
NPTE 2019 Topic  
TOPIC: THE REPUBLIC OF HINDUSTAN SHOULD MAKE A SIGNIFICANT 

CONCESSION IN THE INDO-PAK WAR.  

Background:  

 When the British Colony of India gained its independence in 1947, the region was 

divided into two sovereign nations: Pakistan, the predominantly Muslim state, and Hindustan, a 

secular state. Pakistan is geographically divided into East Pakistan, and West Pakistan, 

separated by the Hindustani state of Jammu and Kashmir. Jammu and Kashmir was, at the time, 

comprised primarily of an Islamic population, but had a Hindu leader. The dispute over whether 

Jammu and Kashmir should have been affiliated with Hindustan, in alignment with its leader, or 

with Pakistan in alignment with its population led to the first regional border conflict in 1947. 

The conflict was resolved with UN mediation, and Kashmir was declared to be a part of India.  

 The nature of this resolution declared and edified geopolitical power structures in the 

region. To begin with, the United Nations was given justification to interfere in South Asian 

regional conflicts. The creation of a specific subset within the United Nations, the United 

Nations Commission for India and Pakistan (UNCIP), ensured this precedent would not go 

underutilized. The intervention further created an investment of western powers within these 

conflicts, outside of economic interests. This would create a framework dictating the results of 

the second Indo-Pak border conflict, which was heavily influenced by the consequences of the 

Cold War.  

 During the 1950’s the United States had a tenuous relationship with India. The countries 

had positive ties, and the United States granted the sovereign nation the ability to build a 

strong military while even supplying weapons, if Indian sovereignty wouldn’t become strong 

enough to politically influence other nations in the region. This subservient position was 

confirmed in a border conflict between India and China, where China reigned superior, with no 

concessions to demands from Hindustan. Once the United States could confirm that India was 
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weaker than its neighboring countries, it strengthened its ties and aid to the military. The next 

regional conflict occurred in 1965 when Pakistan executed an attempt to enter Kashmir, and 

was met with military invasion from India. This war, colloquially referred to as the Indo-Pak war 

of 1965, lasted only a few weeks, but resulted in thousands of casualties on both sides. Once 

again, international forces intervened, and the geopolitical relations of those forces would 

determine the results of the war. Having benefited from UN intervention in the past, India 

called for international intervention once again. The United Nations, backed by the United 

States, demanded negotiations to resolve the conflict. The United States demonstrated its 

support for this decision by ending arms deals with both India and Pakistan. While India was 

affected, Pakistan was entirely obliterated. It had already been at a disadvantage with a 

significantly weaker military, and now had no access to defending itself in the war. This conflict 

was conceded by Pakistan out of necessity, and territorial concessions were made by both 

sides. Although this negotiation in Tashkent resolved the dispute temporarily, another conflict 

would commence a few years later.  

 The next war between India and Pakistan occurred in 1971, as a result of internal 

conflicts in Pakistan. A conflict between East and West Pakistan resulted in Bangladesh seceding 

from Pakistani nationality. Many Bengali individuals from East Pakistan sought refuge in India, 

and hostilities between the two nations grew. This time, Pakistan attempted again to enter 

India, but failed as the Indian army, still significantly stronger, retaliated. This conflict ended in 

the Simla treaty that first established the Peoples’ Republic of Bangladesh, and also granted 

some regions along the border of Indian Kashmir to Pakistan. Although Pakistan gained some 

concessions in India’s act of apparent goodwill in this treaty, it lost over 90,000 soldiers and 

civilians to death and war prisons.  

 The most recent war in the region occurred in 1999 in the district of Kargil. After 

recuperating its army, Pakistan attempted to seize this district of Hindustan. India quickly 

retaliated with military force, and with the fear of this conflict expanding to instability in the 

region, the United States increased pressure on Pakistan to remove their troops from the 

occupied areas. Because of India’s military superiority, owed in part to its ties to the United 

States, Pakistan was defeated once again in its attempt to gain control of regions it laid claim 
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to. Regional conflicts continue to occur to this day, as the border is heavily disputed. Because 

Hindustan possesses stronger military technology and larger numbers of troops, it is able to 

challenge and defeat Pakistan. This enables the country to continue to lay claim to a region that 

was arbitrarily granted by the United Nations in the very first dispute. Because of the inherent 

inequality in this dispute, it is imperative to interrogate India’s role in exercising aggression over 

Pakistan and denying the country access to land. 

Affirmative Ground: 

 Affirmative teams can read plan texts that enumerate regions that should be conceded 

to Pakistan by India, specifically on the disputed borders of Jammu and Kashmir. Potential 

topical affirmatives also include concessions and roll backs of military aggression at the border. 

Affirmative teams can read advantages regarding reversing geopolitical violence enforced by 

India because of its stronger military. Affirmative teams can also read advantages about 

resolving violence and civilian casualties occurring as a result of the perpetual war in the region. 

Affirmative teams can also read advantages about decreasing UN and other international 

powers over the region. Potential critical arguments that can be read by the affirmative team 

are Security, Borders, Biopower, Orientalism, and Neoliberalism.  

Negative Ground: 

 Negative teams can read disadvantages to concessions in the region, specifically for 

underprivileged communities at the border. Disadvantages and case turns regarding 

displacement of populations as a result of re-drawn borders can also be read, as can critical 

arguments about nationality and citizenship. Negative teams can also propose Kashmiri 

independence as a counterplan. Negative teams can also structurally analyze the root of the 

border conflict, rising from violence created by the colonial west as a violent byproduct of 

capitalism. Negative teams can also read kritiks of borders and settler colonialism, in response 

to fiated topical affirmatives.  
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