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The Kashmiri armed conflict is quite possibly one of the most convoluted territorial dis-
putes that are active in the world today. It is a conflict rooted in the animosity and dis-
sent that have plagued the two countries involved for centuries. The conflict between 
Hindus and Muslims in the Indian subcontinent has been rampant since the Mughal 
Empire came to the area from Persia and established a Muslim government over a pre-
dominantly Hindu country. 

This laid the foundation for the sentiments of hostility between the two religions that 
was then used to the advantage of European colonists. The French and British colonists 
who came seeking the rich natural and material wealth of the subcontinent bolstered 
the extreme laws that the last Mughal emperors exacted over the Hindu population. This 
polarized the two communities, and in turn helped tighten the noose of colonialism. Then, 
following the partition of India and Pakistan in 1947 after a long and lengthy fight for 
independence from British colonial rule, the hostility of the past came into play again. 
The issue of the 650 princely states that remained in the Indian subcontinent rose to 
the front. In theory, each state had the option to choose which country to join, or if they 
wanted to remain independent. The rulers of most states chose to remain independent, 
but this often came at the cost of violent protests by their people, who were divided on 
which country they wanted to join. 

This was the situation the princely state of Kashmir found itself in. The ruler, Maharaja 
Hari Singh, was Hindu, while most of his subjects were Muslim. He wanted to remain neu-
tral to avoid conflict. However, in October 1947, when Pakistan sent armed Muslim tribes-
men to Kashmir, Singh fled to India and ceded the state of Kashmir to India by signing 
the Instrument of Accession. In doing so, he began what would quickly become one of the 
longest-running armed conflicts in the world.

Kashmir remains one of the most volatile regions in South Asia. The state is marked by 
the presence of rebel organizations, military occupation, and rampant human rights 
abuses. Furthermore, India and Pakistan are now both nuclear powers, which poses a 
massive security threat to the region. The debate of which country Kashmir belongs to is 
one deeply rooted in history, war, and religion, and remains one of the most pressing ter-
ritorial disputes active in the world today. India has been accused of being the new colo-
nial power in the Indian subcontinent, much like the colonial powers of old that it fought 
so hard to free itself from. 

This is a controversial issue, no doubt, as it is one that addresses issues of ethnicity, of 
religion, and identity. It is the unfortunate nature of our world that violence seems to 
always punctuate the path of religion. At its core, Kashmir is a state divided by questions 
of identity. I want you to consider it in this light. Yes, it is an armed conflict that perhaps 
should be considered in terms of de-weaponizing, or in peacebuilding efforts and cease-
fires. However, at the heart of it, the people of Kashmir have been caught in the crossfire 
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Topic B: the proliferation of ballistic missiles

Since their development in the 1930s, guided ballistic missiles have been used four times 
in war: by Germany, Iran and Iraq, Afghanistan, and Iran again during the 1991 Persian 
Gulf War. The proliferation of missile technology has led to missiles being used in almost 
every major armed conflict. Missiles have been at the forefront of international security 
issues, as they are seen as an attractive resource because of their low maintenance costs 
and low training and logistic requirements. An increasingly sought-after commodity, the 
issues surrounding ballistic missiles have sent global superpowers into frenzies. 

The Stockholm International Peace Research Institute reports that 25 countries in the 
world have acquired, or are trying to acquire, ballistic missiles, either through purchase or 
indigenous production. This is an extremely concerning world security issue, especially as 
some of the 25 countries are in some of the most volatile regions of the world, with the 
greatest concentration in the Middle East (nine nations), India, Pakistan, North and South 
Korea, Brazil, Argentina, Taiwan and South Africa. 

The advent of new missile technology has raised the stakes in the international weapons 
debate. With unstable countries such as Pakistan and North Korea now claiming access 
to missile technology, the safety of much of the world is at risk. Old missile technology is 
being combined with new capabilities, and is beginning to pop up all over the world at an 
alarming rate. Furthermore, what makes missile proliferation so difficult to address is the 
fact that the diversity and range of missiles that are available in the world today ensures 
that nearly anyone can have access to them if they want. In recent years, even terrorist 
groups and armed non-state actors have acquired missiles with ranges under 150 kilome-
ters, which could greatly threaten targets such as civilian aircrafts. 

I want you to consider the implications ballistic missile proliferation could have on the 
shaping of the geopolitical landscape of our world. What does the fact that more and 
more “third world” countries are gaining access to missile technology mean for the politi-
cal atmosphere of our world? Should they be considered a threat? And if so, why are they 
a threat, when the claims that countries like the USA, China, and Russia have to missiles 
go undisputed? 

This is an issue that goes beyond just the physical threat. There are complex factors from 
a variety of contexts that play an important role in relations in this sphere, and I want 
you to delve deeper and discuss them further in your research. 

simply because of how they choose to identify, because of the religion they choose to 
follow. Should they be sacrificed for a territory squabble between two countries? Are we 
qualified to make these decisions for them? As you start your research, I hope that you 
consider these questions, and that you approach everything with a critical and open eye. 
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