
UNITED NATIQNS 

Inform&ion relating to the obse ace of the cecse- 

received from United Nations Observers stince 24 Ike 

At a meting in PWi Eelhi on 15 

Inaian Am-g, informed the Chief P4illt 

Officer of UliIpC~~ 3f his intermtion tc or tion of firing 

by all formtions, effective 26 Geee 

On 22 Eecember, the Chief' of General St 

ThLs was confirmed by a letter &ted 2 resscd to the chief 
Qfficer of ?JIOIWI. In this letter, the ChLe% ok General Staff stated that 

Pakistan had had no irkention in the past of etfsturbing the cease-fire except 

in self-defence afid that, in vietF of the decfsion taken by the Indian Chief of 

Amy Staff, he would issue fresh orders to tfs tsmps in zder to re-elrphasize 

his stand. 

On the rmrnlng of 27 Eecemker, tke Chief Wficer of URIPCM sent messages 

to the I&ian Chief of Amy Staff and tie F&ii&an Chief of "General Staff, 

respectively,-to take Rote of the ccmiit~euts rr.ade by koth sides and to express 

confidence that the concurrent actFon taken by them weul3 help to ensure 

observance of the cease-fire in the e&ire area of conZlict, in keeping vlth 

the demnd set forth ir the Security Cour.cil resol&ions of 20 September and 

5 P<ovemtier 1565. 

HGwe\*er, reports received frcm Observers in the UNIPCN area of operation 

ir.dicated that as of 27 Cecembpr, Ir,dian formations had not received the 

no-firing order. 



(secord part), acd in S,'697, paragra& l-6, were not considered 2s viclatiors 

of the cease-fire. 

(b) Zegarding the Fakistars ecr@ai,zt in S/6894. paregraph 63, and the 

Indian cozplaints in S/@~~, paragraphs 1 an3 ?, ir 5,6F.S, paragraphs CL am3 3, : 

ard in S/6945, Ezragraphs 2 and 4,(a;scchir,e-gm fire), investigation was 

inconclusive i'cr lack of evidence. 

(c) The Irdiar, ccqleint in S/@&3, paragrzph 2, refers to an incident 

already reported by the ebservers (see Sj6~101kdd.12, para. J). 

I ’ . .  



Rawalakat-Uri sector 

1L The Indian local comm3nd at Ur1. c 

at an Indian position located In the 

of F~cch, v:t;h a-imh ma& 

on 12 D~c~rnber. 

troops had firad at a l?aMs 

and mad&m machine-guns between 1%4X 

Observers in the area conf'irmed both e 

Indian troops had fired in retaliation of the fir 

12. Bith regard to complaints relat to this sector 

to the Secretary-General at He 

India and Fakistan, Observers repo 

in s/6945, paragraphs 6 an& 7, in S/6952, 

Sara. Zp ancl S:671C/Add.l2, 

(c) The Pakistan complaint'ln S, 

already reported by the Observers (see 

refers to a ease 

(cl) Regarding the Fakistan complaQ&.s in Sj ragraphs 2, 3, 6, 83, 

84, 86, 87, 119-X22, 1254.27 and 129, investigation wx ~nconcluslve for lack of 
evidence. 

Rwalakot-Funch sector 

XL The Pakistan local conmanti at Raualakot ecmplained that Indian trcnps had 

shelled with 3-inch mortars a Fakistan posit&on located 2 miles north-Irest of 

Ednoi between CFCC and lCC0 hours on 19 Cecember. l%ls complaiut T:as confirmed 

by Chservers. 

14. The Cbservers in the forward areas reported that Pakistan troops had fired 
towards an Indian picket located 4 miles west-north-west of Punch at C930 hours 

on 20 EecemLer. 

15. With regard to conq&dots relating to this sector which had been submitted 

to the Secretary-General at Headquarters by the Fermanent Representatives of 

India and Fakistan, Observers reported the following: 

/ . . . 



si1enea RI&istalz 

ta3 ~~~~~a~~t by cfbscrvcrs 

17.7. The Pakistan local cc 

(a) Eettreen 615 arxl 15Cb? hours on 25 &cer&er, ImEan troops shelled 

Pakistan positims west ar ix&h-Irest 3f G&ithi and arrotkr Pakistan paition 

in the Xenclhar area with 3-in& am3 heavy mrtars. 

(b) Ec-tween I.225 2&i 1415 honrs an the saw d2y, Indian trocps shelled a 

Pak5stan position 1: XL2 triles scrnth of Elroi with 3-inch xortar:~ am.3 field 

c%-tXLleilJ. The Observers c0nmirr;rc-a these cciq~:l,laintt-, but inaicated elzo t&t 

Pakistan troops tiad retumea the fire. 
la. 115th regard to cctqkints relaticg to thx -S cector 3h-kh had keen dmittea 

to the Secretary-CeDeral ?.t liea3qq~arter- by the Pem2nen~~ F?eprescnf;atives 9f 

India and l?akistan, Observere reprted tl".e f~&x-(.ring: 

(a) Regarding the Pakistan _ n9mlair&s ir. #, c, L&4, pragraphs 11, 12, 17, 

21, 22, 24, 30, 31, 34, 36, 44, ha, 43, 63, 64, ‘;, 71, 31, 103, 111, 112 ana 

114 and the Inaian cm.pl&.&x ir. S;6ycrj, I;awraph 7, and -ia si 6977, g2ragr2ph a, 

investigation was inconclusive I'or lack of evicieoce. 
I 



(b) The Indian complaints in Si6973, g ,a xi3 am3 in ;; i:?$ , > 

paragraph 7, refer to cases already ~epw~ted by the Observers (see :i,:aW 8: ? ? e 

paragraphs 14 (e) and 15 (b)). 

(c) The Fakistan complaints in S;6&4 

33 (see S/'6710/Add.S, paragraph 13) and paragraphs 35, JT'8, 3 anG 40-4~~ 51-55, 

58-62, GG, 68, 72-76 and 78-82, (see s,A7rq'~xxi.~2, pa Faph 14 (3)) also refer 

to cases already reported by Observers. 

(d) The Fakistan complaints in S/68&, paragraphs S-lW, were confirxe~. 

Kotli-%ushera sector 

19. The following ccmplaints submitted 0, --F the FzdcSsta~ local co~Exa.and at &tli 

were investigated by Observers in the SeCtoF: 

(a) Wcrieen X00 and 1235 hours on 24 December, Inc3ian troops shelled 5 

Fakistan position Ir. the Janghar-Khuiratta mea riith 4.Sinch :::ortarr. 

(b) Eetween 655 and 1X0 hours an6 a@r. between 1445 and 1545 kcurr iil: 

26 Cecenlber, Indian troops shelLed and fired at Pakistan p@sLtion~ in tlx 

Jmghar-Khuiratta area with field a&illery, heavy mrtars aCi -eccillens :ifLc:::. 

The Observers confirmed the foregoing gomplaisli;s. kgmdirh.~ i;he second .2 
complaint, they also indicated that Pakistan %rcops had &xrne:J. t:ir fire. 

20. The Observers stationed in the formrd areas rqorted that Icdian trcqx i:s< 

shelled a Fakistan position located 6 I,2 miles south-east of Khuiratta betwcc-n 

0905 and 6325 hours on 27 Cecenber and another gos?ticr: 3 l/i? r?iles ncl-th-east 

of Janghar between 0950 and 1010 hours on the same say. Fakistan ixoops did wt 

return the fire. As reported in paragraph 7 &we, the Actin Chief Hilitarx 

3bSerQer of U!MCGIP addressed a message to the Indian ViceXhief of Ar:~cr Staff 

regarding this breach of cease-fire by Indian troops. 

21. Xith regard to complaints relating to this sector l:hich had been sutmitted 

tc the Secretary-General at Headquarters by ti:e Fermenent RepresallCatives of Idis 

and Fakistan, Observers reported the follodng: 

(a) The Fakistan ccmplaints in'S/6894, paragraphs 4, 7-10 ar.d 14, refer to 
cases already reported by the Observers (see S,67l@/AM.6, para. 1.8, and 

~/6710/f&~~l, para. ~8.8). 
(b) The Indian ccmplaints in S/6925, paragraphs 6, 7 and 8, also ~ei'er IL 

incidents already reported by the Observers (see S;671O/Add.3, para. 20). 



(c) Re@wdilPg the !Pokistan c in Sj68??. $ ragrapi1s 25, 25, 101, 
0, 130 and EJJ, a&A ihe 

V%S ~~a~"~~~$~ 

es not considered as a 

of the cease-fire. 

(e) The P%kist%n c 

Bbimber-kkbartrrr sector 

tted by the Indian 
nd at Akbnm to d fired at an Indian 

abservatian past bcated 8 miles west-nor ur with 81 m mrtars 

and machine-guns between 15 CO hours QD 22 October, killing one Indian 

soldier. 

23. With regard 40 emplain& relati o this sector which had been submitted to 

the Secretary--General at nect Representatives of India 

and Pakistan, Cbservers re 

bs 1 and 5, and tiie Xndion 

7 (first pm), in S/6939, paragraph 7, in 

S/6945, paragraphs 17 and l.3, in S/6952, para~~apbs 9 and 10, in S/6968, 

paragraphs 12 and 13, in S/6973, paragraphs EL acd I.2 and in S/6977, 

paragraphs 12-14, tiere not considered as violations of the cease-fire. 

(b) Investigation of the Indian ccrnplaint in S/6973, paaagrhph 13, was 

iaconclusive for lack of evidence. 

Sialkot-Jamau sector 

24. NC incidents relating to this sector were reported during the prrird under 

review. 

25. With regard to complaints which had been submitted to the Secret.-X-y-General 

at Headquarters by the Permanent Representative of Iudia, Observers reported the 

following: 

(a) The ccmplaints in S/6926, paragraphs 10 and 11, in s/6927, paragraph 7, 

in s/6939, paragraph 9, in s/6945, paragraph 21, in S/6952, paragraph 11, in 

s/6968, paragraphs 17 and 22-25, in S/6973, paragraphs 23 and 24, and in S/@77, 
paragraphs 18 and 19, were not considered as violations cf the cease-fire. 

I . . . 



(b) Regarding the complaints in S/69 

paragraph 17, in S/6968, paregraph 18, 

in S/6977, paragraph 17, 
(c) The complaint in S/6 

(d) The complaint in S/6 

by the Observers (see S/6710/A 

Pasrur-Khasa sector 

26. The Indian local ccmma 

Fakistan observation post north of !&m&ma (GR 2 

21: December. During the investigation of this c 

troops agreed verbally on 25 December to remove this 
confirmed on 28 December that the post had been r 

reporied that Indian troops 

ervers, the Pakistan 

servers also 

to which the Pakistani forces had objected. 

Lahorc-Ktasa-Rarla s~tor 

27. E&h sides ccmplained of' sniping in Ike Dogmi area (GR 7311) on 24 December. 

&servers in the area were unable to determine <hioh side had fired first. 

23. The Pakistan local ccmmand complained thst an exchange of fire had taken 

place south of Barki (GR 7596) on 25 December, a s a result of which a Pakistan 

soldier was wounded. Observers in the area found no evidence support&g this 

ccmplaint. 
2;;. Each side claimed that the other had fired isolated rifle shots during tine 

night of 26 December along the fzwn-~ line frcm GR 7316 (Bhasin) to GR 7539. 

Observers could find no evi 

30. With regard to ccmplaints relatin g to this se&or which had been submitted to 

:he Secretary-General at Readquarters by the Permanent Representative oi' India and 

set fcrfh in document S/701:3, Ghservers reportccl the l’ollcxing: 

(a) There was no evidence -co substantiate the c;mplain'cs in paragraphs 26, 

23 (a, b and c), j2, 33, $1, 36 (incident of 1G December), 33 (a, b and d), 44 

and 45. 

(b) The activities alle,-;:d in paragruphs 25, 5'3 (a, b and c), 31, 37 and 

LOOk place within the kncwn Pakistan forward ciefer.ded localities (FDL*s). 



jfi. An Indian patrol deviated frGnri itn noma1 patrol. route and engaged in a fire- 

z3&3s with a P&&tar, observation post in the area of GR 359789 (near Churka) at 

l5CG :?oilX On 21 2ecenher. E&k sides a tted having fired. !the Observers DGted 

chat the Indian unit involved in this incident had only recently moved into the 

z"cma;ard areas. 
5!1. The 1nd.i.m lccal camand ecmplained that Pakistan trcops had fired at Indian 

@ice pusts alcng t%e S~tleJ river in the areas <if' Raaja Motham (GZ 62l200), 

Con& Rs.ja Dinanath (GR 6Gll46) and Pireke (GR 433g2) during the night of 
25 recember. Observers coald find ~0 evidence to support this ccffiplaint. 

55. k l'urther Indian col;l.plairit alleged that Pakistan troops had fired at Indian 

positions in the areas of Khanamsla (GR 2557), Shamshabad (GR 3071) and Muzzam 

(GR 2670). Observers fomd no evidence to substantiate this ccmlaint. 



fired and it was rat possible to de-be 

~~irlrogas-Gadra sectcr 

37. Cn 23 December, the rmfan rQea1 c lained that Pakistan aircraft 

cembrber . This 

ccmphaint could net be veril"ie 

33. A further Indian ccmplsi s had occupied a 

pOSi~C~iC%kl Ple&i* &Xl (QB 0365) 8 dim troops at lG30 hours cn 

19 Eeecemher. 

59. The Pakistan local cc nd ocrqlained that Indian trcaps had fired. with 

small arms. _ nor-tars and artillery at Pakistan nosLtions east of Boheri (Qji 954317) 

frm 13jO hours to 1350 hours on 22 Dece&er. !!he Indian local command alleged 

-iha+ Pakistan trc~ps had fired a t its troops in the same area on 24 Cecember. 
The foregoin: incidents are a seauel to those oi" 20 and 21 December, which have 

been reported previously (see S/67lO/hdd.l& para. 5j (d)). The Cbserwrs 

inveszignting these incidents attrihuked t'nem to clashes of opposing patrols. In 

-Lizis area, Indian trocps had recently moved fortmrd scme 2,CO0 yards and Pakistan 

: Y-COPS abGLK 4, cc0 yards. 'Ihe %servers were unable to determine wiiich side had 
moved fortiard first or had fired first. E&h patrols had strengthened and dug in 

gositLonn. The &servers aitenpied to negotiate a ui-khdrawal by both sides, but 

3s c;f 27 December had not succeeded ic doing so. 

----- 


