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Abstract 

Since the Independence and violent partition of two South Asian Countries India and 

Pakistan in 1947, relations between these countries have been conflict and peace resolution 

also very risky political standoff in global context in general and in South Asia particular. 

The Central objective of this paper is to discuss about the relations between India and 

Pakistan since the formation of both countries. This chapter highlited major studies 

confidence –building measures between Indo-Pak relationships and treaty of Indus water 

and the Kutch Rann agreement. Indo-Pak hostility is the outcome of social, economic, 

political and cultural factors deeply rooted in history, Kashmir conflict the land, treaty of 

water, Air space, Chemical weapons and nuclear installations also this paper is an attempt 

to touch various issues especially CBM/Summit between these two nations including the 

understanding of changing nature of their relations for many years while would contribute 

to the transitory nature of their dynamic relations. Confidence building measures most 

importance studies in relation between India and Pakistan. 

Key words: Co-operation, Conflicts, Relationship and Summit. 

Introduction: 

 This chapter provides a theoretical and historical view of certainty and security 

improvement measures between India and Pakistan to provide a framework for assessing 

the potential for moderating conflicts between the two nations. It analyzes conflict sites 

such as Kashmir and the Siachen Glacier, as well as analyzing nuclear proliferation and 

evaluating measures taken so far both in arms control processes and in political 

negotiations. 

 Efforts to normalize relations between India, moreover, Pakistan have been ongoing 

since its inception. In any case, their efforts were unsuccessful, and the region experienced 

the horrors of war three times. After conducting their nuclear tests on 11 and 13 May and 28 
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and 30 May 1998, respectively, India and Pakistan became pronounced nuclear powers. 

Currently South Asia risks being the scene of nuclear a war. It is necessary that the enemy 

nations of the South Asian conflict continue the process of normalization. However, the 

problem with South Asia is that both nations India, in addition, Pakistan have not had the 

opportunity to build trust between them. Because of the lack of its own will, the world has 

not seen any progress during the time spent arguing between India and Pakistan. Peace is a 

serious problem that requires the pioneers and the masses of both nations to reverse the 

descent that has portrayed India-Pakistan relations. 

 The reasons that caused clashes or made a dispute as a circumstance incorporate 

different ideologies and religions, partition processes and images and observations. The 

arrival of Islam and its ability to challenge the restrictive infrastructure of Hinduism in the 

Indian subcontinent left a deep panic among devout Hindus. Hinduism's inability to 

dominate Islam has solidified the mindset of Hindus. The mentality of Islam and Hinduism 

towards the universe, God and man were extraordinary. As a result, supporters of both 

religions remained in reverse positions of thought. They have disparate beliefs despite 

living side by side for more than 1,000 years. 

 The struggle in South Asia arose due to the poorly organized and hasty British 

withdrawal from the subcontinent. During the most recent long stretches of the British 

standard, It seems that its" gap and rule "strategies have diminished to" separation and run. 

The Kashmir problem arose because of this. Several problems are considered the tradition 

of the segment process. 

 These include the issue of water, the division of military and financial resources, 

issues of property of evacuees, the restoration of the excluded and the extension of princely 

states. These issues have contributed greatly to the environment loaded effectively. 

Misperceptions and perceptions, as well as mental self-vision and the image of opponents 

often affect leaders and strategists. The same is the situation with South Asia. A direct look 

at the leadership of South Asia makes it clear that India is much larger in terms of 

population, domains, goods and military rank. Even so, Indian methodology depended on 

intimidation and authority. Because of India's authorized plans, especially its smart 

strategies in Kashmir, Pakistani strategists have begun to meet the needs of the National 

Guard. As a result, Pakistan joined the multilateral coalitions of the Cold War Guard. He 

also signed a shared custody assistance agreement with the United States. India saw it as a 

risky interest in the balance of power characteristic of South Asia. This distinction in the 

impression of each other's points clarifies the strength of the resulting arms contest and 

generally hostile approaches. The media and local turns of events helped in the arrangement 

of discernments and erroneous perceptions, as well as images of themselves and the enemy. 

 The sharp contrasts in the province of Jammu and Kashmir are the fundamental 

obstacle to sincere relations between India and Pakistan. The nations fought twice over 

Kashmir and once over what is now Bangladesh. In 1986-87 and 1989-90, military 

practices near the outskirts of Rajasthan-Sindh caused a deepening of discord between India 

and Pakistan. Once again, in 1999, the capture by the mujahideen of some deliberately 

important mountains in the Kargil sector made it a circumstance of war. India and Pakistan 
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sent soldiers to the margins of their ranks after the assault on the work of the Indian 

Parliament on 13 December 2001. India and Pakistan were on the brink of battle for all 

several times due to an intense degree of tension. India and Pakistan have arranged several 

agreements due to the acceleration of protests, to dodge Wars. The vast majority of these 

agreements can be referred to as Confidence-Building Measures (CBM). Any activity, 

advance, measure, Plan, Vision, arrangement or agreement that creates certainty between 

enemies could be deciphered as a CBM. 

What is CBM? 

 The term Confidence Building Measures (CBM) covers a huge network ranging from 

a basic unwritten understanding between the two enemies to an agreement. However, to be 

more explicit, it tends to be characterized as “a respective or multilateral measure that 

improves certainty disrupts the problematic flow to open threats, decreases pressures, and 

pushes enemies to connect for transactions without loading an excess of usable deal 

activity."(Prevez, 1999)  

 Confidence-building measures are seen as a first step in demonstrating the will for a 

peace process. CBMs are of three-phase. 

Step one: conflict prevention: 

 The first step towards confidence-building measures is conflict prevention. Political 

will combined with discreet confidence-building capital measures is essential to this end. 

(Michal, 1995 ) In the area of significant pressure, for example in the Middle East and 

South Asia, national leaders have adopted useful measures despite their reluctance to 

identify the main contrasts. These underlying advances, similar to the foundation of hotlines 

between Indian and Pakistani sector commanders along the line of control in Kashmir, 

cannot address major political and regional disputes. Either way, if precursors steps help 

prevent an emergency, they can still be of enormous value. 

Step two: Confidence Building:  

 The trust-building phase is more problematic than the conflict phase evasion. 

Estimates of avoiding conflicts take political will, but not to a large extent, because 

avoiding clairvoyant wants to avoid unnecessary wars. The confidence-building phase 

needs more political capital and a more serious level of responsibility, as this phase must be 

created from the underlying phase of conflict avoidance. A small mistake can break the 

progress of trust building. The presence of deep grievances or unresolved fundamental 

problems makes this step more problematic and the states included must demand more 

political capital. 

 The Indo-Pak conflict is caught here in war and harmony anticipating public 

pioneers, who will be willing and able to take politically risky initiatives towards 

compromise. Regardless of the presence of the core components of confidence-building 

measures, measures aimed at achieving the goals for moving forward on the core issues 

have been taken hostage. The advance stage of conflict prevention in Building trust is 

difficult in South Asia. The non-appearance of a functional arrangement of the channel is an 
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important factor in the disintegration of the condition. The dynamic organizational channel 

is important in responding to Pakistan's complaints about the state of Kashmir and India's 

complaints about Pakistan's assistance to separatist groups. 

Phase Three: strengthening peace: 

 At this point, public pioneers are doing their best to strengthen harmony using 

Confidence Building Measures (CBM). They organize a sensitive harmony during the stay 

away from the war. This step requires the establishment of expansive institutions, which 

should make irreversible positive progress as might be expected under the circumstances. 

The creation of exchange institutions and the basis for the progress of Social Professions 

can be useful in this regard. There are many safety-related CBMs that can also be used 

conveniently. Measures to strengthen harmony can remind imperatives for the size and area 

of military activities. Finally, it would prepare to reduce military consumption. 

 Most of the measures of confidence building, finalized between India and Pakistan 

are the consequences of the wars of 1947-48, 1965 and 1971, as well as periods of high 

pressure related to the military activities of 1986-87 and 1989-90, the period after the 

nuclear explosion, as well as the shipment of military after Some of these measures of 

strengthening of trust have been closed to the activities of the superpowers and some have 

been delayed by the; Unknown discussions took place in March 1997 at Secretary level, 

after a three-year hiatus between January 1994 and March 1997. 

Taking a look at the example of South Asia, "nuclear South Asia is a reality today, while 

India and Pakistan conducted their nuclear weapons tests in May 1998, jokes, mainly 

outside the Indian subcontinent, about atomic security, moreover, stability awaited 

tremendous energy" (Mishra, 2005). 

 Confidence-building measures can be of various types; they can be military, 

conciliatory, social or political. Of these, military and Strategic are the most used from time 

to time to build trust between the combat parties. Confidence-building measures are 

designed to change the wrong perception of the parties ' thought processes and eliminate the 

wrong perception of military strategies that could incite war. For political and strategic 

relations, confidence-building measures can change the views of the parties on their 

security requirements and even promote shared security needs. 

 Military commanders who warn of imminent military activities can use direct 

telephone links between them as confidence-building measures. These hotlines can be an 

important source of struggle or emergency. This type of correspondence promotes frankness 

and trust between opponents. Such kind of pacts engable the governemtns to go for cultural 

and other kinds of confidence building measures which include visits of delegations and 

intellectuals, etc. (Ibid). 

Why CBM between Pakistan and India? 

 From the very beginning, Pakistan and India have been wary of each other. The two 

have seen tensions, clashes and even battles between them. The most ideal alternative to 
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compromise for both is to go for CBM and address the various limitations and difficulties in 

the CBM method US Deputy National Security Adviser Robert Gates, during his June 1990 

tour of the region, is believed to have suggested that India and Pakistan attempt confidence-

building measures that would inadvertently diminish antagonism and the chances of war 

(Gunguly 1996).  In fact, even before Robert Gates ' visit, CBMs were on the plane from 

India and Pakistan. A direct line has been established between the foreign ministers of the 

two nations. This emergency line helped in the circumstances in which India celebrated its 

greatest moment of military exercise harmony, known as the Brasstack emergency of 

1987(ibid. 13). It is in light of the legitimate concern that India and Pakistan receive 

political activity and some mechanical system to reduce the chances of insecurity in 

emergency situations. Along with providing data, i.e. presumably to address concern, 

pleasurable efforts can also become confidence-building measures (Dittmer, 2005) With 

regard to the regulation of the process of confidence-building measures, it is necessary to 

penetrate the vital essential attention in individuals regarding the adequacy, work and 

significance of the idea of confidence-building measures. People in general in South Asia 

seem to be oblivious, and indeed even policymakers seem to doubt the vision of 

confidence-building measures because this idea has not been examined by experts (Ahmer, 

2001) 

 In the absence of a process of political engagement in this tense area, the role of 

confidence-building measures is normally important in maintaining harmony and 

controlling the fight against weapons by preventing the use of weapons of mass demolition 

(Krepon, 1999). Confidence - building measures between Pakistan and India are currently 

implemented at three levels, namely runway I (Official level), runway II (unofficial level) 

and runway III (global level). The term "contact cricket" became well known during the 

1980s when General Zia made an unexpected visit to India, apparently to watch a cricket 

match between India and Pakistan. In both cases, it was a smart discretionary decision to 

calm the growing urgency. Musharraf also enjoyed that "cricket diplomacy" when he 

traveled to India to watch the India-Pakistan cricket match. This model has been named as 

an extremely important breakthrough in South Asia. In this context of harmony through the 

process of confidence-building measures, both countries expressed their readiness and 

confidence to move forward. 

 At all times, relations between India and Pakistan have improved, desires excite that 

their competition can break into a more pleasant relationship (Kamath, 2005). India and 

Pakistan should embark on a promising process to identify long-standing political debates 

and establish lasting harmony through collaboration from various perspectives. The two 

nations are not isolated artists, free from each other locally and globally. Harmony, security 

and progress in South Asia depend on the progress and nature of Pakistan-India relations. It 

would not be an exaggeration to say that security, harmony and progress on the planet 

everywhere are inseparably linked to local harmony. In fact, the United States also needs a 

stable and peaceful South Asia for its security, moreover, its long-term interests. 

Subsequently, the elements in South Asia cannot, at this point, be ignored, and the United 

States currently cannot bear the cost of the lack of interest for the nature, which is shown 

after the war in Afghanistan. It was this apathy that made the place a safe haven for Al 
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Qaeda, with terrible consequences for the security of the United States. Thus, South Asia is 

a region of indispensable importance for both the United States and global harmony. 

 Another factor is the decline and inconsistency of OPEC countries ' oil and gas 

activities in the Middle East, which has led the United States and the West to continue to 

seek optional energy resources. This option may be ideal given by Central Asian states. To 

meet its developing energy needs, the United States must gain significant political influence 

in this area. A major competitor to American interests in the region is China, which the 

United States considers a greater danger to its inclinations in Asia. Thus, the United States 

needs to verify the impact on China's development on the spot, and one approach to doing 

so is to show its responsibility and ability to ensure cozy relations between India and 

Pakistan. For risk reduction, there must also be an implicit understanding, regarding 

maintaining a strategic distance from the provocative explanations of people occupying 

extraordinarily important government workplaces during an emergency (Rajain, 2005). 

 However, it should be explained that on some issues there are extraordinary views of 

Pakistan and India on non-military measures to strengthen confidence. While India thinks 

about the priority of Trade, social and logical exchanges over military CBMs, Pakistan once 

again offers the need for the objective of the Kashmir dispute, calling it the "central 

problem" to be solved in accordance with the 1948 United Nations goals (Khan, 2003). 

 

Assessment of confidence-building measures between India and Pakistan: 

 The historical context of South Asian confidence-building measures in India and 

Pakistan has not been extremely joyful or great. The process, in general, was rather delayed 

due to a disturbing political world on both sides. In any case, it should be remembered that 

the activities carried out by NGOs (non-governmental organizations) continue to be 

empowering. This shows a hidden desire of people in both countries to progress, cooperate 

and cooperate. Many efforts have been made in the past to build trust between the military 

and politicians. Despite this, interstate clashes have occurred, often linked to internal unrest 

and aggravation. 

 Trust building is no new Wonder in India-Pakistan relations. Despite the tradition of 

partition that brings back unpleasant memories, uncertain debates, moreover, a past full of 

three large-scale wars and many neighboring wars, India and Pakistan have figured out how 

to consent to some respective civil and military agreements, aimed at producing certainty 

and easing tensions (Cheema, 1999). 

The following is a list of the main agreements between the two nations: 

The Karachi Agreement: 

 The 1949 Karachi agreement, establishing an 800-mile ceasefire line (CFL), 

committed the soldiers to maintain a 500-yard separation from the line. Similarly, the 

provision aimed to freeze power levels around the CFL. After the 1965 and 1971 wars, the 

CFL was restored, but with some changes. 

http://www.jetir.org/


© 2021 JETIR November 2021, Volume 8, Issue 11                                                       www.jetir.org (ISSN-2349-5162) 

JETIR2111124 Journal of Emerging Technologies and Innovative Research (JETIR) www.jetir.org b186 
 

Treaty on the waters of the Indus: 

 Through the Indus Water Treaty of 1960, accelerated by the World Bank, India and 

Pakistan solved their long-standing asset transfer problem caused by the partition of India 

and Pakistan. The Indus Water Treaty divided the six extraordinary rivers of Punjab 

between the two nations. According to this treaty, the eastern rivers Beas, Sutlej and Ravi 

were allocated to India and allowed the unhindered use of the waters of these rivers. 

(Hussain, 1988) Pakistan has taken care of the unlimited use of the waters of Western 

streams, including Chenab, Jhelum and Indus. 

 The two nations, according to the details of the Treaty on the waters of the Indus, 

were obliged to participate in the negotiations, as well as the exchange of rivers in the Indus 

Basin. The different parties also agreed to coordinate in normal exchanges of information, 

routine conference, mediation of any contradictions and claims not to meddle. Although the 

two sides have some small differences, the Indo Water Treaty works productively. The 

Indo-Pak agreement of 1960 on border disputes in the West regulated the guidelines that 

would be usable on the border between West Pakistan and India, while resolving some 

outstanding debates in the Punjab sector. 

The Kutch Rann agreement: 

 The Kutch Rann agreement was concluded on February 19, 1968. The Kutch Rann 

on the Gujrat - Sindh border faced the first threats before the official start of the 1965 war. 

Before the war of 1965, India and Pakistan differed in the border of their border in the area. 

After the war, however, both sides agreed to allude to the restriction of global discretion to 

limit tensions and eliminate irritation in relations. Subsequently, the judgment of the Court 

of Rann of Kutch was interrupted. On February 19, 1968, the indo-Pakistani Western 

frontier Court granted India more than 90% of the Rann while ceding 10% of the territory to 

Pakistan.(Noorani, 1994) Unfortunately, there has not been a decision on the boundary of 

Sir Creek, a disputed territory that remains a source of disruption. 

Direct communication link: 

 In December 1970, a direct link or "hotline" was established between the Director 

General of Military Operations (DGMO) of Pakistan and India. Only occasionally before, 

the two nations, India and Pakistan, have fought on two fronts. In December 1990, after a 

period of high voltage, it was concluded that the two DGMOs would use the emergency line 

week after week to exchange routine data. Many observers agree that during these periods 

1986-1987 and the spring of 1990, important data were not easily transmitted through the 

hotline. Again, conflicts and dead ends were transmitted at various events via contact on the 

hotline. (Devabhaktuni and C.J Rodolph) Direct Communication Links (DCL) is also 

established between the authorities of the region along the western areas of the Line of 

Control (LoC) separating Kashmir. 
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Indo-Pak Joint Committee: 

 The Indo-Pak Joint Commission was established in 1982 to promote conversation at 

ministerial and sub-ministerial level by managing a wide range of issues including 

exchange, tourism, innovation and correspondence. The rallies took place somewhere 

between 1982 and 1989. Since 1990, the Joint Indo-Pak Commission has been supplanted 

by an increase in talks at the level of foreign ministers. The previous notification agreement 

(1991), the airspace agreement (1992) and the mutual announcement of synthetic weapons 

(1992) are the creation of these talks. 

Agreement on non-Attack of nuclear installations: 

 An agreement on non-aggression of nuclear facilities was approved by Indian Chief 

Administrator Rajiv Gandhi and Pakistani Prime Minister Benazir Bhutto in 1988. It was 

approved in 1991 and implemented in January 1992. According to this agreement, both 

parties undertake to provide an annual exchange of documents with a detail of the domains 

of all atom-related offices in each country, both nations have promised not to attack legal 

venues. By the time the records were exchanged in 1992, each party would leave a plant for 

improvement. 

 International observation of military exercises: 

 At the time Pakistan adopted its 1989 military exercise, Zarb-e-Momin, India, the 

United States and other unknown military annexes were invited to look so that they could 

assert the non-hostile expectation of the activity. At the time when India attempted its 

military activities in the spring of 1990, it welcomed American witnesses to filter the 

provisions of troops and equipment as an affirmation of the non-hostile plan. 

Agreement on prior notification of military exercises: 

 On 6 April 1991 an agreement was reached on prior notification of military exercises. 

As indicated in such an agreement, prior notification is required for practices involving at 

least 10,000 soldiers in the explicit zone not close to the borders of the other, activities at 

the body level should be carried out 45 kilometers from the borders. At the divisional level, 

practices must be carried out 25 kilometers from the borders. Military exercises are not 

allowed within 5 kilometers from the border.(Krepon, 1998) 

Violation of the concession of airspace: 

 An agreement on the violation of airspace was signed in April 1992, which was 

confirmed in August 1992 by India and Pakistan. The agreement states that fighters should 

not fly within ten kilometers of each other in airspace. The limit for unarmed vehicles, as 

well as the coordinates of aircraft is 1000 meters from the border flights within this range 

for flexible or rescue missions are allowed if given notice. 
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Joint declaration on the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons: 

 A joint declaration on the Prohibition of chemical weapons was concluded in August 

1992, both nations have promised not to create, produce, purchase or use chemical 

weapons. The two countries also adopted the chemical weapons convention in 1997. At the 

time the Indian government joined the CWC, it said it had stocks as a plant and stores for 

the expressed motivation behind the management with any circumstances arising from the 

imaginable use of the substance. In 1992, India and Pakistan agreed to develop implicit 

standards for the treatment of strategic/consular personnel. The use of the previously 

accepted set of rules was limited to the Will and safety of both parties. 

Air Force hotline: 

 In 1993, a direct line was established between the Pakistan Air Force and the Indian 

Air Power. In May 1993, it agreed that the ships and aircraft of the two navies would 

communicate when they were in the area of the other. In 1993, several measures of military 

altruism were developed between India and Pakistan. First, it was chosen in 1993 that high-

ranking military personnel as well as regular citizen authorities of both nations would attend 

several workshops in each nation. In addition, both sides agreed to host visiting professors 

in their respective National Defense colleges. 

Male summit: 

 At the male summit in late summer 1997, Inder Kumar Gujral and Nawaz Sharif 

relaunched a telephone line between Prime Ministers. The hotline was introduced during 

the early terms of Benazir Bhutto and Rajiv Gandhi; however, it was later suspended as 

tension over Kashmir heated up. 

Lahore summit: 

 The Lahore summit was suspended on 20 and 21 February 1999 following the visit of 

Indian Prime Minister Atal Bihari Vajpayee to Lahore. Pakistani Prime Minister 

Muhammad Nawaz Sharif meets with his Indian partner. Three files called the Lahore 

Declaration, joint declaration and Memorandum of Understanding were completed.  

 The Joint Declaration refers to the concessions to the intermittent meetings of the two 

foreign priests to "talk about all matters of common interest, including matters relating to 

the atom."It also incorporates several topics, starting from the respective talks on WTO 

issues", specialized participation in dealing with the Y2K issue, a mutual meeting on visa 

and travel progress and compassionate issues, for example missing fishermen. The Lahore 

Declaration in its prelude reaffirms the commitment of both countries to the Simla 

Agreement. Moreover, the Lahore Declaration, in its introduction, perceives that the nuclear 

element of the security climate of the two nations adds to their obligation to avoid discord.

 In addition, it proceeds to subject the various parties to rapid progress in reducing the 

dangers of the accidental or unapproved use of atomic weapons, and also to consider ideas, 

principles with the ultimate goal of explaining the certainty measures operating in the 

atomic and ordinary field, focused on the anticipation of conflicts. The Lahore Declaration 
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also expressed that the two nations "refrain from mutual intercession and impediment in 

internal affairs" and "refrain from their judgment on terrorism in all its structures and sign 

and their security to combat this threat."  This arrangement is a basis, both sides can 

decipher their advantages, especially with regard to Jammu and Kashmir. India considers 

the Indian Kashmir uprising contrary to the soul of the Lahore Declaration, as it affirms the 

inclusion of Pakistan in this Kashmir uprising. 

 The Memorandum of understanding focuses on the nuclear issue and confidence-

building measures. It establishes commonly accepted criteria for guiding future exchanges 

in order to ensure the fight against any irrational dynamics on nuclear issues and the 

involuntary use of weapons and rockets that are impervious to misperceptions. In addition, 

these criteria could help to promote shared certainty and confidence in each other's nuclear 

energy objectives. In fact, even before the ink had dried on the Lahore statement signed by 

Prime Ministers Atal Bihari Vajpayee and Nawaz Sharif, the foreign offices of the two 

nations had opposed translating the Prime Ministers ' statements on the Kashmir issue. 

These statements were a sign of the truth of India-Pakistan relations. On February 22, 1999, 

the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Pakistan has ensured that Vajpayee, during his visit, he 

had made reference to the issue of Jammu and Kashmir as a "dispute", while the indian 

authorities have explained that Vajpayee had not used the "dispute ". ( Baruah, 1999) 

 An important factor should be taken into account when assessing why the visit of 

Vajpayee did not give positive results. The Kargil scene took an important role in the 

obstacle for Harmony Street started after the Lahore summit of 20-21 February 1999. The 

Kargil conflict was an incredible difficulty for the process of harmony and confidence-

building measures. After the Kargil scene, India would not negotiate with Pakistan until 

Pakistan pulled out all the infiltrators after the LoC. On 12 June 1999, the Foreign Minister 

of Pakistan, Sartaj Aziz, visited New Delhi for talks, but the Foreign Minister of India did 

not resume the agreements and transmitted a recorded discussion to Sartaj Aziz. This 

recorded discussion was between two Pakistani commanders who claimed the Association 

of the Pakistani armed force in the fighting in Kargil.( Kumar, 2000) 

 The incredible publicity for the visit to Vajpayee can be considered the second factor 

because the Lahore summit failed to produce excellent results. It was not necessary for the 

hosts to organize such a large meeting with such success despite the degree of polarization 

at the general and state level. The immense exposure of Vajpayee's visit aroused desires for 

satisfaction in issues that have tormented relations for fifty years. Sharif faced a more 

remarkable Test in contrast to Vajpayee. Vajpayee did not need to show progress on the 

Kashmir issue at the expense of several issues, however, the heads of Nawaz Sharif's 

services of the invitation function can be seen as another factor that did not create trust and 

certainty between the two sides. The non-appearance of the heads of service was contrary to 

the convention. This can be called as a sign of the dismissal of Lahore from the military 

foundation of Pakistan. 

 The lack of responsibility for both Indians and Pakistanis can be seen as another 

factor, which put an end to the path of harmony in South Asia. Both Indians, too, the 

Pakistani sides were more eager to pass joint articulations and assertions than to make 
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significant and solid progress. Thus, one can see a complete absence of development in the 

period after the visit of Vajpayee. The supposed understanding of the theme of Jammu and 

Kashmir in the Lahore statement has also been supplanted by the emphasis on old situations 

by both nations. Regardless of the presence of military confidence-building measures, the 

parties to the conflict in South Asia have also closed some non-military confidence-building 

measures at the official level. These non-military measures to strengthen confidence are 

described as follows: 

1.  On 10 March 1983, India and Pakistan agreed on an agreement establishing a joint 

Indo-Pak Commission to strengthen wide-ranging relations while promoting 

participation in non-military and political territories. Subsequently, four 

subcommittees were created to promote participation in the areas of money, Welfare, 

Science, Innovation, Tourism, Travel and sport. 

2.  On 31 December 1988, India and Pakistan agreed to end the "double collection of 

taxes" on their respective aircraft. In reaching an agreement, the two actors excluded 

the benefits of the two public aircraft working in or through the region of the other 

from the tax assessment by the other nation. 

 Conclusion: 

 The recorded survey of confidence-building measures conducted in India and 

Pakistan reveals that there are some variables that have forced confidence-building 

measures to be adapted to meet the objectives expressed in South Asia. These are described 

as follows: First, the most important is the ongoing Kashmir conflict. Most Pakistanis see 

Kashmir as part of the plan and an indication of Indian oppression. They need the goal of 

the Kashmir dispute as set by the goals of the United Nations. These United Nations 

objectives have granted the privilege of guarantee to the people of Kashmir. The Pakistanis 

consider the goal of the Kashmir dispute, as indicated by the goals of the United Nations, as 

the satisfaction of India's partition plan. This requires good and deep help and political help 

from Pakistani Muslims for the achievement of consecrated differentiation. Again, Indians 

also believe that maintaining Kashmir is essential to their common approach. In addition, 

the two countries, India and Pakistan, did not express appreciation and respect for the 

agreements, as well as for the agreed norms. They have different views of the agreements, 

for example the Lahore Declaration of 1999. This distinction in understanding leads to non-

adherence to agreements. 

 Third, another key factor is the discernment and negative image of each nation 

possessed by the other. These misperceptions and perceptions, as well as mental self-

portrait and self-image have an impact on the formulators and leaders of the strategy. Most 

of the leaders of India and Pakistan have negative images of each other. The generally 

normal and attractive prospect of India among the Pakistani elites and strategists is that of a 

hegemon. Cunning approach interests of India in Kashmir, Its always not serious attitude 

when trade with Pakistan and the unlimited acquisition of weapons are the emergence of its 

hegemonic plan. It is important that India is much larger in South Asia in terms of 

population, regions, resources and military strength. On the other hand, the well-known 

image of Pakistan among Indian accord-makers is that of a combat-ready theocratic state. 
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 Anyway, there are circles in India and Pakistan that congratulate on the flight of the 

battle between the two nations for the following reasons; 

(a)  The Prevention of war between India and Pakistan is the result of limited confidence-

building measures at the military and non-military levels. The policy makers of both 

countries were aware of how the receipt of confidence-building measures, especially 

at the military level, would inadvertently deflect the outbreak of war. It was seen as 

an alternative measure to stay away from war. 

(b)  Despite the attention paid to financial costs, the fear of total demolition through the 

use of atomic weapons, especially after the atomic explosions of India and Pakistan 

in 1998, has limited the two nations to an undeniable war while reducing clashes. 

Therefore, it became extravagant for New Delhi, Just like Islamabad, to go to war 

remembering the planned use of atomic weapons by both sides. 

 To conclude, confidence measures play a key role at the beginning of the 

measurement of harmony. Confidence-building measures are concrete initiatives to achieve 

ideal objectives. These means may be little at first, but become productive in the long run. 

While the Indo-Pak conflict is considered, economic confidence building measures are still 

appropriate when it comes to focal security issues, and when states have incredible military 

bases, Army-related advances will generally be overwhelmed at the beginning. All in all, 

the implementation of the organization of confidence-building measures in the Military 

Circle will depend on various activities in the areas of financial, social and humanitarian 

policy. 
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