Message from the Executive Board

This Background Guide has been made to give all invitees a basic idea behind the working
and length of the agenda at hand. We shall be focusing upon the future security concerns
for India, with respect to domestic issues and our relationship with the neighbouring nations

especially.

Every invitee to the Stakeholders Meet is expected to attend the meeting, so as to ensure
an in-depth discu n into various issues as notified to them. It is o us that the invitees
only upon their research but also necessary acum
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Introduction

The Indo-Pak conflict is one of the longest and most intractable political and armed conflicts
in the postcolonial world. Intertwined in a complex mesh of historical political grievances,
zero-sum geopolitics, and militant separatism, the state has found itself in a depraved
situation for long now. Through the decades, since independence of India and partition -

where the root of the conflict lies - Kashmir has been subjected to a milieu of clashing vested
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Changing Nature of the Militancy

While the militancy in Kashmir - reflection of both the organic nationalist movement and

Pakistan’s sabotage - has been largely religio-political so far. While it was never really

‘secular’ in its tone (unlike Sheikh Abdullah’s initial nationalism), it stayed away from

projecting any kind of fundamentalist Islamic position. The battle, the separatists claim, was

for Kashmiri nationhood.

However, over the past one decade, especially after 2010 and 2014 when the Bharatiya
Janata Party (BJ me to power in New Delhi, the insurgency ha ergone significant
alterations. f this transformation is the replacement of non-religi

ism under the framework of jihad. From a nationalis e militant
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New militant dynamics

Since the killing of the popular Hizbul commander Burhan Wani on 9 July 2016, the
leadership of the insurgency has been passed on to Musa, a leader who speaks in a pitch
different from that of the previous ones. In September 2017, Musa released a 10-minute
long video message stating: “we will hoist the flag of Islam on Hind (Indian subcontinent)
and we will have the Hindu rulers chained and dragged.” Recalling various terror groups,
including JKLF, Hizbul Mujahideen, he reiterated that they all fought only for Islam and
Sharia (Islamic law w separatists in the Valley have spoken in suélfundamentalist terms

before.
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Ideological transformations

Hanafi/Barelvi Islam, the traditionally moderate school followed by the majority in Kashmir,
Is being replaced by the radical Ahl-e-Hadith, the local moniker for Saudi-imported Salafism
or Wahhabism. The Arab-funded Wahhabism finds convergence with other already
established conservative strains of Islamic movements, such as Deobandi and Jamat-e-
Islami in Kashmir. The mufti who made a plea for Musa is a Deobandi

from a Jamati household.
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Mobile data usage, officials claim, is higher in Kashmir than other parts of the country
because of lack of other sources of entertainment. This remains a cause of concern for the

Indian State.




New pull factors for radicalisation

The current thinking in the security establishment, based on preliminary evidence, is that

more ultra- hardline elements have cropped up lately, swayed by jihadi ideology and seeking

establishment of a Caliphate rather than just attaining azaadi (independence).

What has, however, kept these elements in check is that they are diffused rather than a
cohesive unit. While these self-motivated, independent units with 2-3 members each have

been planning attacks, the lack of resources and local support has limited their capability.

The Pakistan-ba outfits would also not like them to grow as they loosen their hold
over Kashmir.

Neverthél growing incidents of self-radicalised, lone-wolf attack the world

IS trying




To study about any conflict which is related to the Indo-Pak subject we need to study the wars fought between
India and Pakistan which have shaped the relationship between the two countries in the near future. There

have been many border skirmishes between India and Pakistan. The most important ones are listed below.

1948 conflict

The first Indo-Pakistani war started after armed tribesmen from Pakistan's north-west frontier
province invaded Kashmir in October 1947. Besieged both by a revolt in his state and by the
invasion, the Maharaja'requested armed assistance from the gove
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To the west of the ceasefire line, Pakistan controls roughly one third of the state. A small
region, which the Pakistanis call Azad (Free) Jammu and Kashmir, and the Indians call
Pakistani- occupied Kashmir, is semi-autonomous. The larger area, which includes the
former kingdoms of Hunza and Nagar, called the northern areas, is directly administered by

Pakistan.




India- Pakistan (1965) war

The 1965 war between India and Pakistan was the second conflict between the two
countries over the status of the state of Jammu and Kashmir. The clash did not resolve this
dispute, but it did engage the United States and the Soviet Union in ways that would have

important implications for subsequent superpower involvement in the region.

The dispute over this region originated in the process of decolonisation in South Asia. When
the British colony of India gained its independence in 1947, it was partitioned into two
separate entities; secular nation of India and the predomina Muslim nation of
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territory. Nevertheless, although the Tashkent agreement achieved its short-term aims,

conflict in South Asia would reignite a few years later




India-Pakistan(1971) war

The third war between India and Pakistan took place between November 22 (when the
Indian's began providing active artillery support to the separatists ) and Dec 17, 1971. The
origins of the third Indo-Pakistani conflict (1971) were different from the previous conflicts.
The Pakistani failure to accommodate demands for autonomy in East Pakistan in 1970 led
to secessionist demands in 1971. In March 1971, Pakistan's armed forces launched a fierce
campaign to suppress the resistance movement that had emerged but encountered
unexpected mass defections among East Pakistani soldiers and police. The Pakistani forces

regrouped and reasserted their authority over most of East Pakista

As a result military actions, thousands of East Pakistanis die hands of the
sistance fighters and nearly 10 million refugees fled ry in West
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significant departure from previous§iindian battle plang’and tactics, which had emphasised
set-piece battles and slow advances. The strategy adopted was a swift, three-pronged
assault of nine infantry divisions with attached armoured units and close air support that
rapidly converged on Dhaka, the capital of East Pakistan. Lieutenant General Sagat Singh,
who commanded the eighth, twenty-third, and fifty-seventh divisions, led the Indian thrust
into East Pakistan. As these forces attacked Pakistani formations, the Indian air force rapidly
destroyed the small air contingent in East Pakistan and put the Dhaka airfield out of

commission. In the meantime, the Indian navy effectively




blockaded East Pakistan. Dhaka fell to combined Indian and Mukti Bahini forces on

December 16, bringing a quick end to the war.

Within hours of outbreak of hostilities, the Indian Missile Boat Group was ordered to execute
operation Trident, the code name for the first attack on Karachi. The task group consisting
of three OSA class missile boats, escorted by two Kamorta class anti-submarine patrol
vessels, regrouped off Okha and charged towards Karachi. At 2150 hrs on December 4, the
task group was 70 nautical miles south-west of Karachi. Soon thereafter, the task group
detected patrolling Pakistani naval ships on their sensors. The deadly missiles were heading
towards their which were soon hit. PNS Khyber, a destroye NS Muhafiz, a

mineswee sunk. Another Pakistani destroyer Shajehan was
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Siachen- (Operation Meghdoot)

The glacier is located in the disputed Kashmir region and is claimed by India and Pakistan.
In spite of the severe climate, the word "Siachen” ironically means “the place of wild roses’,
a reference some people attribute to the abundance of Himalayan wildflowers found in the
valleys below the glacier, but specifically refers to the thorny wild plants which grow on the
rocky outcrops. The glacier is also the highest battleground on Earth, where India and
Pakistan have fought intermittently since 1984. Both countries maintain permanent military
personnel on the glaeier at a height of over 7,000 metres. The siteyis a prime example of
mountain wa he glacier's melting waters are the main sourc e Nubra River,
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responded with troop deployments and what followed was literally a race to the top. Within
a few days, the Indians were in control over most of the glacier as Pakistan was beaten by
just a week. The two passes due to Indian military pre-emption — Sia La and Bilfond La were
secured by India while the Gyong La pass remained under Pakistan control. Since then both

sides have launched several attempts to displace each-others forces, but with little success.




Nuclear tests in the Pokhran range (1998)

Despite the U.S. government's self-declared "surprise” at India's multiple tests in May 1998,
India's march towards an openly declared nuclear capability underscored by new tests was
clear for a number of years. During the last several years the Hindu nationalist Bharatiya
Janata Party (Indian People's Party, or BJP) has emerged as the dominant power in
domestic politics. One of its key platform issues has been its desire to make India an openly
declared nuclear power. The BJP created a short- lived government for 13 days in May
1996, and it is now known that Vajpayee actually authorised nuclear tests at that time, and
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actually ordered tests during his previous short-lived government, it was not a difficult
assessment to realise that Pokhran should be watched more carefully after Vajpayee took
office, rather than less. It appears that the one NIMA (National Imagery and Mapping
Agency) assigned to the site actually did detect suspicious activity on the morning of May
11, 6 hours before the tests (and about the time they were originally scheduled for
detonation) and was waiting for further review of his findings when the tests were

announced.




Kargil Conflict 1999

For the past several years, the Indian Army had been occupied in counterinsurgency
operations. This had involved deployment well away from the LoC, mainly to block likely
infiltration routes along valleys and approaches to the towns and villages where these routes
converged. Foot patrols and air reconnaissance sorties along the LoC were the exception

rather than the rule. The intrusions were thus not detected till early May.

On May 03, 1999, local shepherds reported seeing strangers digging in on the heights. Over

the next few daysgthree Army patrols were sent out. All were repuls ith casualties. Lack

$, Army casualties.
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Post Pulwama Attack Situation

On 14 February 2019, a convoy of 78 vehicles transporting more than 2,500 Central
Reserve Police Force (CRPF) personnel from Jammu to Srinagar was travelling
on National Highway 44. The convoy had left Jammu around 03:30 IST and was carrying
a large number of personnel due to the highway having been shut down for two days

prior. The convoy was scheduled to reach its destination before sunset.

At Lethpora near Awantipora, around 15:15 IST, a bus carrying security personnel was

rammed by a car ing explosives. It caused a blast which killed RPF personnel of
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The retaliatory action had been promised by Indian Prime Minister Narendra Modi, so the
fact of its occurrence wasn’t necessarily a surprise. What did take many observers aback
was the audacious choice of a target: a Jaish-e-Mohammed camp in undisputed Pakistani

territory.
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On 26 February 2019, the Indian Air Force conducted airstrikes at Balakot in Pakistan. The
strikes were subsequently claimed to be "non-military" and "preemptive" in nature;
targeting a Jaish-e-Mohammed facility within Pakistan. The Indian government stated that
the airstrike was in retaliation to the Pulwama attack and that "a very large number of JeM
terrorists, trainers, senior commanders and groups of jihadis" were eliminated who were
preparing for launching another suicide attack targeting Indian assets.
Indian media claimed to have confirmed from official sources that twelve Mirage 2000 jets
were involved in the operation and that they struck multiple militant camps in Balakot,
Chakothi and Muzaffarabad operated by Jaish-e-Mohammed, Lashkar-e-Taiba and Hizbul
Mujahideen, killin out 350 militants. The exact figures varied acr media-houses.
cknowledged the intrusion of Indian aircraft into the 's airspace
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Villagers from the area claimed that four bombs struck a nearby forest and a field resulting
in damage to a building and injuring a local man around 3:00 AM. A team from Al Jazeera
visited the site two days after the strikes and noted "splintered pine trees and rocks" which
were strewn across the four blast craters. Local hospital officials and residents asserted that
they did not come across any casualty or wounded people. The reporters located the facility,
a school run by Jaish-e-Mohammed, at around a kilometre to the east of one of the bomb

craters, atop a steep ridge, but were unable to access
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it. Reporters from Reuters were denied access to the madrassa by the military but they
noted the structure and its vicinity to be intact from the rear.

Some diplomats and analysts have raised doubts about the efficacy of the strike, claiming
that the terrorist groups along the border would have vacated the area, after the Indian Prime
Minister vowed to retaliate against the Pulwama attack. The local people varied as to the
purpose of the facility. Whilst some claimed its being an active Jaish training camp, others
asserted it to have been a mere school for the local kids and that such militant camps had
used to exist far earlier. Satellite-data analysis by Nathan Ruser, from the Australian
Strategic Policy | te noted the absence of any apparent evidence

Michael Sh digital forensics analyst at the Atlantic Council,
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particularly supportive. phasized Washington’s
“close security partnership and shared goal of maintaifiing peace and security in the region”

with India, making no comment on the merits of the attack itself.

On Pakistan, Pompeo took on a more prescriptive tone. In the State Department readout,
he noted that he had conveyed to Pakistan’s foreign minister that Islamabad needed to take
“meaningful action against terrorist groups operating on its soil” and underscored “the priority

of de-escalating current tensions by avoiding military action.”
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The latter point is where most attention falls now. Following India’s statement on the strikes
on Tuesday, Pakistan’s military convened a press conference. The director-general of
Pakistan’s Inter-Services Public Relations, Maj. Gen. Asif Ghafoor, confirmed that Pakistan
would retaliate against India at a time and place of its choosing, effectively cornering

Islamabad into retaliatory action.

On 27 February, Pakistani military officials announced that Pakistan had carried out an
airstrike against multiple targets in Jammu and Kashmir. A military spokesman claimed
that the Pakistan Air Force (PAF) was able to lock onto Indian military installations, but
opted to drop weapons into open areas instead, "to avoid human less and collateral
damage." Paki Prime Minister Imran Khan said that the airstNaimed to

nd appealed for negotiations to avoid a full-blown
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missing in action after a ' [ lle engaging with Pakistani
jets.
ANI also reported that an F-16 was shot down in the process. On 28 February, a picture of
aircraft wreckage in Pakistan administered Kashmir was claimed by IAF sources as the
wreckage of the PAF F-16 shot down by the IAF MiG-21. This was rebutted by Bellingcat,
an open source investigative journalism network, which confirmed it as the wreckage of a
MiG-21. The Indian Air Force later presented wreckage of an AIM-120, an air-to-air missile,

as evidence that Pakistani F-16 were used. The F-16 is the only aircraft in the
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Pakistan military that uses AIM-120s. India claims that the use of F-16 by Pakistan against
India, violates the US arms sales agreement, which restricts the usage of the jets by
Pakistan. India also asked US to look into the claimed usage for violations.

The claims of using F-16 in the attack were rejected by Pakistan's military, who claimed to
have used Chinese-designed JF-17s only, whilst asserting that no Pakistan Air Force jet
was damaged in the process. The U.S. Embassy in Islamabad has since been looking into
a potential violation of end-user-agreement that governed the sale of F16s.

The retaliatory air strikes coupled with the capture of the Indian pilot led to a heightened
state of military alert.dranks were deployed to the border in the Pakigtani side whilst several

Kashmiriresi portedly fled their homes and painted their home ed-cross signs
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This marks a sharp
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militants. Pakistan was able to de-escalate the crisis by claiming no such strikes had

occurred.

By confirming that the Indian Air Force had penetrated as far as Balakot in KPK in the first
place, Pakistan’s military cornered itself this time. Similarly, commentators in Pakistan have
raised pressure on the military by asking questions of the performance of Pakistani air

defense crews in Pakistan-administered Kashmir, wondering how the Indian Air Force’s
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fighters would have been able to cross the Line of Control to conduct a strike. To repel these

notions, Ghafoor said Pakistan was not caught off-guard or surprised by the Indian attack.

At a higher level, the challenge for Pakistan’s military now is to re-establish what it sees as
the failure of its nuclear deterrence. Pakistan has maintained an aggressive nuclear strategy
and posture to make conventional military action by India against its territory unthinkable in
theory. This held largely between the conclusion of the 1999 Kargil War almost 20 years

ago and Tuesday.

The Indian strikes this week marked not only the first intentional crossing by the IAF since
the 1971 war bet the two countries, but the first-ever use of co tional airpower by
Even with its

eadership

their ngoing [crisis. direct
afoor esday. i ili
that ntry’s | and At [

ethe 2 Q 169 weapoy

they were are

is a nuclear-arme

With Pakistan now under i [ It will retaliate for the Indian
strikes on its territory, the prospect of a nuclear crisis grows. While it initially appeared that
escalation may have been avoidable like in the aftermath of the 2016 “surgical strikes,”

Pakistan has set that option aside.

This crisis remains serious and the probability of a nuclear exchange shouldn’t be

understated. But until we see Pakistan’s retaliation, it should not be overstated either;




we’re not sitting at the cusp of a nuclear conflict in South Asia. In fact, neither New Delhi nor

Islamabad have serious incentives to seek the start of an uncontrollable escalation spiral.

On the Pakistani side, there are more mundane considerations that should be taken into
account. Pakistan’s military has just proven itself unable to protect the country’s borders,
opening it up to the same kinds of criticism that it faced internally after the United States’
May 2011 raid on al-Qaeda leader Osama bin Laden’s compound at Abbottabad. Now, with

the country in a serious fiscal crisis, its proportion of national spending might decrease.
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