


Proposal (1) originated in our respect for the obligation we owed to the 

ruder in view of the relation which bound us to him from the day of the 

conquest of our land by his great grandfather.  

Proposal (2) emanated from the fact that we desired to see nothing 

more of the administrators from Kashmir, who had mostly governed us 

during the past to our utter ruin, that our Cultural kinship with the 

Hindus encouraged us to expect a Sympathetic regard for our inst ests 

and an assured future in a Hindu-majority province, and finally that 

historical causes bound us to the people of Jammu and not to those of 

Kashmir, for it was the Jammu Dogras who conquered Ladakh for 

Maharaja Gulab Singh in 1834, while Kashmir came into his possession 

in 1846, twelve years latter.  

All things considered, however, proposals No. 1 and 2 were 

concessions to treaty obligations imposed on us by the Dogra conquest 

while proposal No. 3 whic





3. The right of self-determination claimed by us cannot lie claimed with 

equal force by the people of Baltistan including Skardu the parts of 

Kargil tehsils predominantly peopled by Muslims, as they are 

connected by ties of religion with the majority community in Jammu 

and Kashmir, nor by tile people of Gilgit who came under Dogra rule 

through conquest after the annexation of Kashmir and whom not only identity of religion but of race as well binds to the majority community 

of Jammu and Kashmir. It may be added that at the time of the conquest of Ladakh by Zorawar Singh, the entire area comprised 



to be transformed into a smiling garden and a source of immense 

wealth and power. Its strategic and commercial importance too cannot 

be underrated. The Tehsil of Leh has Tibet and China among its 

neighbours and the town of Leh is the nerve centre of Central Asian 

trade.  

The British Indian Government took Gilgit on lease from the Maharaja 

for military reasons for no consideration in return. The Indian 




