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    CAUSES OF SIR CREEK ISSUE    

                                                HAMEEDULLAH* 

 

Introduction 

Sir Creek is a 96 km (60 mi) strip of water on the border of India and Pakistan. The 

creek, which opens up into the Arabian Sea, divides the Gujarat state of India from the 

Sindh province of Pakistan.  

 

The actual long-standing dispute due to demarcation "from the mouth of Sir Creek to the 

top of Sir Creek, and from the top of Sir Creek eastward to a point on the line designated on the 

Western Terminus" From this point onwards, the boundary is unambiguously fixed as defined by 

the Tribunal Award of 1968. 
 
 

CAUSES 
 

 Economic reasons 

 

Though the creek has little military value, it holds immense economic gain. Much of the 

region is rich in oil and gas below the sea bed, and control over the creek would have a huge 

bearing on the energy potential of each nation. Also once the boundaries are defined; it would 

help in the determination of the maritime boundaries which are drawn as an extension of onshore 

reference points. Maritime boundaries also help in determining the limits of Exclusive Economic 

Zones (EEZs) and continental shelves. (EEZs) extend to 200 nautical miles (370 km) and can be 

subjected to commercial exploitation. In contrary to economic reasons described by India and 

Pakistan, common fishermen of both countries get trapped in conflict and their economic rights 

of earning get affected. It has seen that government of India and Pakistan regularly arrest 

fishermen of each other for crossing the boundary, however for a common fisherman, it is 

always a wonder to know where the boundary starts and ends in sea. This unawareness is added 

with wind flow, waves and turbulence that push the boat in sea. 

 

 Interpretation of the boundary line: 

 

The dispute lies in the interpretation of the boundary line between Kutch and Sindh as 

depicted in a 1914 and 1925 map. At that time, the region was a part of Bombay Presidency of 

undivided India. After India's independence in 1947, Sindh became a part of Pakistan while 

Kutch remained a part of India. 

 

Pakistan lays claim to the entire creek as per Para 9 and 10 of the Bombay Government 

Resolution of 1914 signed between then the Government of Sindh and Rao Maharaj of Kutch.  

The resolution, which demarcated the boundaries between the two territories, included the creek 

as part of Sindh, thus setting the boundary as the eastern flank of the creek. The boundary line, 

known as the "Green Line", is disputed by India which maintains that it is an "indicative line", 

known as a "ribbon line" in technical jargon. India sticks to its position that the boundary lies 

mid-channel as depicted in another map drawn in 1925, and implemented by the installation of 

mid-channel pillars back in 1924. 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Estuary
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Arabian_Sea
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gujarat
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/India
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sindh
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pakistan
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 International Law 

 

India supports its stance by citing the Thalweg Doctrine in International Law. The law 

states that river boundaries between two states are divided by the mid-channel. Though Pakistan 

does not dispute the 1925 map, it maintains that the Doctrine is not applicable in this case as it 

only applies to bodies of water that are navigable, which the Sir Creek is supposedly not. India 

rejects the Pakistani stance by maintaining the fact that the creek is navigable in high tide, and 

that fishing trawlers use it to go out to sea. Several cartographic surveys conducted have upheld 

the Indian claim. 

 

If the boundary line is demarcated according to the Thalweg principle, Pakistan stands to 

lose a considerable portion of the territory that was historically part of the province of Sindh. 

Agreeing to India's contention would also result in the shifting of the land/sea terminus point 

several kilometers to the detriment of Pakistan, leading in turn to a loss of some thousand square 

kilometers of its Exclusive Economic Zone under the United Nations Convention on Law of the 

Sea. 

One of the chief reasons for the deadlock is that India wants the dispute resolved solely 

through bilateral dealings in the spirit of the Shimla Agreement of 1972, while Pakistan favors 

third-party involvement and wants to link the resolution of the dispute to contested territories 

under Indian occupation," the article said. 

 

It added that an option available could be the constitution of an arbitration tribunal under 

the UN Convention on the Law of the Sea (Unclos), which both India and Pakistan have signed 

and ratified. 
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