-depth history on the partition and roots of conflict 

(http://www.bbc.co.uk/history/british/modern/partition1947_01.shtml) 

● Narrative on the origins of religious conflict  

(http://www.newyorker.com/magazine/2015/06/29/the-great-divide-books-dal

rymple) 

● Geography 

(http://kashmirstudygroup.com/awayforward/mapsexplan/jammu_kashmir.ht

ml) 

● An overview of the Pakistani-Indian conflict 

(https://www.insightonconflict.org/conflicts/kashmir/conflict-profile/) 

● “India-Pakistan in War and Peace” - J.N. Dixit 

An anecdotal history of the conflict between the 2 nations. ISBN 1134407580 
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