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1. THE IRANIAN QUESTION B

On 19 January 1946 Iran stated (Official Records of the Security Council,

First”Year, First Series, Supplement No. l,ipage 16) that,'owingrto the interference

of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, through the medium of its officials
and armed forces, in the internal affairs of Iran, a situation had arisen which-
might lead to international friction. It requested the Executive Secretary, in
accordance with Article 35 (1) of the Charter, to bring the matter to the attenticn
of the Security Council, so that the Council might investigate the situation and
recommend appropriate terms of settlement.

On 2k January the USSR delegation stated (0fficial Records of the Security

Council, Pirst Year, First Series, Supplement No. 1, page 17) that the allegation

made by the Iranian delegation was devoid of any foundation.

At its second meeting (25 January), the Security Council included the item on
its agenda.

At the fifth meeting (30 January), the Security Council unanimously adopted
resolution 2, of 30 January 1946, which after considering that both parties had
affirmed their readiness to seek a solution of the matter at issue by negotiation,
and that such negotiations would be resumed in the near future, requested the
parties to inform the Council of any resulis achieved in such negotiations.

On 18 March, Iran, in accordance with Article 35 (1) of the Charter, brought
to the attention of the Security Council (8/15) a dispute between Iran and the
Soviet Union, the continuance of which was likely to endanger the maintenance of
international pezce and security. It stated that the Soviet Union had continued
to meintain its troops in Iranian territory after 2 March 1946, countrary to the
express provisions of article V of the Tripartite Tre=zaly of Alliance of
29 January 1942, and that the Soviet Union was continuing to interfere in the
internal affairs f Iran through the medium of Soviet agents, officials and armed
forces.

Cn 19 March, the U33R informed the Secretary-General (5/16) that negotiatic.us
were being conducted between the Government of Iran and _he Government of the
soviet Union, and suggested that the meeting of the Security “ouncil be postponed

from 25 March to 10 April.

[ons
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The above letters dated 18 and 19 March, together with other communications
relating to the Iranian guestion, were included in the Council's agenda at its -
twenty-sixth meeting (26 March). - o '

Afterrtéking véfidﬁérproéédural decisions, the Security Council,iat its
thirtieth meeting (H April), adopted by 9 votes, the USSR being absent, a draft
resolution submitted by the United 3tates, providing, inter alia, that further
proceedings be deferred until 6 May, at which time the USSR Govermment and the
Iranian Government were reguested to report to the Council whether the withdrawal
of all Soviet Union troops from the whole of Iran had been completed, and at which
time the Council should consider what, if any, further proceedings on the Iranian
appeal were required (resolution 3 of 4 April 1946).

On 6 April, the Soviet Union proposed (S/30) that the Iranian question be
removed from the agenda of the Council, on the ground that, under the understanding
between the Government of Iran and the Government of the Soviet Union, full
evacuation of the USSR troops from Iran had been started on 24 March an3 would be
concluded in five or six weeks. As was known from the joint USSR-Iranian
communiqué published on 4 April, an understanding on all points had been reached
between the two Governments.

On 9 April, the Iranian Ambassador stated (S/33) that it was his Government's
desire that the question should remain on the agenda of the Security Council.

On 15 April, he communicated the text of a telegram (S/37) from his Government
withdrawving its complaint from the Council.

Pursuvant to a suggestion made in the Council at its thirty-second meeting
(15 April), the Secretary-General on 16 April submitted a memorandum (S/39)
concerning the legal aspects of the question of the retention of the Iranian
gquestion on the agenda. The Council referred the memorandwm to the Committee of
Experts, which submitted its report (5/42) on 18 April.

At the thirty-sixth meeting (25 April), the Security Council rejected, by
5 votes in favour, a draft resolution submitted by France, which would have noted
the arreement reached between the parties and requested the Secretary-General to
collect the necessary information in order to ccmplete the Council's report to the
Assembly under Article 24, on the manaer in which it had dealt with the case placed

on its agenda on 26 Mavch at the vequest, subseguently withdrawn, of the Government

/.
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of Iran. Accordingly, the Council remained seized of the Iranian question. The
representative of the Soviet Union stated that the decision to retain the Iranian
question on the agenda was contrary to the Charter and that, accordingly, his
delegation did not consider it possible to take any further part in the discussion
of the question by the Council.

On 6 May, Iran reported (5/55) on the withdrawal of-USSR troops from certain
Iranian provinces and promised a further report promptly when the state of affairs
in the province of Azerbaijan had been ascertained by his Government.

At the fortieth meeting (8 May), the Security Council adopted, by 10 votes,
the U33R being absent, a draft resolution submitted by the United States providing,
inter alia, that the Council should (a) defer further proceedings in order that
the Government of Iran might have time in which to ascertain through its official
representatives vhether all USSR troops had been withdrawn from the whole of Iran;
and (b) request the Iranian Government to submit a complete report immediately
upon the receipt of the information which would enable it to do so
(resolution 5 of 8 May 1946).

On 20 and 21 May, the Iranian Ambassador submitted additional information
(s/66 and 5/€8) with respect to the matters brought to the Security Council's
attention by his Govermment, including the text of a telegram from the Iranian
Prime Minister stating that reports had been received to the effect that USSR
troops had evacuated Azerbaijan on 6 May.

At the forty-third meeting (22 May), the Security Council adopted, by 9 votes
to 1, the USSR being absent, a proposal submitted by the Netherlands, providing
that the discussion of the Iranian question should be adjounred, the Council to be
called together at the request of any of its members.

On 5 December 1946, Iran forwarded a report (S/204) concerning the existing
state of affairs in Azerbaijan.

No further request for discussion of this item has been received and it has

not been discussed by the Security Council since 22 May 194G,
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2. SPECIAL AGREEMENTS UNDER ARTICLE 43 AND THE
ORGANIZATION OF THE ARMED FORCES TO BE MADE
AVATLABLE TO THE SECURITY CCUNCIP

Article 47 of the Charter provides for the establishment of a Military Staif
Committee consisting of the Chiefs of Staff of the Permanent Members of the Security
Council or their representatives "to advise and assist the Security Council on all
questions relating to the Security Council's military requiréments for the
maintenance of international peace and security, the employment and command of
forces placed at its disposal, the regulation of armaments and possible
disarmament”. At its twenty-third meeting (16 Pebruary 1946), the Council directed
the Military Staff Committee, as its first task, to examine frem the military
point of view the rovisions of Article 43 of the Charter and submit the results
of the study and any recommendations to the Council in due course. This request
was renewed at the 105th meeting (13 February L947), when the Council requested
the Committee's recommendations on the basic principles which would -cv-rn the
organization of armed forces to be made available to the Council. The Military
3taff Committee's report (3/536) was submitted on 30 April and was discussed by the
Security Council in the course of meetings held in June and July 1947. During
these meetings, the Council adopted provisionally a number of the articles in the
Committee's report, but failed to reach agreement on the remaining articles.

No further request for discrssion of this item has been received and it has

not been discussed by the 3ecurity Council since 15 July 1947.

5. KULES OF PLROCECURE OF THE CeCURZTY CCUNCIL

At its first meeting on 17 January 19&6, the Security Council considered and
adopted the provisional rules of procedure recommended by the Preparatory
Cormission. At the szme meeting, it also established a Cormittee of Experts composed
of a representative of each member of the Council to examine and report on these
rules of procedure. At sulrequent meetings, the Council considered and adopted
recomuendations made in reports of the Committec of Fxperts on alteraticons in the
provigional rules of procedure, together with certain amendments made in the course

of discussion in the Council.

[eos
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The provisional rules of precedure of the 3ecurity Council as amended to date

are contained in document 3/96/Rev.lt published on 29 July 1952.

4, STATUTE AND RULES OF PROCELURE OF THE
MILITARY STAYF COMMIITEE
At its second meeting (25 January 1946), the Council unanimously adopted

resolution 1 of 25 January 1946 which directed its Military Staff Committee to
draw up and submit proposals for the Cocmmittee's organization and procedure. Upon
receipt of the report (S/10, revised in S/115), the Council referred it to the
Committee of Experts and suthorized the Military Staff Committee to carry out its
business along the lines suggested in its report. The report of the Committee of

Experts (3/421) has not so far been discussed by the Council.

5. THE G%NERAL REGULATION AND REDHCTION OoF ARMAMEQTS ANPI/
INFORMATION ON THE ARMED FORCES OF THE UNITED NATIONS—

On 27 December 1946, the U33R transmitted for inclusion in the agenda of the
Council a draft resolution (5/229) having to do with the implementation of General
Assembly resolution 41 (I) of 14 December 194G concerning the general regulation
and reduction of armed forces. The proposal was placed on the agenda at the
eighty-eighth meeting (51 December) and consideration of it vas deferred. In the
agenda of the ninetieth meeting (9 January 19h7), the USSR proposal and a draft
resolution (3/235) presented at the eighty-eighth meeting by the representative of
the United States appeared under the heading "Resolution of the General Assembly
on the principles governing the general regulation and reduction of armaments
(document 3/251) and proposals regarding its implementation...".

At the ninetieth meeting (9 Jaauary 1947), General Assembly regsolution 42 ()
of 14 December 1946 concerning "Information on Armed Forces of the United Nations"
was placed on the agenda of the Council. At ihe 102nd meeting (11 Feoruary)
examination of the two items was combined.

~
-

l/ -ee 2lso iter, 15: TInternaticnal Control of Atowic Enercy.
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At the ninetieth meeting, the Council formally accepted General Assembly
resolution 4l (I) and decided -to proceed to. consideration of its implementation.
Discussion began at the ninety-second meeting (15 January). Draft resolutions were
introduced by France (3/243), Australia (3/2'9), Colombia (S/251) and the United
States (S/264). At the 105th meeting (13 F- ruary), the Security Council, by
10 votes to none, with 1 abstention, adopted resolution 18 of 13 February 1947, in
which it decided, inter alia, to set up a Commission for Conventlonal Armaments
composed of representatives of members of the Security Council to submit to the
latter within not more than three months proposals (a) for the general regulation
and reduction of armaments and armed forces; ard (b) for practical and effective
safeguards in connexion therewith. A

On 25 June, the Chairman of the Commission transmitted a firsl progress -
report to the Council (8/587), attaching for apprcval of the Council a proposed
plan of work (3/387, Annex A) and for the information of the Council a scheme for
the organization of the Commission's work. At the 152nd meeting .. July), the
Council approved, by O votes to none with 2 abstentions, the plan of work adopted
by the Commission for Conventional Armaments. The Council also took note of the
Commission's scheme of organization of its work (S/387, Annex B).

By a letter dated 14 January 1949 (5/1216), the Secretary-General transmitted
to the Security Council General Assembly resolution 192 (III) of 19 November 1948.

At the 4OTth meeting of the Council (8 February), the USSR submitted a draft
resolution (5/1246/Rev.1l) dealing with the contents of the General Assembl:
resolution. At the LO8th meeting (10 February), the United Otates submitted a
draft resolution (S/lEhB) recommending that General Assembly resolution 192 (IlI)
by transmitted to the Commission for Conventional Armaments for action according
to its terms. At the same meeting, the USSR proposed (3/12L49) that its earlier
draft resolution (2/1246G/Rev.l) end General Assembly resolution 192 (I1T) be
tranosmitted to the Commission for Conventional Armaments, and, separately, to the
Ltomice FEnergy Commission.

The Council adopted the United 3tates draft resolution by 9 votes to none,
with 2 abstentions (resolution €8 of 10 ¥ebruary 1949), and rejected both USSR
draft resolutions (3/1246/Rev.l and 2/1249) by votes of 2 to none with 9 =bstentions

and 5 to none with 8 abstentions.

s
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On 4 August the Chaiman of the Commission for Conventional Armaments
transmitted to-the President of the Security Council a working paper (S/1372)
adopted by the Commission at its nineteenth meeting on 1 Auguét,rconcerning
implementation of General Assembly resolution 192 (III). 77 7

Cn 27 September Franceé sutmitted a draft resolution (S/1399/Rev.l) calling
for approval.of the proposéls contained in the working paper and instructing the
Secretary-General to itransmit it, together with the records of the Security
Council's discussion, to the General Assembly.

The USSR submitted a draft resoluticn (S/lhOS) calling for theréubmission by
States of information on both conventional armaments and-atomic weapons. A revision
of this draft resolution (5/1405/Rev.l) called for submission also of information
on armed forces. France submitted a drafc resolution (S/1408/Rev.l) as an
alternative to the U33R draft resolution calling for the sutmission by 3tates of
full information on conventional armaments and armed forces under adequate
procedures for complete verification of such information. The Frenéh draft
resolution recailed that the submission of full information on atomic material and
facilities, including atomic weapons, was an integral part of the United Nations
plan, approved by the General Assembly on 4 November 1948, to ensure the use of
atomic energy only for peaceful purposes and to ensure effective prohibition of
atemic weapons.

The question was discussed at the L50th through 452nd meevirgs (11, 1k and
18 October). The French draft resolution (35/1599/Rev.l) received 9 votes to 2
and was not adopted, as one of the negative votes was that of a permanent member.
The US3R draft resolution (3/1405/Rev.l) received % votes to 1, with 7 abstentions
and was not adopted, and the alternative French draft resolution (3.1408/Rev.l)
received 8 votes to 2 with 1 abstention and was also not adopted owing to the
negative vote of a permanent member.

A draft resolution (S/lhlo) introduced by France inviting the Secretary-General
to transmit to the General Assembly the proresals couteiued in the working paper
adopted by the Commission for Conventional Armoments, together with the records of
the Council and the Commission discussions, wvas adopted by 9 votes to none, with
2 wbstentions (resolution 7R of 17 Getober 10LY),

Also on b August 1949, the Chairwan of the Commission for Conventional

Arwements hod tronsmitted (5/1571) to the Fresident of the Jecurity Council two
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resolutions adopted by the Commission concerning items 1 and 2 of the Commission's
plan of work and an accompanying report. On 27 September, the United States
submitted a draft resolution (S/1398) calling for approval and transmission to the
General Assembly of the resolutions of the Commission.

The question was discussed at the 450th meeting (11 October 1949).--The United
States draft resolution received 9 votes to 2 and was not adopted, cne of the
negative votes being that of a permanent member. The Council then adopted, by
9 votes to none with 2 abstentions, a draft resolution (S/1403) submitted by the
United Kingdom to transmit to the General Assembly the resolutions of the Commission
and its report (resolution 77 of 11 October 1949).

On 6 December, the Secretary-General transmitted General Assembly
resolution 300 (IV) of 5 December 1549 to the President of the Security Council
(3/1429). A draft resolution (S/14L5), submitted at the 46lst meeting
(13 January 1950) by France, proposing that General Assembly resolution 300 (IV)
be transmitted to the Commission for Conventional Armaments for further study in
accordance with its plan of work, was adopted at the 462n? meeting (17 January)
by 9 votes to none with 1 member not participating and the USSR absent
(resolution 79 of 17 January 1950).

On 10 August, the Chairman of the Comrission for Conventional Armaments
transmitted the third progress report of the Commission (3/1650) to the President
of the 3ecurity Council. The report has not been placed on the agenda of the
Security Council nor conscidered by it.

The subject of effective regulation and reduction of conventional armaments
was discussed at the fifth session of the General Assembly in connexion with the
agenda item "International control of atomic energy". By resolution 496 (V) of
15 December 1950, the Assembly established a Committee of Twelve to report on means
vwhereby the work of the Atcmic Energy Commission and the Conventional Armsment
Commission might be co-ordinated and their functions merged. At the sixth session,
the Assembly, by resolution 502 (VI) of 11 January 1952, took note of the
recopmendation of the Ccmmittee of Twelve (A/1922), and cstablished uwier the
security Council a Diszrmement Comwmission and dissolved the Atomic Eneryy
Conmission. The Commigsion was, with the guidance of certain specified principles

and dirvectives, tou prepare proposals for "the regulation, limitation and balaunced

[
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reduction of all armed forces and all armaments, for the elimination of =ll major
wearors adaptable to mass destruction, and for effective international control of
atomic energy to ensure the prohibition oi atomic weapons and the use of atomic
energy for peaceful purposes only". In accordance with the Assembly's recommendation
in trat same resolution, the Security Council, at its 571lst meeting
(30 January 1952), dissolved the Commission for Conventional Armaments
(resolution 97).

3ince January 1952, the reports of the Disarmament Commission and of various
other subsidiary bodies established in that field have been examined by the
General Assembly.

6. APPOINTMENT OF A GOVERNOR FOR THE FREE TERRITORY OF TRIESTE

At its ninety-first meeting (10 January 1947), the Secuvity Council formally
accepted the responsibilities devolving upon it under the provisions of the peace
treaty with Italy relevant to the establishment of a Free Territory of Trieste
(resolution 16 of 10 January 1947, adopted by 10 votes to none with 1 abstention).
Under article 11, paragraph 1 of the Permanent Statute of the territory (annex VI
of the Treaty), the Council was to appoint the Governor of the Free Territory
after consultation with the Governments of Yugoslavia and Italy. Discussions took
place on several occasions in the course of 1947 on the question of the appointment
of a Governor. However, these efforts, including the work of a committee established
to collect information about candidates, failed to produce agreement in the Security
Council. A request to the Governments of Italy and Yuposlavia to consult with
each other also failed. After discussion early in 1948, the Governments of the
United States, the United Kingdom and Frauce, on 20 March 1943, issued a joint
declaration (3/707) stating that in view of the evident impossibility of agreemeut
on the selection of a Governor, the three Governments had decided to recommend the
return of the Free Territory to Italian sovereignty and had proposed an additional
protocol to the treaty of peace to provide for such a solution.

At the L11th meeting (L7 February 1649), the USSR submitted o dralt

resolution (3/1200) providing for appointment of Colonel Flickiger as Governor, but

/...
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at the 42Uth meeting (lO May) this proposal was rejected, receiving 2 votes to
none with 9 abstentions. It was resubmitted by the USSR in October 1953 (S/3105)
but discussion of it was finally postponed at the 64Tth meeting (14 December 1953)
pending the outcome of efforts to find a solution to the Trieste problem.

No further request for discussion of this item has been received and it has_
not been discussed by the 3ecurity Council since 14 December 1953. (See related
item 15, below.)

T. THE EGYFTIAN QUESTION

on 8 July 1947, Egypt informed the Secretary-General (S/410) that British
"roops were being maintained in Egyptian territory against the unanimous will of
the people and that the occupation of the Sudan by the British armed forces and
the pursuance there of their hostile policy had given rise to a dispute between
Egypt and the United Kingdom. After the failure of attempts at direct
negotiations, the Egypuvian Government brought the guestion to the Council,
requesting the latter to direct (a) the total and immediate evacuation of British
troops from Egypt, including the Sudan, and (b) the termination of the existing
administrative regime in the Sudan.

The Council included this question in its agenda at the 159th meeting
(17 July) end discussed it in the course of a series of meetings held in August
and september 1Y4T. Various proposals were submitted to the Council but all failed
of adoption. At the 201st meeting (10 September), the President stated that the
question would remain on the agenda and that the Council would reconsider it at
the request of any of its members or of either of the parties.

Mo further request for discussion of this item has been received and it has

not been discussed by the security Council since 10 September 1947,
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8. THE INDONESIAN QUESTION

The Indonesian question was brought before the Council by two letters dated
30 July 1947 from India (3/447) and Australia (S/449). The Indian Government drew
the Council's attention to the situation in Indonesia as endangering the
maintenance of international peace and security'and requested it to take the
necessary measures to put an end to the situation. The Australian letter stated
that the hostilities in progress in Java and Sumatra constituted a breach of peace
and urged the Council to take immediate action.

The question was included in the Council's agenda at the 171lst meeting
(31 July), vhen the representatives of India and the Netherlands were invited to
participate in the discussion. The Council subsequently invited representatives of
the Philippines, the Republic of Indonesia, Burma and Pakistan to participate, in
addition to Australia and Belgium when those countries ceased to be members of
the Council.

At the 173rd meeting (1 August), the Council adopted resolution 27 of
1 August 1947 calling upon the parties tu cease hostilities forthwith, to settle
their disputes by arblitration or other peaceful means and to keep the Security
Council informed about the progress of the settlement.

On 3, 4 and 5 August, the parties informed the Council of orders by their
Governments for a cessation of host’ lities. At the 194th meeting (25 August), the
Council adopted resolutions 30 and 31 of 25 August 1947. The first, adopted by
7 votes to none with 4 abstentions, provided for the establishment of a Commission
composed of the consular representatives in Ratavia of members of the Council to
report on the situation in Indonesia. The other, adopted by 8 votes to none with
5 abstentions, tendered the pood offices of the Council to the parties and
expressed readiness to assist in the scettlement of the dispute through a committee
consisting of three of the members of the Council, each of the parties selecting
one member with a third to be chosen by the two so selected, Belgium and Australius
vere subsequently selected by the NVetherlands and the Republic of Indonesiz to
gerve on the Committee, and the United Ltates was selected as the third member,

At its 2lyth meeting (1 November), the Council adopted resolution 7 of
1 November L9b7, by 7 votes to | with 9 abstentions, providing that the Conmittee

of’ Goud Offices should =assist the parties in reaching apreement un an arrvangement
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to ensure the observance of the cease-fire resolution. In its first jnterim
report (5/649) the Committee of Good Offices informed the Council of signature of
what came to be known as the "Renville" Agreement, involving a truce agreement, an
agreement on twelve political principles to form the agreed basis for discussion
concerning the settlement of the dispute, and six additional political principles.
At its 259th meeting the Council adopted resolution 4O of 28 February 1948 by

8 votes to none with 3 abstentions, noting the first interim report of the Committee
and maintaining its offer of good offices. Another resolution (hl of

28 February 1948, adopted by 7 votes to none with 4 ahstentions) requested the
Committee to pay particular attention to political developments in Western Java
and Madura. A series of reports was submitted by the Committee during 1948,
ending with accounts of the collapse of direct talks between the parties in
December 1948.

Following an emergency meeting (the 587th) on 20 December due to the resumption
of military operations in Indonesia on 18 December, the Council, at the
392nd meeting, adopted resolution 6% of 24 December 1948 by 7 votes to none with
L abstentions. It called upon the parties to cease hostilities forthwith and on
the Netherlands immediately to release the President of the Republic of Indonesia
and other political prisoners arrested since 18 December, and instructed the
Committee of Good Offices to report urgently on recent events and on the parties!
compliance with the Council's directives. (At that point the Committee of Good
Qffices had already submitted a number of reports on developments.) At the
%95th meeting, the Council adopted resolutions G4 and 65 of 28 December 1948 by
8 votes to none with 3 abstentions and by 9 votes to nome with 2 abstentions,
respectively. Resolution Ob reiterated the Council's call upon the Netherlands
Government to set free the political prisoners forthwith, and resolution 65
requested the Consular Commission at Batavia to report as soon as possible on the
sitvation.

Following further discuccion between T and 28 January 19M9, the Council, at
its LOAth meeting, voting by parapgraphs, adopted resolution 67 of 28 January 19h9.
This resolution, inter alia, reiterated the Council's call upon the Netherlands
Government to ensure the immediatc discontinueance of all wiltitary operastions and

to release imwediately andd vwneonditionslly =1l political prisoners arrested since
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17 December; recommended that the parties undertake negotiations for the
establishment of a federal, independent and sovereign United States of Indonesia
at the earliest possible date, the transfer of sovereignty to take place no later
than 1 July 1950. The Committee of Good Offices was renamed the United Nations
Commission for Indonesia and was to assist the parties in these negotistions.

After receiving a report from the Commission (5/1270 and Corr.l and Adds. 1-3)
on 1 March, the Council, at its 42lst meeting (25 March) approved by 3 votes to
none with 5 abstentions a directive to the Commission to the effect that the
holding of a round table conference on the Indonesian question and participation in
it by the Commission would be consistent with the purposes and objectives of
resolution 67 of 28 January 1949. On 9 May and b August, the Commission submitted
further reports (3/1320 and 3/1373), dealing with a cease-fire ordered by the two
Governments on 2 August, the restoration of the Govermment of the Republic of
Jogjakarta, and the settling of time and conditions for the Round Table Conference
at The Hague. A special report by the Commission (S/lle) on the Round Table
Conference was sutmitted on 8 November. Under the agreements reached at The Hague,
the Netherlands was to transfer sovereignty unconditionally to the Republic of the
United states of Indonesia, the transfer to be effected by 30 December 1949 at the
latest. The residency of New Guinea, however, was excepted, and its status was to
be determined within a ycar of the transfer of sovereignty. The Commission would
observe in Indonesia the implexcntation of thesc decisions,

The Council discussed this special report at meetings held on 12 and
13 December 1949 but was unable to adopt the prdbosals submitted to it.

The United Nations Commission for Indonesia submitted a series of reports in
the course of 1950 (3/1kh9, 5/1663, §/1842 and 5/1875 and Corr.l) dealing with
developments in connexion with implementation of the Hague agreements and other
matters. On 3 April 1951, it submitted a report (S/2087) on its activities since
the transfer of sovereignty on 27 December 1949. Among other things, the report
stated that the withdrawal of Netherlands troops was progressing satisfactorily
and that observation by the Commission wus no longer neceszory. It sumrarized
the developments rhich had led to the establichment, on 13 Lupust 1950, of the
Republic of In esia as g unitery state as well as related correspoundence with

and between the rarties In connexion with ihe right of zelr-determination. Tt also

/...
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dealt with a special Union Conference, held at The Hague on 4 December 1950, to
deal with the question of the status of New Guinea. No agreement had as yet been
achieved on the status of that territory. Since the military problems were
virtually solved, since no other matters had been submitted by the parties and
since no itens remained on its agenda, the Commission had d«zcided that, while
holding itself at the disposal of the parties, it would adjourn sine die.

No further request for discussion of this item has been received and it has

not been discussed by the Security Council since 12 December 1S49.

9. VOTING PROCELURE IN THE SECURITY COUNCIL

On 2 January 1947, the Secretary-General transmitted to the Council the text
(3/237) of General Assembly resolution 40 (I) of 13 December 1G46, which
recommended to the Council "the early adoption of practices and procedures
consistent with the Charter to assist in reducing the difficulties in the
application of Article 27 and to ensure the prompt and effective exercise by the
Security Council of its functions". At the 197th meeting (27 August) the Council
referred the matter to the Committee of Experts, which was instructed to submit
to the Council its recommendations on the measures to be adopted in view of the
Assembly's recommendations. The Committee was unable to submit a report on the
matter.

On 2 December, the Secretary~General transmitted to the Council the text
(5/620) of General Assembly resolution 117 (II) of 21 November 1947 concerning
co~operation between the Interim Conmittee and s committee of the Council in the
study of the problem of the voting procedure in the Council. A further Assembly
resolution was transmitted to the Council on 25 April 1949 (3/1312).

Resolution 267 (III) of 14 April 1949 recommended to the members of the Council
that a list of decisions set forth in an Annex to the resolution be deemed
procedursl, and to the permanent members that they seek agreement upon what possible
decizions of the Council they might forbear to exercise their veto. At the

L52rd meeting (18 October 1949), the President reported that agreemcnt had not been
possible as each permanent member adherveld to its position, but that they hed agreed
on ‘the principle and practice of consultation before important decisions were to

be made,
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No further request for discussion of this item has been received and it has

not been discussed by the Security Council since 18 October 1949.

10. REFORTS ON THE STRATEGIC TRUST TERRITORY OF THE FACIFIC TSLANDS
FURSUANT TO THE RESOLUTION OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL OF 7 MARCH 1949

On 17 February 1947, the United States sutmitted for the approval of the
Security Council, in accordance with Article 83 of the Charter, the text (5/281)
of a draft Trusteeship Agreement for the Trust Territory of the Pacific Tslands.
After discussion at the 113th meeting (26 February) and subsequent meetings, the
Council, at its 124th meeting, unanimously adopted resolutior. 21 of 2 April 1947
in which it approved the Agreement which came into force on 18 July 1947.

The question of formulating procedures to govern the detailed application of
Articles 87 and 88 of the Charter Lo that strategic area was raised by the
Secretary-General in a letter dated T Wovember 1947 (S/599). After discussion of
the matter by the Council, on the basis of a report of the Committee of Experts
dated 12 January 1948 (S/€42), meetings are held between committees appointed by
the Security and Trusteeship Councils and the resulting agreement was embodied in
resolution 70 adopted by the Council at its L15th meeting (7T Maxeh 19u9). This
agreement deeit with the respective functions of the two Councils in respect of
Strategic areas in general.

The United States Government and the Trusteeship Council have periodically
submitted reports to the Security Council in virtue of these agreements. The
United 3tates Government has also given notice of periods when access to parts of

the Trust Territory has been restricted for security reasons.

11. APFPLICATIONS FOR MEMBERSHIF

Up to the time of circulation of the present statement the Gerersl Assembly,
upon the recommendation of the Jecurity Council, had upproved the admission to
mewbership in the United Nations of: Afghanistan (19 November 1ykd), Iceland

(19 November 194G), sweden (1Y November 1940), Thailand (10 December 14bi:),
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Pakistan (30 September 1947), Yemen (30 September 1947), Burma (19 April 1948),
Israel (11 May 1949), Indonesia (28 September 1950),% Albania (14 December 1955),
Jordan (14 December 1955), Ireland (14 December 1955), Portugal (14 December 1955),
Hungary (14 December 1955), Italy, 14 December 1955), Austria (14 December 1955),
Romania (1l December 1955), Bu.garia (14 December 1955), Finland (14 December 1955),
Ceylon (14 December 1955), Nepal (14 December 1955), Libya (14 December 1955),
Cambodia (14 December 1955), lLaos (14 December 1955), Spain (14 December 1955),
Sudan (12 November 1956), Morocco (12 November 1956), Tunisia (12 Novemter 1956),
Japan (18 December 1956), Ghana (8 March 1957), Malaysia (17 September 1957),
Guinea (12 December 1958), Cameroon (2C 3eptember 1960), Togo (20 September 1960),
Somalia (20 September 19€0), Madagascar (20 September 1960), the Democratic
Republic of the Congo (20 September 1960), Congo (Brazzaville) (20 September 1960),
Dahomey (20 September 1960), Niger (20 September 1960), Upper Volta

(20 3eptember 1960), Ivory Coast (20 September 1960), Chad (20 September 19€0),
Gabon (20 September 19€0), Centrel African Republic (20 September 1G€0), Cyprus

(20 September 19€0), Senegal (28 September 19¢0), Mali (28 September 1960),
Nigeria (7 October 19€C), Sierra Leone (27 September 1961), the Mongolian People's
Republic (27 October 1961), Mauritania (27 October 1961), Tanganyika

(14 December 1961),%* Rwanda (18 September 1962), Burundi (18 September 1962),
Jamaica (18 September 1962), Trinidad and Tobago (18 September 1962), Algeria

(8 October 1962), Uganda (25 October 1962), Kuwait (14 May 1963), Zanzibar

(16 December 1963),%* Kenya (16 December 1963), Malawi (1 December 1G6k4), Malta

(1 December 1964), Zambia (1 December 1964), Gambia (21 September 1965), Maldive
Islands (21 September 1965), and Singapore (21 September 1965).

At the 1287th meeting (21 June 1$66) the Security Council adopted resolution
223 reccmmending to the General Assembly that Guyana be admitted to membership in
the United liations.

The following applicationg which have been discussed by the Security Council
have so far failed to obtain its recommendation. +the Republic of Korea, the
Democratic 'eople’s Repui lic of Korea, the Republic of Viet-Iam and the Demceratic
Republic of Viet-lanm.

Withdrew from membevsiip on 20 January 1700,
On L May 1000 Tancanyila and Cancibar (ccame a single Member State as 'anzania.

r
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12. THE PALESTINE (UESTION

A. Inclusion of the item in the agenda

At 1ts 222nd meeting (9 December l9h7), the Uecurity Council took note of
General Assembly resolution 181 (I1) of 29 November 1947 concerning the future
Government of Palestine (Plan of Partition), in which the Assembly had, inter alia,
addressed certain requests to the Council. Discussion was postponed and began at
the 255rd meeting (24 February 1948), when the Council agreed to invite the
Chairman of the Palestine Commission and the representatives of Egypt and Lebanon
to take part in the discussion, and to invite the Jewish Ageuncy for Palestine and
the Arab Higher Committee to have representatives sit during the debate for the
purpt.se of supplying such assistance as the Council might require.

At the 263rd meeting, the Council, voting by paragraphs, adopted
resolution 42 of 5 March 1948, calling upon the permanent members to consult
together regarding the situation in Palestine and appealing to all Governments to
act to prevent such disorders as were occuring in Palestine. On 19 March, the
permanent members of the Council recommended that the Council should make it clear
to the parties concerned that it was determined not to permit the existence in
Palestine of any threat to the peace and that it would take further action by all
means available to it to bring about the immediate cessation of violence and the

restoration of peace.

B. Establishment on 25 April 1948 of the Consular Truce Commission

At the 277th meeting the Council adopted two resolutions. Resolution 4% of
1 April 1948, adopted unanimously, called for a truce in Palestine, and
resolution b, adopted by 9 votes to none with 2 abstentions, requested the
Secretary-General to convoke a special session of the Geuneral Assembly to consider
further the guestion of the future Government of Pslestine.

Cwing to failure to reach agreement on the basis for a truce in discussiocons
between representatives of the Jewish Agency and of the Arab Higher Committee with

the Fresident of the Council, the Council at itsc 285rd mceting, by a vote of
9 to none with 2 abstentions, adopted vesolution LG of 17 April 1948 calling for

a truce and outlining the proposals and machinery therefor. By resolution 48 of

/...
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23 April, adopted at the 287th meeting by 8 votes to none with 3 abstentivns, it
established a Truce Cormission to assist in the implementation by the parties of
resolution L0, to be composed of representatives of those members of the Council,

except Syria, who had career consular officers in Jerusalem.

C. The Security Council truce resolution of 29 May 1943

The Truce Commicsion, in messages brought to the attention of the Council at
its 289th meeting (7 May) reported on its negotiations for a truce in Jerusalem
(3/741 and 5/742) and informed the Council of the alleged -nvasion of Palestine
by foreign forces (., (32).

When the Mandate came to an end on 15 May, the State of Israel was proclaimed
within the limits of the boundaries recommended in General Assembly
resolution 181 (II), while the armed forces of the Arab Leagues 3tates moved
across the borders of Palestine, resulting in widesnread fighting, particularly in
Jerusalem. At the 292nd meeting (15 May), the Council was informed of a message
frcm the Jewish Agency (S/?hh) concerning the presence and activity of the Arab
Legion in Palestine, and of another from Fgypt (3/743) relating to the armed
intervention of Egyptian forces in Palestine.

After addressing questionnaires to all the parties concerned at its
295th meeting (18 May) the Council at its 302nd meeting adopted resolution 4O of
22 May 1948, by 8 votes to none with 3 abstentions, calling upon the parties to
issue cease-fire orders within thirty-six bours.

The provisional Government of isreel communicate:. to the Council its
acceptance of the truce on 24 May (3/.72), whereas the Arab Jtates informed the
Council that the 17 April truce resoluticon shculd firct be observed so that the
cezse-fire mipht lead to @ juct und lusting soiution (3/792).

At its 510th meeting (29 May), the Council, voting by paragraphe, adeapten
resolution 50 calling, inter alia, tor a cecsation of hostilities for o vmeriod of
four weeks, and instructing Count Folke Rernsdotte, the United Nations Mediator,*

in concert with the Trucee Commizsion, which was to be provided with a sufficient

* In resclution 14 J-c) of 1 by 16k, the Genecral Ascembly had cmpowered a
United Nations liediator to prorcts = L_‘thul ~ettlement of the tutuve
situation of Falestine. The bediztor was directed to contornu with such
instruetions z¢ the accembly ~v the security Coupcil wdpht iscue.
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number of military observers to supervise the cease-fire, and to make contact with
the parties with a view to carrying out his functions as determined by the General
Assembly. '

The Arab 3tates and the provisional Government of Israel advised the Council
of their acceptance of resolution 50 (S/804, 3/805, S/810 and 5/615). At the
315th meeting (3 June), the Council agreed that the Mediator should be given full
authority to interpret the terms of the cease-fire resclution. Only if his

interpretation was challenged should the matter be submitted to the Council.

D. The Security Council truce resolution of 15 July 1948

The four-week truce in Palestine went into effect on 11 June 1948. Since it
was to expire on 9 July, the Council, at its 331st meeting, by 8 votes to none
with 5 abstentions, adopted resolution 5% of 7 July 1948 containing an urgent
appeal to both sides for its prolongation; nevertheless, fighting was resumed.

Following written and oral reports by the Mediator, calling upon the Council
to order an immediate ceasc Iire (5/888), at its 336th meeting, by 7 votes to 1
with 3 abstentions, the Council adopted resolution 54 of 15 July 1943 determining
that the situation in Palestine was a threat to the peace within the meaning of
Article 39 of the Charter, ordering a definite cease-fire and instructing the
Mediator to supervise the truce and to establish procedures for examining alleged
breaches.

3ince many alleged violations of the cease-fire order were brought to the
Council, especially in the Negev area, ii took various decisions to remedy the
situation and to call upon the parties to negotiate an armistice (resolutions 56
of 19 August, 59 of 19 October, €0 of 29 October, 61 of 4 November, 62 of
16 November and 66 of 29 December 1948). On 17 Jeptember, the Council was informed
of the assassination oi Count Folke Bernadotte, the Mediator. On 18 September
(358th meeting), it unanimously adopted resolution 57 empowering Dr. Ralph Bunche

to assume full authority as Acting Mediator until further notice.

E. Conclusion of the Armistice Agreements between February and July 1649

Under resolution 194 (TIT) of L' December 1945 (i3/1122), the General Assembly

established & Falestine Conciliation Commission which was, inter alia, to acsume

/...



8/7382
English
Papge 27

the functions of the Acting Mediator under resolution 180 (S5-2) of 14 May 1943 and
to take steps to aésist the Governments and authorities concerned to achieve a
firal settlement of all questions cutstanding between them.

un 6 January 1949, the Acting Mediator informed the Council (35/1187) that
the Governiment of FEgypt and the provisional Covernment of Israel nad unconditionally
accepted a propoéél for a cease~fire in the Negev area to be immediately followed
by direct negotistions under United Natious chairranship, on the implementation of
resolutions 61 ard 62 of 4 and 16 November 1948, calling for the conclusion of
armistice apreements.

Between Februavy and July 1949, armistice agreements were signed@ between
Israel, on the one hand, and Egypt (3/1264k and Rev.l), Lebanon (8/1296/Rev.l),
Jordan (8/1302/Rev.”.) and Syria (3/1355/Rev.l), on the other. On 21 July, “he
Acting Mediator submitted a final report (S/1357) on the status of the armistice
negotiations and the truce in Palestine.

At the U37th meeting (11 August), the Council unanimously adopted
resolution 72, paying tribute to Count Folke Bernadotte and, upon completion of
their responsibilities, «pressing appreciation to the Acting Mediator snd the
members of the staff of the Palestine Mission. By Q votes to none with 2 abstentions
it also adopted resolution 75 of 11 August 1949, in which, inter alia, it expressed
the wope that the parties, by means of negotiations conducted by the Conciliation
Commission, would scon achieve agreement on a finsl settlement und, meanwhile,
reaffirmed the cease-fire order contained in the recelution of 15 July; relieved
the Acting Mediator of any further responsibility under Council resclutions; noted
that the Armistice fipgreements were to be supervised by Mixed Armistice Commissions
under the chairmanship of the United Nations Chief of 3taff of the Truce
supervision Organizetion; and requested the Chief of Jtaff to report to the Security

Ccuneil on the cbservance £ the ceuse-fire in Pulestine.

I, The Aemilitarization of Jerusalen

The guestion of the demilitarizobicon of the Jeruselem area, with special
velerence to Generul Assembly resolution 1O (ITI) ot 11 Deceuber 104, wng placed

on the apenda of the 45%3d weeting (€5 October 1047) at the request or the
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representative of Egypt. Further discussion was a@journed indefinitely pending

discussion of the Palestine question by the Assembly and has not”been resumed .

G. Complaint by Egypt in September 1950 concerning alleged violations of the
Egyptian-Tsrael Armistice Agreement

On 9 3eptember 1950, Egyptrdrew'the attention of the Council (S/1789 -
and Corr.l), to the expulsion by Israel of thcusands of Palestinian Arabs into
Egyptian territory and to alleged violations by Israel of the Egyptian-Israel
General Armistice Agreement.

At the 524th meeting (17 November), the Council, by 9 votes to none with
2 abstentions, adopted resolution 89 of 17 November 1950 which -zalled upon the
parties to consent to handling of the complaints in accordance with the Armistice
Agreements; requested the Israel-Egyptian Mixed Armistice Commission to give urgent
attention to the Egyptian complaint of expulsion of thousands of Palestine Arabs
and called upon both parties to give effect to any finding of that Commission
regarding the repatriation of any such Arabs who, in the Commission’s opinion, were
entitled to return; and authcrized the Chief of Staff of UNT30 to recommend such
steps as he considered necessary to control the movements of nomadic Arabs across

international frontiers or armistice lines.

H. Complaint by Syria in April 1951 in connexion with the Huleh Marshes

At the Shlst meeting (17 April 1951), the Council took up charges submitted
by Syria and Israel alleging violations of the Syrian-Israel General Armistic
Agreements. At the 545th meeting it adopted by 10 votes to none with 1 abstention
resolution 92 of 8 May 1951 calling upon the parties to cease the fighting in the
demilitarized zone. At the S547th meeting, by the same vote, it adopted
resolution 9% of 18 May 1951 in which it, inter alia, called upon the Government of
Isroel to comply with the request of the Chief of Staff and of the Chairman of the
Isrss l-3yria Mixed Armistice Commission to ensure that the Palestine Land Development
Company cesse all operations in the demilitarized zone until such time as an
arrangement vas made through the Chairman of the ISMAC for the cuntinuaetion of the

project; found that the serial actioun teken by Torael on 5 April and any future
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aggressive military action by either party in or around the demilitarized zone
should be regarded as constituting a violation of the cease-fire provision of the
Council's resolution Si of 15 July 1948; and decided that Arab civilians who had
been removed frcm the demilitarized zone by Israel should be permitted to return
forthwith to their ﬁé&esiand that ISMAC sﬁbuld suﬁervise their return and

rehabilitation.

I. Complaint by Israel in July 1951 regarding the Suez Canal

On 11l July 1951, the representative of Israel requested urgent consideration
of an item (8/22L1) concerning restrictions imposed by Egypt on the passage of
ships through the Suez Canal.

The Council took the question up at its 540th meeting (26 July).

Following considerable discussion, the Council, at its 558th meeting, by a
vote of 8 to none with 3 abstentions, adopted resolution 95 of 1 September 1951
which found, inter alia, that the practice of interfering with passage through the
Canal of goods destined for Israel was inconsistent with the objectives of a
peaceful settlement and the establishment of permanert peace in Palestine. The
resolution called upon Egypt to terminate the restrictions oun the passage of
international commercial shipping and goods through the Canel and to cease all
interference with such shipping beyond that essential to safety in the Canal itself

and to the observance of the internatioual conventions in force.

J. Compliance with and enforcement of the Generadl Armistice Agreements:
the incident at Qibiy& on 1h-15 October 1953

On 17 October 1953, France, the United Kingdom and the United States
(3/5109-3111) requested an urgent meeting of the Council to consider the tension
between Israel and the neighbouring Arab States, with particular reference to
recent acts of violence and to compliance with and enforcement of the General
Armistice Agreements.

Lfter o series of meetings on the subject botween LY October aud 24 Tiovember,
the Council st its Oh2nd meeting, by 9 votes ©o none with 2 abstentions, adopted
resolution 101 in which, inter gliu, it found that the retaliatory action at
Qibiyd taken by armed forces of Israel was a violation of the cease-fire provision

of resolution 54 of 15 July 1940 and was inconsistent with obligotioins under the

/-
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Armistice Agreements and the Charter; expressed the strongest censure of that action,
calling upon Israel to take effective measures to prevent all such zctions in the
future; took note of the fact that there was substantial evidence of crossing of

the demarcation line by unaithorized persons often resulting in acts of violence

and requested Jordan to strengthen measures to prevent such crossings; recalled to
Israel and Jordan their obligations under Council resolutions and the Armistice
Agreement to prevent all acts of violence on either side of the demarcation line;
reaffirmed that it was essential that the parties abide by those obligations; and
requested the Chief of 3taff to report within three months with such recomnendations

as he might consider appropriate, on compliance with and enforcement of the

General Armistice Agrecments.

K. Complaint by Syria concerning work on the west bank of the River Jordan
in the demilitarized zone

On 16 October 1953 Syria complained (5/3108/Rev.l) that on 2 September Israel
had started works in the demilitarized zone to divert the Jordan River with a view
to making it flow through its own territory. That action, it was charged, violated
the Armistice Agreement, and particularly article V. Following a report by the
Chief of Staff (3/5122) at its 629th meeting, the Council unenimously sdopted
resolution 160 of 27 October 1955, stating thot it deemed it desirable that the
work started in the demilitarized zone should be postponed pending the urgent
examination of the question by the Council, and took note with satisfaction of
Israel's undertaking to do so. After further discussion at subsequent meetings
between 30 Cctober 1953 and 22 Jenuary 1964, the Council failed to adopt one of
the proposals (3/3151/Rev..) submitted to it, owing to the negetive vote of a

permanent member, znd other proposzls werc not put to a vote.

L. Complaints by Israel and Egypt in Januery and February 195h

on 28 Junuery 1954 Isracl requested (3/5168) that o complaint concerning
restriction by Eaypt uron shipping proceeding to Tseael Lhrough the Suez Couval and
the Gulf of Aqabo be placed on the Ccuncil's opeuda for urgent consideration.
Thoge aets, 1t war charged constituted violations of Lhe Council's resclution of

1 Jept‘:[ﬂb(:l" l()r)l and o0 the Armistice i'\gl"*_"-m%u"(u



S/ 7382
English
Page 31

Ou 3 February, Egypt requested (S/3172) urgent consideration of a complaint
concerning violations of the Armistice Agreement by Israel in the demilitarized
zone of El-Auja. At the 657th meeting (4 February) the Council decided to
consider the two complaints consecutively and discussed the first at a series of
meetings in February and March 1954. At the 66Lth meeting (27 March) the Council
failed to adopt a draft resolution (S/3188) owing to the negative vote of a

permanent member.

M. Complaints by Jordan and Israel in March and April 1954

On 30 March 1954, Jordan charged (S/3192) that on 28 Marck a large Israel
military force had attacked the Jordan village of Nahhalin, killing nine and
wounding eighteen civilians. The Mixed Armistice Commission had adopted a
resolution condemning Israel in the strongest terms and calling upon the Israel
authorities to take effective measures to prevent such aggressions and to apprehend
and punish those responsible.

On 5 April Israel requested (5/3196) consideration of four complaints
concerning repudiation by Jordan of its obligations under the Armistice Agreement,
and an armed attack on an Israeli bus near Scorpion Pass on 17 March. After
discussion at meetings in April and May 1954, a draft resolution (3/3209) was
submitted by the representative of Lebanon at the G70th meeting (4 May). At the
671lst meeting (12 May), the President drew attention to a preliminary question
raised by Israel (8/5210) relating to the basis for participation in the discussion
of Jordan, which was a non-member State. On 26 May (5/%215), the representative
of Jordan informed the President of the Council that he was not empowvered to
represent his Government before the Council or to take part in the current
discussion.

On 19 June, the Chief of Staff of UNTSO transmitted reports on the Scorpicn
Pass (S/5252) and Wahhalin incidents (5/%251).
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N. The 5.3. Bat Galim - o

On 28 September 1954, Israel informed the Council (3/3296) of the seizure of
the Israel vessel 5.5. Bat Galim at the southern entrance of the Suez Canal, which
was but the latest example of the Egyptian Governmenﬁ's disregafd for the Céuncil
and its resolutions, especially resolution 95”éf l'Séptember 1951. On 29 3eptember o
Egypt replied (3/5297) that the vessel in question had opened fire without
provocation ou Egyptian fishing boats within Egyptian territorial waters. The )
Egyptian authorities had taken preliminary measures of arresting the crew and
ordering an immediate inquiry to determine responsibility for the incident.

The question was then discussed by the Council between 14 October 1954 and
15 January 1955, during which time the Council received a report (5/3%23) from
the Chief of 3taff of UNTSO concerning MAC proceedings on the subject. On
L December 1954, Egypt informed (5/3%26) the Council that the charges of murder,
attempted murder and unlawful carrying of weapons had been set aside, that the
seamen would be relessed as soon as the necessary formalities had been concluded
and that it was prepared to release the ceized cargo immediately.

At the 688th meeting (30 Janusry 1955), the Fresident summed up the
discussion in the Council and stated that it was evident that wost representatives
regarded resolution 95 of 1 3eptewber 1951 as having continuing validity and
effect. He noted expressions of hope that a continued attitude of conciliation
on both sides would speedily bring about agreement on the arrangements for release

of the ship and cargo.

0. Ccmplaints by Egypt and Israel in March 1955 concerning incidents in
the Gaza area

On 2 March 1955 Fgypt requested (3/3507) o wmeeting of the Couuncil to consider
a ccmplaint concerning viclent and premeditated aggrescion committed on .
28 February by Israel armed forces ageinst Epyptiar armed forces near Gaza,
causing many casualties including twenty-nine dead snd thivty-two wounded.
Cn 5 Mereh, Toracl reguested (5/3507) conciderstion of = comploint of
continucus violations by Feyro of the rowmiztice Aprecmcnt ond o. cesolutions of

the Jecurity Council.

/o
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In a report dated 17 March (S/3%73), the Chief of Staff informed the Council
that the MAC had decided that the Israel attack constituted a violation of the
Armistice Agreement. Infiltration from Egyptian-controlled territory, he added,
was one of the main causes of the prevailing tension, and he suggested that the
parties meet informally to consider measures to decrease tension along the
demarcation line.

At the 695th meeting (28 March), France, the United Kingdom and the United
States submitted two joint draft resolutions (S/3378 and S/3379). The first
provided that the Council condemn the attack on Gaza; call again upon Israel to
take all necessary measures to prevent such action; and express its conviction
that maintenauce of the Armistice Agreement was threatened by any deliberate
violation and that no progress toward permanent peace in Palestine could be made
unless the parties complied strictly with their obligations under the Armistice
Agreement and the cease-fire provisions of resolution Sk of 15 July 1948. The
second Aralt resolution requested the Chief of Staff to continue consultations
with the two Governments on practical steps to preserve security in the area; noted
that he had made certain proposals to that effect; and called upon the Governments
of Egypt and Israel to co-operate with the Chief of Staff, bearing in mind that in
the opinion of the Chief of 3taff infiltration could be reduced to an occasional
nuisance if an agreement had been effected between the parties on those lines.

At the £9hth and 695th meetings both these draft resolutions were adopted
unanimously (resolutions 106 of 25 March and 107 of 30 March 1955).

On 4 April, Israel brought to the Council (3/5585) a complaint concerning
repezted attacks by Igypt and especially (l) the armed attack at Patish on
b March: (?) frequent mining and firing on Israel army units patrolling the border;
and (3) an attack on an Isreel army patrol in the village of Nahal-Oz on 3 fpril,
On 1 April the Chief of Stoff dealt (5/5550) with these and other incidents and
streased the desivability of instituting Jjoint patrols along the demarcation line.

LPter diseussion at the HO7Tth wond 60%th reetings (6 and 19 April) the
Fresident sppesl:zd to both aides e give full effect to resolutions 106 and 107

of 20 and S0 Mercl:.

[
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P. Complaints by Israel and Egypt in August and September 1955 concerning
incidents in the Gaza area

In a series of communications beginning on 29 August 1955 (S/3425-3428),
Israel informed the Council of new and grave outbreaks of violence in the Gaza area
starting on 22 August.

On 6 September Egypt informed the Council (S/3431) that since 22 August Israel
armed forces had embarked upon vast military operations culminating en 31 August in
an incident in the area of Khan-Yunis.

Meanwhile, on 5 September, the Chief of Staff (S/3430) had expressed the view
that a repetition of the incidents would only be avoided if the i{orces of the
opposing sides were separated by an effective physical barrier along the Demarcation
Line.

At its TCOth meeting (8 September) the Security Council unanimously adopted
resolution 108, calling inter alis upon both parties to take all steps necessary
to bring about order and tranquillity in the area; endorsing the view of the Chief
of Staff that the armed forces of both parties should be separsted by measures
such as those he had proposed; declaring that freedom of movement must be afforded
to United Nations Observers in the area; and calling upon both parties to meet

with the Chief of Staff and to co-operate fully with him.

Q. Complaints by Syris and Israel in December 1955 concernins incidents
on Lake Tiberias

On 13 December 1955, Syria informed the Council (3/5505) of a large-scale
attack by Israel armed forces on the night of 11-12 December in the area east of
Lake Tiberiss, causing considerable loss of life and property. The Council
discussed the question at eight meetings from 16 December 1955 to 19 January 1956
(707th and T09th-T15th meetings). On 21 December, Israel informed the Council
(3/3518) thet evidence found on 3yrian prisoners proved that Syrian outposts had
been instructed to fire upon Israel boats within 250 to 400 metres of the shore.
On 15 and 30 December, the Chief of Stulf rerorted (3/351C and Add.1) on the
background of the incident and made certain suggestions to prevent further
incidents frem arising.

Three propcsals were suhmitted to the Council in its discussion: a Syrian

draft resolution (3/3518), subsequently esmended by the USUR; a joint draft
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resolution by France, the United Kingdom and the United States (S/3530/Rev.3); and
a draft resolution by Yugoslavia (8/5536). The Council gave priority to the
three-Power draft end adopted it unanimously at the 715th meeting (resolution 111
of 19 January 1956). The resolution, inter alia, condemned the Israsel attack of
11 December and -requested the-Chief of 3taff 4o pursue his- suggestions for

improving the situation in the area of Lake Tiberias.

R, The status of compliance given to the General Armistice Agreements

Oon 20 March 1956, the United States requested (S/3561) a meeting of the
Council to concider the status of compliance given to the General Armistice
Agreements and the resolutions of the Security Council adopted during the past
year. At the 717th meeting (26 March), the United States submitted draft
resolution (3/5562). The Council discussed the question at six meetings from
26 March to 4 April (717th to 722nd meetings). After rejecting a number of
amendments (5/3574) to the draft, the United States proposal was adopted
unanimously at the 722nd meeting (resolution 113 of 4 April 1956). Among other
things, it provided that the Council: considered that the situation preveiling
betiseen the parties concerning the enforcement of the Armistice Agreements and the
compliance given to resolutions 107 of 30 March 1955, 108 of 8 September 1955 and
111 of 1Y January 1956 was such that its continuance was likely to endanger the
maintenance of internationml peace and security; requested the Secretary-General
to undertake, as a matter of urgent concern, a survey of the various aspects of
enforcement of and compliance with the four General Armistice Agreements and the
Council's resolutions under reference; requested the Jecretary-General to arrange
with the parties for the adoption of any measures which, after discussion with
thew and with the Chief of Jtoff, he concidered would reduce tensionsz along the
Armistice Dewarcgtion Line.

In the cocurse of his consultations in the Middle East with the countries
concerned, from 10 April to 5 May 1956, the secretary-General transmitted to the
Council texte of communications related to nepgotiations between him and the
suthorities in Leypt ond Isvael (3/358h, 3/3586 and 3/3587), ac well as o progress
veport (3/3594). A full account of his mission was given in his report of 9 Hay
(3/3590) whicl described the unconditional assurances from the parties regovding
o cesse-fire snd apgreements reached on arrangements to eusure compliance with the

Armistice Agreements.
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~ The Council discussed this report in six meetings from 29 May to 4 June
(723rd to 728th meetings). A United Kingdom draft resolution (S/3600 and Revs. 1
and 2) provided, as revised in the course of the debate, that the Councll would,
inter alia: commend the Secretary-General and the parties on the progress
achieved; declare that the parties to the Armistice Agreements should speedily
carry out the measures glready agreed upon and should co-operate with the
Secretary-General and the Chief of Staff to put into effect their further practical
proposals, pursuant to resolution 113 of U4 April, with a view to full
implementation of that resolution and for compliance with the Armistice Agreements:
declare that full freedom of movement of United Nations observers must be respected
in all areas along the Demarcation Lines, in the Demiliterized Zones and in the
Defensive Areas as defined in the Armistice Agreements; endorse the Secretary-
General's view that re-establishment of full compliance with the Armistice
Agreenents represented a stage which had to be passed in order to make progress
possible on the main issues between the parties; request the Chief of Starf to
continue to carry out his observation of the cease-fire, pursuvant to the Council's
resolution of 11 August 1949, and to report to the Council, whenever any action
undertaken by one party to an Armistice Agreement constituted a serious violatiosn of
that agreement or of the cease-fire, which in his opinion required immediate
consideration by the Security Council; call upon the parties to take the cteps
necessary to carry out the resolution; and request the Secretary-General 4,0
continue his good offices with the parties, and to report to the Council, as
appropriate. At the T728th meeting this proposal was unanimously adopted
(resolution 114 of L June 1956).

The Secretary-General and the Chief of Staff of UNTSO continued to exert

efforts to implement specific proposals designed to support the cease-fire, and
the Secretary-General again visited the area between 18 and 23 July. Subsequently,
a number of reports were submitted to the Council on the situation (S/3632, S/3638,
$/3658, 8/%059, S/3660, S/3670 and $/3655).

S. Complaints by Jordsn and Isracl in October 1956

o

on 1% Octoler, Jordan requested (S/3079) an early uweeting of the Council o
consider the situation orising fron on ottack by Israel srmed forces on 11 October
against four Jordanian villapes, as well as an abtack carrvied out on

2t.-20 September,

]
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On 17 October, Israel requested (5/3682) consideration at the same meeting of 7
a complaint alleging persistent violations by Jordan of the Armistice -
Agreements and of the cease-fire pledge made to the Secretary-General on
26 April 1956. L : S 1 o

The Council considered these complaints at its Thlth and Th5th meetings (19 and
25 QOctober), but no decision was taken.

T. Steps for the immediate cessation of the military action of Israel in Egypt

On 29 October 1956, the United States (S/3706), citing information that the
armed forces of Israel had penetrated deep into Egyptian territory in the Sinai
area that day, reguested thit the Council wmeet as soon as possible to consider an —
item entitled "Tue Palestine Question: Steps for the immediate cessation of the
military action of Israel in Egypt".

The Council considered this question at its TUBth-T49th and 750th meetings
(50 October). At the first of these meetings a United States draft resolution
(8/5710) wag presented. under which the Council would call upon Israel and Egypt
immediately to cease fire; call upon all Members, inter alia, to refrain from the
us¢ or threat of force in the area and to refrain from giving new wilitary, economic
or financial assistance to Israel so long as it had not complied with the
resolution; and request the Secretary-General to keep the Council informed on
compliance and to make whatever recommendations he deered gppropriate. The draft
resolution was put to the vote at the TL9th meeting. It received 7 votes to 2, with
2 abstentions, and was not adopted owing to the negative votes of two peruwanent
meuwbers.

At its T50th meeting the Council also voted on a USSR resolution (S/3713/Rev.l)
to call upon all the parties concerned immediately to cease fire and to call upon
Israel immediately to withdraw its armed forces behind the established Armistice
Lines. This draft resolution also received 7 votes to 2, with 2 abstentions, and
was not adopted owing to the negative votes of two permanent members. (The Council
then proceeded to consider the next item on the agenda of the meeting concerning
the Egyptian complaint against the United Kingdow and France, summarized below under

item 32.)

[eo
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U, Complaint by Svria in May 1957

On 13 May 1957, Syria requested (5/3827) that the Council consider the
situation arising from the construction of a bridge in the Demilitarized Zong{rrr
charging that it would giveilsraelra nilitary advantagerandrcontravene thé 4
provisions of the Israel-Syrian General Armistice Agreement. The Council discussed
the question at its 780th to 782nd meetings (23 to 28 May), during which it hnad
before it a report on the subject (2/3815) by the Acting Chief of Staff of UNTSO,
Following suggestions in the debate, the Acting Chief of Staff submitted a further
report (S/384k4) on 27 June and 7 August (S/384L4/Add.1).

v. Complaints by Jordan and Israel in September 1957

On 4 September 1957, Jordan charged (8/3878) Israel with violations of the
Armistice Agreement by carrying out digging operations in No-Man's Land in the
Jerusalem sector. On 5 September, Israel requested (5/3883) consideration of
charges of violations by Jordan of the Armistice Agreements and, in particular, of
Article VIII thereof.

Following requests by the Council at its 787th and 788th meetings (6 September),
the Acting Chief of Staff of UNTSO submitted reports dated 23 September (S/3892
and Add.l and 2) and 31 October (S/3913) in connexion with these complaints.

After further discussion, the Council, at its 809th meeting, unanimously
adopted resolution 127 of 22 January 1958 under which, inter alia, it directed
the Chief of Staff to regulate activities within the zone between the Armistice
Demarcation Lines, subject to such arrangements as might be made pursuant to
the provisions of the General Armistice Agreement and the last paragraph below,
bearing in mind ownership of properties there, it being understocd that, unless
otherwise mutually agreed, Israelis should not be allowed to use Arab-owned
properties and Arabs should not be allowed to use Israel-owned properties;
directed the Chief of Staff to continue a survey of property records with a
view to determining property ownership in the zone; endorsed the reccrmendations
of the Acting Chief of Staff to the end that: (a) the parties should discuss

through the MAC civilian activities in the zone; (b) in order to create an
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atmosphere more ccnducive to discussion, activities in the zone, such as those
initiated by Israelis on 21 July 1957, should be suspended until such time as
the survey would have been ccripleted and provisicn made for regulation of —

activities in the zone; (e) such discussicrs should be completed within two-months,

W. Complaint by Isreel in December 1958 regarding an incident in the Huleh area

On 4 December 1958, Israel submitted a complaint (S/L123) to the Council for
its urgent consideration concerning an alleged act of aggression committed on
% December by the armed forces of the United Arab Republic against Israel territory
in the Huleh area in northeast Galilee, which it was charged was only the latest
and most serious of a number of recent attacks by Syrian forces.

The Security Council included this question on its agenda at the SLhlst meeting
(8 December). A report (S/412L) by the Chief of Staff of the United Nations Truce
Supervision Organization concerning the incident was circulated on that date.

Following further discussion of the matter at the Silith meeting (15 Lecember),
the Council adjourned consideration after the President had summed up the debate
by stating that the authority of the United Nations should be respected and the
parties should continue their co-operation with the Chief of Staff of the UNTISO in
the spirlt of the Aruwistice Agreement.

X. Complaint by Israel in January 1959 concerning an incident on the Israel-
Syrian border

On 26 January 1959, Israel submitted to the Council (S/4151) a complaint of
the renewal of aggression by United Arab Republic armed forces on the Israel-Syrian
border on 23 January, when a shepherd from the village of Maaleh Habashan in
Galilee had been killed.

On 29 January, the Secretary-General circulated a report (S/L1SL) by the Chief
of Staff of UNTSO concerning the incident of 2% January.

The Security Council inecluded the question in its agenda at its SUSth meeting

(30 Jenuary), and after discussion adjourned without taking any decision.

Y. Complaint hy Jordan in April 1961

On 1 April 1961, Jorden complained (5/4777) thet the contemplated Israel
military parade to Te held on 20 April in the Israel-occupied part of Jerusaolew

would be an act of wilitary provocation and o vieolation of the Armistice Agreement,
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which would be taken in defiance of a prior decision of the MAC calling a dress
rehearsal for the parade on 16-17 Maréh a breach of th Agreement. The o
contemplated actioniﬁould,éndahéer international peacéiand security. On 27April,7
Isracl replied (S/W778) that the allegation of danger to peace and security was
without foundation, Jordan already having recelved full assurance regarding the

purely cremonial character oi the parade.

The Council considered the complaint at the 9h7th:§u9thrméetingé
(6, 10 and 11 April).

on 10 April, a joint draft resolution was submitted by Ceylon and the United
Arab Republic (S/4784), under the operative part of which the Council would:

(1) endorse the Gecision of the HAC of 20 March 1961; and (2) urge Israel to comply
with that decision.

On 11 April, the United States submitted an amendment (S/4785) to add a third
operative paragraph requesting the members of the IMAC to cc-operate so as to assure
compliance with the Armistice Agreement.

At the 9L9th meeting, the United States amendment was adopted by 7 votes in
favour, with L4 abstentions, and the joint draft resolution, as so amended, was
adopted by 8 votes to none, with 3 abstentions, as resolution 162 of 11 April 1961.

On 17 and 19 April, the Secretary-General circulated his report (5/4792) and
that of the Chief of Staff of UNTSO (S/4792/Add.1) concerning compliance with the

Armistice Agreement.

7, Compliants by Syria and Isrccl in larch 1962

Cn 20 l:rch 1962, the representative of Syria rcquested (8/5096) a meeting ot
the Security Council, charging that acts of aggression commnitted by Israel on ihe
Syrian frontier and in the demilitarized zone threatened the peace and security of
the region.

On 21 March, the representative of Israel presented (8/5008) chargus of a
recurvence of acts of aggression and provocation by Syrian armed forces against
citizens and territory of Israel, and requested an early meeting of the Council.
Tn a further letter dated 22 iarch (S/51C0), he forvarded additional chorpgen of o

similar character.,
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The Security Council considered the two complaints at the 999th-10C6th
meetings (28 March, 3, 5, G and 9 April). Before the Council was a report (S/5102)

dated 26 March from the Chiel of Staff of the United Nations Truce Supervision

Organization reviewing the recent dangerous developments in the Lake Tiberias area. .

The Council agreed to request the Chief of Stail of UNIS0 to come to MNewr York in
order to be available for consultations. Also before the Council were draf£
resolutions submitted by Syvia (S/5107/Rev.l) and Israel (S/5109) on 3 and 4 April
respectively, which were noc put to the vote. '

At the 100lst meeting (4 Apri}),'the replies of the Chiefl of sStaffl to
questionswfaised by éhéwrepreéeﬂféfives ofisyria, the United Araerepublié;rchdna
and the United States at the previous meeting were distributed and annexed to the
olficial recoras of the Council.

Cn 6 April, the United Kiﬁgdpm and the United States of America submitted a
draft resolution (S/5110/Corr.l), the operative part of which provided thut the
Council would: (1) deplore the hostile exchanges between Syria and Israel starting
on 3 liarch 1962, and call upon *the two Governments concerned to comply with their
obligations under Article 2, paragraph 4, of the Charter by vefraining from the
threat as well as the use of Torce; (2) reaffiim vesolution 111 of 19 January 1956
which condemned Israel military action in brcach of the General Armistize Apreement,
vhether or not undertaken by way of retaliation; (%) determine that the Israel
attack or 16-17 March 1962 constituted a flagrant violation of that resolution and
call upon Israel serupulously to wvefrain from such action in the futurve;

-

(4) endorse the measurcs recommended by the Chiel ol Starf for the strengthening
of the Tiuce Supervision Ospunization in its tasks of muintaining and rcstoring
the peoce and of detecting ond deterring future incidents, oand call upon the

Isvael and Syrian wuthorities to assist the cChie’ of Stelf in thely early

implementation; (5) cull upoun voth parties to cbide serupulously by the cense-idve
avvonged by the Chier of Stoss on 17 iderch 1902: (6) call for stlrict observance of
article V of 1he Geuesal Amistice oo tonon?s yhich provided cor the exclusicn of

pimed rorces from the domililosiied zone, and wenes bool that Agrecment, which sct

. Bl

Jimits on forces in the defensive aven, snd enll uron the Governments ol Tsracd

St elindnoting any violotions

end Lyria to co-operate wiliy Lhe Thics o

t
theres s (7) call vpon the lWwo coveirmments to co-vpurele with e Chicy ol Stans

/ sew

e S)ABR
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in carrying out his responsibilities under the General Armistice Agreement and the -
pertinent resolutions of the Security Council and urge that all steps necessary
for reactivating the Mixed Amistice Commission and for making full use of the
Mixed Armistice machinery be promptly taken; and (8) request the Chief of Staff
to report as appropriate concerning the_situation.

At the 1006th meeting, the United States-United Kingdom draft resolution was
adopted by 10 votes to none, with 1 abstention as resolution 171 of 9 April 1962,
AA. Complaints by Isracl and Syria in August 1963

On 20 August 1963, Israel charged (5/5394) that on 19 August a group of at
least ten Syrian soldiers had anbushed and attacked three unarmed members of an
Israel settlement at Almagor in the Galilee, resulting in the murder of two of the
farmers. On 21 August, Syria complained (S/5395) that on 20 August fifteen Isvael
armoured cars had openéd fire on Syrian positidns from the Israel settlement of
El Dardara within the demilitarized zone.

On 24 fugust, the Secretary-General circulated to the members of the Security
Council a report frcm the Chief of Staff of the United Nations Truce Supervision
Organization (UNTSO), in which he described the events leading up to the situation
and the incidents complained of (S/5401/Add.l-k).

At the 1057th meeting (27 August), the Security Council decided to consider
the two complaints simultaneously. It discussed the matter at the 1057th to 1063rd
meetings (2% August to % September).

A draft resolution (S/5407) was submitted by the United Kingdom and the United
States on 29 August under the temms of which the Council would, inter alia,
condemn the wanton murder of two Israel citizens on 19 August and call the Syrian
Government's attention to evidence in the Secretary-General's report that those
responsible for the killings appeared to have entered Israel territory from the
direction of the Jordan River. The draft resolution also called upon the parties
to offer the Chief of Stai’ all co-operation in cariying out his proposed measures
to restore tranquillity in the area.

Cn 50 August, liorocco subiitted amendments (5/5410/kev.l) to the dralt
resolution proposing, inter alia, that the first paragraph should read "regrets

the death ol two persons ot Alwagor on 19 Aupgust 1965", that the paragraph inplying

[on-
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Syria's responsibility for the murder should be deleted and that the draft
resolution should take note of the presence of an armoured personnel carrier in the
Israel defensive area androf Israel's failure since 1951 to co-operate with the
Syrian~Israel Mixed Armistice Commission.

At the 1063rd meeting (3 September), the Moroccan amendments were put to the
vote, but were not adopted. The vote was 2 in favour and none against, with

2 abstentions., The United Kingdom-United States draft resolution was then put to
the vote. It received 8 votes in favour and 2 against, with 1 abstention. The
draft resolution was not adopted since one of the negatlve votes was cast by a

permanent member of the Council. o

BB. Complaints by Syria and Israel in November 196k

Syria and Israel, on 14 and 15 November 1964, respectively, requested -
(5/60LL and §/6046) an urgent meeting of the Security Council, charging each other
with aggression along the border.

At the 1162nd meeting (16 November), the Security Council decided to consider
the two complaints simultaneously., It discussed the matter at the 1162nd, 1164th,
1169th, 1179th end 1182nd meetings held between 16 November and 21 December.

On 24 November, the Secretary-General circulated the Chief of Staff's report
(8/6061 and Corr.1-3 and Add.1) on the incident of 13 November 196l,

A draft resolution (S/6085/Rev.l) was submitted by Morocco on 8 December,
whereby the Council would, inter alia, coudemn the Israel air action against Syrian
territory on 13 November 1964, call upon Israel to prevent the repetition of such
actions, and call upon Syria and Israel to apply the provisions of the Armistice
Agreement and to participate in the meetings of the Mixed Armistice Cemmission,

On 17 December, the United Kingdom and the United Strles sutmitted a draflt
resolution (8/6113) whereby the Council would deplore the renewal of military action
on the Israel-Syrian border on 135 November 166b and recommend that the parties, in
the light of the observations made by thce Chiet of Staff in his report:

(1) co~operate fully with the Chaiiman of thc Mixed Armistice Commission in his
efforts to maintain peace ion the arvea; (2) co-operate in the continuation of the
Wwork, bepun in 1963, of survey and demsrcalion, ccmmencinp in the areo of

Tel-El-Qadi and continuine to ccmpletion, ns suggested by the Chiefl of Staff; and

(5) pavticipate fully in the meetings of bhe liixed Armistice Ccumission. The draft

1
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resolution also requested the Secretary-General to inform the Council on -

31 llarch 196570r the progress-that had been made towards implementing these- - - - — - .-

sugrestions. . e e e

At the 1179th meeting (17 December), the loroccan draft resolution was put to

the vote, but was not adopted. The vote was % in Tavour and none against, with

8 abstentions.
Mt the 118,04 meeting (21 December), Morocco introduced five amendments
(s/6116) to the joint draft resolution, proposing, inter alia, that the Security

Council should, in operative paragraph 1, deplore Israel's violation of the

Armistice Demarcation Line, as well as Israel's unjustified resort to aerial action.

Another amendment called for the rewording of paragraph 2 (b) to the effect that
the suggested survey would include the entire Aimistice Demarcation Iine.

At the same meeting the lioroccan amendments were put to the vote paragraph by
paragraph. Two of the amendments were adopted but those described above failed of
adoption.

The draft resolution submitted by the United Kingdom and the United States, as
amended, vas then put to the vote. It received 8 votes in Favour and % apainst,

and was not adopted since one of the negative votes was cast by & permanent member

oi the Council.

15, THE INDIA-PAKISTAIl QUESTION

A+ Inclusion of the question in the agenda

Cn 1 January 19h8, India, under Article %5 of the Charter, requested the
tecurity Council (5/628) to call on Pakistan to stop immediately giving assistance
to inveders in the State of Jummuw and Kashmir since such assistence was an act ol
ecoression apuinst India. On & Jamuary (22Gth meeting), the question was included
in the apgenda and representotives of India and Pakiston were invited to participate
in the discussion. On 1) January, Pakistan rcplicd (5/646) to India's charges and
levelled chavges oguinst Indic on which the Council was requested to take action.
on 20 Janueiy, Fakistan requested (5/655) considerotion of watters in the Pakistan
complaint other thon the Jamwuw and Keslmics question. In consayuence, the Decurity

iy

Counell decided on 22 Jonunay (EDlst meeting) Lo chanpge the title ol the item Tiom

e

' "o ‘s ol - A 0. . o . N .
the "Junsu and tustud e question” Lo the "India-Tukiston yuestion' .
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B. Establishment of the United Nations Commission foir India and Pakistan

on 15 to 17 January (227th to 229th meetings), the Council heard statements
by the two parties concefned and fheniadopted by797votes toihone ﬁith 2 abstenfions
a draft resolution by Belgium (S/651) calling upon the parties to take all measures
to improve the situation (resolution 38 of 17 Janvary 1948). It also agreed that ~—
the President of the Council should meet with representatives of the two
Governments to try to find common ground for a settlement.
on 20 January (230th meeting), the President reported to the Council and
submitted a draft resolution (S/654) to establigh a Commission of three members to -
investigate the facts and to exercise mediation, One member was to be selected by -
India, one by Pakistan and the third was to be designated by the two so selected.
Besolution 39 of 20 January 1948 was adopted by 9 voies to none with 2 cbstentions.
At the ©286th meeting, the Council adopted paragraph by paragraph resolution 47
of 21 April 1948, originally submitted by Belgium, Canada, China, Colombia, the
United Kingdom and the United States. It provided, inter alia, for enlarging
membership of the Commission established by the resolution of 20 January to five
and recomuended to the Governments of India and Pakistan various measures designed
to bring asbout a cessaiion ol the fipghting and tc create conditions for a free and -
impartial plebiscite to decide whether the {tate of Jammu and Kashwmir was to accede
to India or Pakistan, On 23 April (287th meeting), Belgium and Colombia were
nominated as the iwo additional mewbers of the Commission, the first 1wo being
Argentina (chosen by Pakistan) and Czechoslovalia (chosen by India). On 7T liay
(289th meeting), in view of the Tailure of Argentina and Czechoslovakia to apree
upon a third member, the President designated the United States as the third menber
of the Commission.
At the %0Wth meeting, the Council by & votes to none with 3 abstentions adopted
a modiried version of a Syrian draft resolution (5/819) in which il divccted the
Commigsion to proceed without delay to the area of dispule and to study end rerort
to the Council on the matters raised in the Peldstan letter of 15 Januo .y

(resolution 5L ol 3 June 10Ls).

[eos
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Ce Interim reports of the United Nations Commission Tor India and Pakistan and
- appointment of a United Nations Representative for India and Pakistan

On 22 November 1948, the United Nations Commission submitted to the Security
Council an interim report (S/1100) dealing with its activities until
20 September 1948, A second interim report (S/1196) was submitted by the
Commission on 13 January 1949, In these reports the Commission informed the
Security Council of its adoption, on 13 August 1943 and 5 Jamuary 1949, of
resolutions embodying a cease-fire order and principles to serve as a basis Tor
a truce agreement between the parties, as well as measures relating to the holding
of a plebiscite following implementation of the demilitarization process to be
gstablished in the truce agreement. The Commission stated that the cease-fire
declared by the two Governments had become effective as of 1 January l9h9.

The United Nations Commission returned to the sub-continent on 4 Febiuary 1949
in order to work on the implementation of the opgrcement embodied in the two
regolutions. In presenting the Commission's third interim report to the Security
council (5/14%0 and Add.l and 2), submitted on 5 December 1949, its Chairman
stated at the 457th meeting (17 December) that since the Commission's return to
the sub-continent, despite constant efforts, no substantial progress had bheen made
in implementing part II of the Commission's resolution of 13 August 1948 which
dealt with the truce and was concerned principelly with the withdrawal of troops.
The Commission had therefore deemed it advisable fo refer the matter back to the
security Council with the recoumendation that the Council should desipnate, in
lieu o the Commission, a single individual with broad suthority to endeavour to
bring the two Governments togethce on oll unresolved dssues.

On 16 December 19h9, the representative ol zechoslovakia on the Commission
submitted a minority report (5/1M30/Add.3) cricicizing certain aspects of the work
of the Commission and calling oy the establislucent ol o new United Nations
Commisslon for India and Fokicton, composed of rcpresentatives of all the States
merbers of the Security Council in order to gucorantee the full independence of the
genuission.

The Council considered these reports at ity DoTih meeting (17 Deconber), wlen
it decided, by 4 votes to none with @ abstentions, to reyuest the President of the

Council o meet inlorwolly with the partics concorned snd exwnine wivh Lthem

oo
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the possibility of finding a mutually satisfactory basis for dealing with the
question at issue. No agreement was reached as a result of the efforts made by
the President. After further discussion,rthe Council, at its 470th meeting, by

8 votes to none w1th 2 abstentions and 1 member absent, adopted resolution 80 of
14 March 1959, origlnally submitted by Cuba, Norway, the United Kingdcm and the
United States. It provided inter alia for appointment of a United Nations
Representative to assist in the preparation and to supervise the implementation of
the prngrammerof demilitarization to be agreed upon within five months by the
parties, and to exercise the powers and responsibilities devolving upon the
Commission, The Representative was also empowered to explore other possible
solutione of the question. At the L47lst meeting (12 April), the Security Council,
by 8 votes to none with 2 abstentions and 1 member absent, appointed Sir Cwen Dixon,

of Australia, as United Nations Representative for India and Pakistan.

D. Report of the first United Nations Representative, Sir Cwen Dizon, and
appointment of a successor, ir. Frank P. Graham

Sir Owen Dixon's report, submitted on 15 September 1950 (S/1791) indicated no
further progress towards the demllitarization of the State or towards agreement on
other means for disposing of the State of Jammu and Kashmir. ©Sir Cwen Dixon
wondered whether it might not be better to leave the parties to themselves in
negotiating teims for the settlement of the problem, and indicated that he wag not
prepared to recommend any further course of action on the part of the Council,

At the 503rd meeting (26 September), the President of the Security Council
expressed the Council's gratitude to the United lations nepresentative and its
agreement to relieve him of lhis mission in accordance with Sir Cven Dixon's request.

On 14 December (S5/1942), Pakistan expressed concern over the delay in dealing
with the report of the United Naotions Representative, and declared that various
steps were being taken by the Covernment of India and the isharajah's Goveinment in
Koshmir to prejudice the holding of a free end impartial plebiscite to decide on the
accession of the State.

The Council undertook consideration of the report =t 1ts 532nd weeting

(21 Febiuary 1951).  After considerable discussion, u revised joint drait

=

coolution submitted by the United Kingdom and the United Stotes n/0017/ ov 1) was

foes



5/7382
English
Page 48

adopted by 8 votes to none with 3 abstentions at the 539th meeting (50 March).
Resolution 91 of 30 March 1951, inter alia, reminded the Governments and
authorities concerned of the principle embodied in various Security Council
resolutions that the final disposition of the State of Jammu and Kashmir would be
made in accordance with the will of the people expressed through a free and
impartial plebiscite conducted under the auspices of the United WNations, provided
for appointment of a United Nations Representative to succeed Sir Cwen Dixon, and
instructed that Representative, inter alia, to effect the demilitarization of the
State ol Jammu and Kashmir on the basis of the two UNCIP resolutions. At the
543rd meeting (30 April), the Council approved the appointment of

Mr. Frank P. Graham as United Nation Representative, by a vote of 7 to none with
L abstentions.

E. Reports submitted to the Security Council by ilr. Graham

Six reports were submitted to the Security Council by the United Nations
Representative, Mr. Graham (15 October 1951 - 5/2375 and Corr.l and 2;

18 December 1951 - S/2448; 22 April 1952 - 5/2611 and Corr.l; 16 September 1952 -
§/2783 and Corr.l; 27 March 1953 - 5/2967 and 28 March 1958 - 5/398Lk). 1In his
first report, the United Nations Representative set forth a twelve-proint draft
agreement between the Govermments of India and Pakistan concerning demilitarizaticn
of the State of Jammu and Kashmir. The United ilations Representative indicated
that agreement had been reached on the first four points in the proposals and set
forth the position of the two parties on the remainder of the points. The Security
Council began consideration of the first report at its 56hth meeting (18 October)
and continued at the 566th meeting, when it adoptcd, by 9 votes to none with

2 abstentions, resolution 96 of 10 November 1951, originally submitted by the
United Xingdom and the United Stotes, requesting the United Nations Representative
to continue his efforts.

In his second report (5/2h48), the United lletions Representative informed the
Council that agreement had been reached on feur more of the roints of the draft
agYeement, but that the basic dillerences belwcen the two Governments remained
essentially the same. After consideration of the report by the Security Council

at its 570th to 572nd meetings {17, 3C and 31 Jenuary 1952), the President of the

Junn
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Council stated that the consensus of the Coun01l was that the United Nations
Representative was empowered to contlnue his erforts to accompllsh his m1551on.

Tn his third and fourth reports (S/26ll and 5/278%), the United Nations
Representative informed the Security Council of acceptancerby the two Governments
of other points’in the twelve-point draft agreement which he had submitted to then.
Agreement had not been reached, however, on the number and character of forces to
rerain on either side of the cease-fire line nor on the date by which the
Plebiscite Admlnlstrator would be appointed to office. He had accordingly proposed
deTinite minimum figures for those forces; but it had not been- p0551ble to secure
agreement on the numbers proposed. The United Nations Representative set forth the
views of the partieé on an altemative draft presentation of principles which would
serve as the criteria for fixing the quantum of forces to remain on either side of
the cease-fire line at the end of the demilitarization period.

‘fter discussion at the 605th to 611th meetlngs (10 october, 6 November,

5, 8, 16 and 2% December 1952), the Security Council adopted by 9 votes to none
with 1 abstention and 1 member not participating, resolution 98 of 23 December 1952
which urged the Covernments of India and Pakistan to negotiate in order to reach
agreement on the specific number of forces to remain on each side of che cease~fire
line at the end of the period of demilitarization, the numbers to be arrived at
bearing in mind the principles or criteria submitted to the parties by the United
Nations Representative. The number of forces was to b2 between 3,CCO and 6,C00 on
the Pakistan side and between 12,CC0 and 18,000 on the Indian side of the
ceagse-Tire line. The United Hations Representative was requested to continue to
make his services available to the parties and to keep the Council informed of any
Progress.

In hig fifth report (8/2967), the United I'ations Representative infoimed the
Security Council of further weetings and conversations with +he two Goveinments.

lione of the proposals put foxward had proved ucceptable to both parties.

'

' Consideration by the Security Council in 1957

on 2 January 1957, Pukiston requested that the Decurity Council should be
convened at an early date to consider the Kashmiyv question (8/3767). The Council

congidered the question in a servies of meetings held Tronm 16 Janvary to 21 Febiuary



(761st to TT4th meetings). At the 765th meeting, the Security Council adopted,

by 10 votes to none wifhmi absténtion, reso%gtion 122 or 2hrJanuary 1957,
'originaily submittedmby Auétralia; Colombia, Cuba, the United Kingdom and the
United States oif America. This resolution provided that the Council, reminding
the-Gerrhments and authorities concerned of the principle embodied in pievious
resolutions of the Council and in the UNCIP resolutions of 13 August 1948 ang

5 January 1949, that the final disposition of the State of Jammu and Kashmir would
be made in accordance with the will of the pegple expressed through the democratic
method of-a free and impartial plebiscite conducted under the auspices of the
United Hations, reafiirmed resolution 91 of 30 liarch 1951 and declared that the
convening of a Constituent Assembly and any action that had been or might be talen
by that Assembly to determine the future shape and affiliation of the entire “tate
of Jammua -and Kashmir or any part thereof, or action by the parties concerned in
support of any such éction by that Assembly, would not constitute a disposition of
the State in accordance with the above principle. The Council also decided to
continue its consideration cor the dispute.

Lt the T73rd meeting (20 February), a drait resolution (S/3787) submitted
jointly by Australia, Cuba, the Uniced Kingdom and the United States, as well as
amendments by the USSR and Colombia (8/3789 and /3791 and Rev.l and Corr.l), were
put to the vote. None of these proposals was odopted. A new joint draft resolution
(S/3792 and Corr.l) submitted Ly Australia, the United Kingdom and the United States
was voted upon at the T7hth meeting and was adopted by 10 votes to none, with
one abstention as resolution 125 of 21 February 1957. It provided, inter alia,
that the Council request its President, the repiresentative of Sweden, to examine
with the Governments of India and Pakistan any vroposals which, in his opinion,
were likely to contribute towards the settlement of the dispute, having vepard to
the previous resolutions of the Council and of the UNCIP; to visit the sub-continent
for that purpose; and to report to the Council not lateyr than 15 April 1957. ‘ihe
Governments of India and Pakistan were invited {to co-operate with the DPresident of
the Council, and the Secretary-General and the United Hotions Representutive vere
requestec to render guch assistunce as the President wight vegquest.

Cn 29 April, tr. Jarring, President of the Cecurity Council Tor the month of

february 1957, submitted a report (5/5821) on the results of hig mission. ATteyr a

/oo
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reviev of the Aiscussions conducted with the parties, he coneluded that, while he
felt unable to report to the Council any concrete proposals likely at that time to
contribute towards a settlement of the dispﬁté:mbotﬂ“partiés_were still desirous
of finding a solution to the problem. ’ ) -

' On 21 August 1957, Pakistan requested (S/3868) that a meeting of the Security
council be held to discuss Mr. Jarring's report (5/3821) and to consider further
action. On 27 September, the Council met to consider the report and discussed the
India-Pakistanequestionjat,fourteen meetings between then and 2 December,

On 16 November 1957, a draft resolution (S/3911) was submitted to the Council -
by fustralia, Colombia, the Philippines, the United Kingdom and the United States.
It provided that the Council, inter alia, thanking Mr. Jarring, observing that the
Governments of India and Pakistan recognized and accepted the commitments _
undertaken iy them in the two UNCIP resolutions, and considering the importance
which it had attached to demilitarization of the state as one of the steps towards
a settlement; would: (1) request the two Governments to avoid aggravation of the
situation and to establish and maintain an atmosphere favourable to the promotion
of further negotiations; (2) request the United Nations Representative for India
and Pakistan to make any recommendations to the parties for further action which he
considered desirable in connexion with Part I of the UNCIP resolution of
13 August 1948, having regard to his third and Tifth reports and che report of
Hr. Jarring, and to enter into negotiations with the two Governments in order to
implement Part II of the 13 August 1948 resolution and in particular to reach
agreement on a reduction ol forces on each side of the cease-~fire line to a
specific number, arrived at on the basis of the relevant Security Council
resolutions and having regard to Dr. Graham's fifth report; and (3) call wupon the
Governments of India and Pakistan to co-operate with the United Nations
Representative in order to fommulate an early agrecment on demilitarization
procedures, which should be implemented within three wonths of such an agreement
being reached,

On 27 November, Sveden submitted emendments (S/3920) which would replace the
raference in the preamble to "cowmitments" by a relerence to resolution 38 of
17 January 1948, replace opervative paragraph 2 by a nevw text requesting the United

Nations Representative to make any recommendations to the parties for further

/;;.
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appropriate action with a view to making progress towards the implementation 5f
the UNCIP resolutions and towards peaceful settlement and delete operative
paragraph 3.

At the 8C8th meetiny, the amendments and the dralft resolution, as amended,
were each adopted by 10 votes in favoun with 1 abstention as resolution 126 of T
2 December 1957. '

Cn 28 larch 1958, the United Nations Representative for India and Pakistan
submitted his report (S/3984) on his discussions with the Governments of India and
Pakistan in pursuance of resolution 126 of 2 December 1957, and on his
recomnendations which had not been accepted. Ile expressed the hope that a high- -

level conference between the twvo Governments would contribute towards progress.

G. Consideration in 1962

on 11 January 1962, Pakistan requested (5/5058) a meeting of the Security
Council to consider further action in the dispute concerning the State ol Jammu
and Lashmir, in the light of the last report or the United Nations Repiresentative
for India and Pakistan., Pakiston stated that it was forced to do this because
efforts at the highest level for direct negotiations with India had raileq.
tloreover, recent statements by responsible people in India were a great threat
to the peace.

On 16 January, India stated (£/5060 and Corr.l) that the Security Council
should vefuse to comply with Pakistan's request because India considered that the
eve of its general elections was hardly the proper time Tor direct nerpotiations or
for discussion of the situction in the Security Council. India also stoted thot
Pakistan's allegations that elflorts for direct nepotiations had failed and thet u '
threat to the peace had arisen vere unfounded. o Tar os Indis was concerned, the
avenues Jor direct negotiations hiod not been rinully closed. lioreover, it was
Pakisten which was threatening pence in the aree Ly instipating ottempis ot
subvercion and sabotage

Cn 29 Janvary, Pakigtan state (5/5 thuet o very rprave situation prevoailced
between India and Takistan which called for iumedlate cousideration by the
Security Council and reguested the Council to to'e up the question as on urpent

metter,
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At the 990th meeting (1 February), the Security Council agreed, without

objection, to include the item in its agenda, but deferred further consideration

until the 1007th to 1016th meetings held between 21 April-and 22 June 1962. ...

~At the 1016th meeting, Ireland submitted a draft resolution (5/513L4) whereby
the Security Council, inter alia, having considered the report of the United
NationgiRgpygsgnﬁgtivgl Dyr. I G@aham and egp;essiqgﬁitgﬁﬁ@anks to h;giiggﬁipg o
with satisfaction the pledges made by the two parties that their Governments would
not resort to force and being conezious of the responsibility of the Security
Council under the Charter for helping the parties to reach a peaceful solutiom,
would remind both parties of the principles contained in resolution 38 of
17 Janvary 1948, and in the resolutions of the United Nations Commission for
India and Pakistan dated 13 August 1948 and 5 January 1949; urge the Governments
of India and Pakistan to enter into negotiations on the question at the earliest
convenient time with the view to its ultimate settlement in accordance with
Article 35 and other relevant provisions of the Charter; appeal to the two
Governments to take all possible measures to ensure the creation and maintenance
of an atiosphere favourable to the promotion of negotiations; urge the two
Govermments to refrain from maling any statements, or taking any action, vhich
might aggravate the situation; and request the Acting Secretary-General to provide
the two Govermments with such services as they might request for the purpose of
carrying out the terms of the resolution.

At the 1016th meeting (22 June), the draft »esolution received 7 votes in
favour to 2 against, with 2 abstentions, and was not adopted owing to the nepgative

vote of a permanent member of the Council.

H., Consideration in 196L

On 16 Japuary 196k, Pakistan requested (5/5517) 2 meeting of the Security
Council to consider the situation that had arisen in the State of Jammu and
Koshmir as a consequence or the steps that India vas reported to be taking to
"destroy the special status of the state of Jormu and Keshmir".

On 2L Jamnuery, India replied (5/5522) that constitutional arrangements bLetveen

the stoate of Jawru and Kashmir end the Indien Union vere purely an internal motter.
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The Ccuncil-considered the matter at the 1C87th to 1093rd, 110O4th and 1105th,
and 1112th to 111l7th meetings held between 3 February and 18 May 1964, = e

At the 1117th meeting on 18 llay, the President set forth six points where
agreement existed among the members of the Council and the different views that
had been expressed on another point. Among other things, the members agreed in
expressing hope that the parties would take measures to re-establish an atmosphere
of moderation and would resume their contacts in order tu resolve their differences
by negotiation. Vhile a number of members of the Security Council felt that the
Secretary-General of the United Nations might eventuallyfgive,usefgl assistance to
the parties to facilitate the resumption of negotiations _on the question of Jammu
and ashmir or to assist them in carrying out these negotiations if they should
meet with any difficulties, other members of the Council expressed the view that
the negotiations between India and Pakistan might be complicated by the
intervention of any outside elements, and that the parties shculd be left to come
to agreement on the very principle of turning to the Secretary-General, The

India~Pakistan duestion would remain on the agenda of the Council.

I. Consideration in 1965

At its 123T7th meeting (L September 1965), the Security Council resumed .
consideration of the India-Pakistan question.

The Council had before it telegrams dated 1 September from the Secretary-
General addressed to the Priwme liinister of India and the President of Pakistan
(5/664T) appealing for restoration of the Cease-Fire Agreement and & veport by
the Secretary-General (S/6651) on the current situation in Kashmir with particular
relerence to the Cease-Fire Agreement, the Cease-Fire ILine and the functioning of
the United Nations Militery Observer Group in India and Pakistan (S/6651).

Malaysia introduced a joint draft resolution sponsored by Bolivia, the Ivory
Coast, Jordan, Malaysia, the Hetherlands and Uruguay (S/6657).

Resolution 209 of U4 September 1965 was adopted unanimously. In it the Council
called upon the Governments of India and Paklstan to take forthwith all steps for
an lmmediate cease-fire; to respect the Cease-Fire Line and have all armed
pergonnel of each party withdrown to its cwn side of the line; and to co-operate

Tully with UNMMCGIP in its task ol supervising the observance of the cease-fire}
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three days on the implementation of the resolution, -~ ~— -~ - o o

At the 1238th meeting (6 September), Malaysia introduced a joint draft - -
resolution, sponsored by Bolivia, the Ivory Coast, Jordan, Malaysia, the
Netherlands and Uruguay (S/6662) which was unanimously adopted as resolution 210 -
of 6 September 1965. In its operative part the Council called upon the parties to
cease hostilities immediately in the entire area of conflict and promptly withdraw
all armed personngl to the posifihns held by them before 5 August‘i965; reduested
the SecretaryFGeneralrto,ﬁxert every possible elfort ﬁg;g;ye gfﬁggt,tqﬁt@is_ 7
resclution and resclution 209 of 4 September 1965, to take all measures possible
to strengthen UNMOGIP and to keep the Council promptly and currently informed on
the implementation of the resolutions and on the situation in the area; and
decided to keep this issue under urgent and continuous feview soﬂthaﬁfthe Council
might determine what further steps might be necessary to secure peace and
security in the area.

Discussion continued at the 1239th to 124lst meetings (17 and 18 September),
when the Council had before it a preliminary report by the Secretary-General on his
visits to the Governments of India and Pakisten (S/6683), his second report on his
mission, presented to the Council at its 1239th meeting (8/6686), and his report
on the military situation in the area of conflict between India and Pakistan
(5/6687) .

At the 12b2nd meeting, the lletherlands introduced a draft resolution (S/6694)
which wvas adopted by the Council by 10 votes to none, with 1 abstention as
resolution 211 of 20 Septembe: 1965. Under its operative part the Ccuncil
demanded that a cease-fire should take effect on Vednesday, 22 September 1905, &.
0700 hours GMT and called upon both Governuwents to issue orders for a cease-fire at
that moment and a subsequent withdrawal of all armed persconnel back to the
positions held by them before 5 Aupust 1965; requested the Secretary-General to
provide the necessary essistonce to ensure supervision ol the cease-fire and
withdrawal of all armed personnel; called on all States fto refrain from any
action which might appravate the situation in the areo; decided to congider, as
soon as operative paragraph 1 of resolution 210 of 6 September had been

implemented, what steps could be taken to assist towvards o settlement of the

/ol
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political problem underlying the present conflict, and in the meantime called on
the twvo Governments to utilize all peaceful means, including those listed in
Article 33 of the Charter, to that end; and requested the Secretary-General to
exert every possible effort to give effect to the resolution, to seek a peaceful

The 12Lhth meeting (22 September) was convened on the basis of the Secretary-
feneral's report (5/6699) on nhis efforts to give effect to Security Council
resolution 211 of 20 September 1965 and of a requeét frem the Minister for Foreign
Affairs of Pakistan. At the close of the meeting, thsiPresid,enic.,,ﬁ@ftel:éoting the
statements of the Foreign Minister ol Pakistan and the representative of India,
expressed the Council's satisfaction that resolution 211 of 20 September 1965 had
been accepted by the two gart;es and: added that it called upon -the Governments
coucerned to implement thelr adherence to the cease-fire call as rapidly as ,
possible and in any case not later than 2200 hours GMT, 22 September.

At the 12L5th meeting (27 September), the President read ocut a draft
resolution which reflected the consensus of the members of the Councll.

Resolution 214 of 27 September 1965, adopted without objection, inter alia,
expressed the grave concern of the Council that the cease-fire agreed to
unconditionally by the Govermments of India and Pakistan was not holding; recalled
that the cease-fire demand in the Council's resolutions had been unanimously
endorsed by the Council and agreed to by the Governments of both India and
Palristan; demanded that the parties urgently honour their commitments to the
Council to obe rve the cease-fire; and further called upon the parties promptly to
withdraw all armed personnel as necessary steps in the full implementation of
resolucion 211 of 20 September.

The Se. ity Council resumed its consideration of the item at its 124Tth
meeting (25 her 1965) on the bagis of a lettér dated 22 October 1965 from the
Permanent Reptcuentative of Pakistan (8/6821) and of reports by the Secretary-
General on withdrawals (S/6719/Add.3) and on the observance of the cease-Tire
(5/6710/8dd.5). The Council continued consideration of the quest m at three
meetings between 27 October and 5 November 1905. At the 12518t meeting a draft
resolution (8/C876) was intreduced by the Hetherlands on behalf of kolivia, the

Ivery Ceast, Malaysia, the letherlands and Urusuay, by which the Council, regretting

e
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the,delaywin,the,achievement7of7a7cease-firefandfafwithdrawalfofvarmedrpersonnel,
would: reaffirm resolution 211 of 20 September 1965; request India and Pakistan to
co-operate towards a full implementation of paragraph 1 of that resolution; demand
the-prompt and unconditional execution of the proposal for a meeting of .
represercatives-of the two parties with a representative of the Secretary-General
for the formulation of an agreed plan and schedule Tor the withdrawals by both
parties, and request the Secretary-General to submit a report on compliance with
the resolution; Resolution 215 of 5 November 1965 was adopted by a voterof79 in
favour, none against and 2 abstentions. -

A series of reports by the Secretary-Genernl on his efforts to give effTect to
resolutions 210, 211 and 215 (S5/6699/Add.10-12), on the observance of the cease-
fire (5/6710/Add.10-17), and on compliance with the withdrawal provisions of

resolutions 211 and 215 (S/6719/Add.4-6) ‘ere subsequently submitted to the
Council.

/;;.
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-———- - — —1h4, THE CZECHOSLOVAK QUESTION

On 12 March 1948, the reprgseptatlve of Chile informed the Secretary-General

(s /69&) that his Government had noted that, on 10 March 1948, Mr. Papanek,

permanent representatlve of Czechoslovakia, had sent a communi ation to the

Secretary-General alleging that the political independence of Czechoslovakia had

been violated'by the threat of the use of force by the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics. In accordance with Article 35 (L) of the Charter, the representative
of Chile, leaving aside,the,quesﬁionfwhether Mr . Papanek héa the éfatus ofié
private individual or of the legitimate representative of his Governwment,
requested the Secretary-General to refer to the Security Council the question
raised in Mr. Papanek's letter. He further requested that the Council should
investigate the situation in accordance with Article 34. By a letter dated

15 March (S/696), the representative of Chile communicated to the Secretary-
General Mr. Papanek's léttér of-iO March. o 7 ‘

At its 268th meeting (L7 March), the Security Council included the
communication dated 12 March from Chile in its agenda by 9 votes to 2 and by
the same vote invited that Government's representative to participate in it
discussion.

At the 272nd meeting (22 March), the Security Council, by 9 votes to 2,
invited Mr. Papanek to make a statemen:, in accordance with rule 39 of its
provisional rules of procecure.

At the 278th meeting (6 April), the Security Council decided by 9 votes to
none with 2 gbstentions, on the basis of a United States draft resolution, to
invite the Government of Czechoslovakia to participate without a vote in the
discussion of the Czechoslovak question. In reply to that invitation the new
representative of Czechoslovakia stated (8/718) that his Government did not find
it possible in any way to take part in the discussion. The matters involved
vere exclusively within the domectic jurisdiction of Cvuechoslovakia, which
rejected the unfounded complaint which had been put before the Security Council.

AL the 28lst meeting (12 April), Chile submitted a draft resolution
proposing the appointment of' a sub-compittee, with o membership to be determined
by the Security Council, to receive and hear evidence, statements and testimony

and to report to the Council at the earliest possible time. At th. 288th
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meeting (29 April), Argentina requested that the Chilean proposal be put to the
vote, and suggested that the sub-committee should be composed of three members
of the Council.

- -At-the-303rd meeting (24 May), the President put to the vote the question
whether the-Chilean draft -resolution should be considered-as--a-matter-of - —- - -
procedure. There were 8 votes in favour, 2 ageinst and 1 abstention, and the
President interpreted the result as a decision to regard the draft resolution
as a matter of substance, since a permanent menber had voted negatively on
the preliminary question. = Several reppeggggggiyes:opgo§gg‘that ruling, and after
putting the challenge to a vote, the President stated that his ruling stood,
since there had been 6 votes to 2 with 2 abstentions. The Chilean draft
resolution, as modified by Argentina, was then put to the vote. It received
9 votes to 2 and was not adobted, sincera per@angnt'meMber had voted against it.

At the 305th meeting (26 May), Argentina submitted a draft resolution
(s/782), stating that the Security Council consideved it advisable to obtain
further oral and written evidence regarding the situation in Czechoslovakia and
entrusting the Council's Committee of Experts with the task of obtaining such
evidence. Following a statement by the USSR, the discussion was adjourned
without any vote being taken.

No further request for discussion of this item has been received and it

has not been discussed by the Security Council since 26 May 1948.

15. THE QUESTION OF THE FREE TERRITORY OF TRIESTE

(a) Yugoslav request

By letter dated 28 July 1048 (8/927), Yugoslavia requested the Security
Council to consider the question of the independence and integrity of the Free
Territory of Trieste, and in particular to examine the legality of certain
agreements concluded by the administration of the British-United States zone
of the Free Territory with the Government of Italy. The Council was further
requested to declare the above-mentioned agreements to be violations of provisions
of the Treaty of Peace with Ttaly pertaining to the independence of the Free

Territory of Trieste; to undertske the measures which the Yugoslav Government



5/7582‘“;%“’ ,; ,77 _ri : - 1 75,"";:,,,7';’;“;fﬂ'*;;;f”;
English
Page 60

considered necessary and sulfficient to nullify the agreements; and to assure
thot the Governments of the Unitéd States andrthéiUnited Kingdom respected their
intérnational oﬁligatiéns, thuéigﬁaranteeing the independenceiof the Free 7
Territory of Trieste.

At the 34bth meeting (4 August), the Council included this question in its
agenda, and invited the representative of Yugoslavia to participate in the
discussion. The Council considered the question in the course of eight meetings
in the month of' August lQMS. On 13 August, Yugoslavia submitted a draft
resolution (S/968) by which the Council would determine that a series of
agreements concluded betwveen the Allied Military Command and the Government of
Itely were in contradiction with certain obligations undertaken by the Allied
and Associated Povers and Italy under the Treaty of Peace with Italy; would
declare these agreements incompatible with the status of the Free Territory of
Trieste and thereflore null and void} and would call upon the Governments of the
United Kingdom and the United Stotes to avoid any future action contrery to the
Treaty.

On 19 August, the Ukrainicn SSR submitted a draft resolution (S/980) to the
effect that the Security Council considered it urgently necessary to settle the
question of the appointment of the Governor of the Free Territory of Trieste.i/

A% the 3Shkth meeting (19 August), the Yugoslav draft resolution and the
Ukrainian draft resolution were put to the vote and were not adcpted. The
Pirst received 2 votes to none with 9 abstentions, and tiie second 4 votes to none

vith G abstentions and one member not participating.

(b) USSR note

Cn 5 July 1952, the USSR delegation requested (o/2692) civculation of the
texts ol notes sent by the USSR Government to the Governments of the United
v

tates of America and the United Kingdom on 2h June. These notes dealt with the

2

understanding betveen the (Governments of the United Otates of America, the United

Kingdom and Italy, published on 10 May 1952, coucerning participation by Italy

in the o»dminigtrotion oi Lhe fnglo-Anericou wone of the Feee Territory ol Trieste.
1/ ©See itew o tbove entitled Appointwent ol o Govzenor lor the Free Territory
of Trieste.

/.
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(¢) Memorandum of Understanding — — — - e

By letter dated 5 October 1954 (8/330L and Add.l), the Observer of Ttaly

and the representatives of the United Kingdom, the United States and Yugoslﬂv1a

transmltted to the Securlty Council the text ol a Memorandum of Under tanding

and its annexes concerning practlcal arrangements for the Free Terrltory of
Trieste, initialled at London on the same date by representatives of their
Governments, On 12 October, the representative ol the USSR informed the Council
(s/3305) that his Government took cognizance of that agreement.

on 17 January 1955 (S/3351), the Observer of Italy and representatives
of the United Kingdom, the United States and Yugoslavia reported that the
necessary steps had been taken to carry out the arrangements provided for in
the Memorandum of Understanding.

No Turther request for discussion of this item has been received and it has

not been discussed by the Security Council since 19 August 1048,

16. THE HYDERABAD QUESTION

On 21 August 1943, the Secretary-General of the Department ol IExternal
Affairs of the Government of Hyderabad communicoted to the Pregident of the
Security Council (S/986) his Government's request bhot tie dispute vhich had
arisen betveen Hyderabad and India be brought to tihe Council's attention in
accordance with Article 35 (2) of the Charter. On 8 September 1943, he
communicated (8/996) a decision by the Government oi' Hyderabad to become a party
to the Statute of the International Court of Justice.

On 12 September 1943, the Governmen: of Hydersbad requested (5/098) thot its
complaint be put on the agende as soon as possible in view of Indien preparotions
for on imminent invasion of Hydevcbod. On 15 Septeuber, it stated (S/lOOO)
thot the invosion was taking pluce and hostilities hid Lioken out in verious
parts oi Hydersbad. On L5 September, the Goverurent ol Hydceraboed subumitted o
memorandum (S/100L) in support oi its anplicntion to the Council.

The comaunicotiouns oit 21 Auguel and 12 and 1% Septewber (5/985, £/99° and

B/lOOO) vere included in the npeuda, by a vote o & din fovour, noue s;ainst

and  abstentions, at the 557th meeting (L) September) held in Poris.  Severnl



s/7382
English.
Page 62

representatives made the reservation that this acbion did not prejudge the Council's
competence or any of the'merits of the case. Having been’invitgq to take places
at the CoﬁnciL table, the representatives of Hyderabad and India made statements

at that meeting. The discussion continued at the 359th meeting (20 September).

On 22 September (S/1OLL and Add.l), the Nizam of Hydersbad requested the
Secretary-General to note that the complaint made by his Government to the
Security Council had been withdrawn by him and that the delegation to the Security
Council had ceased to have any authority to represent him or his State.

On 24 Septeﬁber (S/lOlS), the Byderabad delegation géve its views on the
situation in Hyderabad-and-stated that it was imperative -that the Security
Council should meet to review the situation.

The Council considered these communications at the 360th meeting
(28 september).

On 11 October (S/l031), the head of the Hyderabad delegatiocn informed the
President of the.Counc{l that he did not propose to ask that the delegaﬁion
be represented at the next Council meeting on the question.

on 24 November, the leader of the Indian delegation informed the President
of the Council (8/1089) thet the Indian delegation dealing with the Hyderabad
question, which on 6 October in a communication to the then President nhad requested
that the item be removed from the agenda, had been withdrawn.

Further discussion of the question was postponed at the 382nd and 333rd
meetings (25 November and 2 December).

On 1O December, the Government of India informed the Security Council
(s/1115) that conditions in Hyderabad were peaceful and normal. In the
circumstonces, India did not propose to send a representative to the Council to
discuss the Hyderabad question,.

On 12 December, the head of the Hyderabad delegotion stated (S/LL18) that
it ras clear thet the Nizam wag virtually a prisoner of the Indian military
authorities. Under the circumstonces, his delegation considered it to be its
duty to reassert its authority os originally appointed.

On 15 December, India transmitted to the President of the Council @ report
(s/112l) on the situstion in Hydersbad. The report 7as made without prejudice

to the question oi' the Council's compeotence.

/...
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At the 384th meeting (L5 December), Pakistan, pursuant to a request of
6 October (5/1027), wvas invited to participate in the discussion of this question.

Further consideration was postponed until after the Council's return to

Lake Success . o

On b May 1949 Pakistan requested (S/1317) an early meeting to resume
consideration of the question. '

The representative of India, on 18 May 1949 (5/1324k), submitted that the
question should be removed from the agenda and requested an opportunity to state
his Government's views more fully on the question of competence.

The Council continued its consideration of ihe question at the 425th and 426th
meetings (19 and 24 May), without taking any decision.

No Turther request for discussion of this item has been received and it has

not been discussed by the Security Council since 24 May 1949.

17. IDENTIC NCTIFICATIONS DATED 29 SEETEMBER 1948 FRCM THE GOVERNMENTS
OF THC FRENCH REPUBLIC, THE UNITED KINGDCM AND THE UNITED STATES
OF AMERICA TO THE SECRETARY-GENERAL
On 29 September 1948, the Secretary-General received identic notifications
(S/lOEO and Add.l) from the Governments of France, the United Kingdom and the
United States of America drawing attention to the serious situation which had
arisen as a result of the unilateral imposition, by the Government of the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics, of restrictions on tronsport and communications
betveen the Western Zones of Occupation in Germany and Berlin. The notifications
stoted that this action by the USSR was contrary to its oblipations under
Article 2 of the Charter and created a threat to the peace within the meaning of
Chapter VII of the Chorter. The three Governments requested that the Security
Council consider this question at the earliest opportunity.
The identic notificctions were placed on the provisional agenda of the
55lst meeting (4 October 1943), but the adoption of the agenda was opposed by the
USSR and the Ukrainian S5SR. After further discussion at the 362nd meeting
(5 October) the sgenda was adopted by 9 votes to 2, vhereunon the USSR and the

Ukrainian S8R stated that the Council's majority adoption of this question for
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cons1deratlon conctltuted a v1olat10n of Artlcle 107 oI the. Charter and that
accordingly their -delegations would not participate in the consideration of the . -
question in the Security Council. ' ' )

The Coun01l contlnued 1ts con51derat10n of the matter at the 565rd and
36hth meetings (6 October) and at the 366th meeting (lS October) The President
requested certain additional information, and the Council adjourned until
19 October to allow an opportunity [or the representatives concerned to prepare
the information, which was furnished at the 368th meeting (19 October) by France,
the United Kingdom and the United States.

At the 370th meeting (22 October), a draft resolution (S/LOLS) was submitted
by Argentina, Belgium, Canada, China, Colombia and Syria, which would call on the
four occupying Powvers to prevent any incident wvhich would aggravate the situation
in Berlin, remove all restrictions on communications, transport ard commerce
applied since 1 March 1948, and hold an immediate meeting of the four Military
Governors to arrange for the unification of currency in Berlin on the basis of
the German mark of the Soviet Zone.

At the 372nd meeting (25 Cctober) the joint draft resolution (S/L043) was
put to the vote, receiving 9 votes to 2, and was rejected owing to the negative
vote cast by a permanent member of the Council,

On 4 May 1940, France, the United Kingdom and the United States informed
the Security Council (5/1315) that their respective Governments had concluded an
agreement with the Goverament of the USSR providing for the lifTting or restrictions
on communications, transportation and trade with Berlin, ond for the convening of
a meeting of the Council of Toreign Ministers on 25 iay to congider the question
of Berlin currency.

No [urther request Tor diccussion of this item has been received and it has

not been discussed by the Security Council. since 25 October 1943,
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~18. INTERNATIONAL CONTROL OF ATCMIC ENERGYE/

General Assembly resolution L (I) of 24 January 1945, which established the.
Atomic Energy CpmmiSSionzhd}ggctgdrthe Commission to submit its ?gports and
recommendations to the- Security Council and stated thet the Council should issue
directiohs tgrthe ComQESSigh in mattéfs éfféétiﬁéisecurié&.i

On 31 December 1945, the Chairman of the Atomic Energy Commission transmitted
the Commission's first report (8/239) to the Council. At the 1OS5th meeting
(13 Pebruary 1947) the Council began consideration of the report, and continued
it at seven meetings between then and 10 March. On 18 February the USSR submitted
amendments and additions (8/285) to the report. No substantive decisions were
reached by the Council upon either the report or the proposed amendments and
additions, but at the L1T7th meeting the Council unanimously adopted resolution 20
of 10 March 1947 urging the Atomic Energy Commission to continue its work and to
develop as quickly as possible the specific proposals called for in General
Asseuwbly resolutions 1 (I) and 41 (I) of 24 Jenuary and lbk December 1946.

on 11 September 1947 the Chairman of the Commission transmitted to the
Council the Commission's second report (S/557). The Council did not place the
consideration of that report on its agenda.

on 25 May 1948 the Chairmen of the Commission transmitted the Commission's
third report to the Council (8/812), vhich considered it at three meetings
between 1l and 22 June. At the 518th meeting the United States submitted a draft
resolution (S/836) under which the Council would accept the three reports of the
Commission and approve the general findings and recommendations of the first
report, the srecific proposals of the second report and the "report and
recomendations”’ of the third report. On 22 June (325th meeting) the United
States draft resolution was put to the vote and received 9 votes to 2, but as
a permahent member voted in the negative the resolution wvas not adopted. The
Council then, by 9 votes to none with 2 absteutions, sdopted resolution 52 of
22 June 1948, directing the Secretary-General to transmit to the General Assewmbly
and to the Meunber States, as a matter of special concern, the Commission's three

reports together with the records of the Council's deliberations.

l/ See also item 5: The Genersnl Regulation and Reduction ot Armaments ond
Information on the Armed Torces of the United Hotions.
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On 29 July 1949 the Chairman of the Commission transmitted to thé Council ~
(s/1377) the texts of two resolutions adopted by the Commission on 29 July, which
questioned the usefulness of further discussion in the Commission in the absence -
of a basis for agreement among the six permanent members. When the Council 7
considered the matter at its hli5th to LUTth meetings (15 and 16 September), two o
draft resolutions were introduced: & Canadian draft resolution (S/1386) propésing -
that the Commission's resolutions be transmitted to the General Assembly and a
USSR draft resolution (S/1391/Rev.l) requesting the Commission to continue its work
with a view to fulfilling the tasks entpusted to it by the General Assembly. At
the b47th meeting the Canadian draft resolution, as amended by the Ukrainian SSR,
was adopted by 9 votes to none, with 2 abstentions as resolution T4 of
16 September 149, The USSR draft resolution was rejected, receiving 2 votes to
none, with 9 abstentions.

Thereafter, the Council did not discuss the international control of atomic
energy. At its sixth session, by resolution 502 (VI) of 11 January 1952, the
General Assembly, noting the recommendation of the Committee of Twelve that the
Assembly should establish a new Commission to carry forward the task originally
assigned to the Atomic Energy Commission and the Commission for Conventional
Armaments, established under the Security Council a Disarmament Commission. The ~
Commission had the same membership as the previous commissions and reported

periodically to the Security Council and the General Assembly.

19. COMPIAINT OF ARMEL INVASION OF TAIWAN (FORMCSA)

On 24 August 1950, the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Central People's
Government of the People's Republic of China,in a cablegram (8/1715) addressed to
the President of the Security Council, stated that on 27 June President Truman had
announced the decision of the Goverrment of the United Ctates of America to prevent
by armed force the liberation of Taiwan (Forimoss) by the Chinese Feople's
Liberation Army. The fuct that Taiwan was an integral part of China was based on
history and confirmed by the Cairo Declaration ~f 1947 and the Potsdam communiqué
of 19h5. It was the Council's dutly to take immediole messures to bring about the
complete withdrawal of a2ll the United States invadinge forces from Teiwan and fronm
other territories belonging to2 China. The United Ztates replied to these charges

on 25 hugust (S/1716).
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The item was included in the Council's agenda under the above title at the

492nd meeting (29 August), by 7 votes to 2, with 1 abstention, 1 member not ~
participating. After reJectlng, by h votes to 4 Ulth 3 abstentions, a USSR

draft resolutlon S/l732) to invite a representatlve of the People's Republic of

China to attend Council meetlngb, the Council continued its discussion at the
497th and 503rd to 506th meetings, held between 7 and 29 September. At the 506th
meeting, by T votes to 3 with 1 abstention, the CouncilradoptedrresoLution 87 of
29 september 1950, based on a draft resolution of Ecuador (s/1823/corr.1l), vhich
provided for deferment of consideration of the question until 15 November and for
an invitation to a representative of the People's Republic of China to attend
meetings on the question after that date. At the following meeting (29 September)
a vote was taken on whether the Ecuadorean draft resolution was procedural. The
vote was 9 to 1, with 1 abstention, and the President ruled that the proposal
had been adopted.

At the 525th meetiu, (27 Novewber) consideration of the item was linked vith
that of the item "Complaint of aggression upon the Republic of Korea", despite
the objection of the USSR, which was rejected by 7 votes to 1 with 3 abstentions.
(The Korean question was subsequently deleted [rom the Council's agenda. )
Discussion continued at the 526th through 530th meetings (28 to 30 Noveaber).

At the 530th meeting (30 November), the Security Council rejected the
following two draft resolutions:

(a) a draft resolution submitted on 2 September (S/1757) by the USSR,
providing, inter alia, that the Council should condemn the action ol the United
States Government as an act of apgpression and as an intervention in the internal
affairs of China, and propose to the United States Government that it immedistely
withdraw all its air, sea and land forces from the islend of Taiwan and from other
territories belonging to China. It received 1 vote in :avour, 9 against, wvith
1 member not participating.

(b) a draft resolution submitted on 2% Novenber (S/1921) by the
representative of the Central People's Goverument of the People's Republic of
China and sponsored by the representative of the Soviet Union, providing,
inter alia, that the Council should condemn the United States Government for its

criminal acts of armed apggression against the Chinese territory of Taiwvan; and
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demand the compiete withdrawval by the United States Government of its forces of
armed -aggression from Toiwan, in order that peace and security in the Pacific and ~——
in Asia might be ensured. The results ol the vote were the same as on the USSR 7
draft resolution.

No further request for discussion of this item has been received and it has

not been discuséed by the Security*Council'siuce 30 Novewber 1950.

20. CCMPLAINT OF BOMBING BY AIR FORCES OF THE TERRITORY OF CHINA

In a cablegram dated 28 August 1950 (S/1722), the Minister for Foreign Affairs
of the Central People's Governmeut of the People's Republic of China informed the
Secretary-General that, on 27 August, military aireraft of the United States
Forces ih Korea had flown over Chinese territory on the right bank of the Yalu
river, had strafed buildings, railﬁay stations and railwayréarriages, and had
killed or wounded a number of people.

on 29 August the United States of America informed the Secretary-General
(8/1727) that the instructions under which aircraft were operating under the
Unified Command in Korea strictly prohibited them from crossing the Korean frontier
into adJjacent territory. No evidence had been received to indicate that those
instructions had been violated, but the United States would welcome an
investigationh onh the spot by a Commission appointed by the Security Council.

On 30 August, the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Central People's
Government of the People's Republic of China chorged (S/1743) that United States
military aircraft had apein flown over Chinese territory, on 29 August, and hod
killed or wounded a number of people.

At its hO%rd meeting (Bl August), the Security Council, by & votes to 3,
included the question in its agenda under the title "Complaint of bombing by
air rorces of the territory of China".

Discussion continued at the LOTth and Lo9th meetings (7 and 11 September).
At the 499th meeting the Council, by a vote of § iu luvour, 3 against and
2 abstetttions, rejected 2 USSR propooal (S/lTSU) thnt a vepresents»tive ol the
Chinegse People's Republic be iovited to its meedings and congideved the olloving

draft resolutinns:
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"(a a USSR draft resolutlon submitted on 31 August (S/17h5), which, after S
revision (S/l7h5/Rev l), provided that the Council sheuld, inter alia, condemn the
illegal acts of the United States Govermment referred to in %he above cables
dated 28 and 30 August, and call upon the United States Government to prohlblL
such actsy ~ ~ ~ - . e e - S
(b a United States draft resolution submitted on 1 September 1950 (8/1757),
providing, integ_gl}g for the establishment of a Commit.icn compoued of two
representatives, one app01nted by the Gove rnment of India and one by the Government
of Sweden, to investigate on the spot the allegations contained in the above cables
dated 25 and 30 August.
The two draft resolutions ware put to the vote at the 501st meeting
(12 September). The United States draft resolution received 7 votes to 1, with
2 abstentions, and l member not partlclpatlng, and was not ddopted, owing to the
negative vote of a permanent member" The USSR draft resolution was also rewected
receiving 1 vote in favour and 8 against, sith 1 abstention, and 1 member not
participating.
On 2 October 1950 (S/1332), the United States informed the Secretary-General
that a detailed investigation of the charges in the communications dated 23 and —
30 August had disclosed that two aircraft of the United Nations Commandg had by
mistake flown over the territory of China and fired on an airsteip near Antung,
The investigation had corroborated none of the other alleged violations.
Further communications from the Central People's Government of the People's
Republic of China concerning alleged violations of China's territorial air space
were received on 2b September (5/13C8), 12 October (5/1357), 26 October (S/1370)
and 23 October (S/1376).
No further request for discussion of this ilem has been received and it has

not been discussed by the Seourity Council since 12 Scplomber 1950,
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21. COMPLAINT OF FAILURE BY THE TRANIAN GOVERNMENT TO COMPLY WITH
~PROVISIONAL MEASURES INDICATED BY THE INTERNATTONAL COURT-OF - - - - —
JUSTICE IN THE ANGLO-IRANIAN OIL COMPANY CASE

(a) Inclusion of the item in the agenda

" On 26 May 1951, the United Kingdom instituted proceedings in the Internativnal
court of Justice against Iran in connexion with the application of the Agreement
of 1933 between the Imperiaerovernment >f Persia and the Anglo-Persian Oil
Compauy, Lim;@ed. ,Agcourt order dated 5 July,%95} (8/2259), issued at the
request of the United Kingdom, granted interim measures of protection in éccordance
with Article bl of the Stat te of the Court. The order stated, inter alia,” that
the indication of such measures in no way prejudged the question of the
jurisdicivion of fﬁézbé&ft<fd’déal with the merits of the case but was intended
to preserve the respéctive rights of -the parties pending the Court's decision.

On 28 SeptemheﬁWthg"United Kingdom requesteq the Prgsident of theLS¢cq;ity o
Council (8/2357) to place the item on the provisional agenda. An enclosed draft
resolution (5/2358), provided, inter alia, that the Council call upon the
government cf Iran to act in all respects in conformity with “r onorovisional
measures indicated By the Court and in particular to permic t sntinued residence
at Abadan of the staff affected by the recent expulsion orders or the equivalent T
of such staff, and request Iran to inform the Council of the steps taken by it
to carry out the regblﬁtion.

At the 559th meeting (1 Cctober), the Council decided by 9 votes to 2
to include the question In its agenda. The representotive of JTran was then

invited t. participate in the discussion.

(b) Discussion by the Securiby Council

The Security Council discucsed the question at six meetings held during the
month of October 1951. In thc course of the discussion, the United Kingdom
submitted two revisions (8/2558/Rev.l and 2) of its draft resolution, the sescond
revigion incovporating amendments (S/2579) submitted jointly by India and
Yugoslavia. Under the second revision, the proposal called for the resumption of
nepotiations at the earliest practicable moment in order to meke further eflorts
to regolve the differences betveen the parties in accordance with the purposes and
and principles of the Charter; and the avoidance of any aection aggravating the

gituation or prejudicing the positions o the parties.
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On 17 October (502nd meeting), Ecuador submitted a draft resolution (5/2380)
under which the Council, without deciding on the qpestlon of 1ts own competence,
would adv15f the parties concernod to reopen negotiations as soon asgb0551ble with B
a view to making a fresh attempt to settle their differences in accordance with the
purposes and principles of the Ciharter»., "~~~ 7~

After further discussion, the Security Council at its 565th meeting
(19 October) adopted by 8 votes to 1 with 2 abstentions a French motion to adjourn
the debate until the Court had ruled on its ownrcémpetcnceriﬂ the matter.

(¢) “Judrement oi the International Court of Justice

On 19 August 1952 the Secretary~General communicated to the meubers of the N
Security Council for their information (5/2745) a copy of the judgement of the
International Court of Justice, given on 22 July 1952, in which the Court, by
9 votes to 5, found thet it had no jurisdiction in vhe case. It was noted that
the Court's order of 5 July 1951 indicatingz provisional measures of protection in
the Anglo-Iranian Oil Company case (S/LL59) ceased. to be ope .tive upon delivery
of its judgement and that the provisional measures lapsed at the same time.

No further request for discussion of this item has been received and it has :

not been discussed by the Security Council since 19 October 1951.

22. QUISTION OF AN APPEAL TO STATES TO ACCEDE TO AND RATIFY
THE GENMEVA PRCTOCOL OF 1925 FOR THE PROHIBITION OF THI
USE OF BACTERTAL WEAPONS

On 1k June 1952, the USSR submitted a draft resolution (5/2663) calling on
the Security Council to appeal to all States, Members and non-members of the
United Nations, which had not yet ratiiied or acceded to the Protocol for the
prohibition of the use ol bacterial weapons, signed at Geneva on 17 Junc 1925,
to accrde to and ratiiy thot Protocol,

The Council included the iten in its asendn ot the 577th meetin (18 June).
At that meeting the United Otates proposed Lhot the USSR draft resolution i o
reflerred to the Dicarnocent Cowmmicsion, Divcuscion continued ab six meetinges
held between 16 and 26 June,

At the S5L3vd4 meetin: (20 June) the USSR dvalt vesolution (5/0653) lailed of

adoption, the vole bein L in Pavovr with 10 abstentions,
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In view of this decision, and noting that the question of the control-and
elimination of weapons of mass destrvu~tion was under discussion in the Disarmamentc
Commission, the United States with:  its proposal,

No furthéf reqﬁestgfér discﬁs;ioﬂ of this itemihas been réceived aﬂdiit has

not been discussed by the Security Council since 18 June 1952,

25, fAUESTION OF A REQUEST FOR INVISTIGATION : -
. OF ALLEGED BACTERIAL VARFARE. = S

On 20 June 1952, the United States submitted a draft resolution (S/2671),
under the terms of which the Security Council, noting, inter alia, the concerted
dissemination by certain Qovernments and authorities ol grave accusations charging
the use of bacterial warfare by United Nations forces and recalling that the
Unified Command for Korea had immediately denied the charges and requested that an
impartial investigation be made of them, would request the International Committee
of the Red Cross %o investigate the charges and to report the results to the
Security Council.

After discussion at the 500th meeting (20 June), the Council included the -
item in its agenda at the 58lst meeting (25 June) by 10 votes to L.

At the 585th meeting (L July) a USSR draft resolution (S/2674/Rev.l) calling
for invitations to representatives of the People's Republic of China aud the
Korean People's Democratic Republic to attend the meetings of the Council at which
the item was discussed was rejected by 10 votes to 1,

At the 507th meeting (3 July) 4he United States draft resolution (S/2GT1) was
put to the vote and received 10 votes to 1, but was not adopted owing to the
negative vote of a permanent member.

At the sume meeting the United States submitted a draft resolution (S/268b)
under the terms of which the Becurity Council, noting, inter alia, thot by veason
ol' the necsative vote of the USUR the Council wags prevented from arranging for an
impartial investigation of the charges in question, would conclude that those
chavpes must be presuned to be without substance and folse and condemn the
practice of fabriecating and disseminatins such false chorges.

Alter further diccussion the United 5tates drali resolution (S5/2088) was put
to the vote at the 5C0th meeting (9 July) and received © votes bto 1 with 1 abstention,
I1 was not adopted sincc n negotive vote wos cact by a permanent member of the

Couneil,
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No further request for discussion of this item has been received and it has not

been discussed by the Security Council since 9 July 1952, — — : — e

oli. LETTER DATED 29 MAY 195L FROM THE ACTING REPRESENTATIVE )
__OF THAILAND TO THE UNITED NATIONS ADDRESSED TO THE
- - PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL

On 29 May 1954 Thailard requested (8/5320) that a meeting of the Security
Council be held to consider a situation which in the view of his Government
represented a threat to its security and the continuance of which was likely to
endanger the maintenance of international peace and security. Referring to large-
scale fighﬁing which had”repeatedly taken place in the immediate vicinity of Thai
territory, and to the dangerous potentialities of the tension in that area which
made it essential for the United Nations to have authentic and objective observation
and reports, Thailand stated that il was bringing the situation to the Council's
attention to the end that the Council might provide for observation under the
Peace Observation Commission.

At the 672nd meeting (5 June), the Council included the item in its agenda by
10 votes to 1, and invited the representative of Thailand to participate in the
discussion in accordance with rule 37 of the przvisional rules of procedure.

At the 67%rd meeting (16 June), Thailand submitted a draft resolution (S/3229),
the operative part of which provided that the Council should request the Peace
Observation Commission to establish a sub-commission with authority to dispatch to
Thailand as soon as possible such obserivers as it deemed necessary, to visit
Thailand il necessary, to consider such data as might be submitted to it by its
nembers or observers, and to make such reports and recommendations as it deemed
necessary to the Peace Obgervation Commission and to “he Gecurity Council. The draf't
resolution further provided that il the sub-commissior considered that it could not
accomplish its mission without oboervation or visit als.. in Gtates contipuous to
Thailand, it should report to the Peacc Observation Commission or to the Security
Council for the necessary instruction,

At the 67bhth mecting (13 June), the dratt resolution of Thailand (S/7229) was
put tu the vole at the rcovest »f the representative ol the United Ltates., Tt
received 9 vates Lo 1, with 1 abstention, and wos nol adoepted owine Lo Lhe negative
vote of a permoncnt member,

Wo further request for discussion of this item has been reccived and it haus not

been discussed by the Security Council since 13 June 1ysh,
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05, CABLEGRAM DATED 19 JUNE 1954 FROM THE MINISTER
- "~ OF EXTERNAL REIATIONS OF GUATEMALA ADDRESSED
TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL

On 19 June 1954, Guatemala requested (8/3232) the President of the Security

Council to convene a meeting urgently in order that, in accordance with Articles 3k, -

35 and 59 of the Charter, the Council might-take the: measures-necessary to prevent
the disruption ol peace and international security in Central America and also to
put a stop to the aggression in progress against Guatemola, ]

At the 675th meeting (20 June), the Council incluigd theiitem in its agenda
without objection, after vhich the President, under Article 32 of the Charter,
invited the representatives of Guatemala, Hondures and Nicaragua to participate
in the discussion.

Brazil and Colombia introduced a joint draft resolution (S/3236) which
provided that the Council should refer the complaint to the Organization of
American States for urpent consideration and request that Organization to inform
the Council as soon as possible, as appropriate, on the measures it had been able
to talte in the matter.

France proposed that a final paragraph should be added to the draft resolution
whereby the Council, withoul prejudice to such measures as the Organization of
American States mizht take, would call for the immediate termination of any
actions likely to cause further bloodshed and would request all Members of the
United Nations to abs*ain, in the spirit of the Charter, from giving assistance to
any such action. The amendment was accepted by the sponsors of the joint draflt
resolution (8/3236/Rev.l).

The joint draft vesolution as amended received 10 votes to 1, but was not
adopted, since a negative vote was cast by a permanent member.

Froance reintroduced its amendment to the joint dralt resolution as a separate
draft resolution (8/5257), which was unanirously adopted as resolution 10U of
20 June 195k,

At the 575th meeting (25 June), convened at the request of Guatemalu (S5/3241
and 5/52h) and ol the Union of Soviet Sceialist Renublics (s/35247), the Security
Council hald before Lt, aronsst other documents, o cablesrem dated 2% June (O 5245)
irom the Inter-American Peoce Committee indormins it that the vepresentative of

Nicaragua, supported by the representative or Honduras, had proposed thot g

U . - e
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committee of inquiry of the Inter-American Peace Committee should be set up.and
immediately proceed to Guatemala, Honduras and Nicaragua and that the Committee

had unanimously decided to inform the Guatemalan Government of the decision,
expressing the hope that it would agree to that procedure,

-~ The_provisional agenda for i the 070th meeting read "Cab;egram dated 19 June . 1954
from the Mlnlster for Internal Relationu of Guatemala addressed to thc Pre51dent of
the Security. Council and letter aated 22 June lUSM from the representative of
Guatemala addressed to the Secretary-General". After discussion, the Council
rejected the adontlon of the agenda for the meetlng, the vote being 5 to 4 with

2 abstentlons.

Three communlcaulons, dated 27 June, 5 July and & July were latel recelved
from the Chairman of the Inter-American Peace Committee (S/%255, $/%252 and 5/3267):
the first one related to the dispatch of a fact-finding committee to Guatemala,
Hondulas and Nﬁcarawua the second stated that thc three couanles had iniormed
the Commlttee on 2 July that the dispute LetWeen them had ceased to:exist; and
the third transmitted the report of the Inter-American Peace Committec.

on 9 July (S/3265), the Minister for External Relations of Guatewala informed
the President of the Jecurity Council that peace and order had been restored in

his country and that the Junta de Gobierno of Guatemaloa saw no reason why the

Guotemralan question should remain on the agenda of the Couneil.
No further request for discussion of this item hos been received and it has

not been discussed by the Security Council since 25 Junc 195k,

26. LEITER DATED O SEPTEMBER 1954 FROM THE REPRESENTATIVE
OF THI? UNITED 3TATES OF AMERICM ADDRFSSED TO THE
PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL

On 8 September 1054, the United States of fmerica requested (S/3207) that an
early meeting of the Security Council be called to consider an inecident which had
taken place on U Septewber when a United States Navy airecraft on a peaceful mission
over international hi-‘h seas had been atlackeld and desivoyed by two atrcrait with
Soviet markings.

At the G79th meetin: (lO dept€mber), the Council included this item in iio

agenda by 10 votes to 1,
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At the 4C0th meetine held on the same day, the'Security Council continued

its discussion of the quéétion. At the close of the meeting, the Pre31dcnt

stated that the list of speakers had b-en e‘hauated and that the Council would

recoavene if and when any delegatlon 50 requested,

&ubseqﬁenuly leLuers from the USSR were 01rculated bransmlttlnr ébﬁieé or
the notes which it had addressed to the United States in connexion with the
incident of L September (8/3288) and with incidents of 7 October 1952 and

29 July 1953 (S/3308); and letters from the Uniled States were circulated

transmitting copies oi its notes to the USSR relatin' 40 incidents of T October 1952

(8/3295), 29 July 1955 (S/3%0l4) and 10 March 1955 (S/3391).
No further request for dlscu551on of this 1uem haa been received and it has

not been discussed by the uecurlty Council since 10 uepuember l95h

27. LETTER DATED 20 JANUARY 1955 FROM THE REPRESENTATIVE OF
NEVW ZEALAND ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY
COUNCIL CONCERNING THE “UESTION OF HOSTILITIES IN THE
AREA OF CERTAIN ISIANDS OFF THE COAST OF THE MAINLAND
OF CHIN.. LETITER DATED 30 JANUARY 1955 FROM THE
REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNION OI' SOVIET SOCIALLST
REFUBLICS ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURLITY
COUNCLL CONCERNING THE QUESTION OF ACTS OF AGGRESSION
BY THE UNITED STATLES OF AMERICA AGAINST THE PEOPLE'S
REFUBLIC OF CHINA IN THE AREA OF TAIVAN .ND OTHER

ISIANDS OF CHINA

On 20 January 1955, New Zealand brought to the atiention of the Seeurity
Council (3/3%54) the occurrence of armed hostilities between the People's Republic
of Chino and the Republic of China in the area ol certain islands off the coast
oi" the wrainland of China, stating; that those hostilitics had made it clear that
there existed a situotion the continuance of which was likely to endanger the
waintenance oi' internavional peace and security,

On 20 January, the Union of Soviet Bocialist Republics charged (S/3355) that
the intervention of tik: United States of America in the internal affairs ot China
and the recent citension ol acts of apsression by the United 3tates against the
People's Republic of China in the oren ol Taiwan ( oca) and other islands of

China were ag ravating, tension in the Far Tast and inc: easin: the threot ol a new

var. A draft resolution was otiuched, the operative varagraph of which providedl
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that the Security Council should condemn the acts of agaressioﬁ by the United

States ogainst the People's Republic of China; recommend that the United States
Government should take immediate steps to put an end to those acts of aggression
and to intervention in the internal affairs of China, recommend that the United

States Government should immediately withdraw all its naval, air and land forces -~~~
from the island of Taiwan and other territories-bélonging to China; and>urge that
no military action shoull be permitted in the Taiwan area by either side, so that
the evacuation from the i;lands in that area of all armed forces not controlled by
the People's Republic of China might be facilitate@.gﬁ ] ”

On 31 January, the USSR submitted a draf;iigqulgion (8/3356) providing that
the Security Council should decide to invite a representative ol' the Central
People's Government oi the People's Republic of China to attend its meeting in -
order to participate in the discussion of the item submitted by the USSR. =

At the 689th and 5S0th meetings (31 January), the Council consilered the
question of includin: the two letters in its agenda,iénd tool: the foullowing -
decisions upon a procedural motion by the United Kinmdom: (L) the item proposed
by New Zealand was included in the agenda (9 votes to 1 with 1 abstention);

(2) the item proposed by the USSR was included in the agenda (10 votec to 1),

(3) an ameniment by the USSR providing that the Council should include the USSR

item as the Cirst item in its agenda was rejected (10 votes to 1); and (4) the
consideration of the New Zealand item would have to be concluded before the -
Council would take up the USSR item (10 votes to 1).

Upon the motion ol New Zealand, the Council then decided by 9 votes to 1 with
1 abstention to invite a representative of the Central Pecople's Government o. the

People's Republic ol China to participate in the discuscion of the New Zealond

Peonle's Government,

On U Febiuary, the Secretery-General circuloted an exchange of cablesvams
(5/535C) between himgelr and the Prime Minister of the stute Council and Minlster
for Foveirsn Altairs of ©the Pcople's Renublic oi China regowdding the Invitotion off
che Council,

Avothe 50Llst weetins (Lh February ), the Sceurity Council coubinucd its
concidergtion of the ew Zevlond item in the 1i b ol the tuelt thot the People's

Revublic of China had <declined ito invitation to br vevrccented, A numbrr of
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statements were made with regard to a suggestionhthat in the circﬁmsfances the
Council could best p;pcgedgby’adjourningiconsiderationfg£4thgiitem,peﬁdingwfurther o
study an& consultation on ways to secure the cessation of hostilities. 'The USSR
moved that since it appeared that consideration of the item had been completed,

the Council should proceed to the consideration of the USSR item. The USSR motion

vas rejected by 10 votes to 1 and the Council adjourned its consideration of ‘the
New Zealand item. ' 7
No further request for discussion of this item has been received and it has

not been disc@ssed by the Security Couﬁcil sincé 1L February 1955.

28, SITUATION CREATED BY THE UNILATERAL ACTION OF

THE EGYPTIAN GOVERNMENT IN BRINGING TO AN END -

THE SYSTEM OF INTERNATIONAL OPERATION OF THE

SUEZ CANAL, WHICH WAS CONFIRMED AND COMPLETED

BY THE SUEZ CANAL CONVENTION OF 1888
On 23 September 1956, France and the United Kingdom requested (S/305L)

the President to convene a meetins on 20 September to consider this item, and
referred to their letter of 12 September (S/3G45) which had drawn the attention
ol the President of the Council to the situation created by the action of the
Epyptian Government in attempting unilaterally to bring to an end the system of
international operation of the Suez Canal, which had been confirmed and completed
Ly the Suez Canal Conventior of 1888. The letter had added that since the action
of' the Egyptian Govermment had created a situation which might endanger the free
and open passage of shipping through the Canal, a conference had been called in
London on 15 August 1955. Of the twenty-two States attendins that conference,
eighteen, representin-; over SO0 per cent of the user interest in the Canal, had
put forward provosals to Fgypt for the future operation of the Canul. The
Fgyptian Government had vefused to necotiate on the basis ¢l those proposals.
The tvo Governments consilered that the Lgypvien retusal was an apgravation of
the situetion which, if allowed to continue, would constitute a manifest danger
to peacc aad security,

“toits 7ibth meecing (20 Seplember) the Council unonimwously ineluded this

Q

7y

item on its agenda and vejected by O votes to 2 with 5 abstentions a proposal to
consider 1T simultoneoucly with on Fpyptian iten also rvelatin., to the Suez Canol
(see item 29 bclow). The Couneil also invited the revresentative r . Egypt to

particivate in the discussion,

/...
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*~ The Council continued its discussioﬁ of this question at its 735th to T56th
meetings (5, 8 and 9 October), and then continued its consideration in the course
of its T39th through Thlst meetings, held in private on 9, 1l and 12 October.

Following further consideration at its Th2nd and Th3rd meetings (13 October),

the Council unanimously adopted resolution 118 of 13 October 1956 agreeing that-

any settlement'Of'thefSuezrqpestion—should—meetrtheffollowing~rquirements;—ffw A

(1) there should be free and open transit through the Conal without discrimination,
overt or covert - this to cover both political and technical aspects; (2) the
sovereignty of Egypt should be respected; (3) the operation of the Cénal shbuld
be insulated from the politics of any country; (4) the manner of fizing tolls
and charges should be decided by agreement between Egypt and the “isers; (5) a
fair proportion of the dues should be allotted to development; and (6) in cascs
of disputes, unresolved affairs between the Suez Canal Company and the Egyptian
Government should be settled by arbitration with suitable terms of reference and
suitable provisions for the -payment of sums found to be due. The prineciples set
out in the resolution had been agreed to in the course of private meetin;s of
the Ministers for Forveign Aiffairs of Fgypt, France and the United Kingdom, held
in the office of the Secretary-General.

At the same meeting the Council, owing to the nepative vote of a permanent
member, failed to adopt four other operative paragraphs which had folloved the
adopted part of the resolution as originally submitted by France and the United
Kingdom (S/3671). The vote was 9 to 2, The Council did not vote on a draft
resolution of Yumoslavia (8/5672), or on the joint draft resolution submitted
previously by France and the United Kingdom (S/36635).

{ith a letter dated 24 Anril 1957, the Minisler oi Foreisn Affairs oi Igypt
transmitted (5/3818) a Declaration on the Suez Canal and the arranzements fou its
operation, made on 24 April by the Government of Egypt "in fulfilment of theiw
participation in the Constantinople Convention of 10CG, noting their understanding
of the security Council resolution of 135 October 1955 aud in line with their
stotements relating o it before the Council", and requested thot the Declaration,
with the obligutions thereiu, which constituied an international instruwmenc, chould

be received and remistered accordingly by the Decretoriat.

/...
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In the light of thls Declaratlon, the Securlty Counc1l gave further
consideration to this question at its 776th and T77th meetings_ (26 Aprll 1957),
convened at the request of the United States (S/3817 and Rev. 1), and at its
T76th and 779th meetings (20 and 21 May), convened at the request of France
(5/3829). The Council took no new decision on the item, but the President made
a statement summarlzlngiihe v1ews of the maJorluy andragclarlng that the Coun011447
remained seized of the question. The USSR and Fgypt expressed reservations on the
President's summary, L

With a letter dated 18 July (5/3818/Add 1), the Minister for Foreign Affairs
of Egypt, in pursuance and for the purposes of paragraph 9 (b) of the Fgyptian
Declaration, transmitted a declaration on the compulsory Jurisdiction of the
International Court of Justice, in acéOrdance with article 36, paragraph 2, of
the Statute. —

With a letter dated 20 May 1958 (S/L01k4), the Minister of Foreign Affairs of
the United Arab Republic (formerly Egypt) transmitted, in connexion with
paragraph 8 of the Declaration on the Suez Canal, the text of Heads of Agreement
sizned by his Government and representatives of the stockholders of the Universal
Suvez Canal Company, which dealt with arrangements for full and final settlement
of comwensation due stockholders of that Company.

No further request for discussion of this item has been received and it

has not been discussed by the Security Council since 21 May 1957.
(See related items 127 above and 29 and 32 below, )

29. ACTIONS AGAINST EGYFT BY SOME FOWERS, PARTICULARLY
FRANCE AND THE UNITED KINGLOI, WHICH CONSTITUIE A
DANGER IO INTERNATTONAL PEACE AND SECURITY AND ARE
SERTOUS VIOLATIONS OF THE CHARTER OF THE

UNITED NATTONS

On el September 195% (3/3056) the representotive of Fgypt recalled his letter
ol 17 September (5/5650) concerning the Suez Canal and requested that the Couneil
be urgently convened to consider this item., In that letter Fgypt had stated,

inter alia, that on 25 July 1955, the Government of Frypt had enacted a law
LA, Y Ve

nationalizing the Suez Cenal Compony, an action taken by Feypt in Lhe full

exercise of its sovereirsn ri-hts and without challenre Lo o infringement of the



rightsrofiany nation. It had been met by declarations by France and the United

Kingdom conveying threats of force, by measures of mobilization and movement of
armedrforcgs{iby hpst%}eiébbném%c;measures;ﬁand by incitement to the employees
and pilots working in the Canal to ébandéﬁrtﬁéifﬁﬁork inran attemptwto saﬁotage -
the operationfof:thgfcanalj Sevefalwoffefs by the Government or Egypt to enter
into negotiations at a conference for reviewing the Convention of 1€88 had beem ~~~
made to no avail, and instead certain Governments had created a "Users Association”,
which Egypt considered incompatible with its dignity and sovereign rights. Being
determined to spare noieffoft to réachAa peacefﬁl solution of the Suez Canal
question on the basis of the recognition of the legitimate and sovereign rights
of Egypt and in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations, Egypt
considered it in&ispensable that an end be put to acts such as those complained -
of, which were a serious danger to international peace and security and were
violations of the Charter. - 7 .
At its T3bth meeting (26 September) the Council included the Egyptian item
in its agenda by 7 votes to none with L abstentions, and rejected by 6 votes to 2
with 3 abstentions a proposal that it be considered simultaneously with the item
on the Suez Canal submitted by France and the United Kingdom (see item 28 above).
Following the adoption by the Council of resolution 118 of 13 October 1956
relating to the complaint of France and the United Kingdom, the Minister for
Foreipn Affairs of Egypt addressed a letter to the President of the Council on
15 October (5/3679) in which he stated that as a contribution by the Government
of Egypt to the provision of a proper atmosphere for future negotiations, he had
not pressed for the immediate consideration of the itewm on the Council's agenda
which hod been submitted by Egypt.
No further request for discussion of this item has been received and it
has not been discussed by the Security Council since 2. September 1956.

(see related items 12T and 28 above and %2 below,)
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T 7 20, THE SITUATION IN HUNGARY

" " 0n 27 October 1955, France, the United Kingdom and the United States of

America,E@qugsteé,(s/3690)A%Ameeting Qf,thQ,QQQHCil,EQ,QQnsider,an,iiem,entitled,,f},”hfi

"Mhe situation in Hungary" pursuant to the provisions of Article 3k, It was

sfatédithét“fofeign,military forcesuin”Hungary'were violently repressing the
rightéfof thekHungarianfbebplé, which were éecﬁféd Bygéﬁé ngéty of Péace to 7
which Hungaryiand'the Allied and Associated Powers wéfe parties. On 28 October 1956,
the representative of the Hungarian People's Republic transmitted (5/3691) a o
proﬁééﬁig§ihis Government against t@g calling’pf a meeting to considgr'questions
regarding the events in Hung;ry.’*lt stated that the évents of 22 October 1955
and thereafter, and the measures taken in the course of those events, were
exclusively within the domestic jurisdiction of Hungary.

At the Th6th meeting (26 -October), the Council decided, Ly 9 votes to 1 with
1 abstention, to include the question in its agenda and invited the representative
of Hungary to participate in the discussion., The item was discussed at that
meeting and three further meetings (752nd to 754th) on 2, 3 and 4 November 1956.

On 3 November, the United States submitted a draft resolution (8/3730) under
which, inter alia, the Council would: call upon the USSR to desist forthwith
from any intervention, narticularly armed intervention, in the internal affairs
of Hungary; express the hope that the USSR would withdraw all its forces from
Hungary without delay; affirm the right of the Hungarian people to a governument
responsive to its national aspirations and dedicated to its independence and
well-being; request the Secretary~General, in consultation with the heads of
appropriate speecialized agencies, to explore on an urgent basic the nced of the
Hungarian people for rood, medicine and other similar supplics, and to repor®
to the Council as soon as possible; and request all Members, and invite national
and international humanitarian organizations to co-operate in making available
such supnlies as might be required by the Hunrarian peoule,

On Sunday, 4 November 1956, the Council was urgently sumroned to meet atb
% a.m, to consider the question.

The Council had belore it a reviced United States Jdealt resolution
(8/3720/Rev,1) by which, in addition to the above-mentioned prowisions, uhe

Council would call upon the ULHR to cease the introluction of additional armed

[vs.
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forces into Hungary and to withdraw all its forces from that country without delay.

It received 9 votes in favour to 1 against, and was not adopted owing to the

negative vote of a permanent member of the Counecil. One member did not participate

in the vote but subsequently requested that its vote be 1ecorded as an abstenivion. —— -
 The United States then submitted a draft resolution (8/3733), which the

Council adopted by 10 votes to 1 as vesolution 12C 7 4 November 1956, under

which the Council decided to call =n emergency special session of the General

Assenbly, as prOV1ded for in Gene gl Assemh! y resolution 377 (7) entitled -

"Uniting. for _peace"”, to consider the Sltudl(UL in Hungary, The mattcr was )

thereafter dealt with by the General Assembly. V -
No further request for discussion of this item has been received and it has

not been discussed by the Security Council since L November 1050.

31, MILITARY ASSISTANCE RENDERED BY THE IEGYFTIAN GOVERNMENT
TO TAE REBELS IN ALGERIA

On 25 October 1955, France requested (5/3689 and Corr.l) inclusion of the
iten "Military assistance rendered by tne Egyptian Government to the rebels in
\lzeria" .n the ngenda of a Torthcoming meeting of the Security Council. In an
accompanyiny wme:wranduwn, the French (overnment gave deteils of the selzure, on
16 October, of a ship loaded with arms and ammunition allegedly destined for the
ilgerien Maguis. T1 was charged that the ship had been loaded in Ale:..ndria by
Fgyptian military personnel in uniform, and had been carrying clandestine
passengers who had takun wmilitery training courses in Igypt.

At the ThTth neetin: (29 October), France repeated the charges made in the
above coummnication and requested the Council to take up the maiter immediately
in order to put an end to a situation which, if 1t continued, was likely to
threaten the maintenance of international peace snd secur- Jy. Tiae Security
Council decided without a vote to include the item in the agenda., The Fgyptian
delegation was then invited to warticipate in the debate and the wmeeting was
adjourned to pive it time .5 was. its preparations., The Council took no Turther
deeision on the item., A subseduent communication on the mattcr from the
representative of France (5/5753) was transmitteld to the President of the Decurity
Council on b February 1057.

No fu: her reques® for discussion of thiv item has been received and 1t has

/...

not beer discussed Ly the Security Council since 29 October 1956,
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32. LETTER DATED 30 OCTOBER 1956 FROM THE
REPRESENTATIVE OF EGYPT ADDRESSED TO
THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL

On 30 October 1955, Egypt stated (S/3712) that the United Kingdom Government

on that date had handed the Government of Egypt an ultlmgygmmpgrstop all warlike
actions by land, sea and air, withdraw all Fgyptian military forces ten miles from
the Suez Canal, and accept temporary occupation on Egyptian territory by British
and French forces of key positions at Port Said, Ismailia and Suez. Fgypt

reqpestei thav the SGCUIlby Lounc1l be convened 1mmed1ately to con51der the

British- Fiench act of abgre551on.

At its_T750th meeting (20 October) the Council included the Lgyptian complaint
in ite agenda by 7 votes to none with I abstentions and discussed it followin: the
completion of con81derat10n v the item: "The Palestine question: steps for the
immediate cessation of the military action of Israel in Hgypt" (see item 12 (T)
ahove ),

Discussion was conbinued at the 751ls* meetin: (Bl October).

Following rejection by 6 votes to 4 with 1 abstention of a motion by the
United Kingdom to declare a Yugoslav draft resolution (8/3719) out of order, the
security Council adopted it as resolution 119 ol 31 October 19506 by a vote of
T to 2 with 2 abstentions, Under its provisions the Council deciled to eall an
emergency special sexsion of the General Assembly as wiovided in General
Asseubly resolution 577 (V) of 3 November 1950 in order to make appropriate
recomrendations. The matter was thereafter dealt with by the Geaeral Assembly.

No further request Tor discussion of this item hos bren rercived and it has
not been discusse. by the Security Council since 51 October 1956.

(see related items 12T, 28 and 29 above.)
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53. LETTER DATED 13 FEBRUARY 1958 FRCM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE GF
TUNISIA TC THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL CONCERNING:
— -"COMPLAINT BY TUNISIA IN RESPECT OF AN ACT OF AGGRESSION CCMMITTED
AGAINST IT BY FRANCE ON 8 FEBRUARY 1958 AT SAKIET-SIDI-YOUSSEER'

3L, LETTER DPATED l& FEBRUARY 1958 FRCM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF

FRANCE TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY CCUNCIL CONCERNING:

"SITUATION RESULTING FRCM THE AID FURNISHED BY TUNISIA TO REBELS

ENABLING THEM TO CONDUCT OPERATIONS FROM TUNISIAN TERRITORY

DIRECTED AGAINST THE INTEGRITY OF FRENCH TERRITORY AND THE SAFETY
A OF THE PERSONS AND PROPERTY OF FRENCH NATICNALS"

On lBVFebruary*lQSB (5/3952), Tunisia requested the Tresident to convene the
Council for the purpose of considering the cowmplaint by Tunisia (@tem 55).7 On
17 February, in a further letter (8/3957) Tunisia attributed the threat to its
security to the presence of French *roops, which it wished withdrawn, and to
the war in Algeria. :

on 14 February (S/395L4), France requested that at its next meeting the
Council consider the complaint by France ogainst Tunisia (item 3h4).

At its 8llth meeting (18 February), the Security Council included these
tvo questions in its agenda without objection. Alfter having invited the
representatiﬁe of Tunisia to participate in the discussion and liscussing the
questions, the Council decided without objection to adjourn under rule 33, in
the light of th- efforts at conciliation which had been reported to it.

No [urther request for discussion of these items hss been received and it
has not been discussed by the Security Council since 18 February 1958.

(see related items 57 and A3 below,)

LETTER DATED 20 FEBRUARY 19573 FRCM THE REFRESENTATIVE OF THE SUDAN
APLRESGSED TO THE SECRETARY-GENERAL

N
1

On 20 February 1952 the Sudan requested (5/3963) an urgent meeting of the
Security Council .o discuss "the grave situation existing on the Sudan-Epypt
border, resulticg {rom thz massed concentration of fpyptian troops moving towords
the Sudoncce fronticrs."

The Council included the aqueréion in its ngendae yithout objection nt its

8l2th meeting (21 Februory) oud invited the represcabntives o Eeypl an Lhe Sudow

to participate in the discuscion.
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 After statements by the parties concerned and by members of the Council,
the President concluded the meeting by summing up the views of the Council to
the effect that it took note of the assurances of the representative of Egypt

regarding thehpostponementiof the settlement'of the frontiéeruestion-untilfﬁ

after the Sudanese electiong,

No further request for discussion of this item has been received and it has

rot been discussed by the Security Council since 21 Fetruary 1958.

36, CCMPLAINT OF THE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE USSR IN A LETTER TOrTHE .
PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL DATED 18 APRIL 1958 ENTITLED:
"URGENT MEASURES TO PUT AN END TO FLIGHTS BY UNITED STATES
MILITARY AIRCRAFT ARMED WITH ATOMIC AND HYDRCGEN BCMBS IN THE
DIRECTION OF THE FRONTIERS OF THE SOVIET UNION® ~

On 18 April 1958 the USSR requested (8/3990) the President to convene an
urgent meeting of the Security Council to consider ti.. question of "Urgent
measures to put an end to [lights by United States military aircraft armed with
atomic and hydrogen bombs in the direction of the frontiers of the Soviet Union".
On the same day, the USSR representative transwitted a statement (8/5991) on this
question made by the Minister ol Foreign Affairs of the USSR.

At its 8l3th meeting (21 April), the Security Council included the item
in its agenda without objection. The USSR introduced a draft resolution (S5/3993)
providing that the Security Council, considering that the practice of making such
flights incressed tension in international relations, constituted a threat to
the security of nations and, if continued, might lead to a breach of world peace
and the unleashing of an atomic war of annihilation, should call upon the United
States to refrain from sending its military aircraft carrying atomic and hydrogen
boumbs towards the frontiers of other States for the purpose of creating a threat
to their security or steging military demonstrations.

After o discussion by the Council, o motion by the USSR to adjourn further
consideration of the matter until the afternoon of the following day, 22 April,
wvas rejected by 4 votes to 2, with 5 abstentions. Following further discussion,
the Council rejected another USSR motion to adjourn consideration until the

morning of 22 April, by 6 votes to 2, with 3 abstentions. The representative of
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The SecurityVCpuncilfcontinugd itsupons;derationrqfithigiqgestiqnfatAits; 77777777
8lhth through 817th meetings (29 April to 2 May). The Council had the following
proposals before it for consideration: | |

(1) A dralt resolution submitted by the United States on 28 April (S/3995)
providing that the Security Council, inter alia, should reccmmend that there be
prcmptly'establishcdithe Northern zone of internaticnal inspectioﬁ agaiﬁét surprise
attackg_comprisipg the area north of the Arctic Circle with certain exceptions and a
additions, that was considered by the United Nations Disarmament Sub-Committee -
of Canada, France; thE"USSR,*the’Uhited Kingdém and the United States during T
Avgust 1957; call upon the five States mentioned, together with Denmark and
Norway, and any other Statés haviﬁg territory north of the Arctic Circle which
desired to have such territory included in the zone of inspection, at once to
designate representatives to participate in immediate discussions with a view : -
to agréeing bn the technical arrangements required; and decide to keep the matter
on its agenda for such further consideration.as might be required.

(2) A draft resolution submitted by the USSR on 28 April (8/3997) identical
to the draft resolution (5/3993) withdrawn at the previous meeting, with the
addition of a new paragraph providing that the Security Counhcil, mindful of the o
necessity for taking steps as soon as possible to avert the threat of atomic
wvarfare and ease international tension, should note with satisfaction that
preliminary talks were in progress between the interested States with a view
©d the convening of a summit conference to discuss a number of urgent problems,
including the question of drawving up meacures to preclude the danger of surprise
attack, and should express the hope that the summit conference would be held at
the earliest possible date,

(3) An amendment by Sweden (5/35998) to the United States draft resoLution,
submitted on 29 April, providing for the insertion of o new next-to-last
paragraph whereby the Council would express the vieuv that such discussions might
serve as a useful basis for the deliberations on the disarmament problem at the
summit conference on the convening of which talks were in progresc.

At the 816th meeting (2 May), the United Ctates accepted the Swedish
amendment, with the substitution ol the word "a" Tor the word "the" belore the

vords "summit conference'". This change was accepted by Sweden.
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At the 817th meetingi(a May), theicouncil voted'on the pr0posals before it.

Swedish amendment 8/3998 recelved 10 votes 1n favour and 1 agalnst. The

negatlve vote belng that of a permanent member of the Coun01l, the draft resolution

vas " not adopted. The USSR draft resolutlon S/3997) vas reJected by 9 votes
to 1, with 1 abstentlon.
No further request for discussion of this item has been received and it has

not been discussed by the Security Council since 2 May ;958.

37. LETTER DATED 29 MAY 1958 FROM THE REPRESENTATIVE OF TUNISIA TO
THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL CONCERNING: "COMPLAINT
BY TUNISIA IN RESPECT OF ACTS OF ARMED AGGRESSION COMMITTED
AGAINST IT SINCE 19 MAY 1958 BY THE FRENCH MILITARY FORCES
STATIONED IN ITS TERRITORY AND IN ALGERIA"

38. LETTER DATED 29 MAY 1958 FRCM THE REPRESENTATIVE OF FRANCE TO
THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY CCUNCIL CONCERNING: (a) "THE
COMPLAINT BRCUGHT BY FRANCE AGAINST TUNISIA ON 14 FEBRUARY 1958"
(SEE ITEM 34 ABOVE); AND (b) "THE SITUATION ARISING CUT OF THE
DISRUFTION, BY TUNISIA, OF THE MODUS VIVENDI WHICH HAD BEEN
ESTABLISHED SINCE FEBRUARY 1958 WITH REGARD TO THE STATIONILG
OF FRENCH TRCOPS AT CERTAIN FOINTS IN TUNISIAN TERRITORY"

On 29 May 1958, Tunisia requested (S/4OL3) the President of the Security
Council to convene a meeting to consider the complaint by Tunisia (item 37), ang
transmitted an explanstory memorandum on the question. On 1 June, it transmitted
a further memorandum (S/40l9) outlining the events complained of.

On 29 May, France requested (S/MOL5) that at its next mesting the Security
Council consider the complaint by France (item 38 above), and also transmitted
an explanatory memorandum.

At its 819th meeting (2 June), the Security Council included these items in
its agenda without objection and invited the representative of Tunisia to
participate in their consideration. After discussion at the 819th and 820th
neetings (2 June) and at the $Plst weeting (4 June), the Council agreed without
objection to a French proposal that discussion be adjourned until 18 June to

allow conversations to tuke place betwcen the parties.
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At its 826th meeting (18 June), the Security Council continued its

consideration of the two items. France and Tunisia informed the Council that on

17 June an agreement, in the form of an exchange of letters, had been reacned
berween thc1r two Governments, prov1d1ng for the evacuation of French trOOps from
Tunisian territory within four months, v1th the exceptlon of those ‘stationed
«n Bizerte, and for negetiations to define a provisional status for the base at
Bizerte. The President of the Security Council welcomed the statements of the
representatives of France and Tunisia and congratulated both Governments for
naving-encceeded-in remo#ing theif difficulties*throuéh direct negotiatione.

No further request for discussion of this item has been received and it has
not been discussed by the Security Council since 18 June 1958.

(See related items 33 and 3L above.)

39, REPORT BY THE SECRETARY-GENERAL, ON THE LETTER RECEIVED FRCM
THE MINISTER FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS OF THE ROYAIL, GOVERNMENT OF
LAQOS, TRANSMITTED BY A NOTE FRCM THE PERMANENT MISSION OF
LAOS TO THE UNITED WATIONS, 4 SEFTEMBER 1959
In a letter dated 5 September 1959 (5/4213), the Secretary-General requested
the President to convene the Security Council urgently to consider an item
entitled "Report by the Secretary-General on the letter received from the Minister
for Foreign Affairs of the Royal Government of Laos, transmitted by 2 note from
the Permanent Mission of Laos to the United Nations, U September 1959". The
communication [rom Laos to which he referred (S/4212) cherged that since
16 July 1959, foreign troops had been crossing the northeastern frontier of Laos

.

an’ engaging in military action ogainst garrison units of the Royal Laotian Army.
Elements from the Democratic Republic of Viet-Nam had teken part in a more
violent sttack on 50 August, with support by artillery fire from across the t
frontier. In these circumstances, Laos requested the assistance of the United
Nations, and asked that on emergency force should be dispatched at a very early
date in order to halt the aggression and prevent it frcm spreading. The letter
requested the Scecretory-General to take the appropriate procedursl action on its

request.

oo
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The Security Council included the question in its agenda at its 84Tth meeting
(7 September 1959) and continued the discussion at its BU8th meeting.

A joint draft resolution (s/uem) wvas submitted by France, the Unlted

Klngdom and the Unlted St*tes, vhlch prov1ded ‘that the Council would dec1de
to app01nt a sub-commlttee, consisting of Argentina, Italy, Japan and Tunisia,
with instructions to examine the statements made before the Council concerning
Laos, to receive further stotements anddocuments and to conduct such 1nqu1r1eu
as it might determlne necegsary, and to report to the Counc1l as sooh as poss1ble.r

Following a request made by the renresentative of the USSR, the Council
voted on the questlon whether the vote on the J01nt draft resolution should be
considered procedural in character. There were 10 votes in favour to one against, -
the negative vote being that of a permanent member, and the President ruled thaot
the vote on the joint draft resolution shogld be regarded as procedural. The
joint draft resolution was then adopted by 10 votes inrfavour to one againét
(resolution 132 of 7 Septemberrl959).

The report of the Sub-Committee (S/L236) was submitted on 3 November 1959,
It has not been discussed by the Council.

No further request Tor discussion of this item has been received and it has

not been discussed by the Security Council since 7 September 1959.

4Lo. LETTER DATED 25 MARCH 1960 FRCM THE REFRESENTATIVES OF
AFGHANISTAN, BURMA, CAMBODIA, CEYLON, ETHIOPIA, FEDERATION
OF MALAYA, GHANA, GUINEA, INDIA, INDONESIA, IRAN, IRAQ,
JAPAN, JORDAN, LAOS, LEBANON, LIBERIA, LIBYA, MORCCCO,
NEPAL, PAKISTAN, PHILIPPINES, SAUDI ARABIA, SUDAN,
THAILAND, TUNISIA, TURKEY, UNITED ARAB REFUBLIC AND
YEMEN ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL

In a letter dated 25 Morch 1950 (8/4279 and Aud.l), twenty-nine African
and Asian Member States requested the President of the Security Council under
Article 35 (1) of the Charter to convene on urgent meeting of the Council to

"the situntion orising out of the lorre-scale killings of unarmed ond

concider
peaceful demonstrators sgninst rocisl discriminotion ard segregution in the
Union of Jouth Alrica'. They cougsidered that the situation had greve
potentialitier Tor internsotionsl friction, which endangered the maintenance of

internotional peace and security.
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'7TheiSecurity Council placedgfheiitemion itsragenda'atgits 85;st meetingi
(50 March 19§Q) and decided, pursuant to their requests, to invite the
representatives of the Union of South Africa, Ethiopia, Ghana, Guinea, India,
Liberia and Pakistan to participate, without vote, in its deliberations. At the
853rd meeting (31 March) it extended a similar irvitation to the representative
of Jordan, ) 7 i .

The Security Council discussed the item at its 85}st throug@i856tqimeetings,
held on 30 and 31 March and 1. April 1960. At the C5hth meeting, Bcuador
submitted a-draft resolution (S/4299) which provided, interralia,'ﬁhaﬁ'the
Security council should: recoghize that the situation in the Union of South
Africa was one that had led to international friction and if continued might
endanger international peace and security; deplore that the recent disturbances
in the Union should have led to the loss of liie of so many Africans;gnd extend
to the familiés of the victius iﬁs deepest sympathies; deplore the policies
and actions of the Union Government which had given rise to the present situation;
call upon that Government to initiate measures aimed at bringing about racial
harmony based on equality in order to ensure thot the present situation did not
continue or recur and to abandon its policies of apartheid and raciel
discrimination; and request the Secretary-General, in consultation with the
Government of the Union of South Africa, to make such arrangements as would
adequately help in upholding the purposes and principles of the Charter and to
report to the Security Council vhenever necessary and appropriate.

At its 856th meeting, the Security Council adopted the draft resolution by
9 votes to none, with 2 abstentions (resolution 134 of 1 April 1960).

Pursuant to that resolution, the Secretary-General inflormed the Security
council on 23 January 1961 (5/L635) that he had visited the Union of South Africa
and had held consultations with the Prime Minister of the Union; however, with
regard to his mandate under puragrsph 5 of the resolution, no mutually acceptable
arrangement had been found to date.

No further request for discussion oi' this item has been received and it
has not been discusgsed by the 3ecurity Council since 1 April 1960.

(Gee related item 57.)
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1, CABLE DATED 18 MAY 1960 FROM THE MINISTER FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS
OF THE UNION OF SOVIET SCCIALIST REPUBLICS ADDRESSED TO THE
"FRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL

By o cable dated 18 May 1960 (S/M314), the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the
Union of Soviet—Socialist Rebﬁblics requested the President of the Security
Council to convene the Council urgently to examine the question of "Aggressive
acts by the Air Force of the United States of America against the Soviet Union,
creating a threat to universal peace". On l9iMay, the Foreign Ministéf of the
USSR transmitted an explanatory. memorandum {S/4315 and Corr.l) in amplification
of' his request.

At its 857th meeting the Security Council included this guestion in its
agenda, and considered it at its 857th through 860th meetings, held between
23 and 26 May.

On 25 May, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics intrcduced a draft
resolution (S/4321) whereby the Security Council, having examined the guestion
of "Aggressive acts by the Air Force of the United States of America against the
Soviet Union, creating a threat to universal peace", noting that violations of
the sovereignty of other States are inccmpatible with the principles and purposes
of the Charter of the United Nations, and considering that such actions create g
threat to universal peace, would condemn the incursions by United Sta“es aireralt
into the territory of other Stotes and regord them as aggressive acts; and would
request the Government of the United States to adopt immediate measures to halt
such actions and to prevent their recurrence.

The USSR draf't resolution was put to the vote at the 850th neeting
(26 May 196G0). It received 2 votes in favour to ( against, with 2 sbstentions
ond was not adopted.

No farther request [or discussion of this item hos been received and it

has not been discussed by the Sccurity Council since 20 May 1950.
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-~ k2. -LETTER DATED 23 MAY 1960 FRCM THE REPRESENTATIVES OF e
ARGENTINA, CEYLON, ECUADOR AND TUNISIA ADDRESSED TO
- THE PRESIDENT OF TEE SECURITY COUNCIL

By a letter dated 23 May 1960 (8/4323), Argentina, Ceylon, Ecuador and
Tunisia submitted a dpgiﬁ;;ggQLptibn fq;i;hg_gggg;dergtignféffthe_security Council
and requestedfthe inclusion of’ the subject as an item in the agénda t£0 be o -
considered by the Council at the conclusion of the item contained in
document S/L3L4 (item L4l above). According to the draft resolution accompanying -
the letter, the Security Council, inter alia, noting with regret that the hopes
of the world for a succéséfulwméetiné of the Heads78f7G6Verhméﬁf of France, ﬁhe
United Kingdom, the United States and the USSR had not been fulfilled, and
considering that those developments had caused great disappointment and concern
in world public opinion and that the resulting situation mipght lead to an increase
of international tensionsilikely td-endanger ﬁeace and éecﬁrity;tould.(l) recommend
that the Governments concerned seek solutions of existing international
problems by negotiation or other peaceful means as provided in the Charter of
the United Nations; (2) appeal to all Meuwber Governments to refrain Trom any
action which might increase tensions; (3) request the Governments concerned to
continue their efforts towards disarmament and the prohibition of nuclear weaponc
tests under an international control system and their negotiations on the
technical aspects of measures against the possibility of surprise attack, as
recommended by the G=neral Assembly in its resolutions; and (4) urge the
Governments of Frunce, the United Kingdom, the United Stotes and the USSR to
resume discussions as soon as possible and to avail themselves of' the assistance
that the Security Council and other approprisnte orgwens ol the United Nations
might be able to render to that end.

The Security Council included this question in its agenda at the O6Lst
meeting (20 May 19€0) ond continued the considerotion at its 862nd and 863rd
meetings (27 May).

At the £61st meeting, the USSR introduced smenduwents (5/4320) to the
four-Pover draflt resolution (S/4%2%). They provided an follows: (1) to insert,

alter the Ficst preucbulor parageaph, o paragraph rending:;  "Congidering thot

the incyrsion of foreipgn wilitory aircralt iuto the territory of other Stnles
iz incompatible with the principles and purposes of the Undied Nations wund

oo
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constitutes a threat to peace and international security"; (2) to add the
following wprdswto—theiend of*-the-second- operative paragraph: -~ "including the
dispatch of their aireraft into the airspace of other States"; and (3) to redraft
the third operative pg;égraphpﬁdAggag:f;ﬁRequests the Governments;concerned o]
continue their efforts towards the achievement of general add complete
disarmament and the discontinuance of all nuclear weapons tests under an
appropriate international control system as well as their negotiations on measures
to prevent surprise attack". 7 ‘ o

At the 863rd meeting; Argentina;fceylbn, Ecuador and Tunisia intréauced
a revised text (S/h}g}/ﬁey,e)wqf their draft resolution, ih which the second and
third operative paragraphs vere redrafted as Tollows; "2. Appeals to all
Memober Governments te refrain from the usé or threat of force in their
international relations;ito'respect eachiother's sovefeignty, ferritor;él
integrity and political independence; and to refrain from any action which wmight
increase tensions"; and "3. Requests the Governments concerned to continue their
efforts to achieve a constructive solution of the question of general and
complete disarmament under eflfective international control in accordance with
resolution 1378 (XIV) of the General Asseubly and the discontinuance of all
nuclear weapons tests under an appropriate international control system as well
as their negotiations on measures to prevent surpris: attack, including technical
measures, as recommended by the General Assembly.

At the 803rd meeting, the representative of the USSR stated that he would
not press for a vote on the third amendment submitted by his delegation. The
Council then voted upon the first and second USSR amendments (S/4326), which were
rejected by a vote of 2 in favour, to 6 against, with 3 abstenticns. The Council
then adopted the revised four-Power draft resolution by 9 votes to none, with
2 obstentions (resolution 135 of 27 May 19C0).

No further request for discussion ol this item has been received and it has

not been discussed by the Security Council since 27 Moy 1960,
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"~ L3. LETTER DATED 13 JULY 1960 FROM THE SECRETARY-GENERAL
'”*’*f"“**”OF THE UNITED NATIONS ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF
-~ ———— - ~THE SECURITY-COUNCIL-- B R

In a letter dated 13 July 1960 (S/h“Bl) the Secretary-General informed the
President_of the Security Council that he had to bring to the attention of the
Council a matter which in his opinion might threaten the maintenance of
international peace and security. Accordlngly, he requested an urgent meeting
of the Council to hear his report on a demand for Unlted Natlons action in relation
to the Repgpl}u of the Congo. He also 01rculated cablegrams dated 12 and 13 July

(5/4382) from the,Pres1dent,and the Prime Minister of the Republic of the Congo
transmitting their Government's request for the uvrgent dispatch by the United
Nations of mllltary assistance to the Congo.

The Securlty Counc1l placed the item on its agenda at its 873rd meeting on
13 July. Further consideration took place at meetings on 20 to 22 July, 8 and
9 August, 21 August, and 9 through 16 September. In the course of its discussion,
the Council extended invitations to participate to representatives of Belgium,
the Republic of the Congo, Yugoslavia, Indonesia, Ghana, Guinea, Morocco, the
United Arab Republic, Ethiopia and Liberia.

At the 8T73rd meeting, the Council, after rejecting USSR amendments (S/4386)
to a Tunisian draft resolution (S/4383), adopted the latter Ly 8 votzs to none,
with 3 abstentions (resolution 143 of 14 July 1960). By that resolution, the
Ccuneil, inter alia, (1) called upon the Goverrment of Belgium to withdraw its
troops from the territory of the Republic of the Congo; and (2) decided to
authorize the Secretary-General to take the nccessary steps, in consultation with
the Government -~ the Republic of the Congo, to provide the Government with such
military assistunce as might be necessary until, through the efforts of the
Congolese Govermment with the technical assistance of the United Nations, the
national security forces might be able, in the opinion of the Government, to meet
fully their tasks.

On 22 July, at the 87'*th meeting, the Council unanimously adopted a draft
resolution of Ceylon and Tunisia (S/L4OL), inter alia, (1) calling upon the
Government of Belgium to implement specdily the Council resolution of 14 July on

The withdrawal of' its troops and avthorizing the Secretary-General to take all

/...
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necessary action to that effect; (2) requesting all States to refrain from-any-

action which might tend to impede the restoration of law-and. order and the . — .. ... . _
exercise by the Goverrment of the Congo of its authority and also to refrain frcm
any action whlch might undermine the terrltorlal 1ntegr1ty and _the_ polltlcal
1ndependence of the Republlc of the Congo; and - (3) ccumending - the Secretary General***;;li
for the prcmpt action he had taken to carry out Council resolution 14% and his

first report (resolution 145 of 22 July 1960). A USSR draft resolution (s/Lho2),

which would have 1ns1sted _on the Jimmediate- cessatlon of -armed 1ntervent on agalnst -

the Republlc of the. Congo and.the_ w1thdraﬁal within_ three days of aggressor
troops, was not pressed to a vote.

At the 885th mee’ing (8 August 1960) Tunisia introduced a draft resolution
(s/ub2l), sponsored by Ceylon and Tunisia. Under the terms of that draft

resolutlon, the Security Council, inter alia, noting with satisfaction the progress

made in carrying out its resolution in respect Of—the territory of the Republic
of the Congo other than the Province of Katanga and recognizing that the withdrawal
of Belgian troops frcm that Province would be a positive contribution to and
essential for the proper implementeticn of the Council's resolutions, would:
(1) confirm the authority given to the Secretary-General by the resolutions of
14 and 22 July and request him to continue to carry out the responsibility placed
on him thereby, (2) call upon the Government of Belglum to withdraw- 1mmed1ately
its troops frcm tﬁe Province of Katenga under speedy modalities determined by the
Secrelary-General and to assist in every possible way the implementation of the
Council's resolutions; (5) declare that the entry of the United Nations force into
the Province of Katanga was necessary for the full implementation of the
resolution; (h) reaffirm that the United Nations Torce in the Congo would not be
a party to or in any way intervene in or be used to influence the outccme of any
internal conflict, constitutional or otherwise- (5) call upon all Member States,
in accordance with Articles 25 and 49 of the Charter, to accept and carry out the
decisgions of the GSecurity Council and to afford mutual assistance in carrying out
measures decidea upon by the Council; and (6) request the Scerctary-Gereral to
icplement the resolution and to report further to the Council as appropriate.

The USSR “ntroduced a dralt rescolution (S/L425) at the same meeting,

according to which the Security Council would (1) note that the Belgian Government
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vas grossly violating the decisions-of-the-Council calling for the speedy
withdrawal of Belgian troopsgfrém the territéry of the7Congofand the -maintenance-
of the ﬂerritoriéiuintegrity and politicéiiindependence ofitheiRepublic of the

Congo: (2) 1mpose on_the Secretary General the obllgatlon to take- dEClslve

measures, without he31tatlng tc use any means to that end, to remove the Belglan
troops frcm the territory of the Congo and to put an end to acts directed agalnst

the territorial 1ntcgr1ty of the Republlc of the Congo; and (3) instruct the.

Secretary- -General torleport v1th1n a perlod of three days on the measures taken

to implement that decision of the Coungil..

mi

The Security Council proceeded to the vote at its 886th meetlng which had
run over into Y August. The joint draft resolution of Ceylon and Turisia (S/bhu2lk)

as adopted by Y votes to none,rwith;g;gﬁstentiggg (resolution 146 of

O August 1960), and the representative of the USSR stated that his delegation did
not press for a vote on its draft reSéiutiOnw(S7MM25);

At the 888th niceting (21 August 1960), the USSR introduced a draft resolution
(5,8453) accordings to which the Security Council would decide to establish a
group consisting ofirepresentatives of those States Members of the United Nations
yhich had supplied armed {orces to assist the Republie of the Congo, in order
that the group, acting iu conjunction with the Secretary-General, might ensure on
the spot and without delay the execution of the decisions of the Council,
including the withdrawal of Belpian troops ircm Congolese territory and the
saleguarding of the territorial inteprily and politlical independence of the Congo.
The regolulion weuld further deem it pecessary that the Secretary-Geneval and the
group should ccnsult daily with the lawful Goverrmen® of the Congo during their
implementation cof the Council's decisiong, and instruct the Socretary-General to
Mundich the Couneil with 2 report cn the implementation of the resolution.

At th- 880th meeting the vepresentative of the USSR, noting that s wajority
vas not prepared Lo gupport the USSR draft regeolubticn at that stage, staled that
hig delegation wvould nel press for a vote o the dreaflt resclution.

AL the 2COih weetins (16 Ceplember 1700), the Council, by 7 votes Lo O, with

¢ nbotenticng, rejected o USCR dract rescl. ion (S/MSLP‘ whichk vould, inter alia,

bave invited the Secretnyy-General and the Couymand of 1he United Hations trrce in

Tiee Copeo Lo ceage forllaith apy Corm o inkerfevence in the intevnad ocdtaire of

[
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the Republlc of the Congo, and would have 1nstructed the Secretary Genelal to

remove _the. present Ccmmand of the force,ryhose actlons constituted_ flagrant__rge_egew_“

violation of the Council's decisions.

At the same meetlng, the Council &lso reJected by votes ranplng frem 6 to i
Vlth 1 ébgfertlon to-9- to 2 with no abstentlons, amendments (o/h by the USSR
t0 a JOlnt draft resolutlon of Ceylon and Tunlsla (S/M)EB) ‘The JOlnt draft )
resolution would have, inter alia, (1) reaffirmed the provicus resoluticns of the
Cogncil and urged tpeWSecretary-Genera} FQAgggzigggﬂtg_giyg;¥;gQIQQ§;7:; -
implementation to them; (2) called upon all Congolese within the Republic to seek -
a speedy solution by peaceful means of all their internal conflicts for the unity
and 1ntegllty of the Cong977(5) reafflrmed that the Unlted Natlons force should
contlnue to act to restore and maintain law and order as necessary for the
malntenance of 1nterna+1onal peace and security. and (h) reaffirmed specifically
its request to all States to_refrain from any dctlon which mlght tend-to- 1mpede
the restoration of 1aw and order and the exercise by the overnment of the Ccngo
of its authority and alSO'tO’refraln frem any action vhich might undermire the
territorial integrity and the political independence of the Republic, and decide
that no assistance for military purposes be sent to the Congo except as part of
the United Nations action, and also reaffirm its 1 tc all Member States to
accept and carry out the decisions of the Council a«und to afford mutual assistance
in carrying out measﬁres decided upon by the Council. The jeint draft resoluticn
received 8 votes to 2, with 1 abstention, and failed of adoption owing to the
negative vote of a permanent member of the Council.

The Council theﬁ, By 8 votes to 2, with 1 abstention, adopted a draft
resolution (8/4525) submitted by the United States, vhich provided that the
Council, taking into account that the lack of unanimity of ite permanent members
at the QC6th meeting had prevented it frcn exercising its primary responsibility
for the maintenance of internaticnal peace and security, decided to call an
emergency special session of the General Assembly as provided in General Assembly
resolution 377 A (V) of 3 Hovember 1250, in order o wake appropriate
rveccomendationsg (resolution 157 of 17 Septewber 1€6.0).,

The Decurity Council resuwsed its considevaticn oi' the questicn at the U12th
to 920th meetings (7 to 15 Decemver), on the basis of a note by the Secretary-

General (s/hY(1) transmitting a report of 5 Decemper frcm his Special



Representatlve and a statement dated 6 December (S/MSYB) by “the USSR, both
relatlng to actions taken agalnst Mr. Lumumba by the Congolese National Army -
At the 9lhth meeting (8 December) the USSR submitted a draft resolution B
(S/L)70) whereby the Securlty Council would, inter alia, call upon the oecretary-
General to secure the 1mmed1ate relense of Mr Lumumba, Prlme Mlnlster of the .
Republic of the Congo, Mr. Okito, President of the Senate, Mr. Kasongo, President -
ol the Chamber of Deputies and other ministers aﬁd deputies and, atutheisame time,
take all the necessary steps to ensure 1l the 1esumptlon of the aet1v1t1es of the -

lawful Government and Parl;ament of the- Republlc, request the Command of the ) ii

troops dispatched to the Congo by decision ol tne Counc1l immediately to disarm P
the terrorlst bands of Mobu+u, and call upon the Government of Belgium, in
accordance with the decision of the Council and the GeneralAAeéembly, 1mmed1ately
to withdraw Belgian military, paramilitary and civilian personnel frcm the Congo.

At the same meeting, a draft resolution (5/4578) vas swmitted by Argentina, -
Italy, the United Kingdom and the United States, under vhich the Council would:
(1) declare that any violation of human rights in the Conge ﬁae ihconsistent uith
the purposes that guide the United Nations and expect that no measures contrary to
recognized rules of lau and order uvould be taken by anyone against any persons -
held prisoner or under arrest anywhere in the Cougo; (2) express the hope that the
International Ccmmittee of the Red Cross would be allowed to examine detained
persons throughout the Congo -and their places and-conditions of detention and
othervise to obtain the necessary assurances for their safety; and (3) request the
Secretary-General to continue his efforts to assist the Republic in the restoration
of law and order throughout its territory and in ensuring respect for the human
dignity o all perscns vithin the country.

At the C20th meeting (15 December) the USSR submitted amendments (S/hSQY) to
the lcur-Power draft resolution (S/L578), providing, inter alia, for the
veplacement in operative paragraph 1 of the words following "Uniled Naticns" Ly a
request that the Ccmmand of trcops sent to the Congo in accordance with the
Council's decigion would take energetic action to ensure the immediate cessation
of the criminal violation of lav and order in the country by Mobutu's armed bands;
the deletion of cperative pavopraph ¢ and th. replacement of operative paragraph 5

by a request that the Ccommand chcould tale immediate zteps to disarm and disperse

[
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Mobutu;s Bahde, thereby creating the essential conditions for the restoration of
law and order in the country. e - -
At _the_same meeting, the USSR ‘amendments were- rejected by ocparate votes, and
“the four-Power draft resolution received 7 votes to 3, with 1 abvtentloﬁjgend was
not adopted 0w1ng to the negative vote of a- permanent member i The Councll then R

rejected the USSR draft- resolutlon ‘as a whole by 8 votes to 2, Ulth 1 abstention.

Following the voting, Poland introduced a draft resolution (S/L5¢8) whereby
the Council,would,request the Secretary-General to'undertake hecessary measures

in order.- to -Obtain the- 1mmed1ate release of Mr. Lumumba and of all persons who

were under arrest or detentlon despite their parliamentary immunity; and-also-to_
inform the Council as soon as possible on the measures taken and the results
thereof .~ Tle draft resolutlon wvas. rejected by a vote of 6 to 3, with -~~~ = %
2 abgctentions. - -

The Council resumed its consideration of the question at its OEMth to-Gzo 7thffm—ffl

meetings (12 to 1k Januar O61), being convened in 1e°ponue to a request of the B
USSR in a letter dated 7 January ( S/hGlG) that it examine charges that fresh acts
of Belgian aggression were being ccmmitted against the Congo in flagrant violation
of the international status of tﬁe Trust Territory of Ruonda-Urundi.

At the 926th meeting (15 January), a draft resolution of Ceylon, Liberia and
the United Arab Republic (s/h625) was submitted, vhereby the Council would call
upon Belgium as the Administering Authority of Ruanda-Urundi immediately to cease
all action against the Congo and to observe strictly its international cblipgations
under the Trusteeship Agreement and to taie immediate steps to prevent the
utilization of Ruanda-Urundi contrary to the purposes of the Council's resoluticns:
call upon Felgium to withdraw immediately frcm the Congeo all Belgian military and
paramilitary personnel, adviserg and techmiciang: and vecaamend that the Asseubly
consider the Belgian action as a violaticn of the Trusteeship Agreement.

At the 727th meeting (14 January), the draft rescinticn received U votes
to none, with | obstentions, and was not adopted.

Further consideration of the guesticn tcoX place at the 0928th Lo “42nd
meetings held bLetween 1 and 21 Februvary. Requests for the meeting had been made
By Ceylon, Ghana, Guineuw, Tibye, kali, Horceco, The United Avab Republic and

Yugoslavia in a letter of 20 Junuary (3/6041) hich asked for examinaticon of recent

/e
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developments whlch were hamperlng efforts to restore law and order and by the

USSR S/héhh Uhlch desired urgent cons1deratlon of the situation resultlng frem
nev acts of Belglan aggress10n The 933rd meeting (13 February) was_ adgourned,,,,
by 10 votes te 1, followlng recelpt of a report concernlng the murder'of o

Mr. Lumumba and two of hlS aldes.

At the 9)hth meeting (15 February), the USSR submltted a dwaft resolutlon
(S/l706) whereby the Security Council, having regard to the murder of the Prlme
Minister of the Congo, Mr. Lumumba, would dec151vely condemn the actlong of ;
under Article 41 should be applled to Belglum as an aggressor and call on the

States Members of the United | Natlons for the 1mmed1ate application of those

sanctlons; enjoin the Ccmmand of the troops in the Congo pursuant to the Council's
decision immediately’to”arrest’Tshcmbé’and'Mobutu in order to deliver them for
trial, to dlsarm all the mllltary unlts and the gendarmerle _forces under their-
control, and to ensure the immediate dlsarmlng and removal from the Congo of all
Belgian troops and Belgian personnel; direct that the "United Wations cperation”
in the Congo should be discontinued within one menth and all foreign troops
withdrawn frcm there so as to enable the Congolese people to decide its own
internal affairs; and deem it essential to dismiss Dag Hammarskjold frcm the post
of Secretary-General as a participant in and organizer of the violence ccmitted
againgt the leading statesmen of the Congo.

At the 938th meeting (17 February), Ceylon, Liberia and the United Arab
Republic submitted draft resoluticns (S/4722) under the first of which the Council
would urge that the United Waticns take immediately all appropriate measures to
prevent the occurrence of civil war in the Congo, incinding arrangements for
cease-fires, the halting of all military operations, the preventicn of clashes,
and the use of force, if necessary, in the last resort; urge that measures be
taken for the immediate withdrawal and evacuation frcm the Congo of all Eelgian
and other foreipn military and paramilitary personnel and peolitical advisers not
vnder the United Hations Cammand, and wercenaries’ call upon all States to taie
immediate and energetic measures to prevent the deporture of such personnel for
the Conre from their tervitories, und for the denial of transit and other
facilities to them; decide thot an immediete and iwpartial investigation be held

/
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"in order to ascertain the circumstances of the death of Mr. Lumumba and his

~colieagues and that the perpetrators of those crimes be punished; and reaffirm

its previous resolutlons on the questlon and remlnd all States of their

obllgatlons thereunder

convening of the Congolese—Parllament andrthe taklng of necessary,protectlve —

measures in that ccnnexion; urge that Congolese armed units and personnel should
be reorganlued and brought under discipline and control, and arrangements be made
on 1mpart1al and equltable bases_tQ uhat ‘end and vith a view to the e11m1na+1on
of ary p0531b111ty of -interference by—such units and-personnel in the political -
life of the Congo; and call upon all States to extend their full co-cperation and
assistance and take such measures as might be necessary for the implementation of
the resolution. I

: At the Ohls+ meeting (20 February) Ceylon, Ilberla and the Unlted Arab
Republlc submltted anotherAaraft resolutlon S/h? 5), for which they asl ed
priority. Under its provisions the Securlty Council would strongly condemn the
unlavuful arrests, deportations and assassinations of political leaders of the
Congo; call upon the authorities in lLeopoldville, Elisabethville and Kesai
irmediately to put an end to such practices; call upon the United Nations
authorities in the Congo to take all possible measures to prevent the occurrence
cf such outrages including, if necessary, the use of force as a last resort; and
decide upon an impartial investication to determine the responsibility for those
crimes and punishment of perpetrators of such crimes. q1e motion for priority
fcr that draft resolution was rejected, at the same mee ing, by 4 votes to none,
with 7 abstentions.

At the 942nd meeting (20/21 February), the Council voted on the draft
resolutions before it. The USSR draft resolution (S/L47C6) was rejected by
8 votes to 1, with 2 abstentions. The first draft resolution of Ceylon, Liberia
and the United Arab Republic (S/4722) was adopted by & votes to none, with
2 abstentions (resoluticn 161 of 21 February 161). The second draft resolution
of Ceylon, liberia and the United Arab Republic (5/4735,Rev.l) was wedified by
the deleticn, by a separate vote, of the authcerization in paragraph 5 of the use

of force as a last resort, Oral amenduents were adcpted owing to lhe negative

[oos
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vote of a permanent member, and the draft resolution as a wnéie fecéived 6 votéé
to none, with 5 abstentions, and failed of adoption. - s e e
The Security Counéil:nextrtdékfhp'the qﬁestion—at~itsf973rd to 979th and
o82nd meetings (13 to 24 November), having on its agenda a letter of 3 November
(s/4973) frem Ethiopia, Nigeria and the Sudan requesting ccnsideration of the
situation:in:éhé‘Provincérof‘Kétanéé;éaﬁged by*tﬁe:igglgss{ééﬁg off%ercenariés.Agfgfguf
. At the 97hth meeting (15 November), Ceylon, Tiberia and the United Arab

inter alia, xégiiiymgng the policies -and- purposes of thé United Nations with

respect -to-the Congo, would:. strongly deprecate.the secessionist activities
illegally carried out by the provincial administration of Katanga, with the aid of S
external resources and manned by foreign mercenaries; further deprecate the armed
action against United Nations forces and personnel in the pursuit of such
activities and insist that they cease forthwith, authorize the Secretary-General
to féke ;iébfo;;:éctioh, inéludihg tﬁé use of reqﬁisitgiméééﬁrééﬂbf'f5fce if -
necessary, for the immediate apprehension, detention pending legal action and, or
deportation of all foreign mercenaries and hostile elements and to take all
necessary measures to prevent the entry or return of such elements; request all
States to refrain frcm the supply of arms, equipment or cther material which
could be used for warlike purposes and prevent their nationals frcm doing the
same, and also to deny transportaticn and transit facilities for such supplies: -
demand that all secessionist activities in Katanga should ceese forthwith, declare
full and firm support for the Central Government of the Congo and the determination
to assist it to maintain lau and order and natioral inteprity and urge all Member
States to lend their support to that Government in conformity with the decisions
of the United Nations.

Tn a revision submitted at the 976th meeting (17 liovember), the spcnsors
changed a paragraph (5/4285/Rev.1) to declare 21l secessionist activities against

the Republic of the Congo contrary to the loi feondamentale and the decisions of

the Ccuncil, and specifically demand tuhat such activities which were taling place
in Katanga should cease forthuwith.
At the 975th meoting (21 liovember), the United States intrcduced a series of

amendments (S/MQBQ) to the three-Power draft resolution, vhich, inter alia. vould

[ons
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add a nev Daragraph autuor1z1ng the Secretary General in consultatlon ”1th the

Gevernment-of-the-Congo,-to-neutralize, _where necessary to prevent theiy use lor

military purposes against the_United_ Natlons _the . Republlc or trhe civilian

populatlon, alrcarft and other weapons of var wh1ch had entered tle Congo conirary -

to 1ts laws “and United Natlons resolutlons, and other paragraphs requestlng the

Secretery-General to assist the Government to yeorganlue and retrain Congoleg
armed units and personnel and authorizing him to take 2ll such steps as hLe
considered necessary, 1nclud1ng negotiation and c0n01llatlon, to achieve the
immediate political unity and terrltgy;al integrily of the Congo. -

At the same meetlng, the USSR submitted sub-amendments (S/L9Y91l) to the first
United States amendment described above, under which the Secretary-General would
be authorized, in cbﬂsuitation withrtheiaovernment of thé Congo, to rehove, to
prevent their use for mllltar y purposes against the United Patlons, the Republlc
or the civilian populaplon,“alrcraft and other weapons of war which had entered
Katanga contrary to fﬁé—iaﬁs>df the Congo.

At the ¢82nd meeting (24 November), the Council voted on the varicus draft
resolutions and amendments before it. The USSR sub-amendnent (S/4991) was
rejected by 2 votes to 6, with 3 absteniions. The United States amendments
(s/LcB9/Rev.2) were put to the vote separately, scme being adopted and scme
failing of adoption cwing to the negative vote of a permanent member. The three-
Power draft resolution (S/LS85/Rev.l) as medified was adopted by ¢ votes to none,
with 2 abstentions (resolution 169 of 2L November 15061).

Mo further request for discussion of lhis item has been received and the
Security Council hus not discussed it since 2h November 1061,

(see related items 67 and €8 below.)

44, IETTER DATED 11 JULY 1760 FRCM THE MINISTER FOR FOREILCGE AFEF:, IRS
CF CUPA LLLRESSED TO THE BFRESIDENT OF THE oSECURITY CCUNCIL
Tn a letter dated 11 July 1160 (5/4378), the Minister tor Foreipn Allaire of
Cuba charged that a grave situation existed vilh manifest danpger to internaticnal
peace and security oz a consequence of the repeated threats, harazcments, intrigues,
reprisals and aggressive acts ©o wnich his country had besn subjected by the

Government of the United States of America. He requested the Fresidept to convene
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the qecurlty Counc1l 1mnedlately in order Lo study ihe sltuatlon and éfféri

hearlng the 5tatementv of the Cuban Mlnlster for Forelgn Affalls, take ouch

measures as it deemed fit.

The Security Counc1l 1ncluded the questlon on its agenda without objection

at 1ts 87hth meetlng (18 July 1960 ), and invited the 1epresentablve of Cuba to -~ -

pa1t1c1pate, wlthout vote, in its deleeLatlons At the same meeting a dvaft e
regolution (S/MBQE) was intrcduced by Algentlna and Ecuador. VUﬁder the opefdtive
paragraphs of that proposal the ecuthy Coun01l vould de01de to adjourn the
consideration of the question pending the receipt of-a 1eport frcm the Organluatlon

of American States; invite the membc~s of the Ciganization of American uué£é;7to -
lend their assistance toward the achlevement of a peaceful solution of the o
situation in accordance with the purposés and principlesrof the United Faticns -
Charter and urge all other tates in the meantime to refrain frcm any action
which might increase the ey1st1nn tensions bet*een Cuba and the Unlfed?uLQﬁﬁiiof
America.

The Council continued its ccnsideration of the gquestion at its 875tk and

570th meetings on 18 and 19 July. At the 876th meeting, the USSR submitted
amendments (S/b59h) to the joint draft resolution by which the paregraph deciding
to adjourn consideration of the question would Le deleted and the wvords ) -
"Organication of American States" in the penultimate paragraph replaced by the
words "United Nations"

The Council proceeded to vote at the 870th meeting (10 July). The USSR

amendments were rejected by 8 voltes to 2, with 1 abstention. The joint dratt
resolution (S/h592) was adopted by ¢ voteg to none, with 2 abstentions (resclution

4L of 10 July 1560).

(See related item L5 Lelcw.)
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h5- LETTER DATED >l DECEMBER 1060 ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE
SECURITY COUNCIL BY THE MINISTER FOR EXTERNAL AFFAIRS OF CUBA
On 31 December 1950, Cuba requested the Council. (S/LG05) to consider charges
- that the United States was about to commit direct military aggression against Cuba.

In that- connexion it-stated that plans for an invasion had been developed by tne’j

- United- qtatec with “the- co- operatlon of Cuban var criminals and of various - _ S
Governments in the Nestern ‘hemisphere and asked the Council to take the measures

which it deemed necessary to prevent that actlon. On 5 January lCol Cuba informed

the Council of the dec151on of the Unlted States to break off dlplamatlc relations

with Cuba. T T e el

The Cuban complaint was discussed at the 921st to 923rad meetings on 4 and —
5 January 1661. The representative of Cuba was invited to take.part in the = -
discugsion.

On 4 January, a joint draft resolutlon vas sumitted by Ecuador and Chile = - L
(8/4612) under which the Council, considéring the tension in relations between 7 N
Cuba and the United States and considering that it was the duty of Member States to
resolve their international disputes by the peaceful means provided for in the
Charter, would: (1) recommend to the two Governments that they make every effort
to resolve their differences by the peaceiul means provided for in the Charter; and S
(2) urge Member States to refrain from any action which might aggravate the tension
between the two countries.

Subsequently, the representatives of Ecuador and Chile indicated that since
there was nct the desired unanimity for adoption of their draft resolution they
would not press it to the vote.

(See related item Lb above).

No further request for discussion of this item has been received and it has

not been discussed by the Security Council since 5 January 1661
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46, LETTER DATED 20 FEBRUARY 1961 FROM THE REPRESENTATIVE OF LIBERIA _
ADDRESSED TO THE PRUSIDENT OF THE SECURITY CCUNCIL

‘On 20 February l961,ﬂLiberia rquested S/M758) an urgent meeting of the

Council in order to "deal with the érisis in Angola". It stated that ‘recent -~~~ -—
developments in Angola nece551tated 1mmed1atc actlon by'the Coun01l to pre\ent
further- deterlozatlon and - abuse af pgman rlghts 1n Angola On 7. March, Portubal
protested (s/4760) against this request on the ground that it concerned a matter
within the exelusive jurisdiction of'Portugal'and was consequently a contravention o
of Article 2 (7) of the Charter. On lO March, Afghanlstan, Burma, Cameroon, the fj}

Central Afllcan Repub11c, Chad, Congo (Braz7av1lle), Congo (Leopoldv1lle), Dahomey, S

©thiopia, Gabon, Ghana, Guinea, In@;g,,lpdgpe51a, Iran, Irag, Joxdan, chanoq,
Libya, Mali, Morocco, Nepal, Niger, Nigeria; Pakistan, Saudi Arabia, Seaegal,
Somalia, the Sudan, Togo, Tun151a, Upper Volta and Yemen associated themselves with

Liberia's request S/h?qe). Cn lO March, ‘the - request was 1nclud d 1n the agenda

of the Council. It was discussed at the 9h5rd to 946tk meetings from 10 to '7tf%;’
15 March 1661. The representatives-of -Congo (Brazzaville), Ghana and Portugal took
part in the Council's discussions. -
On 14 March, Ceylon, Liberia and the United Arab Republic submitted a joint
draft resolution (S/4769) whereby the Council would, inter alia, (1) call upon the
Government of Portugal to consider urgently the introduction of measures andi o
reforms in Angola for the purpose of implementing Gencral Assembly resolution 151k
(XV), and (2) appoint a sub-committee to examine the statements made before the
Council concerning Angola, to receive further statements and documents and to
conduct such inquiries as it might deem necessary, and to report %o the Council as
soon as possible.
At the 946th meeting (15 March 1961), the joint draft resolution received
5 votes in favour, none against, and G avstentions, e d was therefore not adopted.

(See related item L7 below).
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47, LETTER DATED 26 MAY 1961 ADDRESSFD TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY ;
COUNCIL BY THE REPRESENTATIVES OF AFGHANISTAN, BURMA,. CAMRODIA, ..
CAMERCON, CENTRAL IRICAN REFUBLIC, CEYLON, CHAD, CONGO (BRAZZAVILLE), S
CONGC (LEOPOLDVILLE ), CYPRUS, DAHOMEY ETHIOPIA, FEDERATION OF
MALAYA; GABON, GHANA, GUINEA, INDIA, INDOBESIA, IRAN, IRAQ, IVORY ~— ——
COAST, JAPAN, JORDAN, LAOS, LEBANON, LIBERTA, LIBYA MADAGASCAR,

“MALI, MCRCCCO, NEPAL, NIGERIA, PAKISTAN PWILIPPINES “SAUDI ARABIA,
 SENECGAL, SOMALIA, SUDAN, TCGO, TUNISIA, UNITED ARAB REPUBLIC,

- UPPER VOLTA YEMEN AND YUGOSLAVIA

Cn 26 May 1961, forty-two Member States requcsted (S/h8l6) that a meeting of .

the SLCUTlty Coun01l be called, -as- a matter of 1" urgency, to consider the situation _ _

in Anﬂola. They Cnarged that the ‘massacres in Angola were continuing and human o f;”iff*‘;m

rights were being continually suppressed, and that “this, together with the armed

supprezsion of the Angolan people and the aenlal of the rlght of self determlnatlon

in contrﬂventlon of the United Nations Charter and, of General Assembly
resolution 1€0% (XV) of 20 April 1961 on Angola;*constltuted’a”serlous*threat tor T T
international peace ani'sécurity. Togo and Paklstan subsequently assoc1ated ‘
themselves with this request {S/4816/Add.1 and 2).

On > June, Portugal protested ( S/h821) against the reduest “or inacription on
the Council's agenda of a matter which it claimed was within its exclusgive
Jursidicticn. The question was included in the Council's agenda at the 950th
meeting (6 June). The representatives of Conso (Brazzaville), Congo (Leopoldville), o
Ethiopie, Ghana, India, Mall, Morocco, Nigeria and Portugal were 1nv1ted to take
part in the discussion. The item was ccnsidered at the 950th to 956th meetings
held from 6 t> 9 June 1961.

On & June, Ceylon, Liberia and the "mited Arab Republic submitted a joint
draft resolution (S/MB 6) whereby the Security Council, inter alia, after deeply
deploring the large-scale killings and the severely repressive mcasures in Angola
and expressing the conviction that the continuance of that zituation was an cctual
and potential cause of international friction and a threst to international reace
and sceurity, would: (1) rcaffirm Genersl Asseumbly resolution 1603 (V) and called
upon Portuiul to act in accordance with its terms; (2) request the sub-committee
apprinted wider that resclution to implement its mandote without delay; (5) call
upon the Porturaess avthorvities to desist forthwith {rom repressive measures and
further to extend every facility to the sub-comnittee Lo ehoble it to perflorm its
task expeditiously: and (4) request the sub-committee to report to the Council and

the Assembly as soon ag posaible.
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" On 9 June, Chile submltted amendments (S/h855/Rev l) to th1s 301nt draft'>
resolution, proposing ~that the reference in the presmble-to a "threat to"
international peace and securlty be replaced by the phrase 'is 1ikely to endanger . B
the maintenance of" internstional peace and security, and to insert a.new
operative paragraph.in whlch the Coun01l would express- the hope .that a- pcaceful
solution would be found to. the problem of Angola in accordance with the Charter.
Ln amendment submitted by the USSR (S/L834) would have the Council add the words

"continuing the colonial war against the Angolan people" in the beginning of the

third operatlve paragraph . o "f*ﬁ_#~<;' S
~ On the same day,-the_Council . adopted the Chilean amenddents by 9 votes to
none, with 2 abstentions. The USSR amendment received h votes in favour, v
5 against and 4 abstentions and was not adopted. The three Power draft resolution
as amended was adoptéd by 9 votes to none, with 2 a@etentlonsrgresolat}on 1535 of

9 June 1961).- S - —_—

(See related item 46 above).

LE. COMPLAINT BY KUWAIT IN RESPECT OF THE SITUATION ARISING FROM THE

_THREAT BY TRAG TO THE TERRITORIAL INDEPENDENCE OF KUWAIT, WHICH

IS LIKELY TO ENDANGER THE MAINTENANCE OF INTERNATICNAL PEACE AND
SECURITY

COMPLAINI B/ THE GOVERNMENT OF THE REPUBLIC OF IRAQ IN RESPECT
OF THE SITUATION ARISING OUT OF THE ARMED THREAT BY THE UNITED
KINGDOM TO THE INDEPENDLENCE AND SECURITY OF IRAQ, WHICH IS LIKELY
TO ENDANGER THE MAINTENANCE OF INTERNATIOMAL PEACE AND SECURITY
On 1 July 1901, the State Secrctery of Kuwait, in a tclegram to the President
of the Council (S/uSUl), requested urpgent consideration, under Article 35 (2) of the
Charter, of the Tollowing question: “"Complaint by Kuwait in rcspcct of the
situation arising f{rom threats by Irag to the territorial independence of Kuwait,
which is likely to endanger the maintenance of international peace and sceurity" .
Cn the seme day, the representative ol the United Kingdem inforred the Fregident
(s/bslis) that his Government supported the request and ashed thot the Cowseil be
convened accordingly.
On the following day, Iraq requosted (S/ECLT) thet the Council consider the

"Complaint Ly the Govermment or the Republic of Iraq in respect off the situation
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arising out of the armed threat by the United K1ngdom to the 1ndependence and

securlty of Iraq, ‘which is llkely to endanger the malntcnance of 1nternatlonal
peace and security"., = o ' L

In a further communlcatlon dated P July (S/MBMB - the representative of Irag

Article 35 (2) of the Charter related to the rlght of States not Member° of the
United Nations ©2 bring questions to the attention of the Council. Kuwait was not
and had never-been an independent-State, but had always been considered part of

Iraq. : R - N -

The Security Council agreed to place both complaints on its agenda and’ -
considered them at the 957th to ¢O0th meetings, on 2, 5, 6 and 7 July. The
representati?és of Iraq and Kuwait took part in the discussion.

Cn & July, the United Kingdom submitted a draft resolution (S/4855), the
operative part of which provided that the Council would: (1) call upon all States
to respect the independence and territorial integrity of Kuwait; (2)-urge that all
concerned should worx for peace and tranquility in thc area; and (3) agree to keep
the situation under revicwu.

On 7 July, the United Arab Republic submitted a draft resolution (S/485G), the
operative part of which provided that the Council would: (1) urge that the
question be solved by peaceful means; and (2) call upon the United Kiupgdom to
withdrav immediately its forces from Kuwait.

At the S60th meeting (7 July 1961), the Council voted on the United Kingdom
dralt resolution, which received 7 votes in favour and 1 against, with % abstentions,
and was not adopted since one of the negative votes was that of a permonent member.

The Council then proceeded to vote on the United Avab Republic resolutiou,
which was rejected by > votes in lavour and none azainst, with 3 abstentions.

The President appealed to all parties to the dispute to abstain from any
action thot might fppravate the situation. As President, he stated that he would
convene the Council if circumstances mude it necessary to do so.

Mo further rcequect for discussion 20 this itom har been received and it hos

uot been discusscd by the Security Council since 7 July 1001,
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L9, TELEGRAM DATEDAéOVJULY 1961 ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE N T
SECURITY COUNCIL BY-THE SECRETARY OF STATE- FOR- FOREIGN AFFAIRS . S
OF THE REPUBLIC OF TUNISIA -

TETTER DATED 20 JULY 1961 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF o S
TUNISIA ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL
~-On 20 July 1961 (S/h4861), Tunisia requested a meeting of the Security Council
as a matter of extreme urgency for the purpose of considering the complaint of
Tunisia against France "for acts of aggression infringing the sovcreignty and
security of Tunisia and threatening internqtiona;,pe@ée and security".

In a further communicabtion (S/4802) of the same date, Tunisia reiterated the
request and submitted an explanatory memorandum which_stated, inter alia, that:
"since the afternoon of 19 July, the town and the Governorate of Bizerta have been
under attacks by the French navy and air force. Furthermore, 800 Frer.n —
paratroopers have been dropped over Bizerta, thus violating Tunisia's airspace ; ____
despite the categorical prohibition of the Tunisian Government. Moreover, during
the night of 19 to 20 July, French armoured units which had been inside the Bizerta
base took up positions outside that base".

On 20 July 1961, the representative of France rcquested (S/hUCH) the
circulation of the text of two notes, dated 18 and 20 July 1901 respectively,
which had been delivered to the Office of the Secretary of Statc for Foreign
Affairs of Tunisia. In the first note, the French Government notced that the
measures announced by the President of the Republic of Tunisia were designed not
to restorc normal conditions, but, on the contrary, to increasc tension. Action of
this nature would, morcover, serve only to delay conversations concerning the
Bizerta base, which were provided for in the exchange of lctters of 17 Junc 1953
and whichi the French Government still wished to see opencd. In the scecond note, the
rrench Government warneld the Tunisian Government apainst the ottempt it had
announced to cripple the Bizerto base by meaus of popular Jdemonstrations and force,

At the same time it stated thal it was compelled to toke all neccssary steps to
ensure the inviolability of the inctallations and frccdom of communication between
them.

O <3 Jnly, the Council included the Tunisian ccmploint in its agenda. The
representative of Tunisic took port in the discussion, which continued [rom the

cOlst meeting that day to the Udhth meeting on 20 Fuly.
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Cn »2 July 1u06l, the Secrctary-Gencral stated that in view of the obligations
imposcd under firticle 99 of the Charter, he considered it his duty in the
circumstances to make an urgent appesl to the Council to consider, without delay,
taking on intcrmediary decision pending the further consideration of the item and
eonclusion of the debate. Such a decision should not prejudge the final outcome
of the deliberations of the Council, as it should, in his view, only request of the
two sides concerned an immediate cessation, through a ccase-fire, of all hostile
action. Hoburally, this demand should be combined with a demand for an immediate

rcturn t2 the status quo ante, as otherwise tlhic cease-{ire would be likely o

prove too unstable to satisfy the urgent needs of the moment.

Expressing support for the recommendation which had been made to the Council
by the Scerctary-General, Liberia submitted o draft resolution (S/h880) which
would: (1) call for an immediate cease-fire and a return of all armed forces to
their oriyinal position; (2) decide to continue the debate.

At the same meeling, the Council adopted this draft resolution by 10 votes,
with one member not participating in the voting (resolution 1G4 of 22 July 1801).

Cn 22 July, Liberia and the United Arab Republic submitted a draft
resolution (8/L870) which would: (1) call for an immediate cease-fire; (2) further
call for the immediate withdrawal of those French forces which had been introduced
into the base at Bizerta, and {or the return to their original position of those
which had transgressed beyond the limits of that base, since 19 July 1561;

(3) further call upon both parties to enter into immediate negotiations aimed at
the speedy evacuation of the French forces from Tunisia.

The United Kingdom and the United States submitted a draft resolution (S8/4379)
under which the Counecil would: (1) call upon the perties to effect an immediate
cease-{ire and a speedy return of all forces to their previous positions; (2) call
upon all concerned to refrain from any action which mizht lead to a Further
deterioretion of the situation; (3) urse the parties, in accordance with the
Charter, to negotiate promptly a peaceful settlement of their differences; and
(M) decide to keep the situation under urgent review in the interests of peace and
security.

The draft resolution submitted by Liberia and the United Arab Republic was

rejected by 4 votes to none, with 7 abstentions. The draft resolution submitted

[ees
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by the United Kingdom and the United States was rejected by 6 votes in favour,
none against, with 5 abstentions.

Tr'urther communications concerning the matter were addressed to the President
of the Council by the representativésiéf France and'Tunisia;7including'aﬁ appeal
from the President of Tunisia for a direct and personal exchange of views between
him and the Secrétary-General: T S

On 25 July, the Secretary-General stated that the request imposed upon him
the clear duty to place himself at the disposal of the President of the Republic
for a personal exchange of views, which he hoped might help togiead towards pcace.

On 28 July, the representative of France informed the President of the
Council that the cease-firec at Bizerta and in the Sahara had been established and
was being observed. In those circumstances, the French delegation did not
consider it necessary to associate itself with any discussions which might take
place in the Security Council.

When the discussion of the question was resumed by the Council on 26 July &t
the request of Tunisia, the representatives of Libya and Senegal were invited to
participate in the deliberations of the Council.

On 2o July, the United Arab Republic submitted, with Ceylon and Liberia, a
draft resolution (S/4905) under which the Council would: (1) express itc serious
concern over the fact that France had not complied fully with resolution 154 of
22 July and thet the situation continued to represent a serious threat to
internotional peace and security; and (2) invite Francec to comply immecdiately
with 81l the provisions of thc interim rcsolution.

Under a second dreft resolution (S/4904) submitted the same day by the some
three Powers, the Council would invite Fraunce immediately to enter into
ncotintions with Tunisia with 2 view to the rapid evocustion of French {orces
from Tunisia.

Turkey introduced a draft resolutiosn (S/LYCO) by which the Council would:

(1) express its concern that resolution 154 had not been fully curvied out;

(Q) call Tor immediate and full implementation of that resolution: and (5) urec
the eaxly opening of negotiations 1'sr a peaceful resolution of ditfervences,
includinge o Jdelipitive settlement of the question oif Bizerta, having due regard
for Tunisian sovereignty. Ov 29 July, Turkey withdeew the Tinel paragraph so the®

a vote micht be teken on peroacrophs 1 oond o,
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The Union of Soviet Socialist Republics proposed that in operative paragraph 1
of the Turkish draft resolution, after the words "has not been fully carried out", -
there be added the words "by France", and that, in operative paragraph 2 after the
words "implementation of that resolution", there similarly be added the words
"by France". , o

fAtfthe—966th~meetingf(2§ July), the Council pr5éeedcd t> vote on fheivarious -
proposals belore it: the three-Power draft resolution submitted by Ceylon, Liberia
and the United Arab Republic (8/11903) was rejected by 4 votes in favour to nonc
arainst, and G abstentions, France not participating in the vote. The second three-
Pover draft resolution (8/49¢k) was rejected by 4 votes in favour, none against
and & abstentions. The oral amendments to the Turkish draft resolution proposed -
by the representative of the USSR were rejected by 4 votes in favour, nonc apainst
end G abstentions. The draft resolution as a whole was rcjected by G votes in
favour, nonc against and 4 abstentions. }
No furthcr request for discussion of this item has been received and it hos

not been discussed by the Seccurity Council since 2y July 1901L.

50. LETTER DATED /1 NOVEMSER 1¢G1 FROM THE PLRMANENT REPRESLNTATIVL
OF CUBA LDDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT Of THE wECURITY COUNCIL

On 21 November 161, Cuba requested (8/4992) a meeting of the Security
Council to consider its charges that the United States was carrying out a plan of
armed intervention in the Dominican Republic in violation of that country's
sovereignly and of the Churter of the United Nations.

The Security Council discugsed the question at the COOth, CUlct and
cOord meetings held on 22, 24 and 20 Fovember., The representotives »0 Cubo and the
Dominizan Recpublic were invited to participate ip the Council's Jdebote.

At the conclusion ol the debate, the President stoted that the iton would
remain oo the Couwneil's apenda foi further discussion il requirced,

Ho further coquest Oor digcuncion of this itom hag been reccivel and it haos

vt bern Aiscussed by the Security Council sinee 00 dovewber 1601,
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51. LETTER DATED 18 DECEMBER 1961 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE
OF PCRTUGAL ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL

Betucen € and 16 December 1961, the President of the Security Council received
a series of communications from Portugal and India relating to the situation in
the area of the territories of Goa, Damao and Diu. In that connexion also, an
appeal hod heen addressed to the two Governments by the Acting Secretary-General
on 14 December, to which both parties had replied on 16 December,

On 16 Dceember, in a further letter (S/5030) to the President of the Council,
Portugal charged that India had launched a full-scale armed attack on the
Portugucse territories of Goa, Damao and Diu. As a result of that attack much
damage and many casualties had elready taken place. In those circumstances
Portusal was obliged to request the Security Council to convene immediately in
order to put a stop to the aggression of India and to order an immediate cease-
fire end the withdrawal forthwith of all Indian troops from the Portuguese
territories.

On the same day, the Security Council decided, by a vote of 7 to 2, with
2 abstentions, to include the question in its agenda, and discussed it at the
Guith and 9G0th meetings held on the same day.

Two draft resolutions were submitted. Under the terms of the first draft
resolution (S/50%2), co-sponsored by Ceylon, Liberia and the United Arab Republic,
the Security Council would decide to reject the Portuguese complaint of aggression
against India and vould call upon Portugal to terminate hostile action and to
co-operate with India in the liguidation of its colonial possessions in India.

Under the second draft resolution (§/5033), submitted by France, Turkey, the
United Kingdom and the United States, the Security Council would: (1) call for
an immediate cessation of hostilities; (2) call upon the Government of India to
vithdraw its forces immediately to positions prevailing before 17 December 1561;
(3) urge the perties to work out a permanent solution of their differences by
peaceful mcans in accordance with the principles embodied in the Charter; and
(&) request the Secretary-General to provide such assistance as might be
appropricte.

At the §88th meeting (15 December 1G61) the three-Power draft resolution

(8/5032) was put to the vote, and was not adopted, having received b votes in

/oee

7



5/7382
English
Page 116

favour and 7 against. The four-Power draft resolution (S/505%) received 7 votes
in favour and 4 against and was not adopted because one of the negatlvc votes was f,

cast by permanent mcmber or the Securlty Coun01l

52. LETTER DATED 22 OCTOBER 1962 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE
OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF
'THE SECURITY COUNCIL

LETTER DATED 22 OCTOBER 1962 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE
OF CUBA ADDRESSED--TO THE PRESIDENT QF THE SECURITY COUNCIL

LETTER DATED 25 CCTOBER 162 FROM THE -DEPUTY PERMANENT
REFRESENTATIVE OF THE UNION OF SOVIET SOCTALIST REFUBLICS
ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY CQUNCIL

On 25 October, the Security Council met urgently to consider the crisis which
had arisen in the Caribbean. The meeting was requested by the United States and
Cuba, in seperate letters of 22 October (S/5181 and $/5185) and by the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics in a letter of 25 October (8/5166).

The United States letter requested the Council to dcal with the dangerous
threat to the peace and security of the world caused by the secret estal:lishment
in Cuba by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics of launching bases and the
installetion of long-range ballistic missiles capable >f carvying thermenucleur
varheads to most of North and South America. It stated that, vpon satisfying itselfl
as to the deliberately provocative steps which had been taken, the United States
Governmaent had callcd for a lMeeting of Consultation of the Oriraniwation of Amcrican
States (0AS) and was initiating, ewonyz other measures, o strict quarontine of Cuba
to interdict the carriuge ov offensive weapons to that country.

The Cuban letter requested the Council to consider the cct of woer uniloterally
committed by the Government of the United Stetes iy ordering the naval bhlockade of
Cuba. Tt charsed that the United Stotes action was in disresard of the
ivtervational orconizeti s, porticularly of the Sccurity Council,

The UBOR leibev esked the Council fo examine tho guostion of "Violation of tie

Charter o' the United Mlations and threcat to the peace o1 the part of the United

/
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States of America". In a statement attached to the letter, the Soviet Government

charged that the United Statcs was taking a step towards the unleashing of a
thermonuclear war and vas violntingginternationalrlaw'and the United Nations -
Charter by arrogatingrfo itéelf'their{ght to atback foreignrvessels on the high'ff o
seas. It emphasizecd that Soviet assistance to vuba was exclusively designed to:-

improve Cuba's defénsive capacity*and*waS*necessitatéd*by the continuous acts of ——— —-
provocation of the United States.

At the 1022nd meeting (25 October 1962) the Security Council decided to
consider the three letters simultaneously and invited the representative of Cuba
to participate in the debate. It discussed the matter at the 1022nd to 1025th | e
meetings held from 25 to 25 October..

Three draft resolutions were submitted to the Council in connexion with this -
question. A United States draft resolution (S/5182) proposed that the Sccurity
Council should call, under Article 40O of the Charter, for the immediate dismantling .
ar.’ withdrawal from Cuba of alltﬂiésiles and other offensive WGaponé; authorize the
Arting Secrctary-General to dispatch to Cuba a United Nations observer corps to
assure and report on compliance with the resolution; call for the termination of
the quarantine of Cuba upon the United Nations certification of compliance with
the provision for dismantling and withdrawal and recommend that the United States
and the USSR should confer promptly on measures to remove the existing threat to
peace, and report thereon to the Security Council. -

A USSR draft resolution (S/5187) proposed that the Security Council should
condemn the actions of the United States Government aimed at violating the United
Hations Charter and increasing the threat of war; insisl that the United States
Government revoke its declsion to inspect ships of other States bound for Cuba;
request the United States to cease any interference whatsoever in the internal
alffairs of Cuba and of other States; and call upon the United States, Cuba and the
USSR to esteblish contact and evter into negotiations with the aim of normelizing
the situation and thus removins the threat of war.

A joint draft resolution (S/D_SO) vas submitted by Ghena and the United Avab
Republic under widich the Council would: request the Acling Sceretarv-Guonerel '
promptly to confer with the portics dircetly concerned on the dmmedinte shteps to
be taxen bo remove the existing: threat to worll pesce, and to normalize the

situetion 1n the Carilbeen; call wvpon the pertics concerned Lo comply fortlawith



P R R R T T Ry P O TR A A RO

gt [ 1

s/1382
English —

Page 118 . Ce e —eme T - o B

with the resolution and provide every assistance to the Acting Sceretary-Generel in
performing his task; rcqucst the ACtlDL Sccretary Feneral to report to the Council

on the 1mplementat13n of the flrst prov101ﬁn, and call upon the partlcs concgrngd

to refrain from any action which might Jlrcctly or 1ndlrcctlv Turther aﬂ'ravate the
situation. » - »

At the 102Lth meeting on 24 October, the Acting Secretary-General informed the
Security Council that, at the request of a large number of Member States, he had
sent identical messages to the President of the United Statcs ond to the Chairman
of the Council of Ministers of the USSR, urging the partiég concerned tou get
together with a view to resolﬁing the crisis peacefully and normalizing the
situation in the Caribbean.

President Kennedy, in his reply of 25 October, stated thet the threat had been
created by the secret introduction of olffensive weapons into Cuba, and that the
answer lay in the removal of those weapons. The President indicated that
Ambassador Stevenson was ready to discuss the mattcr prombtly with the Acting
Secretary-General in order to determine whether satisfactory arrvangemcnts could be
made. Premier Khrushchev, in his reply of 20 October, welcomed the Secretary-
General's initiative znd expressed agreement with the proposal made by the Acting
Secretary-General, which met the interests of peace. At the 10Z5th mceting
(25 October), the represcntatives of the United States and the UJSR infoimed the
Council of these replies.

The representatives of the United Arab Republic, Gheno and Chile welcomed the
favourable response from both sides to the appcal by the Acting Secretary-Gencral
and shscrved that the time was propitious for the parties to ~el toszeilhore ancd
begin negotiations with the assistance of the Acting Sccerctary-Genesol.,

On a motion by the United Arab Republic, supported by Ghana, the Council
adjourncd sine die.

On 7 Jonuery 1503, in a joint letter to the Secrctary-Gererzl (S/Sf?]), the
First Deputy Hinister of Foreipgn AfTairs ol the USSR and the Permancit
Reprcasentative of the United States cxpressed tireir apprecialion oiff the 2 crctary-
General's efforts in assisting the two Governments t2 svert the soriovs throcot to
the pcace which had recently oriscr iu the Cavibbeon orce.  They Quether stated

1

that, in view of the degrec of unicrstonding vhich hed been reached betvecn thom,

5

the twd Govermments believed thel 1L was uot recezsary for the itom o sccapy

further the attention o1 the Scevriiy Council ol thetl time,
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Mo further request for discussion of this item has been received and it has

M TR Py

not been discussed by the Sccurlty Coun01l since 25 October lCGL.

5 L COMPLAINTS BY SENEGAL OT VIOLATIONS OF ITS AIR SPACE AND TERRITORY o )

On 10 April 1963, Senegal informed the Security Council (S/F”YQ/Corr 1) of .

5 its complaint that on O April four Portuguese aircraft had violated Senegalese
air space and had dropped four srenades on thc village of-Rougniack. In its letter - -

Senegal also charged that in Dccember lCU1 its terrltory and alr space had ‘been

violated by Portugal on three occasions. In view of thace repeated 1nc1dcntu,
Senegal requested that a meeting of the Security Council be convened to discuss
the matter.

On the same day, Portugal stated (S/5281f that a careful 1nvest1gat13n hJ its
Government had shown clearly that the charge of vislation of Senegolese territory
was without the slightest foundation. On the date in question, no Portusuese
military aircraft had overflown any area around the border ol Senegal. With regard
to Senecal's charges concerning alleged earlier violations, Portugal bad already

replied to them in its letter of 10 January 1S62 (S/5055).

The Security Council included the item in its apenda at its 1027th meeting
(17 April 1963), and invited the representetives of Scncral end Portugal to
participoete, without vote, in its consideration. On 18 April, thc Council also
agreed to acccde to the requests of the reprcsentetives of the Conso (Brazusaville)
and Gabon, tTo porticipute in the discussion at the appropriate time. The Council
considered the item at the 1027th to 1030nd meetings from 17 to oL April 1503,

On Z2> April, torocco and Ghana introduced a draft resolution (S/)de) vhereby
the Security Council would deplore apny incursion by Portu_ ucesc militery forces into
oo selese territory as well as the incident wlich occurred ot Dougniack on

S

ZoAprilt request the Goverhment of Portusel, in wccordence with its dcclored

intentions, to taie wvhatever action wiyhl Le vecessary to prevent any violation
of Donecelts govereicuty ood territoricl intesrity: and vesvest the Secretavy-

Gevcral ©o keep the aevelsrment »7 the situatio-n ander veview.

AU ivs 10V nd meebting, the Socarity Couucil adopleld the drodt resolution

unonimousl (resolution 17 o0 Tk Lyril 13).

S e - - =
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On 7 May 1965, the reprcsentative of Senegal declared, in a letter to the
President of the Security Council (8/6330) that Portusuese authorities had

repeatedly violated Scnegalese air space and territory on auérowiﬁéiscaie and had

set Senegalese villages and crops 6h fire. Héﬁchafged thét,'sincértheWad§ptioh
oi Security Council resolution 178 of 24 April 1963, thirteen territorial
violations had been noted by the Government of Senegal, some of which had been —
brought to the attention of the Security Council in February 19065. In view of
those acts of the Portugucse authorities, Seregal requested that a meeting »f thc
Security Council :.e éonvened to ask Portugal again t> cease its violation of
Senegalese territory. - L '

The Sccurity Council included thie item in its agenda at its 1205th meeting
(12 May 1665) and invited the rcpresentatives of Senegal and Portugal to
participate, without vote, in its consideration. On 18 May, the Council also
agreed to accede to the request of the representative of the Congo (Brazzaville)
to participate inbthe discussion.>;The Councii considered the item at five
meetings held between 12 and 19 May.

At the 1210th meeting (18 May), the Ivory Coast, Jordan and Ialaysia
introduced a draft resolution (8/63060/Rev.l) whercby the Security Council would
deeply deplore any incursions by Portuguese militery forces into Senegolese
territory, reaffirm resolution 170 of 2Lk April 1963, rcquest the Govermment of
Portugal once again to take all effective and necessary acticn to prevent any
violation of Senegal's sovereignty and territorial integrity, and request the
Secretary-General to follov the development of the situation.

At the 1212th meeting, the Security Council unanimously adopted the draft
resolution (resolution 20k of 19 May 1965).

54, TELEGRAIL DATED 5 MMAY 16035 FROM THE MINISTER FOR FOREIGHN ATFAIRS OF
THE REFUBLIC OF HAITI TO THE PRESIDENT Of THE SKECURITY CCUNCLIL

On 5 May 1605, Hoiti requested (8/5502) a meeting of the Sccurity Council to
examine as a matter of urgency the grove situction created by repcated threats of
ageression and ects of interierence on the part of the Dominican Republic against

Heiti, vhich constituted a denger to intcrnationel peace and security.
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Priofrfo the féquest ﬁy Haiti, the_éecretary—Generalrof the Organization of
American States (Oéglmpégiipggrmed’(§ZEBOl,AS/550H and 'S/5307) the Security
Council, under Article 54 ol the Uni@gdiNqﬁions Chafté;, of actﬁon takeh by the
Council of the OAS in connexion vith the contro&eréy which Hé& arisen between the
Dominican Republic and Hoiti, including a decision of 28 April to establish
a committee of five members to study on the spot the events denocunced by the
Dominican Republic, and to request the Governments of the Dominican Republic and
Haiti to co-operate with the committee and to relrain {rom any act which might
result in a breach of interﬂéﬁional pééce.‘ o

The Council inclﬁdedrthe'item in its ageada at its 1035th meeting
(8 May 1963) and invited the representatives of the Dominican Republic ard
Haiti to participate, without vote, inh the discussion. o

At the 1036th meeting (9 May), the President of the Council drew attention
to the text of a resolution adopted by the Council of’ the OAS on 8 May providing
for further study of the Dominican-Haitian situation by the Committee of Five
and for an increase, il necessary, in the mewibership of the Committee.

In further statements made by Haiti and the Dominican Republic, the [oruwer,
while maintaining its right to resort to the Security Council, said that 1t would
agree to a decision of the Council to await the results of the peace mission
of the OAS, provided the Security Council remained seized of the guestion.

The President of the Council, taking note of the views expressed, adjourncd
the meeting on the understanding that the question would remain on the Council's
agenda.

On 30 August 1963, Haiti requested (S/5411l) a meeting of the Security
Council to recnusider the Haitian-Dominican question on the ground that nev acts
of” hostility on the part of the Cowinican Republic against Haiti threatened
international peace and security. However, on 3 September, Haiti withdrew thot
request (S/5413), but indicoted that its decision did not relieve the Uuited
Nations of responsibility in the watter of Haiti's complaint.

No rurther request for digcussion of this item has T-eu received and it hau

not been discussed by the Hecurity Covneil sine. o way 1965.

[evs
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55. REPORTS BY -THE -SECRETARY-GENERAL TO THE SECURITY COUNCIL CONCERNING -
DLVELOPMENTS RELATING TO YEMEN

Republic concerning certcin aspects of the situation in Yemen oif' external origin,
with a vieu to making his offices available to the parties for such assistance asg
might be deéired tovards ensuring against any developmen%é in that situation whicﬁ
might tbreatgn the peace of the area. _As _a result of separate fact-finding missions -
carried out on his behalf by Mr. Bunche, and by Mr. Ellsworth Bunker of-the United
States of Amcrica, he had received from ecach of the three Governments concerned, in o
separate commupications, formal confirmation of their acceptance of identical terms - -
of disengagement in Yecmen. ) L T - - N
The Covernment of Saudi Arabia would terminate all suppoftrénd aid to the
Royelists of Yemen and would prohibit the use of Saudi Arabian territory by
Roysalist leaders for the purpose of carrying on the strugsle in Yemen. Simultancously
with the suspension of aid from Saudi Arabia to the Royelists, the United Arad
Republic undcrtook to begin withdrewal from Yemen of the troops sent on request of —
the neu Government, thc withdrswal to be phascd and to take place as soon as
possible. A demilitarized zone was to be established to a distance of twenty
kilometres on each side of the Saudi Arabian-Yenmen border, end impartial obscrvers
were to be stotioned there to check on the observance of the terms of disengarement.
They would alssc certify the suspension of activitics in support of the Royalists
from Soudi Avabian territovry end the outward movement of the United Arab Republic
forces end equipment from thc airports and seaports of Yumcn. General von Horn waos
to vigit thc three countries concerned to consult on terms relating to the noture
and functioning of Unitcd Ilations observers in implementation of the terms of
disenzasenent.

In o further submitted on 27 HMay, the Sieretory-Generel
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conclided, on ti. besis of information provided by General von Horn, that United
fetions orsirvere io the orcn werce vitslly necessorr eod should be dispatched witl
the leart poccivle felers The persoincl rvequirved wonld wot exceed 700 end it vos

estimated kot tac ~boopvotiom Maetion would nol boe required e rore Lhon Tour
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months. On 7 June, the Secretary-General informed the Council that Szudi Arabia
had agreed to accept "a proportionate share” of the costs of the operation, while
the United Arab Republic agreed in principle to provide assistance in an amount
equivalent to $200,COQ for o period of two months, vhich would be rouzhly hall of
the cost of the operation over that period. It was not precluded, of course, that
an appecl to the Government of the United Arab Republic for additional assistance
could be made at the end of two months, should it be found necessary to extend the
operation beyond that period. There were therefore no Tinancial implications for
the United llations in getting the Yemen Observation Mission established and the
operation under way, or for its maintenance for an initial period of two months.

On 10 June, at the request of the representative of the Soviet Union, (8/5326)
the Security Council was convened to consider the reports of the Secretary-General.
In making the request, the representative of the USSR stated that the reports
contained certain proposals concerning possible measures for the maintenance of
international peace and security, on which, under the Charter, decisions were taken
by the Security Council. The Council discussed the question at the 1037th to
1059th meetings on 10 and 11 June 1863.

A joint draft resolution (5/5330) was submitted by Ghana and Morocco, under the
terms of which the Security Council would note with satisfaction the initiative
of the Secretary-General and the acceptance by the parties directly conccrned of
disengagement, as well as the agreement of the Governments of Saudi Arebia eand the
United Arab Republic to defray the expenses over a period of two months of a United
Nations observation function., It would urge the parties concerned to observe the
terms of disengapgement, and would request the Secretary-General to establish the
observation operation and to report to the Security Council on the implementation
of this decision.

At the 1039th meeting, the draft resolution was adopted by 10 votes to none,
with 1 abstention (resolution 179 of 11 June 1S63). Subsequently, with the
concurrence of the parties concerned the mandate of the United Nations Yemen
Observation Mission was extended periadically by the Secretary-General after
consultation with the members oT the Security Council.

In a report (5/5927) on 2 September 156k, the Secretary-General said that in
the light of circumstances and in accordance with the expressed wishes of the parties
concerned, he had decided to terminate the activities of the United Nations Yemen

Observatbion Mission on I September.
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On 1l September the Secretary-General-reported (8/5959) to the Council that his
decision to terminate the activities of the Mission on 4 September had now been

put into effect and thet the Mission ended its activities on that date.

56, QUESTION CONCERNING THE SITUATION IN TERRITORIES UNDER PORTUGUESE
ADMINISTRATION: LETTER DATED 11 JULY 16063 ADDRESSED TO THE
PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIIL BY THE REPRESENTATIVEu OF THIRTY- '
TWO MEMBER STAILS - CoT

On 11 July 1953, thirty-two Africaﬁﬁﬁauntrieéfreaﬁééted (S/557h) éﬁiéarly
meeting of thc Council to consider the situation in the Territories under Portuguese -
dominetion. 1In support of their request, the African representatives declared that
Portusal's persistent refusal to comply with General AsSembly and SGCJrity Council
resolutions had brought sbout a serious threat tofintgrhationél peace and security.

The Sccurity Council also had before it a report of 19 July and a resclution
(s/5355) which had been adopted on L April 1563 by the Special Committec on “he
situation with regard to the implementation of the Declaration opn the Granting of
Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples.

The Sccurity Council included the question in its apenda at the 10M0th meeting
{22 July) and invited the Ministere for Foreismn Affairs of Tupnisia, Liberia and
Sicrra Leone, the Iinance Minister of Madagascar and the Foreipn Minister of Portupal
to take part in the discussion.

The question was discussed at the 104Oth to 1049th meetings from 235 to
31 July., On 20 July, a dralt resolution (8/5372) vas submitted by Ghana, llorocco
and the Philippincs, whereby the Security Council would decide that Portucal's
claim thet territories vnder its administration werc integral parts of mctropolitan
Portusal wes controry to the Charter; condemn Portugal's violations of the Charter
end its vefusal to implement United Nations resolutions; demand that Portugal
implement Tive cteps recommended by the Assenbly on 14 December 1962, which would
culminate in the @ ronting of independence o the Portusuese Territories; call upon
all Stetcn to prevent the sole and supply of military equiiment to the Portusuese

Goverppont o the continveonce off LS repre soid

1=

ve m-usures; and rcguest the Scerclary-
Generol) Lo ensure the implementotion of the rccolutizn and to report to the Council

- - -
hi 50 Doptember 1000,
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On 30 July, Venezuela spbmittgd7§9§q§9egﬁsgﬁs[§§zg)gpo7?hEAEhF§ef§9wer draft
resolution, which werc accepted by the sponsors at the following meeting. They -

provided, inter alia, for replacing- the-terms.'condemns! by "deprecates, "is

and they also changed the date "30 September 1503" to "51 October 1003".

At the 1049th meeting, the Security Council adopted the draft rcsolution as
amended by 8 votes to none, with 5 abstentions (resolution 100 of 31 July 1663).

At the request of twenty-nine African Member Statcs (5/54G0), the Security
Council convened on © December 1903 to consider the report of the Secretary-General
(8/5448 and Add.1-3) pursuant t> the resolution adopted by the Council on 31 July.

The question was discussed at the 1079th to 1C83rd meetinss frommg,to
11 December. On 10 December 1963, Ghana introduced a draft resolution (5/5460)
sponsored by Ghana, Morocco and the Philippines. By that draft resolution, the
Council, among other things, would exprese regret thet the contacts initiated by
the Secretary-General betueen the representatives o the African States and Portugal
had not achieved the desired results; call upon all States to comply with
resolution 160 of 31 July 16653 deprecate the non-complisnce of tlic Government of
Portugal with that resolution; reaffirm the interpretation o gelf-determination as
laid down in General Assenbly rcsolution 151t (XV)s; exprcess the belicl that action
by the Government of Portusal to grant amnesty to all persons imprisoned or exiled
for advocating self-determination in the Tcrritories would be on evidence o ite
=o0d Lfaith; and requect the Secretary-Gencral Lo continue his eflorte 2nd report to
the Council by 1 June 1900,

At its 1085rd meeting, the Council voted seperately on operative pavo :xeph 5,
vhereby the Council would deprecote the non-cvompliance of the Govermment oi Portugal
vith resolution 100 of 31 July, aud adopbed the poragvaph by | votes to vone, with
Il abstentions. Tt then proceeded to vote on the draft resolution wu o vholce and
adopted it by 10 votes to none, vith 1 ebstention (resolution 155 of
11 Dccember 1903 ).

On 79 May 1564, thc Scerctory-General reported to the Sceurity Council
(S/DYST) that up te thet dotc he hed not received any information irom the
Goveriment of Portuzel concernin. ony ctops it hod takon o implowent Lhe
resolntions of the Council., The Secretary=Genciral was in consultaebion with the

Government of Portu;al end the represcntotives » the Afvicen statcs vearding the
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porsibility of the taliis between them heirnz continued, but was not yet in &
position t» report any positive developments.
The Sceurity Council resumed consideration of the item at its 1250th meeting

on 4 Iiovember 1505 on the basis of letters dated 20 July 1565 Trom the
representatives of thirty-two Member States (8/6585) and 15 October 1S55 from the
representatives of Liberia, lindagascer, Sierra Leone and Tunisia (8/6721), hoth
addressed to the President of the Security Council.

The President, with the consent of the Council, invited the representatives or
Liberio, Tunisia, iedarjnscar, Sierra Leone and Portugal to participate in the
discucsion. Discussion was continued at the 1260th to 1208th meetinzs on
22 and 23 Hovember.

At the 1260th meeting, o joint draft resolution vas submitted by the Ivory
Coast, Jorden, Liberia, Malaysia, Sierra Leone ond Tunisia (S/6953/Rev.l) and at
the 12074h meeting the President informed the Council that lladagascar had requcsted
that it be addel to the list of sponsors ($/5953/Add.1).

At the 17°C8th mceting, the representative of Uruguay presented amendmente
(5/5505) to the joint draft resolution which as orally revised by him provided for
(1) the substitution of the vords “seriously disturbs” for the vord "endangers"
in the {irst operstive paragraph, and (&) the deletion of two operative paragraphs,
calling upon all States to comply with paragraph O of resolution 150 of 31 July 1563
and to take all necessary measures to prevent the sale and shipment of equipment
end materials for the manufacture and maintenance of arms and ammunitions in
Portuzal end the Territories under Portuguese administration. In their place the
amendment provided for a neu operative paragraph under which the Council would
request all States to refrain forthwith from offering the Portuguese Government
any assistance uvhich would enoble it to continue its repression of the people of
the Territories under its administration, and teke all the necessary measurcs to
prevent the sale and supply of arms and military equipment ©> the Portuzuese
Govermment Tor this purpose, including the sale and shipment of egquipment and
materials for the manuiacture and maintenance of arms and ammunition to be used in
the Territories under Portuguese administietion.

At the same neeving, the Security Council voted separately on the two
arendments oy Uruguay. The Tirst amendment was adopted by 10 votes to none, withk

1 abstention, and the second by J votes to none, with ) abstentions.
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At the request of the rcpresentative of Uruguay a Cparatc vote vas also taken
on an operative paragraph of the joint draft resaTutlan ‘which called -upon all States
to take all the necessary measures either -separately or CDllPCthCl" to boycott all
Portusuese imports and exports. It was rejected by L4 votes to none, with
7 abstentions. -

The Security Council then voted on the joint draflt resolution as amended by
the inclusion of the amendments of Uruguay and with the deletion of an operative
paragraph. " The seven-Poyer draft resqlutiou was adopted by 7 votes to none, with
I abstentions (résalution 218 of 2% November 1665). Under its operative part the
Sceurity Council (1) affirmed that the situation resulting from the policics of N
Portugal both as regards the African population of its colonies and the neiphbouring
States seriously disturbed international peacc and sccurity; (2) deplored the failure
of the Governmcnt ol Portugal to comply with previous rcsolutions of the Sccurity
Couneil and the General Assemoly and to recognize the 11rht of the pcwplu under
its administraotion to self-determination and independence; (3) reaffirmed %the
interpretation of the principle of sell-~determination as laid Aown in Generoal
Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) and in Sccurity Council vesolution 1535 (1983):
(4) called upon Portugal to give immediate <ffect to the principle of c¢li-
determination as referred to in parograph 3 above in the Territorics undcr its
administration; (5) realfirmed ite urgent demand to Portupal ov: (a) the iumediatc
recopnition of the rirht of the peoples of the Territoriecs under its administretion
to gell-determination end independence; (b) the immcdi=ate cessati-n of 211 actrs of
repression and thc withdrawal of all military end other [orces at present cmployed
for thot purpose; (c) the promulgation of an unconditionel polilicel ammesty end the
egtablishment of conditione that would allow the frec (unctionin- of noliticel
porties: (d) negotiations, on the basis of the recosgpition of the richt o0 scli-
determinetion, with the euthorized represcntetives of the politicel porviice within
and outeide the Torritovics with o vieu to the transfer of power to political
institutions freecly elected and rcprescntotive of the peoples, in accordonce with
Generel Asscnbly res»olution 1510 (X ) (c) the rrontinge of independence fLmec i tely
thercuiber Lo all the Terrivovicsg under itz administration in accordance with the
aspiretions ol Ll peoples: (O) requesbed all Stotes co volvodn Dortiwits T

of Perin:t the Portusuese Goverinaent by aszisboncee which would cuable 44 Lo continuc
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its repression of thc people of the Territories under its administration, and take — ~ —
all the necessary measures to prevent the sale and supply of arms and'military
equipment to the Portuguese Government for this purpose, including the sale and
shipment of- equipment and materials for the manufacture and maintenance of arms
and ammunition to be used in the Territories under Pbrtuguese,administration; -
(7) requested all States to inform the Secrctary-Gencral on whatever measureg were
undertaken towards implementation of paragraph € of the present resolution; and

(8) requested the Secretary—General to ensure the implementation of the provisions
of thic resolution, td:erQide such assistance as he might. deem necessary and to

report to the Security Council not later than 50 June 1S60.

57. THE QUESTION OF RACE CONFLICT IN SOUTH AFRICA RESULTING FROM THE T
POLICIES OF APARTHEID OF THE GOVERNMENT OF THE-REPUBLIC OF SOUTH
AFRICA: LETITER DATED 11 JULY 1605 ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF
THE SECURITY COUNCIL BY THE REPRESENTATIVES OF THIRTY-TWO MEMBER
STATES

Tn a letter dated 11 July 1503 (5/53b), the representatives of thirty-two
African States rcgucsted an early meeting of the Council to consider what they
described as the explosive situation in the Republic of South Alrica resulting from
the policies of apartheid pursued by the Government of South Africa and its
systematic refusal to comply with United Wations resolutions on the question.

The Sccurity Council discussed the mabtter at the 1050th to 1050th mectings
held betveen 31 July and [ Aurust 1965.

Thc Sccurity Council elso had belore it Lwo reports (8/5510 and 3/9553)
submitted by tne Speciel Committec on the policice of apartheild >0 the Republic of
south Africe on O May and 17 July 15G5.

Liberia, Tunisia, Sierra Leone and Madagascwer, which hod been designated by
the Conflcrence of Independent African States, held ot Addis Aboba in May 1405, to
speak o Lehall of all {he Stotos members 2 the Orgonizetion of Alfricen Unity,
vere invited Lo participotc. The Republic of South Alricue, elso invited by the
Security Council to porticlipate in the debabto, loifvwed Uhic Council on 51 July
(S/Siﬁl) thot it had Jdecided not o participate in the Council'c discussion of
matteis vidich 1t concidered to te sololy within e dowestic jurcidiction of o

fiember Stat,
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A draft 1esolut13n (s / BBM and Corr.l) was submitted by Ghana, Morocca and the

Philippines under the operatlve paragraphs of Wthh the COUHCll WDlld. (l) strongly
deprecate the D011c1e§ 6f South Africa in 1tc perpetuatlon of rac1al éiﬁcrrmlnatloﬁ7477 -
as being 1n¢onslstent with the prlncrples contarned in the Charter of the United =
Netions and contrary to its obligations as a Member State; (2) call upon the
government of South Africa to abandon its policies of apartheid and discrimination
as called for in Security Council resolution 134 of 1 April 1960, and to liberate
all persons imprisoned;'intsrnedfér,subjected to other restrig§i6n§;f6r,haying
opposed the policy of apartheid; (3) call upon all States to boycott all South
African goods and to refrain from exporting to South Africa strategic materials

of direct military value; (4) call upon all States to cease forthwith the sale and
shipment of arms, ammunition of all types and military vehicles t> South Africa; and
(5) request the uecretary-General to keep the situation in South Alrica unde1
obgervation and t) report to the Sccurlty Council by 30 October 1563, '

At its 1056th meeting, the Security Council voted on the draft resolution.
pParagreph 5 was voted upon separately receiving 5 votes to none with (O abstentions,
and failed to be adopted. The remainder of the draft resolution was adopted by
¢ votes in favour, none against, with 2 abstentions (resolution 181 of 7 August 1663).

The third report of thce Special Committee on the Policics of épartheid >f the
covernment of the Republic of South Africa (S/5426 and Add.1-7) was submitted on
15 Sceptember 160%. On 11 October 14635, the Secretary-General, in pursuance of
resolution 181, submitted o report (S/5438 and Add.1-0) to the Council which
contained replics by South Africo and other States to his request for informetion
o the implementation of the resolution.

Cn 75 October, thirty-two African end Asian States requested (8/5bhh and Add. 1)
the 3ccurity Council to consider urgently the Scerctary-General's report of
11 October. They puinted out that the reaction »f the South African Government to
Sceurity Council resolution 101 of 7 Awsust had been completely negative and that
the gitouation in the country had heen cxaccrbated by recent developnents there.

The Council liscursed the item at the 1075rd to 107Ath mecctings held between
o7 tovewber sud b December

Gn O December, Horwey submitied a drafb resolubion (5/5h69) Ly which the
Couicil, ivter alia, would: (l) oppeel Lo all Stebtes Lo comply wilh resolution 151

{ Aucust: (2) vrpently vequest the Govermment of the Republie of South Afrvica

'
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to cease forthwith its continued imposition of discriminatory and repressive -
measures vhich werc a violation of the Charter and of the Universal Declarationrdf
Human Rights; (3) condemn the non-compliance of the Government of the RépUblic

of South Africa with appcols_contained_in _the General Assembly and Security Council
resolutions;—(4) again call upon the Government of South Africa to release all ~—
persons imprisoned, interned or subjected to other restriction for their opposition
to apartheid; (5) call upon all States to cease Fforthwith the sales and Shipment of
equipment and materials for the manufacture and maintenance of arms and ammunition
in the Republic; (6) request the Secretary-General to establish under his direction
a group of recognized experts to examine methods of resolving the present situation
in South Africa through full, peaceful and orderly applicetion of human rights and
fundamental frcedoms to all inhabitants, regardless of racc, colour or creed, and

to consider what part the United Netions might play in the achievement of that end;
(7) invite the Governmeﬁt of South Africa to avail itsclf of the assistance of the
group in order to bring about the desired peaceful transformation; and (5) request
the Secrctary-General to continue to keep the situation undcr observation and to
report to the Sccurity Council not later thap 1 Jume 190h on the implementation of
the resvlution.

At the 1070th meeting, the Norwegian draflt resolution wag adopted unanimously
(resolution 182 of L December 1¢63).

Cn 20 April 1904, the Secretary-General circulated his ccport (8/565& and
Corr.l snd Add.1-5) to the Sccurity Ceuncil on the implcmcntation ol resolution 182
of U December 1$03. It contained the text of a reply dated & Februsry from the
Government >f South Alrica, describing the Sccurity Council resolution of 4 December
as an "unparalleled attempt at deliberate interference" in the intcrnel affoirs of
the Republic of South Africe, and stabting that any form ol co-operation with the
eroup of experts was out ol the guestion. Tt alse costaincd the roport of the
group. Later, the Sceretary-General tronsmitted replics (3/5058/A41.1-5) from
Member Stotes on the implementation of the above-menticocd resclution.

Cu 50 April 10k, fifty-eicht delerations requested the gceurity Council
(3/501h) to resume considerstion of the scrious siturtion existine in South Africe
in the lisht of the roport prosuonted by the Scerctary-General ond the acy
developments in Sonth Alvien, povticalarly the iapocition of Jeolh sontunces on a

number of Africon political lendere,
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On & June, the Security Council met to resume consideration of the question, -
vhich it discussed at the 1107th to 1135th meetings held between 8 and 18 Junec.
It hadibeforéiit tuo furthér fépdfts b&itheispébiél Committece dated 23 March 196k

(s/5621) and-25 May 196k (s8/5717)." T e

At the opening meeting, Morocco *ntroduced a draft resolutlon (S/5752) -
sponsored jointly with the Ivory Coast which, as subsequently revised by its
sponsors, provided that the Security Council should: urge the South African
Government to renounce the execution of the persons sentenced to aeath for acts
resulting from their opposition to the policies of apartheid, to end forthwith
the trial in progress under the arbitrary laws of apartheid, and to grant amnesty
to all persons already in prison, interned or subjected to other restrictions,
particularly to %tue defendants in the Rivonia trial; invite all the States to
exert their influence so as to induce the South African Government to comply with
the resolution; and invite the Secretary-Ceneral to follow closely the
implemcntation of the resolution and to report to the Security Council thereon.

At tle 1128%h meeting, the dralt resolution, as revised, was adopted by
7 votes to none, with 4 abstentions (resolution 190 of 9 June 196k).

On 10 June, H.orway submitted a draft resslution, co-sponsored by Bolivia
(s/5759). Under its operative part, the Security Council would, inter alia:
condemn the apartheid policies of the Government of the Republic oi’ South Africa;
reiterats its appeal for the release of all pcrscns impriscred, interned or
subjected to other restrictions for having opposed apartheid; appeal to the
South African Government to repouns: the execution of eny person sentenced to
dcoth for opposition to apartheid, =nd to gsrant eaesty to all detained or on
trial for such opposition. The Council would also note the recommendations and
ccnelusicns in the rerort of Lthe greup of experils, endorse ard subseribo
in perticuler to its mein cwmclusion that "all the people of South Africa
should be brousht into consultetion and slould thus be oble to decide the future
Af their country ot the nrtional lovel": requesi the Secretary-General to consider
et azsistancs the Uritcld Hotiong might 2'ter to facilitate such congoliuctione;
and danvito South Alvics ©o accent thal mein conclusicn of the voup o experts.
and to osubmit to the Goorcbary-Genceral its vicws with recpect o zuch
coucultotion by 30 Ioverber 190U, TFurthcr, the Council would deeide to cstablist

f1oexpert committoc of 211 dito moamtors te undertale o techoical anl prectical
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study and report to the Council as to the'feagiyility, effegtivencsgigpdgf
implicationé of ﬁéés&éeéﬁwhich could, as appropriate, be taken by the Council
undervfhe Chart;f;.andﬁwéﬁld éﬁthorize the expert ccmmittee to request all
United-Nations-Members to submit their views on such measures to it not later than - -
30 November. The Committee would complete its report not later than three months
thereafter. The Ccuncil would also invite the Secretary-General, in consultaticn
with appropriate specialized agencies, to establish an educaticn and training
programme for the purpoééhof arranging fér education and tfaining abroad for

South Africans. Finally,'the Council would reaffirm its call upon all States

to cease the sale and shipment to Scuth Africa of arms, ammunition, military

vehicles and equipment and materials Tor the manufacture . 1d maintenance of arms

and ammunition in South Africa, and would request all Member States to-take such
steps as they deemed appropriate to persuade the Govermment of South /frica to

comply with the resolution. | -

At the 1155th meeting, the Council adopted the joint draft resolution by
8 votes to nome, with 5 abstentions (resolution 191 of 18 June 19Gk).

In a reply (S/5517) dated 13 July to the Secretary-General's letter
transmitting resolution 100 of O June 196L, the representative of Scuth Africa
stated that his Government regarded the resclution as constituting intervention by
the United Nations in the judicial processes of a Member State and, therefore, as
ccmpletely illegal.

On 25 August the Secretary-General sutmitted his report (6/5915) cn the
implementation of Council resoluticn 10 of 9 June 1954, He recalled the reply
of the Scuth African Government in its letter of 15 July and tvansmitted the
replies received frem thirty-five other States in connexion with the implementaticn
of the resolution.

On 30 November, the Upecial Ccmmittee on the Policies of Apartheid of the
Govermpent of the Republic of South Africa submitted a report (5/G075) to the
General Assembly and the Security Ccuncil in which it reviewed the main
develcpments rclating to the racial policies of the Goverrment of the Hepublic of
Scuth Africa since its report of 13 Zeptember 1S63, and made a number of

recommendations.,

[ens
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On 27 February 1965, the Expert Ccmsittee ccmposed of the 1C6h4 members of

the Security-Council and established-in pursuance -of -the Ccuncil -resolution 191 - - -

of 18 June 1964 submitted to -the Council a report (5/6210) cn the Teasibility,
effectiveness, and implications of measures which could, as appropriate, e .

taken by the Security Council under the United Nations Charter..

On 16 June and 10 August respectively, the Spedial Ccmmittee on thé Policies
of Apartheid of the Government of the Republic of Scuth Africa submitted two
further reports to the Council (8/6U453 and §/6605). On 2 August, thirty-two
African States requested the convening of the Security Council (5/6584) to resume
its consideration of the question in the light of the reports submitted by the
Expert Ccmmittee of the Security Council and the Special Ccmmittee. On 15 October,
the Council received a request from Liberia, Madagascar, Sierra Leone and Tunisia
For participation in the Council's discussion of the questicn (S/6791). However,
on 22 November; they requeéted thé President ofrthe7Councilrto defer conéideration
of the question to a later date in view of the sericus situation then prevailing
in Scuthern Rhodesia and its implications with regard to the question of
apartheid (8/696k).

(See related item LO above.)

5. QUESTICN CONCERNING THE SITUATION IN SOUTHERN FHODESIA:
LETTERS DATED 2 AND 30 AUGUST 1963 ADDRESSED TO THE
PRESIDENT OF THr SECURITY CCUNCIL ON BEHALF OF THE
REPRESENTATIVES OF THIRTY-TWO MEMBER STATES
By = letter of 2 August 1963 (S/5352) the representatives of Ghana, Cninea,

IMorocco and the United Arab Republic requested the Council to consider the
situation in Southern Khedesia. A memorandum submitted with the letter stated
that it vas clear that the United Kingdum Government currently possessed every
authority necessary to effect the reforms vhich the United Nations had requested.
If the United Kingdem Government handed over, uvncenditicnally, military and air

Torce units and indeed all the attribules of sovereignty, save its ncninal

ecornition, to the Government of Southern Ihodesia as at present conctituted,

then sericus Jdanger to world peace would ensuc,

/..
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The Counc1l also had before it a veport and a resolution u/5))7 ﬂdqpted —
7on the questlon of uoutheln Rhode51aigﬁ édudune 10637by the Spec1al Committee on
rthe Sluuétlon w1th regard to the Implementatlon of the Declaratlon on the Granting
‘of Independence to Colonial Countries and Pecples. ‘

" "On 30 August, the Chargé d'Affaires of the Congo (Brazzaville), in a
letter (S/5409) on behalf of twenty-eight African States, pledged those States'
support for the four-Power letter of 2 August.

The Security Council included thié quéstion in its agenda on79 Septembér and
invited representatives of Mali, Tanganyika, Uganda and the United Arvab Republic
to participate in the discussion of the questicn. The question was discussed at
the 106k4th to 1069th meetings frcem 9 to 13 Scptember.

On 11 September, a draft resolution (S/5h25/Rev.l) was submitted Ly Ghana,
Morocco and the Philippines. Under it the Council would: invite the United
Kingdcm Government not to transfer to its colc cny of Southern Ehcdesia as at
present governed any powers or attributes of sovereignty until the establishment
of a government fully representative of all the inhabitants of the colony;
further invite the United Kingdom Govermment not to transfer to its colony of
Scuthern Rhodesia the armed forces and aivcraft as snvisaged by the Central
African Conference, 1665; invite the Government of the United Kingdon to implement
the General Assembly resolutions on the question of Scuthern Fhodesia, in
particular General Assembly resolutions 1747 (XVI) of 23 Jure 1562 and 1760 (XVII)
of 31 October 1962; and request the General Assembly to continue its examination
of the question ¢f Scuthern Fhodesia with a view to securing a just an? lasting
settlement.

The Ccuncil proceeded to vote on 13 teptember, when 8 votes were cast in
favour of the draft, 1 against, with 2 abstenticns. The draft resoluticn was
not adopted since the negative vote had been cast by a perwanent mombes of the
Council.

A vepcrt (5/5854) of the Special Cammittee cn the Situation vith rerard to
the Implementaticn <f the Declaraticn an the Granting of Independence o Colonial
Camntrice and Peoples vas forvarded to the Security Ccuncil on 20 July 170h, 4
supplement (5/585h/Add.1) to that report vas forvarded to the Ccuncil on

22 Decenber.
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On 21 Apri~ 1965, the representatives of thirty-five African States requested - -
(5/629k and Add.l), the convening of an urgent meeting of the Council to examine
the very serious cituation existing in Southern Fhodesia. In the attached
memorandum it was stated that, despite the relevant resolutions of the General
Assembly, -the efforts -of the Special Ccmmittee and,the,ﬁegretary-Geheral,and the
repeated appeals made by the African Heads of State and Govermment, the United
Kingdcm had done nothing to apply the principles of the Declaration on the
Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Péoples to its colony of
Scuthern Fhedesia. AThéir,Governmenﬁﬁ,were Profoundly disturbed at the continuing
deterioraticn of the situaticn in the Territory, resulting in particular from the
intensification of the repressive measures directed against the African
nationalist leaders. The recent decision to hold elections cn the basis of the -
Ccnstitutioniof 1961 was a challenge to the United Natiocns and to the Orvganization
of African Unity. The threats of the so-called Prime Minister of the Territory
to proclaim independence without regard Tor the opinicn of the African inhabitants
were creating a dangercus situaticn which constituted a threat to internaticnal
peace and security. In the circumstances, and in view of the passivity of the
United Kingdcm Governm.it, an urgent meeting of the Council must be held with a
view to taking the messures required to put an end to the danpgerous trend of the
situation.

The Council discussed this question in the course of the 1194kth, 119%th,
1107th, 1160th, 120lst and 1202nd meetings between 30 April and G lMay. In
accordance with their requests, the Council invited the Ministers for Foreign
Affairs of Algeria and Tenegal to participate in the discussion.

On 5 May, the Ivory Coast, Jordan and Malaysia sulmitted a draft resolution
(8/6529/Rev.1) vherely, inter alia, the Ccuncil weuld: (1) take note of the
United Kinzdem Goverpment's statement ol 27 October 126 (2) note and approve
the cpinicn off the majority of the population of tcuthern Kicdesia that the

United Kingdom should ccnvenc a cenotitution cenference; (3) request the

18

United Kingdcm Government and the lMember tates not to accept a unilateral
dAeclaraticn of independence Tor Scuthiorn Ihodesia by the wminority Goverrment;
(L) request the United lngdem to tubhe all necessary action to prevent such a

dccelaration; () vegurst the United iGncocm Governmont not to transler to

[oes
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Southern Rhcdesia, as'at présent'govérned,'any of the povers or attributes of
ucverelgnty, but to promote 1ts attalnment of independence by a democratic system

of government in accordance w1th the aspirations of the majority of the population;
(6) further request the United Kingdcm Government to enter into consultations with -
all concerned with a view to convening a conference -of all political parties in -
order to adopt new constitutional provisions acceptable to the majority of the
people of Rhodesia, so that the earliest possible date might be set Tor
independence;randi(7) decide to keep the question éf Scuthern. RBhodesia on - its
agenda. — - -~ -

Amendments (5/6332/Rev.l) were sutmitted to the draft resolution by the USSR,
vhereby cperative paragraphs 3 and !l would be replaced by a request to the United -
Kingdcm to cancel the elections set for 7 May on the basis of the 1901 Constitution -
and paragraph 5 would be modlfled to +he effect that the United Kingdcm would be o
requested<to take the necessary measules for the 1mmeJ1ate granting of lndependence
to Southern Rhodesia,

At the 1202nd meeting on 6 May, the Security Council rejected the USSR
amendments by 2 votes to 1, with 8 abstentions. It then adcpted the joint draft
resoluticn by 7 votes in favouv, with 4 abstentions (resolution 202 of 6 May 1S65).

The Security Council resumed consideration of the item at its 1257th meeting
on 12 November 1965 on the basis of letters dated 11 November fram the
representative of the United Kingdem (S/65 ), 10 and 11 November ivom the
President of the General Assembly (5/6807 and S/6908), 11 November frcm the
representatives of thirty-five Member States (5/6S02) and 11 November frcm the
representatives of twenty-two Member sStates (5/0903), all addressed to the
President of the Security Council.

At the 1257th meeting, the Presidentu, vith the consent of the Ccuncil,
invited the representatives of Algeria, India, Pakistan, Ghana, Zewbia, Sierva
Lecne, Senegal, Mali, Tanzenia and Nigeria, and st the 1253th and 1259th mectings,
the representatives of Guinea and Ethiopia, pursuant to their requests, to
participate without vote in the discussion.

In accordance vith the proposal of Jordan at the 1257th meeting, tie Council
invited the Govermments of Portugal and the FepubLlic ol South Africa to be

vepresented at the meewings of the Council on the guestion.
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At the 1258th mecting Jordan introduced a draft resolution (&/6921/Rev.l)
which was adopted by 10 votes to rone, with 1 abstention (resolution 216 of
12 November 1965). 1In that resolution the Security Council (1) decided to -
condemn the unilateral declaration of “independence made by-a racist minority in.
Scuthern Rhodesia; and (2) decided to call upon all States not to recopnize the
illegal racist minority régime in Scuthein Fhodesia and to refrain from rendering
any assistance to that illegal rébime.

Ivory Coast submitted draft resolutlons (8/6928 and 8/6920) Under the operative

paragraphs of the United Kingdom draft 1esolution (S/6928), the Security Ccunecil
would: (1) refuse to recognize the unilateral declaraticn-of-independence by the
former régime in Southern Rhodesia as having any legal validity; (2) reiterate
its call to all States to refuse to recognize the illegal andruﬁconutwtutlonal
régime in Southern Fhcdesia; (3) call upon all States to refrain from any action
which could give aid and camfort to that régime, and in particular to refrain
frcm supplying arms, equipment, or war material to it; and (%) call upon all
States to lend all necessary assistance and support to the United Kingdom
Government i. making effective the measures taken by that Govermment, including
the finanecial and econcmic measures, to bring the rebellicn in Scuthern Fhodesia
to an end.

Under the operative paragraphs of the dvaft resolution sutmitted by the
Ivory Ceast (S/G929), the Security Council would: (1) determine that the situation
resulting frcem the declaration of independence by the racist minority scttler
répime constituted a threat to intcrnaticnal peace and security; (2) declarc
illepgal the seizure ol power by the racist minority settler répine in Southern
Fhodesia; (%) call upen the United Kingdenm and all other States to take
immediate steps to protect the lives of the 4 million Africans and other
inhabitants of the tcrritory who oppose this rebellicn; (4) further call upen the
United Kingdem Government, in additicn to the meacurcs it had proposed to take
with regard to the situation in Scuthevn Khodesia, to suspend the 10401
Constitution; (5) call upon all Ctates not Lo recopnize the racist winority
settler régime aad to vithdraw recoguiticn of any State recogniv that rdmime;

(6) dewand that the rveleollion Ly the cocist winority settizv yécime be fmmcediately

/..
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crushed and,law,éndﬁorderfestablishedfin that African territory; (7) demandrfpythergffiiif
that majority rule be established in the territoryion the principle of "one man,
one vote"; (8) call (pon all States to enforce cn the iiicééigfégime in Southern
Hhodesia a-ccmplete interiuption of econcmic relations, including an”Embargb '
on‘supplies,of,oilfand:petroleumfproducts,“and*of rail, sea, air, postal, I
telegraphic, radio and other means of ccnmunicaticon and severance of diplcmatic
and consular relations, in accordance with Article b1 of the Charter; (9) decide
to talie all the enlorcement measures provided fqr,underﬁArticleslhé and 43 orf B
the Charter g@giﬁﬁt the racist minority settler régime;-and-(10) authorize the DR
Secretary-General to ensure the immediate implementation of this resolution and
to report as soon as possible.

The Security Council cqqtinued its cousideration of the item at the -
1261st to 1265th meetings on 15, 16, 17, 1S and 20 November 1965, - -- = - T

In additicn to theftwelve"représentaﬁivés previously invited, the
representatives of lauritania, the Gambia, Jamaica, Scmalia and the Judan were
invited by the President at the 1261st and 1263xd meetings, with the censent of
the Council, pursuant to their requests, to participate in the discussion.

The Govermments of the Republic of South Africa and Portugal, in lebters
dated 15 November (/6935 and 5/6938) addvessed to the Secretary-General, expressed
cheir regret at not being in a position to accept the invitation of the Couneil to
be represented at the discussion of the item for reascns explained in their
respective letters.

At the 126hth meeting, the representative of Urugugy intreduced a joint
draft resolution co-sponsored by Bolivia and Uruguay (S/GQSS). The Council apreed
that it ghould be piven priovity over the draft resolutions submitted Ly the
United Kingdem (5/6523) and the Ivory Coast (3/6520).

At thio 1205%u weeting, the President informed the Council that Bolivia and
Urugoay bad wedificd woerative paragraph 1 of their draft vesolution (5/0955). 1In
the subseauent vote, tiuc joint draft res lulion was adoupted by 10 volbes in Taveuw
vith 1 avgtenticn (rcaolution 217 of 0 Huvember 1G05). Under the operative part
o the vescoluidon he Decurity Councily; (1) deteimined that the cituvation

resulting fran the proclamation of independence 1y the illegal avthoritics in

Scuthern Fhedegin van cxticmely prave, thot the Guverrment of the Undted Fingdem

[ors
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sheuld put an end to it and that its continuance in time constituted a threat to
international peacc and security; (2) reaffirmed its resolution 216 of

12 November 1965 and General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) of 14 Decomber 1960;
(3) ccndemned the usurpation of pover by a racist settler minority in Scuthern
Ehcdesia and regarded the declaration of independence hy it as haviug no legal
validity: (%) called wpon the United Kinsdom Govermment to quell this rebellion
of the racist minority; (5) further called upon the United Kingdom Govermment to
talie all other appropriate measures vhich would prove effective in eliminating
the authority of the usurpers and in bringing the minority régime in Jouthern
Fhodesia to an immediate end; (6) called upon all States not to recognize this
illegal authority and not to entertain any diplcmatic or other relations with this
illegal authority; (7) called upon the United Kingdcm Government, as the working
of the Constitution of 1$61 had broken down, to take immediate measures in order
to allow the people of Southern Fhcdesia to determine their own fubure consistent
vith the objectives of General Assembly resolution 15il (XV); (8) called upon all
States to refrain Tfrom any action vwhich vould assist and encourage the illegal
régime and, in particular, to desist frcm providing it with arms, equipment and
military material, and to do their utmost in order to break all econcmic relations
with Southern Ehcdesia, including an embaigo on oil and petroleum products;

{9) called upon the United Kingdcm Goverrment to enforce urgently apd vith vigour
all the measures it had announced, as vell as those menticned in paragraph 3
above; {10) called upcn the Organization of African Unity to do all in its pover
to assist in the implementaticn of this resolution, in conformity with Chapter VIII
of the Charter; and (11) decided to keep the question under reviev in order to
examine what cther measures it might decm necessary to take.

In a letter dated 7 April 1966 (8/7235) the United Kingdom requested the
President of the Security Council to convene an emregency meetling of the Ccuncil
that afternoon to consider the situation arising frem the arrival in Beira of an
o0il tanker which might result in substantial supplies of oil reaching Ihodesia in
contravention of the oil embargo imposed by his Government in accordance with the
Council's resolution 217 of 20 November 1C65.

In the light of that request, the Security Ccuncil resumed its consideraticn

of the guesticn at the 1276th and 127T7th meetings on 9 April 1$66.

/..
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at the 1277th meetlng the representatlve of Kenya, wvere invited by the President,
with the consent-of the Council, to participate in the discussion. At the
1277th meeting, the representative of Greece was also invited, upon his request, B
to make a statement . L S

At the 127€th meetingzifhe Unitéd Kingdomrsubmitted a draft resolution
(8/7236/Rev.1) under which the Council, inter alia, gravely concerned at
reports that substantial supplies of oil might reach Rhodesia, would: (1) determine
that the resulting situation constltuted a threat to the peace; (g)rcalliupon the
Pnrtuguesc Government notgf;wpermlt oll to be pumped through the pipeline from
Beira to Rhodesia; (J),callwupon the Portuguese Government not to receive at ST TIlT
Beira oil destined for Rhcdesia; (4) call upon all States to ensure the diversion
of any Jf their vessels reasonably believed to be carrylng cil destlned for
Fhcdesia which m;ght be en route for Beira; and (5) call upon the Government
of the United Kingdom to prevent by the use of force if necessary the arrival at
Beira of vessels reasonably believed to be carrying oil destined Tor BRhodesia,
and empower the United Kingdcm %o arrest and detain the tanker known as the
Joanna V upon her depavture from Beira in the event her oil cargo was discharged
there.

At the same meeting Uganda introduced joint amendments (5/72L%) by hali, -
Nigeria and Uganda to the United Kingdom draft resolution. The amenduents wonld
insert two new paragraphs after the first prcambular paragraph: "Noting that

econcmic measures have failed to produce the desired political results" and -

"Deenly concerned at the reports that oil has been reaching Fiodesia'; in

operative paragrapir 1, deletc the words "the resulting situation" and insert "the
situation prevailing in Uouthern Rhodesia" and alter the word "peace" add "and
security"; insert the following paragraph after operative paragraph i "Calls upcn
the Government of Jeuth Africa to take all measures necessary to prevent the supply
of oil to Southern Khodesia"; delete cpevative paragreph 5 and veplace it by the
Tolloving pararzanh "lelg_gﬂgﬂ the Government of the United Hiangdan to prevent
by all means including the use of [orce, the transportation dinto Couthorn Rhodesia
of oil or othor perciondise and eppovers the Umited Kingdem to tale meapures

necessary “ov the dwmediate pplepentati-n of this rocolotiens "Calls _bpon all

/.
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States to apply measures for the complete interruption of economic relations dnd

of communlcatlons with the settler mlnorlty régime and any other means in : o
conformity with Articles Ul and 42 of the Charter"; and "Calls upon the United
Kingdom Government to employ all measuresrlncludlng the use of armed force to , : -
bring down the settler minority régime in Rhodesia and'to*implement*forthwith 7
resolution 1514 (XV) of the General Assembly".

At the 1277th meeting the Council voted on the joint amendments (5/7243)
and the United Kingdom draft resolution (S/7236/Rev.l). B

The amendments to the preamble, to operative paragraph 1 and for the
insertion of a new paragraph after operative paragraph 3, reccived 7 votes in
favour, none against; with 8 abstentions and were not adopted since they had not
received the required majority.

The amendments to replac operatlve paragraph 5 dnd to add two new operative
paragraphs at the end of the draft resolution also falled of ddOpthﬂ, receiving
6 votes in favour, none against, with 9 abstentions.

The United Kingdom draft resolution was then adopted by 10 votes to none,
with 5 abstentions (resolution 221 of 9 April 1966).

The Security Council considered the question further at its 1279th thrcugh
1285th meetings, held between 17 and 25 ay 1466, on the busis ol a request made
in a letter to the President of the Ccuncil dated 10 May 1966 (S/7285 und Add.2)
from thirty-two Member States. Tursusnt to their requests, the representatives
of India, Pakistan, Zambia, Senegal, Algeria and Dilerra Lecone were invited to
participate, without vote, in the discussicn.

Before the Council was a draft resolulion gubmitted on 11 Moy by tioli, Nigeria
ond Uganda (5/7205/Ad1.1), under the operative purt ot which the Cruncil would:
(1) determine that the situation in Southern Rhodesia continued to constitute o
threat to internationul peace and security; (2) cull upor 11l Stotes to opply
measures with a view to the complete geverance of econcmic relationg and
cermunications with Scuthern Khodesia in accordance with Article 41 of the Charter:
(%) invite the Fortupuese and Ccuth Alvican Govermmenls, in pacticulne, to toke
forLhwith the necessary weasures under Avticle bl or the Chuntter to sever ceonomic
relationsg and communications with fouthern Rhodesioy () coll uren 211 States,

and particularly the Tortupguese und South African Goveenments, Lo take 2ll

/v
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necessary measures to prevent the supply of oil and petroleum products to Scuthern
Rhodesia; (5) call upon the United Kingdcm to take the measures provided for in
Chapter VII of the Charter in order, by the use of alr, sea or land forces, to
prevent any supplies, including oil and petroleum products, from reaching Scuthern
Rhodesia; (6) reaffirm the inalienable rights of the people of Southern Rhodesia
to freedem and independence in accordance with the Declaration contained in
General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV), and recognize the legitimacy of their
struggle to secure the enjoyment of their rights as set forth in the Charter;
(7} call upon the United Kingdom to hold consultations with the leaders of African
political parties with a view to the establishment of a régime consistent with
the aspirations of the people of Zimbabwe; (8) draw the attention of the United
Kingdom to the harmful consequences which the present negotiations might entail
for the establishment of a2 régime based on universal suffrage; and (9) call upon
the United Kingdom Government to take all necessary measures, including the use
of force, to abolish the racist minority régime in Southern Rhodesia and to ensure
the immediate application of General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV).

At the 1285th meeting (23 May) the draft resolution received 6 votes to 1,
with 8 abstentions, and was not adopted having failed to obtain the required

majority.

59. LETTER DATED 26 DECEMBER 1963 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF
CYPRUS ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL

On 26 December 1963, Cyprus requested (S/5488) an urgent meeting of the
Security Ccuncil to consider a complaint against Turkey for alleged acts of
aggression and intervention in the internal affairs of Cyprus.

Under the Constitution of Cyprus, which had been incorporated into the Treaty
of Guarantee signed in 1959 by Greece, Turkey and the United Kingdcm and accepted
by representatives of the Greek and Tufkish Cypriot comrunities, a legal
distincticn was preserved between the two communities in order to maintain a
balance bvetween their rights and interests. The Treaty of Guarantee further
empowered tbe United Kingdem, CGreece and Turkey to intervene jointly or separately

to preserve the state of affairs under the Consgtitution. In December 1963, the

[oas
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- President of Cyprus proposed thirteen amendments to the Constitution. These were
immediately rejected by'Turkey and the Turkish Cypriot”léadershipgés aiteringr -
the balance between the two communities. Thereafter theiéituationgaeteriorated7

rapidly and fighting broke out between armed grcups of Greek and Turkish Cypriots.” =~
-~ At the Council's 1085th,meetingf(27 Decemben),wthe:itemiwaérincluded in the 7W7777;;
agenda and the representatives of Cyprus, Greece and Turkey were invited to -
participate without vote in the discussion. At the same meeting, Turkey denied
the charges made by Cyprus and stated that on El-garpecemberrthngfEek Cypriots
had begun a campaign to annihilate. the Turkish.Cypriot population of the island
and had tried to nullify the rights of the Turkish Cypriots established under
the Constitution. -

After further discussion, the meeting of the Council was adjourned.

Cn- 13 January 196U, the Secretary-General informed the Council (S/551l4) that .
the Governmeﬁt of Cyprus,‘in‘conjunétion with the United Kingdcm, Greecerand o
Turkey, had requested him to appoint a Personal Representative to observe the
situaticn. On 17 January, he informed the Council (S/5516) that he had decided
to designate Lieutenant General P.S. Gyani as his Personal Representative to
observe the progress of the Jjoint peace-keeping operation undertaken in Cyprus
by the United Kingdem, Greece and Turkey, for an initial period extending to the
end of February 196L.

On 15 February, the United Kingdom requested (S/5543) an early meeting cf
the Security Council *to take appropriate steps to ensure that the dangerous
situaticn in Cyprus could be resolved with full regerd te the rights and
respengibilities of both Cypriot ccommunities, as well as those of the Government
ol' Cyprus and of the signatories to the Treaty of Guarantee.

(n the same day, Cyprus urgently requested (S/5545) an emerpency meeting
of the Gecurity Council to consider the increaging threst trom war preparations
and declarations ¢f the Turkish Government, which had wade the danger of the
invagion of Cyprus obvious and immirent.

The Council cunsidered the matter =t its 1094th to 110&nd meelit~g from
17 February to b fareh 1064,

At the 10G8th meeting (22 Februsry), the Ccuncil decided to iuvite
[ir. kaul Lenktash, Iresident i’ the Turkish Cormunal Chamber, to noke a stotowent

hefore the Council, under rule 59 of the provisional iules of precedure,
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on 2 March, BOllVla, Bra21l, the _Ivory Coast,. Morocco and Norway SubmlttEd4W747W~

a draft resolution (S/5571) )>_the operative part of_which_provided that the Council
would, 1nter alla. call upen all Member States %o refrain from any action or

threat of actlon llkely to worsen the Sltudtlon in the soverelgn Republlu of

Cyplus,ror to endanger 1nternatlonal peace; ask the Govelnment of Cyprus, Wthh

had the resoons1b111ty for the maintenance and restoration of law and order, to

call upon the communltlesr;nrcyprus and thglrrlqadergftp actfw;th the utmost
restraint; recommend the creation, with the consent of the Government of Cyprus,
of a United Nations peace-keeping force in Cyprus, the composition and gize of
the force to be established by the Secrefary-General in consultaticn with the
Governments of Cyprus, Greece, Turkey and the United Kingdcm, the ccummander
of the force to be uppointed-by the Secretary-General and report to him, and
the Secretary-General, who should keep the Governments providing the force fully
informed, %o repurt pericdically to the Security Council on its operation;
reccumend that the function of the force shculd be to use its best efTorts to
prevent a recurrence of fighting and, as necessary, to contribute to the
raintenance and restoration of law and order and a return to normal conditions;
recoumend that the stationing of the force should be for a period of three months,
all costs pertaining to it being met, in a manner to be agreed upon by them,
by the Governments providing the contingents and by the Goverrment of Cyprus;
the Secretary-General might also accept voluntary contritbutions for that purpose;
and reccmmend further that the Secretary-General designate, in agrecment with the
four Governments, a mediator, who shculd use hig btest endeuavours with the
vepresentatives of the ccmmunities and the four Governments, for the purpoge of
proroting a peacetul soluticn and an apreed settlews=nt of the problem confronting
CUypius, in accordunce with the Charter of the United NMaticng, having in mind the
vwell-teing of the people of Cyprus as a whole and the preservaticn of internaticnal
peace and security: the mediator to report pericdically to the Secretary-Genwersl
on his efforts.

At the 110200 meetbing (I tarch), the [ive-Fower drafi resoluticn was put to
the vote.  Paragravh U wag adrpted Ly 8 votes to nene, with 5 abslentionsg, and tho

draft rescluticn sy 9 whole wus adopied nnanimously (resolution 186 of b March 196k).
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In a-report (8/5569) submitted on 29 February, the Secretary-General informed
the Ccuncil that in the light of the vieuws expressed by.the Governments of Cyprus,
Greece, Turkey and the United Kingdom, 4nd of the discussions in the Council, he T
intended to extend General Gyani's mission after 29 February ~r an additional -- -
month, that period,beingfsubjeét,to'sthQChanges;as might becc. © necessary. e

In a report (5/5595 and Add.l) submitted to the Security Council on 12 March,
the Secretary-General stated that he intended to sstablish the Force at an
initial strength of abcut 7,000.

On 13 March, Turkey informed the Secretary-General (8/5596) that on e

12 March his Government had sent a note to Archbishop Makarios in a last attempt )

to stop the massacre of the Turkish Cypriots and establish law and order on the
island. If the requests contained in the note were not complied with, Turkey

had decided, under article 4 of the Treaty of Guarantee, tp,také_apprdb}iéfe
action. The Turkish force to be sent to the island would ojerate until the -
United Nations Peace-Keeping Force could effectively perform its function there.
The Secretary-General was requested, in accordance with Article 54 of the Charter,
to inform the Security Council of the sitvation and to expedite the dispatch of
the United Nations Peace-Keeping Force to the island.

On 1% March, Cyprus requested (S/5598) an immediate emergency meeting of
the Ccuncil, stating that there was a clear threat of imminent invasion of Cyprus
by Turkish forces.

At the 11C3rd meeting (13 March), the Secretary-General stated that the
United Nations Peace-Keeping Force would be established without further delay
and that elements of it would soon be deployed in Cyprus.

Bolivia, Brazil, the Ivory Coast, Morocco and Norway submitted a draft
resolution (8/5601), the operative part of which provided that the Ccuncil would:
reaffirm its call upcn all Member States, in ccnformity with their obligotions
under the Charter of the United Nations, to refrain frcm any action or threat of
actiocn likely to worsen the situation in the scvereign Republiec of Cyprus or to
endanger international peace; and request the Sccretary-General to press on with
his efforts to implement Security Council resclution 186G of U March 196k and

request liember States to co-operate with the Secrctary-General to that end.
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At_the_same meeting, the Security-Council unanimously adopted the five-Power

draft resolution (resolution 187 of 13 March 196k4).. B o N

On-25 March, the Secretary-General informed the Council (S/5593/Add 3) that,
with the agreement of the Gove:nments of Cyprus, Greece, Turkey and the United
Kingdom, he had on that date designated Mr. Sakari S. Tucmioja as the United
Nations Mediator in Cyprus o o -

On 29 April, the Secretary ~-General reported (S/5671 and Corr 1) to the

Security Council on the operation of the Force during the preceding month.

-On 15 June, the Secretary-General submitted a report (S/5764 and Corr. 1 and 2)

on the United. Natlons operatlon in Cyprus for the period from 26 April to 8 June.
The report was congldered by the Secﬁrlty Counc1l at its 1136th to 1139th meetings
frem 18 to 20 June. . - .

A draft resolution (S/5776/Rev 2) was submitted by Bolivia, Brazil, the
Ivory Coast, Morocco and Norway, underrthg operatlve”part of which the Council
would: reaffirm>resolﬁtions>i86 anaﬁlBT of 4 and 13 March 1964; call upon all
Member States to comply with them; take note of the report of the Secretary-
General; and extend the mandate of the Force for an additional period of three
months, ending 26 September 1964. At the 1139th meeting the draft resolution
was adopted unanimously (resolution 192 of 20 June 1964).

On 8 August, Turkey requested (8/5859) an urgent meeting of the Security
Council to consider "the seriocus situation created in Cyprus by the renewed and
continuing attempts of the Greek Cypriots to subdue by force of arms the Turkish
community in Cyprus in order to perpetuate the usurpaticn of the Government by
the Greek conmunity". The same day, Cyprus requested (8/5861) an immediate meeting
of the Security Council "in view of the deliberate and unprovoked air armed
sttacks against the unarmed civilians of Cyprus carried cut by airplanes of the
Turkish air force".

At the 1143rd meeting (9 August), the President, on behalf of the Council,
appealed to the Government of Turkey to ceage instantly the hcmbardment and the
use of military force of any kind against Cyprus, and to the Government of Cyprus
to direct the armed forces under its control to cease [iring immediately.

The United States snd the United Kingdem subtmitted 2 draft resoluticn

(5/5906) wheveby the Security Council would: call for an immediate cease-Tire



S — e g3
R T English,
Page ]u’?

by all concerned; call upon all concerned to co-operate fully with the Ccmmander
of the United Nations Peace-keeping Force in Cyprus in the restoration of peace
and security; andiéalliupon all States to refrain from any action that might

exacerbate the situation or contribute to the broadening of hostilities.

This téxt was revised (S/5866/Rev.1l) so that in the first operative paragraph

the Council would reaffirm the -appeal of the President just addressed to the
Governments of Turkey and Cyprus vhile the other operative paragraphs remained
unchanged.

At the 1145rd meeting the revised draft resolution was adopted by 9 votes

in favour and none against, with 2 abstentions (resolution 193 of 9 August 196L).

In a statement issued on 10 August (S/5879), the Secretary-General informed
the Council that the Governments of Cyprus and Turkey had responded positively

and without condition to the President's appeal for a cease-fire in Cyprus. The

same day, Cyprus requested (s/5872) an immediate meeting of the Security Council

in order to consider developments of extreme urgency in Cyprus and to prevent
any further aggravation of the situation.

After further discussion by the Council at the resumed 1143rd meeting

(11 August), the President summed up the views of the members as follows: "After

hearing the report of the Secretary-General and the statements of the
representatives of Cyrpus, Greece, Turkey and members of the Security Council,
the Council notes with satisfaction that the cease-{ire is being observed
throughout Cyprus: requests the parties to ccmply with resolution 195 of

9 August 1964 in its entirety, asks all Governments to stop all flights over
the territory of Cyrpus in violation of its sovereignty requests the Ccmmander
of the United Nations Peace -keeping Force in Cyrpus to supervise the cease-(ire
and to reinforce itz units in the zones which vere the sphere of' the recent
military operations so as to ensure the safely of the inhabitants and vequests
all ccncerned to co-operate with and to agsist the Ccmmonder of the Force in

achieving this purpose.”

Vhen the Security Council tceok up the discussion of ihe Secretary-General's

secend report (5/5050 and Corr.l and Add.1-2) at itc 1151st wmeeting (10 Septeuber),

the Secretary-General informed the memberg that he had appointed Mr. Galo Placa
ug the nev Mediator on Cyprus following the sudden death of Ambaszsuador

Galori Tucmioja in Geneve.

Joo
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On 25 September, Bolivia, Brazil, the Ivory Coast, Morocco and Norway
submitted a joint draft resolution (5/5986) whereby the Security Council would:

reaffirm its previous resolutions on the question, and the consensus expressed

by the President at its meeting on.1l August.19Gh; call upon all Member States

to comply -with the above-mentioned resolutions: extend the period in which'thei’a
United Nations Feace~keeping Force,ﬁoﬁldjbe,stationedvin Cyprus for another
three months, ending 26 December 1964, in conformity with the terus of

resolution 186 of L Narch- and request the Secretary-General to keep the Council

informed rerrardlnrr the compliance of the parties concerned with the prov1510ns of

the resolutlon.,, ) ; L

At the 1159th meetlng, the Securlty Council adopted the draft resolution
unanimously (resolution 1ol of 25 September 19uh),

On 12 December, the Secretary-General .submitted to the Council his third
report (5/61C2 and Corr 1 and 2) on the United Nations Operatlon in Cyprus,
covering the period 10 September to 12 December 176l N o

At the 118Cth meeting (18 December) Bolivia, Brazil, the Ivory Coast,

Morocco and Norway submitted a draft resolution whereby the Security Council would:

reaffirm its previous resolutions and the consensus expressed by the President
on 11 August 1¢6k; call upon all Member States to comply with the above-mentioned
resolutions; take note of the report by the Secretary-General; and extend the
stationing of the United Nations Peace-keeping Force in Cyprus, established under
resolution 186 of L March, for an additional period of three months ending
26 March 1965. The draft resolution was then adopted uranimously by the Security
Council (resolution 198 of 18 December 1964).

On 11 March 19€5, the Secretary-General subuitted his fourth report (5/6228
and Corr.l and Add.1) to the Council on the United Nations Operation in Cyprus
for the period 13 December 1764 to 10 March 1965. It was considered at the
1191st to 119%rd meetings (17-19 March).

On 19 March, Bolivia, the Ivory Coast, Jordan, Malaysia and Urueuay subwitted
a draft resolution (S/6217) whereby the Security Council, after reiteratin- the
terms ol its previous resolutions and calling upon the parties concerned to act
with the utmost restraint and to co-operate Tully with the Foree, would e tend
the stotionins ~f the United Nations Force in Cyprus for an additional perid of

three -onths, endim- 20 June 165,
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At its 119%rd mecting, the Security Council adopted the draft resolution
unanimously (resolution 20L of 19 March 1965). — ~ — — — ~— — — T~

On QGNMarch 1965, Mr. GaloiPlazé,ithe United Nations Mediatér 5n Cyprusgiri -
submitted tdifheiéec}éféi&;General airepgrtrgﬁiﬁis activities since
28 September 196k, L L .

Foliowing their recéipﬁ’of’the MEdiator's’feportj*the:dﬁvernments'of Cyprus,
Greece and Turkey and the 'Turkish Cypriot leadership submitted their observations
on it to the Secretary-General (5/6275/4dd.1, S/6280, S/6267, s/6279).

On 10 Jure, the Secretary-General submitted to the Council his fifth report ‘
(s/6L426) on the United Nations Operation in Cyprus, for the period 11 March to o
10 June 1965. - ; : S

The Council took this up at the 1224th meeting (16 June), when Bolivia, the oo
Ivory Coast, Jordan, Malaysia, the Netherlands and Uruguay submitted a draft -
resolution (S/6LLC) whereby the Security Council, after reiterating the terms of
its previous resolﬁtioﬁé;7ﬁoﬁla4eytehd fhe stationing in Cypfus'of the United
Nations Feace-keeping Force for an-additional period of six months, ending
26 December 1C65.

At the same meeting, the draft resolution was unanimously adopted
(resolution 206 of 16 June 1965). -

In letters dated 30 and 31 July 1965, Turkey (S/6571) and Cyprus (S/6581)
requested an early meeting of the Security Council. The Council included both B
requests in its agenda and considered the item at the 1234th to 123Ath meetin-s
on 3, 5 and 10 Aupust 1965,

The Ccuncll also had before it two reports of the Secretary-Gereral on
recent develcopments in Cyprus (5/6569 and Add.l, S/A586).

On 10 August, Malaysia introduced a joint draft resolution (5/660%) sponsored
by Bolivia, the Ivory Coast, Jordan, Malaysia, the TNetherlands and Uruguay, under
which the Security Council, inter alia, noting the report ol the Secretary-Gereral
of 29 July (85/6567) that recent developments in Cyprus had increased tension in
the islaund, would reaffirs resolution 186 of b iarch 196L and call upon all parties.
in conforwity with that resolution, to avoid any action which was likely to worsen
the situation.

The joint draft resolution was put to the vote at the same meeting and was

adopted unaninously (resol ction 207 of 10 Ausust 1906%).
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In a letter dated M’November' S/6877),’Turkey requested an immediate meeting
of the Council in order to can51der what 1t descrlbed as +he dangelous 51tuatlon
created by the Greek Cyprlots in Famagu:ta city. The Counc1l also had before it
a report by the Secretary-General on recent developments in the Famagusta area
and action by UNFICYP concerning the situation (S/6881).

The Council considered the item at its 1252nd meeting on 5 November.

After the debate the President of the Counc1l made a statement appealin:,
to all parties connerned Tor moderatlon and co-oreration in the 1mplementat10n
of the-Council's resolutions and to refrain from any act which mlght aggravate the
situation in Cyprus. . )

‘At its 1270th meeting on 17 December 1965, the Security Council resumed its
consideration of the itew on the basis of two further reports by the Secretary-
General 5/69cu and s/7001)

In the course of the dlscu551on, a joint draft resolution (8/702L4) was
submitted by Bolivia, the Ivory Coast, Jordan, Malay31a, the Netherlands and
Uruguay. After Jordar and the Ivory Coast had sugsested modifications to operative
paragraph 3, under which the Council would "call upon the parties directly concerned
to make an earnest, persistent and intensified effort to achieve a peaceful
settlement of the problems of Cyprus", the co-sponsors of the draft resolution
agreed to the deletion of that paragraph.

The Council uranimously adopted the joint draft resolution as modified
(resolution 219 of 17 December 1¢¥5). Under its operative part the Council, after
reaffiruing its previous resolutions and the consensus erpressed by the President
at the 11!'3rd meeting, decided o extend o e arain the stationing in Cyprus ol
the United Nations Peace-~keeping Force for an additional period of three months,
endins 26 March 1966G.

On 10 March 1960, the Secretary-General submitted his seventh repurt (S/7191)
to the Council on the United Wations Operation in Cyprus for the reriod
©) December 1065 to 10 March 1766,

The Council considered the report at its 1¢ 27hth and 1275th meetings
(15 and 15 March).

On 16 Warch, the Council uranimously adopted & drait resolution (8/7209)

co-sporsored by Arpentine, Japan. Mali, the Netherlands, Few Zealand, Niperviw,
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Uganda -and -Uruguay. Under its operative part the Council reaffirmed its
resolutions 186 of 4 March, 187 of 13 March, 192 of 20 June, 193 of 9 August,
194 of 25 September and 168 of 18 lecember 1964, the consensus expressed by the
President at.the 11h43rd meeting on 11 August 1964, and resolutions 201 of
19 March, 206 offlS—June,;EOTfof 10 -August-and 219-of-17 December -1965; -urged the—- - - -
parties concerned to act with the utmost restraint and to make determined efforts
with a view to achieving the cbjectives of the Security Council, and extended
once morerthe stationing of the United Nations Force in Cyprus established under
Security Council resolution 186 of U March 196k for a_period of three months ending
26 June 1966, in the firm hope that by the end of this period substantial progress
towards a solution would have been-achieved (resolubion 220 of 16 March 1966).- -
On 10 June 1966,_the Secretary-General submitted his eighth report (s/7350
and Add.1) on the United Nations Operation in Cyprus for thé periodill,Mafqh ﬁo
10 June 1966, - . o ’ R
The Council considered the report at its 1286th meeting (16 June), and
unanimously adopted a draft resolution (S5/7358) sponsored by Argentina, Japan,
Jordan, Mali, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nigeria and Uganda. Under its provisions
the President at the 1143rd meeting; urged the parties concerned to act with the
utmost restraint and to make determined efforts with a view to achieving the
objectives of the Security Council; and extended the stationing in Cyprus of the
United Nations Peace-keeping Force for a period of six months ending
25 December 1966, in the firm hope that by the end of that period substantial
progress towards a solution would have been achieved so as to render possible a

vithdraval or a substantial reduction of the Force (resolution 222 of 16 June 1966).
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60. LETTER DATED 10 JANUARY 1964 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESEVTATIVE
OF PANAMA ADDRESSED-TO- THE PRESIDENT -OF -THE SECURLTY- COUrCIL 7

On 10 January 196Y4, Panama requested the Security Couneil (8/5509) to
consider a grave situation which had arisen between Panams and the United States
in connexion with the Panama Canal. - Panama charged_that the_situation had-been - -
brought about by the repeated threats and acts of aggression of the United States
which infringed the territorial sovereignty of Panama and constituted o serious
danger to intefnational peace and;security;ir - o 7

On the same date, the Assistant Secretary-General of the Organization of
American States (OAS) informed the Security Council (S/5511) that at the joint
request of the Governments of Panama and the United States, and with their consent,
the Inter-American Peace Committee of the OAS had decided to travel to Panama to
inv s;tigate the situation and to recommend measures for the settlement of. the ,
dispute. - N 7

The Council included the item in its agenda at the 1086th meeting
(10~11 January) and invited the representative of Panama to participate in the
discussion.

Brazil. proposed that the President of the Security Council be authorized —
to appeal to the Governments of Panama and the United States to bring to an
immediate end the exchange of fire and the bloodshed, and to request that they N
impose the utmost restraint on the military forces under their command and the
civilian population under their control.

The Brazilian proposal was accepted by the representatives ol Panama and
the United States, and was supported by the majorily of the members of the Council,
on the understandinsg, however, that the question remained on the agenda of the
Council.

No further request for discussion of this item hag bheen received and it

has not been discussed by the Security Council since 11 Jonuary 196k,
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61. LETTER DATED 1 APRIL 1964 FROM THE DEPUTY PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE
OF YEMEN, CHARGE D'AFFAIRES A.I., ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF
_ THE SECURITY COUNCIL ' '

On 1 April 1964, Yemen requested (S/5635) an urgent meeting of the Security
Council to consider the "situation resulting from the British continuous acts of
aggression against the peaceful Yemeni citizens" culminating in an attack on ——
28 March in which, Yemen declared, twenty-five personsAhad been killed and several 7
more injured. Yemen further charged that the United Kingdcm had cormitted more
than forty acts of aggression against Yemeni towns and villages since the
establishment of the Yemen Arab Republic. 7

The Security Council_had also. received three letters (s/5618, S/5628 and
S/5632) dated 20, 28 and 30 March 1964, in which the United Kingdom charged Yemen
with violations of the air space of the South Arabian Federation in the area south
and west of Harib and with air attacks with machine-guns and incendiary bombs on
Bedouin in the-territory .of the Federation.. In spite of warnings and protests,
those violations had continued. Accordingly, after an attack on 27 March against
g fort occupied by Federal Guard troops near Jabal Bulaig, British aircraft had
been ordered to counter-attack on the following day, after dropping a warning
nessage first, upon a Yemeni military ¥ just inside the Yemeni frontier about
a mile from the township of Harib. The United Kingdom had taken that action
strictly in exercise of its rights of defence against attacks on the Federation.

The Security Council included the item in its agenda at its 1106th meeting
(2 April) and invited the representative of the Yemen Arab Republic to participate.
The Council also acceded to the requests of Irag, the United Arab Republic and Syria
to participate in the discussion. It discussed the matter at the 1106th to 1111th
meetings held between 2 and 9 April 196k4.

On 8 April, the Ivory Coast and Morocco introduced a draft resolution (8/5649),
under the operative paragraphs of which the Security Council would: condemn
reprisals as incompatible with the purposes and principles of the United Nations;
deplore the British military action at Harib on 23 March 196l; deplore all attacks
and incidents which had occurred in the area; call upon the Yemen Arab Republic
and the United Kingdcm to exercise the moximum restraint in order to avoid further
incidents and to restore pcace in the aree; and request the Secretary-General to
uge his good offices to try to scttle outstanding issues in agreement with the
tyo parties.

At the 1111th meeting, the draft resolution was adopted ty 9 votes to none,
with 2 abstentions (resolution i88 of 9 April 190L), [eee
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. 62. COMPLAINT CONCERWING ACTS OF AGGRESSION AGAINST THE -
TERRITORY AND CIVILIAN FORULATION OF CAMBODIA
~0n 16 April 1964, Cambodia transmitted to the Securlty Council (8/5666) a

set _of documents relating to alleged acts of aggression by the armed forces of
the United States and the Republic_of Viet-Nam ég@instfthejtgrritory and population
of Cambodia. On 13 May, Cambodia “ransmitted a further complaint (S/5697) alleging
"repeated acts of aggression by United States-South Viet-Namese forces", and
requested an early meeting of the Security Council in accordance with Article 33

of the Charter.. - - - - - L]W,,,;,ff, B B -

On 26 Iay, the Spec1al Representatlve of the Government of the Republlc of
Viet-Nam transmltted a memorandum (S/5724) from his Government in reply to the
charges of Cembodia., -

At the 1118th meetlng (19 May) the Securlty Council decided to 1nclude the
item in its agenda._ The representative of Cambedia was invited, without cbjection,
to participate in the discussion without the right to vote. The Council also
decided, by 9 votes to 2, to invite the representative of the Republic of
Viet-Nam to participate without vote in the discussion. The Council considered
the matter at the 1118th to 1122rnd and 112Uth to 1125th meetings held between
19 May and 4 June 196k,

On 3 June, Morocco submitted a draft resolution (S/5735), co-sponsored by the
Ivory Coast, whereby the Security Council, inter alia taking note of the apologies
and regrets tendered to the Royal Government of Cambodia in regard .0 the Trontier
incidents and the loss of life they had entailed, would: deplore the incidents
caused by the penetration of units of the Aimy of the Republic of Viet-Nam into
Cambodian territory; request that just and fair compensation should be of fered
to the Royal Govermment of Cambodia; invite those responsible to take all
appropriate measures to prevent any further violation of the Cambcdian frontier;
request all States and authorities and in particular the participants of the
Geneva Conference to recornize and respect Cambodia's neutrality and territorial
integrity; and decide to send three members of the Council to the two countries
and to the places where the most rccent incidents had occurred in order to
consider such measures as might prevent any vecurrence of such incidents. The

draft resolution further provided that the threc membere would report to the Council

within forty-five days. /
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" On 4 June, the Security Council proceeded to vote on the draft resolution.
The last paragraph was voted upon separately and was adopted by79 votesitoinone,r
with 2 abstentions., The draft resolution as a ﬁholerwas a&obted ﬁnanimouél&i
(resolution 189 of k4 June 196L4). B - o

" On 5 June, the President of the Council named Brazil, the Ivory Coast and

Morocco to carry out the mission.
The report (5/58%2 and Corr.l) of the Council Mission was submitted on

27 July 1964, Communications concerning this report were submitted B& the

Republic of Viet-Nam (5/5921), Cambodia (S/5952) and the United States (8/5955).

63. LETTER DATED 4 AUGUST 1964 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE
~OF THE UNITED STATES ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE o
- ~ SECURITY COUNCIL '

On 4 August 1964, the United States requested (S/5849) an urgent meeting
of the Security Council to consider what it described as the serious situation
created by deliberate attacks of the Hanol regime on United States naval vessels
in international waters.

The Security Council considered the matter at the 1140th and 11blst meetings
held on 5 and 7 August.

At the 1141st meeting, the President reported agreement that, in its further
consideration of the gquestion, the Council would welcome such information as the
Democratic Republic of Viet-Nam desired to make available to it, either through
participation in the discussion or in scme other manner., The Council would
likewise receive such information as the Republic of Viet-Nam might desire to
make available to it.

Following the meetings of the Council, ccmmunications were received from
the Governments of the Democratic Republic of Viet~Nam (5/5888 and $/5907) and of
the Republic of Viet-Nom (S/5892 and S/59C6) in response to the Council's
invitation that they submit information to it regarding the gquestion.

No further request for discussion of this item has been received ond it

has not been discussed by the Security Council since 7 August 196k,

[ove
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6L. LETTER DATED 3 SEPTEMBER 1964 TFRCM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE
OF MALAYSIA ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL

On 3 September 1964, Malaysia requested (S/5930) an urgent meeting of the
Security Council, under Article 39 of the Charter, charging that during the —
midnight hours of 2 September, an Indonesian aircraftvhad flown over South Malaya V’_”
dropping a large group of heavily armed paratroopers estimated to be in the
neighbourhood of thirty. , _ ) N 7

At the 1lhihth meeting (9 September), the Security Council decided without
objection to-include-the-item-in-its—agenda and invited the representatives of
Melaysia, Indonesia and, subsequently, the Philippines to participate without
vote in the discussion. The Council considered the item at the 1llilth, 1145th,
1148th, 1150th and. 1152nd meetings held between 9 and 17 September. - o

On 15 September, the representative of Norway submitted a draft resolution
(S/5973) whereby the Security Council would: regret all the incidents which had

occurred in the whole region; deplore the incident of 2 September 1964 which

formed the basis of the complaint; request the parties concerned to make every

effort to avoid the recurrence of such incidents; call upon them to refrain from

all threat or use -f force and to respect the territorial integrity and political -
independence of each other, and thus to create an atmosphere conducive to the
continuation of their talks; and recommend to the Governments concerned thereupon

to resume their talks on the basis of the joint ccmmuniqué issued by the Heads of
Government following the meeting which took place in Tokyo on 20 June 1964, The
reconciliation commission provided for in that joint ccrmuniqué, once established,
should keep the Security Council informed concerning the development of the

situation.,

At the 1152nd meeting (17 September), the Security Council proceeded to
vote on the Norwegian draft resolution. The draft resoluticn received 9 votes in
favour and 2 apainst, and was not adopted owing to the negative vote of a
permanent member of the Council.

Mo further request for discussion of this item has been received and it has

not been discussed by the Sccurity Council since 17 September 1564,

/v,
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"~~~ ~—65, LETTER DATED 5 SEPTEMBER 1964 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF

" " GREECE ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL, AND —

LEVTER DATED 8 SEPTEMBER 196l+ FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF
GREECE ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY CCUNCIL

"~ 66, LETTER DATED 6 SEPTEMBER 1964 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF
T TURKEY ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL-

On 5 September 1964, the representative of Greece charged (S/5934) that
a series of increasingly hostile steps taken recently by the Turkish Government
had culminated in the expulsion of Greek residents of Istanbul which had “taken on
the character of mass deportation. In view of the dangerous situation brought
aboutﬁﬁ&vactiéns"already'takgngy Turkey and in order to forestallrfurthép actions
of s;miiar naﬁure, he requested the President to convene the Security Co@ncil at
the earliest possible date. On 8 September, Greece drew attention (S/5941) to a
sta@gmgqt;byvtheunrkishfPrime“Minister onﬂh.S§pt¢mbep,in,the'National Assembly,
which, it said, lent added urgency to its request fo: a meeting. o

On 6 September (S/5955), Turkey requested the President to call an urgent
meeting of the Security Council "to discuss and take appropriate measures to
forestall the immediate danger to international peace and security arising from the
provocétive military actions and the attitude of the Greek Government against the
Government of Turkey". After setting out specific complaints of troop
concentrations, invasion of Cyprus, treaty violation and collusion with the
authorities in Cyprus and charging the Prime Minister of Greece with belligerent
statements threatening asll-out war, the ccrmunication stated that Turkey would
call upon the Council to send a fact-finding mission to the area without delay.

At its 1146th meeting (11 September), the Security Council decided, without
objection, to include the two items (65 and 66 above) in its agenda, and invited
the representatives of Greece and Turkey to participate, without vote, in its
discussion, Debate was continued at the 11L47th meeting on the same day, when the
representative of Cyprus was similarly invited, at his request, to participate in
the discussion. As no other speakers wished to take the floor at the close of
the meeting, the President announced that the time of the next meeting on the
question would be determined after consultations between the President and the

members of the Council.
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67. LETTER DATED 1 DECEMBER 1G6L4, ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE
SECURITY COUNCIL FROM THE REPRESENTATIVES OF AFGHANISTAN, ALGERIA, T
BURUNDI, CAMBODIA, CENTRAL AFRICAN REPUBLIC, CONGO (BRAZZAVILLE), R
DAHOMEY, ETHIOPIA, GHANA, GUINEA, INDONESIA, KENYA, MATAWI, MALI,

©~ MAURITANIA, SOMALIA, SUDAN, TANZANIA, UGANDA, UNITED ARAB REPUBLIC,
 YUGOSLAVIA AND ZAMBIA

68. LETTER DATED 9 DECMEBER 1964 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF
THE DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC OF THE CONGO ADLRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF
THE SECURITY CCUNCIL

On 21- November 196k, Belglum and the United States. (s/6055 and S/6056) and,
two days later, ItalJ S/6058) called the attention of the Security Council to the
danger threatening the forelgnfre51dents of,Stanleyv1lle,,among,Uhom,more than .
1,000 persons belonging to nineteen nationalities were being held as hostages by )
the rebel authorltles. On 24 November, Belgium and the United States (s/6063 and
S/6062 notified the. Counc1l that their appeals to the rebel authorities to release

the hostages had met with a refusal to guarantee the safety to the civilians in
Stanleyville; consequently, they had found it necessary to undertake a rescue

operation. Belgian para-commandos carried by United States aircraft had been -
parachuted for that purpose, a few hours earlier, into the Stanleyville area. The
Democratic Republic of the Congo informed the Council (S/6060) that it had
authorized the rescue operation, and the United Kingdom reported that it had
granted to the Belgian and United States Governments, at their request, the use

of facilities on Ascension Island.

On 1 December, Belgium and the United States announced (8/6075) that the
rescue mission, after having effected the release of as many hostages as possible,
had departed from the Congo on 29 November 196k,

By o letter dated 1 December 1964 (S/6076 and Add.1-5), twenty-two Member
States requested the Security Council to consider urgently the situation created
in the Democratic Republic of the Congo by the military operations launched in
Stanleyville and elsewhere by the Governments of Belgium and the United States
with the concurrence of the United Kingdom. They considered that those operations
constituted an intervention in African affairs, a flagrant violation of the United
Nations Charter and a threat to the peace and security of the African continent,

In a message dated 9 December (8/60S0), the Prime Minister of the Democratic

Republic of the Conpo requested the urgent convening of the Council to examine

[eos
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the flagrant intervention in Congolese domestic arffairs by various countries which

were assisting the rebel movement in the Congo. He referred in this connexion
to Algeria, the Sudan, Ghana, the United Arab Republic, the Chinese communist
régimeiandrtheiUSSR.Ti L -

At itsill70thiméeting'on 9 Decembér; the Council decided byra vote of 7 in
favour to 4 agéinst to iﬁclude in the agenda both the complaintrof the twenty-two
Powers and that of the Democra@ic Republic of the Congo. The representatives of
the Sudan, Guinea, Ghana, Belgium, the Congo (Brazzav;lle);>A;ggria, Mali, thé
Democratic Republic of the Congo, Nigeria, the United Arab Republic, and later,
Burundi, Kenya, the Central Afriggn Republic and the qnitgquepublic of Tanzania
asked to participate in the discussior and were invited to do séinfﬁoﬁi the right
to vote. B

The Council devoted its 1170th to 1178th, 1181st, and 1183rd to 1155th.
meetings from 9 December to 50 December, to the debate on this qﬁestibn. '

on 28 December, the Ivory Coast and Moroceco submitted a draft resolution
(s/6123/Rev.1) which would have the Ccuncil: (1) request all States to refrain or
desist frcm intervening in the domestic affairs of the Congo; (2) appeal for a
cease-fire in the Congo in accordance with the Organization of African Unity
resolution dated 10 September 1964; (3) consider, in accordance with that same
resolution, that the mercenaries should as a matter of urgency be withdrawn from
the Congo; (h) encourage the OAU to pursue its efforts to help the Government of
the Democratic Republic of the Congo to achieve national reconciliation in

accordance with its resolution of 10 September; (5) request all States to assist

the OAU in the attaimment of these objectives; and (6) request the Secretary-General

of the United Nations to follow the implementation of the present resolution, to
follow the situation in the Congo, and to report to the Security Council at the
sppropriate time.

On 29 December, Guinea submitted on amendment (S/6128) to paragraph 6 of
the draft resolution, whereby the Council would request the OAU, in accordance
with Article Sb of the Charter, to keep the Security Council fully informed of
any action it might take under the resolution.

The sponsors decided to include this amendment in the draft resolution, not

g, replacement {or paragraph 6 but as an addition to be inserted alterw

as
paragraph 5. They further agreed to delete the words, "to follow the impiementation

of the present resolution" in the original parapgraph 6.
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‘At its 1189th meeting, the Council adoptedrthe draft resolution by 10 votes
to none, with 1 abstention (resolution 199 of 30 December 196k4). ”

No further request for discussion of this item has been received and it
has not been discussed by the Security Council since 30 December 196L,

(See related item 43 above.) ~ — - o o o

69, — LETTER DATED 1 MAY 1965 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF
WA,THE UNION OF SOVIET SCCIALIST REPUBLICS ADDRESSED TO THE
PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL 'W‘

On 29 April 1965, the United States informed the Securlty Coun01l (S/6310)
that on 28 April the President of the United States had ordered United States
troops ashore in the Dominican Republic in.order to protect American citizens
there and escort them to safety. _The President had acted after béiﬁéAiﬁfo;ﬁéa
by thé militaryﬂauthorities in the Dominican Republic that American lives were in
danger, that their safety could no longer be guaranteed and that the assistance
of United States military personnel was required. The United States had also
requested the Council of the Organization of American States to consider the
situation in the Dominican Republic.

On 1 May the USSR requested (S/6316) an urgent meeting of the Security
Council to consider the question of armed interference by the United States in
the internal affairs of the Dominican Republic.

On the same day, the Security Council was informed (S/6319) that the Tenth
Meeting of Consultation of Ministers of Foreign Affairs of the American Republics
had decided on that day to establish a commission composed of representatives of
Argentina, Brazil, Colombia, Guatemala and Panama, and had instructed it to
proceed immediately to the city of Santo Domingo to bring about the restoration
of peace and normality and to offer its good offices to the various factions
there with a view to bringing about a cease-fire and the orderly evacuation of
persons.,

At its 1196th meeting (3 May 1965), the Security Council included the item
in its agenda without objection. At his request, the representative of Cuba was

invited to purticipate in the discussion without %e right to vote.

[eoe
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~——At the 1198th meeting (4 May), the USSR submitted a draft resolution (8/6328) . -
whereby the Security Council would condemn the armed intervention by the United T
States7in7therdomesticwaffairs of the Dominican Republic as a gross viclation of
the Charter of the United Nations and demand the immediate withdrawal of the
armed forces of the United States from the territory -of the Dominican Republic.

" On 6 May, the Security Council was informed (8/6333/Rev.l) that the Tenth

Meeting of Consultation of Ministers for Foreign Affairs of the American Republics
had adopted on that day a resolution vwhich established aannter-American Force
for the purpose of helping restore.normal conditions in the Dominican Republic ' ;j”*5
and establighing an atmospherefdf peace and conciliation that would permit the
functioning of democratic institutions in-that country. ~—~—~ —— ——
whereby the Security Council, after taking note of several communications from the
OAS and having'fegard to certain'provisions'of the United Nations Charter and the
charter of the OAS, would (1) express deep concern at recent developments in
the Deminican Republic (2) reaffirm the right of its people freely to exercise,
without coercion of any kind, their sovereign right of self-determination;

(3) urgently appeal to all contending factions in the Dominican Republic to cease
hostilities and make every possible effort to achieve a peaceful and democratic
settlement of their differences; (4) invite the Secretary-General to follow events
closely and take such measures as he might deem appropriate for the purpose of
reporting to the Council on all aspects of the situation; (5) invite the 0AS
to keep the Council promptly and fully informed of its action with respect to the
situation existing in the Dominican Republic; and (6) invite the OAS to co-operate
with the Secretary-General of the United Wations in the implementation of the
resolution.

At the 1208th meeting (14 May), Jordan, Malaysia and the Ivory Coast

submitted a draft resolution (8/6355) calling for a strict cease-fire, inviting
the Secretary-General to send, as an urgent measure, a representative to the
Dominican Republic for the purpose of reporting to the Council on the pres»nt
situation, and calling upon all concerned in the Dominican Republic to co-operate

with the representative of the Secretary-General in the carrying out of that task.

[eoo
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At the same meeting, the three-Power dvalt resolution was adopted unanimously
(resolution 203 of 14 May 1965). ) 7 o ]

Following repo;ts by the Secretary-General on the grave 31tuat10n in Santo
Demingo (S/5358, S/6365, $/6369), the President of the Council, at the 1212th

meetlng (19 May) ‘with the agreement of the Council, made a statement in Uhlch he

requested the Secretary-General, inm connexion with resolution 20) (1965) and

in accordance with the unanimous desire of the members of the Council, to convey
to his Representatiyg inrganto Domingoithe Security Counci%'é desirewthat his
urgent efforts should be devoted to-securing an immediate suspension of hostilities

so that the humanltallan work of the Red Cross in searchlng for the dead and

wounded mlght be fac111tated.

The Council also heard statements at its 1212th meeting (19 May), under
rule 39 of the provisional rules of procedure and in accordance with its decision
on 14 May, by Mr. Rubén Brache, who represented the "Constitutional Governument",
and Mr. Guafoa Velézqﬁéé, who represented the "Govermnment of National
Reconstruction” of the Dominican Republic.

On 21 May, the Secretary-General reported (S/6371/Add.l) that he had
received further information from his Representative in the Dominican Republic to
the effect that the negotiations with the leaders of the two factions for suspension
of hostilities had been successfully concluded in pursuance of the message of
the President of the Security Council of 19 May 1665. An agreement had been reached
for the suspension of hostilities for twenty-four hours to begin on Friday 21 May,
at 1200 hours local time.

At the 1214th meeting (21 May), the United States intrcduced a draft
resolution (S/5373) whereby the Security Council would: (1) note with satisfaction
the temporary suspension of hostilities agreed to for humanitarian purposes;

(2) call for observance of a strict cessation of hostilities; (3) note that the
Tenth Meeting of Consultation of the Ministers of Foreign Affairs of the
Organization of American States had appointed its Secretary General to represent
it in the Dominican Republic and had entrusted him with carrying out the objectives
established by the 0AS: (L) urge the OAS to intensify its efforts to establish

the basis for the functioning of democratic institutions in the Decminican Republie

and in particular to assure observance of the cease-fire agreed upon in the Act

/...
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of Santo Domingo; and_(S) request the Secretary-General's Representative, in
carrying out the responsibilities assigned to him by -the Security Council, to
co-ordinate with the Secretary General of the OAS in the light of the 0AS
resolution of 20 May”l965. (Thiévdraft'resolution was withdrawn on 24 May.)
Also on 21 May, Uruguay submitted a revised text of the draft “resolution -
it had tabled on 11 May (S/6346/Rev.l), which added to paragraph 1 the words
"and the growing deterioration of the situation"; replaced paragraph 3 by a new
text calling for immediate compliance with the cease-fire ordered by the Council
in resolution 203 (1965), and replaced paragraph 4 by a new text calling upon all

States to refrain from supplying the contending factions, directly or indirectly, . -

with facilities or military assistance of any kind and to refrain frcm any measure
which might prevent the restoration of normal living conditions in the country. 1In
a new paragraph the Secretary-General was invited to continue to watch closely
the events in the Dominican Republic. L

”On 21 May, thé‘Sécurity'Council véted 6n the draft resolution submitted on
4 May by the USSR (5/6328). The preamble received 2 votes in favour and 5 against,
with 4 abstentions; paragraph 1 received 1 vote in favour and 6 against, with
4 abstentions; and paragraph 2 received 2 votes in favour and 6 against, with
% abstentions. The draft resolution was therefore not adopted.

Also at the 121Lth meeting (21 May), the USSR submitted revised amendments
(s/6352/Rev.2) to the revised draft resolution of Uruguay. They provided for
(1) the deletion of the first and third preambular paragraphs and the ingertion
of a new paragraph reading "Having considered the question of the armed intervention
of the United States of America in the internal affairs of the Dominican Republic";
(2) the addition to operative paragraph 1 of a condemnation of the armed
intervention of the United States in the internal affairs of the Dcminican Republic
as a gross violation of the Charter; (3) the deletion of operative paragraphs 6
and T; and (4) the insertion of an operative paragraph demanding that the United
States immediatelv withdraw its armed forces from the territory of the Dominican
Republic.

At the 1216th meeting (22 May), the Council voted on the revised draft
resolution of Uruguay and the USSR amendments thereto. The UsSR amendments
were rejected in separate votes, The draft resolution of Uruguay was voted upon
as a whole, and was also rejected, receiving 5 votes in Tavour and 1 arainst, with

5 abstentions.
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' The United Kingdom then introduced a draft resoiution (S/6375) whereby the

Council would call for a continued and complete cessation of hostilities; and

call upon all concerned to intensify their efforts to that end and to do nothing

to prejudice the achievement of that immediate and urgent aim.
~ France also submitted a draft resolution (S/6376) whereby the Gouncil would
request that the suspension of hostilities in Santo Domingo be transformed into
a permanent ceas. fire, and invite the Secretary-General to submit a report to it
on the implementation of the resolution. , .

_ The representative of the United Kingdcm indicated that he would not object
to precedence'being given to the French draft resolution. The Council then 7
(1217th meéting) édopted the French draft resolution’by 10 votes to none, vwith
1 abstention (resolution 205of 22 May 1965). ~ - -~

_ Following circulation of further communications from the OAS dated 22 and

24 May (S/6374, S/6377/Rev.l and S/6381), as well as of reports by the Secretary-

Gereral of 25 and 24 May (S/6378 and S/6380), dis ission continued at the 1218th
and 1219th meetings on 24 and 25 May.

On 25 May, the President of the Council, noting that a de facto cessation

of hostilities continued to prevail in Santo Domingo and that the Secretary-CGeneral

had informed him that there had been no new develorments concerning its observance
since his last report, and also that information submitted by his Representative
on the spot would be made available to the members of the Council, suggested that
the Council should adjourn on the und-rstanding that he could call it into
immediate session if neceseary.

Between 25 May and 19 June, the Secretary-General submitted six additional
reports (S/6386, s/6408, S/6420, S/6U32 and S/6L4T and Add.1) to the Council.

On 2 June the OAS advised the Council (8/6L401) that the Tenth Meeting of
Consultation hud decided to appoint an Ad Hoc Committee composed of Brazil,
El Salvador and the United States, to proceed with the work of the previous
Cormittee and offer its good offices to all the parties with a view to creating
an atmosphere of peace and conciliation that would permit the functioning of

democratice institutions in the Demianicen Republic.
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" The Security Council continued its -consideration -of the- question at the
1220th7t6 1223rd meetings held between 3 and 11 June, the 1225th to 1228th meetings,
held beﬁﬁeen 16 and 21 June. At the 1227th meeting on 18 June, the President gave
a summary outlining points of agreement which emerged from the discussion.

"~ The Security Council continued its consideration of the item at its 1229th to
1231st meetings, held between 20 and 22 July, and at its 1232nd and 1233rd
meetings (26 July).

At the three latter meetings the Councii had before it a report by the

Secretary-General on the situation in the Lominican Republiu covering the perlod -

19 June to 15 July (S/6530) and his report concerning a breach of the cease-fire
(s/6542), the report-of the OAS criminologists (8/6522), a preliminary report of
the OAS on the human rights situation in the ccuntry and seyeralrother

comnunications from the OA. and the "Constitutional Governmenrt' of the

Tominican Republic; R oo Tt T e . : S

At the 1233rd meeting (26 July) the President made a statement summarizing
the views expressed by the members of the Council in the recent discussions. The
information received and *“e revorts of the Secretary-General of 16 and 21 July
(s/65%0 and /6542) tew~ .4 to the fact that despite the Council's resolutions
20% and 205 of 14 and 22 May, violations of its call for a strict cease-fire had
talten place. There had been brought to the Council's attention acts of repression
against the civilian population and other violations of human rights, as well as
data on the deterioration of the economic situation in the Dominican Republic.
Members of the Council in their statements had condemned gross violations of human
rights in the Dominican Republic, had expressed the desire that such violations
should cease, and had again indicated the need for the strict observance of the
cease-fire in accordance with the resolutions of the Council. At the same time
it had become apparent that the members of the Council consideved it necessary
that it continue to watch closely the situation in the Dominican Republic and
that therefore the Secretary-General, in accordance with the previous decision ot
the Council, would continue to submit seports on the situation.

After further statements, the President stated that the Council would be
called upon again at the request of any member of the Council or whenever the

[oe.

President deemed it necessary.
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~ 70. LETTER DATED 31 JANUARY 1566 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE
OF THE UNITED STATES-OF AMERICA ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF -
THE SECURITY COUNCIL 7
On 31 January 1966 the United States requested (s/7105 that an urgent
meeting of the Council-be-called promptly to consider the situation in Viet-Nam. — — = =
On the same day, it submitted a draft resolution on the question (S/7106), -
under the operative part of which the -Council would: (1) call for immediate
discussions without preconditions, at a place and date to be determined, among
the appropriate interested Governments to arrange a conference. looking towards the -
appllcatlon of the Geneva Accords of 1954 and 1062 and the establishment of.a L e
durable peace in South East Asla,»(a,,recommend,that the first order of business —

of such a conference be arrangements for a cessation of-hostilities.under effective -

supervision; (3) offer to assist in- achlev1ng the purposes of this resolution by e
all approprlatp means, 1ncludlng the provision of arbitrators or. mediators;. .
(4) call on all concerned %o co-operate fully in the implementation of this
resolution; and (5) re uest the Secretary-Geraval to assist as appropriate in the
implementation of this resolution,

The Council considered the request of the nited States at its 1271st to
1273rd meetings (1 and 2 February). After a procedural debate, the Council -on
2 February decided to inscribe the item on its apgenda by a vote of 9 in favour,

2 against, with L4 abstentions.

Following the adopticn of the agenda, the President of the Council suggested
that informal and private consultations be held in order to decide on the most
effsitive and appropriate way of conducting the debate in the future. There was no
objection to his suggestion and the Council adjourned until a time to be decided
later.

O <0 eprnary, the President of the Council transwitted Lo the secretary-
Gencral the text oi 8 letler of the same dute addressed to the members of the
Security Jouncil epgarding the informal und vrivate consultations which
he had held (3/7165). In letters dated 0O fcbiuwawy (3/7173), 1 durcn (5/7175),
zolwren (B/7070/rev.l) aad % baveh (/' (L1h), the seprccentutives oi france, Uoohi,
Poli and Bulparia vespectively commented upon the letter oo the vresident.
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