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Addendum

1. Information relating to the cbservance of the cease-fire vhich has been
received from United Nations Observers since 24 Decewker 1‘3}65, the date of the
last report on the subject (S, 6710/4dd.13), is presented in this report.

General

2. At a2 meeting in New Delki on 15 December 1965, the Chief of Avwy Staff,
Indian Army, informed the Chief Military QObserver of UIRCGIP and the Chiel
Qfficer of UNIPCM of his intention to order a unilateral cecsation of firing
by all formations, effective 26 December at 17CO hours, unless actually under
attack.
3.  On 22 December, the Chief of General Staff, Fakistan, agreed to take similar
action. This was confirmed by 2 letter dated 2k December addressed to the Chief
Officer of URIPCM. In this letter, the Chief of Gerneral Staff stated that
Pakistan had had no intention in the past of disturbing the cease-fire except
in self-defence and that, in view of the decision taken by the Indian Chief of
Army Staff, he would issue fresh orders to his trocops in order to re-erphasize
his stand.
b, On the morning of €7 Lecemter, the Chief Oificer of UNIPCH sent messages
to the Indian Chief of Arwy Staff and the Fakistan Chief of Genersl Staff,
respeclively, ‘tc take note of the commitments wade by toth sides and to express
confidence that the concurrent action taken by them would help to ensure
observance of the cease-fire in the entire area of conflict, in keeping with
the demand set forth ir the Security Council rescluticons of 20 September and
5 Hovemter 1665.
5

irdicated that as of 27 Leceuber, Indian formations had not received the

Hovever, reports received from Observers in the UNIPCM area of operation

no=firing order.
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6, As indicated in parsgraph 2C below, a firing incident took place in the
Kotli-Haushera sector on the mornimg of 27 December, the responsibility for
which was attribubed by Cbservers in the area to the Indian side. In connexion
with this breach of cease-Tire, which took place after 1700 hours on

26 Tecepber, the Acting Chief Militery Cbeerver of UIBLGIP addressed a message
to the Indien Viee-Chief of Arpy Staff, expressing regret at this contravention
of the nevuly resched agreenent and reguesting asgurance that other such
ineidents woculd not Le tolerated by thr Indian Commend.

7. On 29 December, the Indian Vice~Chief of Army Staff stated that since the
Fakistan Chief of Gereral Steff had confirmes 148 agreement to issue no-firing
orders, he agrced to take similar zciion and would confirm it in writing on the
return of the CCAS, who wes oub on four.

8. On 29 Pecember, Cbservers on the Indian side reported that no-firing orders
ned beenr received by the respective fovmations.

Skardu-Karszil and Towel-Tensdber Sectors

9. Te Lunidents relatirg to these sectors were reported during the pericd
under review.

10. Vith regerd to ccmplaints vwhich had been submitted to the Secretary-Cencral
at Heamdguarters by the Permanent hepresentatives of Indis and Fakistan,
Observers reported the following:

(2) The Indian complaints in 5/6927, paragragh b, in S, 6945, paragraph b
{construction of btunkers), in S;6952, raragraph 1, in 5,6973, peragraph 2
(secornd pert), ard in S;/69T7, paragraph 16, were not comsidersd as viclations
of The cease-fire.

(b) Regarding the Fakistan ccmplaist in 5,/689%, paragrarh &9, and the
Indian complaints in 5/€925, paragraphs 1 and 7, in 5, 6926, paragraphs 2 ard 3,
and in 3/6945, varagraphs 2 and §,(machine-gun fire), investigation was
inconclusive for lack of evidence.

(c¢) The Indian complsint in 5/69€8, varagraph 2, refers to an incident

/

already revorted by the Observers {see 5/6710/Add.12, para. 3).
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Rawalakot-Uri sector

11, The Indian local command at Url complained that Pekistan trocps had fired
at an Indian position located in the Bedori bulge, 1C wiles morth-north-vest

of Punch, with 3-irch morters and rifles at 1LCO hours sbd apgein at 1510 hours
on 12 December. The Pakistan local cowmmand at Rawalakot complained that Indian
treops had fired &t a Pakistan position in the same aves with 3-inch mortars
and wedium machine-guns between 1800 and 2CC0O hours on the same day. The
QObservers in the area confirmed toth complaints, but they indicated that the
Indian troops had fired in retalistion of the firing initiated by Pakistan forces.
12, UWith regard to complaints relating to this sector which had been submitted
to the Secretary-Genersl at Headquarters bty the Permanent Representatives of
India and Pakistan, Observers reported the following:

(a) The Indian compleints in S, 6327, parsgraph 5, in §,6939, paragraph 1,
in §/6945, paragrephs 6 and 7, in S/6952, pevegraph 2, and in S;8977,
paragraphs 1 and 2, were not considered as viclations of the cease-Tive,

(b) The Indien complaints in S;6925, paragraph 3, and in 56668,
varegraph 15, refer to cases already reported by the Observers (see S, 6710, Add.l0,
para. 2, and $/6710/Add.12, pare. 9).

(c) The Pakisten complaint in 5,680k, paregraph 123, alsc refers to & case
already reported by the Observers (see S;6710/Acd.l2, pare. 1k (B)).

(d¢) Regarding the Pakistan complaints in S;€6894, paregrephs 2, 3, 6, 83,
8k, 86, 87, 119-122, 1025-127 and 129, investigaticn was incornclusive for lsck of
evidence. "

Rawalakot-Punch sector

13. The Pekisten locel commend et Rewalakot complained that Indian troops had
shelled with 3-inch mortars a Fakistan position located 2 miles north-west of
Balrnoi between GSCC and 1CCO hours on 19 December. This complaint was confirmed
by Cbservers.

1k, The Observers in the forward areas reported thet Pakistar troops had fired
towards an Indian picket located k& miles west-rorth-west of Punch at G930 hours
on 20 Cecewber.

15. Uith regard to complaints relating to this sector which had been sukmitted
to the Secretary-General at Headquarters Ly the Permanent Representatives of
India and Fakistan, Observers reported the follcwing:

/i
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(2) The Irdian complaint in 56968, raragraph 5, was not ccnsidered as a
violation of the cease-Tire.

(v) Regavding the Fakistan complaint in S, 639, parvagraph 135, and the
Indien compleints in 35,6925, peragraph 13, in S,6927, veragraph 6, in 5,698,
raregreph 3, in S,6973, pavegrarhs b, 7 and 8, end in S;6977, varagraph 4, the
investipation vas inconelusive for lack of evidence,

(c) The Indian complaints in G;6945, paragraph 8, and in S5,6048,
paragraph k, refer to incidents already reported by the Observers (see S/6710/
£4d.10, pere. b and 5/6710/444.11, para. B (z)).

(8) “he Pakisten ccmplaint in 56894, parsgraph 126, also refers to a
case already reported by the Cbservers {see 5,6710/4dd.9, para.9).

Kotli-Gz=luthi sector

16. The Pskistan local commnd at Kotli complained that, tetween 1920 hours on
22 December and 0340 hours on the 23rd, Indian trcops had shelled Pakistan
rositions loceted west, southewest and westb-south-vwest of Caluthi with

3.7 Howitzers and 4.2eineh morturs, Investigaticn of this ecomplaint by Cbservers
vas inconclusive. Eoth sides Tired and it was not rossible to determine which
side fired first.

17. The Pakistan local ccopand also submitted the Tollowing copplairts:

{a) Between 0615 apd 1500 hours on 25 Tecevber, Indian troops shelled
Pakister positions west 2nd scuth-west of Caluthi and ancther Pakistan position
in the Mendhar area with 3-inch ard heavy mortars.

{b) Petween 1225 and 115 hours on the sewe dey, Indiarn trocps shelied a
Pakistan position k 1,2 miles south of Eelnoi with 3-inch wortars and field
artillery. The Observers confirmed these complainte, but indicated elco that
Pakistan troops had returned the fire.

18. VUith regard to complaints relating to this cector vhich had teen culmitied
to the Secretary-General «t Headquarters by the Permanent Fepresentatives of
India and Fakistan, Observerc repcrted the following:

(2) Regarding the Pakistan complaints in 5/6894, paragraphs 11, 12, 17,

21, 22, 24, 30, 31, 34, 36, 4k, K8, b, €3, 64, 67, 71, 91, 103, 111, 112 and
11% and the Indian compleints in 56973, paragraph 7, and in 56977, paragraph 8,

investigation was inconclusive for lack of evidence.
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(b) The Indien complaints in /6973, paragraph 15, ard in SET,
paragreph T, refer to cases already reported by the Cbservers (see & O7LC, 24 1oy
varagraphs 14 (e) and 15 (b)).
(c¢) The Pakistan compleints in S; 689k paregrephs 15, 13, 10, 10, B, s
35 (see S/6710/AQd.8, peragreph 13) and paragrephs 35, 37, 28 and bO-47, 51-55,
58-62, 66, 68, T2-T6 and 78-82, (see 5/6710/Add.12, paragreph 1k (2)) alsc refer

4o cases already reported by (Observers.

(d) The Pakisten compleints in 5/689k, peragraphs $8-1CC, were confirred.

Kotli-Naushera sector

19. The following ccmplaints sutmitted by the Fakistan lccal comsand &t Kotli
were investigated by Observers in the sector:

(a) Petween 1000 and 1235 hours on 2k December, Indian troops shelled &
Fakistan position in the Janghar-Khuiratte sree with Lk 2-inch wortars.

(v) Between €555 and 11C0 hours and again ketween 14AS and 1545 hours on
26 December, Indian troops shelled and fired at Fakistan positicns in the
Janghar-Knuirette area with field artillery, heavy wortaers and reccilless riflus.
The Observers confirmed the foregeing compleints. Regarding the second
complaint, they also indicated that Pakistan treops had returned the fire.

20. The Observers stationed in the forvard sreas regorted that Indian trecops Lad
shelled a Fakistan position loceted 6 1,2 miles south-east of Khuiratta between
0905 and 0925 hours on 27 December and ancther positicn 3 1,2 miles north-east

of Janghar between 0950 and 1010 hours on the same day. FPakistan troops did nct
return the fire. As reported in paragraph T atove, the Acting Chief Military
Qbserver of UMMCGIP addressed a message to the Indian Vice-Chiefl of Army Staflf
regarding this breach of cease-fire by Indian trocps.

21. Uith regard to complaints relating to this sector vhich had teen submitted
tc the Secretary-General at Headquarters by the Permenent Representatives of Irdia
and Pakistan, Observers reported the following:

(a) The Fakistan complaints in S,689%, parasrephs b, 7-10 ard 1k, refer to
cases already reported by the Observers (see 8,6710/kdd.5, para. 18, and
s/6710/6dd.11, para. 18).

(b) The Indian complaints in S/6925, paragraphs 6, T and 8, also refer to
incidents already reported by the Observers (see S;6710/Add.9, para. 20).
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(¢) Regarding the Palisten ccmplaints in $/632:, paragraphs 25, 25, 101,
109, 3110, 130 and 133, 2nd the Indian ccmplaint in S/6959, paragraph 5,
investization was inconclusive for lack of evidence.

(d) The Indian ccmplaint in 5/0977, puragraph 10, was not considered as a
viclation of the cease-fire. ’

(e) The Pakistan ccomplaint in S/659%:, peragraph 39, wes confirmed.

Bhimber-Akhnur sector

22. & delayed repert from Cbservers confirmed 2 complaint submitted by the Indian
local ccemand at Akhnur to the effect that Pakistan troops had fired at an Indian
observation post lecated 8 1/2 miles west-north-west of Akhnur with Bl mm mortars
and machine-guns between 1500 and 18C0 hours on 22 Cctober, killing one Indian
soldier,

25. With regard to ccmplaints relating to this sector which had been submitted to
the Secretary-General at Headquarters by the Permanert Representatives of India
and Pakistan, Cbservers reported the following:

(a) The Pakistan ccmplainits in 5/C89%, paragraphs 1 and 5, and Lie Indien
cemplaints in §/6926, paragraphs 5 =2nd 7 (first pert), in 5/6939, paragreph 7, in
5/6945, paragraphs 17 end 13, in $/6952, paragraphs 9 and 10, in 8/6960,
paragraphs 12 and 13, in 8/6973, paragraphs 11 ard 12 2nd in 5/6977,
paragraphs 12-1k, were not considered as violations of the cease-fire.

(b) Investigation of the Indian ccmplaint in S/£973, paragraph 13, was

inconclusive for lack of evidence.

Sialkot-Jammu sector

24, Nc incidents relating to this sector were reporied during the perici under
review.
25. With'regard to complaints which had been submitted to the fecretiry-General
at Headquarters by the Permanent Representative of India, Cbservers reported the
follcwing:

(a) The ccmplaints in 8/6926, paragraphs 10 end 11, in 8/6927, peragraph 7,
in §/6939, paragraph 9, in S/69L5, paragraph 21, in §/6952, paragraph 11, in
S/6968, paragraphs 17 and 22-25, in S/6973, paragraphs 23 and 2k, and in 5/0977,

paragraphs 18 and 19, were not ccnsidered zs violations of the cease-fire.

see
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(b) Regarding the complaints in S/6926, paragraphs 3, 21 end 26, in 5/6925,
paragraph 17, in 5/69€8, paragraph 18, in S/6975, peragrsphs 18, 20 and 21, and
in 5/6977, paragraph 17, investigation was inconclusive for lack of evidence.

(c) The cemplaint in 8/6925%, pavagraph 18, wes comlirmed.

(d) The complaint in 5/6968, paragraph 16, refers to a case alrendy reperied
by the Cbservers (see $/6T10/Add.l1l, paregraph 21).

Pasrur-Khasa sector

26. The Indian local ccmmand alleged that Pakistan trcops had fired from a
Fakistan cbservation post north of Mardana (GR 295730) at C950 hours on

2l December. During the investigation of this ccmpleini by Chservers, the Pakistan
treoops agreed verbally on 25 December to remove this post and the Observers
confirmed on 28 December that the post had been removed. The Cbservers also
reporied that Indian troops had remcved one of their cbservation posts at GR 862Cg5,
ito which the Pakistani forces had cbjected.

Lahore-Kkasa-Karla ¢:ctor

27. Loth sides ccmplsined of sniping in the Dograi area (GR 7311) on 2L December.
Observers in the area were unsble to determine which side had fired first.
28, The Pakistan local ccumand complained that an exchange of fire had taken
vlace south of Barki (GR 759G) on 25 December, as a result of which a Pakistan
scldier was wounded. Cbservers in the area foundéd ne evidence supporiing this
cemplaint.
2%« Each side claimed that the other had fired isolated rifle shots during the
night of 20 December alons the front lime from GR 7316 (Bhasin) to GR 7589.
lbservers could find no evidence %o support the claim of either side.
30, With regard to ccmplaints relating-to this sector which had been submitted to
the Secretary-General at Headquurters by the Permanent Representative of Indiz snd
get forth in document 8/7018, Cbservers reported the following:

(a) There was no evidence to substantiate the complaints in parzgraphs 26,
23 (a, b and c), 32, 33, 34, 36 (incident of 1C Decerker), 39 (a, b and d), hb
and 45.

(b) The activities alleged in paragrephs 2G, 30 (a, b and ¢), 31, 37 and L0,

took place within the known Fakistan forward defended localities (FDL's).

Jios
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{¢) The complaint in parsgraph 39 (c) was confirmed.
(@) Investigation of the cemplaints in paragraphs 27, 35 and 39 (e) was
inconclusive. Eoih sides fired and it was not possible to determine who fired

Tivat,

Busharwala-larla-Bope Rei-Ferozepore sector

3l. The Fskistan local command complained that Indian forces had fired at Pskistan
treops in the Duhal Kuhnz area (GR 822633) at 17L5 hours on 28 December. Ho
conlirmation has been received from Cbservers.
32. With regard to complainits relating to this sector which had been submitted
to the Secretary-General at Headguarters by the Permanent Representative of India
and set forih in document S/TO1S, Cbservers reported the following:

{2} The asctivities alleged in paragraphs 30 (d), 51, 55, 57 znd 5k took
place within the known Pakistan FDL's.

(b) The casplaint in paragraph 42 was confirmed,

{c) 1Investigation of the complaints in persgraphs 48 and L9 was inconclusive.
Beth sides fired, buv it was not possible to determine wiho started the firing.

() There was no evidence to substentiate the complaints in paragraphs 55
snd 52,

Sulaimanke-Fazilks sector

33. £An Indian patrol deviated from its normal pairol route and engaged in z fire-

Tight with a Pakistan observation post in the area of GR 359789 (near Churka) at

jt

5C0 hours on 21 Zecember. th sides admitted having fired. The Cbservers noted
that the Indian unit involved in this incident had only recently moved into the
forward areas.

5. The Indian iceal command cemplained that Pakistan treops had fired at Indian

T3 A

clice posts a2lcng the Sutle] river in the areas of Raja Motham (GR 621200),
Tone Reje Dinansth (GR 6G11L5) and Pireke (GR 433972) during the night of

iy

25 Lecenber. Observers could find no evidence to support this ccmplaint.
35. A Turther Indian complaint alleged that Pakistan troops had fired at Indian
positions in the aress of Khanarwala {GR 2557), Shamshabad (GR 3071) and Huzzem

(GR 2670). Observers found no evidence to substantiate this complaint.

[oe-
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36. UWith regard to ccmplaints relating to this sector which had been submitted to
the Secretary-General zt Headquarters by the Permanent Representative c¢f India znd
set fovrth in document S/T013, Cbservers reporied the Pollowing:

(2) There was no evidence to substantizte the complsints in paragruphs U7,
%3 (b and ¢), 52 =nd 53,

(b) The setivities alleged in the complaint in paragraph 50 tock place
within the known Pakistan FDL's.

(c) Regerding the ccmplaint in paragraph 59, ihe Cbservers found chai
Pakistan troops had dug new trenches and requesied them to £ill those trenches.

(@) Investigetion of complaint in paragrsph §3 was inconclusive. Both sides

Tired and it was not possible to determine whe firved first.

Knokhropar-Gadra secter

37 ¢Cn 235 December, the Indian local ccmmand ccmplained thet Pakistan aiversft
had {lown over the srea of Gadra (OB 2964) om 17, 15 2nd 19 December. This
camplaint cculd not be veriiied by Observers.

33

vosition near Ran (QB 036%5) and had fired cn Indian trocps at 1530 hours cn
19 December.

'« A further Indian ccmplaint alleged that Pakistan troops had occupied 2 new

3%. The Pukistan lecal ccmmend complained that Indian troops had fired with
small arms, mortars and artillery at Pakistan positions east of Roheri (& 954817)

frem 1350 hours to 1350 hours on 22 Decewber. The Indian local command alleged

tha' Pakistan trcops had firved at its troops in the same area on 24 December.

The foregeing incidents are a sequel to those of 20 znd 21 December, which have
been reported previcusly (see S/6T10/Add.13, para. 53 (d)). The Cbservers
investigating these incidents atiributed them ic clashes of opposing patrols. In
this area, Indian troops had recently moved forward scme 2,C00 yards and Pakistan
trcops about 4,CCO yards. The Observers were unsble to determine which side had
moved forward first or had fired first. Both patrols had strengthened znd dug in

positions. The Cbservers attempied to negotviate a withdrawal by both sides, but

]
I

3 ¢f 27 December had not succeeded irn doing so.




