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1 In tro duction

Kashmir is a place that has b een for cen turies reno wned for it's incredible natural

b eaut y . Descriptions of the breath taking ph ysical landscap e go bac k as far as

ancien t greek and roman culture, where the b eaut y of the area �nds men tion in

b oth Ptolem y's Geograph y and the Histories of Hero dotus. [1] More recen tly , Sir

W alter La wrence said of Kashmir that �the v alley is an emerald set in p earls; a

land of lak es, clear streams, green turf, magni�cen t trees and migh t y moun tains

where the air is co ol, and the w ater sw eet, where men are strong, and w omen vie

with the soil in fruitfulness.� [7] In addition to the ph ysical b eaut y of the area,

Kashmir w as long reputed as a place where Muslims, Hindus, and Buddhists

co existed p eacefully , in man y cases ev en rev ering the same lo cal sain ts. [14 ]

This legendary image of b eaut y and serenit y has no w b een the bac kdrop

for a ongoing con�ict for man y decades. After Indian indep endence in 1947,

the British go v ernmen t decided to divide the colonized region of India with the

in ten tion of creating a region for the Muslims to call their homeland and a

separate region for Hindus. Mo dern da y India is the area that w as designated

for the Hindus, and P akistan w as the area for the Muslims. Almost immediately

after this division, o wnership of the Kashmir region came under question. Under

the rule of the British, the area w as simply considered part of India, so the

question w as nev er surfaced. Figures 1 and 2 sho w India b efore and after the

partition.

The British failed to address the issue of Kashmir b efore they left India in

1947, and it has since b een a disputed area. This pap er will attempt to pro vide

a reasonable bac kground to the issue. The man y UN attempts at resolving the

issue and the p ossible solutions to da y will b e co v ered. Finally , the United States

in v olv emen t will b e discussed in the matter.

2 Bac kground of Kashmir

2.1 Religious div ersit y

Religiously , Kashmir is comprised mainly of three groups. The North w est sec-

tion of the area near P akistan is comprised mainly of Muslims. In fact, the
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Figure 1: Map of India b efore Indep endence [2]

Figure 2: Map of Mo dern Da y India and P akistan [3 ]
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concen tration of Muslims here is greater than an ywhere within India. The

southern part of the area near Northern India is comp osed of mainly Hindus,

and the eastern area is made up of Buddhists. The appro ximate religious dis-

tribution is sho wn in Figure 3. This religious div ersit y seems lik e a recip e for

disagreemen t and misunderstanding, but it is in teresting to note that although

to da y the con�ict o v er Kashmir seems strongly ro oted in religious origins, the

Kashmiri p eople ha v e liv ed in harmon y with this religious div ersit y for a long

time. A ccording to Ab out.com:

�It ma y seem that the history and geograph y of Kashmir and the

religious a�liations of its p eople presen t an ideal recip e for bitterness

and animosit y . But it is not so. The Hindus and Muslims of Kashmir

ha v e liv ed in harmon y since the 13th cen tury when Islam emerged

as a ma jor religion in Kashmir. The Rishi tradition of Kashmiri

Hindus and Su�-Islamic w a y of life of Kashmiri Muslims not only

co-existed, they complemen ted eac h other and also created a unique

ethnicit y in whic h Hindus and Muslims visited the same shrines and

v enerated the same sain ts.� [6]

Figure 3: Religious Distribution in Kashmir
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2.2 Ho w Kashmir Became an Issue

The Kashmir region is claimed b y India and P akistan who b oth insist that

Kashmir b elongs to them due to historical preceden t. India, on the one hand,

claims that Kashmir w as acceded to India fairly after indep endence in 1947. The

truth of this claim, ho w ev er, is questionable. The Mahara j of Kashmir at the

time, Hari Singh, w as forced to request help from India after a hea vy in v asion

from P akistan caused riots and �gh ting in Kashmir, and India refused to help

unless the Singh joined the Indian union. [13 ] Singh sa w no other option, and

b y the instrumen t of accession (see App endix B for details), Kashmir b ecame

part of India. It w as a decision made under hea vy pressure and without the

formal supp ort of the p eople of Kashmir. Naturally , P akistan nev er recognized

the accession of Kashmir b y the Mahara j after indep endence, claiming that it

w as an illegal agreemen t. Before the accession, Kashmir w ould ha v e b elonged to

P akistan b y decision of the British. Another strong basis for P akistan's claim is

that the Muslim p opulation w ould b e more comfortable b eing a part of Muslim

P akistan that Hindu India, and that giv en a c hoice b et w een the t w o coun tries,

the p eople w ould opt to b e a part of P akistan.

A t a certain p oin t, when a con�ict has b een as ongoing as this one has,

it is di�cult to really pinp oin t the source of the issue, and certainly m uc h

more di�cult to p oin t to a realistic preceden t to de�nitiv ely decide who the

region b elongs to. The con�ict no w is so w ell established, that it seems neither

side will resp ond to rational argumen ts, and simply just w an t to win at all

costs. A solution is v ery unlik ely to arise b y considering preceden ts as a w a y of

determining righ tful o wnership.

2.3 United Nations Council on India and P akistan

After the partition in 1947, con�ict o v er the disputed area of Kashmir b egan

immediately . The issue w as iden ti�ed b y the in ternational comm unit y as b eing

quite serious, and it w as clear that some assistance migh t pro v e b ene�cial in

getting the issue resolv ed. That motion b y the in ternational comm unit y came

in the form of the United Nations Council on India and P akistan, or UNCIP .

The agreemen t consisted of three parts, all of whic h formed a gradual plan for

facilitating a solution.

The �rst part called for b oth India and P akistan to cease �re. The cease �re

line, no w kno wn as the Line of Con trol (LOC), is sho wn in Figure 4. In addi-

tion to this, it called for b oth coun tries to refrain from increasing an y military

presence in the region. Also included in the agreemen t w as a pro vision for the

situation in whic h either coun try do es not ob ey the order.

�In its discretion and as the Commission ma y �nd practicable, the

Commission will app oin t military observ ers who, under the authorit y

of the Commission and with the co op eration of b oth Commands, will

sup ervise the observ ance of the cease-�re order.�

The second part of the agreemen t called for P akistan to completely withdra w
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Figure 4: Line of Con trol[15 ]
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tro ops from the region, after whic h the commission w ould app oin t lo cal author-

ities to go v ern the ev acuated area. This part of the agreemen t also included the

remo v al of P akistan nativ es from the area.

�The Go v ernmen t of P akistan will use its b est endea v or to secure

the withdra w al from the State of Jamm u and Kashmir of trib esmen

and P akistan nationals not normally residen t therein who ha v e en-

tered the State for the purp ose of �gh ting.�

Finally , the third part of the agreemen t called for a plebiscite in Kashmir, in

whic h the lo cals of Kashmir hold a v ote and determine whether they wish to

b ecome part of P akistan, India, or neither. [12] The agreemen t is giv en in its

en tiret y in App endix A.

2.4 A dherence to the Resolution

Although b oth P akistan and India signed the resolution, neither has adhered to

it. Both coun tries failed to agree to the terms of truce outlined in the resolutions,

lik ely b ecause neither coun try en visioned its opp onen t equally follo wing through

with the terms of the truce. The cease �re w as brok en in 1965, as India and

P akistan w en t to w ar o v er Kashmir whic h ended when the coun tries decided to

adopt a UN resolution to cease �re and stic k to the LOC. [4 ]

F or similar reasons, the plebiscite failed to materialize. The request of the

second part of the resolution whic h called for India and P akistan to remo v e

the bulk of their tro ops suc h that only the minim um presence w as allo w ed

to main tain fair and fa v orable conditions for the plebiscite w as nev er follo w ed

through with. One of the reasons for this w as v ague w ording in the actual

resolution. In the second part of the resolution, b oth coun tries w ere requested

to remo v e, �the bulk of its forces.� [8] This decidedly v ague term w as used

b ecause India failed to pro vide an estimation of ho w man y tro ops it had in

the coun try . This caused problems b ecause b oth coun tries greatly feared that

the strong presence of its opp onen t w ould alter the natural outcome of the

plebiscite. Another p ossible reason that a plebiscite did not materialize is that

b oth coun tries fear on some lev el that Kashmir ma y c ho ose indep endence if

giv en a free and fair plebiscite, and this is certainly not what either coun try

w an ts.

In 1951, after man y terms of the resolution w ere still not en tirely agreed

up on, the United Nations made another attempt at demilitarization of the area

that w as supp osed to tak e place in three mon ths. If this failed, b oth coun tries

w ould agree to accept an arbitrator. P akistan agreed to this, but Ja w aharlal

Nehru �rmly rejected it, claiming that the United States and Britain

�Ha v e completely lost the capacit y to think and judge an ything...

No organization and no coun try has an y business to in terfere with

what is done in Kashmir b y India of the Kashmir p eople. So far as

w e are concerned, w e will tolerate no nonsense ab out Kashmir come

what ma y ... The whole thing is a fan tastic non-sense.� [8 ]
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3 US In v olv emen t in Kashmir

3.1 Nuclear Assistance to India

The United States has recen tly b een assisting India in b ecoming a pro ducer

of n uclear energy . A recen t agreemen t b et w een the t w o coun tries will allo w

India to share n uclear tec hnology as w ell as enric hed uranium for the purp ose

of creating energy for its ev er increasing energy demands. So far, the United

States has en tered in to similar agreemen ts with 25 other coun tries, including

Moro cco, Ukraine, and Romania. [16 ]

The big question remaining is what exactly India will do with this tec hnology .

Nuclear non-proliferation is a concern of the United States, y et the agreemen t

includes no pro vision to prev en t the tec hnology from b eing used in w eap ons

aside from a �go o d faith� agreemen t.

�Proliferation is certainly a concern and a part of our discussions,

and w e'v e got a go o d-faith gesture b y the Indian go v ernmen t that

I'll b e able to tak e to the Congress.� -George W. Bush

P akistan is understandably upset ab out this arrangemen t, as it giv es India con-

siderably more means for man ufacturing n uclear w eap ons. One p ossible outcome

is that India migh t use the tec hnology and materials from the United States to

dev elop energy , whic h w ould free up their o wn previous resources for making

n uclear w eap ons. In this w a y , they w ould not b e breaking an y agreemen ts with

the United States.

3.2 US and P akistan

The United States has a long history of aiding P akistan b oth militarily and

domestically . F rom 1953-1961, US aid to P akistan w as $508 million. [10 ] Since

then, the United States has giv en other v arious amoun ts of money to P akistan,

o ccasionally susp ending aid due to con�icts in Kashmir and construction of

a uranium enric hmen t plan t. Recen tly , ho w ev er, P akistan has b een a useful

partner in the w ar on terror, and assisted the United States in �nding Bin

Laden. Since the United States considers b oth P akistan and India to b e allies,

it is careful in taking an y strong stance on the matter of Kashmir.

3.3 Human Righ ts Abuses

There ha v e b een n umerous cases of h uman righ ts violations in Kashmir b y

de�nition of the Genev a Con v en tion. As man y as 200 cases of rap e b y Indian

securit y forces w ere rep orted in 1994 alone. India also has consisten tly denied

access to Amnest y In ternational. Sev eral la ws w ere passed in Kashmir that

systematically violate the Genev a Con v en tion:

1. The T errorist and Disruptiv e A ctivities A ct: Rep ealed in 1995, the T AD A

allo w ed Indian securit y forces to round up and detain citizens for up to one
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y ear without formal c harges, due pro cess of la w, or an y formal trial. This

act violates Article 9 of the In ternational Co v enan t on Civil and P olitical

Righ ts, whic h requires that notice of c harges b e giv en promptly at the time

of the arrest. The T AD A also violates Article 14 of the Co v enan t, whic h

pro vides for the righ t to counsel and the righ t to examine witnesses. Re-

p eal of the T AD A, ho w ev er, has not prev en ted the widespread repression

b y the Indian securit y forces. [9 ]

2. The Jamm u and Kashmir Public Safet y A ct: This la w helps the Indian

securit y forces in Kashmir to detain civilians for up to one y ear without

trial or due pro cess for di�eren t reasons, including the exercise of free

sp eec h. F or instance, under this act, an individual whose c hild has b een

m urdered b y the Indian securit y forces and sp eaks out publicly against

India's repression can b e detained for up to one y ear without trial for en-

dangering public safet y . Also under this act an individual who published

pamphlets that supp ort implemen tation of the United Nations' resolution

in fa v or of a plebiscite in Kashmir can also b e arrested and detained with-

out formal c harge or due pro cess. This act con tains iden tical dra wbac ks as

the T AD A, and with the rep eal of the T AD A is most lik ely to b e in v ok ed

instead. [9 ]

3. The National Securit y A ct: Under the act, the armed forces and the p olice

can detain individuals for up to one y ear without c harge or trial to prev en t

them from acting in a manner prejudicial to state securit y . Under this

la w, an individual do es not ev en ha v e to engage in an y sp eci�c act to b e

detained. If the Indian authorities b eliev e that he I she is ab out to do

indulge in an y an ti-India activit y , they can detain him I her without an y

c harges whatso ev er. [9 ]

4 Solutions to the Problem

Before an y solutions to the problem are considered, it is in teresting to consider

if an y solution is actually desired. There is no question that the con�ict serv es

to in v ok e a sense of patriotism in the p eople of eac h coun try , and also is a safe

topic to use b y p oliticians to rally the supp ort of the p eople. A ctivist Arundhati

Ro y commen ts to this e�ect:

�...b oth Indian and P akistani go v ernmen ts used the Kashmir is-

sue to de�ect atten tion from domestic concerns.

When w e talk ab out the Indo-P akistan or Kashmir problem, w e

are assuming they are problems and that p eople are searc hing for

solutions.

I don't think this is the case. I think that for the go v ernmen ts of

b oth P akistan and India, Kashmir is the solution - it is the rabbit

they pull out of the hat ev ery time they face domestic problems.� -

Arundhati Ro y [5 ]
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Nonetheless, a v ariet y of solutions ha v e b een prop osed.

4.1 The LOC b ecomes an In ternational Border

Since the late 40's, the line of con trol has designated the Indian administered

area of Kashmir and the P akistan administered area. One solution is simply

to mak e this an o�cial in ternational b order. The solution seems reasonable,

and w ouldn't tak e m uc h e�ort to implemen t b ecause it is already somewhat

the status quo. One of the big dra wbac ks to this solution, ho w ev er, is that

the Kashmiris who ha v e b een �gh ting for indep endence for so long w ould get

nothing. Also, P akistan w ould lik ely not b e satis�ed with this solution b ecause

some of the Muslim ma jorit y areas w ould not b ecome part of P akistan.

4.2 Kashmir Joins India

India ac kno wledges this as the curren t status quo, and w ould b e happ y for things

to remain this w a y . India claims that the metho d b y whic h Kashmir w as acceded

to India w as fair and legal, and ultimately a re�ection of the p eople. If P akistan

w ere ev er to accept this solution, it w ould b e easy to implemen t, b ecause India

has b een o�cially presiding o v er a large part of Kashmir for a while no w. Lik e

the previous solution, this solution do es not honor the Kashmiris' driv e for

indep endence.

4.3 Kashmir Joins P akistan

This is the ideal solution for P akistan. P akistan has alw a ys sto o d b y the t w o

nation theory , whic h pro claims that Muslims and Hindus are t w o di�eren t na-

tions b y ev ery de�nition, therefore it is only natural that the coun tries should

b e divided along these lines. [17 ] Using this theory to supp ort Kashmir acceding

to P akistan sounds go o d b ecause Kashmir is o v erall a Muslim ma jorit y coun try .

Ho w ev er, despite this ma jorit y , there is still immense cultural div ersit y whic h

could lead to disa�ected minorities if this solution w ere ev er implemen ted.

4.4 Kashmir b ecomes Indep enden t

The biggest problem with making Kashmir indep enden t is that India and P ak-

istan do not w an t this to happ en. Man y times, the p ossibilit y of a plebiscite has

surfaced, and ev ery time it has b een rejected, partly due to the fear of b oth India

and P akistan that the Kashmiri p eople will fa v or indep endence o v er accession to

either coun try . The other main problem with this solution is that Kashmir ma y

not b e stable, whic h means the in ternational comm unit y is unlik ely to supp ort

this solution.

4.5 The V alley Becomes an Indep enden t State

In this solution, the cen tral part of Kashmir b ecomes an indep enden t state,

while the remainder gets divided up b et w een India and P akistan. This solution
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has sev eral apparen t adv an tages. On the one hand, b oth India and P akistan

gain con trol o v er the strategic northern regions of their coun tries, and Kashmiri

indep endence mo v emen t, whic h inciden tally is cen tered in the v alley , gets some-

thing also. One of the problems with this solution is the question of whether

this small part of Kashmir w ould b e able to sustain itself economically .

Figure 5: The Kashmir V alley Becomes Indep enden t

4.6 What do Kashmiris Think?

A p oll w as tak en b y an indep enden t p olling organization based in the UK. The

�ndings are summarized here:

�Most Kashmiris (87%) w an t immediate steps to b e tak en for

direct talks b et w een Go v ernmen t of India and Kashmiri leaders.

They w an t early elections (86%) and immediate steps to end

h uman righ ts abuses b y the securit y forces.

In spite of a feeling of alienation, as man y as 61% w an t to remain

with the Indian Union only 6% feel they w ould b e b etter o� with

P akistan. 33% are not clear whether they should b e with India or

P akistan.

F or e�orts to bring long-term p eace to the region, Kashmiris

(70%) on the Indian side of the LoC feel that the b orders b et w een

P oK and Kashmir should b e op ened and there should b e more trade

and cultural exc hanges b et w een Kashmiris on b oth sides.

Indicating their preference for the secular tradition of Kash-

miriy at 80% of the Kashmiris w an t displaced Kashmiri pandits to
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return. And, 92% do not w an t a division of J&K on religious or

ethnic grounds.

Kashmiris blame violence in the past ten y ears as a factor that

has prev en ted a long-term p olitical solution, and as man y as 57%

b eliev e that militan ts receiv e their w eap ons and training from P ak-

istan. Another 65% b eliev e that the presence of foreign militan ts is

damaging the Kashmiri cause. T w o thirds b eliev e that P akistan's

in v olv emen t has w orsened the situation, and not man y b eliev e that

P akistan is gen uinely concerned ab out the pligh t of the Kashmiris.

A large ma jorit y (88%) b eliev e that an end to cross b order terror-

ism w ould help to bring p eace, and to that exten t a dialogue with

P akistan could b e essen tial.

There is an o v erwhelming ma jorit y (91%) in fa v our of a forum

in whic h Kashmiris from b oth sides of the LoC can discuss common

in terests.� [11 ]

Assuming that the metho ds of this surv ey w ere fair, it is quite clear that Kash-

miris feel lik e P akistan is the aggressor and the source of most of the problems.

Also, according to this p oll, Kashmiris do not w an t Kashmir to b e divided on

the basis of religion or ethnicit y . If this is a true re�ection of the p eople's will

in Kashmir, then the seemingly simple approac h of dividing the coun try on the

LOC is not a v ery satisfactory one. The p oll is unclear on the p opularit y of an y

mo v e to w ard Kashmiri indep endence.

5 Conclusion

The con�ict o v er the disputed area of Kashmir is an ongoing threat to in terna-

tional securit y , and needs to b e addressed seriously b y India and P akistan. The

basis of the argumen t b et w een the t w o coun tries comes do wn to c ho osing whic h

preceden t to honor: the Indian accession of Kashmir or the original British

exp ectation that Kashmir w ould go to P akistan. Both coun tries insist on the

correctness of their o wn stance in the matter, and neither has b een v ery quic k

to compromise the terms of a p oten tial agreemen t. The call for a plebiscite in

the coun try has not b een honored, as b oth India and P akistan ha v e nev er b een

able to decide on terms of the plebiscite that w ould b e considered fair. While

a plebiscite seems to b e an app ealing a solution, it also comes with problems,

a fundamen tal of whic h is: is a simple ma jorit y really su�cien t in determining

the fate of Kashmir?

Occasionally , news will surface on the progress of the negotiations o v er Kash-

mir, but this has b een the case for a long time, and no real solution has surfaced.

UN attempts at mediating the issue ha v e also ultimately failed at pro viding a

w ork able solution. No w, with India and P akistan b oth p ossessing signi�can t

n uclear capabilit y , the issue is b eing tak en more and more seriously b y the

in ternational comm unit y .

Amid all of the c haos b et w een India and P akistan, man y p eople within

Kashmir hop e for indep endence. This is unlik ely giv en the stubb orn nature of
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it's t w o large neigh b ors. So, for the foreseeable future, it seems that this area of

the w orld, previously reno wned for incredible b eaut y and w ell temp ered p eople

will k eep the tense and uncertain bac kdrop that it has had for decades.

App endix A - UNCIP Resolution

U.N.C.I.P . Resolution of August 13, 1948 (S/1100, P ara

75)

The United Nations Commission for India and P akistan ha ving giv en careful

consideration to the p oin ts of view expressed b y the Represen tativ es of India

and P akistan regarding the situation in the State of Jamm u and Kashmir, and

Being of the opinion that the prompt cessation of hostilities and the correc-

tion of conditions the con tin uance of whic h is lik ely to endanger in ternational

p eace and securit y are essen tial to implemen tation of its endea v ors to assist

the Go v ernmen ts of India and P akistan in e�ecting a �nal settlemen t of the

situation,

Resolv es to submit sim ultaneously to the Go v ernmen ts of India and P akistan

the follo wing prop osal:

P AR T I: CEASE-FIRE ORDER

1. The Go v ernmen ts of India and P akistan agree that their resp ectiv e High

Commands will issue separately and sim ultaneously a cease-�re order to

apply to all forces under their con trol in the State of Jamm u and Kashmir

as of the earliest practicable date or dates to b e m utually agreed up on

within four da ys after these prop osals ha v e b een accepted b y b oth Go v-

ernmen ts.

2. The High Commands of the Indian and P akistani forces agree to refrain

from taking an y measures that migh t augmen t the military p oten tial of the

forces under their con trol in the State of Jamm u and Kashmir. (F or the

purp ose of these prop osals "forces under their con trol" shall b e considered

to include all forces, organized and unorganized, �gh ting or participating

in hostilities on their resp ectiv e sides.)

3. The Commander-in-Chief of the forces of India and P akistan shall promptly

confer regarding an y necessary lo cal c hanges in presen t disp ositions whic h

ma y facilitate the cease-�re.In its discretion and as the Commission ma y

�nd practicable, the Commission will app oin t military observ ers who, un-

der the authorit y of the Commission and with the co op eration of b oth

Commands, will sup ervise the observ ance of the cease-�re order.

4. The Go v ernmen t of India and the Go v ernmen t of P akistan agree to ap-

p eal to their resp ectiv e p eoples to assist in creating and main taining an

atmosphere fa v ourable to the promotion of further negotiations.
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P AR T I I: TR UCE A GREEMENT

Sim ultaneously with the acceptance of the prop osal for the immediate cessa-

tion of hostilities as outlined in P art 1, b oth Go v ernmen ts accept the follo wing

principles as a basis for the form ulation of a truce agreemen t, the details of

whic h shall b e w ork ed out in discussion b et w een their Represen tativ es and the

Commission.

A

1. As the presence of tro ops of P akistan in the territory of the State of Jamm u

and Kashmir constitutes a material c hange in the situation since it w as

represen ted b y the Go v ernmen t of P akistan b efore the Securit y Council,

the Go v ernmen t of P akistan agrees to withdra w its tro ops from that State.

2. The Go v ernmen t of P akistan will use its b est endea v or to secure the with-

dra w al from the State of Jamm u and Kashmir of trib esmen and P akistan

nationals not normally residen t therein who ha v e en tered the State for the

purp ose of �gh ting.

3. P ending a �nal solution, the territory ev acuated b y the P akistani tro ops

will b e administered b y the lo cal authorities under the surv eillance of the

Commission.

B

1. When the Commission shall ha v e noti�ed the Go v ernmen t of India that

the trib esmen and P akistan nationals referred to in P art I IA2 hereof ha v e

withdra wn, thereb y terminating the situation whic h w as represen ted b y

the Go v ernmen t of India to the Securit y Council as ha ving o ccasioned the

presence of Indian forces in the State of Jamm u and Kashmir, and further,

that the P akistani forces are b eing withdra wn from the State of Jamm u

and Kashmir, the Go v ernmen t of India agrees to b egin to withdra w the

bulk of their forces from that State in stages to b e agreed up on with the

Commission.

2. P ending the acceptance of the conditions for a �nal settlemen t of the

situation in the State of Jamm u and Kashmir, the Indian Go v ernmen t

will main tain within the lines existing at the momen t of cease-�re the

minim um strength of its forces whic h in agreemen t with the Commission

are considered necessary to assist lo cal authorities in the observ ance of la w

and order. The Commission will ha v e observ ers stationed where it deems

necessary .

3. The Go v ernmen t of India will undertak e to ensure that the Go v ernmen t of

the State of Jamm u and Kashmir will tak e all measures within its p o w er

to mak e it publicly kno wn that p eace, la w and order will b e safeguarded

and that all h uman and p olitical righ ts will b e guaran teed.
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C

1. Up on signature, the full text of the truce agreemen t or a comm uniqué

con taining the principles thereof as agreed up on b et w een the t w o Go v ern-

men ts and the Commission will b e made public.

P AR T I I I

The Go v ernmen t of India and the Go v ernmen t of P akistan rea�rm their wish

that the future status of the State of Jamm u and Kashmir shall b e determined

in accordance with the will of the p eople and to that end, up on acceptance of

the truce agreemen t, b oth Go v ernmen ts agree to en ter in to consultations with

the Commission to determine fair and equitable conditions whereb y suc h free

expression will b e assured.

App endix B - Instrumen t of A ccession

No w, therefore, I Shriman Inder Mahander Ra jra jesw ar Mahara jadhira j Shri

Hari Singhji, Jamm u and Kashmir Naresh T atha Tibb etadi Deshadhipathi,

Ruler of Jamm u and Kashmir State, in the exercise of m y so v ereign t y in and

o v er m y said State do hereb y execute this m y Instrumen t of A ccession and I

hereb y declare that I accede to the Dominion of India with the in ten t that the

go v ernor-general of India, the Dominion Legislature, the F ederal Court and an y

other Dominion authorit y established for the purp oses of the Dominion shall,

b y virtue of this m y Instrumen t of A ccession but sub ject alw a ys to the terms

thereof, and for the purp oses only of the Dominion, exercise in relation to the

State of Jamm u and Kashmir (hereinafter referred to as �this State�) suc h func-

tions as ma y b e v ested in them b y or under the Go v ernmen t of India A ct, 1935,

as in force in the Dominion of India, on the 15th da y of August, 1947, (whic h

A ct as so in force is hereafter referred to as �the A ct�) .
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