
Committee Introduction: 
Welcome to SouthMUNC 

VIII’s Fourth Committee - the 
Special Political and Decolonization 
Committee (SPECPOL). To provide a 
bit of background on the Fourth 
Committee, one must reflect on the 
origins of the UN itself. The UN was 
formed in 1945 to serve as a leading 
body in international affairs in the 
post-colonial era. SPECPOL was 
created by the UN General Assembly 
to address and facilitate 
decolonization efforts. The 
committee additionally 
encompasses the United Nations 
Relief and Works Agency for 
Palestine Refugees in the Near East 
(UNRWA), handling refugees in the 
Levant region, and the Special 
Committee on Decolonization 
(C-24). With time, SPECPOL has 
broadened its scope to matters such 
as nuclear non-proliferation and 
peaceful uses of outer space, yet 
SPECPOL’s emphasis on 
decolonizing has remained the focal 
point. The recent approval of Article 
73e of the Charter of the United 
Nations reinforced the goals of 
decolonization. As delegates 
prepare for SPECPOL, it is essential 
to make proper considerations 
about the role of this committee as a 
suggestive body. Additionally, 
delegates should consider national 
sovereignty: the ultimate power of 

governance belongs to the 
sovereign state, everything that the 
UN recommends must be consented 
to by the State. The dias will look for 
delegates who have substantive 
solutions that do make the 
aforementioned considerations. 
With that said, use this background 
to your benefit! Take the time to 
research the issue, your country 
policy, and (of course) innovative 
and feasible solutions. If you 
approach this committee with a 
positive attitude and extensive 
preparation you will certainly be 
able to generate a lively debate and 
comprehensive draft resolutions. I 
am looking forward to seeing your 
hard work come to life come 
SouthMUNC VIII. 
 

Topic Abstract: 
Kashmir is an ethnically 

diverse region situated along the 
Indus River. Furthermore, its 
position at the crossroads between 
India, Pakistan, Afghanistan, and 
China derives immense geopolitical 
and economic importance. The 
proximity to four rivers serve as the 
basis for much of India and 
Pakistan’s agricultural industry - 
demonstrating the significance of 
the territory. 
 

Under colonial rule, Great 
Britain secured promises of loyalty 



from the pre-existing “princely 
states.” The Kingdom of Jammu and 
Kashmir was ruled by Maharaja Hari 
Singh, a Hindu King. This state, 
however, has two major populations 
- in the Kashmir Valley resides a 
majority Muslim population while, 
to the south, in Jammu, there is a 
Hindu majority. In 1947, the British 
rule of India came to a formal end 
with the Partition of India. The 
Indian sub-continent was divided 
into predominantly Hindu India and 
Muslim-majority Pakistan. Because 
of Kashmir’s location on the border 
of the young nations, the Maharaja 
was given the choice to join India or 
Pakistan. There were two primary 
influences - a Hindu king’s 
leadership and an over 70% Muslim 
population. The Maharaja was 
initially unsuccessful in choosing, 
thus the initial decision was to 
remain a neutral territory.  

 
However, the neutrality of 

Kashmir did not last. Just two 
months after the Partition, on 
October 22, 1947, Pakistani forces 
invaded the Kashmir Valley. The 
Maharaja promptly signed the 
Instrument of Accession in the 
Indian capital, formally joining the 
former Kingdom of Jammu and 
Kashmir with the Indian union. The 
October invasion had more severe 
consequences. As a response to the 

Pakistani invasion, India deployed 
its military forces to Kashmir, 
exacerbating violence on both sides.  

 
As the hostilities between the 

two nations continued, in 1948, 
India brought Kashmir to the 
spotlight in the UN Security Council. 
This resulted in UNSC Resolution 
47, calling for a ceasefire in addition 
to a referendum on the status of the 
territory as well as for Pakistan. By 
1949 a suspension of hostilities was 
reached, the settlement established 
(a) India gained the substantial 
portion of the land including the 
Kashmir Valley, Ladakh, and 
Jammu; (b) Pakistan was given the 
western part of the region, Azad 
Kashmir; and (c) a de-facto 
territorial boundary known as the 
“Line of Control” (LOC) was 
created. In essence, Kashmir was 
partitioned. An important factor to 
consider from this period is that 
both India and Pakistan technically 
agreed to Resolution 47, yet both 
actors have failed in carrying out 
their respective responsibilities per 
the concurrence, effectively putting 
Kashmir in a standoff. 

 
Jammu and Kashmir officially 

became a part of India in 1957 with 
the adoption of Article 370 of the 
Indian constitution. This defined 
the state as autonomous within the 



nation of India, and not legally 
bound to most of the Indian 
Constitution. Pro-independence 
Kashmiris use this as a legal 
justification for independence. The 
residents of Kashmir, autonomous 
within India, enjoyed relative peace 
and political stability until the 
1980s. 

 
Throughout its status as an 

autonomous state, there were 
numerous acts of violence. Notably, 
the 1962 Sino-Indian War, fought 
between India and China over a 
border dispute. The war came to a 
conclusion with India’s secession of 
the eastern portion of the Kashmir 
region known as Aksai Chin. India 
and Pakistan, on the other hand, 
engaged in hostilities at several 
different points. The large-scale 
wars were in 1965 (ended with a 
ceasefire called the Tashkent 
Agreement) and 1971. 

 
Simultaneously, a series of 

grassroots resistance movements 
began to gain popularity. In the 
1970s, under the leadership of 
Prime Minister Indira Gandhi, a 
push to centralize power sparked 
great pro-independence sentiments 
from Kashmiris. This gave rise to 
groups such as the Jammu Kashmir 
Liberation Front (JKLF) and the 
Muslim United Front (MUF), both of 

which planted the seeds for 
Kashmiri insurgency either in hopes 
to become independent or to join 
Pakistan. 

 
The late 1980s represented a 

highly volatile political climate in 
Kashmir. This included nearly 
constant protesting, rioting, and 
even assassinations (as a response 
to a highly controversial Indian 
election). This marked a turning 
point in the crisis because the 
Indian government’s response, 
characterized by violent and 
heightened military presence, 
identified yet another group 
responsible for inciting hostilities. 
The Indian security presence has 
been reported to have maimed and 
killed civilians, censor the media, 
and commit other human rights 
abuses. By 1990 the retaliation 
included the murder of many 
Hindus, leading to over 100,000 
Kashmiri Hindus to leave the region. 

 
Highly tense, in 1999, the 

valley came into another major 
conflict. The Pakistani government 
had declared control over posts 
beyond their respective boundaries 
(in reference to the LOC). The Indian 
Army responded with military 
might. This event - the Kargil War - 
sparked concern within the 
international community. The issue 



was thus resolved when then-US 
President Bill Clinton urged 
Pakistani leadership to bring the 
military offensive to a halt. 

 
Though the Kargil War 

marked the final official violent 
outbreak in the valley, recent events 
have indicated that the conflict is 
far from resolved. In 2014 India and 
Pakistan claimed that the other 
violated the terms of the LOC, and 
opened fire. The estimated 
casualties stand at 120. The two 
nations kept their status as 
nuclear-armed at the center of the 
hostilities. Later in 2016, the Indian 
government assassinated Burhan 
Wani, the leader of one of the major 
insurgent groups in Kashmir, 
Hizbul Mujahideen. This led to 
widespread protests throughout the 
valley, to which the Indian 
government responded, once again, 
with coercive tactics resembling a 
marital law: declaring a curfew, 
increasing law enforcement 
presence, and resorting to violence 
to put down protests. Moreover, the 
Indian administration suspended 
access to the internet on mobile 
devices in the state of Jammu and 
Kashmir, only a day after the 
protesting began. The government 
of India did now allow human rights 
groups nor UN representatives to 
enter the valley. Organizations like 

Amnesty International and Human 
Rights Watch accused India of 
violating human rights treaties on a 
number of counts. The uprising 
resulted in 90 civilian casualties and 
over 15,000 injured, many of the 
latter blinded by the Indian Army’s 
use of ‘pellet guns.’ 

 
Most recently, in February of 

2019, a suicide bombing killed 46 
Indian law enforcement officers in 
Pulwama, an Indian-controlled 
portion of the state of Jammu and 
Kashmir. The Indian government 
vowed to “completely isolate” the 
nation of Pakistan diplomatically. 
The Pakistan-based terrorist group 
Jaish-E-Muhammad (JEM) then 
claimed responsibility for the 
attack. India condemned Pakistan 
for not clamping down on JEM while 
Pakistan claimed no involvement in 
the Pulwama attack. India’s 
response entailed airstrikes on 
Pakistani territory on presumed 
JEM locations. India claimed the 
airstrikes caused approximately 300 
casualties while Pakistan held that 
there were no casualties at all due to 
the swift interception of the Indian 
jets. On February 27, the Pakistani 
Airforce led a responsive airstrike in 
the Indian-controlled part of 
Jammu and Kashmir. As the 
airstrikes continued on both sides, 
an Indian MiG-21 jet was 



shot-down and its pilot, 
Abhinandan Varthaman, was 
captured by Pakistan. As a notion of 
peace, the Pakistani prime minister 
announced that they would return 
Varthaman to India, which was 
carried out just days later. 

 
Throughout its history as a 

contested territory, the Kashmir 
Valley has seen a number of leaders 
and people. As violence and 
hostilities continue, the people of 
the valley suffer. Consider the 
autonomy of the state and the 
implications of any change in its 
territorial status, with special 
attention to the condition of human 
rights. 
 

Bloc Positions: 
India: 
In regards to immediate border 
conflict with Pakistan, India 
declares that the entire state of 
Jammu and Kashmir is a part of 
India.  In response to international 
calls for a plebiscite to decide the 
fate of the region, India maintains 
that the continued participation of 
Kashmiri people in Indian national 
elections amounts to recognition of 
Indian sovereignty. This means that 
any unrest in the region is 
considered an internal issue. As a 
result India is unlikely to accept 
international intervention, be it 

militant, economic, or otherwise. 
India's acknowledgement of the 
Chinese-controlled Aksai Chin as 
part of India has resulted in the 
establishment of a Line of Actual 
Control (de facto border) and 
prevention of future conflict.  
 
Pakistan: 
Pakistan strongly supports the call 
for a plebiscite to decide the future 
of Kashmir. Alongside supporting 
foreign intervention in the area, it 
understands that this 
internationalizes the issue and gives 
its claims greater credibility; 
credibility both in terms of political 
recommendations and 
humanitarian aid. Conversely they 
are unlikely to support active efforts 
to limit the influence of grassroots 
political or militant groups in 
Kashmir as many popular 
syndicates in Pakistan have some 
links with Pakistani intelligence 
services.  
 
China: 
China's involvement has resulted in 
conflict with India over Aksai Chin. 
Generally China has quietly sided 
with Pakistan in the border dispute. 
However, China has long resisted 
agreeing to a Line of Actual Control 
(de-facto) with India, which leaves 
the possibility of spontaneous 
conflict between the two powers 



there open. China, however, is eager 
to sign trade and invest agreements 
with India, which dampens any 
incentive to engage in diplomatic 
hostility.  
 
USA and Western Europe: 
Historically, the US has officially 
maintained a neutral stance on the 
Kashmir conflict, however, its 
allegiances have shifted over the 
years. Amidst the Cold war, it 
supported Pakistan; in recent years, 
an American-Pakstani relationship 
has grown more important to the 
world- post 9/11. India’s economic 
growth has also made it a key 
regional partner. The US is likely to 
express deep concern about the role 
global terrorism in the Kashmir 
conflict (as it is eager to stop any 
Islamic fundamentalism).  Western 
European countries will likely 
follow the US’s lead. Likely, out of 
the eagerness to contain and fight 
against terrorism. Furthermore, 
they are concerned about the 
potential violation of human rights. 
The reported use of excessive force 
by Indian military is likely to pique 
the interest of these nations.  
 
Russia and Eastern Europe: 
Eastern European countries, namely 
Russia and its allies, have remained 
fairly silent on the issue. In the 
official sense no policy nor national 

statements have been issued. 
Nevertheless, Russia is a longtime 
military ally of India, this will 
undoubtedly impact the way that it 
perceives the conflict. Additionally, 
a large amount of the armory on the 
Line of Control was originally 
Russian. Understanding past 
Russian forigen policy also comes 
into play here. Russia’s history of 
support of national sovereignty 
makes it an unlikely candidate to 
support intervention in Kashmir.  
 
Middle East and North Africa: 
As the region is primarily Musim, 
the Middle East and North Africa 
will lean towards the rights of the 
Muslim Kashmiris. The two 
positions will most likely be the 
tactical approach vs. the political 
approach.  Political approaches will 
mirror the long awaited referendum 
while conversion action is more 
tactical. Support for Kashmiri 
independence is not a widespread 
issue across the Muslim world. 
While it may not be the state of 
Palestine, it is likely that Muslims 
will come to the aid of protesters in 
the event that there is a strong need 
for it. 
 
Latin America, Asia, Sub-Saharan 
Africa: 
Most of these countries do not have 
a stake in the conflict at hand. Their 



stance is influenced directly by a 
multitude of forigen policy, such as 
diplomatic and economic 
relationships with the countries 
involved in the conflict. If Indian 
economic growth remains on an 
incline, these nations’ diplomatic 
sway will follow the same trajectory. 
Given past experiences with 
colonialism, most countries will 
likely be wary of an intrusive 
military but will support 
peacekeeping and diplomatic 
efforts.   
 

Conclusion: 
The Kashmir Conflict is a delicate 
issue. The historical colonization of 
the Indian subcontinent has 
evidently had implications on the 
region. As this is an ongoing 
conflict, it is highly recommended 
that each delegate is receptive to 
recent developments in addition to 
their research (in other words pay 
attention to recent happenings in 
the news). Between the 
considerations regarding the 
nuclear arsenal of the major actors, 
the blatant violations of human 
rights, the possibility of terrorism 
and extremist politics, all while 
maintaining the principles of Article 
73 e of the UN Charter, there is a 
vast amount of information to 
digest. Thus, it is essential that you 
all come to SouthMUNC 

well-researched and fresh with 
solution ideas. The dias - Akansha 
and Bella - are looking forward to 
meeting you all - virtually - this 
spring! 
 

Questions to Consider: 
1. Is there a possibility of 

conflict-resolution in the 
form of a plebiscite? Is this a 
feasible option in the current 
political climate? 

2. What is the role of 
international governance, 
such as the United Nations, in 
facilitating a 
demilitarization? 
Furthermore, what is the role 
of such bodies in upholding 
human rights treaties with 
limited knowledge of their 
status in the region? 

3. Is intervention necessary to 
de-escalate tensions? In the 
face of another violent 
outbreak what is the 
appropriate response by the 
international community? 

4. How can the United Nations 
and government intervene 
without violating the wishes 
of the sovereign nations? 

5. What is the scope of the 
‘autonomy’ of Jammu and 
Kashmir under international 
law and the Indian 
Constitution? Is there a path 



to achieving a more developed 
status of autonomy? 

6. Given that both India and 
Pakistan have nuclear 
armaments, what is the 
appropriate approach that 
should be taken by third 
parties to resolve this 
conflict? 
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