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Introduction
The history of Jerusalem is one of the most complex and sensitive chapters in the geopolitical
landscape of the Middle East. Following the United Nations' proposal to partition British Mandate
Palestine in 1947, Jerusalem's status became a focal point of contention. Unlike other territories,
Jerusalem was designated as a corpus separatum—a unique international zone—intended to be
administered under international control. This decision aimed to ensure access to the city’s holy sites
for all faiths and to prevent any single group from claiming sovereignty over this sacred city. This
article explores the circumstances that led to Jerusalem remaining under international control after
the UN partition plan, the implications of this decision, and its lasting impact on regional stability.

The Context Leading to the UN Partition Plan

The British Mandate and Rising Tensions
- The League of Nations awarded Britain the Mandate for Palestine after World War I, with the goal of
establishing a national homeland for the Jewish people while safeguarding the civil and religious rights
of existing non-Jewish communities.
- Tensions escalated between Jewish and Arab populations, fueled by conflicting nationalist
aspirations, immigration, and land disputes.
- The 1936-1939 Arab revolt against British rule and Jewish immigration underscored the volatility of
the region.

The United Nations’ Involvement
- As violence intensified, Britain referred the Palestine question to the UN in 1947, seeking a
resolution.
- The UN Special Committee on Palestine (UNSCOP) was formed to examine options for partition and
peace.
- After extensive deliberation, UNSCOP proposed a plan to partition Palestine into independent Arab
and Jewish states, with Jerusalem designated as an international city.

The UN Partition Plan and the Special Status of
Jerusalem



The 1947 UN Resolution 181 (Partition Plan)
- The plan recommended dividing Palestine into two sovereign states: a Jewish state and an Arab
state.
- Jerusalem was to be administered as a corpus separatum—an international city—under UN
trusteeship.
- The rationale was to ensure free access to holy sites and prevent sovereignty disputes over the city.

The Rationale for International Control of Jerusalem
- Jerusalem's religious significance to Judaism, Christianity, and Islam meant sovereignty claims could
lead to conflict.
- International administration was envisioned as a neutral solution to safeguard religious freedoms.
- The plan aimed to create a special international regime that would oversee the city’s governance
and security.

Implementation Challenges and the 1948 Arab-Israeli
War

The Rejection of the Partition Plan
- The Jewish leadership accepted the plan, though with reservations.
- Arab states and Palestinian Arab leaders rejected the partition, opposing the division and the
internationalization of Jerusalem.
- Violence erupted immediately after the UN vote, leading to a full-scale civil war.

The Outbreak of the 1948 Arab-Israeli War
- Following the declaration of the State of Israel on May 14, 1948, neighboring Arab countries invaded.
- Jerusalem became a battleground, with the city divided between Israeli and Jordanian control.
- The eastern part of Jerusalem, including the Old City, fell under Jordanian control after the war.

The Post-1948 Status of Jerusalem

Division of the City
- The 1949 Armistice Agreements established the boundaries of the West Bank controlled by Jordan
and the Israeli-controlled West Jerusalem.
- The city was physically divided, with no international governance over Jerusalem itself.
- The Old City and significant religious sites were under Jordanian sovereignty.



International Control and the United Nations
- Despite the original UN plan, Jerusalem was not placed under international control after the 1948
war.
- The international community maintained a stance favoring the original plan, but practical realities on
the ground led to de facto sovereignty arrangements.
- The UN General Assembly passed resolutions reiterating the need for internationalization but lacked
enforcement mechanisms.

The 1967 Six-Day War and Its Impact

The Israeli Capture of East Jerusalem
- During the Six-Day War, Israel captured East Jerusalem, including the Old City, from Jordan.
- This marked a significant shift, with Israel asserting sovereignty over the entire city.
- The international community largely regarded Israel’s annexation as illegitimate, with most
countries maintaining the position that Jerusalem's status should be determined through negotiations.

Efforts for International Control Post-1967
- The UN Security Council Resolution 242 called for Israeli withdrawal from territories occupied in 1967
but did not specify Jerusalem's status.
- The international community continued to view Jerusalem as a special and potentially
internationalized city, but no formal international administration was re-established.
- Israel declared Jerusalem its undivided capital, a move recognized by some countries but opposed
by others.

Current Status and Ongoing Dispute

Legal and Political Perspectives
- Most countries maintain their embassies in Tel Aviv, avoiding recognition of Jerusalem as Israel's
capital.
- The United Nations and many states uphold the notion that Jerusalem's final status should be
determined through negotiations.
- The United States' recognition of Jerusalem as Israel’s capital in 2017 marked a significant policy
shift but did not alter the international consensus.

The Role of International Control Today
- Jerusalem remains a city of profound religious and political significance.
- The original concept of international control as envisaged in the 1947 UN plan has not been
implemented.
- International organizations, including UNESCO, monitor and advocate for access to religious sites
and the preservation of cultural heritage.



Implications of Jerusalem’s International Status

Peace Negotiations and Conflict Resolution
- The status of Jerusalem is a core issue in Israeli-Palestinian peace talks.
- Proposals have included international administration, shared sovereignty, or division of the city.
- The failure to establish a lasting international control has perpetuated tensions and violence.

Prospects for the Future
- A comprehensive peace agreement could redefine Jerusalem's status.
- International control remains a potential solution to address religious sensitivities and sovereignty
claims.
- The international community continues to advocate for a negotiated solution respecting the rights
and aspirations of all parties.

Conclusion
The fate of Jerusalem stands as a testament to the city’s profound religious, cultural, and political
significance. Initially designated as a corpus separatum under international control in the UN partition
plan, the city’s status has been fraught with conflict, war, and shifting sovereignty. Despite the
original intent of international oversight to safeguard access and religious freedoms, geopolitical
realities have prevented the re-establishment of such control. Today, Jerusalem remains a city divided
in practice, with its final status still subject to negotiation and international diplomacy. The enduring
challenge lies in balancing sovereignty claims, religious sensitivities, and international interests to
forge a lasting peace and a resolution that respects the city's unique status.

Frequently Asked Questions

What was the significance of the area remaining under
international control after the partition?
It signified that certain regions, such as Kashmir, were not immediately integrated into either India or
Pakistan, leading to ongoing disputes and conflict.

Which territories remained under international control
following the partition of British India?
Kashmir was the primary territory that remained under international control after the partition.

How did the status of Kashmir influence the India-Pakistan
conflict?
Kashmir's status as a disputed territory under international control fueled tensions, leading to wars



and ongoing conflict between India and Pakistan.

What role did the United Nations play in the region after
partition?
The UN attempted to mediate the Kashmir dispute, calling for a ceasefire and proposing a plebiscite
to determine its future, though the issue remains unresolved.

When did the region under international control transition to
local or national governance?
Over time, parts of Kashmir came under Indian or Pakistani control through conflict and political
developments, gradually reducing international oversight.

Why did certain regions remain under international control
instead of being partitioned?
These regions were often strategically important, ethnically diverse, or disputed, making immediate
partition complex and leading to international oversight.

How did the continuation of international control affect
regional stability post-partition?
The unresolved status contributed to regional instability, periodic conflicts, and persistent diplomatic
tensions between India and Pakistan.

What are the current international legal standings concerning
regions that remained under international control after
partition?
Most of these regions, like Kashmir, are now administered by India or Pakistan, but their legal status
remains disputed, with international calls for peaceful resolution.

Has the international control of these regions changed since
partition, and what is the current status?
Yes, over the years, control has shifted mainly to India and Pakistan, but disputes continue, and some
regions still see international involvement or diplomatic efforts for resolution.

Additional Resources
After The Un Partition, Kashmir Remained Under International Control: An In-Depth Investigation

The phrase "After The Un Partition, Kashmir Remained Under International Control" encapsulates a
complex geopolitical reality that has persisted for over seven decades. This statement alludes to the



aftermath of the United Nations' involvement in the Kashmir conflict, which has left the region in a
state of prolonged international oversight and ambiguity. To fully understand this situation, it is
essential to explore the historical context, the UN's role, the geopolitical developments, and the
current status of Kashmir. This article aims to provide a comprehensive examination of these facets,
offering insights into why Kashmir remains under a unique international status and what implications
this holds for regional stability and global diplomacy.

---

Historical Context of Kashmir and the Partition of British India

The Partition of British India and the Creation of Pakistan and India

The partition of British India in 1947 was a monumental event that led to the creation of two
sovereign states—India and Pakistan. This division was largely based on religious lines, with the
Muslim-majority regions forming Pakistan and the Hindu-majority regions becoming India. However,
the princely state of Jammu and Kashmir, ruled by Maharaja Hari Singh, presented a complex
challenge due to its diverse population.

The Kashmir Conflict Emerges

Initially, Maharaja Hari Singh intended to remain independent, but following an invasion by tribal
militias and Pakistani troops, he signed the Instrument of Accession to India in October 1947 to seek
military assistance. This act triggered the first Indo-Pakistani war over Kashmir, resulting in a
ceasefire brokered by the United Nations in 1949.

---

The Role of the United Nations in Kashmir

The UN's Involvement and Resolutions

Following the conflict, the United Nations Security Council adopted Resolution 47 (April 1948), which
called for a plebiscite to determine Kashmir's future. The key provisions included:

- Ceasefire and Withdrawal: Pakistan was to withdraw its troops from Kashmir, and India was to
reduce its military presence.
- Plebiscite: A democratic vote was to be held to allow Kashmiris to choose their political future freely.

The Ceasefire and the Line of Control

Despite these resolutions, the process was never fully implemented. A ceasefire line, known as the
Line of Control (LoC), was established in 1949, dividing Kashmir into Indian-administered and
Pakistani-administered regions. The plebiscite, mandated by the UN, was never held due to
disagreements over conditions and the withdrawal of troops.

International Control and the Status Quo

While the UN's resolutions called for a peaceful resolution and international oversight, the region
remained divided and unresolved. The international community's role was largely diplomatic, with the
UN acting as a mediator rather than an enforcer of sovereignty or territorial claims.



---

Why Kashmir Remained Under International Control

The Political and Diplomatic Deadlock

Several factors contributed to Kashmir remaining in a state of international limbo:

- Disagreements over Implementation: India and Pakistan could not agree on the terms for the
plebiscite, particularly regarding Pakistan's alleged troop presence.
- Changing Geopolitical Dynamics: The Cold War era shifted focus away from Kashmir, with
superpowers prioritizing their strategic interests elsewhere.
- Regional Instability: Continued conflict, insurgency, and military skirmishes prevented the
stabilization of the region.

The Role of International Organizations

Beyond the UN, other international actors, such as the United States and the Soviet Union, maintained
interest but limited direct involvement, often balancing their diplomatic relations with India and
Pakistan. The region’s strategic importance, especially during the Cold War, meant that Kashmir
remained a sensitive issue, often kept in international control through diplomatic ambiguity.

---

The Present Status of Kashmir: An Ongoing International Issue

The Tri-Region Division

Today, Kashmir is divided into three main regions:

- Jammu and Kashmir (India): Now a Union Territory, with special status until the revocation of Article
370 in 2019.
- Azad Kashmir and Gilgit-Baltistan (Pakistan): Administered by Pakistan but claimed in part by India.
- Ladakh (India): A newly formed Union Territory after the 2019 bifurcation.

The Line of Control and Military Presence

The LoC remains a heavily militarized zone, with frequent skirmishes and a persistent threat of
escalation. The international community, through diplomatic channels, continues to advocate for
peaceful resolution, but the region remains a flashpoint.

UN Resolutions and Their Relevance Today

While the original UN resolutions called for a plebiscite, their relevance has diminished due to:

- Changing Political Realities: Both India and Pakistan have entrenched their territorial claims.
- Lack of International Enforcement: The UN has limited mechanisms to enforce its resolutions,
leading to a de facto status quo.
- International Recognition of Administrative Control: Both countries administer their respective parts
of Kashmir, with the region effectively under their sovereignty despite unresolved claims.



---

Challenges and Prospects for Resolution

Obstacles to Resolution

- Mutual Hostility: Deep-seated mistrust between India and Pakistan.
- Political Will: Domestic politics in both countries often hinder concessions.
- Regional and Global Interests: Strategic alliances and military considerations complicate diplomatic
efforts.
- Human Rights and Governance Concerns: Ongoing insurgency and military operations impact civilian
populations.

Potential Pathways Forward

While a definitive resolution remains elusive, several approaches have been proposed:

1. Revival of UN-led Dialogue: Re-engaging international mediators to facilitate talks.
2. Bilateral Negotiations: Direct India-Pakistan talks addressing core issues.
3. Autonomy and Self-Determination: Exploring provisions for greater regional autonomy.
4. International Mediation and Peacekeeping: Involving neutral international bodies to oversee peace
processes.

---

The Significance of International Control in the Kashmir Context

Preservation of Peace and Stability

International oversight, as envisioned in the initial UN resolutions, aimed to prevent further conflict
and safeguard regional stability. Although the original mechanisms have failed, the international
community continues to influence the region through diplomacy and peace efforts.

The Impact on Regional Politics

Kashmir's unresolved status affects India-Pakistan relations, regional stability in South Asia, and
international diplomacy. The region remains a critical flashpoint with potential global repercussions,
especially with nuclear-armed neighbors.

Humanitarian and Human Rights Dimensions

The international community also monitors the humanitarian situation, advocating for human rights
and civilian protection amid ongoing conflicts and military operations.

---

Conclusion: The Legacy of International Control and Future Outlook

The phrase "After The Un Partition, Kashmir Remained Under International Control" encapsulates a
historical and ongoing reality where international mechanisms, primarily through the UN, have failed
to deliver a definitive resolution. Instead, Kashmir has remained a territorially divided region, caught



between conflicting national interests, regional tensions, and international diplomacy.

Despite decades of diplomatic effort, the region's status remains unresolved, symbolizing the
limitations of international intervention when national sovereignty, strategic interests, and local
aspirations collide. Moving forward, sustainable peace in Kashmir will likely require renewed
international engagement, innovative diplomatic solutions, and a genuine commitment from India,
Pakistan, and the Kashmiri people to find a mutually acceptable resolution.

The enduring international control over Kashmir underscores the complex interplay of history,
geopolitics, and diplomacy—a reminder that peace in this troubled region remains a work in progress,
with significant implications for regional and global stability.
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