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PARKISTAN

Mine Ban Treaty slatus

Not a State Party

Use, production, transfer in 2006-2007

Production continued

Stockpile

Not reported; estimated 6 million

Contamination

APMs, AVMs, [EDs, probably UXO

Estimated area of contamination

Unquantified

Demining progress in 2006

Not reported

MR capacity

Inadequate

Mine/ERW casualties in 2006

Total: 488 (2005: 214)

Mines: 390 (2005: 171)

ERW: 12 (2005: 11)

Vietim activated IEDs: 86 (2005; 30)
Unknown devices: 0 (2003: 2)

Casually analysis

Killed: 203 (85 civilians, 33 children,
85 military) (2005: 64)

Injured: 285 (107 civilians, 17 children,
161 military) (2005: 148)

Estimated mine/ERW survivors

Over 5,000

Availability of services in 2006

Inadequate

Key developments since May 2006

Non-state armed groups used APMs, AVMs and
IEDs in Baluchistan and the Federally Administered
Tribal Areas. In December 2006 Pakistan stated its
intention to lav mines on its border with
Afghanistan, but did not do so aflter international and
domestic criticism. In April 2007 the government
was considering opening a Training Center for
Demining and Awareness. Casualties increased
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Introduction

The Convention on the Prohibition of the Use, Stockpiling, Production, and Transfer of Anti-
Personnel Mines and on Their Destruction (“Mine Ban Treaty”) entered into force on 1 March
1999, Signed by 122 governments in Ottawa, Canada in December 1997, the Mine Ban Treaty
had 155 States Parties as of 15 August 2007. A total of 40 states remain outside the treaty,

including two that have signed but not yet ratified.

The International Campaign to Ban Landmines (ICBL) considers the Mine Ban Treaty the only
viable comprehensive framework for achieving a mine-free world. The treaty and the global
effort to eradicate antipersonnel mines have yielded impressive results. A new international
norm is emerging, as many governments not party to the Mine Ban Treaty are taking steps
consistent with the treaty, and an increasing number of non-state armed groups are also

embracing a ban.

Further progress towards elimination of antipersonnel mines was made in 2006-2007. Four more
states (Iraq, Kuwait, Montenegro and Indonesia) have joined the treaty, and others have moved
closer to joining. Over three-quarters of the world’s states are now members of the Mine Ban

Treaty.
Extensive research for this ninth edition of the Landmine Monitor Report has also found that:

» New use of antipersonnel mines continues to decline ongoing use by only two states

(Myanmar/Burma and Russia) were confirmed since May 2006.

» Six more States Parties completed destruction of their stockpiled antipersonnel mines only 10

other States Parties still have stocks to destroy.

» Over 450 square kilometers of contaminated land was cleared in 2006, and several mine aclion

programs adopted new methods to increase future productivity.

= Mine risk education reached 7.3 million people to protect them from the danger of mines and

explosive remnants of war.
= Recorded casualties continued to fall, to 5,751 last year 16 percent less than in 2005.
« Funding for mine action increased to a record level in 2006 $475 million.

However, in some important respects little progress has been made in the global ctfort to

eradicate antipersonnel mines.
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» Forty countries outside the Mine Ban Treaty possess together 160 million antipersonnel mines.
» Thirteen countries still produce or retain the right to produce antipersonnel mines.
* Al least 13 countries are in urgent need of new or additional mine risk education programs.

« Although casualties declined in 2006 the number of mine survivors in the world continued to

erow, to at least 473,000, many needing life-long care.
Major challenges still facing States Parties in implementation of the Mine Ban Treaty include:

« Ten States Parties have some 14 million stockpiled antipersonnel mines remaining to be

destroyed.

» Fourteen States Parties are not on track to meet their treaty deadlines for clearance of mined
arcas; therefore, the Nairobi Action Plan’s aim that “few, if any” would miss the deadline is

likely to be met instead with many requests for extensions.

» Few Stales Parties have solid survivor assistance plans with SMART objectives adjusted to the

needs of survivors, families, communities and the country-context,

= Basic data collection on clearance, casualties and survivors has shown little improvement
overall, which is an obstacle for effective mine action planning, optimal use of resources and

adequate provision for survivors,

= Funding remains mostly short-term instead of mulli-year, limiting the sustainability and
cffectiveness of mine action programs; much of the very impressive increase in 2006 funding

was In response to crisis situations in Lebanon, Iraq and Afghanislan.

The report document both the impressive progress made and the substantial challenges
remaining to universalize the Mine Ban Treaty and Lo fully implement it by clearing mines from
the ground, destroying stockpiled antipersonnel mines, educating people about the dangers of
mines and assisting mine survivors. The ICBL believes the only real measure of the Mine Ban
Treaty’s success will be the concrete impact that it has on the global antipersonnel mine
problem. As with the eight previous annual reports, Landmine Monitor Report 2007 provides a
means of measuring that impact, with chapters giving detailed information on 118 countries and

arcas. Landmine Monitor Report 2007 is also available online at www.icbl.org/lm/2007.
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Mine Ban Policy

The Islamic Republic of Pakistan has not acceded to the Mine Ban Treaty. While
expressing support for the goal of eventual elimination of antipersonnel mines, Pakistan
continues to insist that mines are essential to its national defense at this time. In April 2007
a Foreign Ministry official reiterated that “the regional security environment and its
military requirements have constrained Pakistan from joining the Ottawa Treaty. However,
Pakistan continues to scrupulously adhere o a policy,..which ensures that mmes in it
inventory will never become a cause for civilian casualties anywhere, and this position is in
line with the basic objectives of the Ottawa Trcaly."]

Pakistan abstained from voting on the December 2006 pro-treaty UN General Assembly
Resolution 61/84, as it had on all previous annual UNGA resolutions. Tn explaining its
vole, it stated, "Pakistan remains committed to pursue the objectives ol a universal and
nen-diseriminatory ban on anti-personnel mines in a manner which takes into account the
legitimate defence requirements of States. Given our security compulsions and the need (o
guard our long borders, not protected by any natural obstacle, the use of landmines forms
an important part of our self-defense strategy. As such, it is not possible for Pakistan to
agrec to the demands for the complete p_l]'nhihit'}(m of anti-personnel landmines till such
time that viable alternatives are available.””

Pakistan sent ohservers to the Seventh Meeting of States Parties to the Mine Ban Treaty in
Geneva in September 2006, but did not make any statements. It has not attended any
intersessional Standing Committee meetings since 2002,

Pakistan is party to the Convention on Conventional Weapons (CCW) and its Amended
Protocol 11. It exercised an option to defer implementation of key technical provisions in
the protocol for a nine year period. Pakistan attended the Eighth Annual Conference of
States Partics to Amended Protocol 11 in November 2006. and submitted its annual report
required by Article 13 on 10 November 2006. Pakistan has not ratified CCW Protocol V on
Explosive Remnants of War. It has stated that it is in the process of doing so. and that
Pakistani law requires that at the “cessation of hostilities ERW are marked, removed and
eventually dcslr(,\yccl."J

Government Plans to Mine Border .
In December 2006 Pakistan stated its intention “to fence and mine some selective sections
of the 2400 kilometer long Pak-Afghan border.” Pakistan said this was nccessary o

I Interview with Mohammad Kamran Akhtar, Director (Disarmament), Ministry of Forcign Affairs,
[slamabad, 10 April 2007. These remarks are identical to earlier statements. See Landmine Manitor
Report 2006, p. 1039,

2 pakistan, “Explanation of Vote on the draft Tesolution, A/C.1/61/L47/Rev.1,” 26 October 2006,
The remarks were made after the vote on the draft resolution in First Committee.

3 Statement by Pakistan, Third Review Conference, Convention on Conventional Weapons, Special
Session on Entry into Force of Protocol V, 13 November 2006.

4 “partial fencing, mining of Afghan border,” News International, 27 December 2006,

e (1)
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prevent cross-border militant activity. This announcement was met with strong opposition
from the UN, Afghanistan, numerous other governments, the ICBL and Pakistani NGOs.
In response to significant international alarm, Ambassador Munir Akram wrote a letter to
the UN Secretary-General stating, *Amended Protocol 11 of the Convention on Certain
Conventional Weapons, to which Pakistan is a Party, permits the use of landmines or other
measures o address the legitimate security requirements of States while addressing
humanitarian CUI’ICC-I’HS.”G

The announcement was also criticized internally. Two former chiefs of Inter-Services
Intelligence, retired Generals Hameed Gul and Asad Durrani, opposed the decision.
General Durrani stated, “This is impractical. IL cannot be mined. It cannot be covered by
observation and fire and if that is not done, they [fences and mines) do not serve their
purpose, they can be brcachcd_”? Numerous parliamentarians expressed their concerns and
suggested revisiting the p}an_g The political parties Jamat-e-Islami (JI) and Awami National
Party (ANP) in separate press conferences rejected the plan and said it would worsen
relations with Afghanistan. ICBL members in Peshawar carried oul extensive activities in
opposition to the plan.

On 11 January 2007 the ICBL wrote a public letter to the Pakistan’s President, General
Pervez Musharrafl, which urged Pakistan to abandon immediately the proposal of laying
mines along its horder with Afghanistan_m In a 7 April 2007 reply Lo the ICBL, Pakistan
stated, “Mining of the border, even though very limited, will be worked out as a last resort
to augment measures we have already laken for preventing crossings by militants.” |

5 See for example, “UN criticises Pakistan mine plan™ and “Karzai lambasts horder mine plan,” both
from BBC, 28 December 2006. accessed 11 June 2007, hupi/fmews.bbe.couk. See also, “Pakistan-
Afghanistan border mining being reviewed: Canadinn FM holds talks.” DAWN Newspaper (Pakistan).
9 January 2007, http:/fwww.relicfweb.int, accessed 11 June 2007.

6 Letier from Amb, Munir Akram, Pakistan’s UN Permanent Representative to UN Secretary-
CGeneral Ban Ki-moon, 25 January 2007.

7 Retired Gen. Hameed Gul was quoted in Nawa-e-Wagt, 28 December 2006. Retired Gen. Asad
Durrani was quoted in The Times, 28 December 2006.

8 Statement of opposition alliance in Daily Aaj, 28 December 2006. Among the opposition
parliamentarians expressing concern were Ameen Faheemn (Pakistan People’s Party Parliamentarians),
Munawar Hassan Jamal-e-Islami (Central Secretary General of IT), Raja Zafar-ul-Haq (Chairman of
the Pakistan Muslim [eagne N), and Mulana Ameer Hussain Gilani (Central Executive Commitiee
member of Jamiat-Ulema-Islam).

9 See Daily Aaj, 28 December 2006. ANP Central Secretary for Information Zahid Khan noted that
the Durand Line (the proposed area to be mined) passed through houses, and asked whether the
government would alse fence and mine these residential areas.

10 gee www.icbLorg/mews/pakistan_letter.

11 Letter to the ICBL from Tehmina Janjua, Acting Permanent Representative, Permanent Mission of
Pakistan to the UN in Geneva, 25 April 2007,

By (2)
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On 10 April 1007 a Ministry of Foreign Affairs official told Landmine Monitor, “We have
not received any ‘betier alternatives’ so that we should drop this idea to mine and fence the
horder. This is still an open option for ns."lz In May 2007 Pakistan started fencing some
arcas of the border. As of June 2007 there were no reports or indications that Pakistan had
planted any new [andmines on the border with Afghanistan.

Canada sent a Border Region Assessment Mission to Pakistan in mid-February 2007,
following a January visit to the country by Canadian Forcign Minister Peter McKay. The
mission examined how Canada might work with Pakistan, Afghanistan and other
international partners to find comprehensive solutions to stabilize the border region. The
mission developed a number of recommendations, and as of June 2007, Canada was
engaged in discussions with Pakistan and Afghanistan on ways to bring effective border
management to the r(-:gilrm..l'1

NGO Activities

ICBL members Sustainable Peace and Development Organization (SPADO) and
Community Appraisal and Motivation Programme (CAMP) jointly launched Landmine
Meanitor Report 2006 at the Peshawar Press Club, "

From December 2006 to March 2007 SPADO organized several advocacy events aimed at
increasing opposition to the border mining proposal and increasing support for the
landmine bun. In December 2006, SPADO organized @ seminar attended by media, NGOs
and religious representatives and students, which was followed by two media orientation
sessions to educate journalists about the global problem of landmines, the situation in
Pakistuan and the ICBL.”, In February 2007, SPADO organized a national youth seminar in
Lahore. SPADO also organized a [0-year anniversary event in Isiamabad on 1 Mf:rch 2007
titled, 1997-2007: Ten Years of the Minc Ban Treaty, A Success in Progress.  Also in

12 fnterview with Mohammad Kamran Akhtar, Minisery of Foreign Affairs, Tslamabad, 10 April 2007,
13 Email from Raza Shah Khan, Executive Director, Suvstainable Peace and  Development

Organization (SPADO), 17 May 2007,

14 Email reply te Landmine Monitor (SPADO) by Martin Cooke, Political Officer, Canadian High
Commussion, Islamabad, 12 JTune 2007.

I3 Naveed Ahmad Shinwari, Chiel Executive of CAMP, and Imran Khan, Deputy Direclor of
SPADO, presented the findings which were quoted 1 the national media. 300 people fell prey to
landmines in 2006: SPADO,” Statesman, 19 Seprember 2006, “Call to ban landmines,” DAWN, 19
September 2006,

16 Ope was held in Peshawar and the other in Islamabad in January 2007, The seminars resulled in
stories on BBC and Voice of America, and generally increased media coverage ol the impact of
landimines, “1200 fell victims to mines in Pakistan within 7 years,” Nation, 19 January 2007; “Mining
1o increase casualtes,” DAWN, 28 December 2006; “Government should consider alternative methods
of securing border,” Times, 28 December 2006.

7 At the event, the Canadian Deputy High Commissioner said his country would suggest w Pakistan
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Murch, SPADO organized a workshop on the Role of Religious Scholars in Banning
Landmines in collaboration with Department of Islamic Studies at the University of
Peshawar. The rehigious scholurs passed a resolution stating that since antipersonnel mines
can kill and maim civilians, therefore Tslam does not allow their use, and the government
should not use landmines along the border with Afghanistan. '

Use, Production, Transfer and Stockpiling

Despite the announcement regarding potential minimg of the Afghan border, Landmine
Menitor did not receive any allegations of new use of antipersonnel mines by Pakistani
armed forces in 2006, In its November 2006 CCW report Pakistan states, “No new
minefields were put in place in the period covered.”

Pakistan is one ol a small number of countries still producing antipersonnel mines.  Since
Tanuary 1997 Pakistan Ordnance Factories has produced detectable versions of hand-
emplaced blast mines, in order 1o be compliant with CCW Amended Protocol 1% Pakistan
has not revealed any ft!rliac:i' information on a remotely-delivered antipersonnel mine
system it announced in 2002.7

Pakistan’s Statutory Regulatory Order No. 123 (1) of 25 February 1999 makes the export of
antipersonnel mines illcgai_"" Pakistan claims that it has not exported mines “since carly
1992 1n the past, the country was a major exporter ol landmines. Pakistani-made mines
are found in Alghanistan, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Somalia. Sri Lanku and other locations,

alternatives to mining its border with Afghanistan, in the light of pelitical and technical reguisites.
“Canadu Lo suggest alternabives o mining Puk-Alghan border,” Pakistan Observer, 2 March 2007, The
same story appearcd in: Nows International, Statesman, and Nation. Also, "Government asked 10 sign
Mine Ban Treaty,” -DAWN, 2 March 2007,

18 The religious scholars concluded that they need to play o role and goide the people 1o abstain from
usiog landmines. They supported the suggestion that religious leaders should preach against landmines
during Friday sermons in the mosques. “Ban on Landmine demanded,” Nution, & March 2007,

19 CCW Amended Protocol 11 Article |13 Report, Form B, 10 November 2006,

20 pakistan Ordnance Factories, located in Wah cantonment, 15 4 state-owned company established in
193] that in the past produced six types of antipersonnel landmines, two minimume-metal blast mines
(PZMEI and P4ME2), two bounding fragmentation mines (P3MK2 and PTMK1), and twa directional
fragmentation Claymore-type mines (P5ME] and PSMK2).

21 cow Amended Protocal 11 Article 13 Report, Form C, 2 November 2005, p. 9: Sixth Annual
Conference of States Parties to CCW Amended Protocol 11, “Summary Record of the 1st Meeting.
Geneva, 17 November 2004, CCW/AP INCONF.6/SR. 1, 13 May 2005, p. 14,

22 Landmine Monitor Report 2002, p. 724,

23 cCW Amended Protocol 11 Articie 13 Report, Form T2, 10 November 2000, states: “Pakistan has
declared a complete ban on export of landmines. even o States Parties, with effect from March 19977

24 Leer from Joint Staff Headquarters, 14 TFebruary 2002, Previously Pakistan said it had not
exported since 1991,
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There is no official information available on the size of Pakistan’s antipersonnel mine
stockpile. Landmine Monitor has estimated that Pakistun stockpiles at least six million
antipersonnel mines, the fifth largest towl in the world. Pakistan has stated that by
December 2007 all stockpiled low metal content mines would be modified and made
detectable to Qc compliant with CCW.E} As of late 2006 Pakistan had not completed the
modifications.”*

Pakistan reported in 2005 and 2006 that the Pakistan Army Orvdnance Corps “destroys a
large number of outdated mines every J\«'C:!r."zI Information about the quantity or rypes of
mines destroyed has not been made available,

Pakistani armed forces are regularly reported o seize weapons, including antipersonnel
mines, during counter-insurgency operations, Officials have stated that Pakistan destroys
confiscated mine.‘;,2H However. no information is publicly available on the number of
confiscated mines or their country of origin,

Non-State Armed Groups

In the province of Baluchistan and in the Waziristan agencics ol the Federally
Administered Tribal Areas (FATA). non-state armed groups (NSAGs) continued to use
antipersonnel mines, antivehicle mines and improvised explosive devices (1EDs) against
Pakistani armed forces and state administration agencies. and in inter-tribal conflict.”
Pakistan’s November 2006 Article 13 report states “During the on going war on terror, the
terrorists have several times used mines and improvised explosive devices against army
personnel and civil administration. The Corps of Military Engincc:sﬁomiuucs to assist both
military and ¢ivil authorities in defusing and clearing such devices.™

Pakistani authorities acknowledged that some landmines continued to arrive in Pakistan
from sources in Al'gh:m]sl‘;m.‘l Baluchi tribal elders maintain that landmines are smuggled

from clandestine sources in Afghanistan to Waziristan, and then o some districts in

2 - 1 - ' 3 g 5
25 Sixth Annul Conference, CCW Amended Protocol I, “Summary Record of the st Mecling,

Geneva, 17 November 2004, COW/AP IFCONF.6/SR1L 13 May 2005, p. 14,
26 cCW Amended Protocol T Article 13 Re port, Form C. 10 November 2006,
27 oW Amended Protocol 11 Article 13 Report, Form B, 1) November 2006 and 2 November 2005,

28 [nterview with Mohammad Kamran Akhtar, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Islamabad. [4 Febroary
2006.

29 Some new use of antipersonnel mines by militants has been confirmed o Landmine Monitar by
community elders, government officials, NGO workers, journalists and others interviewed during field
vistts in Baluchistan and North and South Wazinstan agencies in 2006 and early 2007.

30" ceW Amended Protocol T Article 13 Report, Form B, 10 November 2006.

31 Interview with Dastgir Khilji. Senicr Superiniendent Police Officer, Central Investigation
Department, Quetia, Baluchistan, 29 March 2007,

=] (5) =]
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Bﬁirmhiﬂmn.n Owais Ghani, the governar ol Baluchistan, and others, hi:i"\-:'t‘, said that NSAGs
in Baluchistan acquire weapons, including mines, from foreign sources.

Non-state armed groups in Baluchistan and FATA can acquire ‘jamdmincs on the
clandestine market in the tribal arcas. and also from Dara Adam Khel” A decree banning
public sale of landmines in Dara Adam Khel carries a penalty of 20,000 Rs [IISS]H[}}.)h

In North and South Waziristan agencies of FATA, local uibal elders, journalists and others
told Landmine Monitor that each of the 35 wibes and sub-clans living along the Durand line
and in North Waziristan have kept their own stockpiles of landmines, among other
weapons, since the time of Afghan-Soviet conflict.” A knowledgeable journalist said that
the Pakistani Taliban in North and South Waziristan agencies, and also ather NSAGs, pay
high prices for these locally stockpiled landmines, or receive them out of sympathy for their
cause. He said Pakistani Taliban and other militang tribes also have the technical expertise

. - - . af
and access to certain materials (explosives and detonators) to produce explosive devices.

Baluchistai

Non-state armed groups in the province of Baluchistun are active in the districts of Dera
Bugli, Barkhan, Kohlu. Musa Khel and Naseerabad. " In 2006-2007 the Baluchistan
Liberation Army ("Pdl‘l‘aris""g), anti-establishment clements and criminals used landmines
and [EDs in 2006 and 2007. They have usually largeted government inlrasiructure and
outposts of the Pakistan Army and the Frontier Corps, but civilians have also been killed
and 1yjured.

Baluchistan Liberation Army combatants can produce high explosive anlivehicle IEDs, and
have frequently posted videos of their attacks on Pakistani military convoys on the internet,

32 See Landmine Monitor Report 2006, p 1041,

[#%5]
[}

“Unrest simmers in Pakistan Province,” Al Jazeera, 10 June 2007, hatp:ilenglish.aljuzeera.net. Also,
interview  with  Saleem Shahid, Burcau Chicf, DAWN (national English newspaper). Quele,
Baluchistan, 2 April 2007,

34 Dara Adam Khel is infamous for merchants who openly trade in a variety of arms,
35 Tnterview with Zahoor Ahmad Shahwam, Vice Chairman, Pakistan Human Rights Commission,
Quetla, Baluchistan, 29 March 2007. This was conlirmed in interviews in Buluchistan province and in
North and South Waziristan agencies in Mareh and April 2007, and in Dara Adam Khel with arms
merchants in February 2007, The decies was put in place about ive vears ago.

36 The Durand Line separated British India from Alghanisian in 1893, Exact placement of this line. or
the international border, is disputed by Alghanistan and Pakistan.

37 Landmine Monitor interview with Samiullah KChan, Tocal journalist in North Waziristan agency.
Peshawar, 2 April 2007.

3 Landmine Monitor mission to Baluchistan, February 2006 and March- April 2007,

39 Pavraris s a generic lerm for Baluchi freedom fighters.

e
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including in May 2007."" A police superintendent informed Landmine Monitor that Baluchi
militants trade landmines Lo other groups [or inter-tribal conflicts.

In November 2006 one soldier was killed and another wounded when Baluchi insurgents
altacked a security force clearing landmines laid by militants in the Kahan area of Kohlu
district, about 430 kilomelers east of the provincial capital, Qucuu._h

Narth and South Waziristan

Landmine Monitor was told during its field research in North and South Waziristan
agencies in April 2007 that during the past year the Political Agent had by decree
prohibited sales of landmines, and landmines could no longer be purchased openly in local
arms shops and marke LS.“

The Wazir and Mahsud tribes have continued to use antipersonnel mines in both Waziristan
agencies. These tribes and their sub-tribes have frequently used landmines, and command-
detonated and victim-activated [EDs, against government forces and each other,”

Conflict escalated significantly in this region during the year. While in early 2006 an
altiance of the local tribes, foreign militants and Islamic students eager for jihad had jointly
undertaken armed activities against the Pakistani state, in 2007 the situation allered as
Lashkars (Pashtun militia or war parties) formed to attack foreign militants and Afghan
'I".'i]ihan_43

Landmines and IEDs have been used in family and personal feuds, tibal clashes and
sectarian violence, particularly in the Aurzkzai, Kurram and Bajaur agencies of FATA.”

40 “BLA  blows up army Pickup tuek. eight  killed,” Baloch Voice, 7 May 2007,
http:/balochvoice.com, accessed 15 June 2007, Also, mterview with Nasrullah Bareech, Executive
Director, Center for Peace and Development, Quetts, Baluchistun, 26 March 2007.

4 Interview with Dastgic Khilji, Central Investigation Depariment, Quetta, Baluchistan, 29 March
2007.

A2 “Militants kil Pakistani soldier, two civilians in Balechistan.” Deutsche Presse-Agentur, 14
MNovember 2006,

43 A political agent 1s appointed by Islamabad and is the highest governing authority in the aeencies.

4 Since March 2004 the Pakistan Army has been operational in South Wazinistan against tribes
allegedly involved in harboring Taliban and al-Quedy terrorist activities. The main sub-tribes of the
Wazirs tribe apparently using mines are the Ahmadzai and Yar Gul Khel. and of the Mahsud wibe, the
Shaman Khel, Shabi Khel and Bahlolzail sub-tribes, This mformation was conveyed in interviews with
prominent Maliks, community elders, local politicians and religious clerics in North and South
Waziristan agencies in April 2007 Also, interview with Samiullah Khan, local journalist in North
Waziristan, Peshawar, 2 April 2007.

43 Matthew Pennington, “Unrest in Pakistan Setback for Terror War,” Associated Press. 9 March
20000 media reports and lield research in North and South Waziristan in April 2007, Some local
groups starled attacking resident foreign fighters, while other groups continued to support their

presence.

46 | andmine Monitor Report 2005, pp. 844-846

N @ =t




B Landmine Monitor Report 2007-Pakistan e T e

Antipersonnel mines widely used in FATA reportedly include the Pakistan munufactured
P2 Mk2 blast mine, the remotely delivered PFM-1 blast mine, Soviet PMN, PMD-6 and
M46 bottle mines. and other mines manufuctured by Pakistun Orduance Fuctories.””

There were no reports of mine use by Kashmiri armed groups within Pakistan.

Landmine and ERW Problem

Pakastan has repeatedly affirmed hat it “faces no problemn of uncleared :nincr;."ﬂ“1 It has
also stated “mines have never caused humanitarian concerns in Pakistan, despite having
fought three wars with India and...[a] military standoff during '2003—1002."“ There 15
evidence, however, that Pakistan is affected by both landmines and explosive remnants of
war (ERW): this evidence includes the occurrence of mine/ERW casualties, which were
substantially higher in 2006,

Pakistan has declared that mines it laid on the Indo Pakistan border during the 2001-2002
stand-off with India “have been completely cleared.” It has also claimed that: “minelields
laid along the Line of Control (LoC) are properly fenced and clearly marked to impose
requisite caulion on civilians living in the surrounding ;::'e;ls_":ﬂ However, inhabitants of
Pakistani-administered Kashmir say that some arcas along the Line of Control arc sull
contaminated and have nol been properly lenced by the milituries of either India or
Pakistan.”  Inhabitants of Garhi Sher Khan in Poonch district, responding to a Landmine
Moniter questionnaire, said that villages on both sides of the Line of Control were
contaminated by mines and ERW and further that rainfall caused mines to drift from arcas
on the Indian side that were at a higher alrttl.l(_ha,52

The government has acknowledged thal a mine problem does exist from “landmines left by

47 Rue MeGrath, Human Survival and Development, “Assessment of Organizational Structure and of
Operations and Plans in Response 1o Landmines and UXO-Affected Communities in the Federally
Administered Tribal Agencies of Pakistan,” August-Seplember 2000, p. 6. The assessment was carried
out for the Swiss Foundation for Mine Action.

48 W Amended Protocol 11 Article 13 Reports, Form B, 10 November 2006, 2 November 20035 and
I

§ October 2004, For mine/UXO contamination reporied in previous years, see Landmineg Monilor

Report 2004, p. 1088

49 CCW Amended Protocol 1T Article 13 Report, Form E, § October 2004.
50 CCW Amended Protocol [T Article 13 Report, Form A, 10 November 2006,

ST Interviews with jowmalists, human rights activists, nune action NGOs and local inhabitants
including landmine survivers in Pakistani-administered Kashmir, 21-23 February 2006 and 20-23
Miwech 2007, Landmine Monitor also conducted o brief survey in Garhi Shar Khan, Poonch district,
where around 10 small villages/hamlets were visited and 35 local inhabitants. including landmine
survivors were interviewed, 21-23 March 2007.

32 Interviews with local inhabitants of Garhi Sher Khan of Poonch district, Pakistani-administered
Kushmir, including the villagesfhamlels of Jamotra, Jupak, Chai, Khapar Gala, Daliry, Kot Nala,
Chakrali, Dossi and Boon Colony, 21-23 March 2007




EE R Landmine Monitor Report 2007-Pakistan e S |

Soviet troops on Pak-Afghan border...™>  The contamination dates from the Soviet
occupation of Afghanistan (1979-1989), when mines were scattered by Soviet and Afghan
forces from helicopters and the mujahideen used mines to protect their bases in the tribal
areas.”  The government also acknowledges that “in the ungoing war on terror, the
terrorists have several times used mines and Improvised explosive devices against army
personnel and civil administration,”

[nhabitants of North and South Waziristan agencies of the FATA say that training camps
formerly used by mujahideen were still in use by non-state armed groups, and that the area
around these camps was contaminated with mines emplaced by the NSAGs as well as by
mines dating back to the Afghan-Sovict war, Known camps included Zavar, Ghulam Khel,
Mada Khel Wazir and Shawal in North Waziristan, and Bermal, Azam Warsak and Shakai
in South Waziristan. Inhabitants of the two provinces said mine incidents still occurred
In Baluchistan, areas known to be mined include Naseerabad, Dera Buglti, Jufa\.rahad:
Kohln, Barkhan and Rait on the Atghan border near Spin Boldak in Chaman disuict.”’
Other areas which have a mine problem include Mekhter and Chambalang, near the Loralal
district border. which are affected by Pushtun and Baluch tribal disputes_over coal
resources. Kirbag, the homeland of the Mari Baluchi wibe, is also mine-affected.
Reportedly, mines have been planted by NSAGs ncar insurgent camps and along roads,
including 160 kilometers of road from Modh to Kahaan, The sides of roads leading 1o
coal mines in Marwar, Margal, Maror and Indus in Belan district have also been mined_m
In February 2006 a district coordination officer warned people against traveling on roads in

53 CCW Amended Protacol 11 Article 13 Re ports, Form B, 10 November 2006, 2 November 2005,

54 Joint Statt Headquarters, Strategic Plans Division, ACDA Dircctorate, Chaklala Cantonment, 14
February 2002; Nuveed Ahmad Shinwari and Salma Malik, “Siuation Analysis of SALW in Pakistun
and its Impact on Security,” CAMP research paper, Peshawar, Pakistan, February 2008, p. 13

33 CCW Amended Protacol T Article 13 Repors, Form B, 10 November 2006,

58 Inierviews with local residents, North and South Wazivistan. April 2007, Bermal is hall’ in Pakistan
and hall in Alghanistan, which was recently bombarded by American forces, while Azam Warsak 15
40-50 miles inside Pakistan. Shakai is on the boundary of North and South Waziristan. These camps
were operational in the Afghan-Soviet war and are still operational under the cormmand of local
Taliban leaders.

57 Interview with Nasrullah Bareech, Center lor Peace and Development, Quella, Baluchistan, 26
March 2007

58 This view was expressed by several journalists during a group interview at Quetta Press Club,
Quetta, 28 May 2005.

59 Some 1,500 mines were planted along this road, but no independent veritication is available.
Interview with Wartan Yar Khilji, Zhob District Press Club, Quetta, 16 February 2006.

50 Muhammad Ejuz Khan, “Jaum asks people 1o support action againsl miscreants,” News
International, 20 January 2006.
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. . . A1
Dera Bugti until mines could be cleared.
The mine problem in FATA and Baluchistan appears to have been exacerbated by
widespread availability of landmines and their continuing use, as well as use of 1EDs, in

.62
local contlicts.

Mine Action

Puakistan has no formal civilian mine action program. Mine and ERW clearance is carried
out by engineer units of the armed forces. Pakistan’s paramilitary Frontier Constabulary has
also undertaken demining operations in Kashmir.uj The government asserts that “regular
lectures are given to troops und officers during on the job training in the units operating/
deployed in the border area with Afghamstan as well as India"™

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs has disclosed plans to establish a Training Center for
Demining and Awareness to act as a mine action center tor operations in Pakistan and
overseas, and to provide mine risk education m mine-alfected areas of Pakistan: the plans
are subject to the availability of I'um_lin.g_hS

In February 2007, the Pakistan Army was reported to have cleared 200 landmines from the
Chamalang coalfield in Loralai district after dispuie over the possession of Chamalang
between Marri and Luni tribes led 1o the laying of mines. The clearance operation was
reported completed without any deminer c:mmllies_m‘

On the border with India army engineer units were reporied in 2004 to “have ensured
complete ming clearance.” However, a Ministry of Foreign Affairs official acknowledged
early in 2006 that some areas near the Line of Control remain uncleared, but are properly
marked and civilians are not allowed o ::nl{:-l'.:h\ Also ucknowledging that some mined arcas
remain, Pakistan’s latest CCW Article 13 report stated that, “Minelields laid along the Line
of Control (LoC) are properly fenced and clearly marked.”"” Experts have warned that

61 “pykistani zas pipeline blown up,” BBC News Online, 23 February 2006,

62 CAMP field visit to Kurram, Aurakzai, Dara Adam Khel and Bajaur in the FATA, April-May
2005.

63 Interview with Mohammed Tashfeen, former political agent of Kurram, Parachinar, 4 February
2006.

64 CoW Amended Protocol I Article 13 Report. Form B, 10 November 2006
65 Tnterview with Mohammad Kamran Akhuar, Ministry of Forcign Affairs, Tslamabad, 10 April 2007,

66 “Chamalang Coalfield Almost Cleared of Landmines,” Balochustan Times, 28 February 2007, The
mine use was reported in Landmine Monitor Report 2005, p. 846,

67 cCW Amended Protocol 1T Article 13 Report. Form B, § October 2004.

68 CAMP interview with Mohammad Kamran Akhtar, Ministry of Foreign Affuirs, Islamabad, 14
February 2006.

69 cow Amended Promcol 11 Article 13 Report, Forms B and C, 2 November 2005.
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mines may have shiffed as a result of the & October 2005 earthquake and landslides in
Kashmir and the North West Frontier Province. Thousands of people Hving near the Line of
Control have reportedly migrated to sufer areas.

The road between Muzaffarabad and Srinagar in Kashmir was opened in April 2005 as a
confidence-building measure, following demining ope:'utim]s.” In April 2006 Pakistan and
India reaffirmed their commitment not 1o develop any new defense posts and defense works
(landmines) along the Line ot Control.

Mine Risk Education

In its 2006 CCW Article 13 report, Pakistan again stated that “civilians residing in arca
contiguous 10 Indo-Pak border, which is likely to be mined during any future escalation,
were educated on the mines, mineficlds, and the salely precautions.”  Also, “members ol
municipal authorities regularly visited different colonies/small villages close 1o border with
India and Afghanistan. and delivered lectures to the parents and elders.”

In November 2006, Pakistan acknowledged the role of NGOs in conducting mine risk
education (MRE), mentioning the Pakistan Campaign to Ban Landmines (PCBL) and
Community Motivation and Development Organization (CMDO) which both endeavored
“to educate repatriating Afghan refugees regarding safety and protection measures™ on the
Pakistan-Alghanistan bm'der.hl However, by the end of 2006 neither PCBL nor CMDO
were conducting MRE in Pakistan's mine-affected areas.” The 2006 CCW Article 13
report also reiterated that, “Army engineers have launched a comprehensive programme to
educate the locals of border belt with Afghanistan regarding the hazards posed by mines.”
T

NGOs providing MRE in 2006 included Response International UK (RI) through its local
partner CMDO and another British NGO, Islamic Relief. assisted by Mines Advisory

70 CAMP interview with Farocog Khan, Truth and Justice Commission, Muzaffarabad, 21 February
2006.

7l “Srinagar-Muzaffarabad bus rejuvenates border economy,” Daily Times (Pakistan), 22 Febroary
2005, On 7 April 2005 the Kaarwan-c-Aman (Caravan of Peace) bus service was inaugurated from
each end, simultaneously, by the prime ministers of both countries,

72 Minisiry of Foreign Allairs press statement of the 2nd and 3rd Round of Expert Level Talks
between Indin and Pakistan on Conventional Confidence Building Measures. 8 Augnat 2005 and 27
Aprl 2006,

73

CCW Amended Protocol 11 Article 13 Report, Forms A and B, 10 November 2006,

14 Ibid, Form B,

-~

3 Telephone interview with Naveed Ahmad Shinwari, CAMP, 24 June 2007,

76 cow Amended Protocol IT Article 13 Report, Forms A and B, 10 November 2006,
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Cir‘(mp,?? Both MRE projects were completed in 2006, and no new MRE projects were
launched by NGOs during the reporting period in mine-affected areas of the FATA.

[n Pakistani-administered Kashmir, RI continued its MRE project in Rawalakot district,
focusing on Hajira and Abbaspur which border the Line of Control. As of 2007 this was the
only remaining NGO MRE project in Pakistan. The project was designed to leave residual
capacity in atfected communities through development and training of community-based
organizations, It aimed to provide 150,000 people with ERW risk avoidance education,
both directly and indirectly, during the two year project. Priority was given Lo communities
near the Line of Control, A basic Knowledge. Attitude, Praclice and Behavior survey was
conducted by RI and materials were developed from the survey data and field tested prior
to implementation in February 2006, Messages were said to be delivered in an
“understandable, socially acceptable and persuasive manner.” in part through the use of the
Pahari and Urdu languages, which are both used extensively in the area. Twelve
community-based organizations were formed and trained to provide ERW risk avoidance 1o
targel communities on a long-term basis; they also identitied mine/ERW  survivors
requiring assistance. In 2006, two training of Lrainers sessions were conducted for 41 male
and 36 female participants from 39 organizations in Hajira and Abbaspur, From February
2006 to June 2007 MRE was delivered to 52.532 people (23.413 male and 29,119 female),
including 17,498 schoolchildren.

Landmine/ERW Casualties

In 2006 there were at least 488 new casualties from mines, ERW and IEDs in Pakistan,
with 203 killed and 285 injured, including at least 37 women and 50 Lh:ldmn This is a
significant increase from 2005 (214 casualties) and 2004 (195 Ld\Uél][!e‘?) Applmmnkly
half the casualties were civilian and males constituted 88 percent (427) of casualties;
among child casualties there were 26 boys and 24 girls. Antivehicle mines posed the
greatest threat to both civilians and military personnel, accounting for 51 percent (249) of
casualtics; antipersonnel mines were responsible for 29 percent (141), victim-activated
[EDs 18 percent (86) and ERW two percent (12) of casuaities. Of the IED casualties. 19
percent were caused by “toy bombs™ and children were 88 percent of these casualties. Most
cusuuh_lltie.s occurred in Baluchistan (69 percent, 337), followed by FATA (23 percent,
110).

77 See Landmine Monitor Report 2006, p. 1045, Neither RI nor Tslamic Relief provided additional
information on their MRE activities in 2006.

78 See Landmine Monitor Report 2006, p. 1045; telephone interview with Naveed Ahmad Shinwart,
CAMP, 24 June 2007.

79 Email from Adnan Salim, Coordinator Programs., RT, Kashmir. 26 Junc 2007.
B0 gee Landmine Monitor Report 2006, p. 1046,

81 [andmine Moniter analysis of casualty data provided by Raza Shuh Khan, Executive Director,
SPADO, Peshawar, 29 June 2007,
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Casualties continued to occur in early 2007 but ar a lower rate than in 2006. By 29 May
2007 41 casvalties had been reported (14 people killed and 27 injured). Most of the
casualties were military (26): 10 were children. o

There were al least 1, 1f+4 casualties in Pakistan between 2002 and 2006, with at least 440
killed and 704 ll'IJLll'[’.d According to CMDO and PCBL., it is estimated that there are
5,000 landmine casualties in the tribal areas. i

Data Collection

There is no comprehensive casually surveillance or data collection system in Pakistan;
underreporting of mine/UXO/ED casualties is certain and the total number of casualties s
unknown. Several national NGOs record casnalties based on media reports and information
from their field teams and other NGOs. There had been little cooperation to create a unified
data collection mechanism. * However. progress was made in 2006 when Lhe Sustainable
Peace and Development Orgamzation and Comumunity Appraisal and Molivation
Programme combined their casualty data into a unified database, cross-referenced Lo
eliminate duplication, ¥ Landmine Monitor observed that not all mine/ERW incidents are
reported in news media; those that are reported lack sufficient detail because reporters are
not knowledgeable about explosive dcvm\,a.&

In April 2007, during a field mission in North and South Waziristan agencies, Landmine
Maonitor was told that \SAG:. in FATA keep records of their casualties, though no further
details were pmudm!

From June 10 August 2006, Landmine Monitor conducted a socioeconomic survey of mine
survivors in Kurram agency of FATA; 154 villages were visited and 189 mine/ERW
survivors (155 males and 34 females) were interviewed. Landmine Monitor found that 45
percent of survivors (85) nee dcd initial prostheses and that 50 percent (94) needed new
prostheses or prosthetic 1'epa|r~. " Tn u brief survey af 10 villages of Garhi Sher Khan near
the Line of Control in Pakistani-administered Kashmir, local respondents reported 70

57 Email {rom Raza Shah Khan, SPADO. 29 June 2007.

83 Thid.

See Landmine Monitor Report 2006, p. 1046: see also Landmine Monitor Report 2004, p. 1090,
85 Gee Landmine Monitor Report 2006, p. 1047,

80 Email from Raza Shah Khan, SPADO, 29 June 2007.

Landmine Manitor review of explosive incidents reported in Pakistani media. See also Landming
Mounitor Report 2006, p. 1030,

38 Landmine Monitor field research in North and South Waziristan, 2-5 April 2007,

89 L andmine Monitor statistical report of the survey “Sacio-cconomic survey of landmine survivors,
June-August 2006,
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