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Abstract

This study focused is on the root causes of conflict in South Asia that have created the environment in the
region which is destroying the peace and arousing the conflicts in the neighboring states viz. India and
Pakistan, which nurtures insurgency. The causes of this menace can be traced in the decisions, made by the
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British Empire in the 19th and 20th centuries, to prolong her rule in the Indian subcontinent. It is a
historical fact that due to the unjust partition of India in 1947 by the British, India and Pakistan has
remained locked in an ever prevailing conflict over Kashmir. The issue is proving fatal for the peace of the
region and also a source of piling of arms for India and Pakistan. Both the states have indulged in arm
race and in a competition to have the influence over Afghanistan. This problem is also hurting the relations
of two nuclear states in the region. India and Pakistan has fought three wars and many proxy wars to prove
their strength but the issue is still there. Peace talks are also started by the different governments including
composite dialogue in the recent years and different diplomatic missions also rendered their services to
normalize the ties but the situation is going bad to worst. On the other hand, terrorism aroused by this
conflict impacted the international community in the form of terrorist threat posed by different terrorist
organizations i.e. Al Qaeda etc. Although, currently, a Taliban government is operating in Afghanistan
since 2022 but still terrorists are thought to have their roots in Afghanistan. Unless the resolution of
Kashmir conflict between India and Pakistan, the terrorism problem will remain a potential threat for
South Asia and rest of the world. Therefore, it is urgency that UN and US policy should focus for resolution
of India-Pakistan conflicts.

Keywords: Terrorism, South Asia, Conflicts, Relations, Pakistan, India.

Introduction

Terrorism is the product of the word terror that came out from Latin ‘ferrere’ and gives meanings of
“frighten” and “tremble.” When linked with the French suffix ‘isme’ (referencing “to practice”), that refers
towards “practicing the trembling” or “producing the frightening.” Trembling and frightening here denotes
to fear, panic, and tension that is called terrorism. It is defined as “Terrorism is ineluctably political in aims
and motives, violent or, equally important, threatens violence, designed to have far-reaching psychological
repercussions beyond the immediate victim or target, conducted by an organization with an identifiable
chain of command or conspiratorial cell structure (whose members wear no uniform or identifying
insignia), and perpetrated by a sub national group or non-state entity” (Hoffman, 2006).

Almost over twenty years have passed now when America formed an international coalition against
terrorism and declared war against Al-Qaeda after September 11, 2001 but most of the Asian states apart
from some countries has not paid much attention to this problem. Now it is opinion of most of the scholars
working on terrorism that South Asia emerged as the main region against terrorism with the indulgence of
Americans and other nations’ armies against Taliban in this region. This move along with highlighting
terrorism as a global threat to the world peace has also proved it as a dangers to the geographical and
regional security. Most of the South Asian states has faced devastating and damaging effects of this curse
enormously before the incident of September 11, 2001 therefore it was India and Pakistan that failed to
realize the terrorists strategies and pursued wrong line to tackle the problem of terrorism for getting desired
fruits. India and Pakistan also has discussed this problem in composite dialogue since 2004 but mistrust and
uncertainty kept both the sates away from reaching at a unanimous solution.

Although there are many reasons of terrorism in South Asia but American attack on Afghanistan and Iraq
and tensions between India and Pakistan are aggravating the situation. Relations between India and
Pakistan worsened on December 13, 2001 when terrorist attacked on Indian Parliament, after that a series
of charges and counter-charges started by both the states. Apart from India and Pakistan other states of
South Asia like Bangladesh, Nepal and Sri Lanka also witnessed the terrorism in the form of ethnic
tensions and religious disputes before September 11, 2011. If someone looks towards the inactive response
of South Asian nation the four things are very clear; (1) Indo-Pak bilateral disputes are hampering the
efforts against this problem (2) SAARC convention on terrorism is not fully implemented by the member
states (3) Most of the countries are fighting against this curse not only as they thought it their own war but
only to get political and financial support from America and (4) American drone attacks proved fatal to the
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efforts and fundamental rights of the people are neglected. H.G. Wells has aptly remarked that “If we do
not end war - war will end us. Everybody says that, millions of people believe it, and nobody does
anything”, the message of this famous saying is very clear that must be acknowledged and its effects should
be visible in the domestic and foreign policies of different states especially in the policies of South Asian
nations, home to more than one-fourth of the world’s population, as the highest number of terrorism-related
deaths in the world occur in South Asia (Khatri and Kueck, 2003).

Terrorism and insurgencies have taken a heavy toll of lives in 2010 that mounted up to the figure of 9,431.
The world is paying the price of terrorism in the form of human lives since 2005, and till 2009 as
government terrorists are being able to diffuse the relation of these two major actors of the region. There is
a need to adopt confidence building measures so that a joint strategy may be launched to counter this
heinous act against the humanity which has so for taken thousands of lives. History of India-Pakistan
relation is not a story of romance but a hatred description of wars, conflicts and insurgencies and counter
insurgencies. But at the same time, efforts for solving disputes at mutual, regional and international level
remained in progress. In this study struggle of diplomatic missions, history of composite dialogue and
confidence building measures for enhancing relationship of two states are discussed in detail. Besides its
negative impacts terrorism is forcing the two states to settle their disputes. The study is focused on the
importance of Kashmir dispute and urgency for its salvation with comparative study of 1948, 1965 and
1971 wars and also Tashkent and Shimla declaration. Talks between different heads of states and
government are also the part of this research. This research also shows the important findings that are
necessary for good relations and confidence building measures. It will benefit the researchers for further
research of both the states. Experts on foreign policy will also enjoy the discussion on hidden aspects of
terrorism and foreign affairs. It will be helpful to architect a stable dynamic, progressive and peaceful
environment for peace talks with the characteristics of mutual and regional prosperity.

War on Terrorism and Impact on India-Pakistan Relations

Declaration of war on the terrorism against terrorist organizations by the western states under the banner of
United Nations (UN) after 9/11 attacks in America in year 2001 produced a negative impact on the bilateral
relationship on the two nuclear states of South Asia, India and Pakistan. President Musharraf not only
changed the declared policy of supporting Taliban by Pakistan but also helped the international community
in removing Taliban regime in Afghanistan by becoming non NATO Ally of America (Schweitzer and
Shaul, 2010). Terrorist attacks in America created problem of terrorism for South Asian states and the
region turned into the battle ground for “War on Terrorism” started by the American president Bush and the
countries of the area were threatened to be known as foes or friends (Nayak, 2005). Despite, the geography
of Pakistan suffered from the side effects of the ‘New Great Game’ and the ‘Global War on Terrorism’.
That is why, Pakistan extremely affected and harmed due to this so called “War on Terror” and paid a price
of above 70,000 killed persons and nearly $150 billion financial losses to its economy (Mohsin, 2020;
Khan et al., 2022).

The state of Pakistan which nurtured Taliban in the region and was providing them every support was
suddenly asked to join coalition against terrorism and wage a war against them. The result was that the
rightwing supporters of Taliban, radical elements and anti-American factions of Pakistani society and
religious elements all set for the support of Taliban that divided the social fabric of society on pro-Taliban
and anti-Taliban lines. Now the war which was initially started in Afghanistan against al Qaida and Taliban
is now being fought in the streets and tribal areas of Pakistan. This war not only caused deaths of hundreds
of civilians and army men but also harming its relations with neighboring states like that of India. “Pakistan
began as a reluctant entrant into the global war on terrorism; it has since become an active participant in the
struggle” (Trivedi, 2009). On the other hand, Indians played their cards very well and presented the
struggle of Kashmiri freedom fighters as a terrorist activity on international forums that naturally affected
its diplomatic ties with India. In the following lines a historical glimpse of India-Pakistan relations has been
presented.
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Historical Background of India-Pakistan Relations

The history of bilateral relations of India and Pakistan shows that throughout the last 75 years the relations
of both the countries remains tense and conflict ridden besides the aspirations of peace of the people of the
area. Muslim majority state of Pakistan got independence from the Hindu dominated India on the basis of
Two Nation theory with the massacre of a large population so the hatred of both the states for each other is
the part of their culture. The causes of this menace can be traced in the decisions, made by the British
Empire in the 19th and 20th centuries, to prolong her rule in the Indian subcontinent. It can be said that
colonial history of South Asia has shaped current conflicts in Afghanistan, India, and Pakistan. These
conflicts are providing sympathies for terrorists in region. It is a historical fact that due to the unjust
partition of India in 1947 by the British, India and Pakistan has remained locked in an ever prevailing
conflict over Kashmir. The tensions that started on the division of the Indian state in 1947 soon turned into
a full fledge war on the unfinished agenda of the division the Kashmir in 1948. India took the matter to UN
that advised both the states to stop fighting and hold plebiscite in the disputed area of Jammu and Kashmir
but that was not done due to negative attitude of India. The result was that another war was started in 1965
during era of a military general Ayub Khan and the major issue once again was Kashmir. Once again
international community came to rescue and Tashkent declaration was signed by both the states with the
help of Russia. In 1965°s war India has to face some humiliation and for leveling the score it started
insurgency in East Pakistan that resulted into a full fledge war in 1971 during the region of another military
general in Pakistan the Yehya Khan. The war ended with dismemberment of Pakistan and both the states
signed another agreement in Simla. In Simla Agreement the pledge was made to settle disputes by peaceful
means, but actually nothing special was done to eradicate threat objectives after 1972. The Kashmir dispute
remained unsolved. An armed race began in the region and India made nuclear explosion in 1974 which
posed threats for Pakistan’s security and in reply Pakistan also achieved nuclear capability till the 1980°s.
During these developments some new issues came into forefront (Sattar, 2007).

Pakistan and India are the two main actors of South Asia and India is the largest country of the region that
is India is most responsible for maintaining for keeping peace in the region (Ahmad, 1968). Pakistan shares
its longest border with India on its eastern side and its main security threats are produced due to hegemonic
policies of its eastern neighbor. Armies of both the states has shown their commitment to fight for Kashmir
over the years and offered sacrifices for this cause. Some 13,000 has died on both sides in the wars in 1948
and 1965, along with around 1,000 casualties in the Kargil battle of 1999, and about 2,400 (mostly from
hostile climatic conditions and accidents) in more than 25 years of the fight for the Siachen (Lieven, 2011).
Due to the security concerns of both, they have been spending much more than their actual requirements
towards defense. This is being done at the cost of the uplift and betterment of their huge population. The
region remains under developed and is also poverty ridden. The conflicts between the two countries have
hindered the progress and development in South Asia. India and Pakistan have until now seen three wars.
Clashes and fighting broke out over Siachin Glacier in 1984 and Kargil crisis in 1999. Since 1998 when
both the countries overtly became nuclear the situation in region became highly volatile and South Asia has
turned into a nuclear flash point. Here is the detailed account of these conflicting issues between India and
Pakistan.

Jammu and Kashmir a Constant Threat

According to Stephen P. Cohen, the Kashmir issue is the power house of terrorism in South Asia. He is of
the opinion that Kashmir is not important only due to its size and population but also due to the issues of
national identity and its unique geography. It has a symbolic geo-strategic position for the major powers of
South Asia (Bose, 2003).

An over view of last decade happenings would reveal that both India and Pakistan has concluded that there

is no other option than finding a political solution of the issue. It is clear, that military means are ineffective
for altering the status quo in the region that is hurting all the concerning elements. Both the states remained
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unable to solve the Kashmir dispute besides employing many strategic and political tactics in recent years.
Prior to the Islamabad Summit in January 2004, the Heads of both the States have met in India and Pakistan
for more than 35 occasions. Besides these high level talks, at least 12 rounds of dialogues were held
between both the states during 1990s before the Summits were held in Lahore and Agra. But all these
efforts proved useless due to the firm stance over the issue by both parties. In 1999 Pervaiz Musharraf came
into power and he shows his commitment for solving the conflict. In the years of 2004 to 2007, he
presented many solutions of the Kashmir issue. November 2003 was the year when he introduced his four-
steps approach for Kashmir in an interview with the BBC Radio Urdu Service including starting of
composite dialogue and providing centrality to Jammu and Kashmir (Wirsing, 1994).

Another meeting was held on 24 September 2004, between President of Pakistan and Indian head of the
government Dr. Manmohan Singh in the city of New York and they gave a combine statement showing,
both the leaders are committed to start talks on Kashmir on December 5, 2006, Pervaiz Musharraf
reintroduced his solution stating provision of opportunities to the people of Kashmir across the Line of
Control for trading purpose. Self-rule for Kashmiris, De-militarization of Jammu and Kashmir and Joint
supervision of Kashmir by the both states. Pakistan and India named Tariq Aziz, Satinder Lambah for
discussion but dismissal of Chief Justice forced Musharraf to leave the political front (Malik, 2005).

Kargil the Mounting Dispute

In May 1998 when India and Pakistan became confirmed nuclear states, world was thinking Kashmir as a
nuclear flash point. Under the enormous pressure of international community, Indian Prime Minister Vajpai
came into Pakistan. Talks were between the high officials of both the states and a joint statement in the
form of Lahore declaration was issued. But in 1999 history took a new shape when Kashmiri Mujahedin
occupied the Kargil heights aiming at breaking down of Indian supply line from Leh to Srinagar. According
to India these Mujahidins were from 500 to 800 in number. India took this matter to international
community. Then the Prime Minister of Pakistan, Nawaz Sharif visited America and an agreement was
signed there. Pakistan took responsibility of rescuing Kargil from Mujahidin. After Kargil conflict terrorists
attacked on Indian Parliament in 2001 that provided an opportunity to India to adopt a hard line for
Pakistan. India mobilized its troops along the border and in return Pakistan did the same. This hostility
came to an end in 2002.

Siachen Glacier the Chilling Factor

Siachen Glacier has been the highest battleground on the earth between both the states for 25 years. Army
men from both sides have sacrificed hundreds of their lives mostly because of adverse climatic conditions
firing of opponent army. The dispute is proving also a financial burden for both nations. It is 76 kilometers
long glacier in the Karakoram Range, with varying width between 2 to 8 kilometers (Aneja, 1997). The
altitude of some Indian forward bases on the Saltoro Ridge range from Kumar (16,000 feet) and Bila Top
(18,600 feet) to Pahalwan (20,000 feet) and Indira Col (22,000 feet). Due the location of Saltoro Range
many soldiers of Indian army has laid their lives. Hostile firing of both the armies of India and Pakistan
only caused three percent deaths of Indian soldiers while all other deaths have taken place due to steepness
of ranges, worst weather conditions and chilling air blowing. Because of this famous Indian diplomat
official Mani Shankar Aiyar highlights, “In the frozen wastes of Siachen, General ‘Frost Bite’ kills
hundreds of Jawans (soldiers) in the never-ending battle which both armies wage against Nature” (Aiyar,
2011). On the other hand the situation for Pakistan is not so good but Pakistani forces has to face
comparatively a lower steepness nearly about 9,000-15,000 feet in the region that is the death rate of
Pakistan soldiers in this area is very low.

In the beginning Siachen was not a matter of conflict. The original cease fire line that was settled by both

the state in 1949 in an agreement in Karachi did not speak even a single word about the glaciers located in
the area because it was very tough to demarcate, except telling the passing of line north to the glaciers
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beyond the delineated grid, Point NJ 9842, about Chalunka (Bharat, 2005). Siachen dispute was started in
April 1984 when Indian military took positions in Siachen Glacier. It triggered armed skirmishes between
forces of India and Pakistan over an area of 2,500 sg. km. Moreover, Siachen is strategically very important
not only for India and Pakistan but also for China. From 1947 to 1984 it was considered as part of Pakistan.
Maps issued by UN shows it as part of Pakistan. Any expedition which was led to K2 through this area
sought permission from Pakistan. India dreamed to enhance its strategic importance and moved its troops in
Siachen in 1984 (Kanwal, 2007).

Since then several high level talks have been made to resolve the issue including flag meeting of early 1984
and 1985, between sector commanders of India and Pakistan. Indo-Pak Defense and Foreign Secretaries
have been indulged in high-level talks Since January 1986, along with high level army commanders for
many times to resolve the dispute. In June 1989 at the fifth round of talks between Defense Secretaries
serious efforts were made to solve the conflict. Joined statement after the talks said “there was agreement
by both sides to work towards a comprehensive settlement, based on redeployment of forces to reduce the
chances of conflict, avoidance of the use of force and the determination of future positions on the ground so
as to conform with the Shimla Agreement and to ensure durable peace in the Siachen area” (Aiyar, 2011).

In the year of November 1992, at the sixth round of the Defense Secretary talks an agreement was almost
made with the assistance of military experts, including pledges by both the states to abstain from
reoccupying vacated positions but this was not implemented due to internal political situation of both the
states (Mishra, 2007). In 2004, talks once again started and in March 2006 an agreement on “peace,
friendship and security” was offered by Indian Prime Minister Dr Manmohan Singh and he stated that
disputes like Siachen glacier region could be resolved very soon but after that nothing was done. During the
reign of Pakistani Prime Minister Yousaf Raza Gilani process of composite dialogue was once again
started. After that, the government of Nawaz Sharif who came into power in 2013 has also shown his
commitment for resolving the disputes between India and Pakistan. Armed struggle in Siachen is nothing
then the wastage of financial and military resources. Both the countries should work for turning this highest
battleground into a peace park (Noorani, 2008).

Issue of Wullar Barrage

Woullar Barrage dispute is conflicting even in its name between both the states. According to India it as
Tulbul Navigation Project and according to Pakistan it is the Wullar Barrage dispute. Mainly the dispute
started in 1984 over the construction of 439 feet long and 40 feet wide barrage by on the Jhelum River in
the beginning of Wullar Lake in Kashmir near So pore town. Pakistan has the opinion that India made
violation of the Indus Water Treaty of 1960 that restricts India and Pakistan from any “man-made
obstruction” that may alter the flow of waters (Bharat, 2005).

The discussion on the issue between the two states started within the framework of comprehensive talks
between the Indian Ministry of Water and Power and the Pakistani Ministry of Water Resources from 29 to
30 July 2004 and 2005 at the secretary level. In these meetings the official of both the states discussed the
dispute according to the framework of the agreement of 1960 but no solution was found. A meeting
between the officials of the both states once again held in New Delhi on August 30-31, 2007 to ponder over
this matter. The Indian team was headed by the Secretary Ministry of Water Resources Mrs. Gauri Chatterji
and the Pakistan delegation was headed by Secretary, Ministry of Water and Power Muhammad Ismail
Qureshi. The discussions were made in a cordial manner but no result was found due to internal political
situation of both the states.

Sir Creek

First of all in 1908 the rulers of Kutch and Sindh fought over Sir Creek a mass of logs. This dispute was a
test case for Bombay government that resolved it according to the principles of justice and gave its decision
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in the year of 1914 and the Map Number B44 and B74 supported it. After the birth of Pakistan Sir Creek
dispute started in 1960s over 60 miles long tidal channel of Rann of Kutch that is situated on the boundary
line of Gujarat held by India and Sindh. War of 1965 between the two states aggravated the situation and
Pakistan demanded half of the Rann besides 24th matching and raised its voice for its belonging. Indian
government denied the claim. This issue taken for arbitration to international community and the India and
Pakistani government agreed on Western Boundary Case Tribunal’s Award on February 19, 1968 that
provided 90 percent of the area to India and rest to Pakistan. But boundary was not demarcated. The
dispute has present since then and the result this is that both the countries are still in a situation of
ambiguity about their water bounds (Reddy, 2005). A joint survey was conducted in 2005 and in 2007 to
settle down the dispute in the marshy strip by both the states to ascertain their demands.

On the other hand, world body issued a deadline to settle the dispute till May 2009 but the United Nations
did not do anything to settle this dispute. The United Nation declared last date for resolving this dispute and
warned that after deadline the conflicted area would be thought as international water zone. The deadline
was the year of 1982, but after that more than 40 years has gone but India and Pakistan has yet to solve this
dispute and the result is that fishing persons of the two states are facing serious hardships as they are
arrested along with their boats, put into jails because they are found guilty of violating the UN laws.

Peace Process and Terrorism

Under the present situation the only option available to both India and Pakistan is to resolve their issues
through peaceful efforts and for this both will have to adopt peaceful methods for conflict resolution. The
peace process between them must go on, both need to sit down and discuss contesting issues including
terrorism. Terrorism requires collective efforts for its eradication from the area otherwise it will end the
peace and prosperity of the whole region. Rather than the disruptions in the dialogue process collaborative
efforts are required to fight out terrorism. As for India and Pakistan are concerned a comprehensive peace
process and dialogue is required to settle the mutual disputes are settled peacefully and thus danger of
terrorism be minimized. Both being the two major powers of the region should act in a responsible way. A
terrorism free South Asia can only bring about real peace and stability in the region which is in dire need
for the uplift and betterment of its underdeveloped and poor population. The region of South Asia has
adequate materialistic resources, versatile geography, hardworking men power and suitable climatic
conditions, that all can prove a blessing for turning this region into a great and prosperous zone of the
world but the only requirement is the peace and stability, this condition is possible only if both India and
Pakistan settled down their issues. India and Pakistan started a peace process in 2004 is still an unfinished
agenda due to public pressure and political restrictions of both the states. The cause of the present
disruption in the bilateral dialogue between India and Pakistan is terrorism.

On the morning of December 13, 2001 occurred a major incident in India when five terrorist attacked the
Indian Parliament which was in session at that time in New Delhi. Although the terrorists were killed
before their entrance in the Parliament house but as usual India blamed Pakistan for this terrorist attack and
adopted a hostile attitude towards Pakistan. In this scenario India moved its troops along the borders with
Pakistan and with great effort at international level war was checked between the two nuclear states.

Terrorism once again disrupted the peace process on November 26, 2008 when Mumbai witnessed terrorist
attacks that polarized the situation between the neighboring nations and resulted in the breakdown of
composite dialogue between India and Pakistan for more than two years. Mumbai remain hostage of
terrorists for nearly three days and horrible scenes were witnessed by the whole world (Ahmed, 2010). One
terrorist was capture during the incident naming Ajmal Qasaab who was accused of working for the
liberation of Kashmir and belonged to Lashkar-e-Taiba that put enormous pressure on Pakistan and
presented it as a terrorist state. Later on, Qassab was hanged in 2013.
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Conclusion

Terrorism is not a new phenomenon but it came out in the modern world after 9/11 attacks in America.
Unfortunately its center was discovered in the form of Al Qaida and Taliban which are residing in
Afghanistan. Pakistan and Afghanistan are neighboring states having not only borders but also people’s
contacts. Pakistan was promoting Taliban for its own interests when all of a sudden in the regime of
Pervaiz Musharraf it has to reverse its policy by joining international coalition against “War on Terror’ that
inflamed South Asia generally and Pakistan particularly.

South Asia was already facing the tensions of two nuclear states in the form of India and Pakistan due to
Kashmir and other disputes. When terrorists attacked on Indian Parliament and Mumbai the road map
adopted by both the states for peace process became difficult to act upon him. Although Present
government of Shahbaz Sharif is committed for peace process and Indian government has also expressed its
desires for peace but situation on the borders is not allowing them to solve their years old disputes. Now the
situation in the year of 2023 is that both the nations have resumed the back door diplomacy for number of
times but the seed that was sown in the past by the terrorists has blocked all channels of dialogue.
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