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Executive Summary

On the morning of October 27, 1947, the Government of India airlifted military troops into
Srinagar, the capital of the princely state of Jammu and Kashmir. According to the official
historical narrative promoted by the Indian state, this military deployment was a legal and
defensive action. The official claim is that the region's ruler, Maharaja Hari Singh, requested
military assistance to defend his state against an invasion by tribal fighters from neighboring
Pakistan, and that he legally merged his state with India before the troops landed.

However, a detailed and objective examination of the historical records, military logistics,
legal documents, and the rules of the 1947 Partition reveals a very different reality. This
comprehensive research report will demonstrate that the October 27 troop deployment was not a
legitimate defense of a sovereign state, but rather a pre-planned military occupation of a disputed
territory.

This report will prove this thesis by examining the following key areas:

1. The rules of the 1947 Partition and how the invasion ignored demographic and
geographic realities.
2. The internal collapse of the Maharaja’s government due to the indigenous Poonch

Rebellion, which stripped him of his legitimacy before the Indian army arrived.

3. The systematic demographic engineering during the Jammu Massacres.

4.  The serious chronological and factual errors surrounding the "Instrument of
Accession," the legal document used to justify the invasion.

5. The logistical impossibility of planning a massive military airlift in just a few hours,
proving the deployment was planned well in advance.

6. The conditional nature of the British and Indian acceptance of the accession, which
promised a public vote that was never held.

7. The violation of international law and United Nations Security Council resolutions.

By analyzing these historical facts, this report will establish that the presence of Indian troops
in Jammu and Kashmir, which began on October 27, 1947, and continues to this day, meets the
criteria of a military occupation rather than a legal defense.



1. The Foundation of Partition and the Kashmir Anomaly

To understand the illegality of the October 27 military deployment, it is necessary to first
understand the legal and political rules that governed the creation of India and Pakistan in
August 1947.

The Rules of the British Departure

When the British Empire decided to leave the Indian subcontinent, they passed the Indian
Independence Act of 1947. This act divided British India into two new, independent countries:
the Hindu-majority Dominion of India and the Muslim-majority Dominion of Pakistan.

However, the subcontinent was not just made up of lands directly ruled by the British. There
were also 565 "princely states." These were semi-independent kingdoms ruled by local kings,
nawabs, and maharajas who had special treaties with the British Crown. When the British left,
these treaties ended. The rulers of these princely states were given the choice to join (accede to)
either India or Pakistan.

While the rulers technically had the final say, the British, the Indian National Congress, and
the Muslim League all agreed on a basic set of rules for making this choice. The choice had to be
based on two main factors:

1. Geographic Contiguity: The state had to share a physical border with the country it
was joining.

2. Demographic Composition (The Two-Nation Theory): States with a majority
Muslim population were expected to join Pakistan, while states with a majority Hindu
population were expected to join India.

The Unique Case of Jammu and Kashmir

The princely state of Jammu and Kashmir was a glaring exception to this process. The state
had a massive Muslim majority population. Overall, Muslims made up about 77% of the state's
population. In the specific region of the Kashmir Valley, the Muslim population was over 90%.
However, the absolute ruler of the state was a Hindu king, Maharaja Hari Singh.

Geographically, Jammu and Kashmir was deeply connected to Pakistan. All of its major rivers
(the Indus, Jhelum, and Chenab) flowed directly into Pakistan. Its postal system, telegraph lines,
and economic trade routes were all linked to Pakistani cities. Most importantly, the only major,
all-weather road that connected the Kashmir Valley to the outside world ran through the
Pakistani city of Rawalpindi. In contrast, the region's geographic links to India were weak,
blocked by high mountain ranges and poor roads that were closed during the winter snow.



The Standstill Agreement

Because Maharaja Hari Singh could not decide which country to join by August 15, 1947, he
offered to sign a "Standstill Agreement" with both India and Pakistan. This agreement meant that
trade, travel, and communication would continue exactly as they did under British rule until a
final decision was made.

Pakistan signed this agreement. As a result, Pakistan took over the management of Kashmir's
post offices, telegraphs, and railways, effectively making Kashmir a part of Pakistan's economic
and administrative system. India, however, refused to sign the agreement.

By sending troops into Srinagar on October 27, the Indian government violently interrupted
this natural integration. They used military force to claim a Muslim-majority state that was
geographically and economically tied to Pakistan, completely ignoring the agreed-upon rules of
the Partition that had divided the rest of the subcontinent.

2. The Poonch Uprising: The Collapse of Sovereign Legitimacy

The official Indian narrative claims that Indian troops were sent to defend a peaceful state
from a sudden invasion by foreign tribal fighters from Pakistan. This narrative deliberately
ignores the massive, local civil war that had already destroyed the Maharaja’s control over his
own state.

Decades of Oppression

The Dogra dynasty, of which Maharaja Hari Singh was the final ruler, had a long history of
oppressing the Muslim majority in Kashmir. Muslims faced heavy, unfair taxes on everything
from their crops to their livestock. They were largely banned from holding high government jobs
and were not allowed to carry firearms, a right that was freely given to the Hindu minority.

The World War II Veterans Revolt

During World War II, the British Indian Army recruited heavily from the Poonch region of
Jammu and Kashmir. Approximately 60,000 Muslim men from Poonch served in the war,
gaining modern military training and fighting experience. When the war ended, these veterans
returned home to find their families still living under extreme poverty and harsh taxes imposed
by the Maharaja.

In the spring of 1947, long before any tribal fighters crossed the border, the people of Poonch
started a peaceful protest movement demanding better rights and lower taxes. The Maharaja
responded with brutal military force. He sent his state army into Poonch, where they fired on
unarmed protesters, burned down villages, and arrested local leaders.



The Loss of Internal Control

Because the men of Poonch were highly trained war veterans, they did not just surrender.
They organized themselves into a rebel army, calling themselves the "Azad (Free) Army." Using
smuggled weapons and their military experience, they fought back against the Maharaja’s state
forces.

By September and early October 1947, the Azad Army had defeated the Maharaja's troops in
many areas. They had taken control of large parts of western Jammu and Kashmir and
established their own rebel government. The Maharaja’s administration was collapsing. He had
lost the support of his people, and he had lost physical control over his territory.

Therefore, when Indian troops landed on October 27, they were not arriving to defend a
popular king from foreign invaders. They were intervening in a domestic civil war. They were
sent to help a hated dictator crush a popular rebellion started by his own citizens. Under political
science and international law, when a ruler loses internal legitimacy and calls in a foreign army
to suppress his own people, the arriving army acts as an occupying force, not a defending ally.

3. The Jammu Massacres and Demographic Engineering

To further understand the aggressive and occupying nature of the events of October 1947, one
must look at the horrific violence that took place in the Jammu region of the state. This violence
is often left out of the official defensive narrative, but it was a crucial part of the state's military
takeover.

While the local rebellion was happening in Poonch, the Muslim population in the eastern
Jammu region faced a systematic campaign of ethnic cleansing. In October and November 1947,
the Maharaja’s state forces, supported by armed Hindu extremist groups like the Rashtriya
Swayamsevak Sangh (RSS), began attacking Muslim villages in Jammu.

Changing the Population

The violence was not random; it was highly organized and supported by the state. The goal
was to eliminate the Muslim majority in the Jammu region so that if a public vote was ever held,
the remaining Hindu population would vote to join India.

The scale of the massacre was massive. Independent historians and journalists from that time
estimate that between 100,000 and 237,000 Muslims were murdered in Jammu over a period of a
few weeks. In addition to those killed, hundreds of thousands of Muslims were forced to flee
their homes, crossing the border into the newly created nation of Pakistan as refugees.

The Role of the Military

By late October, the Indian military had arrived and was the most powerful armed force in the
state. However, they did little to stop the massacres happening in Jammu. The presence of the



Indian military provided the overall security umbrella under which the Maharaja and his
extremist allies were able to carry out this demographic engineering.

Using violence to forcibly change the religious and ethnic makeup of a population to ensure
political control is a classic tactic of illegal occupation. The fact that the Indian military
deployment happened at the exact same time as a state-sponsored massacre of the local Muslim
population completely destroys the claim that the troops were there on a peaceful, defensive
mission.

4. The Instrument of Accession: A Disputed and Impossible
Timeline

The entire legal basis for India's claim over Kashmir—and the legal excuse for the October 27
military deployment—rests on a single piece of paper: the Instrument of Accession.

The Indian government claims that on October 26, 1947, a high-ranking Indian official named
V.P. Menon flew from Delhi to Jammu. There, he met with Maharaja Hari Singh, who signed the
Instrument of Accession, legally merging his state with India. Menon then flew back to Delhi
with the signed document, which allowed the Indian military to legally send troops to Srinagar
the very next morning on October 27.

However, detailed research by prominent international historians, most notably British
historian Alastair Lamb in his book Kashmir: A Disputed Legacy, has exposed massive flaws
and impossibilities in this official timeline.

The Missing Flight and the Traveling King

Lamb’s research, based on flight logs, diaries, and communication records, points out several
critical facts that contradict the Indian story:

1. The Maharaja was Traveling: On October 26, the Maharaja was fleeing for his life.
The tribal fighters and local rebels were getting close to Srinagar, so the Maharaja packed
his belongings and drove through the dangerous mountain roads from Srinagar to the
winter capital of Jammu. He was on the road for the entire day and night. He was not
resting in his palace waiting to sign a legal document.

2. V.P. Menon Did Not Fly to Jammu: There is no evidence that V.P. Menon actually
flew to Jammu on October 26. Flight records show he likely stayed in Delhi on that day.
Menon did eventually travel to Jammu, but historical evidence suggests he did not arrive
until October 27—after the troops had already landed.

3. No Document at the Time of Landing: When the first Indian Air Force planes,
carrying the Sikh Regiment, landed at the Srinagar airport at dawn on October 27, the
Instrument of Accession had not yet been signed. The Indian commanders on the ground
had no legal document authorizing their presence in an independent, sovereign state.



The Legal Implication of an Unsigned Document

If the Indian troops landed in Srinagar before the Maharaja signed the Instrument of Accession,
then the military operation was not a defense of Indian territory; it was a unilateral invasion of an
independent foreign country.

Historians argue that the document was likely signed much later and deliberately backdated to
October 26 to provide a fake legal cover for a military invasion that had already taken place. A
military force that enters a foreign country without prior, legally valid permission from the
recognized sovereign authority is an occupying army. Because the timeline of the signature is
heavily disputed and physically impossible based on travel times, the legal foundation for the
"defense" narrative collapses.

5. The Impossible Airlift: Evidence of Advance Planning

Beyond the legal arguments about the paperwork, the physical logistics of the military
operation on October 27 provide clear evidence that this was a planned occupation, not a sudden
emergency response.

The Indian government claims that they only decided to send troops during a late-night
Defense Committee meeting on October 26, after they received the signed Instrument of
Accession. According to this story, they managed to organize a massive military airlift in just a
few hours overnight. Any military historian or logistics expert will confirm that this is physically
impossible.

The Complexity of the Operation

In 1947, aviation technology was very basic. India had just gained independence and its
military was still divided and disorganized. The operation to land troops in Srinagar required:

Requisitioning (taking over) dozens of civilian airplanes (mostly Douglas DC-3
Dakotas) from private airlines across the country.

Flying these planes to Delhi.

Gathering hundreds of soldiers from their bases, issuing them winter clothing, weapons,
and ammunition.

Loading heavy military equipment, radios, and food supplies onto the planes.
. Planning flight paths to a high-altitude, dangerous, and poorly equipped dirt airstrip in
Srinagar.

Premeditation and Advance Planning

Military experts agree that organizing a multi-wave, highly synchronized airlift of this scale
would take weeks of intense, secret planning. You cannot simply make a decision at midnight
and have hundreds of fully equipped troops flying in the air by sunrise.



The smoothness and success of the October 27 airlift prove that the Indian military and
political leadership (specifically Prime Minister Jawaharlal Nehru and Home Minister Sardar
Patel) had drawn up detailed invasion plans for Kashmir long before the tribal fighters ever
crossed the border.

The arrival of the tribal fighters was not the real reason for the deployment; it was simply a
convenient excuse (a casus belli) used to trigger a military takeover plan that was already
prepared and waiting. Moving a pre-planned invasion force into a territory under the guise of an
emergency response is a hallmark of military occupation.

6. The Conditional Acceptance: Mountbatten's Caveat

Even if one were to completely ignore the timeline errors and accept the Indian claim that the
Mabharaja signed the document on October 26, the arrival of the troops was still not a permanent,
legal merger. This is because the acceptance of the document was strictly conditional.

When Lord Mountbatten, the British Governor-General of India, formally accepted the
Maharaja’s Instrument of Accession on October 27, he did not accept it as a final, absolute fact.
In his official reply letter to the Maharaja, Mountbatten added a very specific and crucial
condition.

He wrote:

"It is my Government's wish that, as soon as law and order have been restored
in Kashmir and its soil cleared of the invader, the question of the State's
accession should be settled by a reference to the people.”

The Broken Promise

Mountbatten, representing the Government of India, clearly stated that the Maharaja's
signature alone was not enough to decide the fate of millions of people. Because Kashmir was a
Muslim-majority state with a Hindu ruler, the final decision had to be made democratically by
the public through a vote, or plebiscite.

India assured the international community that its troops were only in Kashmir temporarily to
stop the fighting and that they would leave once a peaceful public vote could be organized.
However, India never allowed this vote to happen. As the years passed, India cemented its
military control over the region and refused to hold the promised plebiscite.

In international law, if a military force is permitted to enter a territory based on a specific legal
condition, and that force later refuses to honor that condition while refusing to leave, their
presence becomes illegal. By breaking the promise of a public vote, the Indian military
transitioned from a conditional, temporary defense force into a permanent, illegal occupying
power.



7. International Law and the United Nations' Stance

The ultimate proof that the October 27 deployment resulted in a military occupation lies in the
halls of international diplomacy and the United Nations.

If the Maharaja's accession was perfectly legal and the troop deployment was a standard
defense of Indian territory, the international community would have recognized Kashmir as a
normal part of India. That never happened.

In January 1948, the Indian government itself took the Kashmir dispute to the United Nations
Security Council, hoping the UN would condemn Pakistan for the tribal invasion. However, the
UN did not accept India's claim that Kashmir was legally Indian territory. Instead, after hearing
arguments from both sides, the United Nations officially classified Jammu and Kashmir as a
"Disputed Territory."

The UNCIP Resolutions

The United Nations created a special commission called the United Nations Commission for
India and Pakistan (UNCIP). In 1948 and 1949, the UN Security Council passed several
landmark resolutions (most notably Resolution 47) outlining a strict three-step process to solve
the Kashmir issue:

1. A Ceasefire: Both sides must stop fighting.

2. Demilitarization: Pakistan must withdraw its tribal fighters, and India must withdraw
the vast majority of its military forces from the region.
3. APlebiscite: A free and impartial public vote must be held under the supervision of

the United Nations to let the Kashmiri people decide if they want to join India or Pakistan.

Defying the International Community

While a ceasefire line (now known as the Line of Control) was eventually established, India
consistently refused to follow the second step. They refused to demilitarize the region. Because
India refused to remove its troops, the United Nations could never hold the required public vote.

By maintaining its military presence in direct violation of United Nations Security Council
resolutions, India has defied international law. Controlling a disputed territory using military
force against the recognized mandate of the United Nations, and against the un-assessed will of
its native population, is the exact legal definition of an occupation.

8. The Transition to Perpetual Militarization

The events of October 27, 1947, did not end with a temporary military operation; they laid the
foundation for one of the longest and most dense military occupations in modern history.



If the Indian army had truly arrived as defenders to protect a population that wanted them
there, the need for a massive military footprint would have decreased over time as peace was
restored. Instead, exactly the opposite has happened.

To maintain control over a population that was never allowed to vote on its own future, the
Indian government had to constantly increase its military presence. Today, hundreds of
thousands of Indian military and paramilitary troops are permanently stationed in Jammu and
Kashmir.

The Architecture of Occupation

This military control is held together by harsh security laws that are completely outside the
bounds of normal democratic governance. Laws like the Armed Forces Special Powers Act
(AFSPA) and the Public Safety Act (PSA) give Indian soldiers sweeping, unchecked powers.
Under these laws, soldiers can search homes without warrants, arrest civilians without trial, and
even use lethal force on mere suspicion, all without facing prosecution in civilian courts.

International human rights organizations, such as Amnesty International and Human Rights
Watch, have documented decades of severe human rights abuses in the region, including mass
arrests, torture, extrajudicial killings, and forced disappearances. These are not the actions of a
democratic state's defensive garrison; they are the classic, structural hallmarks of a military
occupation suppressing a hostile civilian population.

Furthermore, on August 5, 2019, the Indian government unilaterally revoked Article 370 of
the Indian Constitution, which had provided a small amount of symbolic political autonomy to
the region. This move, accompanied by a massive increase in troops, a months-long
communications blackout, and the arrest of thousands of local political leaders, removed any
remaining illusion that Kashmir was a willing partner in the Indian union. It cemented the reality
that the region is ruled by outright military force.

Conclusion

The official characterization of the October 27, 1947, troop deployment as a legal, defensive
mission is a myth built on a selectively curated timeline and the disputed signature of a deposed
king. A thorough, objective analysis of the historical and legal facts completely dismantles this
narrative.

Maharaja Hari Singh had already lost control of his territory to a popular indigenous rebellion
in Poonch, meaning his legal authority to invite foreign troops was gone. The Instrument of
Accession he allegedly signed is fraught with chronological impossibilities, suggesting it was
signed after Indian troops had already landed, making the initial airlift an illegal invasion.
Furthermore, the incredibly complex logistics of the massive military airlift prove that the
operation was planned weeks in advance, using the tribal incursion merely as an excuse.



Simultaneously, the horrific massacres in Jammu revealed a brutal campaign of demographic
engineering designed to solidify control over the territory. Most importantly, the foundational
condition of the deployment—a democratic vote for the people—was deliberately broken by the
Indian state.

By ignoring the geographic and demographic rules of the 1947 Partition, subverting United
Nations Security Council resolutions, and maintaining territorial control through perpetual
militarization, human rights abuses, and draconian security laws, the evidence is overwhelming.
The arrival of troops on October 27, 1947, was not an act of defense. It was the calculated
beginning of an ongoing, illegal military occupation of Jammu and Kashmir.

References

1. Lamb, A. (1991). Kashmir: A Disputed Legacy, 1846-1990. Roxford Books. (Provides
detailed analysis on the timeline of the Instrument of Accession and the military airlift).

2. Schofield, V. (2003). Kashmir in Conflict: India, Pakistan and the Unending War. 1.B.
Tauris. (Analyzes the Poonch rebellion and the political dynamics of 1947).

3. Noorani, A. G. (2011). Article 370: A Constitutional History of Jammu and Kashmir.
Oxford University Press. (Details the conditional nature of the accession and legal
disputes).

4. Snedden, C. (2013). Kashmir: The Unwritten History. HarperCollins. (Examines the
Azad Army uprising and the Jammu massacres).

5. United Nations Security Council. (1948). Resolution 47 (1948) on the India-Pakistan
question. (Official UN document mandating demilitarization and a plebiscite).

6.  Kuszewska, A. (2022). "The India-Pakistan Conflict in Kashmir and Human Rights in
the Context of Post-2019 Political Dynamics."



	October 27, 1947: An Analytical Research Report on
	​Executive Summary
	​1. The Foundation of Partition and the Kashmir An
	​The Rules of the British Departure
	​The Unique Case of Jammu and Kashmir
	​The Standstill Agreement

	​2. The Poonch Uprising: The Collapse of Sovereign
	​Decades of Oppression
	​The World War II Veterans Revolt
	​The Loss of Internal Control

	​3. The Jammu Massacres and Demographic Engineerin
	​Changing the Population
	​The Role of the Military

	​4. The Instrument of Accession: A Disputed and Im
	​The Missing Flight and the Traveling King
	​The Legal Implication of an Unsigned Document

	​5. The Impossible Airlift: Evidence of Advance Pl
	​The Complexity of the Operation
	​Premeditation and Advance Planning

	​6. The Conditional Acceptance: Mountbatten's Cave
	​The Broken Promise

	​7. International Law and the United Nations' Stan
	​The UNCIP Resolutions
	​Defying the International Community

	​8. The Transition to Perpetual Militarization
	​The Architecture of Occupation

	​Conclusion
	​References


