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FROM YOUR DIRECTOR-GENERAL 
 
 
Dear Delegates, 
 My name is Aryaman Khandelwal, and I will be serving as the Director-General of the General Assembly at 
this iteration of the Princeton Model United Nations Conference. It is my honor and privilege to welcome you all to 
PMUNC 2019. You all are here because you have a dedication to improving society through determined policy 
action – you all are here to change the world. I’m excited to see what the brightest high school minds can come up 
with to address some of the most pressing issues of our day.  
 I’d like to start off by introducing myself. I am a sophomore studying Operations Research and Financial 
Engineering at Princeton (don’t worry, we don’t know what that means either). I’m from Allentown, Pennsylvania, 
so I’m never too far away from home at Princeton. When I’m not working to get you the best GA experience 
possible, I compete on Princeton’s MUN and mock trial teams, work as a junior analyst at Tiger Capital 
Management, and act in Princeton’s South Asian Theatrics company. In my free time, you can find me running 
Get2Greater, a social venture that uses a novel system of mobile tablets and an app to better deliver healthcare in 
rural areas of developing countries or talking about public education and pitching a new platform to increase 
student motivation. 
 The General Assembly committees this year are tackling some of the most broad-ranging issues facing the 
world today, issues that require the input of every single country in the world. GA committees this year are trying to 
reduce maternal mortality, deal with foreign terrorist fighters, redefine nuclear non-proliferation and so much more. 
You’ll have the opportunity to work with anywhere between 50 and 200 other students from different parts of the 
world, in front room speeches and back room negotiations, to come to a final resolution. I encourage you all to dive 
deeply into your topics and look for real solutions to the problems at hand. Although our committees are 
simulations, the problems they look to address or not. Keep that in mind as you write your resolutions.   
 If you have any questions about PMUNC, your committees, Princeton University, or life, the universe, and 
everything, feel free to reach out to me at aryamank@princeton.edu. I hope you have an amazing experience at 
PMUNC 2019! Go save the world.  
 
Good luck,  
Aryaman Khandelwal 
 

mailto:aryamank@princeton.edu
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FROM YOUR CHAIR 
 
 
Dear Delegates, 

Welcome to SPECPOL! We are thrilled to discuss some of the world’s most pressing topics with you all. As 
Co-Chairs, we hope to make committee run smoothly and efficiently, while fleshing out serious debate. During the 
course of committee, we hope you are able to navigate these topics with thoughtfulness and respect, with an eye 
towards the real solutions that can improve peoples’ livelihoods. 

We are both juniors at Princeton University. As you may find in our bios, our interests range from financial 
derivatives products to developing countries’ distressed debt markets. In fact, Nick spent several weeks studying 
MMRs in the eastern seaboard. However, we are firmly committed to the principle that the most effective way to 
litigate international disputes, outside of market forces, is through diplomatic intercourse. As former delegates 
ourselves, we look forward to the opportunity to facilitate such dialogue in a formal but low-stakes setting. 

The two topics we have picked for this committee session are intractable, lethal, and incredibly pressing. We 
hope that you will undergo a rigorous research process to speak eloquently and substantively on both, and that the 
solutions we arrive at as a committee are collaboratively outlined. 

In the mission of Princeton University, both Nick and Alex have a deep passion for global change – one of 
the many reasons we study economics. Global issues are personal issues, and vice versa, and we must keep this in 
mind throughout the course of our committee session. We hope that your position papers, speeches, and 
resolutions, will elucidate this complex dynamic through skilled argumentation and debate. In fact, words can 
change the world – another reason we study economics. 

So, delegates, we wish you all the best. If you have read this far into the chair’s letter, our sincerest 
congratulations. We hope that the speeches you give during committee in no way resemble the structure, language, 
or general silliness of this letter. However, we hope that the bonds you form with your fellow delegates throughout 
committee do.  
 
Sincerely yours, 
Nick and Alex 
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SPECIAL POLITICAL AND 
DECOLONIZATION COMMITTEE 
 
 
 

TOPIC A: Kashmir Dispute 
TOPIC B: Palestinian Refugees 

 
 

Committee Description 
 
The Special Political and Decolonization Committee is the committee of the United Nations that deals with a 
variety of issues including but not limited to decolonization, peacekeeping, human rights, outer space, and atomic 
radiation. 
 
TOPIC A: KASHMIR DISPUTE 
The conflict over Kashmir has defined India-Pakistan relationships, not to mention global interactions of these 
countries, since Partition in 1947: that is, for over 70 years. The contested territory is nestled between the borders of 
India, Pakistan, China, Tibet, and Afghanistan: and most of these nations have staked a claim to it at some point. 
Portions under Indian hold are known as the ‘crown of India’, those under Pakistani control are termed ‘Azaad 
(free) Kashmir’, and maps produced in China have historically (and controversially) omitted Kashmir as a part of 
India. This diplomatic knot is complicated further by the possession of nuclear weapons by both India and Pakistan, 
a history of wars surrounding this conflict, and the involvement of terrorist groups, security forces, and protesters 
over time. Most importantly, the human cost of this conflict has been a region of civilians in unending turmoil, and 
your responsibility in this committee is primarily to them. Your task is to produce, collaboratively, a solution that is 
both fair and strives to be acceptable to all sides of the conflict, and prioritizes the rights of the people caught in the 
crossfire. 
 
TOPIC B: PALESTINIAN REFUGEES 
Over 750,000 Palestinian people were displaced by the War of 1948 which led to the founding of Israel. Having 
been forced out of their homes and communities without being able to return, they became the first Palestinian 
Refugees. Now, 71 years later, there are over 7 million Palestinian refugees scattered around the world, the majority 
of whom are still forbidden from returning to their ancestral homes by the Israeli government which believes their 
return to be a threat to the maintenance of the Jewish state. Simultaneously, Palestinians still living in territory 
occupied by Israel continue to be systematically displaced through tactics such as land confiscation, home 
demolition, and the revocation of residency rights. As an issue that is at the heart of what is commonly referred to 
as the world's most intractable conflict, delegates will be expected to treat this conflict and issue with the sensitivity 
it deserves while attempting to move towards a solution that ensures the safety and well-being of displaced 
Palestinian refugees. 
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TOPIC A: Kashmir 
Dispute 

 
 

HISTORY OF THE TOPIC  

 Kashmir’s stint as a buzzword in 
Indian politics is as old as India and 
Pakistan themselves, dating back 
over 70 years to 1947, when the 
British colonial powers partitioned 
British India as their parting blow. 
Partition was on the basis of religious 
majorities: the Indian nation, where 
families of all religions had sown 
their roots among one another for 
generations, was then uprooted on 
the basis of numbers. India was a 
Hindu-majority state (professing 
secularity, most Jains, Sikhs, 
Buddhists and other minorities 
remained here), while Pakistan was a 
Muslim state comprised of two land 
masses to the east and west of India 
(later, ‘East Pakistan’ separated to 
form current-day Bangladesh). 
Henry Radcliffe, the surgeon the 
British tasked with this dissection, 
had never been east of Paris.1 
 Already, Kashmir was contested. 
During British rule, it was one of 
many “princely states”: states which 
were not directly under British rule, 
but run by ruling families that 
pledged loyalty (and usually some 
remuneration) to the British. The 
Kingdom of Jammu and Kashmir 
was ruled by Maharaja Hari Singh, 
himself a Hindu. However, its 
population was itself 75% Muslim, 
comprising of the Muslim-majority 
Kashmir valley and Hindu-majority 

 
 
1 PeaceMongerSoul (29 January 2013), India 
Pakistan Partition Documentary BBC, retrieved 
16 August 2017 

Jammu. Complicated further by the 
fact that it was located at the cusp of 
either new nation, Hari Singh at 
Partition was given the agency to 
choose which country to join. 
Initially, unable to reconcile these 
realities, he opted to remain 
independent. Hardly anyone believed 
this neutrality would survive for long.  
 Soon, an invasion from Pakistan 
led by Pashtun tribesmen, termed by 
India as Pakistani state-sponsored 
insurgency, entered Kashmir, 
following which the Maharaja sought 
Indian assistance in the battle that 
was to come. In exchange for the 
might India could offer, the Maharaja 
signed the Instrument of Accession, 
wherein he pledged the region of 
Kashmir to India, conditional on 
several factors: including the promise 
of a plebiscite vote for Kashmiris to 
express their own desires for their 
future. In the war that ensued, the 
lines that were drawn divided 
Kashmir into the Indian state of 
Jammu and Kashmir, and a Western 
mountainous sub-region Pakistan 
called Azaad (free) Kashmir, and 
India called Pakistan Occupied 
Kashmir. The line demarcating these 
still-contested territories is a de-facto 
border known as the Line of Control. 
This left Pakistan with 1/3rd of 
Kashmiri territory, India with the 
remaining 2/3rds, while both nations 
maintained they had a right to the 
entire territory.  
 Kashmir formally joined India 
following the creation of special 
constitutional status for the state 
enshrined in Article 370 of the Indian 
Constitution, a status deemed 
necessary due to the “unusual and 

abnormal” circumstances of 
Kashmiri integration. India, 
somewhat comparably to the United 
States, is a federation of states that 
prior to British imperialism (and their 
colonial tactics of ‘divide and rule’) 
existed mostly as separate kingdoms 
and communities. Most were 
wheedled and convinced to join the 
Indian union through the formidable 
diplomatic action (and often, 
monetary encouragement 
through”privy purses” given to 
ruling families) of Deputy Prime 
Minister Sardar Vallabhbhai Patel, 
given the moniker ‘Bismarck of India’ 
for this work. Kashmir, given the 
violent and contentious 
circumstances underpinning its 
accession to India, could not be 
treated in the same manner as states 
which had peacefully and willingly 
joined the union. Therefore, the 
special provisions of Article 370 
provided Kashmir most notably with 
three rights: the Indian constitution 
would not be applicable to the state, 
and Kashmir had the right to draft its 
own constitution; the central 
government’s legislation would only 
apply to Kashmir on three subjects 
(defence, foreign affairs and 
communications); and lastly, all other 
central legislation would have to be 
approved by the state constituent 
assembly before it took effect in 
Kashmir. The promised plebiscite, 
however, never saw the light of day.  
 Kashmir’s status within the 
Indian union continued to be 
contested and evolved over time. 
Sizeable portions of the population 
hold three opinions regarding the 
fate of their state. The first, pro-

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0ZS40U5yFpc&t=2577
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0ZS40U5yFpc&t=2577
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independence Kashmiris, hold the 
belief that Kashmir should be an 
independent state, basing this on the 
contested nature of Kashmir’s 
accession to and constitutional 
relationship with India, a lack of 
desire to join Pakistan, and an 
overarching confidence in Kashmir’s 
unique statehood. The others are a 
pro-Pakistani Kashmir segment, and 
a pro-Indian Kashmir segment. 
Kashmir’s history has seen many 
conflicts, both as a consequence of 
its status and its position on the 
border. In 1962, the Sino-Indian War 
took place. While the world’s 
imagination was captured by the 
Cuban missile crisis, China attacked 
India in October, 1962, in a short war 
ostensibly provoked by a territorial 
dispute. Given India’s recent 
decision in 1959 to offer the Dalai 
Lama asylum and subvert Chinese 
narratives surrounding Tibet, it is 
widely believed that Mao’s 
frustration regarding this subject was 
the true cause of the war. The war 
was brief and decisive: India ceded 
the eastern region of Aksai Chin to 
Chinese control, fueling Chinese 
claims over more Indian-claimed 
territory (including Kashmir) that 
continue till date. A few years later, in 
the 1971 war between India and 
Pakistan that led to the creation of an 
independent Bangladesh (previously 
East Pakistan), Kashmir was one 
arena of military exchange. In the 
aftermath of the war, India and 
Pakistan convened at a summit in the 
Indian city of Shimla. In the ‘Simla 
Agreement’ born out of these 
negotiations, a crucial fact was 

 
 
2 “Simla Agreement July 2, 1972.” Accessed 
September 6, 2019. https://mea.gov.in/in-
focus-

determined: Kashmir was to be 
treated as a bilateral issue, and the 
resolution of any and all issues 
regarding this region were to be held 
solely between India and Pakistan.2  
 Following this, the 1990s 
brought a unique complication: 
AFSPA. The Armed Forces (Jammu 
and Kashmir) Special Powers Act of 
1990 was brought into existence as a 
tool to grant armed forces special 
powers and greater autonomy in the 
“disturbed” areas that needed it. The 
Human Rights Watch was of the 
opinion that this law was "tool of 
state abuse, oppression and 
discrimination". The United Nations 
called for its repeal, citing its 
reputation as ‘hated’, ‘draconian’, and 
a provision that had no place in a 
democracy. In essence, AFSPA was 
seen as necessary in Kashmir as an 
outcome of all the conflicts brought 
to its doorstep, as well as the 
increasingly violent protests for 
Kashmiri independence. However, 
the law necessitated that the assent of 
the Defence Ministry be sought to 
prosecute soldiers accused of even 
grave abuses. Since 2001, the Jammu 
and Kashmir government has sought 
permission for prosecution in 50 
such cases; the central government 
has denied it in 47. The last direct 
conflict between India and Pakistan 
over Kashmir, the Kargil conflict 
(awkwardly christened a “quasi-war”) 
took place in 1999: paramilitary and 
military forces from Pakistan crossed 
the Line of Control in an attempt to 
seize territories on the Indian side; 
the Indian army retaliated, and 
skirmishes ensued. The international 

article.htm?19005/Simla+Agreement+July
+2+1972. 
3 “India Revokes Disputed Kashmir’s 
Special Status with Rush Decree.” Accessed 

community lost no time in 
intervening to persuade the two sides 
to work towards peace. Both 
countries had developed nuclear 
weapons, and there was growing 
global anxiety over what this fact 
could lead to given the continuing 
Kashmir situation. 
 

CURRENT SITUATION 

 In the view of many, Kashmir 
has been a simmering conflict, an 
explosion in waiting, since 
independence. And so perhaps the 
events of August 5th, when 
Kashmir’s special status as promised 
and protected by Article 370 were 
abrogated, came as no shock to some. 
In the following couple of months, 
the situation has remained a source 
of heightened tensions, with no 
resolution (at least, not one 
satisfactorily to all parties involved) 
in sight. This committee will thus 
attempt to attend to and unravel this 
evolving situation. Let the fact that 
Kashmir has not left the news for 
even a day since everything unfolded 
serve as a disclaimer to treat this 
subject, and the millions whose lives 
hang in the balance, with the respect 
they deserve.  
 On August 5th, a security 
clampdown on the state of Jammu 
and Kashmir was followed by the 
announcement that Article 370 had 
been abolished by President’s decree 
(at the behest of the Prime Minister, 
Narendra Modi) 3 , and finally, that 
Kashmir would in fact cease to be a 
state: it would be divided to form two 
federal territories. The first would be 

September 13, 2019. 
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2019/08
/india-abolishes-kashmir-special-status-
rush-decree-190805061331958.html. 

https://mea.gov.in/in-focus-article.htm?19005/Simla+Agreement+July+2+1972
https://mea.gov.in/in-focus-article.htm?19005/Simla+Agreement+July+2+1972
https://mea.gov.in/in-focus-article.htm?19005/Simla+Agreement+July+2+1972
https://mea.gov.in/in-focus-article.htm?19005/Simla+Agreement+July+2+1972
https://mea.gov.in/in-focus-article.htm?19005/Simla+Agreement+July+2+1972
https://www.news18.com/news/india/50-cases-of-afspa-prosecution-from-jk-since-2001-sanction-denied-to-47-1620915.html
https://www.news18.com/news/india/50-cases-of-afspa-prosecution-from-jk-since-2001-sanction-denied-to-47-1620915.html
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2019/08/india-abolishes-kashmir-special-status-rush-decree-190805061331958.html
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2019/08/india-abolishes-kashmir-special-status-rush-decree-190805061331958.html
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2019/08/india-abolishes-kashmir-special-status-rush-decree-190805061331958.html
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2019/08/india-abolishes-kashmir-special-status-rush-decree-190805061331958.html
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2019/08/india-abolishes-kashmir-special-status-rush-decree-190805061331958.html
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Jammu and Kashmir which would 
have its own state legislature, and the 
second Ladakh, a sparsely populated 
mountain region, which would be 
ruled directly by the federal 
government. Piece by piece, the 
following sections will explore the 
meaning and implications of this 
important context. 

Abrogation 
 On August 5th, a President’s 
order made on the request of Prime 
Minister Narendra Modi abolished 
Article 370 of the Indian constitution. 
Article 370, as previously mentioned, 
served to distinguish Kashmir’s 
status as unique within the Indian 
union, with certain markers of 
independence from federal law. The 
existence of the article has been 
disputed for decades: the article itself 
says it may only be abrogated with 
the consent of the legislative body 
that drafted the state constitution. 
This body dissolved in 1957, and so 
the Supreme Court ruled that this 
meant Article 370 formed a 
permanent part of the constitution.4 
The current administration clearly 
disagreed with this, and believed the 
president of India, who is beholden 
to the ruling party, has the power to 
revoke the article. In response to 
opposition critique, leaders of the 
ruling BJP cited a portion of the 
article prohibiting Indians outside 
the state from permanently settling, 

 
 
4 “Article 370 Has Acquired Permanent 
Status: Supreme Court | India News - 
Times of India.” Accessed September 1, 
2019. 
https://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/india/
article-370-has-acquired-permanent-status-
supreme-court/articleshow/63603527.cms. 
5 “India Orders Tourists to Leave Kashmir 
over ‘Terror Threat’ - BBC News.” 
Accessed September 2, 2019. 

purchasing land, holding jobs in local 
government, and securing education 
scholarships. This, they said, was a 
major impediment in the economic 
development of the state of Jammu 
and Kashmir. Economic 
advancement would be facilitated in 
their view by the free and fair flow of 
Indian capital across the Kashmir 
borders. 

Lockdown 
 In the build-up to this move, the 
Indian government deployed 10,000 
troops into the Kashmir region, 
citing anxieties over possible armed 
attacks in the region. Additionally, an 
unprecedented order was issued 
requesting tourists and Hindu 
pilgrims (performing the hugely 
popular annual pilgrimage to the holy 
Amarnath cave, a site of Hindu 
importance in Southern Kashmir) to 
leave the valley. 5  Building up the 
looming threat of terrorist intentions, 
usually ascribed to Pakistan, was a 
large part of justifying these security 
buildups in Kashmir. Following the 
announcement of the abrogation of 
Article 370, regional politicians and 
former Chief Ministers of the state, 
Mehbooba Mufti and Omar 
Abdullah, among others, were placed 
under house arrest. Leaders of the 
People’s Democratic Party and the 
National Conference respectively, 
historically acknowledged as 
representatives of the mainstream 

https://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-
india-49222571. 
6 Mufti, Mehbooba. “How Ironic That 
Elected Representatives like Us Who 
Fought for Peace Are under House Arrest. 
The World Watches as People & Their 
Voices Are Being Muzzled in J&K. The 
Same Kashmir That Chose a Secular 
Democratic India Is Facing Oppression of 
Unimaginable Magnitude. Wake up India.” 
Tweet. @MehboobaMufti (blog), August 4, 

and centrist school of thought in 
Kashmir, they had earlier appealed to 
the central government not to revoke 
Kashmir’s special status. In a tweet, 
Mufti expressed, “How ironic that 
elected representatives like us who 
fought for peace are under house 
arrest. The world watches as people 
& their voices are being muzzled in 
J&K. The same Kashmir that chose 
a secular democratic India is facing 
oppression of unimaginable 
magnitude. Wake up India (sic)”.6  
These restrictions were not for 
leaders alone: the general populace 
was placed under curfew beginning 
August 5th, with phone lines and 
internet connections shut indefinitely 
and all public meetings banned. The 
restrictions of movement had an 
obvious and pervasive effect on daily 
life: students were unable to attend 
schools and universities, movement 
between curfew areas was highly 
restricted by armed forces, and 
despite economic development in 
the region being a stated goal of this 
change, curfew had the 
counterproductive effect that people 
were unable to access their 
workplaces. Protests have ensued in 
Kashmir nearly every day following 
the announcement of the shift, and 
despite limited reports during to 
communication restrictions, a near 
steady stream of stories of violent 
excesses committed by the security 

2019. 
https://twitter.com/MehboobaMufti/statu
s/1158085030129725440?ref_src=twsrc%5
Etfw%7Ctwcamp%5Etweetembed%7Ctwt
erm%5E1158085030129725440&ref_url=h
ttps%3A%2F%2Fwww.thehindu.com%2F
news%2Fnational%2Fomar-abdullah-
mehbooba-mufti-placed-under-house-
arrest-section-144-imposed-in-
srinagar%2Farticle28816384.ece. 

https://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/india/article-370-has-acquired-permanent-status-supreme-court/articleshow/63603527.cms
https://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/india/article-370-has-acquired-permanent-status-supreme-court/articleshow/63603527.cms
https://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/india/article-370-has-acquired-permanent-status-supreme-court/articleshow/63603527.cms
https://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/india/article-370-has-acquired-permanent-status-supreme-court/articleshow/63603527.cms
https://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/india/article-370-has-acquired-permanent-status-supreme-court/articleshow/63603527.cms
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-india-49222571
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-india-49222571
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-india-49222571
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-india-49222571
https://twitter.com/MehboobaMufti/status/1158085030129725440?ref_src=twsrc%5Etfw%7Ctwcamp%5Etweetembed%7Ctwterm%5E1158085030129725440&ref_url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.thehindu.com%2Fnews%2Fnational%2Fomar-abdullah-mehbooba-mufti-placed-under-house-arrest-section-144-imposed-in-srinagar%2Farticle28816384.ece
https://twitter.com/MehboobaMufti/status/1158085030129725440?ref_src=twsrc%5Etfw%7Ctwcamp%5Etweetembed%7Ctwterm%5E1158085030129725440&ref_url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.thehindu.com%2Fnews%2Fnational%2Fomar-abdullah-mehbooba-mufti-placed-under-house-arrest-section-144-imposed-in-srinagar%2Farticle28816384.ece
https://twitter.com/MehboobaMufti/status/1158085030129725440?ref_src=twsrc%5Etfw%7Ctwcamp%5Etweetembed%7Ctwterm%5E1158085030129725440&ref_url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.thehindu.com%2Fnews%2Fnational%2Fomar-abdullah-mehbooba-mufti-placed-under-house-arrest-section-144-imposed-in-srinagar%2Farticle28816384.ece
https://twitter.com/MehboobaMufti/status/1158085030129725440?ref_src=twsrc%5Etfw%7Ctwcamp%5Etweetembed%7Ctwterm%5E1158085030129725440&ref_url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.thehindu.com%2Fnews%2Fnational%2Fomar-abdullah-mehbooba-mufti-placed-under-house-arrest-section-144-imposed-in-srinagar%2Farticle28816384.ece
https://twitter.com/MehboobaMufti/status/1158085030129725440?ref_src=twsrc%5Etfw%7Ctwcamp%5Etweetembed%7Ctwterm%5E1158085030129725440&ref_url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.thehindu.com%2Fnews%2Fnational%2Fomar-abdullah-mehbooba-mufti-placed-under-house-arrest-section-144-imposed-in-srinagar%2Farticle28816384.ece
https://twitter.com/MehboobaMufti/status/1158085030129725440?ref_src=twsrc%5Etfw%7Ctwcamp%5Etweetembed%7Ctwterm%5E1158085030129725440&ref_url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.thehindu.com%2Fnews%2Fnational%2Fomar-abdullah-mehbooba-mufti-placed-under-house-arrest-section-144-imposed-in-srinagar%2Farticle28816384.ece
https://twitter.com/MehboobaMufti/status/1158085030129725440?ref_src=twsrc%5Etfw%7Ctwcamp%5Etweetembed%7Ctwterm%5E1158085030129725440&ref_url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.thehindu.com%2Fnews%2Fnational%2Fomar-abdullah-mehbooba-mufti-placed-under-house-arrest-section-144-imposed-in-srinagar%2Farticle28816384.ece
https://twitter.com/MehboobaMufti/status/1158085030129725440?ref_src=twsrc%5Etfw%7Ctwcamp%5Etweetembed%7Ctwterm%5E1158085030129725440&ref_url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.thehindu.com%2Fnews%2Fnational%2Fomar-abdullah-mehbooba-mufti-placed-under-house-arrest-section-144-imposed-in-srinagar%2Farticle28816384.ece
https://twitter.com/MehboobaMufti/status/1158085030129725440?ref_src=twsrc%5Etfw%7Ctwcamp%5Etweetembed%7Ctwterm%5E1158085030129725440&ref_url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.thehindu.com%2Fnews%2Fnational%2Fomar-abdullah-mehbooba-mufti-placed-under-house-arrest-section-144-imposed-in-srinagar%2Farticle28816384.ece
https://twitter.com/MehboobaMufti/status/1158085030129725440?ref_src=twsrc%5Etfw%7Ctwcamp%5Etweetembed%7Ctwterm%5E1158085030129725440&ref_url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.thehindu.com%2Fnews%2Fnational%2Fomar-abdullah-mehbooba-mufti-placed-under-house-arrest-section-144-imposed-in-srinagar%2Farticle28816384.ece
https://twitter.com/MehboobaMufti/status/1158085030129725440?ref_src=twsrc%5Etfw%7Ctwcamp%5Etweetembed%7Ctwterm%5E1158085030129725440&ref_url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.thehindu.com%2Fnews%2Fnational%2Fomar-abdullah-mehbooba-mufti-placed-under-house-arrest-section-144-imposed-in-srinagar%2Farticle28816384.ece
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forces stationed in Kashmir have 
been released. A controversial use of 
pellet guns to subdue revolts has 
been reported in Kashmir for years. 
In the weeks following the 
announcement of the changes, media 
reports thinned with the 
communications blackout, but 
allegations of increased violence and 
use of pellet guns on civilians and 
protestors only increased.7 
This communications blackout is 
purportedly to ensure that the 
measures for Kashmir’s economic 
and political advancement will not be 
disrupted by the spread of 
misinformation. Consequently, for 
most regular families, this meant they 
were unable to speak to their families 
for weeks on end, nor access 
information and articles on the 
internet.8 It also shorted the abilities 
of news outlets and journalists to 
report on the unfolding situation in 
Kashmir. UN Secretary-General 
Antonio Guterres said in a statement 
that he was "concerned over reports 
of restrictions on the Indian-side of 
Kashmir, which could exacerbate the 
human rights situation in the 
region."9  
 
 For our committee, the question 
remains of what standards of 
freedom of press and expression the 
United Nations might reasonably 
expect and in fact mandate for a state 

 
 
7 “Kashmir: Civilians Severely Wounded in 
Pellet Gun Attacks.” Accessed September 
22, 2019. 
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2019/08
/kashmiris-fighting-lives-pellet-gun-attacks-
190808105704499.html. 
8 CNN, James Griffiths. “You Can Read 
This Article. An Internet Blackout Means 
No-One in Indian-Controlled Kashmir 
Can.” CNN. Accessed September 2, 2019. 
https://www.cnn.com/2019/08/08/tech/

to provide its citizens. What reasons 
might exempt a state from upholding 
these standards? In the case of a state 
resisting reasonable standards of 
press freedom, what role can the 
United Nations reasonably play?  

Economic Advancement 
 As mentioned previously, the 
primary purpose of the changes in 
Kashmir were cited to be the 
economic advancement of the region. 
For decades, Jammu and Kashmir as 
a state has had one of the more 
concerning economic growth rates in 
the nation—part of a cycle that both 
resulted from and reinforced the 
political turmoil in the region. BJP 
Minister Amit Shah linked several 
indicators of economic concern: lack 
of healthcare access, poverty, and 
growth to the Articles 370 and 35A 
of the constitution that gave Kashmir 
special status. Independent analyses 
by news outlets reflected that 
Kashmir’s performance, although 
not stellar, was not the worst in these 
indicators compared to other states.10 
These reports however did not 
search for causal relationships in this 
performance: that is, whether the 
impediments to Kashmir’s growth 
were its special status or turmoil in 
the region. Article 35A also plays an 
important role here: every permanent 
resident of Kashmir is issued an 
identification certificate. This carries 
certain privileges in employment, 

kashmir-internet-blackout-india-pakistan-
intl-hnk/index.html. 
9 “Guterres Appeals for ‘Maximum 
Restraint’ over Jammu and Kashmir, as 
Tensions Rise.” UN News, August 8, 2019. 
https://news.un.org/en/story/2019/08/10
43961. 
10 Radhakrishnan, Vignesh, and Sumant 
Sen. “Is Jammu and Kashmir 
Underdeveloped as Stated by Amit Shah?” 
The Hindu, August 7, 2019, sec. Data. 

scholarship, and other sectors, but 
most notably gives them the singular 
right to own and buy property in the 
state. It was negotiated along with 
Kashmir’s accession to the Indian 
union, and thus has been held very 
closely by Kashmiris in the years 
since. It has determined the shape of 
the market in Kashmir, but has been 
decried as discriminatory as well as 
inhibitory to growth in the region. 
The article also included a provision 
wherein Kashmiri residency could 
only be passed down through males; 
that is, the children of Kashmiri 
women who chose not to marry 
Kashmiri men would not be entitled 
to these property rights, which is 
obviously of concern to women’s 
rights activists and discriminatory. In 
an op-ed entitled ‘India is building a 
more prosperous Kashmir’ 
published in the New York Times by 
Indian ambassador to the United 
States, Harsh Vardhan Shringla, he 
not only digs his heels into the 
position taken by the Indian 
government that the changes are 
motivated by a desire to spur 
Kashmir’s economy growth, but also 
accuses Pakistan of having a vested 
interest in ensuring that this does not 
happen.11  
 

https://www.thehindu.com/data/where-
does-jammu-and-kashmir-stand-in-
comparison-to-other-states-in-key-
indicators-of-growth-and-
development/article28855512.ece. 
11 “Opinion | India Is Building a More 
Prosperous Kashmir - The New York 
Times.” Accessed September 26, 2019. 
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/09/19/o
pinion/india-pakistan-kashmir-jammu.html. 

https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2019/08/kashmiris-fighting-lives-pellet-gun-attacks-190808105704499.html
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2019/08/kashmiris-fighting-lives-pellet-gun-attacks-190808105704499.html
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2019/08/kashmiris-fighting-lives-pellet-gun-attacks-190808105704499.html
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2019/08/kashmiris-fighting-lives-pellet-gun-attacks-190808105704499.html
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2019/08/kashmiris-fighting-lives-pellet-gun-attacks-190808105704499.html
https://www.cnn.com/2019/08/08/tech/kashmir-internet-blackout-india-pakistan-intl-hnk/index.html
https://www.cnn.com/2019/08/08/tech/kashmir-internet-blackout-india-pakistan-intl-hnk/index.html
https://www.cnn.com/2019/08/08/tech/kashmir-internet-blackout-india-pakistan-intl-hnk/index.html
https://www.cnn.com/2019/08/08/tech/kashmir-internet-blackout-india-pakistan-intl-hnk/index.html
https://www.cnn.com/2019/08/08/tech/kashmir-internet-blackout-india-pakistan-intl-hnk/index.html
https://news.un.org/en/story/2019/08/1043961
https://news.un.org/en/story/2019/08/1043961
https://news.un.org/en/story/2019/08/1043961
https://news.un.org/en/story/2019/08/1043961
https://www.thehindu.com/data/where-does-jammu-and-kashmir-stand-in-comparison-to-other-states-in-key-indicators-of-growth-and-development/article28855512.ece
https://www.thehindu.com/data/where-does-jammu-and-kashmir-stand-in-comparison-to-other-states-in-key-indicators-of-growth-and-development/article28855512.ece
https://www.thehindu.com/data/where-does-jammu-and-kashmir-stand-in-comparison-to-other-states-in-key-indicators-of-growth-and-development/article28855512.ece
https://www.thehindu.com/data/where-does-jammu-and-kashmir-stand-in-comparison-to-other-states-in-key-indicators-of-growth-and-development/article28855512.ece
https://www.thehindu.com/data/where-does-jammu-and-kashmir-stand-in-comparison-to-other-states-in-key-indicators-of-growth-and-development/article28855512.ece
https://www.thehindu.com/data/where-does-jammu-and-kashmir-stand-in-comparison-to-other-states-in-key-indicators-of-growth-and-development/article28855512.ece
https://www.thehindu.com/data/where-does-jammu-and-kashmir-stand-in-comparison-to-other-states-in-key-indicators-of-growth-and-development/article28855512.ece
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/09/19/opinion/india-pakistan-kashmir-jammu.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/09/19/opinion/india-pakistan-kashmir-jammu.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/09/19/opinion/india-pakistan-kashmir-jammu.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/09/19/opinion/india-pakistan-kashmir-jammu.html
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COUNTRY POLICIES 

India 
 Obviously, India has a major 
stake in this conflict. The current 
administration has staked many 
opinions of its decision and policy 
making powers on this momentous 
and groundbreaking move. Many, 
especially domestic supporters of the 
BJP, have expressed admiration of 
the strong action, especially as such a 
decision on Kashmir has been a part 
of the election manifesto of the BJP 
for many years. 12  Social media has 
been flooded with quickly produced 
‘political pop songs’ eulogising 
Modi’s actions.13 

Pakistan 
 Obviously, in a committee 
discussing Kashmir, the role of 
Pakistan is inextricable. The 
immediate implications of this 
situation unfolding right at the 
Pakistan border affect the state 
deeply. Especially considering claims 
Pakistan has made on Kashmir in the 
past and the loyalties some locals in 
Kashmir have towards Pakistan, 
leadership in Pakistan has been fairly 
vocal against these developments. 
Prime Minister Imran Khan 
published an op-ed, entitled ‘The 
World Can’t Ignore Kashmir. We 
Are All in Danger.’ in the New York 
Times calling for international 
intervention in Kashmir. 14  Drawing 
parallels between the BJP and the 
Nazi regime in Germany, Khan 

 
 
12 Dutt, Barkha. “Opinion | Modi’s 
Kashmir Gamble May Be Good Politics, 
but Peace Should Be the Ultimate Goal.” 
Washington Post, August 5, 2019, sec. Global 
Opinions. 
https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinion
s/2019/08/05/modis-kashmir-gamble-

mentioned the possibility of the 
situation escalating to nuclear 
exchanges. However, he ends the 
article by underlining Pakistan’s 
willingness to exit a “zero sum 
mindset” and enter negotiations to 
end “India’s illegal annexation of 
Kashmir”, a conversation he wished 
Kashmiri stakeholders to be present 
at. Khan has also appealed to the 
international community to intervene 
in the situation, and expressed 
disappointment this had not 
happened as yet. 

United States 
 Interestingly, some observers 
are of the opinion that actions by the 
United States might have set rolling 
the ball of events that caused the 
Kashmir crisis. In July, President 
Donald Trump offered his help in 
the mediation of the issue between 
India and Pakistan, saying he had 
been requested to do the same by 
Indian Prime Minister Narendra 
Modi. “If I can help, I would love to 
be a mediator,” Trump proffered 
whilst hosting Imran Khan at the 
White House. Modi’s spokespeople 
later denied that such a request had 
been made. However, this marked an 
extremely significant shift in U.S. 
policy. Historically, whilst very 
interested in the Kashmir conflict 
especially considering the nuclear 
capabilities of both India and 
Pakistan, the United States 
maintained that it would respect the 
desire of both countries to address 

may-be-good-politics-peace-should-be-
ultimate-goal/. 
13 “India’s ‘Patriotism Pop’ Songs Urge 
Hindus to Claim Kashmir.” The Seattle 
Times, August 21, 2019. 
https://www.seattletimes.com/entertainme
nt/indias-patriotism-pop-songs-celebrate-
settling-in-kashmir/. 

the issue bilaterally, as per the Simla 
Agreement. With these words, 
Trump opened to the international 
community and therefore to this 
committee the possibilities of 
international involvement in the 
mediation of this issue. India’s 
drastic move is seen by many as set 
in motion at least partly by 
considerations of this looming 
involvement. As a committee, the 
U.S. and other nations have 
precedents to set not only for 
Kashmir, but all comparable 
territorial conflicts between 
seemingly intransigent parties. 

China 
 Other nations with special 
involvement and considerations 
include China, who also shares a 
border on the Kashmir side and has 
made claims on disputed territory 
with India in previous wars. 
Currently, China continues to 
exercise administrative control over 
the disputed area in question, Aksai 
Chin. In most accounts of closed 
door discussions of the Kashmir 
issue, it is said that China has offered 
its support to its ally, Pakistan’s 
opinions of the Kashmir issue. Given 
the intentions announced by India to 
soon exercise territorial control over 
Pakistan Occupied Kashmir or 
Azaad Kashmir (depending on 
whom you listen to), this might mean 
China is prepared to take any length 
of action to support its ally in the 
likely upcoming clash. The irony of 

14 “Opinion | Imran Khan: The World 
Can’t Ignore Kashmir. We Are All in 
Danger. - The New York Times.” Accessed 
September 2, 2019. 
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/08/30/o
pinion/imran-khan-kashmir-
pakistan.html?searchResultPosition=9. 

https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/2019/08/05/modis-kashmir-gamble-may-be-good-politics-peace-should-be-ultimate-goal/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/2019/08/05/modis-kashmir-gamble-may-be-good-politics-peace-should-be-ultimate-goal/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/2019/08/05/modis-kashmir-gamble-may-be-good-politics-peace-should-be-ultimate-goal/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/2019/08/05/modis-kashmir-gamble-may-be-good-politics-peace-should-be-ultimate-goal/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/2019/08/05/modis-kashmir-gamble-may-be-good-politics-peace-should-be-ultimate-goal/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/2019/08/05/modis-kashmir-gamble-may-be-good-politics-peace-should-be-ultimate-goal/
https://www.seattletimes.com/entertainment/indias-patriotism-pop-songs-celebrate-settling-in-kashmir/
https://www.seattletimes.com/entertainment/indias-patriotism-pop-songs-celebrate-settling-in-kashmir/
https://www.seattletimes.com/entertainment/indias-patriotism-pop-songs-celebrate-settling-in-kashmir/
https://www.seattletimes.com/entertainment/indias-patriotism-pop-songs-celebrate-settling-in-kashmir/
https://www.seattletimes.com/entertainment/indias-patriotism-pop-songs-celebrate-settling-in-kashmir/
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/08/30/opinion/imran-khan-kashmir-pakistan.html?searchResultPosition=9
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/08/30/opinion/imran-khan-kashmir-pakistan.html?searchResultPosition=9
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/08/30/opinion/imran-khan-kashmir-pakistan.html?searchResultPosition=9
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/08/30/opinion/imran-khan-kashmir-pakistan.html?searchResultPosition=9
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/08/30/opinion/imran-khan-kashmir-pakistan.html?searchResultPosition=9
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the likely opposition to India is 
strong as China is preoccupied with 
protests in Hong Kong, a ‘one 
country, two systems’ promise 
extremely comparable to the 
relationship promised and eroded 
between India and Kashmir.15  
 Other nations follow the broad 
cues of their allies, but it is important 
to note that as the situation in 
Afghanistan between the Taliban, the 
Afghan government, and other 
involved states like the U.S. and 
Pakistan grows more complex, it too 
might begin to affect negotiations 
concerning Kashmir.  
 

QUESTIONS 
• Whom does the Kashmir issue 

concern? Is the initial agreement 
between India and Pakistan to 
discuss the issue bilaterally alone 
to respected by the United 
Nations, or is it time to heed 
Pakistan’s call for international 
involvement and direct 
international oversight to the 
region? What might this look like? 

• How are issues of freedom of 
expression and the human rights 
of the Kashmiri people 
themselves to be observed and 
protected, if there is a need to do 
so? How can the United Nations 
facilitate the aid of the Kashmiri 
people? 

• Is the Indian military responsible 
for human rights violations in 
Kashmir? How can it be brought 
to justice if this is the case? 

• How can the United Nations or 
international community diffuse 
and mediate tensions between 
India, Pakistan, China, as well as 

 
 
15 “India’s New Kashmir Policy Challenges 
Pakistan and China.” East Asia Forum 

other players, especially given the 
looming threat of nuclear 
weapons? 

• What should the future of 
Kashmir look like, and what 
must the international 
community do to bring about 
this future? 

 
 

TOPIC B: Palestinian 
Refugees 

 

 

INTRODUCTION 

 The United Nations Fourth 
Committee, otherwise known as 
SPECPOL, was created with the 
intention of overseeing the 
implications of decolonization; 
however, overtime, its jurisdiction 
has expanded to handle a large 
number of other world issues. Two 
of those are the United Nations 
Relief and Works Agency for 
Palestinian Refugees in the Near East 
and the Special Committee on Israeli 
Practices, thereby making SPECPOL 
uniquely tasked with the mandate of 
mediating what is said to be the 
world’s most intractable conflict.  
 Dating back to the War of 1948 
wherein Israel was founded, one of 
the most important, contentious, and 
vital considerations has been the 
refugee crisis that resulted from the 
forced exodus of over 750,000 
Palestinians, and the resulting reality 
that millions of people are now 
forbidden from returning to their 
ancestral homes. The need for 
resolution of this crisis is only 

(blog), September 25, 2019. 
https://www.eastasiaforum.org/2019/09/2

furthered by the fact that it is still 
continuing, as Palestinians still living 
in occupied territory are 
systematically displaced through 
tactics such as land confiscation, 
home demolition, and the revocation 
of residency rights. As this 
committee is tasked with carefully 
considering what is necessary for 
long lasting stability in the region and 
the assurance that all affected people 
are granted the humanity they 
deserve, delegates are expected to 
treat this topic with the 
thoughtfulness and sensitivity it 
requires while still bringing creative 
and effective solutions to the table.  
 There is often a tendency within 
Model UN and within the broader 
political landscape that the world 
now finds itself in to stray away from 
dealing in the controversial, because 
contentiousness inevitably comes 
with discomfort. But the harsh reality 
that we live in is that meaningful 
change comes out that same 
discomfort, and sometimes the 
hardest things to discuss are the ones 
most in need of conversation. That 
being said, that conversation is only 
ever fruitful if all parties enter it with 
the expectation and promise of 
respect, and this committee holds its 
delegates to no lower standard.  
   

HISTORY OF THE TOPIC  

 Before delving into the intricate 
history that serves as a background 
for the current Palestinian refugee 
crisis, it is important to define what it 
means to be a Palestinian refugee. On 
a global scale, this question is largely 
debated, as there is no definitive 
response. This lack of clarity largely 

5/indias-new-kashmir-policy-challenges-
pakistan-and-china/. 

https://www.eastasiaforum.org/2019/09/25/indias-new-kashmir-policy-challenges-pakistan-and-china/
https://www.eastasiaforum.org/2019/09/25/indias-new-kashmir-policy-challenges-pakistan-and-china/
https://www.eastasiaforum.org/2019/09/25/indias-new-kashmir-policy-challenges-pakistan-and-china/
https://www.eastasiaforum.org/2019/09/25/indias-new-kashmir-policy-challenges-pakistan-and-china/
https://www.eastasiaforum.org/2019/09/25/indias-new-kashmir-policy-challenges-pakistan-and-china/
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rests on the idea that administrative, 
juridical, and political approaches to 
determining a definition all yield 
different results, a confusion which is 
exemplified by the fact that when the 
number of Palestinian refugees was 
first being tracked, the United 
Nations Economic Survey Mission 
recorded that there were 
approximately 720,000 people 
included under the umbrella of a 
Palestinian refugee, whereas the 
United Nations Relief for Palestinian 
Refugees recorded a number closer 
to 950,000 people. As a means of 
simplifying this challenge for the 
United Nations Relief and Works 
Agency for Palestinian Refugees, is 
the 1952 definition which has been 
largely accepted: “a Palestine refugee 
shall mean any person whose normal 
place ofresidence was Palestine 
during the period June 1, 1946 to 
May 15, 1948, andwho lost both 
home and means of livelihood as a 
result of the 1948 conflict.”  That 
being said, this committee would be 
remiss to not consider the 
importance of Palestinian Refugees 
arising not only from the 1948 war 
but also from the Six Day War in 
1987, The Gulf War, and the Syrian 
Refugee Crisis. While not all of these 
people would necessarily meet the 
criteria of being Palestinian refugee 
as accoridng to the UNRWA, their 
struggles and reality as refugees still 
merit the utmost concern and 
consideration of this committee.  
 Between 1947 and 1949, the first 
war of the Israeli Palestinian conflict 
was fought in the territory of 
Palestine, which at the time was 
under the British Mandate. During 
this war, the British Empire 
withdrew their mandate from 
Palestine, which they had held since 
1917, and paved the way for the 

creation of the State of Israel.  
Following the War of 1948, the 
territory on a whole was divided 
between the new state of Israel 
(which controlled 78% of the entire 
territory), the Kingdom of Jordan 
(which was in control of and later 
annexed what is known as the West 
Bank), and Egypt (which at the time 
was in control of the Gaza Strip).  
The conclusion of the war saw not 
only the formation of a new state, but 
also a complete transformation of 
the inhabitants of the area, as 711,000 
Palestinian Arabs were expelled from 
the territory with their homes, 
villages, and cities being completely 
destroyed.  These people largely 
ended up stateless -- some were 
displaced to Palestinian territories 
under the control of Egypt or Jordan, 
but many more remain stateless and 
in refugee camps. 
 While there has been agreement 
about this reality and the rough 
number of people involved, the 
causes for this exodus are still hotly 
debated, as some argue that the 
explusion was part of a premeditated 
plan by Zionist leaders and others 
argue that it was merely a 
consequence of the war. Closer 
analysis reveals that likely there was 
some combination of the two factors 
involved with the exodus -- while 
some Palestinians (mostly those in 
the higher socioeconomic classes) 
made the voluntary decision to flee 
the area as a result of the war 
expecting to return once it was over,  
the majority were forced out.  In fact, 
just between April of 1948 and July 
of 1948, the Israel Defense Forces 
(the IDF) expelled close to 300,000 
Palestinian Arabs from the towns of 
Haifa, Tiberias, Beit-Shean, Safed, 
Jaffa, and Acre, each of which lost 
over 90 percent of their Arab 

inhabitants.  Then again from 
October to November of 1948, the 
IDF launched Operation Yoav, 
wherein over 200,000 Palestinian 
Arabs were expelled over the course 
of nine reported massacres of Arabs 
by IDF soldiers.  Prior to, between, 
and following each of these major 
exoduses, the war saw thousands of 
Palestinian Arabs feeling their homes 
at the hands of the IDF, most of 
whom were never able to return.  
 In the years following the War 
of 1948, tensions between Israel and 
its neighbors had been rising over 
Egypt’s closing of the Straits of Tiran 
to Israeli vessels. In 1956, Israel 
invaded the Sinai Peninsula in Egypt, 
with the objective of forcing them to 
open the Straits of Tiran. This 
conflict was concluded by Israel 
withdrawing from the region with 
the promise that the Straits of Tiran 
would remain open. In May of 1967, 
Egypt announced that the straits 
would be closed to Israeli vessels, 
and mobilized forces on their Israeli 
border, to which Israel responded by 
launching air attacks against Egyptian 
airfields. Their attack caught Egypt 
by surprise, resulting in the 
destruction of the entire Egyptian 
airforce with no Israeli losses, to 
which Egypt called upon Jordan and 
Syria for help.  However, six days 
later, the four nations agreed to a 
ceasefire after Israel had severely 
damaged the Egyptian, Syrian, and 
Jordanian militaries, killed over 
20,000 troops (while losing fewer 
than 1,000), and taken control of the 
Gaza Strip and Sinai Peninsula from 
Egypt, the West Bank from Jordan 
(including East Jerusalem), and the 
Golan Heights from Syria.  Not only 
did the Six Day War show the 
military prowess of the Israel 
Defense Forces, but it also resulted 
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in the displacement of over 300,000 
Palestinian civilians, most of whome 
were forced to flee further into Egypt, 
Jordan, and Syria, without any hope 
of returning to their demolished 
homes.   
 In 1971, this committee 
(SPECPOL) released a United 
Nations report stating: "On the basis 
of the testimony placed before it or 
obtained by it in the course of its 
investigations, the Special 
Committee had been led to conclude 
that the Government of Israel is 
deliberately carrying out policies 
aimed at preventing the population 
of the occupied territories from 
returning to their homes and forcing 
those who are in their homes in the 
occupied territories to leave, either 
by direct means such as deportation 
or indirectly by attempts at 
undermining their morale or through 
the offer of special inducements, all 
with the ultimate object of annexing 
and settling the occupied territories. 
The Special Committee considers the 
acts of the Government of Israel in 
furtherance of these policies to be 
the most serious violation of human 
rights that has come to its attention.”  
The following year, UN 
representatives made a visit to 
Qalqilya, a Palestinian village in the 
West Bank, after which they reported 
that nearly half of the town’s homes 
were demolished. In 1968, the 
United Nations created the Special 
Committee to Investigate Israeli 
Practices Affecting the Human 
Rights of the Palestinian People, 
tasked with investigating settlements 
on Occupied Arab territoris and 
creating yearly General Assemby 
resolutions.   
 Despite the United Nations 
oversight and condemnation, very 
little was done to remedy the refugee 

crisis brought on by the War of 1948 
and the Six Day War, leaving millions 
of Palestinian refugees scattered 
throughout Egypt, Jordan, Syria, and 
various refugee camps. This crisis 
was then only furthered when over 
200,000 Palestinians voluntarily fled 
Kuwait during the Iraqi occupation 
in 1990 , and close to 235,000 
Palestinians were displaced in 2011 
as a part of the Syrian civil war.  
While many of the Palestinians 
fleeing Kuwait were Jordanian 
citizens and able to find refuge in 
Jordan, those fleeing Syria in the civil 
war were placed in separate refugee 
camps and not allowed to enter 
Jordanian cities.   
 Since 1948, the majority of 
Palestinian refugees have been 
settled in refugee camps, and while 
some have been absorbed into 
Jordanian society or the Palestinian 
territories, the self declared State of 
Palestine is not able to absorb any of 
the refugees due to its lack of 
sovereignty over its claimed 
territories.  
 Since 1948, there have been 
several attempts to alleviate the 
suffering of the Palestinian refugees. 
In 1949, at the Lausanne Conference, 
Israel offered to allow 100,000 
refugees to return to the state, 
though not necessarily to their 
homes, under the promise that Israel 
could retain the territory it had 
captured and that the Arab states 
would absorbed the other 650,000 
refugees, a proposal that the Arab 
nations quickly refused.  At the 2000 
Camp David summit 51 years later, 
Israel offered to compensate the 
Palestinian refugees from 1948 (most 
of whom were no longer alive) for 
their property loss, allow 100,000 
refugees to return, under the promise 
that Palestine would forever abandon 

the idea of a Palestinian right to 
return and that the remaining 
refugees would be resettled in their 
present place of residence with Israel 
contributing $30 billion to help with 
the resettlement process.  Yasser 
Arafat, then Chairman of the PLO, 
refused the offer, which eventually 
lead to the summit’s failure. In 2003, 
when the United States, European 
Union, Russia, and the United 
Nations proposed a plan to resolve 
the ISraeli-Palestinian conflict, Israel 
stated that any establishment of a 
Palestinian state was contingent 
upon the abandonment for the right 
of return.   
 

CURRENT SITUATION 

 As of January of 2015, there are 
over 5 million registered Palestinian 
refugees scattered throughout Jordan, 
the Gaza Strip, the West Bank, Syria, 
Lebanon, Saudi Arabia, and Iraq 
according to the UNRWA.   
 In the Gaza Strip, there are eight 
UNRWA refugee camps that contain 
a total of 560,964 Palestinian 
refugees. In the West Bank, there are 
19 UNRWA refugee camps with a 
total of 228,560 people.  Both 
territories do house refugees living 
outside of the camps, and both have 
almost half as many refugees as their 
total populations. Jordan has taken 
active steps to absorb the Palestinian 
refugees living in the nation, and as 
of January 2015, only 385,418 out of 
over 2 million total Palestinian 
refugees live in ten refugee camps. 
According to the UNRWA, all by 
167,000 Palestinian refugees in 
Jordan have access to full citizenship 
and with that government services 
including education and healthcare. 
Between 1988 and 2012, Jordan did 
go through periods of reovking 
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citizenship to Palestinian people, 
ultimately affecting over 40,000 
Palestinians; however, in 2012, the 
Jordanian government pledged that it 
would stop revoking the citizenship 
of Palestinians, and restored 
citizenship to thousands of people.   
 As of January 2015, over there 
were 450,000 Palestinian refugees 
living in Lebanon.  Unlike in Jordan, 
Lebanon has been very slow to 
recognize Palestinians as members of 
their society, so much so that in 2007, 
Amnesty International described the 
Palestinian livelihood in Lebanon as 
being in “appalling social and 
economic condition.”  A large reason 
for this was that prior to 2005, 
Palestinians were unable to work in 
many professions, a law which was 
not changed until 2010 when 
Palestinians were finally granted the 
same rights to work as other 
foreigners in the country.  In Syria, as 
of January 2015, there were over 
500,000 registered Palestinian 
refugees living in 90 UNRWA 
refugee camps. However, the Syrian 
civil war has resulted in hundreds of 
thousands of Palestinian reguess 
fleeing to Europe and other Arab 
countires, making it hard to 
adequately determine the number of 
refugees remaining in the country.  
Saudi Arabia is home to an estimated 
240,000 Plaestinian refugees; 
however, they are not allowed to 
hold or apply for Saudi citizenship, 
largely due to an Arab League policy 
forbidding Arab nations from 
offering Palestinians citizenship, in 
an effort to preserve their claim to 
their homeland.  Lastly, Iraq was 
home to 34,000 Palestinian refugees 
prior to the Iraq War; however, 
following the war, the majority fled 
to Jordan and Syria, or were killed, 
making it hard to determine the 

number that continue to reside in the 
nation.   
 Furthermore, the conditions of 
the refugee camps that have become 
home to millions of Palestinian 
refugees are often unlivable and 
unsafe. According to the UNRWA, 
“these camps have transformed from 
temporary 'tent cities' into hyper-
congested masses of multi-storey 
buildings with narrow alleys, 
characterized by high concentrations 
of poverty and extreme 
overcrowding. The camps are 
considered to be among the densest 
urban environments in the world, but 
because camp structures were built 
for temporary use, over the decades 
the buildings have become 
overcrowded, critically substandard 
and in many cases life-threatening.”  
Created as a temporary solution, 
Palestinians have been forced to live 
in these camps for decades, to the 
point where the conditions are so 
bad, the camps themselves are a 
threat to the livelihood of their 
inhabitants. 
 Given the diaspora of 
Palestinian refugees scattered 
throughout the Arab world and the 
urgent need for change given their 
living conditions, one of the most 
important debates about the topic 
currently revolves around whether or 
not Palestinians have a right to return. 
The Palestinian Right to Return 
theory is “a poltical position that 
argues that Palestinian refugees (both 
those expelled and their decendents) 
have a right to to return to their 
native land and a right to the prperty 
they themselves or their forebears 
left behind or were forced to leave in 
what is now Israel and the Palestinian 
territories as a result of the War of 
1948, and the 1967 Six Day War.”  In 
recent years, this issue has become 

increasingly debated as the 
Palestinian people, most Arab states, 
and others believe strongly in the 
Right to Return, while Israel and its 
supporters vehemently oppose the 
principle. In order to begin to 
formulate possible solutions to the 
Palestinian refugee crisis, it is of the 
utmost important that one can 
understand the logic behind both 
persepctives’ opinion on the Right to 
Return.  
 Supporters of the Palestinian 
Right to Return largely base their 
arguments on four principles: the 
Delcaration of Human Rights rights, 
the Geneva Conventions of 1949, 
the UN General Assembly 
Resolution 3236, and the UN 
Resolution 242. More specifically, 
they cite article 13 of the UN 
Declaration of Human Rights which 
reads that “everyone has the right to 
leave any country, including his own, 
and to return to his country.”  Quite 
simply, proponents of the right to 
return argue that Israel is the home 
country of the Palestinian refugees, 
and therefore depriving them of their 
ability to return is a deprivation of 
their human rights. Furthermore, the 
United Nations General Assembly 
Resolution 3236 “reaffirms also the 
inalienable right of the Palestinian 
refugees to return to their homes and 
property from which they have been 
displaced na uprooted, and calls for 
their return.”  Core to all of their 
arguments it the belief that the 
creation of the State of Israel resulted 
in violations of human rights law 
insofar as the resulting 
denationalization of Palestinians, and 
as such, those Palestinians and their 
descendants have a right to return to 
their places or origin. Such opinions 
are also reinforced by the fact that 
majority of Palestinian refugees were 
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forcibly expelled by Jewish militant 
groups, thereby laying the onus on 
Israel to repair the damages done to 
the millions affected by their human 
rights violations.  
 Objectors to the idea of the right 
to return largely base their opinion 
on the fact that there is no real 
mechanism through which the 
international community can 
demand repatriation of refugees and 
their descendants.  Many cite the fact 
that there is no binding resolutions or 
legislation between Israel and the 
Palestinians that require Israel to 
comply with the right to return 
demand. Insofar as why the state of 
Israel is so opposed to the idea, it 
largely rests on the fact that a 
Palestinian right of return would 
leave Jews a minority in Israel, which 
they would contend is meant to be a 
Jewish state. Furthermore, many 
objectors believe that Israel is not to 
blame for the 1948 Palestinian 
exodus, claiming that the crisis was 
instigated by invading Arab armies 
who ordered Palestinians to evacuate.  
While this claim is largely disputed 
amongst the international 
community, it is the stance taken by 
the Israeli government, and one that 
they have used to avoid taking any 
accountability for the Palestinian 
refugee crisis. Lastly, many critics of 
the right of return argue that there is 
no international precedent for the 
concept, citing the fact that between 
1945 and 1956 between 758,000 and 
866,000 Jews were expelled, fled, or 
emigrated from the Arab Middle 
East and North Africa, and were 
never compensated or allowed to 
return, thereby setting international 
precedent against the right of return 
in principle.  
 Today, much of the debate 
surrounding peace talks and 

resolution to the Israeli Palestinian 
conflict comes back to the question 
of Palestinian refugees, as the 
majority of Palestinians consider that 
their homeland was lost during the 
war of 1948 and believe that the right 
of return is vital to any peace 
agreement, whereas the majority of 
Israeli jews oppose a right of return, 
under the grounds that it would 
transform Israel into an Arab Muslim 
state. Much of Israel’s objection 
comes from the right political parties 
in the country, whereas the left is 
much more willing to compromise, 
even if they don’t feel as though 
complete repatriation is a tenable 
solution. However, compromise has 
been notoriously difficult as the Arab 
League has not only refused any 
compromises offered, but also 
barred all Arab nations from offering 
citizenship to Palestinian refugees so 
as "to avoid dissolution of their 
identity and protect their right to 
return to their homeland.”  
Essentially, in this gridlock wherein 
the Arab League has refused to 
accept anything less than full right of 
return and Israel has gone so far so 
state that any establishment of a 
Palestinian state was contingent 
upon waiving the right to return, 
peace talks have often halted at this 
discussion, which ultimately just 
leaves the Palestinian refugees 
stateless and the international 
community no closer to resolving the 
conflict at large.  
 Beyond the debate concerning 
the right of return, the issue of the 
Palestinian refugee crisis has become 
more poignant in recent years, as 
Israel has continued a policy of 
systemic forced dispalcement of 
Palestinians.  This practice is largely 
done through home demolition, and 
only worsens the condition of the 

refugee crisis. While Israel has come 
under fire from the United Nations 
and the global community for this 
practice, they have largely refused to 
stop such practices which have been 
described as cruel and discriminatory. 
Even as of July of 2019, Amnesty 
International published a report 
stating: “Israel has attempted to 
justify these demolitions under the 
guise of security by claiming the 
homes are too close to the wall/fence, 
but this does not stand up to scrutiny. 
The truth is that for decades Israel’s 
authorities have taken arbitrary and 
disproportionate measures in the 
name of security to expand their 
control over Palestinian land and 
push Palestinians out of areas they 
consider strategic, forcibly displacing 
entire communities and unlawfully 
destroying tens of thousands of 
homes.”  While such displacements 
are widely regarded as being a 
separate issue fron the Palestinian 
refugee crisis started by the War of 
1948, Israel’s practices are directly 
relevant to bettering the conditions 
and futures for all Palestinian 
refugees, and any comprehensive 
solution must take them into account. 
 

COUNTRY POLICIES 

 The issue of the Palestinian 
refugee crisis is obviously most 
prevalent within Israel and the 
Middle East; however, given the 
stakes and global involvement in the 
conflict as a whole, resolution to the 
Palestinian refugee crisis is of the 
utmost importance to the 
international community. That being 
said, it is important to consider and 
recognize the major themes in 
country policy that have come into 
play over recent years when 
considering how the global 
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community can work together on 
this issue.  
 Israel’s position on the 
Palestinian refugees has remained 
quite consistent and clear throughout 
the years. The nation takes no 
responsibility for the creation of the 
diaspora, and actively refuses to 
entertain the notion of a Palestinian 
right of return. While Israel has 
offered compromises in the past, 
they have all been contingent upon 
the majority of refugees being 
absorbed by Arab nations, and the 
concept of a right to return being 
abandoned altogether. Likewise, 
Palestine and the Arab Nations have 
also been very consistent and clear 
on their policy that the right of return 
is of the utmost importance to the 
Palestinian refugees and must be 
honored by Israel.  
 Internationally, the United 
States and the United Kingdom have 
generally supported Israel and its 
convictions. Other nations, such as 
Russia have actually taken active 
steps to alleviate the suffering of 
Palestinian refugees by offering 
monetary aid, but have not taken a 
firm stance on the idea of right of 
return or the resolution of the 
refugee crisis as a whole. Generally, 
the consensus is that some 
compromise will have to be struck 
between Israel, Palestine, and the 
Arab Nations that mediates the 
origin of the conflict, alleviates the 
suffering of Palestinian refugees, 
while still preserving the Jewish state.  
 
 
 

QUESTIONS TO BE 

CONSIDERED 

• What are the factors that led to 
the creation of this problem, and 

how can they be avoided in the 
future?  

• How can the international 
community hold relevant actors 
accountable for their past actions 
and the damages caused by those 
actions?  

• How can the international 
community navigate the question 
of a Palestinian right to return in 
a resolution?  

• What steps need to be taken to 
ensure that the Palestinian 
refugee crisis is not perpetuated?  

• What can be done to alleviate the 
suffering of Palestinian refugees, 
better their living conditions, and 
provide them with a path out of 
statelessness?   
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