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Addendum

1. Information releting to the observance of the cease-Tire which has been
received from United Nations Observers since 19 November 1965, the debate of
the last report on the subject (S/6710/Add.10), is presented in this report.

Gurasi-Minimarg sector

2. During the period under review, the Indian local command complained that
Pakistan troops had been seen constructing bunkers in the demilitarized zone,
Observers planned to visit the demilitarized zones to investigate this complaint,
but had to sbandon their trip because of heavy snowfell over the Razdhainangan
Pass (a2lt. 11,936 feet).

Domel-Tangdhar sector

3. Observers visiting the forward areas in the sector reported the following
firing incidents:
(a) Indian troops fired from their forward position of Pir Sahaba towards
some transport moving three miles south of Nauseri at 1600 hoursl/ on 18 November.
(v) Indian trcops shelled with three-inch mortars an area 2,000 yards
north of Mirpur, where the Observers were, between 1335 and 14O hours on
24 November.
(¢) Indian troops fired light machine-gun bursts towards the Observers from
& position located four and 2 half miles west of Tangdhar at 1030 hours on
30 November. A burst missed the Observers by only three yards.

y All times local except where otherwise indicated.
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L. The Observers noted that in 21l three incidents, the Indian local command
had been informed of their vresence in the area.

5. FRegarding complaints relating to the Domel-Tangdher sector submitted by the
Secretary-General at Headquarters by the Permanent Representative of Irdia, the
Cbservers in the sector reported the following:

(2) The complaints set forth in document 5/6862, paragraphs 2 and 3, and
in S/688L, paragraph 8, refer to cases already submitted to the Observers by the
Indian local cormand at Tangdhar and vhich bave been confirmed by them
(see 5/6710/844.9, para. 6).

(b) The complaint in S/6B67, paragraph 10, concerns an incident already
reported by the Observers (see S/6710/Add.8, para. 3).

Domel-Uri

6. Vith regard to complaints submitted to the Secretary-General at Headquarters
by the Permanent Representative of India, the Observers in the sector reported
the following:

(a) The complaints set forth in document S/€B67, paragraghs 7 and 9, and in
S/6875, paragraph 6, refer to cases already submitted to the Obzervers by the
Indian local command and which have been confirmed by them (see S/6710/4dd.9,
paras. T and 8).

(b) The complaints in S/6895, pvaragraphs 5-T, were not considered as
violations of the cease-fire of 22 Septewmber.

Rawalakot-Punch

T. The Pakistan local command at Rawalakot complained on 17, 18, 21, 22 and

23 November that Indian trcops had been observed digging trenches and constructing
bunkers at two different places in an area located four miles west-north-west of
Punch. These complaints were confirmed by the Observers in the area.

8. The Indian loeal command at Punch submitted the following complaints, which
were also confirmed by the Observers:

(2) Pakistan troops fired with small arms towards an Indian position lccated
four miles west-north-west of Punch at 21C0 hours on 15 November and at 1645 hours
on 16 November.

(b) Pakistan troops fired with small arms from areas five miles west-north-
west of Punch between 0845 and 09CO hours on 17 Novenmber,

(c¢) Pakistan troops fired with medium machine~guns on an Indian position
located four miles west of Punch at 1630 hours on 26 November. fooe



8/6n0/ada.11
English
Page %

9. Regarding complaints submitted to the Secretary-General at Headguarters by
the Permanent Representatives of Indiz and Pakistan, the Observers in the sector
reported the following:

(a) The Indian complaint in S/6862, paragreph 5, and the Pakistan ccuplaint
in 8/6869, paragraph 8, refer to cases already submitted directly to the Cbservers
by the respective local commanders. Eoth complaints had been confirmed
(see S/6710/Add.6, para. 11, and S/6710/43d.8, para. 9).

(b) No evidence was found to support the Pakistan compleints in S/6869,
paragraphs 2.4 aud 6, and the Indien complaints in S/6875, parvagraph T, and ia
5/6895, varagraphs 11 ard 12.

(c) The allegations made in the Pakistan complaint in /6869, peragraph S,
and the Indian complaint in S/68Tk, varagraph 9, were not considered as violations
of the ceage-fire of 22 September.

Kotli-Galuthi sector

10. The following complaints were received from the Pakistan local ccmmand:

(2) Between 1700 hours on 19 November and Ok30 hours on 20 Novenmber,

Indian troops fired at three Pakista» positions located four miles westesouth-
west of Galuthi with field artillery and heavy wmortars at a Pakistan position four
uiles west-south-west of Galuthi with wedium wachine-guns, and at three Pakistan
positions located five miles west-south-west, five miles south-west ard three
miles south of Mendhar, respectively, with mortars,

(v) At 1945 hours on 21 November, Indian trcops shelled with field artillery
three Pakistan positions located between six wmiles west and {ive wmiles westwsouth-
wvest of Galuthi.

{¢) At O710 hours on 22 November, Indian troops shelled with medium artillery
two Pakistan positions located six miles west-south-west and six miles west of
Mendhar, respectively.

(d) Between 10CO and 150C hours on 22 November, Indian troops shelled with
wedium artillery and heavy mortars seven Pakistan positions lceated in the Mendhar
area and with heavy mortars two other Pakistan positions in the Galuthi area.

{e)} Betueen 0610 hours on 2k November and OOLS hours on 25 November, Indian
trcoons shelled three Pakistan positions located four wiles south-west, five and a
half miles west-south-west and seven miles west-south-west of Mendhar, respectively,
with field artillery and three-inch mortars; and two Pakistan positions four miles

south~west of Galuthi with k.2-inch mortars.

[een
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() Between 1110 and 1515 hours on 26 Hovember, Indian troops shelled two
Paliisten positions located two miles west of Balnol witi field artillery and
ancther Pakisten position three miles south-west o Balnoi with three-inch morters.

(5) Between 20C0 hours on 27 Hevember and 1115 hours on 28 November, Indian
troops Tired at five Pakistan positions located between four and seven miles
south-vest of Galuthi with recoilless rifles, heavy mortars and medium and 7ield
artillery and at three Pekistan positions located Ifrom six to seven and a hal? miles
west~-scuth-west of Mendhar.

(h) Between 1kk45 and 1940 hours on 28 Hovember, Indian troops shelled with
mortars two Pakistan positions located, respectively, five ~nd a half miles
west-sonth-vest of Mendhar and four miles scuth-west of Galuthi and with medium
artillery another Pakistan position four and a half miles south-west of Mendhar.

(1} Between 1730 and 23500 hours on 29 Hovember, Indian troops shelled with
Tield artillery and heavymortars five Pakistan positions located from four to seven
and a hall miles west-south-west of Galuthi and also two Pakistan positions located
Tour miles wvesto-gouth-west and seven miles south-west of Galuthi, respectively.

(§) Betueen 1610 hours on 30 Hovember and CO30 hours on 1 Decesmber, Indian
troops shelled with medium artillery a Pakistan nosition located six miles
west-south-wvest of Mendhar and with heavy mortars two Pakistan positions located
Tour and a half miles vest-scuth-west and six miles vest of Galuthi, respectively.

(k) At 03CO hours on L December, Indian trcops shelled with medium artillery
and mortars four Pakistan positions located between nine and a half miles wesi
and west-north-west of Mendhar.

(1) Between 1125 and 1520 hours on 1 December, Indian troops shelled with
medium artillery two Pakistan positions located ten miles west-north-west of
Mendhar and with mortars two other positions nine and a helf miles west-north-wesc
of Mendhar.

(m) Retween 1530 and 1720 hcurs on 2 Decenber, Indian trcops shelled writh
medium artillery and heavy mortars four Pakistan nositions located four miles and
four and a half miles porth-east, three miles north-north-east, and three and
a half miles north-north-uest of Janghar, resrectively.

The (bservers in the area confirmed the foregoing ccmplaints. In all cases except
(e), (h) and (j) they also indicated that Takistan troops had returned the fire.

4
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1l. The Observers also confirmed the following complaints submitted by the Indisn
local command at Galuthis

(2) At 1130 hours on 26 November, Pekiston troops shelled with field artillery
two Indian positions located eight miles southw-vest of Rojouri and live and 2 half
niles west of' Galuthi, respectively.

(v) Pokistan troops shelled an Indian positicn four miles south-vest of
Mendhar with mortars between 1625 and 1650 hours ond between L7h5 and 1840 hours
on 27 November and with mortars and field ard medium artillery between 21C0 and
€050 hours during the night of 27-20 November.

(c) Paokistan artillery shelled an area one mile scuth-west of Balnoi betueen
1552 and 1640 hours on 30 November.

(@) Pakistan troops shelled with field and wedium artillery end morters
five Indian positions in the Hendhar srea betveen 1300 and 1500 heurs on
30 November.:

(e) During the night of 30 November-l Decemiver, Pakisten troops shelled with
mortars an Indian position located four miles vest-south-west of Mendhaor.

() Pokistan artillery staorted shelling Indizn positions located one and
a hali miles south-vest of Balnol at 1150 hours on 1 Decewber. The (bservers
arraanged a cease-Lire vhich took effect at 1220 hours on tae same day.

12, 1In addition, three incidents were reported directly by the Cbservers stoticned
in the Torward areas as follows:

(2) Pakistan troops shelled with artillery two areas located fcur miles
west-north-west and three miles west-south-west of Galuthi, respectively, between
2050 and 2150 hours on 29 Noveuber.

{t) Pakistan troops shelled with ertillery four sreas located from five to
sin and a half miles west-south-vest of Memdhar betueen 1223 and 1430 hours on
30 November., Indian troops returned the fire.

{c¢) Pakistan troops cpened fire ab an ares located four and a half miles
west-northevest of Galuthi at L5M5 hours on 1 Teceuber.

153. Regording the complaint submitted to the Secretary-General at Headquarters by
the Permanent Representative of Indie and set forth in decument $/G862,
naregraph T, and in 8/6867, paragraphs 12 and 13, the Cbservers in the area

renorted thot they had Tound no concrete evidence supporting the allegations made.

/...
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Kotli-Naushera sector

1. The following complaints submitted by the Pokistan local commend at Kotli
were investigated by C(bservers in the area:

(2) Indian treops shelled with medium guns a Pakistan position located
Tour miles north-west of Janghor between 0700 and 1605 hours and with Pield
srtillery a Pekistan position three miles north-iest of Janghar between 1000 and
1055 hours on 3 Novesmber.

{(v) 1Irdian trcops shelled a Pakistan position located six miles south-east
of Khuiratta between CBA5 and 1100 hours on 13 Hovewmber.

(c) 1Indian field artillery shelled two Pakisten positions located four and
a half miles east-south-east of Khuiratta at 1650 hours on 17 Hovetber and a
third Pekistan position six ard 2 half miles south-south-east of Khuiratta at
G935 hours on 18 Hovember.

(@) Indian troops shelled Pakistan positions located in the Khuiratta-Fanghar
area with field artillery and heavy mortars between 0715 and 1225 hours on
26 Noverber,

(e) 1Indien troops shelled with heavy morters and medium artillery three
Pakistan positions located from three and a holf to four and a half miles
north-west of Janghar between €850 and 1145 hours on 29 lovember.

The Cbserver< confirmed the Toregoing complaints. In the case of (a) and (d),
they indicated that Pakistan troops had returned the Tire.

15. Cbservers in the area also confirmed the following ccmplaints submitted by
the Irdian local commands

(2) Pakistan field artillery shelled two Indian positions located eight
miles south-east of Khuiratta at G900 hours on 15 Hovember.

(b) DPakistan troops constructed new bunkers and extended their defences in
an area located three miles north of Janghar.

15. On 19 November, the Observers stationed in the forward areas reported that
Indian troops had shelled two Pakistan positions located six and a half miles
south-south-east of Khuiratta from 1035 to 1130 hours on that day.

Bhirber-Akhnur sector

17. On 17 Novenber, the Pakistan local command at Bhimber complained that Indian
troops had constructed new trenches and bunkers in an area located six and a half

miles south-scuth-west of Naushera. This was confirmed by Cbservers in the area.

eve
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13. The Cbservers also confirmed a complaint submitted by the Pakistan local
coumand at Bhimber on 22 November to the effect that Indian troops had moved
forvard and hed constructed 2 nev post located nine and a half miles north-north-
west of Chhanb.
19, Regarding complaints submitted to the Secretory-General at Headquarters by
the Permanent Representative of India, the Cbservers in the sector reported the
Tollowings

(a) The complaints in $/56062, parsgraph 9, in /5859, paregrephs 20-22, and
in §/5890, paragraph 13, involved no viclations of the cease-fire.

(b) Investigation of the complaints in §/C895, paragraphs 15 and 21, was

inconclusive for lack of evidence.

Sialkot-Jammanh sector

20: A delayed report from the Cbservers visiting forward areas in the sector
indicated that on & November indiaon troops had moved Torwerd of their front lines
and were digging in an area five and @ half miles east of Sialkot.

21, A complaint submitted Dy the Indian local command at Jameu on 15 November
alleped that a Pakistan light aircraft flew over Indian positions four and a halfl
niles vest-south-vest of Bajragehri et 1335 hours on b November and that
simultaneously tvo Pekistan positions opened fire on the Indian positions with
soall arms ond mortors. Investisation of the complaints by Chservers in the aren
ccnfirmed the firing at the Indian positions.

22. On 15 November, the Pakistan local command at Sialkot ccomplained that Indian
troops had fired with machine-guns and small arus on two Fakistan positions
located four and a half miles east-south-east of Sialkot 2nd further indicated
that Pakistan troops hed returned the fire. The allegation was confirmed by
Cbservers.

&3. A complaint from the Indian local command at Jamau alleged that two Pakistan
jet aircraft Tlew over Indizn positions four and 2 helf miles east of Chawinde
{rom 1140 to 1143 hours on 18 November. The Cbservers stationed in the area
reported that they had seen four Pakistan jet aircraft flying approximately 100
to 2C0 yords over the Indian-controlled tercitory.

2k, On 18 November, the Indian local command complained that a Pakiston cbservation
aireralt flev over Indian positions fifteen miles south-east of Sialkot at

1740 hours on 18 November. Cbservers in the arez coniirmed this allegation and

added that Indian troops had opened fire at the aircraft. /
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25, BSince 25 Wovember, the Indian local command ot Jomou hes submitted the
rollowing ccomplaints:

() Pokisten troops atbemsted to dig trenches in an area eleven and a hal?
miles south-ecast of Sialkot at 21C0 hours on 2L Novermber and at 2050 hours on
22 lloveriber.

(b) Poxistan troops fired with autcmatic weapons on Indian troops in the
same area bLetween CCCL and 23CO hours on 22 November.

(c) Pakisten troope fired with sutomatie weapons at an Indian post about
nine end a half miles south-east of Sialkot at 2030 hours on 23 Noverber.

(¢) Pakisten troops fired with light machine-guns at an Indian patrol moving
in an area nine miles ssuth-east of Sialkot on 25 Novenmber.

(¢) Pakistan troops fired with light machine-guns at an Indian post located
approrimately nine miles south-east of Sialkot between €845 and 0855 hours and
again at 1345 honrs on 25 Hovember. Investigation by the Cbservers in the area
revealed that in the incidents mentioned in (b) to (e) both sides had fired, but
it was not rossible to determine vhich side had fired first.

26, ith regard to complaints relating to this sector submitted to the Secretary-
General at Headquerters by the Permanent Representative of India, the Cbservers
reported the following:

(2) fThe activities alleged in 56862, parngrashs 10, 11 and 15, in 5/6869,
paragraphs 23-25, in S/CE87L, porographs 10 (2) ard (b) and 11, in S/8875,
paragraph 16, in Sf688%, paragranh 17, in §/5389, paregraph 11, and in 5/C890,
paragraphs 14 and 15, were not considered as violations of the cease-Tire.

(b) The CObservers fcund no concrete evidence to support the allegaticns made

in the complaints in S/56862, paragraphs 13 and 1%, and in $/6895, paragraph 23.

Fasrur-Khasa sector

27. A Pakistan complaint alleged that Indian trocops had dug new positions in tie
no-man's land area at GR 820112 on 17 November. An investigation carried out by
Observers onh 20 November revealed that the digging tcok place well within the
Indian forwvard defended locelities.

28. O©n 18 Hovember, at 1710 hours, a Pakistan aircraft flew over Indian-held
territory at Kalewala (GR 90C6). Indian troops fired on the aircraft while it
was over Indian lines. The Pakistan command explained to the Cbservers that the
pilot had lost his way and that the overflight was not intentional.

29. An Indian complaint alleged that a civilian wvas killed at 1430 hours on

18 Hovember vhile grazing cattle in the area of Kamaipur Kalan (GR €O2640). The

v
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complaint indicated that the civilian was shot in the back ty =2 Patistan patrol
from the west side of the Ravi River. The Cbservers confirmed the killing of the
givilian; they had warned both sides of the risks involved in crop harvesting and
cattle grazing near the front lines.

30, The Pakistan local command complained that Indien tricps had fired from Alhar
{GR 853063) and Chak Dea Singh (GR 862057} during the night of 21-22 November.

The Observers in the area could not detsrmine the exact cause of the firing. an
Indian officer was killed during the incident and the Indian side admitted that
this officer was with a patrol forward of the Indian lines. The Pakisten side
admitted having fired at the Indian patrol from trenches 30C yards forwzrd of their
normal FPLs. Therefore, the Observers concluded that both sides were at fault.
31. The Pakistan local command also complained that in the ares of 3R 831089,
north-sast of Alhar, an Indien sniper hed shot g Pekistan sentry at 1100 hours

on 24 November. The Observers investigzting the incident saw the body of the dead
sentry. The Indian side cleimed that the incident occurrsd during a general
exchangs of fire whereas the Pakistan side slleged that the Fakistan sentry was
killed by a single shot from an Indian sniper. The Zbservers cculd find ne

conclusive evidence to support either claiw.

Lahcre-Khasa-Narla sector

32. A firing incident occurred on 2C November in the Lograi zrea (GR T511).

At G933 hours, twe rifle shots were fired by Pakistan soldiers onrly scme 5C to

€0 yards frem where Observers stood. 4t 0950 heours, Indian treeps retalizted with
four rcunds of light machine-gun fire and Fakistan troocps replied with two mere
rifle shots. This incident tcok place despite the presence of Cbservers, who were
in full view of both sides with United Na%tions flags and whkite vehicles.

33. An Indian complaint alleged that Pakistan “rcops kad fired =t Indian positicus
in the area of GR T26117, south of Dograi, at 0935 hours on 2€ Hovember, wounding
cne Indiar soldier. In a counter-claim, the Pakistan side asserted that Indian
troops had fired at them during this incident. The Observers in the area
investigated the incident, but cculd not determine the cause of the firing.

3h. Small-arms firiag took place intermittently in the Dograi area [GR 7311) from
2CCC to 2230 hours on 22 November and in the Karvath distributory junction (3R T752911)
from 12CC to 1430 hours on 2h Kovember. Both sides admitted heving fired. The

Cbservers in the area could not determine the cause of the firing.
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35. On 25 November, both sides fived with smell-arms in the Siphon area (GR Th93)
at 1130 hours and with small-arms and mortars in the Dograi area (GR 751l) at
1800 heurs. Fach side blamed the other for the firing and the Observers were unable
to determine which side had fired first.
36. An Indian compleint alleged that Pakistan troops had fired small-arms in the
area of Bhasin (GR Th516k and Th4153) on 26 Hovember. The Observers reported that
both sides had fired, but could not ascertain what caused the incident or who had
fired first.
57. Turing the period under review, both sides set up new observation posts and
dug trenches in the forward areas morth of Dograi (GR 732129) and in the Burki
sector (GR T509Tk). The Observers in the area endeavoured to negotiaste a cessation
of this activity. On 27 Hovember, they reported that they bad negotiated the
removal of an observation post and the filling in of some trenches north of Dograi.
38. A4 Pakistan complaint alleged that firing took place at 2030 hours on
29 November and at CE0C hours on 30 November in the Dograi area. Investigation by
Cbservers in the area revealed that both sides had fired small-arms and mortars.
The Observers could not determine what caused the firing or who had fired first.
39. On 30 November at 1120 hours, an explosion occurred in the Pakistan “DLg
opposite Dograi. The Pakistan local command alleged that Indian troops had fired
one mortar bomb into a group of Pakistan soldiers causing eight casualties. The
Observers in the area found no evidence to support that allegation. They were of
the opinion that the explosion was accidentsal.
4o. Two firing incidents were alleged by the Pakistan command to have taken place
on 1 December. Investigation of these incidents by Observers established that both
sides had fired, but it was not possible to determine which side had started the
firing.
41. With regard to complaints relating to this sector submitted to the Secretary-
General at Headquarters by the Permanent Representatives of India and Pekisten, the
Observers in the sector reported the following:

(a) Investigation of the Indian complaints in 5/6925, paragraphs 25-27, 30-35
and 37, in §/6927, paragreph 8, in 3/6939, paragraphs 10 and 12-13, in 3/6945,
paragraphs 25, 27, 28-30 and 40, in $/6952, paragraphs 12 and 14, in S/69€8,
paragraphs 27 and 35 and in S/6973, paragraphs 25 (a), 27, 29 and 31, and the
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Pakistan complaints in S/6901, paragraphs 5, 4, 9 and 23, and in S/6S48,
paragraphs 27 and >3, revealed that the alleged activities had occurred within the
known forward defended localities (FDLs) of the respective sides. The Observers
remarked that both sides were constantly improving their positions in the sector.

(b) Regarding the Indian compleints in 3/6925, paregraphs 33 und 45, in /6945,
paregraphs 22, 26, 29 and 55, in 5/6952, paragraph 13, in 3/69€8, paragrephs 29, 30,
52 and 54, end in 3/6975, paragraphs 25 (b) and 26, =rd the Pazkisten complaints in
3,6901, paragraphs 10 and 38, and S;6948, paragrapks 2 and 15, the Observers could
find no concrete evidence supporting them.

{e} Investigation of the Indian complaints in S/6925, paragraphs 29, 56 and 38,
in 3/69€8, paragraph 31, and in S/6975, paragraphs 28 and 30, z2nd the Pakistan
complaints in $/6901, paragraph 11, and in 5/6948, parsgraphs 16, 18 ana 26, ho, k2
and 45, wvas inconclusive. Both sides had fired =nd it was not possible to determine
which side had started the firing.

(d) Investigation of the Pakistan complaint in S/69h8, paragraph 21, was also
inconclusive, Both sides had fired and it was not possible to establish whether
the Pakistan patrol was forward of or within the Pakistan Fils.

(e) Regarding the Indien complaint iwn 3/6926, paragraph 13, the Observers
reported that investigation of the firing incidents on 9-1C November was
inconclusive as both sides claimed that the other side had fired first. 4s to the
allegations regarding improvement of defences, the Qbservers remarked that both
sides had carried out intensive improvements to their positions in the sector.

{f) As regards the Pakistan complaint in 5/6501, peragraph 1, tie Observers
reported that they had not observed any major reinforcement by Indian troops in the
area. They noted that there had been no agreement on the location of the cease-fire
line in the area and that both sides had crept forward of their lines and had
constructed field work there.

(g) The Pakistan compiaints in 3/6501, paragrephs 50 and 32, and in 5/6948,
raragraph 14, were confirmed.

(h) Regarding the Indian complaint in /6939, paragraph 14, the Observers
confirmed flooding ir the area, but cculd not establish who was responsible for
breaching the bank of the distributory. The Observers considered that Pakistan
troops started the i'locding in retaliation for flocding of Pakistan positions north
of the Kohail Distributory (GR 15C0) by Indian troops.

(i) &5 regards the Pakistan complaint in 3/6948, paragraphs 31 and 32, the
Observers reported that Indian troops were shooting at stray dogs, away from
Pakistan positions.
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Rukhanwala-Narla-Bopa Rai-Ferozepore sector

k2, A Pakistan complaint alleged that Indisn troops had fired on Pakistan
observation aircraft in the Phura Khuna area (GR 8559) at 1645 hours on 10 November,
The Cbservers confirred this allegation, but could not determine the position of
the aircraft at the time of the firing. In this comnexion, they observed that in
the area concerned the opposing front lines were in some places ¢nly 50 yards

from each other.

k3, The Indian local command ccmplained that Pakistan troops had abducted two
civilians who were picking cotton in the area of GR 8757, north-west of Rajoke, at
1030 hours on 16 November. This was confirmed by the Observers. The Pakistan
troops admitted that they had taken into custody two civilians who were picking
cotton near the Pakistan lines. The Observers rerorted that they were attempting
to have the civilians released and repatriated.

4y, On 20 November, Observers met with the battzlion commanders of both sides in an
attempt to lessen tension in the area of the Indian police post 83hk, at Burj Rajoke,
Both sides agreed not to fire unless fired upon for a reriod of 48 hours, during
which the Observers would attempt to rgerk a line of "mo patrolling" which neither
side would be allowed to cross., This agreement, according to the Observers, helped
to reduce tension in the area,

k5, A Pakistan complaint alleged that Indian troops had fired on the area of

GR 793727 and 789721, south-west of Rajoke, at 2055 hours on 25 November, The
Indian side submitted a counter-claim, charging the Pakistan troops with the
firing., The Observers confirmed that toth sides had fired, but could not deteimire
which side had fired first.

46, The Pakistan local command complained that Indian troops had fired with small
arms and mortars at the area of GR 8340, 8240 apd 8239, south of Ulleke, frecm

2255 to 0%Z00 hours during the night of 25-26 November and with small arms at the
area of GR 7777, east of Bedian, at 1755 hours on 26 November. The Pakistap ccumand
indicated that its troops had retaliated in the firast case, but not the second. The
Observers could not substantiate the Pakistan allegation regarding the firipg east
of Bedian.

k7. Peavy firing, including artillery and mortar fire, occurred on 27 Hovember,
six miles north-west of Ferozepore (GR 9030). The oObservers in the area succeeded
in obtaining a cease-fire. Their investigation was inconclusive as to the cause

of the firing. Poth sides fired, but only Indian troops used artiliery.
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48, The Pakistan local command alleged that Indian observation aircraft overflew
Pakistan territory south of Jahman in the area of GR 7881 at 1055 hours on

29 November, It indicated that Pakisten troops fired at the aireraft. The
observers in the area were not able to verify the complaint regarding the overfilight.
49, ©On 1 December, Observers reported that Pakistan troops had opened fire on an
Indian observation post in the Dona Betu area (GR 633207). Approximately fifty
rounds were fired by Pakistan troops and the Indian side retaliated with about
fifteen rounds, There were no casualties.

50. On 2 December, Observers reported that both sides kad fired swall arms in the
area of GR 777828, north-west of Jahman, from 1445 to 1450 hours,

51. During the period under review, Indian troops in the Bhura Khuna ares proceeded
with test firing within 10,C0C0 yards of the FDLS in violation of the recently
concluded fire-restriction agreement (see §/6710/add.9, pera. 2). Two such cases
were reported to Observers by the Pakistan commamd. One comcerned the firing

of small arms in the area of GR 845606 from OTCO to 0845 hours on 22 November and
the other the firing of tank armament and other automatic weapons in GR 824641 on

1 December, In both cases, the firing took place within 10,CCC yards of the FDLs
and the Indian troops failed to notify the Observers. Failure of Indian troops to
observe the fire restriction agreement was brought to the attention of the Indian
Chief of Army Staff and local formation commanders.

52. Regardirg the complaints relating to this sector subtmitted to the Secretary-
General at Headquarters by the Permanent Representatives of India and Pakistan, the
Observers in the sector reported the following:

(a) MNo physical evidence could be found to support the Indian complaints in
S/6925, paragraph 28, in S/6926, paragrapk 12, in S/6939, paragraph 16, in S/6952,
paragraph 18, in S/€968, paragraph 38, and in S/6973, paragraph 37, and the
Pakistan ccmplaints in S/6901, paragraphs 5, 6, 12, 13, 27 and 28, and in S/69L8,
raragraphs 3-5, 12, 28, %0, 37 and b5.

(b) Investigation of the Indian complaints in S/6925, paragraph 43, in 5/6927,
peragraph 9, in S/€939, paragraph 17, in S/6952, paragrarh 15, and in S/6973,
paragraph 33, and of the Pakistan complaint in S/6901, paragraph 2, and in S/€948,
paragraph 38, was inconclusive. Both sides had fired and it was not rossible to
determine which side had started the firing.

feue
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(¢) The activities reported in tke Pakistan complaint in S/€Q01, paragraph 25,
and in S/6948, paragraph ik, and in the Indian complaints in S/6945, paragraphs 2k,
31 and 32, took place within the kmown Indian FDLs.

() Regerding the Fekisten complaint in S/6001, yaragraph 26, the Cbservers
determined that Indian troops had not moved forward, but had dug new trenches
within their lines. The Cbservers were able to persuvade the Ipdian commander to
£ill in these tremches.

(e) The Pakistan ccmplaint in S/€9UB, paragraphs 17 and 19, vas confirmed,

Sulaimanke-Fazilka sector

53. During the period under review, QObservers reported that both sides were
improving their defences at numerous roints throughout the sector, Indian troops
dug trenches in the Alam Sheh area {GR 2€4641) and set up a new observation post

at Ohananwala (GR 2658). Pakistan forces were mining in the Chak Mohd Amira area
(GR 2666), digging and mining a2t Chansnwala, at Hohd Dira (GR 258641) and west

of Mohd Amira (GR 264659), and also digging in the area of GR 26£8. Some of the
improvements wide were forward of the respective FDLs. In this connexion, the
Observers also received the following twe complaints, which vere eanfirmed by them:

(a) On 20 Hovemter, an Indian complaint that Pakistan troops had established
a new observation post in the no-wan's land near Gul Shah (GR 27€662).

(b) On 21 November, a Pakistan complaint asserted that Indian troops had
turned an observation post near Gul Shah into a defended loeality.

S5k, On 27 November, the Observers investigated a Pakistan complaint that Indian
troops had fired with mortars and small arms in the area of GR SL 71C6. EBoth sides
admitted having fired. The Observers attributed the cause of the incident to patrol
activity.

55. Regarding complaints relating to this sector submitted to the Secretary-General
at Headquarters by the Permanent Representatives of India and Pakistan, the
Observers in the sector reported the following:

(a) The activities referred to in the Indian complaints in S/€925, paragrarhs 39
and 42, in S/6045, paragraph 34; and in S/€973, paragraphs 34, 3€ and 39, and the
Pakistan complaint in S/€948, paragraph 8, took place within the known FDLs of the
respective sides.

(b) The Observers found no physical evidence to support the Pakistan complaints
in S/6901, paragraphs 7, 8, 20 and 29, and in S/6948, paragraph 20, and the Indian
complaints in S/6939, paragraph 18, in 5/69L5, paragraphs 35-38, in 5/€952, /




§/6710/add.11

English
Page 15

paragraph 17, in S/6968, paragraphs 35 and 36, and in S5/6973, paragraph 38,

(¢) Investigation of the Indian compleints in S/6925, paragraphs 4C and Lk,
and in S/694B, paragraph 37, and the Pakistan complaints in S/6048, paragraphs 1,
7, 9, 11, 23, 24, 29, 34-36 and 39, was inconclusive. Poth sides had fired and
it was not possible to determine which side had started the firing.

(8) Regarding the Indian complaint in.S/6925, pevagraph 41, the (bservers
reported that the Pakistan aircraft did not fly over Iundian positioms, but that
Indisn troops had fired at it.

(e) The Indian complaint in S/6927, paragraph 10, was confirmed. The
Pakistan side admitted firing first, because they objected to the construction by
Indian troops of a shelter behind the Indian FDLS. The Indians returned the fire.

(£) Investigaticn of the Indian complaint in S/6927, paragraph 11, was
inconclusive. Pakistan troops claimed they had opered fire at an Indian patrol
moving forward of the Indian FDLs, but the Observers could not ascertain whether
there had been a patrol in the area as claimed.

(g) The Pakistan complaints in S/6901, paragraphs 14-18, 22 and 33-35,
concerned firing incidents which took place in the Khanwsla-Kerian-Chananvala area
from 22 to 2% October. The Cbservers considered that this series of incidents
started when a Pakistan observation aircraft was fired on by Indian troops and
Pakistan troops retaliated by opening fire on Indian positions. Both sides fired
extensively. The Observers found no evidence that the aircraft flew over the
Indian positions.

Rahim Yar Khan-Jaisslmer sector

56. On 16 November at 1430 hours, Observers saw Pakistan air observation aircraft
overflying the Asu Tar area (Grid reference IO 78). A
57. On 13 November, Observers reported intermittent machine-gun fire in the
Ghotaru area (1LQ 7367).
58. With regard to the alleged Pokistan attacks in the Tanot and Ghantialka areas
(see S/6710/Add.10, para. 35), Observers reported that as of 18 November,
Ghantialka, where an Indian convoy had been awbushed, continued to be occupied by
Pekistan troops. They confirmed that Tanot had been surrounded by Pakistan troops,
but indicated that as of 20 November the locality remained in Indian hands,
59. From 18 to 22 November, the Indian cowmand alleged that Pakistan aircraft
flew over Indian-held territory as follows:

(2) Jet aircraft flew over the areas of Sakhi (SV 998k4) and Sadhevala (L1 9kok)
at 1040 hours on 18 November and at 1115 hours on 21 Noverber, respectively.



$/6710/Add.11
English
Page 16

{b) Observation aireraft flew over Ramad (L& 1806) at 1620 hours on
20 November, over Tanot (LI CE23) at 1110 hours on 21 November and over Shahgarh
(LQ 5642) at 1115 hours on the sare day.
The Cbservers in the areas reported that they did not w.iness any of the alleged
overflights,
€0. Cn 21 November, en Indian complaint alleged that two Pakistan comranies had
occupied new rositions at LV 8543, cutting the track between Pochhina (LV 9248) and
Mithrau (LV 7925). .. later ccmplaint alleged that a Pakistan patrol had intruded
into Indian territory at LV £0l2, west of liajlar, on 25 November.
6l. Cn 2k November, the Indian local commard complained that a strong Pakistan
ratrol suprorted by medium mortars had fired on an Indian post three miles west
of Sadhewala between 16CO and 17CO hours on that day. The Observers in the area
proceeded to investigate this complaint, but were informed by the Indian command
that no investigation was reguired.
62. Cn 27T November, (bservers reported that a Pakistan ratrol from Achchri Toba
(L1 0525) was Tired on from an Indian position at Tanot (LIf CB23) at 1800 hours
on that day.
63. Cn 28 November, Observers heard mortar firing by Indian troops at Sadhewala,
During their investigation of this incident, the Cbservers were told by the Indian
commander that he was firing for target registration rurroses and that he had not
been informed of the agreement restricting firing within 10,CCO yards from the ¥DLs.
€4, On 29 November, an Indian ratrol of company strength, according to a Pakistan
complaint, approached within 1,500 yards of Bhuttewala (Ll 5606) and fired small
arms on Pakistan positions. The Pakistan ccmmand, however, did not request an
investigation of its complaint,
65. Cn 30 Novewber, the Indian command advised the Observers that Pakistan troops
had vacated Sadhewala on 16 November. This refers to the Indian attack on this
locality on 16 November which was reported in an earlier rerort to the Council
(see S/6710/A44,10, tara. 3h4).
66. Cn 30 November, the Indian command complained that Pakistan trcops had laid
anti-tank mines on the Tanot-Sadhewala track at L} 0513 and had destroyed one
Indian vehicle en route to Sadhewala on the morning of 30 lNovember, killing vive

Indian soldiers.

[eos




$/6T10/Add4.11
English
Fage 17

6T. ©Cn 1 December, the Indian command claimed that a heavy concentration of Pakistan
troops had been seen three miles west of Sadhewala ard lithewala Toba (LL 9kOh) and
that Pakistan troops had been shelling Sadhewala and carrying out aggressive
ratrolling in the area. A later complaint alleged that Sadhewala was attacked by
Pakistan troops at 0201 hours GMT on 2 December. This was confirmed by Cbservers.
The Pakistan Defence Ministry claimed that Pakistan troops had recaptured Sadhewala
on 2 December.

€8. On 2 December, a complaint from the Pakistan command alleged that Indian troops
had attacked Longanwala (LQ 8590) at 0030 hours GIT on that day. The complaint

also alleged that Indian troops had laid mines on tracks around Tanot, Sadhewala and
Longanwale.. Observers were advised not to move on these tracks because of the mines.
69, According to a report from Observers, Fakistan troops moved forward from
Kishangarh (LM 3132) during the night of 1-2 December to attack Tanot. OCn

2 December, firing occurred between Achehri Toba and Tanot. TFighting also broke out
in the Kharora Toba area (LM 1227), The Observers who attempted to cross the line
in the Kishangarh area were forced to turn back at 1130 hours on 2 December because
of this fighting.

TO. On 2 December, Observers also reported a Pakistan complaint alleging that
Indian troops were attacking Longanwale again.

Tl. On 5 December, the Chief Officer of UNIPCM received an urgent message from the
Vice-Chief of Army Staff, Indian Army, steting thet scme Indizn posts in Rajasthan
were being heavily attacked by Pakistan trocps, in overt violation of the cease-fire.
The VCOAS requested the Chief Officer to take "immediate necessary action".

T2. In appraising the situation in the desert area, the Chief Officer of UNIPOM
considered that the present situation arose from the Indian determination to push
Pakistan trcops back to the international border and Pakistan's equally strong
determination to retain the positions they had cccupied. He concluded that effective
cease-Tire did not exist in this area and that military action would be likely to
centinue there.

T3. Regarding the complaints submitted to the Secretary-General at Headquarters by
the Fermanent Pepresentatives of India and Pakistan, the Observers in the sector
reported the fellowing:

[ees
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(2) The Pakistan complaint in S/6501, peragrarh 45 (see S/6710/Add.T,
ravagraph 4 and the Indian ccmplaint in 5/6925, raragraph 47, were confirmed,

{(b) The Observers found no physical evidence supporting the Pakistan
conplaints in S/6901, reragraph 21, and in S/6948, paragraphs 13 arnd 22, and the
Irdian compleints in S/6975, paragraphs kO, k1 and 43.

(c) The activities reported in the Indian complaints in S/60k5S, raragrarh b1,
and in S/6968, raragraph 40, took place within the known Pakistan FDLs.

Khokhrorar-Gadra sector

Th. A Pakistan complaint alleged that Indian troops hed attacked Miajlar (LV 0536)
at 1200 hours on 18 Hovember. It further alleged that Indian troops had cccupied
new positions south of Miajlar at LV 9926 and LW Oi25. On 19 Hovember, the
Observers in the area confirmed the attack on Miajlar, which they reported was now
under Indian control.
75. A Pakistan ccmplaint alleged that Indian troops had moved forward between
Nunabao (QA 9375) and Roheri (QA 868T) on 22 MNovember. The Cbservers heard
artillery fire in the arvea north of lunabao.
76. An Indian complaint alleged that Pakistan troops had shelled an Indian rosition
at Muranwali (LU 0217)at 19CO hours on 19 HNovember and at 1730 hours on 20 November,
Investigation of this ccmplaint by the Observers in the area was inconclusive.
TTe. Thc Observers in the area reported that Indian troops had shelled with
artillery a Pakistan position located at LV 9633 on the track from Miajlar to
Khara (LV 7825) from C8CO to 1030 hours on 26 November and again frem C2C0 to
0500 hours on 27 November. The shellings were followed by an Indian attack in
company strength at the Pakistan position, which was beaten off by Pakistan forces.
Indian shelling was also reported in the area of IV 9728 on the Misjlar-Sundra
(Lv 8816) track between 1615 and 1715 hours on 26 November.
78. The Observers also reported that Indian positions north of Nuriala had been
subjected to intermittent shelling on 28 November.
T9. Since 2T November, Observers have received the following complaints frocm the
Pakistan command:

(2) On 27 November, Indian troops shelled Pakistan positions at IV 9333 and
LV 9626 and laid mines in the area of IV $031. These areas are located from eight
to twelve miles inside the line of control claimed by Pakistan on 2 November.
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{b) On 28 November, Indian troops attacked Pakistan positions located at
IV 8817, east of Sundra, and at LU Qhk25, near Nuriala.

(¢) On 30 November, Indian troops shelled Pakistan positions at LW 0k25 at
1210 hours. On the same day, Indian troops moved forward of their lines, which led
to a clash with Pakistan forces at LW 0kl2 at 1600 hours. New positions at
QB 2552 (West of Brani) were also occupied by Indian troops on 30 Hovember.

{d) 1Indian troops fired at Pakistan forces at LV 9926 on 2 December.

(e) Indian troops shelled Pakistan positions at LV 9827, LV 9726 and LV 9725
between 1130 and 1245 hours on 2 December.

(f) Indian troops shelled Pakistan positions at QB 1459 and attacked it with
two platoons at 0200 hours on 3 December.

{z) 1Indian troops improved their position in the area of B 2551 and moved
forward and fired at a Pakistan patrol at QB 0266 on 3 December.

80. The Indian commend submitted the following complaints to the Observers:

(a) On 25 November, Pakistan troops shelled Indian rositions at Nuriala
(L 082s).

(b) Pakistan troops attacked Indian positions at LV 9833 four times from
0230 hours on 26 November to 1730 hours on 27 November.

(c) On 28 November, Pakistan troops fired at Indian forces in the areas of
QB 459198,

(d) Pakistan troops fired small arms and mortars on Indian positions at
QA 9385, near Munabso at 2020 hours on 30 November.

81. With regard to complaints relating to this sector submitted to the Secretary-
General at Headquarters by the Permanent Representatives of India and Fakistan,
the Qbservers in the sector reported the following:

{(a) No evidence was found to support the Pakistan complaints in S/6901,
raragrarhs 36, 37 and 40, and in S/GOA8, reragraphs 10, 25, k1, 46, 49 and 50, and
the Indian complaints in S/6939, raragraph 2Q, and in S/6968, paragraph 4l.

(b) The activities reported in the Pakistan complaints in S/6901, paragraphs
k1-Lk, took place within the known Indian FDLs.

{c) Investigation of the Pakistan complaints in S/6948, paragraphs 47 and 48,
was inconclusive, The aircraf't were not positively identified.



