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Indian History:

The History of India begins with the birth of the Indus Valley Civilization in such sites as Mohenjo-Daro, Harappa, and Lothal, and the coming of the Aryans. These two phases are usually described as the pre-Vedic and Vedic periods. It is in the Vedic period that Hinduism first arose: this is the time to which the Vedas are dated. In the fifth century, large parts of India were united under Ashoka. He also converted to Buddhism, and it is in his reign that Buddhism spread to other parts of Asia. It is in the reign of the Mauryas that Hinduism took the shape that fundamentally informs the religion down to the present day. Successor states were more fragmented
Islam first came to India in the eighth century, and by the 11th century had firmly established itself in India as a political force; the North Indian dynasties of the Lodhis, Tughlaqs, and many others, whose remains are visible in Delhi and scattered elsewhere around North India, were finally succeeded by the Mughal empire, under which India once again achieved a large measure of political unity. 
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When Vasco da Gama (picture to the left) landed at Calicut, sailing via the Cape of Good Hope in 1498, marked the beginning of the European era in Indian history. The Portuguese by the 16th Century had already established their colony in Goa. 

In the next century, India was visited by a large number of European travelers - Italians, Englishmen, Frenchmen and Dutchmen. They were drawn to India for different reasons. Some were traders, others adventurers, and quite a few fired by the missionary zeal to find converts to Christianity. Eventually England, France, the Netherlands and Denmark, floated East India Companies. During the late 16th and the 17th Centuries, these companies competed with each other fiercely. By           the last quarter of the 18th Century the English had vanquished all others and established themselves as the dominant power in India. The British administered India for a period of about two centuries and brought about revolutionary changes in the social, political and the economic life of the country. 

Once the British had consolidated their power, commercial mistreatment of the natural resources and native labor became ruthless. Several regional movements against foreign rule were staged in various parts of pre-1857 India. In1857 India's First War of Independence, termed Sepoy Riots by the British was an attempt to unite India against the invading British and to restore power to the Mogul emperor Bahadur Shah. The resistance disintegrated primarily due to lack of leadership and unity on the part of Indians, as also to cruel suppression by the British Army. It was a remarkable event in Indian history and marked the end of the Mogul empire and sealed India's fate as a British colony for the next 100 years.
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By the middle of the 19th Century arrogant mistreatment of the people had tried the patience of the Indians to the limit. The six decades between the end of the "mutinous" war of 1857 - 59 and the conclusion of First World War saw both the peak of British imperial power in India and the birth of nationalist agitation against it. With increasing intrusion of aliens in their lives, a group of middle class Indians formed the Indian National Congress (1885) a society of English educated affluent professionals - to seek reforms from the British. The anti colonial struggle became truly a mass movement with the arrival of Mohandas Karamchand Gandhi (1869 - 1948) in 1915.
Mohandas Karamchand Gandhi (picture to the left) was born into a Hindu Modh family in Porbandar, [image: image14.png]


Gujarat, India in 1869. He was the son of Karamchand Gandhi, the diwan (Chief Minister) of Porbandar, and Putlibai, Karamchand's fourth wife (his previous three wives had died in childbirth), a Hindu of the Pranami Vaishnava order. Growing up with a devout mother and surrounded by the Jain influences of Gujarat, Gandhi learned from an early age the tenets of non-injury to living beings. An English-educated lawyer, Gandhi first employed his ideas of peaceful civil disobedience in the Indian community's struggle for civil rights in South Africa. He had suffered great humiliation in South Africa due to the policy of racial discrimination and later committed to rid his motherland of the ills of foreign rule. Upon his return to India, Gandhi organized poor farmers and laborers in India to protest unfair taxation and extensive discrimination, and carried it forward on the national stage to protest oppressive laws made by the British Raj. Becoming the leader of the Indian National Congress, Gandhi led a nationwide campaign for the improvement of the poor, liberation of Indian women, for brotherhood amongst communities of differing religions and ethnicity, for an end to untouchability and caste discrimination, and for the economic self-sufficiency of the nation, but above all for Swaraj — the independence of India from foreign domination. Gandhi famously led Indians in the disobedience of the salt tax through the 400 kilometer (248 miles) Dandi Salt March in 1930, and in an open call for the British to Quit India in 1942. He was imprisoned for many years on numerous occasions in South Africa and India. Throughout his life, Gandhi remained committed to non-violence and truth even in the most extreme situations
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Mohandas Gandhi's taking helm of Indian National Congress was a turning point in its history due to his enormous following, his spiritual powers and his non-violent means of fighting. Gandhi introduced the concept of Satyagraha (roughly translated as rightful demand) which appealed to the common Indians who were largely religious. Gandhi struck to a strictly non-violent protest. Every time a disturbing incident broke out, he suspended his actions, fasted and prayed for peace, and every time he was successful.

When the Second World War started, the British government sought assistance in the war from the Congress party. Congress leaders thought of putting many conditions before offering any help. However, Gandhi had to begin Individual Satyagraha movement because the British declared India at war without consulting the Congress. Refusing to support the colonial British government's involvement in World War II, in 1942 the Indian National Congress party launched the campaign known as Quit India. 
The Quit India Movement (in the picture below) was a call for immediate independence of India from British rule issued by MK Gandhi on August 8, 1942. 
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On July 14, 1942, the Indian National Congress passed a resolution demanding complete independence from Britain. The draft proposed that if the British did not agree to the demands, a massive Civil Disobedience would be launched. 

On August 8, 1942 the Quit India resolution was passed at the Bombay session of the All India Congress Committee (AICC). At Gowalia Tank, Bombay Gandhi urged Indians to follow a non-violent civil disobedience. Gandhi told the masses to act as if they were an independent nation and not to follow the orders of the British. Thousands of people all over the country responded to the call. 
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The movement in fact, had succeeded. The war had gradually weakened a lot of the economic, political and military life-blood of the Empire, but the powerful Indian resistance had shattered the spirit and will of the British to continue ruling India, and had made it clear that after the war, even a greater, larger movement would be launched and would succeed, as no excuse or distraction from the issue would remain. In addition, the British people and the British Army seemed unwilling to back a policy of repression in India and other parts of the Empire even as their own country lay shattered by the war's ravages. The writing was on the wall and freedom only a matter of time. By early 1946, all political prisoners had been released, and the British openly adopted a political dialogue with the Indian National Congress for the eventual independence of India. On August 15, 1947, but with independence came the independence of the country into Pakistan.
1947: Partition of India
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Sentiments of Indian nationalism were expressed as early as 1885 at the Indian National Congress, which was predominantly Hindu. In 1906 the All-India Muslim League formed with favorable relations towards British rule, but by 1913 that changed when the League shifted its focus and began to view Indian self-government as its goal. It continued to favor Hindu-Muslim unity towards that end for several decades but in 1940 the League began to call for a separate Muslim state from the projected independent India. The league was concerned that a united independent India would be dominated by Hindus. In the winter of 1945-46 Mohammed Ali Jinnah's (picture in the left) Muslim League members won all thirty seats reserved for Muslims in the Central Legislative Assembly and most of the reserved provincial seats as well

In an effort to resolve deadlock between Congress and the Muslim League in order to transfer British power "to a single Indian administration", a three-man Cabinet Mission formed in 1946 which drafted plans for a "three-tier federation for India." According to those plans, the region would be divided into three groups of provinces, with Group A including the Hindu-populated provinces that would eventually comprise the majority of the independent India. Groups B and C were comprised of largely Muslim-populated provinces. Each group would be governed separately with a great degree of autonomy except for the handling of "foreign affairs, communications, defense, and only those finances required for such nationwide matters." These issues would be addressed by a minimal central government located in Delhi.

The plan, however, did not take into account the fate of a large Sikh population living in Punjab, part of the B-group of provinces. Mughal emperors' discrimination of Sikh gurus in the 17th century had infused the Sikh culture with a lasting anti-Muslim element that promised to erupt if the Punjab Sikhs were to be partitioned off as part of a Muslim-dominated province group. Although they did not make up more than two per cent of the Indian population, the Sikhs had since 1942 been moving for a separate Azad Punjab of their own, and by 1946 they were demanding a free Sikh nation-state

As leader of the Muslim League, Jinnah accepted the Cabinet Mission's proposal. However, when Nehru announced at his first press conference as the reelected president of Congress that "no constituent assembly could be bound by any prearranged constitutional formula," Jinnah took this to be a repudiation of the plan, which was necessarily a case of all or nothing. The Muslim Leagues Working Committee withdrew its consent and called upon the Muslim nation to launch direct action in mid-August 1946. A frenzy of rioting between Hindus and Muslims ensued.
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In March of 1947 Lord Mountbatten was sent to take over the viceroy, and encountered a situation in which he feared a forced evacuation of British troops. He recommended a partition of Punjab and Bengal in the face of raging civil war. Gandhi was very opposed to the idea of partition, and urged Mountbatten to offer Jinnah leadership of a united India instead of the creation of a separate Muslim state. However, Nehru would not agree to that suggestion. In July Britain's Parliament passed the Indian Independence Act, which set a deadline of midnight on August 14-15, 1947 for "demarcation of the dominions of India." As a result, at least 10 million Hindus, Muslims and Sikhs fled their homes to seek shelter on whichever side of the line was favorable to them. The resulting communal massacres left at least one million dead, with the brunt of the suffering borne by the Sikhs who had been caught in the middle. Most of them eventually settled in Punjab. 
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Jammu & Kashmir which by then was not part of India and which was ruled by a king was given an option to join either India or Pakistan.  The ruler of Kashmir, the Maharaja, was Hindu while the majority of the population was, and still remains, Muslims. The Maharaja had three choices - join with India, join with Pakistan or remain independent. In the end, he agreed to make Kashmir a part of India. This event is much in dispute. Pakistan argues that the Maharaja was forced by India to sign over Kashmir to them while India maintains that this was not the case. Pakistan also argues that the people of Kashmir were never given a chance to decide their future as the Maharaja never consulted with them. Since Muslims make up the majority of the population, Pakistan claims that Kashmir should be a part of Pakistan. 

It should be pointed out that in accepting Kashmir as a part of India, the Governor General of India, Lord Mountbatten, made it clear that this decision would be made final only when the people of Kashmir vote in a plebiscite or referendum on the matter. India accepted this position but has never allowed such referendum to take place. The United Nations passed three resolutions calling for a plebiscite to be held but India ignored such calls. Many believe that India refuses to hold a plebiscite for fear that the majority of Kashmiris would vote to join Pakistan. Since then, India and Pakistan have gone to war twice over Kashmir, the first in 1947-8, and again in 1965. Over the years, periodic clashes have taken place between the two sides. 
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Following the first war, a cease-fire was declared and a Line of Control (LOC) was drawn separating the two sides. The LOC left two thirds of Kashmir under Indian control and the remaining one-third under Pakistani control. The Indian-controlled part of Kashmir is called Jammu and Kashmir with a population of about 9 million people. The Pakistani-controlled sector is called Azad or Free Kashmir. 
 

The LOC which divides Kashmir passes through some very mountainous areas as high as 5000 meters. It is interesting to note that the conditions in these areas are so extreme that the bitter cold has taken more lives than the periodic clashes between Indian and Pakistani troops.

Wars between India – Pakistan:

India – Pakistan wars is name given to the series of conflicts between India and Pakistan since 1947, when the Indian subcontinent was partitioned and the two countries became independent of Great Britain. The most violent outbreaks came in 1947–48, 1965, and 1971. The roots of the conflicts lie in the hostility between Hindus and Muslims and, initially, in the nature of self-governing princely states.     

The 1947–48 War 
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The first war arose over Kashmir, in NW India, in 1947 when Muslim subjects revolted and were supported by Pakistani troops. The Hindu ruler appealed to India for aid, agreeing to give up the state to India in return. India moved quickly to consolidate its position in Kashmir, pushing Pakistan’s “volunteers” back. Conflicts also arose in the Punjab and in Bengal. The undeclared war in Kashmir continued until Jan. 1, 1949, when a ceasefire was arranged through UN mediation; negotiations between India and Pakistan began and lasted until 1954 without resolving the Kashmir problem. Pakistan controlled part of the area, Azad (Free) Kashmir, while India held most of the territory, which it annexed in 1957.    

The 1965 War 
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The second war began in Apr., 1965, when fighting broke out in the Rann of Kachch, a sparsely inhabited region along the West Pakistan–India border. In August fighting spread to Kashmir and to the Punjab, and in September Pakistani and Indian troops crossed the partition line between the two countries and launched air assaults on each other’s cities. After threats of intervention by China had been successfully opposed by the United States and Britain, Pakistan and India agreed to a UN-sponsored cease-fire and withdrew to the pre-August lines. Prime Minister Shri Lal Bahadur Shastri of India and President Ayub Khan of Pakistan met in Tashkent, USSR (now in Uzbekistan), in Jan., 1966, and signed an agreement pledging continued negotiations and respect for the cease-fire conditions. After the Tashkent Declaration another period of relative peace ensued.    

The 1971 War 
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Indo-Pakistani relations deteriorated when civil war erupted in Pakistan, pitting the West Pakistan army against East Pakistanis demanding greater autonomy. The fighting forced 10 million East Pakistani Bengalis to flee to India. When Pakistan attacked Indian airfields in Kashmir, India attacked both East and West Pakistan. It occupied the eastern half, which declared its independence as Bangladesh, on Dec. 6, 1971. Under great-power pressure, a UN cease-fire was arranged in mid-December, after Pakistan’s defeat. Pakistan lost its eastern half, an army of 100,000 soldiers, and was thrown into political turmoil. Zulfikar Ali Bhutto emerged as leader of Pakistan, and Mujibur Rahman as prime minister of Bangladesh. Tensions were alleviated by the Shimla accord of 1972 and by Pakistan’s recognition of Bangladesh in 1974, but tensions have periodically recurred.    

India – Pakistan Military Power:
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India dominates Pakistan in every aspect of their military power. Russia is the main source of advance weaponry for India while United States and china are main source of advance weaponry for Pakistan. India is seeking to combine Russian, western and local technology in an effort to shape its military equipment to its own needs. China remains Pakistan's principal arms supplier, though Pakistan's purchases are modest in comparison to India's. The development of their military doctrine - how and in what circumstances long-range missiles or even nuclear weapons might be used - has not kept pace with the physical development of such weapons. India clearly has far more military options than Pakistan. But its chief strategic concern is China. Pakistan in turn is worried by India's military modernization. This is a complex triangular relationship which in purely strategic terms may be hard to isolate in terms of just the relationship between Delhi and Islamabad. 
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India – Pakistan Nuclear Power:

Along the Line of Control in Jammu and Kashmir, over a million Pakistani and Indian troops await a war. This disputed region set off two of the three wars India and Pakistan have fought since they emerged out of the remnants of the British Empire in 1947. India won all three, and since the latest war in 1971, the conflict has smoldered on, driven by Pakistan's support for the Kashmiri insurgency since 1989. The situation grew exponentially more dangerous when each state deployed nuclear weapons, revealed to the world in tit-for-tat nuclear tests in the                      

Spring of 1998. 
In 1999, over 1,000 Pakistan-based militants and Pakistani regulars crossed the Line of Control into the Indian Kargil area and seized Indian army outposts in a surprise attack. The Indian army regrouped, driving the Pakistani forces back. As the Indians attacked, Pakistan prepared its intermediate-range missiles for nuclear strikes, perhaps to deter India from attacking Pakistani territory. U.S. diplomacy helped persuade Pakistani Prime Minister Nawaz Sharif to pull his troops out of India and temporarily head off full scale war. Months later, General Pervez Musharraf, widely held to be the architect of the Kargil offensive, deposed Sharif.

Tensions mounted again in December, 2001, when five militants attacked the Indian Parliament, killing 14, leading India to mass its army along the Line of Control. Pakistan responded by massing its forces and, under international pressure, announcing a crackdown on Islamic militants infiltrating from Pakistan to Kashmir. But on May 14, three infiltrators killed 32 people, mostly the families of Indian soldiers, near Jammu. Recent reports indicate that Pakistan-based militants may have joined forces with al Qaeda terrorists driven out of Afghanistan by the U.S. military.

In sending troops over the Line of Control in 1999, Pakistan gambled that its nuclear weapons would prevent India from responding with an invasion of Pakistan. Pakistani leaders may believe that the Kargil conflict revealed that they could allow the militant infiltrators to attack India without provoking a major Indian military response - although publicly Musharraf has promised to stop infiltrations. Pakistan's refusal to institute a no-first use policy for its nuclear weapons (India has such a policy) is designed to keep Indians guessing about when Pakistan might use its nuclear weapons, preventing a major conventional attack against the inferior

“Many political theorists argue that the presence of nuclear weapons on both sides will prevent another major war”

World’s Nuclear Arsenals:
	 
	Country 
	Suspected Strategic Nuclear Weapons 
	Suspected Non-Strategic Nuclear Weapons 
	Suspected Total Nuclear Weapons 
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	China 
	250
	120
	400

	 
[image: image6]
	France 
	350
	   0
	350
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	India
	60
	   -
	60+
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	Israel
	100-200
	   -
	200+
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	Pakistan
	24-48
	   -
	24-48
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	Russia 
	~6000
	~4000
	~1000
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	United Kingdom
	180
	   5
	185
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	United States 
	8646
	2010
	10656


 The table shows all the countries in the world possessing nuclear weapons. USA and Russia are way ahead in number nuclear of weapons followed by France and China.

Even in nuclear weapons India leads Pakistan by good amount. India and Pakistan did not sign the non – proliferation treaty. This treaty says countires having nuclear weapons will not share the technology with any other countries in the world. 
Indian Nuclear Arsenal:
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India conducted five nuclear tests in May 1998, announcing clearly its nuclear capacity. Two primary factors drive India's nuclear program: the need to balance China's growing nuclear arsenal and the ongoing conflict with Pakistan over Kashmir. The Indian government released a proposed nuclear doctrine in 1999. This document calls for the use of nuclear weapons only in response to a nuclear attack - in other words a no first use policy - and says that ultimately, India's nuclear forces will be based in a triad of aircraft, mobile land-based missiles and sea-based forces. The doctrine states that India intends, through a combination of redundant systems, mobility, dispersion and deception, to heighten the survivability of its nuclear arsenal. Despite its ambition to deploy a nuclear harmony, today India can deliver nuclear weapons only by missile or aircraft. 
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India has two types of missiles; the Prithvi and the Agni, each of which has several variants. The Prithvi missiles have ranges under 500 kilometers and are liquid-fueled. In January 2002, India test fired a solid-fuel Agni missile. With a range of 700 kilometers, it bridges a gap between shorter-range Prithvi missiles and longer-range variants of the Agni. Versions of the Agni with ranges up to 5,000 kilometers are being developed. Though India seeks nuclear self-sufficiency, its ballistic missile programs are largely dependent on Russian components and expertise. India is also likely to develop a global positioning system to upgrade its missile guidance systems. 

India has several aircraft that could be outfitted to deliver nuclear bombs. It is not clear which, if any, have been modified for nuclear delivery. India's 147 MiG-27s and 88 Jaguars would require little or no modification to deliver nuclear weapons. In addition, India has 150 Mig-21 fighters, 64 MiG-29s, and 36 Mirage 2000s, which could all be upgraded to carry nuclear weapons. 

Pakistan Nuclear Arsenal:
Pakistan's nuclear program was born out of longstanding enmity with neighboring India. Pakistan conducted its first nuclear tests just after the Indian tests in May 1998 and has been trying to match the Indian arsenal. Little solid information is available regarding the Pakistani arsenal, but it is widely estimated to consist of 24 to 48 nuclear weapons. The nuclear program uses highly-enriched uranium, but Pakistan is developing facilities to produce plutonium. 
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According to U.S. intelligence, Pakistan relies heavily on its ballistic nuclear missiles to counter India's conventional advantage. It has depended on North Korean and Chinese assistance to help develop its missiles but aims for more original know-how. The best estimates indicate that today Pakistan has one type of missile, the Ghauri or Hatf, capable of delivering nuclear weapons. The Ghauri is a Pakistani name for the North Korean No-Dong, which is based on the Scud. The Ghauri is liquid fueled and has a range of 1,500 kilometers. A more advanced version (the Ghauri-2) may have a range exceeding 2,000 kilometers and third Ghauri with even greater range is being developed. Pakistan also has two reverse engineered versions of the Chinese M-9 (DF-15), the Shaheen-1 and Shaheen-2. According to Pakistan, these solid-fueled missiles have ranges of 750 and 2,500 kilometers, respectively. Both Shaheen missiles could have nuclear capacity. 
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The aircraft Pakistan would likely use to deliver nuclear weapons is the F-16. Pakistan has about 32 U.S. built F-16s, which were delivered in the 1980s to support Pakistan efforts in the Soviet-Afghan war. Some reports claim the F-16 has been equipped to carry nuclear weapons since 1985. In an effort to deter Pakistan from developing nuclear bombs, the United States imposed sanctions in 1990 blocking further delivery of F-16s and other military assistance. President George W. Bush, seeking to gain Pakistan's assistance for the campaign in Afghanistan, waved these sanctions on Sept. 22, 2001, allowing the delivery of 28 new F-16s to Pakistan. These have yet to be delivered. Pakistan's F-16s have a range of over 1,600 kilometers and have probably been ready to carry nuclear weapons. 

Like India, Pakistan is generally believed to keep its nuclear missiles in components. That is, delivery vehicles are likely kept separate from warheads. However, the increase in conflict along the line of control in Kashmir may have led Pakistan to assemble some of its nuclear weapons.

Nuclear Deal between India and United States:
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President Bush and Indian Prime Minister Manmohan Singh announced an extraordinary agreement that would provide U.S. nuclear power assistance to India while allowing the country to substantially step up its nuclear weapons production. 

Under the agreement, India is to separate its civilian and military nuclear programs over the next eight years in order to gain U.S. expertise and nuclear fuel to meet its rapidly rising energy needs. Of India's 22 nuclear plants, 14 classified for civilian use would be subject to new and permanent international inspections. The country's eight other reactors, as well as future ones designated for military use would be off-limits. The Bush administration originally sought a plan that would have allowed India to continue producing material for six to 10 weapons each year, but the new plan would allow India enough fissile material for as many as 50 weapons a year.

Bush said the agreement would help to "make the world safer" and praised India for setting an example "for other nations to participate in civilian nuclear power in such a way as to address nonproliferation concerns." Bush said India and the United States were developing closer ties and that expanding India's nuclear power capacity would ease pressure on fossil fuels and the U.S. economy. 

Achievements for India from this Deal:

· India-projected separation plan wins US approval. It entails placing 14 nuclear facilities on civil list and 8 nuclear facilities reserved for military program. 
· FBRs (Fast Breeder Reactors) not on civil list. 

· Future supplies of uranium fuel to India assured on a permanent basis. 

· India will determine which nuclear facilities will in future be placed on civil or military lists and the latter exempted from international safeguards. 

· India-specific safeguards will be discussed with IAEA. 

· India’s separation plans will be executed in a phased manner from 2006-2014

Even Pakistan expected similar deal from United states and the Pakistan president wanted Bush to involve in Kashmir issue, but Pakistan was severely disappointed on both counts as President Bush dismissed both these issues in the following words.

Civil Nuclear Deal for Pakistan: 

· "Pakistan and India are different countries with needs and different histories. So as we proceed forward, our strategy will take in effect those well known differences". Pakistan’s demands stood rejected on the grounds that its "history of WMD proliferation" disqualified it.

Kashmir Issue: 

· "The best way for Kashmir to be resolved is for the leaders of both countries to step up and lead." In other words President Bush was pointing out that Kashmir was an issue which had to be sorted out bilaterally between Pakistan and India. He also ruled out any US mediation. Significantly, Kashmir found no reference in the Joint Statement.
SAARC and its role in Kashmir Issue:
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The South Asian Association for Regional Cooperation, or SAARC, proposed by Ziaur Rahman, the then-president of Bangladesh, was established on December 8, 1985. SAARC is an association of eight countries of South Asia: Afghanistan, Bangladesh, Bhutan, India, Maldives, Nepal, Pakistan and Sri Lanka. These countries comprise an area of 5,127,500 km2 and a fifth of the world's population.

SAARC encourages cooperation in agriculture, rural development, science and technology, culture, health, population control, narcotics control and anti-terrorism. SAARC has intentionally stressed these "core issues" and avoided more divisive political issues, above all the Kashmir dispute which bitterly divides the two largest member states, India and Pakistan. However, political dialogue is often conducted on the margins of SAARC meetings.

In April 2006, the United States of America and South Korea made formal requests to be granted observer status. A positive response was given by SAARC though the details for these two countries’ observer status have not yet been finalized. The European Union has also indicated interest in being given observer status, and is expected to make a formal request for the same to the SAARC Council of Ministers meeting on July 2006.
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In 1993, SAARC countries signed an agreement to gradually lower tariffs within the region. Nine years later, at the 12th SAARC summit at Islamabad, SAARC countries devised the South Asia Free Trade Agreement which created a framework for the establishment of a free trade zone covering 1.4 billion people. This agreement went into force on January 1, 2006. SAARC is a valuable organization that could significantly benefit its member nations.  However, the potential of SAARC has not been fully reached because of the many trade barriers and bad relationships between India and Pakistan. Both India and Pakistan should cooperate to improve SAARC.  As of date Kashmir issue is not in the agenda of SAARC but political dialogues are often conducted in every SAARC meeting. 
Steps Taken towards peace in Kashmir:

Many attempts have been made to bring peace between the two warring nations, and to resolve the Kashmir issue. However there have been many formulas and suggestions put forward to solve this problem by countless groups. But Pakistan and India have come forward in the recent years to solve this issue.
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Pakistan has pledged to stop the penetration into Kashmir permanently. This will require monitoring. India has proposed a joint patrolling of the border. This has not been agreed to by Pakistan. The situation is further complicated by India's `allergy' to any big power/third party interference in the Kashmir question. However, a substantial role is already being played by the United States and others in facilitating a communication between the leadership of the two countries. It is therefore proposed that a force drawn from among the members of the South Asian Association for Regional Cooperation (SAARC) under a mutually agreed leadership could provide the necessary compromise for the monitoring to be established. India and Pakistan are both members of this group. The 2004 meeting of SAARC was productive in terms of being the venue for Indo-Pak discussions on regional security questions. The SAARC force could be provided with technical data gathered by other countries, including the U.S., to better perform its duties. India and Pakistan have already taken some vital steps to showing goodwill. India and begun to reduce its forces along the LoC in Kashmir and Pakistan has made substantial efforts at curbing cross-border infiltration. The first steps towards restoring all communication links including road, rail and air traffic between the two countries, have been taken. Bus serve is to begin between the two sectors of Kashmir and also between Indian Punjab and Pakistani Punjab.

Good Solution Is to Give Greater Autonomy To Kashmir:

The best solution is that both Kashmir’s should be given autonomy. The governments in these two regions should enjoy all subjects except defense and foreign affairs. These were the ones which the Maharaja of Jammu and Kashmir gave to New Delhi when he signed the Instrument of Accession to integrate his state with India. "Azad Kashmir" is directly under Islamabad and enjoys only the crumbs of power thrown at it. My proposal gives it full autonomy like the one in Kashmir on the Indian side. 
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The border between the two Kashmir’s should be made soft so that the citizens of the two sides travel freely, without any passport or papers, in both parts. The status for these areas is that of an autonomous unit. The subjects - foreign affairs and defense will vest in the government in New Delhi as far as Kashmir is concerned and Islamabad regarding "Azad Kashmir”. Both Kashmir’s should be demilitarized, India withdrawing its forces from the valley and stationing them at the valley's border. Pakistan will do a similar thing regarding "Azad Kashmir". The UN and major powers should be individually or collectively involved to guarantee the demilitarization of the areas if and when a final settlement is reached. The settlement should be final. There will be no reopening. Both countries should withdraw their complaint from the UN and other international bodies.
Another solution to bring peace in Kashmir:
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First, Kashmiri’s on both sides of the border should be given the choice of being the citizens of either India or Pakistan, and, if they want to move from one side to another, be given the opportunity to do so in peace and security. To implement this, both countries should agree to some form of international supervision. This role could be performed by a SAARC monitoring team as proposed earlier. Second, the people displaced from their lands and homes by the current conflict, such as the Kashmiri Pundits, should be allowed to return in peace and security. Third, the border between India and Pakistan in Kashmir should be kept permeable to enable Kashmiri’s on both sides to cross it for personal, family and business reasons without too many hassles. The inauguration of bus service between Srinagar on the Indian-held side and Muzaffarabad on the Pakistan-held side is the first major, if still tentative, step in this direction. Both countries should confirm the pledges to negotiate all outstanding issues between them peacefully and not resort to war, proxy or otherwise. This formulation should meet the concerns of the two countries adequately. This means, first of all, a ceasefire along the LoC. Pakistan should agree to a policy of no-first-use of nuclear weapons, which India has already adopted. This is the equivalent of a nuclear ceasefire. India and Pakistan could tap their best and deepest traditions and not only prevent war but make a real peace between them.
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