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THE Kashmir issue has beoen
brought to the forefront of world
agenda by the heroic national resis-
tance movement waged particularly
for the last five years in the Indian
occupied Kashmir. Indian forces
moved into the valley of Kashmar on
October 26, 1947, and have ever since
held it down with wanton use of brute
force.

For theé valley's population of around four
misllzon, where the real concentration of [Indsan
forces is, there are SS0.000 Indsan armed poer-
sonnel (army and border security forces i Thas
is the highest concentration of an oCCUPNIn
power in human hastory: one soldier for every
cight civilians, onen. women and children. Bes-
ween S$0.000 1o SO 000 people have beeny maar-
tyred and aver S0.000 permancently disabled
during the last five years. Indiass tryimg ta su -
press by sitarte terror a natiomal uprisiog.,
demanding the impliementation of UN resalu-
tions and of the fulfilment of Indsanm cammin-
ments to give them the opportunity to decicde
thear politscal future throvgh a free and fair
plebiscite under the UUN auspices.

There are three dimenssons to the problem
farsr, gross veolation of human rights in Jamena
and Kashmar by the Indian occupation forces:
sccondly, the face that this human rights sstuas-
tion is & cause-related phenomenon. The fun-
damental issue is Kashmirn peaple’s manional
movement for their mghts of sclf-determana.
tion as envisaged by the UN resoluticons: and
fimally, the threar 1a security :n South As:a
posed by thix conflect whaich, 3f escalates, can
spark of f @ war in & region ainshabited by caver o
Bballzon pocople — over one fifth of the haman
race.

India rook Kashmir dispute o the UN in
December 1947, A rescolutson was passced by
the Security Council on April 21, 1948, recom-
mending the holding of a plebiscite ro decide
the future of Jammuo and Kashmir. United
Natioms Commission on India and FPaks "
waoas ostablished to ensure the implome ot scas
of this resolution. The Commrssion passed tcwo
resolutzons on August 14, 1933 _and January S,
19489 whach were accepted by India and Pakss-
rtan. The August 13, 1938, rescolution commin-
ted borh India and Pakistan, and the UN o
decide abour the furure status of Jammo and
Kashmir. It saxd: “"The governments of [ndia
and FPaksstan seaflflirm their wish chaz che
future sztatus of the siate of Fammu and
Kashmmar shall be determinecd :n accordance
with the will of the people™.

When India tried 1o seck a conststutional
declaration from an unrepresentative “Uon-
stitwuent Ascembly declaring Kashmir an integ-
ral part of India, the Security Counc:l tn o
resolution on January 23, 1957 rejectioed cthazt
declaration and reaffirmed that the future of
Jammu and Kashmir s yver 1o be decided in
accordance wirth carlier UN resoluzions. On
May 10, 1964, the President of the Sccuricy
Cauncil once again affirmed that “rthe Pakas

tan-India question (on Kashmir) remains o
the agenda of the Security Council™. The UN
Scecretaryv-General has referred 10 the raisinge
Indo-Fakisian tensions orr Mashmic in has Sep-
tember 1998 report cpara SSLran the fallaowing
word<: "Relations between India and Paksstan
are still marred Dy their dispuate aver Jammees
and Kashmer, one of the oldest unregirlved con-

flices xtill on the Umnited Namsons agenda. The

Unsrted Narions Military Obscrver Group in
India and Pakistan i UNMOCIEF ) has continued
in itx «fforsis 1o monitor the cocasefire line i
Jammu and Kashmar_as<:t has <ince 1949 india
and Paks<zan have affirmoed theis commitmeoent
to resprect the ceascefire line and to peaceful
resalution of the sssue an sccordance warh the
Simla Agrecemoent of 1972 Nancotheless, thoe
Jewel of tonston an Jammu and Kashmar has
increased consaderably 1im recents scars™,

The sSuccess of ouar
citorts towards the solu-
tion of the Kashmir
problem dcepoends verw
much on our success In
sctting our own housc in
order politically .
cconomically and
ideologically. Politics of
confrontation and agi-
tation has adversely
affected not only the
political and economic
processes in the coun-
iry but also our
credibility abroad.

In chis backcround the issue 1~ 0! To Dring
Jammu amnd Kashmir on the UN agenda; the
real issue o 1o re-activate the issue and biring
abour enouch pressure on India 1o stop the
gross and wanton viclation of buman rights an
the held state and to agree 1o modalities for
the implemeniation of the UN resolutions_ giv-
ing to the people of Jommu and Kashmar an
CPPOTtUnIty o oexcrcise rthoe:r righrs to decude
their fuiture Samla Agreement, although
entercd intain aclimate of Furess_ affirms the
supremacy of the UN Charter, recards thar the
agreement: by both sides™ is “without pre-
judice 1o the recognised position of cither
<ide™, and envisages a “Minal solutson™ 1o the
cdispute abaout the starte of Jammue and
Kashmir. A< sach, the accord cannot be used as
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an exercise for continued Indian occupation of
the ~tate and avoidance of its final <olutsoen
through roference 1o the will of the poeople.

Presiden: Clinton, in his address to the Gen-
eral Assembly in 1993, referred ro the human
rights violations in Kashmir. Pakistan seized
upon thar and moved a resolution in Commait.
tee No. 3 (which deals with human tights

» highlighting the grim situationa in
Kashmir. Five member states, including Pakis-
tan, sponsored the resolution. The Govern-
ment of Pakistan withdrew the resolution
under alleged “friendly pressure™. This was
debacle one. The issue was again rassed at the
UN Commission on Human Rights ar Geneva
in 1994. Bur again at the last momens:, on the
alleged initiative of some friendly countries,
the resolution was not pressed for vote, with
the result that it became infructuwous. This was
debacle two. Any hope that India would come
to the megotiating table for any genuine and
meaningful dialogue did not materialise. Once
the pressure s released., Indza begins to harp

omn its claim thar Jammu and Kashmsr are its
“integral part™. It refuses to recognise it as a
disputed territory. This PpOsSIition is @ non-star-
ter. Unless India accepess Kashmir as a dis-
puted territory, dialogue would be meaning-

There are only Two ways to force India to
agree to work outr a solution: firss, proessure
from the resistance movement in occupied
Kashmir, and, secondly, diplomazic, political
and cconomic pressure of the world,. The fact is
that the UN resolutions have been lying in cold
storage: it is the sacrifice and struggle of the
Kashmir: pecople that has broughs: the issue to
world forums. The US Assistant Secretary of
Sratre is reported 1o have said in Delhi thart it is
the situvarson in (Indian bheld) Jammue and
Kashmir which forces zbe world to realise thar
there is a di e ar

Fakistan and its OIC friends tried 1o reacti-
vate the issuc at the UN duaring the currenst
General Assembly =sessiomn. OIC held an
extraordinary conference at Islamabad in Sep-
tember, 1994 to consider its strategy for Bosnia
and Kashmir. In this 7th Extraordinary Comn-
ference, an OIC Contact Group for Jammu and
Kashmaiar was formed at the initiative of the
OIC Secretary General. This OIC Conrtact
Group (conshti:ng of Pakistan, "l‘urkey. Saud:
Arabsa and Niger) resolved 10 bring the issue
on the agenda of the First Committee (which
deals with the gquestion of nuclear non-prolif-
eration, disarmament and security)in the light
of the UN Secretary General's Annual Report,.
emphasising the increase in tension berween
India and Pakistan on this issuwe. 1

(To be concluded)

(P rary Klenroshoicd Alsvoowed waas frevired ro yjodn ke
Fak ixaam mmmeUNmmm"deo(
Ocrenbrer. Fe participated in the UN procecdisags
Srowvs sty 28 ror Novewniver 8 arnd withidrew froase
ohae detexativans wlvear the resolaary o Kashk e

noat fanllect ).
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