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1. On 6 February 1998 Secretary-Ceneral Kofi Annan stated, before

the Committee on the Situation with Regard to the Inplementation of the

Decl arati on on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples,
that the right to self-determ nati on has been established as the right of
peopl es to choose to be independent, to be associated with another State, or
to integrate with another State. Therefore, there was no formula which should
be i mposed. The Secretary-General also pointed out the goal of eradicating
colonialismby the year 2000.

2. I nternational Educational Devel opnent is acutely aware that the failure
to choose freely is at the core of many of the current armed conflicts. |If

t he goal of achieving the end of colonialismby the year 2000 is to be net,
the international conmunity must begin a rigorous and objective revi ew of
these conflicts and take decisive action. In our annual report, Arnmed
Conflict in the World Today: A Country by Country Review, viable
self-determnation clainms are a key factor in 17 of the 34 major wars: Aceh,
Areni a/ Azer bai j an, Bosnia and Herzegovi na, Bougainville, Chechnya, Cyprus,
East Tinor, Georgia, the Israeli Occupied Territories and southern Lebanon
Kashm r, the Ml uccas, Myanmar, Sri Lanka, Tibet, Turkey and Western Sahara.

3. While all these situations require the nost serious attention of the

i nternational comunity, we set out two of them here because they are
especially troubl esone due to their long duration and in |ight of

United Nations affirmation of the right to self-determ nation for the peoples
in question: Kashmr and the Ml uccas.

Kashm r

4, Because of the crisis situation between India and the newmy forned

Paki stan arising fromlndia's mlitary seizure of Kashmr in 1947, in 1948 the
United Nations Security Council formed the Commission for India and Paki stan
(Security Council resolution 39 (1948) of 20 January 1948). That Comm ssion
determined that the Kashmiri people should determine their own future rule as
part of a three-part Peace Plan also involving a ceasefire and a truce with a
bal anced military withdrawal. The ceasefire took effect on 1 January 1949 and
the United Nations Mlitary Qbserver Goup in India and Paki stan (UNM3d P) was
establ i shed and continues today. The Security Council repeatedly upheld the
right of the Kashmiri people to determine their future through a plebiscite,
and also affirmed in nost strong terns that unilateral acts of India to
determ ne the future of Jammu and Kashmir would not constitute a determ nation
of the Kashmri people which could only be “expressed through the denocratic
met hod of a free and inpartial plebiscite conducted under the auspices of the
United Nations (Security Council resolution 122 (1957) of 24 January 1957,
second preamnbul ar paragraph (enphasis added)). This plebiscite has not been
hel d and, accordingly, the status of Kashmir is unresolved.

5. Since 1949 India and Paki stan have gone to war several tines, with the
unresol ved Kashmr question a factor in each war. The 1972 Siml a Agreenent,
endi ng one of these wars, contains a pronise made by each side to establish

a process leading to the “final settlenment of Jammu and Kashmir” (The Sim a
Agreenment, 2 July 1972 (India/Pakistan)). That process has not occurred;

tal ks taking place during 1997 were suspended with no apparent progress. Both
countries continue to exchange gunfire over the “line of control” established
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by UNME P and formi ng an unofficial border between |ndian-occupied Janmu

and Kashmr and Azad Kashmir on the Pakistani side. For exanple, in

Novenber 1997, scores of civilians were killed in a series of clashes over the
border. Firing also occurred in February 1998. Both countries are consi dered
to have the capacity to use nucl ear weaponry.

6. The Kashm ri people have resisted Indian occupancy throughout the period
since 1947. However, since 1990, the resistance has been especially acute in
light of neasures by successive Indian Governments to suppress Kashmri
aspirations for the plebiscite and self-determination. 1In the course of its
long mlitary occupancy, the Indian forces have abducted and killed, tortured
or raped thousands of Kashmris. Current estimates indicate that as nmany as
50, 000 Kashmiris have lost their lives to the Indian arned forces since 1990.
Qur organi zati on and many ot hers have docunmented an appalling |ist of war
crinmes and gross violations of human rights in Jammu and Kashmir. At present

time, the econony of Kashmir is at a standstill, psychiatric clinics and
hospitals are filled with the bereaved and traumati zed, and the Indian forces
nunber about 600, 000. Indian society nust be increasingly aware of the huge

cost to India to try to subdue a people intent on exercising its right to
sel f-determ nati on.

7. Foll owi ng a series of elections in February/March 1998, it is clear that
the Kashmiri people will have nothing to do with Indian-engineered el ections
as a substitute for the promi sed United Nations-adm nistered plebiscite.

Al ready having rejected Chief Mnister Farooq Abdul | ah because he has been

vi ewed as a puppet of India, the Kashmiri people lean on the Al Parties
Hurriyet (Freedom Conference, an unmbrella group of many parties and

organi zati ons advocating essentially the same programme as the

Security Council mandated in 1949. Today, even Farooq Abdul | ah cl ains that

if the recent elections lead to abrogation of article 370 of the Indian
Constitution (granting Kashmr “special status”) “they will face a revolt, and
the first man who is going to revolt will be Farooq Abdullah.” (“India
Kashm r chief warns of revolt over autonomy”, Reuters, 11 February 1998).

8. There have been sone diplomatic overtures between |India and Paki stan

i ncluding the now aborted series of talks in 1997, which included resol ution
of the Kashmir question promnently on the agenda. Also in 1997, the

United States urged India to ease its nilitary presence in Kashmr and even
offered to nediate - an offer rejected by India. Qur organization appl auds
any initiative to resolve the situation, but nust remnd the internationa
comunity that the ultimate responsibility for resolution of the Kashmr
question lies with it. The United Nations Security Council set out a plan for
the exercise of the will of the Kashmiri people and the United Nations; the
Commi ssion on Human Rights and its constituent Governnments shoul d insist that

this plan be carried out. In this sense, the situation is not a “bilatera
concern” as India is fond of saying. W can hardly ask the Kashmiri people to
abandon their claimto self-determ nation sinply because the political will is

not strong enough in the rest of the international comunity.

The Mol uccas

9. Smal ler, less well known, yet also unresolved for nearly the sane period
is the status of the Mdluccas. For centuries independent, the Ml uccas were
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part of the territory occupied by the Netherlands as part of the Netherl ands
East Indies. Upon the dissolution of this territory, the Netherlands, the
United Nations and what was then to be the United States of Indonesia signed
the Round Tabl e Conference Agreenments (1949) follow ng extensive action of
the Security Council Committee of Good O fices on the Indonesian Question
(1947-1949). As a guarantee of the right to self-determ nation, the conponent
parts of the former Netherlands colonies were to be given the right to
exercise an option to “opt out” if they did not wish to join with

predom nantly Javanese I ndonesia. The Security Council's Committee of Good
O fices was replaced by the Commission for |Indonesia which was to oversee the
Conf erence Agreenents.

10. The Ml uccan people decided to “opt out” and in 1950 decl ared the
Republ i k Mal uku Sel atan (Republic of South Mdluccas). |In violation of the
Round Tabl e Conference Agreenents, the newy declared Republic of I|ndonesia

i nvaded the Mol uccas, and by Decenber 1950 the Mol uccan forces retreated to
Ceram The United Nations Conmmi ssion apparently |acked the will to enforce
its own agreenents, partially evidenced by the fact that many of the docunents
of the Conmission are still held under secrecy status and unavailable to
researchers.

11. The situation has festered until today. In 1966, Mol uccan | eader

Chris Sounokil was captured and sunmarily executed by I ndonesian forces. The
Mol uccan armed forces were sent to the Netherlands by the Netherlands mlitary
forces (they were ostensibly considered part of the Netherlands mlitary
forces) where they forned the basis for the large Ml uccan comunity in

that country and where nmany receive no pensions for their many years in

the Netherlands armed forces. |In the Ml uccas, the Indonesian authorities
have begun progranmes all too fam liar as an anti-self-determ nation strategy:
Javanese col oni zers have been sent in large nunbers, diluting or “ethnically
cl eansing” the Ml uccans fromtheir own country. In 1997 there were increased
cl ashes between the still-functioning Ml uccan resistance forces and the
Javanese army, and the Ml uccan peopl e have forned provisional governments.

12. As in the Kashmr situation, it is illegal and clearly unproductive
to fail to resolve the crisis in the Mdluccas in full accordance with the
principle of self-determ nation. International Educational Devel opnent urges

the Commi ssion to adopt a resolution calling on |Indonesia to abide by the
Round Tabl e Conference Agreenents and grant the people of the Ml uccas the
right to deternmine their own political future in accordance with their
national wll.



