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I,ETTIR DILTED 22 NCVEMSER T965 FROM THE PEFY1ANENT
REPRESENTATIVE OI'PAKISTA\T TO TIIX LIIITEI I{ATIONS ADDRESSED

TO TI{E SECNETARY-Gts\ERA,L

l. r have the honour to refer to the letter dated B November L965 addressed to
you, by the Permarnent Representative of India, vhlch has been circuLated as
Seeurity Council Cocunent S/68%.
2' The Pernanent Representative of rndi"a has procruced no evidence or argument
against the staterxents made in ray letter of l November L955 addressed to you and
circulated as security council document S/6BJB and" GeneraL Assenbry document A16087.
The quotaticn frou your report of 3 september L96j G /66jL) lncluded in the retter
of the Pernanent Representative of rndia does not corroborate the basel-ess charge
which rndia makes against Pakistan, especial-Ly when the report indicates that there
was no direct evidence or verification of the fact of infiltlation or )f the
identity of those crossing the cease-fire line.
t. In this ccnnexion, lt may be pertinent to nention the following facts,
additionaL to those r-rutlined in my lrevious Letter.;

(aJ The resolution of the security counci.r which took note of the secretary-
Generalts report of 1 september (s/665t) and dealt excLusively rqith the situation
along the cease-fire line in Kashmlr was the resolution 2O9 ir96:-) adopted on
4 septenber r!6!. This rescLution called upon the two coyernments to vithdraw
"a11 arned personner of each larty to its o,,,rn slcre of the line", This resolution
was introduced by H.E. ./rmbassador Ramani, 'rho has been quoted by the Feraanent
Representative of rndla in support of his argunent, H,E. lur. Baroani nade it cfear
that thls resolution should not be used in support of the contention cf either
party about the responsibility of the other. He said:

* rl1so issueC under the sJmboL 3/6967.
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'I vish to emphasize that the dxaft reBoLution nakes no findingsi it
produces no judgr-mqn! on the ojsLress;ng and tragic situation tbat has suddenly
d.eveloped. aLcng and beyond the cease-fire Line between India and Pakistan in
Kashmir. I am sure either side has at its elbow alL the valid reasons to
explain ano lerhaps, too, t'o ju.tify how LhlJ cane abouL and also &hy it could
not be avolded and had to occur. F'or the inmediate present, T venture to
think !'e should avoid getting entangled in these reasons, having regard to
the urgency ',rhich faces the Security Council this afternoon." (S/W.L217,
page i L/

ThaL Lhe Cot-ncil's understanding of hhe iec retary-Gene ral ' s repcrt of
5 September 'l955 was conpletely oifferent from the gloss r,/hich is belng pu'r upon

it by the Pernanent Representative of India is evident frcm the fact that this
resolutior did r,ot men'-ion rhe rlace of , .f.ugusr. L965, far less aLtach any

significance to it. This is further borne out by the renarks made by other Council
members vho, whi.le taking note of the situation in Kasfuoir, showed recognition
of the fact that the situation aLong the cease-fire Line had been in a state of
agitatlon weII before August. H.E, Anbassador Goldberg, speaking as the

Repreeentative of the United States, said:

"The lnmediate task at hand, however, is the cessation of conflict, a
ccnflict, unfortunately, which has been threatening since early this year
and regrettably threatening. \,le have - everJr one of us here today, Governments
and individuals - been l.ratching with apprehension the uprrard trend in the
Le(per3Lure in tt-is area or Lhe sub-contine'rl during tfe past yeu-r.... As
emntasized in the cocrprel-enslye :nd carcfully prepar-d reporr subnitl-ed Lo hhe
Cruncil rernbe rs by che jecrctary-General on JlAugusr ano made public toclay,
there has been a disturbing increase in both the nunber and scale of incidents
in tlre area of tl-c cease-f;re f-ine in Ka;lwir :ince early this year.,,. -n
JLne, lie iecretary -G enera I , perseverlng as he ,loes, vas able through quiet
persuaslon to effect a soLution of the thfeatening situation in the Kargil
area - a very great contribution in the cause of international peace and
security. The report now before us notes that the tenpo of incidents rose
again Ln early rrugust.:' (s/tv,_Zll , pages IOl., IO5, 106)

The situatlcn in the KargiL area mentioned in this statement was the one

caused by Indiats crossing of the cease-fire line in l4ay.

(b) The response of the Go.rernment of India to the call for a cease-fire in
Kashmi r r.ads by --l-e Securi ty Counc i I c,n 4 September, i i well .<ncvn. It Lras Lo

attack the territorJ. of Fakistan, Even before this ultfuate act of aggression was

cotrmitted by Ino: e, its Repre:enratLve in the 3ecurl Ly Council had nade plain Lhat,

India had n3 inclination to ccnply vith the Security Ccuncil'; resolution. At the
)2i1Lt uee-:j,ng, Li-e PFrtranent llepresenLaLil'e of Tnd;a stal:ed LnaL iL vas "prernaLure"
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for the Council to adopt the resofution calling frr a cease-fire \S/FV.]2J?, p. ILB).
The only inference which could be drawn from such a stetement was that rndia
regard.ed a cease-fi.re prenaLure untir it had succeeded in its design of overrunning
the territory of Azad Kashmir and inposing a nilitary solution on pakistan.

(cJ The nilitary i.nvasion af Azad Kashmir in lugust is a faet adnitted by
fndia and was clearly planned and preneditatecl. This \"ias confirmed and

substantiated by the open and unashar0ed statement of the rndian Defence Minlster,
that Indlan troops had in the past crossed the cease-fire line and r;ould do so

again, which is cn record. The positlon that India nov takes in regard to the
alleged infiLtrators fron Azad Kashmir is obviousLy an ettenpt r,o confuse the
issue. rndia cannot be absorved. of responsibility fur her flagrant recourse to
force 'n Kaslulil in the montir of August. Tn any case,, it is a \,re-Lr-known Frincjple
raid dolrn by the security councir that reprisals are incompatible with the purposes

and principles of the united Nations. rn fact, there are several resolutions of
the Council on cther international issues vhich have condenned amed retaliation
even vhele there has been provocation, rn the meetings of the security councll in
Aprir 1!54, when a certain issue was being considered, the rep.resentative of the
rvary coast staterl that the principte cf retaliation was "morarly devilish and
politicaLly repugnanttt. The representative of Morocco said that "to resorr, uo a

punitlve expedition vhen no state of val exists between ti./o countries is lntol-erable
by any standards of international conduct", The representative of the Unlted
Kingdom stated at the meeting of the Security Council on ! April l!62:

'...no cause, no pretext, car justify mi Ii tary action of thjs rature,
whether or not it vas undertaken by way of retaLiation.

''Ily delegat,ion mLst repeat wl.at r,re nave been obliged to s:.y belore, and
Vhat the Council has fornally Ceclared in earller resoLutions: the whole
principle of armed retaliation is urong, morally and po1itica1Ly."

(d,, There is also Lhe further facL that Ln i.ugust lnclia oi.L ncthing to bring
up any natter to the Security Councilts attention in r.egarcl to the situation in
Kashnlr. Obviously, lf it had felt that there vas any substance in its charge
against PakisLan, it wouLJ have ha'i no res jtat:or'in -eflues-,iro pr r,.oe.L fleeLinE
of the Security Counci L.
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(e) 0n the other hand, 1t is a l,reLl-known fact that the Government of Pakistan
accepted the proposal of the S ecretary-Gene ral nade in August, that his personal

Representative, Dr. Ralph Buncher should visit India and pakistan. it r,ras :niLia
that rejected this proposal. Pakistan in fact made the further suggesticn that
Dr. Bunche should visit Jaunu and Kashmir, cn both sides of the cease-flre line
and lmpartially deternine the facts of the situa,;ion. No aggressor der0ands an

investigation and no victin of aggression resists it.
,fJ llnallyr :L is signlf '_cant thar ,noia rakes no response Lo our suggestion

'r lara/rrar h 9 of oy letter ol I November 1965 (5/68)8) thaL ',pakistan voulcl
weLccme any n:rove by the security councir or u,e Generar Assernbly to determine the
responsibility for the rvar which broke out betveen the tvo countrjes on

6 septernber 1!5!t" The conclusion is inescapable that rndla reafized that such
impartial deternination would result in an adverse verdict.
I ^-+. eIeaIIy, lfdra's obJcctive in naking rhese allegaLions againsL fakjsran is to
camoufLage the reaL situation in Kashmir where its people have openly revoLted.
against the rndlan occupation and the atrocities and barbariti.es that are being
conmitted there. That the so-calleal infiltrators r^rere none other than the leopre
o" JaLmu and Kaslitir rho are engagcd -: n a resisllance trovenen! against lndia js
borne out by lnrlartial observers whose repcrts have been quoted in my letter of
j Novernber !955 F/6865) addressed to the president of the gecurity Council. The

total suppression of the peopre of Jamu and Kashnir living in the rndian-occupieal
area and their united denard for the determination of their future by a plebiscite
are the patent fa cts of the situation in Jar:nu and Kashmir. Nothing ccurcl be nore
apparent than that Indiats every move and gesture, every pretence and posture is
designed to divert international attention frcm the roct cause of the conflict
between India and Pakistarr,

,. I shall be grateful i-f this letter is circulated as a Security Council and

GeneraL Assembly document .

I Siqneci I Syeci .^mjsd ALI
lr.basrador ExtraorCinary and Plenipoteni iary

T^rlrnent Represe.rtst:ve of -Dakj stan
to the United Naticns




