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Introduction 

“Kashmir has always been more than a place. It has the quality of an experience, or a state of                   

mind, or perhaps an ideal” 

-  Jan Morris 

70 years of ongoing disputes in a territory claimed by 2 nucleary-armed countries, religious              

collision, allegations of terrorism, 3 wars, countless human rights violations, the false promise             

of a decisive referendum, the rise of insurgent militias and underlying connotations of             

self-determination… welcome to Jammu and Kashmir, one of the most militarised areas in the              

world, home to its longest ongoing conflict. 

The roots of the conflict date back to 1947, amidst the Indian Partition, consequence of the                

British decolonization. Ever since, Kashmir’s future has remained undecided; the          

religiously-oriented partition resulted in the creation of a new State: Pakistan. Kashmir’s            

Maharaja was thereby presented with a choice: joining India or Pakistan. Kashmir’s Muslim             

majority meant the region was in line with Pakistan’s Muslim beliefs, contrary to India’s              

Hinduist current; nevertheless, with a Hinduist Maharaja in charge of the region’s future, the              

choice remained unclear. To this day, Kashmir has not seen a day of peace, and the region                 

remains parted, more or less half of it under each country’s control. No joining Pakistan or                

India, no independence. 71 years and tens of thousands of deaths later, the question remains               

unresolved. 

Due to the magnitude of the Kashmir issue, at our conference the topic will only focus on the                  

insurgent movement in relation to the Indian occupation of Jammu and Kashmir; the extension              

of this subtopic is itself very vast. Insurgency and separatist cries, though already documented              

previously, escalated in 1989, after the alliance of Islamic parties (Muslim United Front, MUF)              

lost the State elections due to an alleged rigging of such, which lead the ruling party National                 

Conference (a known ally to the Indian National Congress) to keep it’s legislative hegemony.              

With a lost faith in pacific, democratic paths to achieving their goals, the separatist              

sympathisers took a turn towards direct insurgency. It was then when the Jammu Kashmir              

Liberation Front (JKLF) established a branch in the Valley. An estimated minimum of 47000              

people have lost their lives in the conflict ever since, including militants, members of the Indian                

security forces and civilians. As a matter of fact, on February 14th, while this report was being                 

written, a convoy of 200kg of explosives was rammed into a military convoy, killing 42 security                

officers in Kashmir. This has been the deadliest attack in over a decade. Consequence of this,                

on the due date of this report, 9 more were killed in a gun battle between law-enforcement                 

and militia members. 
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Despite its intricate nature, this topic is a perfect fit for the Security Council’s legitimate               

competencies and will allow the delegates to demonstrate their comprehension of the            

Council’s structure, as well as its extended responsibility and coercive capacity. The fact that              

some aspects of the quandary can be traced back to the principle of self-determination is               

crucial in the understanding of this topic: what was the initial purpose of the right to                

self-determination, back when it was shaped in the late 1940’s and 50’s? How is it being                

interpreted in the 21st century? Is it applicable to the Jammu-Kashmir conflict, and if so, would                

this measure be satisfactory in its intent to deter violence or would it be the catalyst to more                  

violent Indian intervention? It should be kept in mind that we find ourselves on the verge of an                  

escalation of a not only national, but international violent conflict, with crossed threats             

between China and Pakistan; as you will see, China also plays a small, but important role in the                  

international management of the conflict. Lastly, we encourage all delegates to use this report              

as the base of their investigation, but also to not shy away from expanding it by their own                  

means, and hope they enjoy the process of preparing for the conference – good preparation               

shines through during the conference. 

 

Definition of Key Terms 

Mujahideen: Guerrilla fighters in Islamic countries, especially those who are fighting against            

non-Muslim forces. 

Line of Control (LOC): military control line between Pakistani and Indian-administered Kashmir.            

It does not constitute a legal, internationally-recognized border, but is rather the de facto              

boundary of separation. Initially known as the Ceasefire Line, it has been fenced by India:               

consisting on a double-row of fencing and concertina wire, 2 and a half to 4 meters high,                 

electrified and provided with motion and heat sensors and alarms. 

Armed Forces Special Power Act (AFSPA): Act by the Indian Parliament that grants armed forces               

with a bigger coercive power. It gives the legitimacy to: 

▪ Fire upon or use other kinds of force, after giving due warning, even if it causes death,                 

against the person who is acting against law or order 
▪ Enter and search any premise in the area and make arrests without a warrant, and seize                

weapons 

▪ Have legal immunity for their actions committed under the Act in good faith 

In 2009, UN Commissioner for Human Rights Navaneethan Pillay asked India to revoke the              

AFSPA, stating it was "dated and colonial-era law that breach contemporary international            

human rights standards” In 2012, the UN asked India yet again to revoke AFSPA, stating it had                 

no place in Indian democracy. 

Human rights groups such as Human Rights Watch have also shown their repulse to the act (a                 

"tool of state abuse, oppression and discrimination,” HRW) Some insist it contributes to the              

very problem it is trying to cater to. As stated by the South Asian Human Rights Documentation                 

Centre: 

"This reasoning exemplifies the vicious cycle which has been instituted in the North East due to                 

the AFSPA. The use of the AFSPA pushes the demand for more autonomy, giving the people of                 
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the North East more reason to want to secede from a state which enacts such powers and the                  

agitation which ensues continues to justify the use of the AFSPA from the point of view of the                  

Indian Government." 

One of the most troubling aspects of the act was the immunity of the armed forces, protecting                 

them from legal suits and prosecution. It was revoked by The Supreme Court of India in 2016.                 

An extract of the judgment reads as follows: 

“It does not matter whether the victim was a common person or a militant or a terrorist, nor                  

does it matter whether the aggressor was a common person or the state. The law is the same                  

for both and is equally applicable to both... This is the requirement of a democracy and the                 

requirement of preservation of the rule of law and the preservation of individual liberties." 

 

Timeline of Events 

This timeline od events displays the major incidents occurred between 1987 and present day,              

since the topic is focused on insurgency in the Indian-occupied Kashmir. For precedents and              

context on the quandary, it is strongly recommended that you visit the BBC timeline on the                

overall Kashmir conflict  
1

1987: State elections are held in Jammu and Kashmir; Farooq Abdullah, representative of the              
2

National Congress, claims victory. The different political and religious groups within Muslim            

separatist movement had clustered in a party called the Muslim United Front (MUF). After              

loosing the election, MUF accuses the National Conference (well known ally to the Indian              

National Congress) of rigging the election to stay in power. 

This alleged rigging of the elections resulted in a lost faith on the democratic movement and                

pacific conflict resolution methods by the separatist movement; unsatisfaction on the streets            

rises to a violent movement of insurgency; it is now that the Jammu Kashmir Liberation Front,                

founded in the UK, establishes a branch in the region. It is believed by many that this insurgent                  

militia movement was sponsored by Pakistan, through the supply of arms, training, recruits             

and logistical support.  

1989: Over the past 2 years, JKLF’s violence has arisen. Initially targeting Indian officials of the                

security forces, the violence has grown more indiscriminate towards Hindu-sympathising          

civilians. Regardless, the objective is still to paralyze the Indian Government’s intelligence and             

administrative apparatus in the region; in December the daughter of Interior Affairs Minister             

Mufti Mohammad Sayeed was kidnapped. Four militants held by the Indian Military Forces had              

to be freed for her release. 

1990: Jagmohan Malhotra is appointed as Governor of Jammu and Kashmir, and scale protests              

are scheduled by JKLF. These are met with repression BSF and CRPF Indian military units, which                

resulted in an estimate of between 50 and 100 deaths on what would become to be known as                  

1 BBC Timeline on the conflict for further research purposes: 
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-south-asia-16069078  
2 1987 State Elections and the way they impacted Kashmiri faith on democratic means: 
https://www.youthkiawaaz.com/2014/09/1987-elections-shook-faith-kashmiri-people-indian-democrac
y/  
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the Gawkadal massacre. In March, 40 more were killed in a policy firing. A Human Rights                

Watch report from May 1991 states that in the weeks following the massacre, security forces               

opened fire on crowds and protesters, and violent attacks by militants increased, targeting not              

only police but anyone who was suspected of helping them; the unrest caused over 160000               

Kashmiri-Hindus to flee the valley. In June, “Operation Rakshak” is launched by the Indian              

Government, defining it as a “counter-insurgency and counter-terrorism” operation. This          

operation stays active to this date. 

1998: On May 11th and 13th India conducted the testing of 5 nuclear devices. On May 30th,                 

Pakistan conducted its own testing of tritium-boosted plutonium bombs under the code name             

Chagai-II. 

During the latter part of the year, Pakistan starts infiltrating trained military and paramilitary              

forces along the line of control into Indian-controlled territory. This was part of “Operation              

Badr.” Allegedly, some Pakistani soldiers disguised as Mujahideen in an attempt to fool the              

Indian security forces, although it was later confirmed by Pakistani Lieutenant general Shahid             

Aziz that there were no actual Mujahideen involved. The aim of the operation was to force                

Indian security forces to withdraw from the Sachien Glacier, which had been captured by them               

during “Operation Meghdoot ” in 1984. 
3

1999: Pakistani infiltration in the region peaks in April. India discovers the infiltration and              

Pakistan’s relation to it, initially having believed they were separate mujahideen incursions. As             

a response, India launches “Operation Vijay,” which led to what become known as the Kargil               

War. From May to July, 1 Pakistani soldier died every 4 days, as well as 1 Indian soldier every                   

each day. The result was 527 Indian soldiers dead and 1363 injured, as well as 3 crashes of                  

Indian military aircraft. Pakistan’s death toll was higher in proportion to the initial number of               

soldiers (30000 Indian vs. 5000 Pakistani): 453 resulted dead, 665 injured and 8 were captured               

as prisoners of war. The fighting ceased on the 26th of July; under Bill Clinton’s Administration’s                

sponsorship, the Pakistani military forces withdrew from the Indian side of the line of control.               

Pakistan was condemned by the international community (the G8 group as well as the EU) for                

the initial violation of the line of control as well as its belligerent intentions.  

2001: In July, the Pakistani President and Indian Prime Minister met for peace talks. In               

October, the Kashmiri assembly in Srinagar was attacked, killing 38 people. Following this, the              

Indian Parliament was attacked on December 13th. The attacked resulted in 14 casualties,             
4

including those of 5 of the militants who committed the attack. Kashmiri jihadist militias              

Lashkar-e-Taiba and Jaish-e-Mohammed claimed being behind the attack. 

2003: In the previous years, several militias (including Jaish-e-Mohammed) had been building            

up safe houses and shelters in the region of Poonch. In April, Indian military forces were                

deployed to the area, killing 64 jihadist terrorists, under the name of “Operation Sarp Vinash ”.               
5

3 Operation Meghdoot, article by Indian Express: 
https://indianexpress.com/article/explained/operation-meghdoot-34-years-ago-how-india-won-siachen
-5135429/  
4 The Guardian article on the Indian Parliament attack: 
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2001/dec/14/kashmir.india  
5 Outlook India article on the Operation Sarp Vinash: 
https://www.outlookindia.com/website/story/reassessing-operation-sarp-vinash/220439  
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The operation concluded in May, and was deemed a success by the Indian authorities. On May                

2nd, India and Pakistan restore diplomatic relations.  

2008: On May 26th, the government of India and the state government of Jammu and Kashmir                

agreed to transfer 99 acres of land to an organization with the aim of setting up facilities for                  

Hindu pilgrims. JKLF organized protests in the Srinagar area, which caused many senior             

separatist leaders to be placed under arrest; nevertheless, the community’s support to the             

demonstrations was massive, with an estimate of 500000 protesters at a single rally. This led               

to the central government to revoke the land transfer. This decision infuriated the Hindu              

community in Jammu, who organized their own counter-protests. Despite the mobilisations,           

the decision to revoke the transfer was not nullified. March ban orders were imposed by the                

Indian Government. On August 11th, an indeterminate number of protesters attempted to            

cross the line of control in violation of the newly implemented measure. Police and              

paramilitary forces opened fire, killing 15 as a response to the protester’s stone-pelting.             

Further protests were held the next day, in repulse of the security force’s actions. The protests                

turned violent; 17 more protesters were killed throughout the day and hundreds were injured. 

On November 26th, 10 members of Lashkar-e-Taiba carried out a series of 12 organized              

shootings and attacks in the Indian city of Mumbai . 166 people dies, in addition to 9 of the                  
6

attackers. Various Indian news reports and press articles stated that the attackers were             

Pakistani. Pakistan later confirmed that the surviving attacker was one of their nationals.             

Pakistan condemned the attacks and vowed to thoroughly investigate any elements of the             

attack that could be linked to their territory. 

2010: A series of violent protests took over the valley in June after a fake encounter between                 

Indian armed forces and 3 young civilians who the armed forces allegedly mistook with              

“Pakistani infiltrators.” It was later proved that the three young men were lured out of their                

village in Baramulla and killed in a staged encounter – the killers were convicted for such acts                 

in 2014, but their life sentence was revoked 3 years later. The massive demonstrations that               

were held in the valley called for a demilitarization of the whole Jammu and Kashmir region.                

Pro-independent slogans were also shouted by protesters. The police and paramilitary forces            

opened fire and killed 112 people, including unarmed teenagers and children.  

The violence of the demonstrations was fuelled by the repulse to the Quran-burning             

demonstrations in the United States; the mujahideen set fire to a Christian school and several               

governmental buildings, claiming independence. The death toll reached 100 on September the            

18th. The protests finally ended after the Indian Government presented new measures aimed             

at decreasing the tensions in the area 

2016: Burhan Muzaffar Wani, commander of the militant group Hizb-ul-Mujahideen, is killed in             

an encounter with Indian security forces on July 8th. The young commander became a martyr               

to the eyes of the separatist movement; 50000 people joined his funeral. Protests erupted              

across the Valley, resulting in an imposed 50-day curfew and over 90 casualties. 

6 The Guardian article on the 2008 Mumbai terror attacks: 
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2008/nov/30/mumbai-terrorism-attacks  
CNN facts on the terror attacks, 10 years later: 
https://edition.cnn.com/2013/09/18/world/asia/mumbai-terror-attacks/index.html  
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2017: In March, Indian military forces launch “Operation All Out,” aimed at erasing all traces of                

militias and/or terrorists in Kashmir, seeking a to achieve the total pacification of the Valley. To                

this day, the operation has resulted in the death of an estimate 190 terrorists. 

2018: As a consequence of “Operation All Out”, violence between security forces and militias              

rises significantly; the death toll rises to 400, making 2018 the deadliest year in a decade .  
7

 

2019: The recent escalation of violence – what is currently going on in Kashmir? 

On February 14th, 2019, a convoy of 78 vehicles transporting more than 2500 personnel from               

the Central Police Reserve Force parted from Jammu to Srinagar. At around 15:15 IST, one of                

the busses was rammed into by a SUV carrying more than 300kg of explosives – 40 officers                 

died, in addition to the perpetrator of the attack. The terrorist was slater identified as Adil                

Ahmad Dar, militant of the Pakistan-based terrorist group Jaish-e-Mohammed, which claimed           

responsibility of the attack, deemed “the Pulwama attack” by international media outlets. 

4 days later, on February 18th, 9 were killed in a gun battle between militants and military                 
8

forces. 

Indian response to the attack: 

India’s Prime Minister Narendra Modi condemned the attack and promised the military “free             

rein” to act as they may consider fit, while the Union Home Minister promised that it would be                  

met with a strong response. India blames, if not directly accuses Pakistan of being complicit of                

the attack. These allegations are based on the relation between Jaish-e-Mohammed and            

Pakistan’s ISI, the Inter-Services Intelligence agency. BBC News, fir example, stated that            

authory by this terrorist group directly links Pakistan to the attack. Additionally to being              

Pakistan-based, many analyst groups believe it to be the direct creation of ISI. Moreover,              

India’s government has taken the following actions: 

- Revocation of Pakistan’s “most favoured nation” status 

- Raising of the Pakistani custom duty to 200% 

- Seemingly beginning to cut off diplomatic relations 

- Imposition of a temporary curfew on Jammu and Kashmir 

- Deployment of armed forces on a manhunt on the attack’s mastermind: killing Abdul             

Rasheed Ghazi alias Kamran, Jaish-e-Mohammed commander as well as 2 other           

terrorists on February 18th. 
 

Pakistan’s response to the attack : 
9

7 Huffington Post overview of Kashmiri events in 2018: 
https://www.huffingtonpost.in/2018/11/23/400-people-killed-in-kashmir-so-far-in-2018-highest-in-alm
ost-10-years_a_23597844/?guccounter=1&guce_referrer_us=aHR0cHM6Ly93d3cuZ29vZ2xlLmNvbS8&g
uce_referrer_cs=RD10Kjpgy4teee2x1Di5jQ  
8 BBC article on the February 18th events: https://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-india-47275072  
9 BBC news report on Pakistan’s response to the attack: 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=jhykD0eIVEg  
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Pakistan Prime Minister, Imran Khan, stated that there would be retaliation if India launched              

any military operation against them, as a response for Jaish-e-Mohammed’s attack: “If you are              

thinking to attack Pakistan, Pakistan will not just think to retaliate, Pakistan will retaliate.              

Pakistan will not have any other way than to retaliate” he said, on a message directed to India. 

He claims that his country didn’t have anything to do with the attack, and advocates for                

dialogue as the only solution to the Kashmiri conflict: “I hope that common sense will prevail.                

We will show wisdom, and this issue will at last be resolved, like in Afghanistan, through                

dialogue and discussions.” 

Nevertheless, he also suggested that India should introspect more in the root causes of the               

violence, alluding to allegations of human rights abuses in Jammu and Kashmir. 

- Pakistan’s relation with Jaish-e-Mohammed 

Jaish-e-Mohammed is a banned organization in Pakistan, despite being Pakistan-based.          

Nevertheless, there’s allegations that it has been strongly linked to the ISI, Pakistan’s             

Inter-Services Intelligence agency in the past. India still believes there’s a present link             

between Pakistan’s military and the terrorist group, as Indian Lieutenant General Dhillon            

stated during a press conference : 
10

"The Jaish-e-Mohammed is the brainchild of the Pakistan army and it is the Pakistan Army and                

ISI that controls Jaish-e-Mohammed. The involvement of the Pakistan Army is 100 per cent              

and there is no doubt in it (…) The attack was carried out by Jaish-e-Mohammed and it was                  

being controlled by Pakistan with the support of the ISI and the Pakistan Army. The local                

top commanders, most of them Pakistanis, who were in charge of controlling, coordinating,             

fabricating and execution of this operation were the main people of the            

Jaish-e-Mohammed in the Valley" 

Nevertheless, no concrete and decidedly incriminatory proof has been presented; the           

international community is left with mere allegations, and it will be up to each country to                

judge their credibility. 

 

- China’s relation with Jaish-e-Mohammed  
11

China has a surprising, yet existing, link to Jaish-e-Mohammed in the form of protection from               

international sanctions to its leader, Maulana Masood Azhar. UN Security Council           

Resolution 1267 prescribes a sanctions regime against designated terrorists and terrorist           

organizations – China has vetoed the declaration of Azhar as an international terrorist,             

thereby subject to the sanctions. India’s 2016 proposal has been blocked by China four              

times. Why? 

The most probable answer is China believes that good relations with Pakistan and a              

non-confrontation policy with the extremist groups that are based in the territory is the              

10 India’s NDTV news article on ISI’s involvement with Jaish-e-Mohammed: 
https://www.ndtv.com/india-news/jaish-e-mohammed-a-brainchild-of-pak-army-isi-top-indian-army-off
icer-1995973  
11 The Indian Express article on China’s relation with Jaish-e-Mohammed: 
https://indianexpress.com/article/explained/why-is-china-shielding-jaish-pulwama-attack-5591844/  
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best way to protect their $40 billion investment on the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor             

(CPEC). The project is aimed at the construction of infrastructure connecting both            

countries and shortening the current trade routes. With the veto, China is trying to protect               

the infrastructure and workers from possible boycotts and attacks by Pakistani militias. The             

project has already suffered attacks from Baloch separatists and Pakistani Talibans.  

 

International response to the attack 

The Trump Administration criticised Pakistan and claimed they would be working closely with             

India in counterterrorism methods. In addition to the US, France, Russia, Sri Lanka, Nepal,              

Bhutan and the Maldives were among the first to condemn the attack. 

 

Human Rights Violations in Jammu and Kashmir 

“There remains an urgent need to address past and ongoing human rights violations and to               

deliver justice for all people in Kashmir who have been suffering seven decades of conflict. Any                

resolution to the political situation in Kashmir should entail a commitment to ending the cycles               

of violence and accountability for past and current human rights violations and abuses             

committed by all parties and redress for victims. Such a resolution can only be brought about by                 

meaningful dialogue that includes the people of Kashmir” 

- Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights, Report on the Situation of                

Human Rights in Kashmir: Developments in the Indian State of Jammu and Kashmir from June               

2016 to April 2018, and General Human Rights Concerns in Azad Jammu and Kashmir and               

Gilgit-Baltistan  
12

It is hard to sum up decades of systematic, institutionalised violations of human rights in just a                 

few lines. Nevertheless, for a complete overview of these violations and their approximate             

extent, it is strongly recommended to the delegates that they read the OHCHR’s report, which               

details most human rights violations that took place in Jammu and Kashmir from 2016 to 2018.                

This will give you a complete idea and veridic allegations, OHCHR being the most trustworthy               

source a Model UN delegate can cite. This report also serves as the base for humanitarian and                 

activist organizations such as Human Rights Watch and Amnesty International. Human rights            

violations in India-administered Kashmir include: 

✓ Lack of access to justice and AFSPA-backed immunity 

✓ Administrative detention 

✓ Excessive use of force 

✓ Killings 

✓ Use of pellet-firing shotguns 

✓ Arbitrary arrests and detention 

✓ Torture 

12 Report on the Situation of Human Rights in Kashmir: Developments in the Indian State of Jammu and 
Kashmir from June 2016 to April 2018, and General Human Rights Concerns in Azad Jammu and Kashmir 
and Gilgit-Baltistan: 
https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Countries/IN/DevelopmentsInKashmirJune2016ToApril2018.pdf  
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✓ Enforced disappearances 

✓ Violations of the right to access to healthcare 

✓ Restrictions to the right to freedom of expression 

✓ Reprisals against human rights defenders and restrictions on journalists 

✓ Violations of the right to education 

✓ Sexual violence 

✓ Abuses by armed groups 

 

Armed Forces Special Power Act (AFSPA): Act by the Indian Parliament that grants armed forces               

with a bigger coercive power. It gives the legitimacy to: 

▪ Fire upon or use other kinds of force, after giving due warning, even if it causes death,                 

against the person who is acting against law or order 
▪ Enter and search any premise in the area and make arrests without a warrant, and seize                

weapons 

▪ Have legal immunity for their actions committed under the Act in good faith 

In 2009, UN Commissioner for Human Rights Navaneethan Pillay asked India to revoke the              

AFSPA, stating it was "dated and colonial-era law that breach contemporary international            

human rights standards” In 2012, the UN asked India yet again to revoke AFSPA, stating it had                 

no place in Indian democracy. 

Human rights groups such as Human Rights Watch have also shown their repulse to the act (a                 

"tool of state abuse, oppression and discrimination,” HRW) Some insist it contributes to the              

very problem it is trying to cater to. As stated by the South Asian Human Rights Documentation                 

Centre: 

"This reasoning exemplifies the vicious cycle which has been instituted in the North East due to                 

the AFSPA. The use of the AFSPA pushes the demand for more autonomy, giving the people of                 

the North East more reason to want to secede from a state which enacts such powers and the                  

agitation which ensues continues to justify the use of the AFSPA from the point of view of the                  

Indian Government." 

One of the most troubling aspects of the act was the immunity of the armed forces, protecting                 

them from legal suits and prosecution. It was revoked by The Supreme Court of India in 2016.                 

An extract of the judgment reads as follows: 

“It does not matter whether the victim was a common person or a militant or a terrorist, nor                  

does it matter whether the aggressor was a common person or the state. The law is the same                  

for both and is equally applicable to both... This is the requirement of a democracy and the                 

requirement of preservation of the rule of law and the preservation of individual liberties." 

 

 

UN Involvement, Relevant Resolutions, Treaties and Events 
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There have been as many as 16 Security Council resolutions on the question of Kashmir as a                 

whole, attaining India and Pakistan. There’s no resolution in relation to insurgencies in the              

India-administered side of the LoC 

Resolution 38 : (1948) Called upon the governments of India and Pakistan to refrain from in               
13

any way aggravating the situation in Kashmir and deploy means at their disposal to improve it. 

Resolution 39 : (1948) Offered to assist in the peaceful resolution of the Kashmir Conflict by               
14

setting up a commission. 

Resolution 47 : (1948) The Council increased the size of the Commission established by             
15

Resolution 39 to five members. 

Resolution 51 : (1948) Directed the Commission to move to the areas of dispute and              
16

accomplish the duties assigned to it in Resolution 47 as soon as possible. 

Resolution 80 : (1950) The Council commended India and Pakistan for their compliance with             
17

the ceasefire and for the demilitarization of Jammu and Kashmir.  

Resolution 91 : (1951) The Council called upon the parties to accept arbitration upon all              
18

outstanding points of difference, by an arbiter or a panel of arbiters to be appointed by the                 

president of the International Court of Justice.  

Resolution 96 : (1951) The Council noted with gratification the declaration by both India and              
19

Pakistan that they would work for a peaceful settlement, continue to observe a cease-fire and               

accepted the principle that the accession of the State of Jammu and Kashmir should be               

determined by a free and impartial plebiscite under the auspices of the United Nations.  

Resolution 98 : (1952) Urged the Governments of India and Pakistan to enter into immediate              
20

negotiations under the auspices of the United Nations Representative for India and Pakistan in              

order to reach an agreement on the specific number of troops to remain of each side of the                  

cease-fire line at the end of the previously established period of demilitarization. 

Resolution 122 : (1957) The resolution declares that the assembly proposed by the Jammu             
21

and Kashmir National Conference could not constitute a solution to the problem. 

Resolution 123 : (1957) The Council requested that the President of the Security Council visit              
22

the subcontinent and, along with the governments of India and Pakistan, examine any             

proposals which were likely to contribute to the resolution of the dispute. 

Resolution 126 : (1957) It requests that the governments of India and Pakistan refrain from              
23

aggravating the situation, and instructs the United Nations Representative for India and            

13 Resolution 38: http://unscr.com/en/resolutions/38  
14 Resolution 39: http://unscr.com/en/resolutions/39  
15 Resolution 47: http://unscr.com/en/resolutions/47  
16 Resolution 51: http://unscr.com/en/resolutions/51  
17 Resolution 80: http://unscr.com/en/resolutions/80  
18 Resolution 91: http://unscr.com/en/resolutions/91  
19 Resolution 96: http://unscr.com/en/resolutions/96  
20 Resolution 98: http://unscr.com/en/resolutions/98  
21 Resolution 122: http://unscr.com/en/resolutions/122  
22 Resolution 123: http://unscr.com/en/resolutions/123  
23 Resolution 126: http://unscr.com/en/resolutions/126  
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Barcelona International Model United Nations 

Pakistan to visit the subcontinent and report to the council with recommended action toward              

further progress. 

Resolution 209 : (1965) With a deteriorating situation along the cease-fire line in Kashmir, the              
24

Council called upon both India and Pakistan to take all steps necessary to immediately cease               

fighting and return to their respective sides of the line. 

Resolution 210 : (1965) The Council called on the parties to cease hostilities in the entire area                
25

of conflict immediately and withdraw all armed personnel to the positions they held before              

August 5, 1965. 

Resolution 211 : (1965) the Council demanded that a cease-fire take effect at 0700 hours              
26

GMT on September 22 and that both forces withdraw to the positions held before August 5.                

The Council requested the Secretary-General ensure the supervision of the cease-fire and            

called on all states to refrain from any action which might aggravate the situation. 

Resolution 214 : (1965) The Council demanded that the parties honor their commitment,            
27

cease-fire and withdraw all armed personnel. 

Resolution 215 : (1965) the Council demanded that representatives of India and Pakistan            
28

meet with a representative of the Secretary-General to purpose schedules for the withdrawals.             

The Council urged this meeting to take place as soon as possible and requested the               

Secretary-General to submit a report on compliance with this resolution. 

Resolution 307 : (1971) The Council demanded that a durable cease-fire be observed until             
29

withdrawals could take place to respect the cease-fire line in Jammu and Kashmir. The Council               

also called for international assistance in the relief of suffering and rehabilitation of refugees as               

well as their return home. 

 

24 Resolution 209: http://unscr.com/en/resolutions/209  
25 Resolution 2010: http://unscr.com/en/resolutions/210  
26 Resolution 211: http://unscr.com/en/resolutions/211  
27 Resolution 214: http://unscr.com/en/resolutions/214  
28 Resolution 215: http://unscr.com/en/resolutions/215  
29 Resolution 307: http://unscr.com/en/resolutions/307  
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