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1. THE IRANIAN QUESTION 

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

First Year, First Series, Supplement No. 1, page 16) that, owing to 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 24 January the USSR delegation stated (Official Records of the Security 

Council, First 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 (50 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 mztter at issue by negotiation, 

and that such negotiations would be resumed in the near future, requested the 

parties ta inform the Council of any results 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 (S/15) a dispute betzreen Iran and the 

Soviet Union, the continuance of which was likely to endanger the maintenance of 

international peace and security. It stated that the Soviet Union had continued 

to maintain its troops in Iranian territory after 2 March 1946, contrary to the 

express provisions of article V of the Tripartite Treaty of Alliance of 

29 January 1942, and that the Soviet Union was continuing to interfere in the 

internal affairs ,lf Iran through the medium of Soviet agents, officials and armed 

forces. 

On 1-g March, the USSR informed the Secretary-General (S/16) that negotiatio& 

were being conducted betlreen the Government of Iran and ;he Government of the 

Soviet Union, and suggested that the meeting of the Security Lxncil be postponed 

from 25 March to 10 April. 

/ . . . 



The above letters dated 18 and 19 March, together with other communications 

relating to the Iranian question, were included in the Council's agenda at its 

twenty-sixth meeting (26 March). 

After taking various procedural decisions, the Security Council, at its 

thirtieth meeting (4 April), adopted by 3 votes, the USSR being absent, a draft 

resolution submitted by the United States, providing, inter alia, that further 

proceedings be deferred until 6 May, at which time the USSR Government and the 

Iranian Government were requested to report to the Council whether the withdrawal 

of all Soviet Union troops from the whole of Iran had been completed, and at which 

tillle 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 an2 would be 

concluded in five or six weeks. As was known from the joint USSR-Iranian 

communiqu6 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 

withdrawing its complaint from the Council. 

Fursuant to a suggestion made in t'ne Council at its thirty-seconti 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 

question on the agenda. The Council referred the memorandula to the Committee of 

Experts, which submitted its report (S/42) on 18 April. 

At the thirty-u cixth meeting (25 April), the Security Council rejected, by 

3 votes in favour, a draft resolution submitted by France, which would have noted 

the agreement 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 mantIer in which it had dealt with the case placed 

on its agenda on 26 Mar*cl! at the reW.tst, subsequently withdrawn, of the Government 

I . . . 
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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 (S/53) on the withdrawal of-USSR troops from certain 

Iranian provinces and promi ned 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 USSR 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 whether 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 S/~c) with respect to the matters brought to the Security Council's 

attention by his Government, 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 farther request for discussion of this item has been received and it has 

not been discussed by the Security Council since 22 14a.y 1946. 
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2. SPECIAL AGREEM3NTS UNDER ARTICLE 43 AND THE 
ORGANIZATION OF THE AEWED FORCES TO BE MADE 

AVAILABLE TO THE SECURITY CCUNCIL 

krtic~le~!+?' of the-Charter-provides for the establishment of a~l\lilitary Staff 

Committee consisting of the Chiefs of Staff of the Permanent Members of the Security 

Council or their representatives llto advise and assist the Security Council on all 

questions relating to the Security Council's military requirements 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 February 1946), the Council directed 

the Military Staff Committee, as its first task, to examine frcm 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 1347), 3hen the Council requested 

the Committee's recommendations on the basic principles which would ~ry.rn -tile 

organization of armed forces to be made available to the Council. The Military 

3taff Committee's report (s/336) was submitted on 30 April and was discussed by the 

security Council in the course of meetings held in June and July 1947. Luring 

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 disc\lssion of this item has been received and it, has 

not been discussed by the Security Council since 1-5 July 1947. 

3. RULES OF PROCEDURE OF THE :dCCR:TY CCUNCIL 
I 

At its first meeting on 17 January 1946, the Security Council considered and 

adopted the provisional rules of procedure recommended by the Preparatory 

Commission. At the same meeting, it also established a Cosaittee of Experts composed 

of a representative of each member of the Council to examine and report on these 

rules of procedure. At sut sequent meetings p the Council considered an? edopte;? 

recommendations made in reports of the Committee of Experts on alterations in the 

provisional rules of procedure, together \ri i~h certain amendment:: ma~?e in the c'-II!L's~ 

of discussion in the Council. 
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The provisional rules of procedure of the 3eCurity Council as amended to date 

are contained in document S/($/Rev.& Fublished on 29 July 1952. 

4. STATUTE AND RULES OF PROCECURE OF THX ', 
MILITARY STAFF COIWi?ITEE 

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 Committeeqs organization and procedure. Upon 

receipt of the report (S/10, revised in S/115), the Council referred it to the 

Comittee of Experts and authorized the Military Staff Committee to carry out its 

business along the lines suggested in its report. The report of the Comittee of 

E:;perts (S/421) has not so far been discussed by the Council. 

. 

5. THE GENERAL REGUI4TION AND PaGUCTION OF ARWME3?T;j AND 
u INFORWTION ON THE ARMED FORCES OF THE UNITED NATIONS- I  

On 2'7 December 1346, the USSR transmitted for inclusion in the agenda of the 

Council a draft resolution (S/229) h avlng to do with the illiplementation of General 

Assembly resolution 41 (I) of 14 December 1946 concerning the general regulation 

and reduction of armed forces. The proposal was placed on the agenda at the 

eighty-eighth meeting (31 December) and consideration of it -c:as deferred. In the 
agenda of the ninetieth meeting (9 January 1947), the USSR proposal and a draft 

resolution (S/233) 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 S/231) and proposals regarding its implementation...". 

At the ninetieth meeting (9 January 1947), General Assembly rwolution 42 (I) 

of 14 December 1946 concerning "Information on Armed Forces of the United Nations" 

was place? on the agenda of the Council, At ik 102nd meeting (11 E'csruary) 

examinetion of the -?,vo items T;las combined. 
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At the ninetieth meeting, the Council formally accepted General Assembly 

resolution 41 (I) and decided-to proceed to consideration-of its implementation. 

Discussion began atthe ninety-second meeting (15 January). Draft resolutions were 

introduced by France (S/243), Australia (S/2'!-g), 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 Conventional 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. 

On 25 June, the Chairman of the Commission transmitted a first progress 

report to the Council (s/387), attaching for approval of the Council a proposed 

plan of work (s/387, Annex A) and for the information of the Council a scheme for 

the organisation of the Commission's work. At the 152nd meeting ," July), the 

Council approved, by 9 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 (s/1.216), th e Secretary-General transmitted 

to the Security Council General Assembly resolution 192 (III) of 19 November 1948. 

At the 407th meeting of the Council (8 February), the USSR submitted a draft 

resolution (S/1246/R ev.1) dealing with the contents of the General Assembl; 

resolution. At the 408th meeting (10 February), the United States submitted a 

draft resolution (S/1248) recommending that General Assembly resolution 192 (111) 

by transmitted to the Commission for Conventional Armaments for action according 

to its terms. At the same meeting, the USSR prGpoSed (s/l&g) that its earlier 

draft resolution (S/1246/R ev.1) and General Assembly resolution 192 (III) be 

transmitted to the Commission for Convelltional Armaments, an?, separately, io the 

The Council adopted the United Xates draft resolution by 9 votes to none', 

with 2 absten+Zons (resolution 68 of' 10 Pcbruary 1945~), rind reJected both U33R 

draft resolutions (S/124&/Rev.l and 2,./1249) by votes of ;i -trs none wi-tlb 9 abstentions 

ant! 3 t40 none ~rith 8 abstentions. 

/ . . . 
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On 4 August the Chairman 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 August, concerning 

implementation of General Assembly resolution 192 (III). 

Cn 27 September France submitted a draft resolution -(S/lggg/Rev.l) calling 

for approval-of the proposals contained in the working paper and instructing the 

Secretary-General to transmit it, together with the records of the Security 

Council's discussion, to the General Assembly. 

The USSR submitted a draft resolution (s/1405) calling for the submission by 

States of information on both conventional armaments and-atomic weapons. A revision 

of this draft resolution (;/1405/R ev.1) called for submission also of information 

on armed forces. France submitted a draft; resolution (S/1408/Rev.l) as an 

alternative to the U;;R draft resolution calling for the-submission by States of 

full information on conventional armaments and armed forces under adequate 

procedures for complete verification of such information. The French draft 

resolution recalled that the submission of full information on atomic material and 

facilities, including atomic vreapons, 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 

a-tcmic weapons. 

The question was discussed at the 450th through 452nd meetings (11, 14 and 

1.8 October). The French draft resolution (S/l333/Rev.l) received 9 votes to 2 

and was not adopted, as one of the negative votes was that of a permanent member. 

The U%R draft resolution (3/1405/Rev.l) received 3 votes to 1, with 7 abstentions 

and was not adopter!, and the alternative French draft resolution (S,'lQ8/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/1410) intrW!uced by France invitlt~g the ;Zecretary-General 

to transmit to the General Assembly the propcsals Cc)ntaili~~d in the working paper 

adopted! by the Commission for Conventiona:? kr'mclmcnts, together with the records of 

the Council and the Commission discussions, was acdopted by 9 votes to none, with 

3 abstentic>ns (resolution 72 of 1,': Cctober 11;'4.>1) . i 

Alsc, on 4 August 1g'cg, the Chairman of the Commission for Conventional 

krlr:a:ncn-t,- hod i-,rnnsmi-t-tell ( ;/l-:,71) -t o the F'resitl:-M., of the .!ect\rity Council two 



--S/7382 
English 
Page 15 

resolutions adopted by the Commission concerning items 1 and 2 of the Commission's 

plal, 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 19&g).--The United 

States draft resolution received 9 votes to 2 and was not adopted, one 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 

(s/1429). A draft resolution (S/1445), submitted at the 46lst meeting 

(13 January 1950) by France, proposing that General Assembly resolution 500 (IV) 

be transmitted to the Commission for Conventional Armaments for further study in 

accordsnce with its plan of work, was adopted at the 462nr: 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 Comrcission for Conventional Armaments 

transmitted the third progress report of the Commission (s/1690) to the President 

of the Security Council. The report has not been placed on the agenda of the 

Security Council nor considered by it. 

3 

3 

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 436 (V) of 

13 December 1950, the Assembly established a Committee of LL%relve to report on means 

whereby the work of the Atcmic Energy Commission and the Conventional Armament 

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 

recommendation of the Ccmittee of Twelve (A/1322), ani1 c:stablished utl:ier -the 

m3ecurity Counci 1 a Di s~.~~arnen-t CWtziissi.on and dissolved the A iCllliC EL?eL'I_Ty 

CouLnissioil. Tire Cwm i Ssion was, wi-th the guidance c>f certain specified pl*inciples 

and. directives, -tu prt]!are proposals Tel* “the regula-Lion, limitation and balatl;led. 
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reduction of all armed forces and all armaments, for the elimination of ~11 major 

weapons adaptable to mass destruction, and for effective international control of 

atomic energy to ensure the prohibition or atomic weapons and the use of atomic 

energy for peaceful purposes only". In accordance with the Assembly's recommendation 

in thnt same resolution, the Security Council, at its 57lst meeting 

(30 January l952), dissolved the Commission for Conventional Armaments 

(resolution 97). 

Since 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, APPOINTIQNT OF A GOVEHtOR FOR TRR FREE TERRITORY OF TRIESTE 

At its ninety-first meeting (10 January 1947), the Security 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. I\ request to the Governments of Italy and Yugoslavia to consult %{ith 

each other also failed. After discussion early in 1948, the Governments of the 

United States, the United Kingdom and F'rallk:e, on 20 March 19413, issued a joint 

declaration (S/707) stating that in view of the evident impossibility of agreemeilt 

on the selection of a Governor, the three Governments had decided -to recommenc! the 

return of the Free Territory to Italian sovereignty and had proposed an additional 

protocol ti, the treaty of peace to provide for such a solu~tiotl. 

At the ~1llt.l~ meeting (17 Februa.ry l$y), the USSR su.l;ruittcd. o. (lrof-t 
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at the 424th meeting (10 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 647th 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 jecurity Council since 14 December 1953. (See related 

item 15, below.) 

7. THE EGYFTIAN QJESTION 

On 8 July 1947, Egypt informed the Secretary-General (S/410) that British 

"roops ltere 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 Egyptian Government brought the question 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) and discussed it in the course of a series of meetings held in August 

and ,>eptembcr 1947. Various proposals were submitted to the Council but all failed 

of adoption. At the 2Olst meeting (10 September), the President stated that the 

question would remain on the agenda and that the Council would reconsider it at 

the reclUc-st of any of its members or of either of the parties. 

J!Jo 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 frcm India (S/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 17lst meeting 

(31. July), when 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 P7 of 

1 August 1347 calling upon the parties tu cease hostilities forthwith, to settle 

their disputes by arbitration or other peaceful means and to keep the Security 

Council informed about the progress of the settlement. 

On 3, 4 and 'j 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 xxsolutions 30 and 41 of 25 August 1947. The first, adopteti by 

7 votes to none with 4 abstentions , provided for the establishment oi' a Commission 

composed of the consular representatives in Batavia of' members of the Council to 

report on the si+xation in Indonesia. The other, adopted by 8 votes to none with 

j abstentions, tendered the il;ood offices uf the Council to the parties and. 

expressed readiness xc0 assis t in the settlcmcnt of the disl;v.te throul:h a commit&e 

consisting of three of the members of the Council, eacll of the parties selecting 

one member with a third to be chosen by the two so selected. Belp,Fum an,.l Australitl 

were subsequently selected by the- NethurlanI~s onll thr Republic o.f Indonesia to 

serve on the ilon~~ thee, an,?. 'the Unitea! States was selected 21s t11e i:llil*;! xembcr. 

At its 2lyt.h meeting;: (I November-) , the Cuuncil aciop-Let1 rc':;olution 5: of' 

1 November L94'(, tly 7 vote2 -?.<I I wi.t,l-1 ,j sb:~-t,r!~7-t,il-rnr. 1 1.~r0vi.l i ny; that the Conimit-tee 

uf' Good o_fi'ices shou.I~l ~115~1 s-t. -the pal-ties in reaching a/;reemen? CJII an arrarlc,enier1-L 
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to ensure the observance of the-cease-fire resolution. In its first interim 

report (S/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-panciples. 
1 

At its 259th meeting the Council adopted resoliltion 40 of ?8 February 1948 by 

8 votes to none with 3 abstentions, noting the first interim report of the Committee 
7 

and maintaining its offer of good offices. Another resolution (41 of 

28 February 1948, adopted by Tf votes to none with 4 abstentions) 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 387th) on 20 December due to the resumption 

of military operations in Indonesia on 18 December, the Council, at the 

392nd meeting, adopted resolution 63 of 24 December 1948 by 7 votes to none with 

4 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 

O.ffices had already submitted a number of reports on developments.) At the 

395th meeting, the Council adopted resolutions 64 and 65 of 28 December 1945 by 

8 votes to none with 3 abstentions and by 9 votes to none with 2 abstentions, 

respectively. Resolution 64 reiterated the Council’s call upon the Netherlands n 
Government to set free the political prisoners forthwith, and resolution 65 

requester! the Consular Commission at Eatavia to report as soon as possible on the 

situation. 

FL,].] (;wing further discussion between 7 an:i 8 J~IIu;?.I-y 1949, the COunCil, at 

its 406th meeting, voting by paragraphs, adopted resolution 67 of 28 January 1$9, 

This resolution, inter al&, reiterated the Council’ s call upon the Netherlands 

Government to ensure the imruediat.(z (3.i scontinuance of all mi iitary operations and 

-to release irmt:ciia!tel,y kilt;1 vnconclj -t?.nn2 l.!y 311 politica. prisoners ai*res-ie1.1 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 Gsod Offices was renamed the United Nations 

Commission for Indonesia and was to assist the parties in these negotiations. 

After receiving a report from the Commission (S/1270 and Corr.1 and Adds. 1-S) 

on 1 March, the Council, at its 421st meeting (23 March) approved by 3 votes to 

none with 3 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 4 August, the Commission submitted 

further reports (S/1320 and S/1373), dealing with a cease-fire ordered by the two 

Governments on 2 August, the restoration of the Government 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/1417) on the Round Table 

Conference was submitted 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 year of the transfer of sovereignty. The Commission mould. 

observe in Indonesia the implencntation of these decisions, 

The Council discussed this special report at meetings held on 12 and 

13 December 1349 but was unable to adopt the prdposals submitted to it. 

The United Nations Commission for Indonesia submitted a series of repol%s in 

the course of 1950 (:;/1449, S/X&~, S/1842 and S/l873 and Corr.1) dealing with 

developments in connexion with implementation of the Hague qyeements ad. other 

matters. On 3 April 1951, it submitted a report (S/2087) on its activities since 

the transfer of sovereignty on 27 December 19h7. Among other things, the report 

stated that the withdrawal of Netherlands troops was progressing satisfactorily 

and that o'~servetion by the Commission was no longer necessary. 1-t SUKIK ri " efl 

the development:: r11izh had led to the establishment, on iii August l';ic;O, of the 

Republic of 11~1 ' lesla as a uni.t+rry ;Stat,e as well- as relatecl correspon.lence with 

atId bsiween tlw parftiec in conflexiun vi-i11 'ihe r.;ght c;f' sL'1~t'-iirtermin,l-tion. 1-t YlSV 

I . 0 B 
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dealt ui.th a special Union Conference, held at The Hague on I+ December 1950, to 

deal with the question of the status of New Guinea. No agreement had 3s 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 ite:ns remained on its agende, the Commission had decided 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 1549. 

9. VOTING PROCEIXJRE IN THE SECURITY COUNCIL 

On 2 January 1947, the Secretary-General transmitted to the Council the text 

(S/237) of General Assembly resolution 40 (I) of 13 December 1946, 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 Ccuncil the text 

(.;/620) of General Assembly resolution 117 (II) of 21 November 1947 concerning 

co-operation between the Interim Committee and a 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 1349 (S/1312). 

Resolution 267 (III) of 14 April 1949 recommended to the members of -chz Council 

that a list of decisions set forth in an Annex to the resolution be deemed 

procedural, and to the permanent members that they seek agreement upon what possible 

decisions of the Council they might forbear to exercise their veto. At the 

45&!! meeting (18 October l$()),, the I'resi~deni reported that agreeloon ha3 not been 

Jjo2Sible 36 e3ch permt!nent member atlhere-1 l;o its position, but that they ha:1 agreed 

Otl ‘ihe ps‘zi r,cS.p1 e and practrice of cnnsliltatinn before important cleci sinns were to 

be made. 



Sj'i332 
English 
Page 22 

110 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 TEREITORY OF THE PACIFIC ZX4NDS 
FURSUANT TO THE RESOLUTION OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL OF 7 MARCH 1949 

On 17 February 194'7, the United States su'tmitted for the approval of the 

Security Council, in accordance with Article 83 of the Charter, the text (s/281) 

of a draft Trusteeship Agreement for the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands. 

After discussion at the 113th meeting (26 February) and subsequent meetings, the 

Council, at its 124th meeting, unanimously adopted resolution. 21 of 2 April 1947 

in which it approved the Agreement which came into force on 18 Ju!.y 1947. 

The question of formulating procedures to govern the detailed application of 

Articles 87 and 88 of the Charter ';o that strategic area was raised by the 

Secretary-General in a letter dated 7 Xovember 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/6+2), 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 415th meeting (7 March 1949). 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 perio3ically 

submitted reports to the Security Council in virtue of these agreements. The 

United States Government has also given notice of periods when access to parts of 

the Trust Territory has been restricted for security reasons. 

Up to the time of circulation of the present s-tatemeu-t the Gtzt:ersl L&se&j-y, 

upon the recoInEendation of' the ..:ecurity Council, 1x113 approved the admission to 

membership i17_ the United @a-tions of: Afghanistan (l-5) Novcmbcr l&t:), Iceland 

(19 November 194&), &eden (ly Noveniber I-94(;) p Thai law! (IL!; &cemL)el* I+i;,), 

/  
.  .  z 



0382 
Eng li sh 
Page 23 

Pakistan (30 September 1(&i'), Yemen (30 September 1947), Burma (19 April l&8), 

Israel (11 May l&g), Indonesia (28 September 1950),* Albania (14 December 1955), 

Jol,dan (14 December 1955), Ireland (14 December 1955), Portugal (14 December 1955), 

Hungary (14 December l-955), Italy, 14 December 1955), Austria (14 December 1955), 

Romania (ti+ December 1955), Hu.garia (14 December 1355), Finland (14 December 1955), 

Ceylon (14 December 1955), Nepal (14 December 1955), Libjra (14 December 1955), 

Cambodia (14 December 1955), Laos (14 December 1955), Spain (14 December 1955), 

Sudan (12 November 1956), Morocco (12 November lg56), Tunisia (12 November 1956), 

Japan (18 December 1956)) Ghana (8 March 1957), Malaysia (17 September 1957), 

Guinea (12 December 1958), Cameroon (2C September l&O), Togo (20 September l-960), 

Somalia (20 September l$O), Madagascar (20 September 1960), the Democratic 

Republic of the Congo (20 September 196O), Congo (Brazzaville) (20 September 1960), 

Dahomey (20 September 1960), Niger (20 September 1(&O), Upper Volta 

(20 September l$O), Ivory Coast (20 September 1960), Chad (20 September 1960), 

Gabon (20 September 1960), Central African Republic (20 September l$O), Cyprus 

(20 September l$O), Senegal (28 September l$O), Mali (28 September 1960), 

Nigeria (7 October lg&), 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 lg62), Kuwait (14 May 1.363), Zanzibar 

(16 December 1963) ,** Kenya (16 December 1963), Malawi (1 December 1964)) Malta 

(1 December ~964), Zambia (1 December 1964), Gambia (21 September 1965), Maldivc 

Islands (21 September i965), and Singapore (21 September 1365). 

At the 1287th meeting (21 June 1966) the Security Council adopted resolution 

223 reccmmend.ing to the General Assembly that Guyana be admitted to meulbership in 

the Uni-ted I’ktions . 

The following applications ?!hicl: have been discussed by the Security Council 

have so far failed to obtain its recommendation. the Republic of Korea, the 

Democratic l’eople ’ 2 RepuI lit of i<clllea, -the Republic of Vie-i. -Yam and ilie Cemcxiwtic 

Republic of Vici-Lk:‘am. 

- 
,I 
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12. THE PALESTINE WESTION 

A. Inclusion of the item in the agenda 

At its 222nd meeting (9 December 1347), the Security Council took note of 

General Assembly resolution 181. (11) of 27 November 1347 concerning the future 

Government of Palestine (Plan of Parfition), in which the Assembly had, inter alia, 

addressed certain requests to the Council. Discussion was postponed and began at 

the 253rd 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 Agency for Palestine and 

the Arab Higher Committee to have representatives sit during the debate for the 

purpose of supplying sue!! 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 13 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 2j April 1948 of the Consular Truce Commission 

At the 277th meeting the Council adopted two resolutions. Resolution 43 of 

1 April 1948, adopted unanimously, called for a truce in Palestine, and 

resolution 44, adopted by $3 votes to none with 2 abstentions, requested the 

Secretary-General to convoke a special session of the General Assembly to consider 

further the question of the future Governlnent of Palestine. 

Wring to failure to reach agreement on the basis for a truce in discussions 

between representatives of the Jewish Agency and of the Arab Higher Committee with 

the Fresident of' the Ccuncii, the Ccuncil at its %?I-d meeting, by a vote of 

3 to ncne with 2 abstentions, arlop-ted resointion 46 of 17 AplTl i+l'i ca.lij [I{-; f~~la 

e. truce and outlining the :prOpGSaiS anli machinery therefor. By resolutjon 48 of 

/ . . . 



S/7382 
-~ English 

Page 25 

23 April, adopted at the 287th meeting by 8 votes to none :*Jith 5 absteiltions, it 

established a Truce Commission to assist in the implementation by the parties of 

resolution 46, 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 1948 

The Truce Commission, in messages brought to the attention of the Council at 

its 289th meeting (7 May) reported on its negotiations for a truce in Jerusalem 

(S/741 and s/742) and informed the Council of the alleged invasion of Palestine 

by foreign forces (idI 132). 

When the Nandate came to an end on 15 Nay, the ,;tate 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 States moved 

across the borders of Palestine, resulting in widespread fighting, particularly in 

Jerusalem. At the 292nd meeting (15 May), the Council was informed of a message 

frcm the Jewish Agency (S/744) concerning the presence and activity of the Arab 

Legion in Falestine, and of another from Egypt (S/74,) 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 jO2nd meeting adopted resolution 49 of 

22 May 1948, by 8 votes to none 1rit.h 3 abstentions, calling up011 the parties to 

issue cease-fire orders within thirty-six hours. 

The provisional Government of isrFe1 cc:~mmui3ir:ate,:~ to the Council its 

acceptance of the truce on 24 Iv~ay (~/:73), wllerseas the Arab ,':tatcs informed the 

Council that the 17 April truce resolution should first be uL~se;ve~l so that, tl:e 

cease-fire might lead. to a just an!.i lasting s,JI.ution (:3,/]!2). 

At its 310th meeting (23 Nay), 4-.he Council, voting by parct,zraPh: ) ar3 np-l:w 

resolution 50 calling, inter alia, f'or a ce,.: --atjon of hostilities f'r,l' 5‘ ;-l?riql of 

four weeks, and instructing Count PQllie j3t~rn:~:?wt.te, the Unite,1 Hations >lecliator,++ 

jotI cc)tJcert pith the Truce &~uiasiou, v!licli ~8s tc, be provided llith a SUffiCient 



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 States and the provisional Government of Israel advised the Council 

of their acceptance of resolution 50 (s/804, S/805, s/810 and S/615). At the 

313th meeting (3 June), the Council agreed that the Mediator should be given full 

authority to interpret the terms of the cease-fire resolution. 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 1348. Since it 

was to expire on 9 July, the Council, at its 33lst meeting, by 8 votes to none 

with 3 abstentions, adtipted resolution 53 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 ceasL ,I’ire (S/888), at its 336th meeting, by 7 votes to 1 

with 3 abstentions, the Council adopted resolution 54 of 15 July 1948 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. 

Since many alleged violations of the cease-fire order were brought to the 

Counci 1, especially in the Negev area, it 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, 60 of 29 October, 61 of 4 November, 62 of 

16 November and 66 of 23 December 1948). Qn 17 September) the Council was informed 

of the assassination or Count Folke Bernadette, the Hediator. On 18 September 

(358th meeting), it unanimously adopted resolution 57 empowering Dr, Ralph Eunche 

to assume full a.uthority as Acting Mediator until further notice. 

E. Conclusicln of the Armistice Agreements between February and July 1949 

Under resolution 191-1 (III) of 1’ December 1948 (:;/112Z), the General Assembly 

establisher! a PoLest3ne Concilia.tiou Commission which was, inter aliu, to assume I.- 

/ . . . 



the functions of the Acting Mediator under resolution 186 (S-2) of 14 May 1943 and 

to take steps to assist the Governments and authorities concerned to achieve a 

final settlement of all questions cutstnndicg between them. 

l)n 6 January 1949, the Acting Mediator informed the Council (S/1187) that 

the Government of Egypt and the_provisional~Covernment of Israelhad unconditionally 

accepted a proposal for a cease-fire in the Negev area to be immediately followed 

by direct negotiations under United Nations chairmanship, on the implementation of 

resolutions 61 and 62 of 4 and 16 November 1948, calling for the conclusion of 
armistice agreements. 

Uetween Februa-y and July 1949, armistice agreements were signed between 

Israel., on the one hand, and Egypt (s/l264 and Hev.l), Lebanon (S/1296/Rev.l), 

Jordan (S/1302/Rev.'.) and Syria (:;/1355/Kev.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 437th meeting (11 August), the Council unanimously adopted! 

resolution 72, paying tribute to Count Folke Bernadotte and, upon completion cP 

their rzsponsib!.litics, <pressing appreciation to the Acting Mediator and the 

members of the staff' of the Palestine Mission. By $ votes to none with 2 abstentions 

it also adopted resolution 75 of 11 August 1943, in which, inter alia, it expressed 

the S~pe that the parties, by means of negotiations conducted by the Conciliation 

Commission, would soon achieve agreement on a. final settlement and, meanwhile, 

reaffirmed the cease-fire order cont.aineci in t]Je resolution of 15 July; relieved 

the Acting Mediator of any further responsibility under %uI-JCil resolutions; noted 

that the Armistice kgreemen'cs were to bc suIJeI?Vised. by tkixetj hLuiztiCe ComisSiOnS 

under the chairmanship of the Unite4 Nations Chief of 3taff' of the Truce 

Supervision Organization; and request631 -thy Chief' 01' .T:tilCf I-7) report to the Security 

Council act the cbscrvunce f -tile cwst:-~'i~~e i 11 PtlI.est.ine. 
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representative of Egypt. Furtllerdiscussion was adjourned indefinitely pending 

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

P J. Complaint by Egypt in September 1950 concerning alleged violations of the 
Egyptian-Israel Armistice-Agreement 

On 9 September 1950, Egypt drew 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 2950 which oalled upon the 

parties to consent to handling of the complaints in accordance with the Armistice 

Agreements; reauested 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 authorized the Chief of Staff of UNTSO 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 5blst 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 ti May 1951 calling upon the parties to cease the fighting in the 

c!emilitarized zone. At the 547th meeting, by the same vote, it adopted 

resolution 93 of 18 May 1951 in which it, inter alia, called upon the Government of 

Israel to comply with the request of the Chief of Staff and of the Chairman of the 

Isre; 14yria Mixed Arluis-tice Commission to ensure that tlje Palestine Land Development 

/ . . . 
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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 54 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 homes and that ISMAC should supervise their return and 

rehabilitation. 

I. Complaint by Israel in July 1951 re,:arding the Suez Canal 

On 11 July 1351, the representative of Israel requested urgent consideration 

of an item (S/2241) concerning restrictions imposed by Egypt on the passage of 

ships through the Suez Canal. 

The Council tool: the question up at its 549th 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 establishxlent of permanent peace in Palestine. The 

resolution called upon Ewpt to terminate the restrictions on the passage of 

international commercial shipping and goods through the Canal and to cease all 

interference with such shipping beyond that essential to safety in the Canal itself 

and to the observance of the international conventions in force. 

5. Compliance with snd enforcement of the General Armistice Agreements: 
the incident at Qibiya on lb-15 October 1953 -- 

On 17 October 1955, France, the United Kingdom and the United States 

(J/31@7-3111) 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. 
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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 actions in the 

future; took note of the fact that there was substantial evidence of crossing of 

the demarcation line by unalthorized 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 Staff to report within three months trith such recommendations 

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

General Armistice Agreements. 

, 

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

On 16 October 1953 Syria complained (S/~lO8/Rev.l) that on 2 September Israel 

had started works in the demilitarized zone -to divert the Jordan River with a view 

to rraking it flo\r through its OWI territory. That action, it was charged, violated 

the Armistice Agreement, and particularly article V. Following a report b:r the 

Chief of Staff (S/3122) at its 629th meeting, the Council unanimously &opted 

resolution 160 uf 27 October 1353, ststing that 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 s?!tisfaction of 

Israel's undertaking to do so, After further discussion at subsequent meetings 

between 50 October 1953 and 22 Jnnunry 1964, the Council failed to adopt one of 

the proposals (;;/3151/Rev.L') submitted to it, owitik: to the negative vote of a 

permanent mem.be.r, arld Other IJrOp~Jcalz t1ei-c rlOk puti to a Vote. 
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On 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 195&.- -At the 664th 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 March a large Israel 

military force had attacked the Jordan village of Kahhalin, 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 (S/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 (S/3209) was 

submitted by the representative of Lebanon at the 670th meeting (4 May). At the 

67lst meeting (12 May), the President drew attention to a preliminary question 

raised by Israel (S/3210) relating to the basis for participation in the discussion 

of Jordan, which was a non-member State. On 26 May (S/3219), the representative 

of Jordan informed the President of the Council that; he WIS not empowere<A to 

es represent his Government before the Council or to take part in the current 

discussion. 

0 
On 19 June, the Chief of Staff' of UNTSO transmitted reports on the scorpicn 

Pass (s/3252) and Nahhalin incidents (S/3251). 

/ . . . 
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N. The S.3. Bat Galim 

On 28 September 1354, Israel informed the Council (s/3236) of the seizure of 

the Israel vessel ;;.S. Bat Galim at the southern entrance of the Suez Canal, which 

was but the latest example of the Egyptian Government's disregard for the Council 

and its resolutions, especially resolution 95 of 1 September 1951. On 29 September 

Egypt replied (S/3297) that the vessel in question had opetled fire without 

provocation on 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 ?las then discussed by the Council between 14 October 1954 and 

13 January 1955, during which time the Council received a report (S/3323) from 

the Chief of Staff of UNTSO concerning MC proceedings on the subject. On 

4 December 1954, Egypt informed (S/3326) the Council that the charges of murder, 

attempted murder and unlawful carrying of weapons hnd been set aside, that the 

seamen would be released as soon as the necessar,y formalities had been concluded 

and that it was prepared to release tile se-ized cargo immediately. 

At the 688th meeting (SO January 1955), the Eresidet,t summei! up the 

discussion in the Council and stated that it was evident that .:ost representatives 

regarded resolution 95 of 1 September 1951 as having continuing validity and 

effect. He noted expressions of hope that a continued attitude of conciliation 

on both sides would speedily bring 3bou-k agreement on th- arrangements for release 
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In a report dated 17 Elarch (S/3373), 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 635th 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 act;on; and express its conviction 

that maintenance 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 54 of 15 July 1948. The 

second rlraft resolution requested the Chief of Staff to continue consultations 

with the tWJ Gove mInentS 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 wi-th the Chief of staff, bearing in mind that in 

the opinion of the Chief of Staff infiltration could be reduced to an occasional 

nuisance if' an agreement had been effected between the parties on those lines. 

At the 694th and 695th meetings both these draft resolutions. were adopted 

unanimously (resolutions 106 of 2,> March and 107 of 30 March 1955). 

Cn 4 April, Israel brought to the Council (S/4385) a complaint concerning 

repeeted attacks by Qypt and especially (1) the armed attack at Patish on 

4 &rch; (2) flequent mining and. firing r1t-I Israel army units patrolling the border; 

and (5) at: attack on sn Isrrel Hrmy patrol in the village of Nahal-Oz on 3 April. 

on I-4 /?pril the Chief' of ;Zt:jff dealt (L3/3jsO) \lith these and other inci.dents and 

r.t,resr:ed tire Jrc i -taability vi' instituting ,joint ptr0lS along the clemarcation li Ile . 

L.,ftpr* r:li.;cyu:r, ion at the $“i-k,l~ 31111 $%h ?e-+eting,s ((; and 13 April) the 

pL~e~i~lt~r, i, k,pl’?? I.:(j $3 t;ottl s i.d.t?r; ix ;;i vo full. offcct -to ~cso3.~~.-1;intr:; IlO5 pncj 107 

:j P C(j :irI:l ,ij 14i'!'Cl:. 
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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 Septembx Egypt informed the Council (S/3431) that since 22 August Israel 

armed forces had embarked upon vast military operations culminating on 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 7COth meeting (8 September) the Security Council unanimously adopted 

resolution 108, calling inter alia 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 separated 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. 

&. Complaints by Syria and Israel if, December 1955 concernin:: incidents 
on Lake Tiberias 

On 13 December 1955, Syria informed the Council (Z/3505) of a large-scale 

attack by Israel armed forces on the night of 11-12 December in the area east of 

Lake Tiberias, causing considerable loss of life and property. The Council 

discussed the question at eight meetings from 16 December 1955 to li) January 1956 

(707th and 709th-715th meetings). On 21 December, Israel informed the Council 

(S/3518) that evidence found on Syrian 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 L)ccembe.r, the Chief of T;tdf reT;ortcfl (Z/7516 and Add .l) on the 

background of the incident and made certain suggestions to prevent further 

incidents f'rc;m arising. 
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resolution by France, the United Kingdom and the United States (S/3530/Rev.3); and 

a draft resolution by Yugoslavia (s/3536). The Council gave priority to the 

three-Fower draft and adopted -it unanimously at the 715th meeting (resolution 111 

of lc) January 1956). The resolution, inter alia, condemned the Israel attack of 

11 December and-requested the-chief of Staff to pursue his suggestions for 

improving the situation in the area of Lake Tiberias. 

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

On 20 March 1956, the United States requested (s/3561) a meeting of the 

Council to consider 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 (z/3562). The Council discussed the question at six meetings from 

26 March to 4 April (717th to 722nd meetings). After rejecting a number of 

amendments (S/3574) to the draft, the United States proposal was adopted 

unanimously at the 722nd meeting (resolution 115 of 4 April 1956). Among other 

things, it provided that the Council: considered that the situation prevailing 

bet:!een 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 19 January 1956 was such that its continuance was likely to endanger the 

maintenance of international 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 Gecretary-General to arrange 

with the parties for the adoption of any measures which, after discussion with 

-tllWl anJ. Vi'th t,lJe Chief Of Staff, he considered would reduce tensions along the 

Armistice Demarcation Line. 

In the course of his consultations in the Middle East with the countries 

concerned, from 10 April -to 3 May 1956, the Secretary-General transmitted to the 

counci 1. tcxtc !.Jf communications related to negotiations betpreen him and the 

au'cl1oriCier. in I:frypt and Israel (Z/350/l, .l;/jg% and S/3587), as well as CL proll,I'esS 

report (:;/;j5y$). 1.l f'L!11 acCGl.Int 0-I’ his mission was given in his report of c) in!ay 

(:;/jsy, j dlic+ ~leSci*il+~e:;l t!le uncnlidi-tinlwl ~sslxmlxes frm the parties regarding 

0 (:eWc--f'iiY 8tld 2~W~IllCdX rerl ched on arrangements -to exure compliance with the 

k~~r~istif~e Agreements . 
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The Council discussed t;hi.s 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 9f the debate, that the Council would, 

inter alia: commend the Secretary-General and the parties on the progress 

achieved; declare that the parties to t& ATmistice Agreemq&s should speedily 

carry out the tneasures already agreed upon and should co-qerate with the 
-1 

Secretary-General and the Chief of Staff to put into effect their further practical 

proposals, pursuant to resolution 113 of 4 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 Eemsrcation Lines, in the Demilitarized 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 

Agreements 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 Staff to 

continue to carry out his observation of the cease-fire , pursuant to the Council's 

resolution Df 11 August 194.9, and to report t3 the Council, whenever any action 

undertaken by one party to an Armistice Agreement constituted a serious violation 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 steps 

necessary to carry out the resolution; and request the Secretary-General +,o 

continue his good offices with the -parties, and ty report to the Council, as 

appropriate. At the 723th meeting this proposal was unanimously adopted 

(resolution 114 of 4 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-Yire, and 

the Secretary-General again visited the area between 18 and 23 July. Subsequently, 

a number of reports were submitted t9 the Council on the situation (S/3632, S/3638, ? 

S/3653, s/3659, S/_3660, S/357U and S/36:35). 

S. Complaints by Jordan and Israel In October 1756 
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On 17 (&yto&er, Israel requested -(S/36%) consideration a.t the same meeting of 

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. 

The Council considered these-complaints at its 'j'&th arid-745th meetings (19 and ~~ 1 

25 October), 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, requested that the Council meet as soon as possible to consider an 

item entitled "Tile Palestine Question: Steps for the immediate cessation of the 

military action of Israel in Egypt". 

The Council considered this question at its 748th-749th and 750th meetings 

(30 October). At the first of these meetings a United States draft resolution 

(S/3710) was 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 

use or threat of force in the area and to refrain from giving new military, 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 deemed appropriate. The draft 

resolution was put to the vote at the 749th meeting, It received 7 votes to 2, with 

2 abstentions, and was not adopted owing to the negative votes of two permanent 

members. 

At its 750th 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 -rlithdraw its armed forces behind the established Armistice 

Lines. This draft resolution also received 7 votes to 2, with 2 abstentions, and 

was not adoptec! owing to the negative votes cd two permanent members. (Ihe Council 

then proceeded to consider, the next item on the agendl cj of the meeting concerning 

the Egyptian complaint against the United Kingdom and France, sutama.rized beloT under 

item 32.) 

I I.. 
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u. Complaint bv Svria in Mav 1957 

On 13 May 1957, Syria requested (s/3827) that the Council consider the 

situation arising from the construction of a bridge in the Demilitarized Zone, 

charging that it would give Israel a military advantage and contravene the 

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 had 

before it a report on the subject (z/3815) by the Acting Chief of Staff of UNTSO. 

Following suggestions in the debate, the Acting Chief of Staff submitted a further 

report (S/3844) on 27 June and 7 August (S/3844/Add.l). 

V. Complaints by Jordan and Israel in September 1957 

On 4 September 1957, Jordan charged (S/3878) Israel with violations of the 

Armistice Agreement by carrying out diggin g operations in No-Man's Land in the 

Jerusalem sector. On 5 September, Israel requested (S/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.1 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 yrith a 

view to determining property ownership in the zone; endorsed the reccmmendations 

of the Acting Chief of Staff to the end that: (a) the parties should discuss 

-Lhrough the IWC civilian activities in the zone; (b) in order to create an 

/ l n. 
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ntllosphere more ccnducive to disc_ussion, acti_vities~ in the zone, such as those 

initiated by Israelis on 21 July 1957, should be suspended until such time as 

the survey trould have been ccrpleted and provisicn made for regulation of ~~ 

activities in the zone; (c) such discussicrs should be completed TTithin two-months. ~~ 

L w . Complaint by Israel in December 1955 regarding an incident in the Huleh area 

On 4 Cecember 1958, Israel submitted a complaint (S/4123) to the Council for 
d its urgent consideration concerning an alleged act of aggression committed on 

3 Cecember 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 %lst meeting 

(9 Cecember). A report (s/4124) 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 944th meeting (15 Cecember), 

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 UNTSO in 

the spirit of the Armistice Agreement. 

X. Complaint by Israel in January 1359 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/4154) by the Chief 

4 of Staff of UNTSO concerning the incident of 23 January. 

The Security Council included the question in its agenda at its %',th meeting 

(30 January), and after discussion adjourned T.lithout taking any decision. 

Jordan in April 1961 Y. Complai_nt 'by I__ p-_-a_ 

On 1 April 1961, Jordan complained (S/11777) that the contemplated Israel 

military parade to be held on 20 April in the Israel-occupied pal% of Jexxs~lew 

llould be an act of u'ilitary ~XovWntiOtl uric! 3 violation of the Armis-Lice Agreement, 



s/7382 - - ~~~ 
English Pa~:e .40 _- .._. .-- _._...._._ -_-___-.-..- ..- _..._.... - . .-- ._... - . .._ -- _. .-_.. ---..--...-- ..- . .._ -.-.--. ..-- - ..__ -..-...-..- __---.-.- ._.. --...-_--.- .- 

which would be tal!en -in defiance of a prior decision of the MAC calling a dress 

rehearsal for the parade on 16-17 March a breach of th qgreement. The 

contemplated action wou.ld -endanger international peace and security. On 2 April, 

Israel replied (S/4778) that the allegation of danger to peace and security was 

without foundation, Jordan already having received full assurance regarding the 

purely cremonial character of the parade. 

The Council considered the complaint at the 947th-$gth meetings 

(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 decision of the KAC of 20 March 1361; 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 LIAC to co-operate so as to assure 

compliance with the Armistice Agreement. 

At the 949th meeting, the United States amendment was adopted by 7 votes in 

favour, with 4 abstentions, and the joint draft resolution, as so amended, eras 

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 (S/k772) and 

that of the Chief of Staff of UNTSO (S/4792/Add.l) concerning compliance with the 

Armistice Agreement. 

z. Compliants by Syria and Isr-i;til in i.krch 1752 

Cn 20 I.:~rch 1562, the representative of Syria rzquestcd (S/50$) a iileei:illc; 02 

the Security Council, charging that acts of aggression committed by Israel on ti!e 

Syrian frontier and in the demilitarized zone threatened the peace and security of 

the region. 

On 21 March, the representative of Israel presented (S/5058) charges oi” a 

recurrence of acts of aggression and provocation by Zyria.n armed forces sgainst, 

citizens and territory of Israel, and requested an early meeting of the Counr:il. 

In a further letter dated 22 I ;,?.rch (S/5lCO) , he fomarded aciditioml cllnrgcr~ 0-y ;I 

similar character. 

I . . . 
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The SecurityCouncil considered the t~~~~o~~cpmplai~lt~s~~\t~the 399th&CCGt]~ 

meetings (28 March, 3, 5, 6 and 3 April). -Before the Council was a report (S/5102) 

dated 26 IvIarch from the Chief of Staff of-the United Nations Truce Supervision 

Organization reviewing the 1'ecent dangerous developments in the Lake Tiberias area. ~. : 

The Council agreed to request the Chief of Sta T2 of UNTSO to come to Heir Yolk i.1.: 

order to be available for consultations. Also before the Council were draft 

resolutions submitted by Syria (S/5107/Rev.l) and Israel (S/5103) on 5 and 4 April 

respectively, which were nol put to the vote. 

A% the 1001st meeting (1; April), the replies of the Chief of 3afi" to 

questions raised by the- representatives of Syria, the United Arab Republic, Ghana 

and the United States at the previous meeting were distributed and annexed to the -=i 

officiai records of the Council. 

Cn 6 April, the United Kingdom and the United States or America sttbmitted a 

draft resolution (S/5llO/~orr.l), the operative part of which provided th&t the .~ 

Council would: (lj deplore the hostile exchanges between Syria and Israel starting 

on 8 I.Iarch 1762, and call upon t;le two Governments concerned to comply with their 

obligations under Article 2, paragraph 11, of the Charter by ;efraininC; from the .- 

threat as well as the use of force; (2) renffir1:1 resolution 111 of lC, J:-!nuary 1356 

which condemned Israel military action in brcnch oi' the General Amnistizc A{;reement, - 
whether or not undertaken by way of retaliation; (3) determine that the IIsrael = 
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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 Armistice Commission and for making full use of the 

piixed Armistice machinery be-promptly taken; and ,(8) request 

to report as appropriate concerning the-situation. 

At the 1006th meeting, the United States-United Kingdom 

adopted by 10 votes to none, with 1 abstention as resolution 

AA. Complaints by Israel and-Syria in August 1963 

the Chief of Staff 

draft resolution was 

171 of 9 April 1962. 

on 20 August 1963, Israel charged (S/53$) that on l{j August a group of at 

least ten Syrian soldiers had ambushed 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 Israel 

armoured cars had opened fire on Syrian positions from the Israel settlement of 

El Dardara within the demilitarized zone. 

On 24 August, 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 (UNT~O), in TJhich he described the events leading up to the situation 

and the incidents complained of (S/5401/Add.l&). 

At the 1057th meeting (23 August), the Security Council decided to consider 

the two complaints simultaneously. It discussed the matter at the 1057th to 1063rd 

meetings (23 August to 3 September). 

A draft resolution (S/5407) was submitted by the United Kingdom and the United 

States on 29 Aug&st under the terms of which the Council would, inter alia, 

condemn the wanton murdell of I370 Israel citizens on 13 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 Chiei" of S-ta<_' all co-operation in carrying out his proposed measures 

to restore tranquillity in the area. 

Cn 30 August, !,iorocco subi:“i:t ted amendments (S/y4lO/Rev .l) to the di*aZt 

resolution proposing, inter alla, that the first paragraph should read "regrets 

the ilea-ill oi two pel'sons a-t A1~1gor on -19 AnC;l!st 1~~6:" I J , that the paragraph !mplyiiIg 

/ ,.. 
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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 and of Israel's failure since 1951 to co-operate with the 

Syrian:Israel-Mixed ArmisticeC_ommiss~ion, 

At t&lC63rd 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 

3 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 nut adopted since one of the negative votes was cast by a 

permanent member of the Counci.1.~~ 

BB. Complaints by Syria and Israel in November 1964 

Syria and Israel, on 14 and 15 November 1964, respectively, requested 

(s/6044 and s/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. 1t discussed the matter at the lL6’c!nd, 1164th, 

11691~1, 1179th End 1182nd meetings held between 16 November and 21 December. 

On 24 November, the Secretary-General circulated the Chief of Sl;aff's report 

(S/6061 and Corr.l-3 and Add.1) on the incident of 13 November 1964. 

A draft resolution (S/6085/R ev.1) was submitted by Morocco on 8 December, 

whereby the Council would, inter alia, condemn the Israel air action a&ainst Syrian 

territory on 13 PTovember 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 oi' the Mixed Armistice Ccrrmission. 

On 17 December, the United Kingdom zld the United S'trLes submitted B draft 

resolution (s/6113) l/hereby the Council would deplore the renewal of mi-litary action 
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resolution also requested the Secretary-General to inform the Council on 

31 i.!arch 1965 0% the progress -that had been made towards implementing these- ~ 

suggestions. 

At the 1173th meeting (lY/ December), the IIorocc~~g ~drnft resolutiog>ras put to 

the vote, but was not adopted. The vote was 3 in favour and none against, with 

8 abstentions. 

At the l&,x3 meetinG (21 December), Korocco introduced five amendments 

(S/&16) to the joint drc2-t: 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 suZL;ested survey would include the entire Armistice Demarcation Line. 

At the same meeting the Xoroccan amendments were put to the vote parqgapll by 

paragrap!i. !Ihro of the amendments were adopted but those described above Psiled oi” 

adoption. 

The draft resolution submitted by the United Kingdom and the United States, as 

amended, was then put to l-he vote. It received 8 votes in Pavour and 3 against, 

a4 \,ras not adopted since one ol” the negative votes lras cast by 8. permanent membei* 

oi the Council y 

13 * THE IJWIA-PAIUSTAIJ QUESTION 

A. Inclusion ol’ the question in the agenda 
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B. Establishment of the United Nations Commission i"Oi- India and Pakistan 

On 15 to 17 January (227th to 229th meetings), the Council heard statements 

by the two parties concerned and then adopted by 3 votes to none with 2 abstentions 

a draft resolution~by Belgium (S/651) calling upon the parties to-talce all measures 

, to improve the situation (resolution 38 of 17 January 1948). It-also SC;reed that ~ ~ 

the President of the Council should meet with representat$ves of the two 

Governments to tly 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 establish 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. T 

Resolution 39 of 20 January 1948 was adopted by 9 vo';,es to none with 2 cbstentions. 

At the 286th meeting, the Council adopted saragraph by pal,agraph 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 enlerging 

membership of the Cownission established by the resolution of 20 January to five 

and recommended to the Governments of India an< Pakistan various measures designed 

to bring about a cessai;ion oT the fighting and tc create conditions for a Tree and 

impartial plebiscite to decide whether the Rate oi" Jammu and Kashmir was to accede 

to India or Pakistan. On 23 April (287th meeting), Belgium and Colombia were 

nominated as the two additional members of the Colrmi-ssion, the first 4x0 being 

Argentina (chosen by Pakistan) and Czechoslovakia (chosen by India). On 7 Liay 

(289th meeting), in view of the failure of Argentina and Czechosloval:ia to zzrec 

upon a third member, the President designated t;le United States as tl>c third nm-he~ 

b of the Commission. 

At the 304th meeting, the Council by 8 votes to none with 3 abstentions adopted 

" a modii'ied version of a Syrian draft resolution (Z/017) in which it dil,ec-l-ccl. the 

Commission to proceed without delay to the area oi' disw'le and to study ani! ~-cr,o~t 

to the Cc;uncil on the mat-tcrr; >&.sed in the Fzl:istan le-Mel* of lj Jnnw I:: 

(resolution 51 ol” 3 Jtme l(,h;) , 

/... 
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Interim reports of the United Nations Commission i7or 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 

22 September 1948. A second interim report (S/11&) was submitted by the 

Commission on 13 January 13113. In these reports the Commission informed the 
Security Council of its adoption, on 13 August 1948 and 5 January 1949, of 
resolutions embodying a cease-fire order and principles to serve as a basis for 

a truces agreement betweenthe parties, as well as measures~relating to the holding 

of a plebiscite following implementation of the demilitarization process to be 

established in the truce agreement. The Commission stated that the cease-fire 

declared by the t.170 Governments had become effective as of 1 January 1943. 

The United Nations Commission returned to the sub-continent on 4 ITebruary 1$9 

in Order to work on the implementation of the ngrcement embodied in the two 

resolutions. In presenting the Commission's third interim report to the Security 

Council (S/l430 and Add.1 and Z), submitted on 5 December 1949, its Chairman 

stated at the 457th meeting (17 December) that siilce the Commission's return to 

the sub-continent, despite ~:onstant efforts, no substantial progress had been made 

in implementing part II of the Commission's resolution of 13 August 1948 which 

dealt with the truce and %a6 concerned princip:!lly with the withdrawal of troops. 

The 5x&.ssion had therefore decmcd it advisable to refer the matter back to ths 

;ecurity Council with the rccolimiendation that the L!ouncil should designate, in 

lieu oi' the Commission, a single individual wi';-h broad authority to endeavour to 

bring the 4x0 Governments togetheL on all unrexolvcd issues. 

On 16 December 1943, the ?:epresenta,tive 0.; ;.:zf::tr!~oslloval~io on the Ccmmission 

submitted a minority report (S/Sl130/Add.3) cri;icicing certain aspects of the r.rorl; 

0'4' the Commission and calling ;'ol+ the establia!il::r:nt oi; a new United Nations 

Conxlission for India and Pakistan, composed of xprcsentativrs of' all the Statzs 

~~eI;ll>ei-s oi' the Security Council in order to gu.~!~~r~n-ttz t;w full independence 02' the 

~JcIl~~ll-isj:ioIl , 
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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 tirther discussion, the Council, at its 470th meeting, by 

8 votes to~none with 2 abstentions and 1 member absent, adopted-resolution 80 of- 

1$ March 1959,-originally-submitted by Cuba, Nonray,-the-United Kingdcm &d 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 pmgrarlme of 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 

solutions of the question. At the 47lst meeting (12 April), the Security Council, 

by 8 votes to-none Mth 2 abstentions and 1 member absent, appointed Sir Gwen Dixon, 

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

D. Report of the first United Nations Representative, Sir oren Dixon, and 
appointment of a successor, blr. Prank P. Graham 

Sir &en Dixon's report, submitted on 15 September 1950 (S/1791) indicated no 

Lf'rther progress towards the demilitarization of the State or towards agreement on 

other means for disposing of the State of Jammu and Kashmir. Sir Gwen Pixon 

wondered whether it might not be better to leave the parties to themselves in 

negotiating terms for the settl:ment of the problem, and indicated that he was not 

prepared to recommend any fi~rther 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 Ilations iiepresentative and its 

b 
agreement to relieve him of llis mission in accordance Vi-t;11 Sir Crsfen Dixon's request. 

On 14 December (S/l9lJ2), Pakistan expressed concern over the delay in dealiJJg 

with the report of the United Nations Representative, and declared that various 
4 

steps trere being taken by the Government of India and the LM~~.rajs.l~'s Covclnment in 

Kashmir to prejudice the holdinc of a free snd impartial plebiscite to decide on the 

accession of the State. 

Ilie Council IXdertGOli col~ZideKtti0~1 Of' th e report ,?-t its 532nd rr.eetinc, 

(21 Febluary 135;l). APcer considerable discussion, t! lcviscd joint drc7.X 

resoh!ti.on submitted by the IUnited Kingdom and thr: IJnited sta,-tec (:~/2cL7/!k!v J.) was 





Council stated that the consensus of the Council was that the United Nations 

Representative was empowered to continue his efrorts to accomplish his mission. 

In his third and fourth reports (s/2611 and S/2783), the United Nations 

Representative informed the Security Council of acceptance by the two Governments 

of other points in the twelve-point draft -agreement which he had submitted to them. 

Agreement had not been reached, however, on the number and character OP forces to 

rerr.ain on either side of the cease-fire line nor on the date by which the 

Plebiscite Administrator would be appointed to ofi”ice. He had -accordingly proposed 

definite minkurn figures for those forces, but it had not been-possible to secure 

agreement on the numbers proposed. The United Nations Representative set forth the 

views of the parties on an alternative draft presentation of principles which ~~rrxld 

serve as the criteria for fixing the quantum oi" forces to remain on either side of 

the cease-fire line at the end oi" the demilitarization perj.od.- 

_'.fter discussion at the 605th to 611th meetings (10 October, 6 November, 

5, 8, 16 and 23 December 1952), the Security Council adopted by c/ votes to none 

trith 1 abstention and 1 member not participating, resolution $8 of 23 December l-352 

which urged the Governments of India and Pakistan to negotiate in order to reach 

agreement on the specific number of forces to remain on each side of &e cease-fire 

line at the end of the period oi' 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 bs between 3,CCO and 6,COO on 

the Pakistan side and between 12,CCO and 18,OCO on the Indian side of the 

cease-Tire line. The United Bations Representative was requested to continue to 

make his services available to the parties and to keep the Council i.ni"ormed of any 
0 progress. 

In his fifth report js/2967;, the United Xations Repl*esentati.ve ini'olmed the 
., Security Council of furtiler l:leetings and conversations with %he two Cow1xments . 

lione ol the p~*oposals cut foward had proved ucccptable to both parties. 

-I 
1’ . Consideration by the Security Council in 1957 - 

Gn 2 ,Jan~!axy 1757, Pal;is-tall xwuested thnt t;lc Security Council should lw 

convened 2-t an early date to consider the I%.sh~xLr guestion (S/376,7) . The Cwncil 

considered the q:le&ion in a series of 1ceetinC:; i!eLrJ. .TLTXI 1-6 January -is 21 Feb~Wi~y 



(76&t to 774th meetings). At the 765th meeting=, the Security Council adopted, 

by 10 votes to none with 1 abstention, resolution 122 of 24 January 1357, 

originally submitted by Australia, Colombia, Cuba, the United Kingdom and the 

United States ofAmerica. This resolution provided that the Council, reminding 

the Governments and -authorities concerned of the principle embodied in previous 

resolutions of the Council and in the UNCTP resolutions of 13 August @!a and 

5 January 1949, that the final disposition of the State of ,Jammu and Kashmir mould ~~( 
be made in accordance with the will of the people expressed through the democratic ,~ 
method ofa 'free and impartial plebiscite conducted under the auspices ol" the 

United Nations, reafi"irmed resolution 91 of 30 Harch 1951 and declared that the 

convening of a Constituent Assembly and any action that had been or might be taken 

by that Assembly to determine the future shape and affiliation of the entire :Ttate 

of Jammua and Kashmir or any part thereof , or action by the parties concerned in 

support of any such action by that Assembly, would not constitute a disposition oi" 

the State in accordance with the above principle, The Council also decided to 

continue its consideration of the dispute. 

At the 773rd meeting (20 February), a dra<t resolution (S/3787) submitted 

jointly by ,'lustralia, Cuba, the United Kingdom and the United States, as prell as 

amendments by the USSR and Colombia (S/3789 and S/3791 and Rev.1 and Corr.l), were 

put to the vote. None of these proposals was adopted. A new joint draft resolution 

(S/3792 and Corr.1) submitted by Australia, the United Kingdom and the TJnited States 

T:as voted upon at the 774th meeting and was adopted by 10 votes to none, -c.!ith 

one abstention as resolution I23 of 21 February 1';57. It provided, inter alia, 

that the Council request its President, the representative 02 Sweden, to examine 

T.ritli the Governments of India and Pakistan any propocals which, in his opinion, 
were likely to contribute tolrards the settlement o-i" the dispute, having rev,ard to 

the previous resolutions of the Council and of IAle TJI'JCJP; to visit the sub-continent 

for that pul~posf:; and to report to tile Ccuncil not latei* than 15 April l-:157. 'illI 

Goverlmleli’ts of India and P'akictan were invite<1 hJ co-operate !,rith the P18esident of 

the Council, and the Secretary-General and the United i;lctions Ikpresenta-tive r.re1e 

lXqUeStC<. ‘to rellder GU.Cll sZSiS;-tLlllCc as the I'reSiC!Cil~l Mi~:lk iY?ques-t D 

GH 29 April, Mr, Jarringt President of -the Cecu1Tty Council ror the month of 

Febiu.ary 1357, submi tted a repo?*t (S/3821) on tile .,~su.lts of his mission. .4LTtei* a 
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review of the discussions conducted with the parties, he concluded that, while he 

Pelt unable to report to the Council any concrete proposals likely at that time to 

contribute towards a settlement of the dispute, both parties were still desirous 

03 finding a -solution tq the problem. 

On ‘21 August 1957, Pakistan requested (S/3868) that a meeting of the -SecuFity 

Counci;L be held to discuss Mr. Jarring’s report (S/3821) and to consider IX&her 

action. On 27 September, the Council met to consider the report and dis,cussed the 

India-Pakistan--question at fourteen meetings between then and 2 December. 

On 16 November 1957, a draft resolution (S/3911) was submitted to the Council 

by Australia, Colombia, the Philippines, the United Iljngdom and the United State se 

It provided that the Council, inter alia, thanking Mr. Jarring, observing that the 

GoveL’ents of India and Pakistan recognized and accepted the ccmmitments 

undertaken Lf them in the IXO 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 aggrava,tion oî  the 

situation and to establish and’ maintain an atmosphere favourable to the promotion 

of l&&her 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 vrith Part I oi” tF.e UNCIP resolution oi” 

13, August 1948, having regard to his third and i”ii”th reports and zhe report of 

Hr. Jarring, and to enter into negotiations lrith the two Governments in order to 

implement Part II of the 13 f%lgust 1948 resolution and in particular to reach 

agreement on a reduction of 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 i”iSth report; and (3) call upon the 

Governments of India end Pa,kistan to co-operate with the United Nations 

Representative in order to formulate an early aGreemen-t on demilitarization 

procedures, which should. be implemented. within three months of such an aC;reement 

being reached. 

On 27 November, Weden submitted amendn;ents (S/3720) which would replace the 

r;1?Lrerence in the preamble -to “coll;mitments” by a re;erence to resolution 38 oi” 

17 January 1348, replace operative paragraph 2 by a new text requesting; the United 

NE!-bi.OnS Representative t0 make any recommendations to -tile parties for ?urther 

/ . . . 
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appropriate action with a view to making progress towards the implementation of 

the UNCIP resolutions and towards peaceful settlement and delete operative 

paragraph 3. 

At the.8C8th meeti::l;, the~amendments and the draft resolution, as amended, 

were each adopted by 10 votes in favouqwith 1 abstention as resolution 126 of 

2 December 1957. 

Cn 28 I.Iarch 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 

recolmmendations which had not been accepted. 

level conference between the txro Governments 

G. Consideration in 1962 

December 1957, and on his 

Iie expressed the hope that a high- 

trould contribute towards progress. 

Gn 11 January 1962, Pakistan requested (S/5058) a meeting of the Security 

Council to consider ifurther action in the dispute concerning; the State ol' Jams 

and I;ashmir, in the 1iGh-t of the last report of the United Nations Repi'esentative 

Zor India and Pakistan. Pakistan stated that it HIS forced to do this because 

efforts at the highest level for direct negotiations with India had failed. 

L!oreover , recent statements by responsible people in India were a great threat 

to the peace. 

On 16 January, India stated (S/5060 and Corr.1) that the Security Council 

should refuse to comply xith PaXstan's reciuest because India considelwl that the 

eve of its general elections was hardly the proper time i'or direct nec;otiations or 

for discussion of the situation in the Security ::.'wncil. India also stctcd that 

Pal:idxln's allegations that efforts for direct negotiations had iailed and that :I 

threat to the peace had arisen were unfounded. :'o %.L* 3s India Vas concel*ncd, tl:e 

avc1iueG for direct negotiations Ilad not been ;i~x~lly closed. I.loreoveJ.-, j -i; :bas 

Pakistan r.rhich was threatening ireace in -the BE:! YJy instiC:a-ting attempts at 

subversion and sabotage. 
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At the 990th meeting (l-@bruary), the Security Council agreed,-~@thoL& 

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 l362.-~ ~~~ 

At the 1016th meeting, Ireland submitted 8 draft resolution (S/51$) Trhereby 

the Security Council, inter aIia, having considered the- report of the-united 

Nations Representative, Dr. 3". Graham and expressing its thanks to him, noting 

with satisfaction the pledges made by the two parties that their Governments would 

not resort to force and being con"- L,ious of the responsibility of the Security 

Council-under the Charter forhelping the partiesto-breach a peaceful solution, 

would remind both parties of the principles contained in resolution 38 02 
1'7 January 1948, and in the resolutions of the United FJations Comxnission 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 33 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 atmosphere iavoura3le to the promotion of negotiations; urge the two 

Governments to refrain from making any statements, or taking any action, rrhich 

might aggravate the situation; and request the Acting Secretary-General to provide 

the two Governments 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 dra?t resolution received 7 votes in 

Zavour to 2 against, with 2 abstentions, and was not adopted owing to the negative 

vote of a permanent member of the Cou.ncil. 

H. Consideration in 1964 

On 16 January l$lc, Pakistan requested (G;/>517j t meeting of the Security 

Council to consider the situation that had arisen in the State of Jammu and 

1%. shmi r a s a consequence oi' the steps that India iras reported to be taking to 

"destl'oy the special status of the state of .J~KK,u and Kashmir" . 

Gn 21:. January, India Lcljlicd (S/5522) that constitutional arrangements betxeen 

the state or Jawiu and Kasllmii* and t'lc Indian Union were purely an intcrnol matter. 

I . . . 



the Ccuncil-considered the matter at the 1087th to 1093rd, 1104.th and llC@th, 

and 1112th to 1117th meetings held between- 3 February and-18 May 1964. 

At the 1117th meeting on 18 Hay, 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 wouid take measures to re-establish an atmosphere 

of moderation and would resume their contacts in order to resolve their differences 

by negotiation. While a number of members of the Security Council felt that the 

Secretary-General of the United Nations might eventually~give~useful assistance to 

the parties to facilitate the resumption of negotiatiops_isn~th_e~que~~ti~on of Jamrw 

and Kashmir 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-Geperal. The 

India-Pakistan question would remain on the agenda of the Council. 

I, Consideration in 1965 

At its 1237th meeting (4 September 1965), the Security Council 

consideration of the India-Pakistan question. 

The Council had before it telegrams dated 1 September from the 

resumed 

Secretary- 
General addressed to the Prime J.Ji.ni.ster of India and the President of Pakistan 

(s/6647) appealing for restoration of the Cease-Fire Agreement and a report by 

the Secretary-General (s/6651) on the current situation in Kashmir with particular 

reierencc to the Cease-Fire Agreement, the Cease-Fire Line and the f'uncticning of 

the United Nations Military Observer Group in India and Pakistan (~/G651). 

Xalaysia introduced a joint draft resolution sponsored by Bolivia, the Ivory 

Coast, Jordan, Malaysia, the Netherlands and Uruguay (s/6657). 

Hesolution 203 of 4 September 1965 was adopted unanimously. In it the Council 

called upon the Governments of India and Pakistan to take forthwith all steps for 

an immediate cease-fire; to respect the Cease-Fire Line and have all armed 

personnel of each party withdrawn to its own side of the line; and to co-operate 

:fu.lly 7.lith UJTi4CGIP in its task 02 supervising the observance of the cease-fire; 
I 

I -0. 
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and, finally, requested the Secretary-General to reporttothe~Cou~nci1 within 

three days on the implementation of the resolution. ~~ ~~~ ~-~~~ - ~~~ 

At the~l238th meeting (6 September), Kalaysia introduced a joint draft 

resolution, sponsored by Bolivia, the Ivory Coast, Jordan, Malaysia, the 

Netherlands and Uruguay (S/6662) which was unanimously adopted as resolu~tion 210 

of 6 September 1965. In its operati.ve part the Council called upon the parties to 

cease hostilities immediately in the entire area of conflict and promptly withdraw 

all armed personnel to the positinns held by them before 5 August-1965; requested 

the Secretary-General to--exert every possible effort to give effect to~~this~ 

resolution and resolution 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 review so that the 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 Pakistan (s/6683), his second report on his 

mission, presented to the Council at its 1239th meeting (S/6686), and his report 

on the military situation in the area of conflict between India and Pakistan 

(s/6687). 

At the 1242nd meeting, the IJetherlands introduced a draft resolution (S/6694) 

which was adopted by the Council by 10 votes to none, with 1 abstentio;l as 

resolution 211 of 20 Septembe: 11!65. Under its operative part the CcLancil 

delranded that a cease-fire should take effect on \Tednesday, 22 September X.365, a 

0700 hours GMT and called upon both Governments to issue orders for a cease-fire at 

that moment and a subsequent yrithdrawal of all armed personnel back to the 

positions held by them before 5 August 1965; requested the Secretary-General to 

provide the necessary assistnncc to ensure supervision of Lhe cease-fire and 

7,~ritladrawal or' all armed personnel; called on all States to refrain from any 

action\ ~:llizh might aggravate the situation in the area; decided to consi;lcl*, as 

soon 8.S operative paragraph 1 o:i i-esolution 210 oi' (7 September Ilad been 

i:.q~lemented, ~rhat steps coul-c! be taIte!l to assist towards ~1 settlement 0Y the 

/ aem 
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political problem underlying the present conflict, and in the meantime called on 

the 4x0 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 se& a peaceful 

solution, and to-report to the Security Council thereon. 

The 1244th meeting (22 September) was convened on the basis of the Secretary- 

Seneral’s report (S/6693) on his efforts to give effect to Security Council 

resolution 211 of 20 September 1965 and of a request frcm the Minister for Foreign 

Affairs of Pakistan. At the close of the meeting, the-president after noting the ~mmA-.P.-- .-. -. - 
statements of the Foreign Minister of Pakistan and the representative of India, 

expressed the Council’s satisfaction that resolution 211 of 20-September 1965 had 

been accepted by the two parties and:added that it called upon-the Governments 

concerned to implement their adherence ~to the cease-fire call as rapidly as , 

possible and in any case not later than 22C0 hours GMT, 22 September. 

At the 1245th meeting (27 September), the President read out a draft 

resolution which reflected the consensus of the members of the Council. 

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 Governments 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 

Pakistan; demanded that the parties urgently honour their cormitments to the 

Council to obs rve the cease-fire* , and further called upon the parties promptly to 

withdralr all armed personnel aa necessary steps in the fU.11 implementation of 

resolution 211 of 20 September. 

The Se,- ;ity Council resumed its consideration of iAe item at its 1247th 

meeting (25 kr 1365) on the basis of a letter dated 22 October 1965 L;rom the 

Permanent F(elJ.',cxntative of Pakistan (s/6821) and of reports by the Secretary- 

General on ~rithdrawals (S/6713/Add.3) and on the observance of the cease-fire 
(S/6710/1\dd. 5). T'he Council continued considergtion of the quest‘ \n at three 

meetings between 27 October ani! 5 November 1365. At the 125lst meeting a draft 
resolution (S/%76) was introduced 11.y tile Ile-tllcrlnndc, on beh.aX VC Uolivia, -1;lle 
IVCfYjr C:CElS’t, P:n La.ySia, t.llC !lCttlC1ql~llldS 211d UiqLl[_.Llay, by !\hicil the CourlciLl., regretting 
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the~delay~~in~~~l~e~acl~icvement~of-a~cease-fire~and~a~~~ithdratral-of-~armed personnel, 

would: reaffirm~rcsolution 211 of 20 September 1965; requc&India and Pakistan to 

co-operate towards a ?Jull implementation of paragraph 1 of that-resolution; demand 

the-prompt and unconditional execution of the proposal for a meeting oT- 

represel?catives~of~f-the~-h~o~parties with a representative of the Secretary-General 

ior the formulation of an agreed plan and schedule l'or 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 vote of-3 in 

favour, none_against ana 2 abstentions, - .~ -vi 
A series of reports by the Secretary-Genew.1 on his efforts to give effect to 

resolutions 210, 211 and 215 (S/G@g/Add,lO-12), on the observance of the cease- 

fire (S/6710/Add.l0-17), and on compliance ~;ith the withdrawal provisions of 

resoJutjons- '211 and 215 (S/67lg/Add.4-6) 'ere subsequently submitted to the 
Council. 
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~~ -14. THE CZECHOSLOVAK QUESTION 

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

(s/694) that his Government had noted that, on 10 March 1948, Mr. Papanek, 

permanent -representative of Czechoslovakia, had-.sent a communication 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 

Repub lies . In accordance with Article 35 (1) of the Charter, the representative 

of Chile, leaving aside the -question -whether Mr . -Papanek had the statas of a 

private individual or of the legitimate representative of’ his Government, 

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 letter of 10 March. 

At its 268th meeting (17 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 procedure. 

At the 278th meeting (6 April), the Security Council decided by 9 votes to 

none with 2 abstentions, 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 ( c/718) that his Government did not find 

it poss;ble in any way to take part in the discussion. The matte:-s involved 

were exclusively within the domestic jurisdiction of Czechoslovakia, which 

re.jected the unfounded complaint which had been put before the Security Council. 

At the 28lst meeting (12 April), Chile submitted a draft resolution 

p~~oposing the appointmen-l oi’ a sub-cutnmittee, ._ ._ with a membership i;u be determined 

by tile Security CouriciL, ‘LO receive and hear evid.ence, statements and testimony 

ant! to jleport to the Co:.!tlWil 3-t the earliest possible time. A-t th,, 288th 

I . . . 
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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 ql+stion 

whether the~Chileandraftresolution should ~beconsidered~asn~matterof-m-mm- ~~~ ~~~~ ~~ 

procedure. There were 8 votes in favour, 2 against 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 member had voted~negatively on 

the preliminary question. Several representatives opposed 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 adopted, since a permanent member had voted against it. 

At the 305th meeting (26 May), Argentina submitted a draft resolution 

(V’782), stating that the Security Council conside;*ed 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. Follokring 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 
iJ 

OF TRIESTE 

(a) Yugoslav request 

By letter dated 28 July 1:?48 (S/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 T:lith the Government of Italy. The Council was further 

requested to declare the above-mentioned agreements to be violations of provisions 

of the Treaty or Peace with Italy pertaining t@ the independence of the Free 

Territory of Trieste; to l!ndertake the measures T,lhich the Yug~slav Government 
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considered necessary and sufficient to nullify the agreements; and to assure 

that the Governments of the United States and. the United Kingdom respected their 

international obligations, thus guaranteeing the independence of the Free 

Territory of Trieste. 

At the 344th 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 An the course of eight meetings 

in the month of ~August l$&. On 13 August, Yugoslavia submitted a draft 

resolution (s/968) by which the Council would determine that a series of 

agreements concluded betlreen the Allied Military Command and the Government 02 

Itely were in contradiction with certain obligations undertaken by the Allied 

and Associated po\Jers and Italy under the Treaty of Peace xfith Italy; would 

declare these agreements incompatible with the status of the Free Territory of 

Trieste and therefore null and void; and would call upon the Govertiments of the 

United Kingdom and the United States to avoid a,ny future action contrery to the 

Treaty. 

On 17 August, the Ultrainicn SSR submitted a drai”t resolution (s/980) to the 

effect thnt the Secwity Council considered it urgently necessary to settle the 

questi.on of the appointment oL’ the Governor 1/ of the Free Territory of Trieste.- 

A”J the 354th meeting; (19 August), the Yugoslav draft resolution and the 

Ukrainian draft resolution were put to t;le vote and T;rere not adopted, The 

first received 2 votes to none with 9 abstentions, and. tile second. 4 votes to none 

-.lit!l 6 abstentions and one member not participating. 

(b ) USSR note 

Cn ,; July 1952, the USSR i!elegation rquesi;ed (Z/2692) circulation of the 

texts 0.i notes sent by the USSR Government to the Governments of the United 

StRtCS o1 AmcrSca and the TJnited. Kingdom on 211 June. These no-tes dealt with the 

uu~lei-st~lncl.in~ bekreen the Governments of the United. :;tatcs of America, the United 

ICi ugc’ orn WC! It:-! Ly I published on 10 iky 1752, concernin:1; participntion by Italy 

j rt -t..i 1 r; :Jf.?:rli II<.:: Lra:_l-l:.ion d’ l,ilc /.,“Clu-/\lne~.ir~:111 ::one oi’ tile I;‘.!see Terr*il;gry o:I’ Trieste . 
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(c) Memorandum of Understanding ~ ~~ 

By letter dated 5 October 1954- ($/3%QL~ and Add,l), -t;he Observer-of Italy 

and the representatives oi” the United Kingdom, the United States and Yugoslavin 
- 

transmitted to the Security Council the text -of a Memorandum of Understanding 

and its annexes concerning practical arrangements for the Free Territory of 

Trieste, initialled at London on the same date by representatives of their 

Governments . On 12 qctober, the representative oi” the USSR informed the Council 

(S/3305) that his Government took cognizance “f 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 fwther request for discussion of this item has been received and it has 

not been discussed by the Secwity Council since lc) AugLwt 1348. 

16. THE HYDERABAD QUESTION 

On 21 August 13113, the Secretary-General of the Department o; l&ternaL 

XP’airs of the Government of Hydera.bocl communicntccl to the President of the 

Security Council (S/986) h is Government Is request I;hnt tile dispute which had 

arisen behreen Hyder2bad agd Ind.ia be brought to tile Council’s attention in 

accordance lrith ArticLe 35 (2) of the Cha.rter. On 8 September 1948, he 

communicated (s/996) a decision by the Government or Hydera.bad. to become a party 

to the Statute ol” the International Co:lrt oi’ Jwtice. 
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representatives made the reservation that this action did not prejudge the Council's 

competence or any of the merits of the case. Having been -invited to take -places 

at the Council table, the representatives of Hyderabad and India made stctements 

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

011-22 September ~(a/1011 and Add.l), the Nizam of Hyderabad 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 September (S/1015), the Hyderabad delegation gave its views on the 

situation in Hyderabad---and--stated that it was impera,tive 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/1031), the head of the Hyderabad delegaticn informed the 

President of the Council that he did not propose to ask that the delegation 

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 (s/1089) thot the Indian delegation dealing with the Hyderabad 

question, which on 6 October in a communication to the then President had requested 

that the item be removed from the agenda, had been withdrawn. 

Further discussion of the question was postponed at the 382nd and 383rd 

meetings (25 November and 2 December). 

On 10 December, the Government of India informed the Security Council 

(S/1115) that conditions in Hyderabad were peace-i'ul and normal. In the 

circumst:jnces, India did not propose to send a representative to the Council to 

discuss the Hyderabad question, 

On 12 December, the head of the Hyderabnd delegation stated (S/1118) that 

it .ra,c clear thct the Nizam was virtually a prisoner of the Indian military 

authorities. Und.er the circumstnnces, his delegation considered it to be its 

duty to reassert its authority c?s orfginolly appointed. 

On 13 December, Indig trnnsmjtted to the Presid.ent of’ the council P report 

(S/L-L24 _ J-k.2 on L I( sit,uation <n Hyder~~bnil. The report ws 1nx1.e vjthoat pre,judice 

to ttle questton 0::’ the Cou.nri.1 fc compc+~‘!c~. 

I . . . 
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At the 384th meeting (15 December), Pakistan, pursu@b -i;o a request of 

6 October (s/lo27), ?[as &vited-to participa$ e i- the discussion of thi.s ~question. ~ ~~~~~~ 

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

Lake Success. 

On 4 May 1949 Pakistan requested (S/1317) an early meeting to resume 

consideration of the cluestion. 

The representative of India, on 18 May 1949 (S/1324), submitted that the 

qclestion should bc removed from the agenda and requested an opportunity to state 

his Government's vie% more -fully on the question of competence. 

The Council continued its consideration of the question at the k25th and 426th 

meetings (19 and 24 May), without taking any decision. 

No f:lrther 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 SEFTKMBER 1948 FRCM THE GOVE:RI'JMENTS 
OF THE FRENCH REPUBLIC, THE UNITED KINGDCM AND THE UNITED STATES 

OF AMEBICA TO THE SECRETARY-GENERAL 

on 29 September 1948, the Secretary-General received identic notifications 

(S/LO20 and Add.1) from the Governments of France, the United Kingdom and the 

United States of America drawing attention to the serious situation lrhich had 

arisen as a result of the unilateral imposition, by the Government of the Union 

of Soviet Socialist Republics, of restrictions on trr.lnsport and communications 

bctVeen the Idestern Zones of 0cc:lpation in Germany and Berlin. The notifications 
T stotec! that this action by the USSR was contrary to its obligations under 

Article 2 of the Charter and. created- a threat to the peace within the meaning oi" 

Chapter VII of the Chnrtcr. The three Governments requested that the Security 

Council consider this question 0.i; the earliest opportunity. 

The idcntic notifications were placed on the pi-misiunal agenda of the 

36Lst meeting (4 October 1948), but the adoption ol the agenda was opposed by the 

USSR and the Ukrainian SSR. Ai'ter f':lr.ther disrbll. _- ssion at the 3G2ncl meeting 

(5 Oc-tober) the agenda was adopted by 9 votes to 2, 1rliereugon the USSR and. the 

U!;rainian SSR sta'kcl. that the Corrnci 1 r s majority adoption of this question f'3r 
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consideration constituted a violation of Article~107~of~the Charterand that 

accordingly their-delegations would- not~par~ticipate-in--'the consideration-of-the ~~~ 

qnestion in the Security Council. 

The Council continued its consideration of the matter at the 363rd and 

364th meetings (6 October) and at the 366th meeting (15 October). The President 

requested certain additional information, and the Council adjourned until 

19 October to allow an opportunity f'or the representatives concerned to-prep-are 

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/1048) was submitted. 

by Argentina, Belgium, Canada, China, Colombia and Syria, which lrould call 011 tile 

four occupying Powers to prevent any incident which would aggravate the situation 

in Berlin, remove all redtrictions on communications, transport ar.d 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/1046) llas 

put to the vote, receiving 9 votes to 2, and was rejected owing to the negative 

vzke cast by a permanent member of the Cowcil. 

On k May 1943; France, the United Kingdom and the United States informed 

the Security Council (S/1316) til?t their respective Governments had concluded an 

agreement with tk Government of the USSR providing i'or the lifting: 0.7 restrictions 

3n commanications, trnnsportati3n and trade with Berlin, 2nd for the convcninc of 

a meeting of the Council of Foreign Ministers :)n 23 i!iay to concider the question 

c~,f Berlin currency. 

No i'Lj!rther reqtiest -?or dl rcwcion of this i-tern has been received awl. i-t hos 

not been discussed by the Security Cowcil.. since 25 Oct~ber 13118. 

I . . . 



-1.8. 11 INTERNATIONAL CONTROL OF ATCMIC ENERG1'- 

General Assembly resolution 1 (I) of 24 January 1945, which established then ~~ 

Atomic Energy Commission, directed the Commission to submit its reports and 

recommendations to the-Security Council and stated that the Council should issue 

directions to the Commission in matters affecting security. 

On 31 December 1946, the Chairman of the Atomic Energy Commission transmitted 

the Commission's first report (S/233) to the Council.~_~At~~the~ 105tb~meetin~ 

(13 February 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 (s/283) ta the report, No substantive decisions were 

reached by the Council upon either the report or the proposed amendments and 

additions, but at the 117th 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 

Assembly resolutions 1 (I) and l11 (I) of 24 Jmuory and 14 December 1946. 

On 11 September 13117 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 26 May 1948 the Chairman of the Commission transmitted the commission's 

third report to the Council (S/612), which considered it at three meetings 

between 11 and 22 J'une. At the 318th meeting the 1Jnited States submitted a drn.iYt 

resol:ltion (s/836) under which the Council would accept the three ,qeports of the 

Commission and approve the general findings and recommendations of the first 

report, the Frwific proposals of the second report and the "report and 

recotrmendations" of the third report. On 22 June (325th meeting) the United 

States draft resolution x,Tas put to the vote and received 9 votes to 2) but as 

a permanent member voted in the negative the resolution :/as not adopted. The 

Council then, by 9 votes to none with 2 ubstclltions, ad.opted resolution 52 Of 

22 June 1948, directing the Secretary-General to transmit to the General A:;swl~ly 

and to the Member States, as a matter of special coticel-n, -the Commissiotl's .Gh*ee 

reports ,I;ogettier witli -I-!ie l*ecords of the Council 1 s deL5Lex~atiorlS . 
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On 29 July 1949 the Chairman of the Commission transmitted to the 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 

considered the matter at its 445th to 447th meetings-(15 and~l6 September), two 

draft resolutions were introduced: a Canadian draft resolution (S/1386) proposing 

that the Commission's resolutions be transmitted to the General Assembly and a 

USSR draft resolution (S/1391/R ev.1) requesting the Commission to continue its Troy-k 

with a view to fulfilling the tasks entrusted to it by the General Assembly, At 

the 447th meet& u the Canadian draft resolution, as amended by the Ukrainian SSR, 

was adopted by 9 votes to none, tritk 2 abstentions as resolution 74 of 

16 September 1949. 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 TT;relve that the 

Assembly should establish a new Commission to carry forward the task originally 

assigned to the Atomic Energy Commission and the Commission far 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. cOMF'LAINT OF ARMEC INVASION OF TAIWAN (FoRKQSA) 

On 2L1 August 1950, the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Centra.1 People's 

Government of the People's Republic of' China,in a cablegram (S/1715) addressed to 

the President of the Security Council, stat.ed i;lwi on 27 June President Truman had 

announced the decision of the Goverr,ment of the United State: of America to prevent 

by armed force the Liberation c)f' Taiwatl (Fl>rmosb) by the Chinese I;c_j~ple's 

Libesatiorl Army. The fsct that Taiwan k:as an iritegral part ,of Ctlina ~1a.s baisef! on 

history and cJnfirrr,ed by the Cairo rfechra'kicn -):f' 13)-h: SC! tllc Potsdntn communiqu6 

c;f' 1945. 1-t 7'185 i;lll? r: ',l.lIJC i I' s duLy ti) .Lake im:L-t!i:v!'Le twi:G~.r~~ t:3 Lring al~:;ut tj!c 

ccrnplete t[ithdrayJal :)f e3_1 the IfIlit.ed sf.a-ieS iI!vadi!J:; _F'orces from Tei1la.n and fr2m 

other territories belo:l~in~ t ~1 ChirJr:. T11e TJIJiLc2l Sta'Les r'f2pli e,i to 't.llese c!JEl.yg:c?s 

on 25 Auplct (s/rLr71G). 
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The item was-included in the $ouncilLs~ agenda ugder the-&ove title -at the 

492nd meeting (29 August), by Yvotes to 2,-with 1 abs$ention,~J. member not ~~~ 
participating. After rejecting, by 4 votes to 1; lrith 3 abstentions, a USSR 

draft resolution (S/1732) to invite a representative of the People's ~Republic ol" 

China to attend Council meetingi;, the Council continued its discussion at the- 

497th and 503rd to 506th meetings, held between 7 and 27 September. At the 506th 

meeting, by 7 votes to 3 with 1 abstention,~ the Council adopted resolution 87 of 

29 September 1950, based on a draft resolution of Ecuador (S/l823/Corr.l), lrhich ~-1 

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 prOCedUrala The 

vote was 7 to 1, with 1 abstention, and tlie President ruled that the proposal .~ 
had been adopted. 

At the 525th meet&,., (27 N ovember) consideration of the item was linked with 

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 from the Council's agenda.) 

Discussion continued at the 526th through 530th meetings (28 to 30 November). 

At the 530th meeting (30 November), the Sectirity 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 shoclld condemn the action of the United 

States Government as an act of aggression and as an intervention in the internal 

affairs of China, and propose to the United States Government that it immediately 

withdraw all its air, sea and land forces from the islcnd of Taiwan and from other 

territories beLonging to China. It received 1 vote in I'avour, 7 against, Mth 

1 member not participating. 

04 a draft resolution submitted an 28 Nnvember (S/L92L) by the 

representative of tile Central People's Government of' the People's Republic 01' 

China and sponsored by tile repre*sentatdve 0:~' the Soviet Union, providing, 

inter alia, that the Co;j.nciL should. cond.emn the Utli-bed. States Goverhment f’or its 

cr-iminal acts of argued aL;gression against the Chinese territory 0T Tsiwan; and 



demand the complete withdrawal by the United States Government or its forces of 

armed-aggression from Taiwan, in order that peace and security in the Pacific and 

in Asia might be ensured. The results of the -vote were the~same as on the USSR 

draft resolution. 

No further request for discussion of this item ha, 0 been received and it has 

not been discussed by the Security-Council since 30 November 1750, 

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

In a cablegram dated 28 August 1950 (S/L7Z!), the Minister for Foreign Affairs 

of the Central People's Government of the People's Republic of China informed the 

Secretory-General thct, on 27 August, military aircraft of the United States 

forces in Korea had fLowI over Chinese territwy on the right bank of the Yalu 

river, had strafed buildings, railway stations and railway carriages, and had 

killed or wounded a number of people. 

On 29 August the United States of America informed the Secretary-General 

(S/L727) that the instructions under which aircraft lrere operating under the 

Unified Command in Korea strictly prohibited them from crossing the Korean frontier 

into adjacent territory. No evidence had been received to indicate that thxe 

instructions had been violated, but the United States wouLd weLcome an 

investigation 011 the spot by a Commission appointed by the Security Council. 

On 30 August, the Minister for Foreign AP.ioirs of the Central PeopLeIs 

Government of the People's RepQblic of China charged (s/1743) that United States 

military aircraft had again fLown over Chinese territory, on 29 Auguct, and had 

kiLLed or wounded a number or people. 

At its llc)=,rd [fleetiny: (31 ALlgust), the Secwity Co:tnciL, by e votes to 3, 

inc Lud ed .the question in its agenda under the title "Complaint oi' bombing; by 

air ['orces of the territor-y of China". 



Cd a USSR draft resolution 

revision (S/1745/Rev.l), provided 
submitted on-j1 August m(S/1745)J which, -after 

that the Council should, inter alia, condemn the 
illegal acts of the United States Government referred to in the above cables 

dated 28 and 30 August, and call up&the United States Government to prohibit -. 
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such acts; 

(b) a United States draft resolution submitted on 1 September 1350 (S/175?), 

providing, inter alia, for the establishment of a Commih.,icn composed of two 

representatives, one appointed-by-the Government of India and one by the Government 

of Sweden, to investiga,te on the spot the allegations contained in the above cables 

dated 2.3 and 30 August. 

The two draft resolutions were put to the vote at the 501st meeting 

(12 September). The ~UnitedStates draft resolution received 7 votes to 1, with 

2 abstentions, and 1 member not participating, and was n?t adopted, owing to the 

negative vote of a-permanent member. The USSR draft 1.esolution was also rejected, 

receiving 1 vote in favour and ?I against, ::ith 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 2,3 and 

30 August had disclosed that two aircraft of the United Nations Cormnand ha4 by 

mistake flown over the territory of China and fired on an airstL%ip near Antung, 

The investigation had corroborated none of the other alleged violations. 

Further communicati.ons from the Central People's Government of the ?c3p!c's 

Republic of China concerning alleged violations of China's territrlrial air space 

were received on 24 September (S/13@), 1': October (S/1357), 26 C'ctober (S/1370) 

and 23 October (S/1376). 

I'10 further request for discussion 4' kkJi :: i t.wn hns Seen received and it has 
not been discussed by -the S~JX~-ity Council since 1; Sc~~ltc:mller 1950. 
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21. COMPLAINT OF FAILURE BY THE IRANIAN GOVERNMENT TO COMPLY WITH 
~PROVISIONAL MEASURES INDICATED BY THE INTERNATIONAL COURT-OF 

JUSTICE IN THE AJXGLO-IRANIAN OIL COMPANY CASE 

(a) Inclusionof the item in the agenda 

On 26 May 195L~~the United Kingdom instituted proceedings in the International 

Court of Justice against Iran in connexion with ,the application of the Agreement 

of 1933 between the Imperial Government of Persia and the Anglo-Persian Oil 

Compally, Limited. Acourt order dated 5 July 1951 (S/2239), issued at the 

request of the United-Kingdom, granted interim measures of protection in accordance 

\$lith Article Icl of the Stat te of the Court. The order stated, inter alia,mthat 

the indication of such measures in no way prejudged the question of the 

jurisdiction of the Court to'deal with the merits of the case but was intended 

to preserve the respective rights of the parties pending the Court's decision. 

On 28 Septemb~erthe United Kingdom re~quested the President of the Security 

Council (S/2357) to place the item on the provisional agenda. An enclosed draft 

resolution (s/2358), provided, inter alis, that the Council call upon the 

Government cf Iran to act in all respects in conformity with .t:. provisional 

measures indicated by the Court and in particular to permit ? ';ntinued residence 

at Abadan of the staff affected by the recent expulsion orders or the equivalent 

of such staff, and reqtiest Iran to inform the Council of the steps taken by it 

to carry out t!:e rcbolution. 

At the 559th meeting (1 October), the Council decided bJ- 5, votes to 2 

to include the question Ln it.s ezen3a. The representative uf Iran was then 

invited ta., participate in the riiscussion. 

(b) Disc!!ssion by the Security Council 

The Security Council disc:.,, lCred the question at six meetings held during tne 

month of October 1751. In the course of the discussion, the United Kingdom 

submitted two revisions (E/2358/Rev.l and 2) of its draft resolution, the second 

revision iticnrporating amendments (S/2373) submitted jointly by India and 

Yugoslavia. Under the second revision, the proposal called for the resumption of 

necot-lntions at the earliest practicable moment in order to make further efforts 

to rc.zoLve the clil'l'ercl!cr-s bet!reen the parties ill accordance with the purposes and 

F(IK! principles oC' the Ch~rtcr; and. the avoidnncc o-i any action aggravating the 

situation or prnejudicing the positions Xi' the pwties. 
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On 17 October (562nd meeting), Ecuador submitted a draft resolution (t;/2380) 

under which the Council, without deciding on the question of its own competence, 

would advise the parties concerned to reopen negotiations as soon as possible with 

a view to making a fresh-attempt to settle their differences in. accordance with the 

purposes -and principles- of the Cilarter. ~ ~~~~~~~ ~~~~~ 

After further discussion, the Security Council at its 565th meetin:: 

(19 October) adopted by 0 votes to 1 with 2 abstentions a French motion to adjourn 

the debate until the Court had ruled on its 01~ competence in the matter. 

(c) -Jud!:ement tii'-'che International Court-oC Justice 

On 19 August 1352 the Seclfietan-General communicated to the members of the 

Security Council for their information (s/2746) a copy o-f the juQement of the 

International Cow% oi" Justice ) given on 22 July 1952, in tlhich the Court, by 

9 votes to 5, found thc?t-it had no jurisdiction in. the case. It was noted that- 

the Court's order of 5 July 1951 indicating provisional measures of protection in 

the Anglo-Iranian Oil Company case (S/2239) ceased to be ape. ,tive upon delivery 

of its judgement and that the provisional measures ia;Jsed at the same time. 

No further request for discussion of' t;his item has been received and it has 

no-t been discussed by -Lhe Security Council since 19 October 1951. 



S/7382 .- 
English 
3age 72 

In view of this decision, and noting that the question of the control'and 

elimination of JTenpons of mass destruction was under discussion in the Disarmament 

Commission, the United States with*' c its proposal. 

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

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

23. WESTION OF A REQUEST FOR INVESTIGATION 
~PF_.A~LEG~D~~~CT~A'I;.:~~IRRFA~~ 

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 Governments and authorities of grave accusations charging 

the use of bacterialwarfare 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 to investigate the charges and to report the results to the 

Security Council. 

After discussion at the 5eOth meeting (20 June), the Council included the 

itera in its agenda at the 5&t meeting (25 June) by 10 votes to 1. 

At the 585th meeting (1 July) a USSR draft resolution (S/2674/Rev.l) callinG 

for invitations to representatives of the People's Republic of China ai5 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 th? 5&7th meeting (3 July) the United States draft resolution (S/2671) was 

put to the vote and receivei! 10 votes to 1, but 17a.s nok adopted ol7in=; to the 

negative vote of a perlaanent member. 

At the same nicetin~ the United States submitted a draft resolution (S/2666) 

under the terms of which the 5ecurity Council, noti_nz;, inter alia, that by l'exxxl 

oi' the nc:<ative vote of the US;;R the Council was pi'evell-ted from arranging for an 

iinp3rticll invtr, =-tigatioll of the charges in qu..es-Lion, wuld conclude that those 

ClWp?:: Rl1.Zt IlP ~.lTBl.!Ti~ClI. tCJ LIP 1Iitho~l-t; subs-tancc an:1 %'a! GC and conderull t11e 

practice of t'abricatin~. WC! ~iisscminatiu ; such false chnr,~ec , 

~ii'ier f'ui%her cliscussion t.lle Uni kJs Sta-tes &XI'-i 1*esolution (S/238) Tr0.s put 

to -the vote at -the 5~0-il1 meeting (9 July) ~ILI. recciveLl. '/' votes Lo 1 17itll 1 absten+,ion. 

It ws not e.d.opt.et5 since 2, negai-.Svc vote- Ias c:ls-t by 8. pcrmarirnL member of the 

c0u11ci1. 
.'~.~.7,.1 .-_ ~ -_ -.--__ ,: 
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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. ~~ ~~~ 

24. LETTER DATED 2g-MAY 1954 FR(>M THE ACTING REPRESENTATIVE 
~mmmOF~.Tl-IAILAND TO THE UNITED NATIONS ADDRESSED TO THE ~ ~~ 

PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL 

On 29 May 1954 Thailand requested (S/3~?30) 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 I:las likely to 

endanger the maintenance of international peace and security. Referring to large- 

scale fighting which had repeatedly taken place in the immediate vicinity of Thai 

territory, and to the dangerous potentialitjes 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 C,:uncil's 

attention to the end that the Council might provide for observation under the 

Peace Observation Commission. 

At the 672nd meeting (2 June), the Cxncil included the item in its agenda by 

10 votes to 1, and invited the representative of Thailand to participate in the 

discussion in accordance ?:ith rule 37 of the przvisional rules ,of procedure, 

At the 673rd meeting (16 June), Thailand submitted a draft resolution (S/3229), 

the operative part of which prwided 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 obser?rcrs as it deemed necessary, to visit 

Thailand if nece ssary, to consider such data as might be submitted to it by its 

members or observers, and to make such reports and recommcndatinns as it rleemcd 

necessary to the Peace Observation Commission and t.0 -;.ile Security Cxlncil. The draft 

resolution further provided tllat if the sub-commission considered that it could not 

accomplish its mission ~15.i.llov.t observation or visit als,' in States i'wtiguous to 

Thailand, it should report tcJ the Peace Observation C?mminsion or to the Security 

Council for the necrsswy ihtitruction. 

At the 67b1;h mcctin,cy (13 J,lnfz), th12 draft. i-e s~~I~u.+ i?n of' Thai l:tnri (S/:229) wn:: 

l)u’l; .i;tJ ttlF. vrJi:,c n t  tl;? rr:rtuc!si- -)C tt~r: representative 01' the Uni.1 ?!.I Z!.atos. I!. 

~~eceivwIi cj Vcj-teS -!.:., 1, l;;itLh 1 ab:tcn-l;ir-It;, Cllid :.:a::: 110 I.. acl:.!p’i;wI :jx;:ir::r .i.: ) L}!c negatiV<z d 
v3 lte of a pcrma.1~ n-1 rnernL(5r'. 

kjq further ~*eque:;i; .CJ~ tlis;cUsSi:brl of' this item ha:; been r~<civcd 2r!f- 1 i 1, IIU:: 110-L 

been discuccc~i by the ~,((:l.~Y.~ty c'~lJIlCil since 1; June I-c)5h. 
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25. CABLEGRW DATED 13 JUNE 1954 FROM THE MINISTER 
~~ ~~~ ~~ -OF EXTERN.jL RELATIONS OF GUATEMAIA ADDRESSED 

TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL 

On 19 June 19511, Guatemala requested (S/3232) the President of the Security 

Council to convene a meetin;, urgently in order that, in accordance with Articles -34, 

35 and 33 of the Charter, the -Council might-take the:mcasures:necessary to -prevent 

the disruption of peace and international security in Central America and also to 

put a stop to the acCi,ession in progress against Guatemala. 

At the 675th meetins (20 June), the Council included the ftem in its agenda - 
without objection, .ai"ter Which-the President, under,2rticle- 32 of then Charter, 

invited the representatives of Guatemala, Honduras and Nicaragua to participate 

in the discussion. 

Brazil and Colombia introduced a joint draft resolution (S/3235) which 

provided that the Council should refer the complaint to the Organization of 

American States for urzeilt consideration and request-that Organization to ini'orm 

the Council as soon as possible, as appropriate, on the measures it had been able 

to take in the matter. 

France proposed Chat a final paragraph should be added to the draft resolution 

whereby the Council, rrithou-l; prejudice to such measures as the Organization of 

American States mish-t 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-':sin, 
.~ 

in the spirit of the Charter, from Siving assistance to 

any such action. The amendment rras accepted by the sponsors of the joint drai"t 

resolution (S/32$/Rev.l). 

The joint draft i-esolution as amended received IO votes to 1, but was not 

adopted, since a negative vote was cast by a permanent member, 

France reintroduced its amendment to -the joint draft resolution as a separate 

draft resolution (S/3237), which was unanircously adopted as resolution 1011. of 

20 June 1954, 

At the 67kh mee-L-in:: (25 June), convened at the request of Guatemala (S/32l11 

and :;/>Zl-$1) ani! od' the Union 01 Soviet Sccialist Relxtblics (S/3247), the Security 

Council ;~a,_l. bcforu it, armyr,t otlne.l* clocunlcntc, a. cnhlel;ram clatcc! 23 June (S/324.5) 
~'X'OIU idlo Inter-Amcsicai-1 PC:ICC C!omnittee i~~i'ormln-; i i -t&i; the repr*esentativc of 

Ni_CL3iT&~ 2, SU~~OT tel.! I,y -i,he 1,evl,esen-tati_ve of Hoilcl.l!rcis, had propose% that a 



committee of inquiry ol’ the Inter-American Peace Committee should be set up land mu 

imtnediately~prqc~ed~ $9 Guatemala, Hongwas ~ ~~ and Nicaragua and that the Committee 

had unanimously decided to inform the Gua-temalan Government of the decision, 

expressing the hope that it would agree to that procedure. 

____ ~The~provisional~ar;enda_f~ol~-the-~~7~~h meetinz_read. “Cablegram dated. 1-g June ~195k 
-~ from- the Ministe~r-for g:teTn?& Relations of Gua-l;emala @.d:egsed to the President of 

the Security~ Council and letter dated 22 June 1954 from the representative of 

Guatemala addressed to the Secretary-General”. After discussion, the Council 

rejected the adoption of the agenda for the meeting, the vo-te bein@ 5 to 11 with 

2 abstentions. 

Three cowunica’iions, dated 27 June, 5 July and 6 July were later received 

from the Chairman-of-the Inter-American Peace Committee (S/3256, S/32& and s/3267): l-... 

the first one related to the dispatch of a fact-findinz committee to Guatemala, - 
Honduras and Nicaragua; the second stated tha-L the three countries hrzc! j ni’oi-n:ed 

the Committee on 2 July that the dispute between them had ceased to- exist; and 

the third transmitted the report of the Inter-American Peace Committee. 

On g July (s/326,;), the Minister for External Relations of Guatemala informed 

the President of -the 2ecurity Council that peace and order had been restored in 

his country and that the Junta de Gobierno of Guatemala sat! no reason why the 

Guatemalan question should remain on the agerxla of the Council. 

No further req~es-lr. for discussion of this item 11~s been received and i-i has 

no-t been discussed by the Seclwity Council since 25 June 1954. 

26. LE'ITEZ DATED z SEPTl31BER 1354 FROM THE REPRESEKTATIVE 
OF 72-x UNITED STATES OF MERIC;: BDDRFSSED TO THE 

PJKSIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL 
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At the 6COth meeti.nL: held on the same day, the Security Council continued 

its discussion of the quegtion, At, the close of the-gee-kming, t;he~Presi.dent 

stated that tile list ol"~gpgal;e:s hsd b-en eghaustgd and -that ~~qCoullci1~would ~~~~~ 

recoilvene if and when any delegation so requested. 

Subsequently letters from the USSR were circulated transmitting copies oi' 

the notes which it had addressed to the United States in connexion with the 

incident of 4 September (s/3288) and with incidents of 7 October 1952 and 

29 July 1953 (S/3308); and letters from the United States were circulated ~ ~~ ~ ~~ ~~ 
transmitting copies oi' its noi;es to the USSR relatin: to incidents of 7 October 1952 -- -; 

(S/3295), 23 July 195; (S/~~OLL) and 10 March 1353 (s/3391). ~~ 

I!To further request for discussion 01 this item has been received and it has in 
not been discussed by the Security Council since 10~Se~i;ember 1954. 

27. LETTER MTED 20 JANUARY 1955 FROM THE REPRESENTATIVE OF 
NEW ZE/'L.2ND ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY 
COUNCIL CONCERNING THE ?UESTION OF HOSTILITIES IN THE 
AREC\ OF CERTAIN ISLANDS OFF THi3 COAST '3F THE MAINLAND 
OF CHINA. LE'ITER DATED 30 JANIJARY 1955 FROM THE 
REPRlXENT~'.TIVE OF THE UNION OF SOVIET SOCII2LIST 
REPUBLICS ADDRl?SSED TO THE PRESIDEKT OF THE SECURITY 
COUNCIL CONCERNING THE QU.UESTION OF ACTS OF AGGRESSION 
BY THE UIJITED STATES OF AMERICA AGAINST THE PEOPLE'S 
REPUBLIC OF CHINA IN THE AREA OF T/'~IFIAI'T .?ND OTHER 

ISM’TCS OF CHIN,", 

On 2g January 1955, New Zealand brought to the attention of the Sccurit;; 

Cnuncil (S/335/b) the occurrence of armed hostilities between the People's Rei,u;,lic 

of China and the Republic of China in the area oi' cei$ain islands ol"f the coast 

Oi’ the i:‘c?il~laIlr! Of’ Clliil3,, stating tha-t those llostilitics had made it cleat* that 

thei-e e::isted a sika iion the continuance oi' which was like'!y to endanGer tllp 

main-i;enancc oi' inker1:aciona.l peace allrl secur? Ly. 

- 
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that the Security Council should condemn the acts of aggression by the United 

States against the People's Republic of China; recomrxend 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 oi" China, recommend that the United 

States Government should ilLmediately-Wthdrw~~alI its -naval, air~and~land :ikrces -_---- 

from-the island of Tailran and other tesri-tories ~belon:;in~ to China; and urse that 

no military action ~1~0~1~1 be permi-Lted in the Taiwan area by either side, so that 

the evacuation from the islands in that area of all armed forces not controlled by 

the People's Republic of China might be facilitated. 

On 31 January, the USSR submitted a dg@,r_esslp&i.on (S/~~5G)~l?rov-iciin(l; that z-C: 

the Security Council should decide to invite a represunkative oi' the CentraL 

People's Government oi' the People's Republic of China to attend its meetins in 

order to participate in the discussion of the item submitted by the USSR. - 

At the 689th an3 6~0th meetings (31 January), the CounciL consj.,lered the 

q\!estion of includin,i the two letters in its agenda, and tool: the fo1l.owi.n~ 

decisions upon a procedural motion by the United Kingdom: (1) the i-iem proposed 

by New Zealand was included in the agenda (9 votes to 1 with 1 abs-Leniion); 

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

(3) an amen3ment by the USSR providin, q that the Council should incluk the U%R 

item as the Sirs-t itcr.1 in its agenda was rejected (10 votes to 1); an,:! ([I) the 

consideration of the New Zealand item would have to be concluded before Lhe 

Council wo~,kt take up the USSR item (10 votes to 1). 

Uilon the motion oi' New Zealand, the Council then decided by 9 v&es to 1 with 

1 abstention to invite a representative of the Cen-Lrnl People's Government 01' the 

People's Republic ol' China to participate in the discl.L,ti *--ion of the WCV ZealL?n?. 

item an4 to request the Secretary-General to ccmvc-y tha L invi ixtio~~ tu the Ccni;ral 

Peol>lo's Governm?n't . 

011 11 FebiUary, the Secre.i;er~~-General circulate<! an evchan~_:e of ca~i~le,~.~wns 

(s/335;:) 1. -6,won hirr.ccli al-lcI the Pi-imc I:'linis,Ler of the ..;.i,ute Council a115 I4illiL:ie~ -' 

for FOi'ei;r;!l Al'lQirs of' tl!P PcOplc '2 I{e;.lublic rli' C.:lli :I3 l,v:;J:nl-:j.j.ny; tl?c: il3vitzL.i (.)I1 01' 

t11e cw11c!i 1, 
;: .i. L f t,hI=! COUllCil CCJII Lilll!C “-1 ik :;r,'l~ L lt:ee ii~~'.; (1'1 F~'IIL!~L,v ) ~ ille :-;ccui$ 'i>, 

cc,1.isi1l.c:1,ai;ior~ oi’ khc IJ~\J Zcr?.kn:~ i-kin in Lllr: Ii .iii; oi‘ -ille :I'LIc(; idJ:ti: i11c Pc"u\J~L"L; 

&~Wl,li (2 of Chin:! had. :.!('c.1SV!rrl i_ tc. invim t,.3ti.o]? t.0 (or' i..pi31-i7t.~J-~tp;i , A numbr~' 01 



statements were made Mth regard to a suggestion that in the circumstances the 

Council could best proceed-by-adjourning considerat&oi~~~J the-&teg pending ~further 

study and consultation on prays to secure the cessation of hostilities. pnx USSR 

moved that since it appeared that consideration 0% the item had been completed, 
the Council should-proceed to the~consideration of the USSR item. The USSR motion 

was rejected~by 10 votes to 1 and the Council ddjournedits consideration of the 

New Zealand item. 

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

not been discussed by the Security Council since 14 Febixary 1955. 

28. SI'IUATION CREATED BY THE UNI-p:TE:w\L ACTION OF 
THE EGYPTIAN GOVERNM3iT JN BRINGING TO AJ!J END 
TH% SYSTm OF INTERNATIONAL OPERATION OF THE 
SUEZ CANAL, WHICH WAS CONFIRMED AND COlMPLETED 

BY THE SUEZ CANAL CONVENTION OF 1888 

On 23 Septenl'oer 1756, France and the Unlled ICin&lom requested (S/j@& 

the President to convene a meeting on 26 September to consider this item, and 

referred to their letter of 12 September (S/364.5) '1 ~~li.ch had drawn the attention 

of the President of the Council to the situation created by the action of the 

Ezyptiail Government in attempting unilaterally to bring to an end the system of 

international operation of the Suez Canal, which had been confirmed and completed 

by the Suez Canal Convention of 1888. The letter had added that since the action 

of the EGyptian Governlnent had created. a situation which might endanger the free 

and o:x% passage of shipping throu$ the Canal, a conference had been called in 

London on 1; AugusL I-95;. Of the twenty-two 5tates atl;endin:: that coni'erence, 

eighteel?, representin: over I 70 ->er cent of f.he user inkrest in the Canal, had 

put %olvard piaoposals to Egypt for the i’uture opera-Lion of’ the Canal. Z’llC 

Ecyp-tian Government had lSeIb.sec! t(3 nc-;otiate on the IJES~S cl those proposals, 

The two Governments collsi.!erecl thnt the Egy2i;i.a.n refusz,I~ TEG a11 aggravation oi 

-the situa,tion Irllicli, ii’ allowed to continue, v0u.M. cons-tflr.v.-te a manifest dn.nger 

to peace :~xl srxuri-t~i. 

_--.~ __.. -._ --_- .i * 
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The Cow+.1 continued its discussioli of this question at iLs 7'35th to 73%h 

meetings (5, 8 and 9 October), and then continued its consideration in the course 

OP its 7jgtll through 74&t meetings, held in private on 9, 11 and %October. 

Following further consideration at its-7112nd and 743rd meetings (13 October), 

the Council unanimously ad-opted resolution 118 of 13 Octo@eT 1.956 agreeing that- 

any settlement of the -Suez question shou$d ~meet~-the~followinG~ reqgkrements: ~~~ ~~ 

(1) there should be free and open trar,sit through the Canal without discrimination, 

overt or covert - this to cover both political and techn;cal aspects; (2) the 

sovereignty of Egypt should be respected; (3) the opera%ion of the Cenal should 

be ing&ated~fyom tile pol,-ti+-qf any. c$untry; (4) the manner of fixing to&&s 

and charges should be decided by agreement betlreen Eg;?>'L and the 'lsers; (5) a 

fair proportion of the dues-should be allotted to development; and (6) in cases 

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 6f suti found to be due. The principles set 

out in -the resolution had been agreed to in the course of private meetin;;s of 

the Ministers for Foi,eign Affairs of Egypt, France and the United Kingdom, held 

in the office of the Secretary-General. 

At the same meetin; the Council, owing to the nezakive vote of a permanent 

member, failed to adopt four other operative paragraphs which had folked the 

adopted part of the resolution as originally submitted by France and the UniLed 

Kingdom (S/3671). The vote was 9 to 2. The Council did not vo-te on a draft 

resolution of Yugoslavia (s/5672), or on the joint draft resolution submi-tted 

previously by France and the United Kingdom (S/$66). 

Ilith a letter dated 24 April 1357, the X.nister oi' Forei:;n Affairs oi' Egypt 

transmitted (s/381&) a Declaration on the Suez Canal ailcl the arran:erncnts fo;. its 

7 
operation, made on 24 April by the Government of' @ypt "in fulfilment of their* 



In the light of this Declaration, the Security Council gave further 

consideration to this question at its 7n6$ht~a~d~ 777_th~meetings~(26 April 1957), 

convened. at ~the xequest of t;heUnited S&$es-(S/3817 land Rev.l), and at its 

77&h and 773th meetings (20 and 21 May), convened at the request of France 

(s/3829). The Council took no new decision on the item, but the President made 

a statement sumtnarizing the views of the majority and declaring that the Council 

remained seized pf the question. The USSR and Egypt e:vressed reservations on the 

President's summary. 

With a letter dated 18 July (S/@lS/Add.l), the Minister for Foreign Af'fairs 

of Egypt, in pursuance and for the purposes of paragraph 9 (b) of the Eg;yptian 

Declaration, transmitted a declaration on the compulsory jurisdiction of the 

International Court of Justice, in accordance with article 36, paragraph 2, of 

the Statute. 

With a letter dated 20 May 1.958 (S/4014), the Minister of Foreign ~&ffai.rs 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 
signed by his Government alld representatives of the stockholders of the Universal 

Suez Canal Company, which dealt with arrangements for full and final settlement 

of compensation due s-i;oc!;holders 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 1357. 

(See related items 12T above an3 29 and 32 below.) 

23. ACTIONS AGAIT!TST EGYFT BY SOME FOWERS, PARTICU~RLY 
FRANCE AND THE UNITED KINGCOIl, ?!HICH CONS'I'ITUTE A 
DANG3R 'PO INTERNATIONAL PEACE AND SECURITY AND ARE 
SERIOUS VIOLATIONS OF THE CH.WTER OF THE 

UNITED NATION!; 



rights of any nation, It had been met by declarations by France and the United 

Kingdom conveying threats of force, by measures of mobilization and movement of 
armed forces, by hostile economic measures, and by incitement to the employees 

and pilots working in the Canal to abandon their work in an attempt to sabotage 

the operation of the Canal. Several offers by the-Government oL' Egypt to enter 

into negotiations at a conference for reviewing the Convention of 1888 had been 

made to no avail, and instead certain Governments had created a "Users Association", 

which Egypt considered incompatible Tqith its dignity and sovereign rights. Being 

determined to spare no effort to reach a peaceful 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 indispensable 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. 

At its 734th meeting (26 September) the Council included the Egyptian item 

in its agenda by 7 votes to none with 4 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 

Foreign Affairs of Egypt addressed a letter to the President of the Council 011 

15 October (S/3679) in lrhich he stated that as a contriktion by the Government 

of Egypt to the provision of a proper atmosphere for future ne&otiations, he had 

not pressed for the immediate consideration of the itell on the Councills agenda 

which had been submit-ted 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 aitd 28 above and 32 belo1.7. ) 

/  
I  .  .  
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20. -THE SITUATION IN HUNGARY 

On 27 October 1956,-France, t@uni>ed Kingdom~aM_the United states of 

America requested (S/&O)-- a meeting of ~theC&nci..&~to consider an~item~entitled~~ ~~ ~ 

"The situation in Hungary" pursuant to the provisions of Article 34. It was .~ 
stated that foreign military forces in Hungary were violently repressing the 

rights of the-Hungarian people, which were secured by the Treaty of Peace to 

which Hungary and the Allied and Associated Powers were parties. On 28 October 1956, 
the representative of the Hungarian ~0~1~‘s Republic transmitted (s/3691) a 

protest by his Governnent against the Calling of a meeting to consider questions 

regarding the events in Hungary. --It stated that the events of 22 October 1356- 

and thereafter, and the measures taken in the course oi' those events, lqere __ 
exclusively within the domestic jurisdiction of Hungary. 

At the 746th meeting (2&0ctober), the Council decided, by 9 votes to 1 with 

1 abstention, to include the question in its agenda and invited the represental;ive 

of Hungary to participate in the discussion. The item was discussed at that 

meeting and three further mee%ings (752nd to 754th) on 2, j and 4 November 1955. 

On 3 November, the United States submitted a draft resolution (S/3750) under 

plhich, inter alia, the Council would: call upon the USSR to desist forthwitll 

from any intervention, :>articularly armed intervention, in the internal affairs 

of Hungary; express the hope that the USSR WOU~C! M.thdi*a~~r all its forces fro,m 

Hungary without delay; affirm the right of the Hungarian people to a government 

responsive to its national aspirations and dedicated to its independence and 

well-being; request the Secretary-General, in consultation with the heads of 

appropriate specialized agencies, to explore 011 an urcent basis the need of the 

Hungarian people for fooi!, medicine and other similar supplies , and. to repoi8.i; 

to the Council as soon as possible; and request all Members, and inviLe nationcll 

and international humanitarian or~anizations to co-operate ill Inakin,? available 

such su.p_nlics as might bc required by the Huny.arian 1Jeu~Jle. 

/ . . * 



S/7382 
Engiish 
Page 83 

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 Council. One member did not participate 

in the vote but subsequently requested that its vote be recorded as an abstention.----- ~~ 

~Tbe Uni&d- States ~then-slthflitted a~dl,af-tre~solution~ (S/3733), which the 

Council adopted by 10 votes to 1 as resolution 3X !.’ ‘-c November 1956, under 

which the Council decided to call ::,!I emergency special session of the General 

Assembly, as provided for in-Gene:%1 ksst!mb.! y resolution 377 (7) entitled 

"Un~~~~~_-for x+gg'~ ,-- t;s. czons_i_cle_r the r;&@&i% ,.i.o:‘: in Hungary. The matter was 

thereafter dealt with by the General Assembly. 

No ,furthe.r request for 2:‘scussion of this item has been received and it has 

not been discussed by the Security Council since I! November 15'56. 

31, MILITARY ASSISTf’2KX RENDERED BY THE EGYFTIAN GOVERNMJXNT 
TO Ti-IE REBELS IN ALGERIA 

On 25 October 1956, France req,uested (s/3689 and Corr.l) inclusion of tht 

%t.e’n “Mil stary assistance rendered by t&e Egyptian Government to the rebels in 

‘\,l~eria” An the p.g?nda of a I‘orthcomin~ meeting of the Security Council. In an 

accompaayins cx=: *.:;rzn&.:.n, the French Government gave details of the seizure, on 

16 October, of a ship loaded with arms and ammunition allegedly destined for the 

iilgerL% I4aqu.i. 6 . It was charged that the sl?.ip had. been loaded in Ale;..,ndria by 

Egyptian military personnel in ,uriiform, and had been cai,rying clandestine 

passengers who had t.a!;l;n mCii tary trainkng courses in Egypt. 

At the 747th I\ee-l;itl; (Z’s! 3ctober), France repeated the charges made ir! the 

above colxlunicatlo:l and. requested the Council to take up the ma Ltez* immedia.tely 

i.n order to put an end to a. situation which, if it continued, ~a:! likely to 

thl~eaten the maintellallce 13i’ international peace and secur-. “y. The Security 

Cou.rzS.1 decided vithoui a vote to include the item in the agenda. The Egyptian 

delegation was then invited to -t,ar-i;icipate in the c!el~a-tc arid the meetin,: was 

adjourned to ,give it tirnp % 1 i;:~l~~~ its preparations, The Counui 1 tool; no 1urthcx 
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32. LETTER DATED 50 OCTOBER 1956 FROM THE 
REPRESENTATIVE OF EGYPT ADDRESSED XI 
THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL 

On 30 October l$!$ I Egypt stat& (S/3-722) th3t-the United Kingdom Government-- 

on.that date had handed the Government of Egypt an ultimatum to stop all warlil;e 

actions by land, sea and air, withdraw all Egyptian military forces ten miles from 

the Suez Canal, and accept temporary occupation on Egyptian territory by British 

and French forces of key position s at Port Said, Ismailia and Suez. E3YlA 
requested thax ~the Security Council be convened immediately to consider the 

British-French act of aggression.= 

~ M~mits_75Q$l~ meeting (50 October) -the Council included the Egyptian complaint ~___ 

in its agenda by 7 votes to none with 4 abstentions and discussed it followin;,: the 

compktion of consideration u-7 the item: 'The Palestine question: steps for the 

irmcediate cessation of the military actioil~of Israel in Fgypt" (see item 12 (T) 

above ) . 

Discussion was coiiCinued at the 75lsf meetin (31 October). 

Following rejection by 6 votes to 4 with 1 abstention of a motion by the 

United Kingdom to declare a Yugoslav draft resolution (C/3713) out of order, the 

Security Cowcil adopkec! it as resolution llc) oi' 51 October 1-956 by a vote 02 

7 to 2 with 2 abstentions. Under its provisions the Council deci.?eil to call an 

emergency special sexsion of the General Assembly as pi,ovided in General 

.Assembly resolv.tion j77 (V) of 3 November l.C:50 in older to make appropria-te 

recommex~ations . The matter was klnereafter dealt with ivy the Geileral Assemkly. 

No further request for discussion of this item hc?r, b?vn re?cive<l ai-1~1 it has 

not been discusse I by the Security Council since jl October 1956, 
(See related items UT, 28 and 29 above.) 

I , . . 



33' ~LETTER DATED 13 FEBRUAHY 1')59 FRCM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF 
TUNISIA TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL CONCERNIKG; 

~~ ~"COIKPL~AINT BY TUNISIA IN RESPECT OF AN ACT OF AGGRESSION CCMMITTED 
AGAINST IT BY FRANCE ON tj FEBRUARY 1958 AT SAKIET-SIDI-YOUSSEF" 

34. LJfTTEl~I?ATED Lb FEBRUARY 1258 FRCM THE PEIWANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF ~~~/ 
FRANCE TO THE PRESIDENT OF !lXE SECURITY CCUNCIL CONCERNING: 
"SITUATION RIZSULTING 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 

OF THE PERSONS AND PROPERTY OF FRENCH NATIONALS" 

On 13 February- 1358 (S/3952), Tunisia requestedPthemPresident to convene the 

Council for the purpose of considerin G the complaint b.y Tunisia (item 33). On 

17 February, in a~furthcr Letter (S/3957) T unisia attributed the threat to its 

security to the presence of French ( roops, which it r&shed withdrawn, and to 

the war in Algeria. 

On 14 February (S/3754), France requested that at its next meeting the 

Council consider the complaint by France against Tunisia (item 34). 

At its 811th meeting (18 February), the Security Council included these 

two questions in its agenda without objection. After having invited the 

representative of Tunisia to [Jwticipate in the discussion and :!iscussing the 

questions, the Council decided without ob.jcctior! to adjourn under rule 33, in 

the light of ths-: efforts at conciliation which had teen reported to it. 

No lurthor request for discussion of th?se items has been received and it 

has not been discussed by the Security Council. sin12e La February 1958. 
(See related items 3'1 :Ind. ,d below.) 

35. LETTER DATED 20 FJ%RUARY l.758 FRCM THE RZPRESEBTATIVE OF THE SUDAN 
ADLhESSED TO THE SECRETARY-GEl'Jl!WlL 
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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 theepostponement of the settlement of the frontier-question until 

after the Sudanese elections, 

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

r:ot been discussed by the Security Council since 21 February 1958. 

36. 

On 16 

CCMPLAINT-OF-THE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE USSR IN A LETTER TO THE 
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 CF~ THE FRONTIERS OF THE SOVIET UNION:' 

April 1958 the USSR requested (S/3990) the President to convene an 

urgent meeting of the Security Council to consider tirJ question of "Urgent 

measures to put an end to flights 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 transmitted a statement (S/3991) on this 

question made by the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the USSR. 

At its 813th meeting (21 April), the Security Council included the item 

in its agenda without objection. The USSR introduced a draft resolution (S/3993) 

providing that the Security Council, considering that the practice of making such 

flights increased tension in international relations, constituted a threat to 

the security of nations and, if continued, might lead to a breach of >Jorld peace 

and the unleashing of an atomic KW of annihilation, should call upon the United 

States to refrain from sending its military aircraft carrying atomic and hydrogen 

bombs towards the frontiers of other States for the purpose of creating a threat 

to their security or stcging military demonstrations. 

Af'ter ;' discussion by the Council, a motion by the USSR to ad.journ further 

consideration of the matter until the afternoon of the following day, 22 April, 

1ra.s rejected by L!. votes to 2, with 5 abstentions. Following further discussion, 

.the Count-i 1 rejected anotiler JJSSR motion to adjourtl consid~eration until the 

morning Of 22 April, by 6 votes to 2, with 3 abstentions. The representative of 

the USSR tonire a statement and. witI ,rew hi E droi't res3,l.u.tion. 
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The Security Council continued its consideration of this questionat its ~~ 

814th through 817th meetings (29 April to 2 May). The Council had the folloy/~it_lgp~ ~~~ ~~ 

proposals before it for consideration: 

~~ (1) A draft resolution submitted .by..the United States on 2.8 April-( S/3995) 

providing that the Security Council, inter alia, should recommend that there be 

prcmptly established the Northern zone of international inspection against surprise 

attack, comprising the area north of the Arctic Circle with certain exceptions and a 

additions, that was considered by-the United~-NationsDisarmament Sub-Committee 

of Canada, France, the USSR,mthe-United Kingdom and the United States during 

August 1957; Cal.1 upon the five States mentioned, together with Denmark and 

Norway, and any other States having 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 viey;r 

to agreeing on 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 (S/3997) identical 

to the draft resolution (S/3993) t.rithdrawn at the previous meeting, with the 

addition of a new paragraph providing that the Secullity Council, mindful of the 

necessity for taking steps as soon as possible to avert the threat of atomic 

warfare and ease international tension, should note with satisfaction that 

preliminary talks were in progress between the interested States with a view 

to the convening of a summit conference to discuss a number of urgent problems, 

i:ir.!luding the question of drawing up measures to preclude the danger of surprise 

attack, and should express the hope that. the summit conf’erencc would be held a.t 

the earliest possible date, 

(3 ) An amendment by ST,reden (s/3998) to the United States draft resoLution, 

submitted on 29 April, provid.ing for the insertion of ;1 new next-to-last 

paragraph whereby the Council would express the view that such discussions might 

serve as a useful basis for the deliberations on the %isarmamerlC problem at the 

summit conference on the convening of which ,t;aIkc wzrt? in progress. 

At the 516th meetj.ng (2 M:,y), the Unitcrl :;-tates accepted the Swedish 

a me nd me n t , with the sutlstitutiot~ 01’ the vr~rd “a” I’or the word “the” before ‘the 

~rords "summit conferetxe". Titi:; cll:~t~:fl,e ~13s accepted by Swede11 . 

/ 
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At the 817th meeting ~(2 May),~~the Council voted on the proposals before it, ~~ ~ 

The United Si.ates-draft resolution (S/3995),-~ as revisedby incorporating the 

Swedish amendment (S/3998) received 10 votes in favour and 1 against. The 

negative vote being that of a permanent member of the Council, the draft resolution 

wasnot adopted. The;USSR draft resolution (S/3997) was rejected by g-votes 

to 1, with 1 abstention. 

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

not been discussed by the Security Council since 2 May 1958. 

37. 

38. 

LETTER DATED 29 MAY 1958 FROM THE REPRESENTATIVE 0F 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 1.958 BY THE FRENCH-MILITARY FORCES 

~STATIONED IN ITS TERRITORY AND IN ALGERIA" 

LETTER DATED 29 MAY 1958 FRCM THE REPRESENTATIVE 0F 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 SIWATION ARISING CUT 0F THE 
DISRUFTION, BY TUNISIA, OF THE MODUS VIVENDI WHICH HAD BEEN 
ESTABLISHED SINCE FEBRUARY 1958 ~JITH REGARD TO THE STATIONING 
OF FRENCH TRCOPS AT CERTAIN FOINTS IN TUNISIAN l'ERRITORY" 

On 29 May 1958, Tunisia requested (S/4013) the President of the Security 

Council to convene a meetinG to consider the complaint by Tunisia (item 37), and. 

transmitted an explanatory memorandum on the question, On 1 June, it transmitted 

a further memorandum (S/4019) outlining the events complained of. 

On 29 May, France requested (S/4015) that at its next meeting 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 consic!eration. After discussion at the 819th and 820th 

meetings (2 June ) ~n('i at the :321:;t twetin~ (4 JIIIW ), the Council agreed without 

objection to a French proposal that discussion be ad,journcd until 18 June to 

allow convercakions to take place bct\:ccn Lhc parties. 

I . e. 
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eat; its 826th meeting (18 June), the Security--Councij- continued its ~~~ 

consideration of the two items. ~~~~~ce and Tu$sia informed the C~wcil~-t;ha$ on ~~~~~ 

17 June an agreement, in the form of an exchange of letters, had been reached 

berween-their two Governments, providing for the evacuation of French troops from 

Tunisian territory within four months, with the exception of those stationed 

,n Bizerte, and for negotiations 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 

having succeeded in removing their difficultiesthrough direct negotiations. .-- _ 

No further requeskfor 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 34 above.) 

39* REPORT BY THE SECRETARY-GENERAL ON THE LETTER RECEIVED FRCM 
THE MINISTER FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS OF THE ROYAL GOVERNMENT OF 
LAOS, TRANSi'4ITTED BY A NOTE FRCM THE PEF+IANENT MISSION OF 

IXOS TO THE UNITED NATIOBS, 4 SEFTEMBER 1959 

In a letter dated 5 September 195;9 (s/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 a note from 

the Permanent Mission of Laos to the United Nations, 4 September 19:;9". The 

communication from Laos to I:lhich he referred (S/4212) chsrgec! that since 

16 July 1959, forei@ troops had been crossing the northeastern frontier of Laos 

anl engaging in military action against garrison units of the Royal Laotian Army. 

Elements from the Democratic! Kepu'blic of Viet-Nam had t:aken part in a more 

violent attack on 30 Augv.!st, ~rith support by artillery Tire 'Tram zcross the 

frontier. In these circumstances, Laos requested. the assistance of the United 

Nations, and asked that an emergency force should be dispatched at a very early 

date in order to t-,:1 l-t the a!:gr,ess ion and prevent it frcm spreadine . The letter 

requ.ested the Secre-t,lry-G~ner:11 -to take the appropriate procedural action on its 

request. 
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The Security Cjouncqil -incl?ded the question in its -agenda at its 847th meeting 

(7 September l-959) and continued the discussion at its 848th meeting. 

A joint draft resolution (s/4214) was submitted by France, the United 

Kingdom and the United-St&es, which provided that the-council would decide 

to appoint a sub-committee, consisting of Argentina, Italy, Japan and Tunisia, 

with instructions to examine the statements made before the Council concerning 

Laos, to receive further stotemellts anddoccrwnts and to conduct such inquiries 

as it might determine necessary, and to report to the Council as soon as .possible. 

Following a reTJest made by the rewesentative of the USSR, the CounciL 

voted on the question lrhether the vote on the joint draft resolution should be 

considered procedural in character. There were 10 votes in favour to one against, 

the negative vote~being-that oft a permanent member,-and the President ruled that 

the vote on the joint draft resolution should be regardefl as procedural. The 

.joint draft resolution was then adopted by 10 votes in favour to one against 

('resolution 132 of 7 September 1959). 

The report of the Sub-Committee (s/4236) was submitted on 3 November 1959. 

It has not been discussed by the Council. 

Na further request f'or discussion of this item has been received and it has 

not been discussed by the Security CounciL since 7 Septemlxr 1959. 

40. LETTER DATED 25 MARCH 1960 FRCM THE REPRESENTATIVES OF 
AFGHANISTAN, BURMA, CAMBODIA, CEYLON, ETHIOPIA, FEDERATION 
OF MALAYA, GHANA, GUINEA, INDIA, INDONESIA, IRAN, IRAQ, 
JAPAN, JORDAN, LAOS, LEBANON, LIBERIA, LIBYA, MOROCCO, 
NEPAL, PAKISTAN, PHILIPPINES, SAUDI ARABIA, SUDAN, 
THAILAND, TUNISIA, TURKEY, UNITED ARAB REWBLIC AND 
YEMEM ADDRESSED TO TXE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL 

In a letter dated 25 Mcrch 1960 (S/b79 and Acld.l.), twenty-nine African 

and Asian Member Stntes requested the President of' I;he Security Council under 

Article 35 (1) or the Charter to convene nn urgent meeting ol" the Council tn 

concider "the r,it~~~ztion upisinc out of the lrJr:-e- -. scale killings of u11armed 2!K! 

peacef21 demonstrntoss :c:nin:;t r3ci 31 :iir,crirnin:lti3n 2p:r.l. scC;regxtion in the 

rJ!lion of SOL! it1 r\rrica” . TtIqr COllS ider’ed. tllat the :;ituc?tion had ~1-3~ 

potenliolitiez Tor in.i;c~tl:,.l;ionol .rriction, which et~dan~erc-tl the maintenance of 

international pence and r,ccurity. 
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The ~Security Council placed theeitem on itsagenda atits 85&t mee$ing 

(30 March l'$O) and decided,- p_ursRant tom their requests,~to invite the 

representatives of the Union of South Africa, Ethiopia, Ghana, Guinea, India, 

Liberia and Pakistan to participate, kthout vote, in itsdeliberations. At the 
853rd meeting (31 March) it extended a similar invitation to the representative 

of Jordan. 

The Security Council discussed the item at its 85lst through~856th meetings, 

held on 30 and 31 March and 1 April 1960. At the 254th meeting, Ecuador 

submitted a-draft resolution (S/4299) which provided, inter alia,-that the 

Security council should: recognize 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 -tothe loss of li1'e of so many Africansand extend 

to the families of the victims its deepest sympathies; deplore the policies 

and actions of the Union Government y:rhich 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 that the present situation did not 

continue or recur and to abandon its policies of apartheid and racial 

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 :rhenever necessary and appropriate. 

At its 856th meeting, the Security Council adopted the draft resolution by 

9 votes to none, with 2 abstentions (resolut$on 134 of 1 April 1960). 

Pursuant to that resolution, the Secretary-Genernl informed the Security 

Council on 23 January 1961 (S/k-635) that he had visited the Union of South Africa 

and had held consultations I,ritil the Prime Minister of the Union; hoY;fever, with 

regard to his mandate wder paragraph 5 of the resolution I no mutually acceptable 

arrangement had been fo~~nd to date. 

No fup-ther request for discussion oi' this item !I~C been receivec'! ant! it 

has not bee11 diccussed by the Security Council since 1 April 1360. 

(See rclatcd item 57.) 

I .  .  l 
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a! CABLE DATED 18 MAY 1960 FRGM THE MINISTER FOR I;DWIGN AFFAIRS 
OF THE UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS ADDRESSED TO THE 

-PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL 

By a cable doted 18 May 1360 (S/4314), the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the 
Union of Soviet-Socialist Rcpnblics 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 19 May, the Foreign Minister of the 
USSR trznsmitted an explanatDry.memorandum (S/l13 15 and Car-r.1) in amplification 

of his request. 

At its 857th meeting the Security Council included this question in its 

agenda, and considered it at its 857th through 860th meetings, held betl.reen 

23 and 25 May. 

On 23 May, the Union of Soviet Socialist Rep::blics intrcduced a draft 

resolution (S/4321) whereby the Security Council, having examined 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", noting that violations of 

the sovereignty of other States are inccmpatible with the principles and purpose; 

of the Charter ol' the United Natiolls, and considering that such actions create a 
threat to universal peace, would condemn the incursions by United States aircraft 

into the territory of other States and regard them as aggressive acts; and would 
request the Government of the United States to adopt immediate measures to halt 

such actions and to prevent Coheir recurrence. 

The USSR drai't resolution TI~.G put to the vote at the 860th meeting: 

(26 May 1360). It received 2 votes in favour to '( against, with 2 abstentions 

3rd was not adopted. 

N.LI P~~r~tl~er request .f'or discussion of this i.tcm hcc been received and it 

has not been di~-cu~- u ,,ed by thrj Security Council since 26 May l.960. 

/ . . . 
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~~ 42. -LETTER DATED 23 MAY 1960 FRCM THE REPRESFNTATIVES OF 
ARGENTINA, CEYLON, ECUADOR AND TUNISIA ADDRESSED TO 

-THE-P-RJSIDENT OF TI? SEC~RITY~ CCUNCIL~~ 

By ale&t&r dated23-May-1960 (S/4323), Argentina, Ceylon, Ecuador and 

Tunisia @tnittsda draft resolution for the consideration offthe-Security Council 

and requested the inclusion of the subject as an item in the agenda to be 

considered by the Council at the conclusion of the item contained in 

document S/4314 (item 41 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 successful meeting of the Heads of Government of France, the 
.5~ 

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 might lead to an increase 

of international tensions likely to- endanger peace and securityj\:ould(l) recommend 

that the GovernRents concerned seek solutions of existing international 

problems by negotiation or other peaceful means as provided in the Charter oL 

the United Nations; (2) appeal to all Member Governments to refrain from any 

action vhich might increase tensions; (3) request the Governments concerned to 

continue their efforts towards disarmament and the prohibition of nuclear weapons 

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 General Assembly in its resolutions; and ('1) urCc the 

Governments of France, the United Kingdom, the United States and the USSR to 

resume discussions as soon as possible and to avail themselves of the assistance 

that the Security Council and other appropriate 01%gclns of the United Nations 

might be able to render, to that end. 

The Security Council includecl this question in its aC;enda at the iQ5ls-l; 

rneetin~ (2/J May l$O) and contin:!cd the cnnsider.ytion a-t its C!62nrl nnrl ~36~1-d 

mcetingr. (27 May). 

At the C6;Ls-t mectiny:, tile USS-;R IitJtl’OdUCed ~~lfl~IJclI~l~~lltS (S/4>25) tU the 

roLlI’-PD!!C?r df’af’t I*eSGlUtiOLI (s/h323 ) . TtJ?:y p~OV:ided. 7:: f:,1hIrc.: (1.) tr; itlSl?T’t, 

n:Ttcs- tile first prcm:buL~~r pnr:lC',:lph, :I prrrngrrtptl I-catlin~: "(jnn;:jrlr~l-iny: tlir:t; 

the il~cursiurl Of‘ I’ovcill;tl rlliLit:rry :~ir~cr*s!‘t ifJ-l:,f~ tt~e territory 01’ otlli3!Y :iL:lLes 

is ~r!~GIllp~ltib~e Witkl LlJc 1x5 i!cipLes :itJ<l &ux’IJcJ:;es 1 lr ttle UIJj. i,y.l Ida’i;iUl!b CIl11:i 

I a . . 
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constitutes a threat to peace and itlternational security”; (2) to add the 

following words to- the end of~-the- second- operative paragraph: “including the 

dispatch of their aircraft into the airspace of other States”; and (3> to redraft 

the third operative paragraph to read: “Requests the Governments concerned ‘.o 

continue their efforts towards the achievement of general and complete 

disarmament and the discontinuance of all nuclear weapons test:; under an 

appropriate internationa.1 control system as well as their negotiations. on measures 

to prevent surprise attack”. 

At the-863rd meeting, Argentina, Ceylon, Ecuador and Tunisia introduced 

a rev.i sed text (S/4323/Rev .2) of their draft resolution, inwhich the second and 

third operative paragraphs were redrafted as follows: “2 . Appeals to all 

Member Governments to refrain from the use or threat of force in their 

international relations; to respect each other’s sovereignty, territorial 

integrity and political independence; and to refrain from any action which might 

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 effective international control in accordance with 

resolution 1378 (XIV) of the General Assembly and the discontinuance of all 

nuclear weapons tests under an appropriate international control system as blell 

as their negotiations on measures to prevent sui’prisc: &tack, including technical 

measures - ? as recommend.ed by the General Assembiy”. 

At the 8G3rd meeting, the representative Of the USSR stated that he would. 

not press for a vote on the third amendment submitter:! by his delegation. The 

Council then voted upon the first and second USSR amendments (S/4326), which were 

re,jected by a vote of 2 it: favour, to 6 against, with 3 abstentions. The Count i 1. 

then adopted the reviser! four--Po~~~er draft resolution by 3 votes to none, with 

2 ~~J~‘bntiO~s (resolution 135 of 27 May 1960). 

No further request i’ol, discussion 01 this item has been received and it h;ts 

not been c‘liscussed by -tile Securit:l CounciL since 27 MLl,y lc)Cr,O. 

/ 
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-;;-~ --:;--OF THE UNITED NATIONS ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF 

~~ -THE- SECURITY~CGUNCIL~~~~~ ~ ~ ~~ ~ ~~ ~~~ 

In a letter dated 13 July 1960 (S/4381) the Secretary-General informed the 

President-of the Security Council that he had to bring to the attention of then 

Council a matter which in his opinion might threaten the maintenance of 

international peace and security, Accordingly, he requested an urgent meeting 

of the Council to hear his report on a demand for United Nations action in relation 

to the Republic of the Congo. He also~circulated &blegrams dated 12_and 13 July 

(S/438&') from the-president and the Prime Minister of the Republic of the Congo 

transmitting their Government's request for the urgent dispatch by the United ~. 

Nations of military assistance to the Congo. 

The Security Council 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 $ 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 873rd meeting, the Council, after rejeriiing USSR amendments (s/4386) 

to a Tunisian draft resolution (S/4383), ad.opted the latter by 8 votas to none? 

with 3 abstentions (resollltion 143 of 14 July 1960). By that resolution, the 

Ccwzil, inter alis, (1) called upon the Government 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 necessary steps, in consultation with 

the Government c9 the Republic of the Congo, to provide the Government -ith such 

military assistclnce as might be necessary until, through the efforts Of the 

Congolese Government !!ith the technical assistance of the United Nations, the 

national security forces might be nble,in the opinion of the Government, to meet 

fully their tasks. 

On 22 July, a-t the 87':th meeting, the Counci 1 unanimously adopted a draft 

reco!!u-tion of Ceylon and Tunisia (S/&04), inter a;ia, (1) calling upon the 

Government of Be li:iu.m to implcr~lent speedily the Council TCG olu-tion oi' 1II July un 

the !!ithdra~,a 1 01' i-ts troops: ani! authorizinr: the Secretary-General to take al 1 

/  
0 .  .  
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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-Andy order and the- 

exercise by. the Government of the Congo of its authority and also to-refrain frcm 

any action which might undermine the territorialintegrity~~andthepolitical 

independence-of theRepublic -of the Congo; and:(~3))ccmmending:the~Secr~ertaryzGeneral~~:~~ 

for the prcmpt action he had taken to carry out Council resolution 143 and his 

first report (resolution 145 of 22 July 1960). A--USSR draft resolution (S/4402), 

LJhich would have insisted onthe immediate~cessation of-armed intervent<onagainst = 1~ .._~ 
the Republic of the-Congo and-~he~withdrawal withinthree days of- aggressor- ~ ~~ 

troops, was not pressed to a vote. 

At the 885th mee!;ing (8;Augustl$O) Tunisia introduced a draft resolution 

(S/4424), sp onsored by Ceylon and Tunisia. Under the terms of that draft 

resolution, the Security Council-inter alia, noting with satisfaction the progress 

made in carrying out its resolution in-respect of-the territory of theeRepubli6 

of the Congo oLher 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 implementation 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 Belgium to withdrawimmediately 

its troops frcm the Province of Katenga under speedy modalities determined by the 

Secretary-General and to assist in every possible :lay the implementation of the 

Council's resolutions; (3) declare that the entry of the United Nations force into 

the Province of Katanga was necessary for the full implementation of the 

resolution; (4) reaffirm that the United Nations force in the Congo would not be 

a party to or in any way intervene in or be used to influence the ou-txcme of any 

internal conflict, constitutional or otherwise. (5) call upon all Member Sta-tes, 

in accordance with Articles 25 and 49 of the Charter, to accept and carry out the 

decisions of the Security Council and to afford mutual a ssistance in carrying out 

measures decidect upon by the Council; and (6) request the Sccrctnry-Gcncynl to 

iuplement the resolution and to repoik further to the Council as appi-@priate. 

The USSR . Tkt~oduoed a draft recc~lu.ti017 (S/4425) a:t the same lwe-ting:, 

according to which the Security Council xould (1) note that the Belgian Government 

I . . . 
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was grossly violating the decisions- ofFtIne~Counci1 calling for the speedy 

wi3~drawaIL of Belgian troops frcm the territory of the Congo-and the maintenance- 
-&” ~~ 

of the -Lerritorial. integrity and political independence of the Republic of the 

Congo; (2) impose~onthe Secret;aryGener=alal_the~~obligntion to take-decisive ~~ 
-. ..~.. .~ 

measures, without hesitating tc use any-means_ta that end, to remove the 13elgian~ 

troops frctn the territory of the Con&o-and to-put-an end to acts directed against 

the territorial integrity of the Republic of the Congo; and (3) instruct the 

Secretary-General to report within a period-‘of three days on the measures taken 
-~ 

to implement t!W, d_ecision of”.j;& Cq.un.ci.l,_l__~z; = I _ 
-. 

The Security Council proceeded to the vote at its 886th meeting, !~:hich had 

run over into !) August. The joint dr+ft~ resolution- of Ceylon and Turisia (S/&24) 

‘:,!a. s adopted by $J votes to none, l;!ith 2 abstentions (resolution 146 of 

c! August l$O), ~and:the repr~esentative~of-the_USSR stated that his deiegation did 

not press for a vote on its 3raf-t; resblutjon (S/lc425). 

At the %%th tG6ti.ng (21 August l$O), the USSR introduced a draft resolution 

(S/4453) accordin/; to ~:~hich the Security Council :,rould decide to establish n 

gi9up consisting ol’ representatives of those States Members of the Unit.ed Nations 

!,llich hai’. supplied armed fcwces to a.ssist the Republic of’ the ConGo, in order 

tillat t11c group, ac king ill conjunction :rith the Secretary-tieneral, might ensure on 

the spot. and without delay t!le execution of’ l-he decisions of the Council, 

irlf*lllcling the ~.~:il;hdr:wa1 uf rie1~j.m troops i’1~c.m Coq~olese territory and tl~ 

saleguarding of tile territwial integri-l.y and poli-Liral i1ldependence of’ tllc Congo. 

‘PII? recolu-Lian :-:cuL;1 fIwt.)ie7* rieem it. necessary that the Secretary-Gene131 rtncl -tl~e 

i;roup sllould ccnsult daily 1::i.t.h tile la~fi.11 Government OF t.hc rcn~o during t!leir 

~~?!l~!eule~!t.at.‘Lon FL’ the CCWIIC:~~.’ L: decisicuc, and in;;tlwtt. -1J1e ;;~c~l.~t.:~ry-Gc-~~el,:t~- tu 

fui,,.i,s!! C.l;e I’wncil ;:ii.!~ 2 report cn t.hc illlPlcmcnC~~.t.ioil c~i‘ the rc:sc~lut.i.c~n~ 

At. -(-.il ~a t!Y~mli:ll mfci..i~,f_; tile ycj>re seni-,nl:.ive of t.he UFXR, _ no-kin,? t.lirlt r! III:I..:~ oi_,ity 

‘,QS IlOi. pl'?~Jal'ed tC ZUppOl ! .  tile lJSSR dl.%;,f’t r’r’soluL3.w at tllat, stage :, :: La Lecl i,hat 

ilic :.lU!L~;~~li,.iCll ~,:C9Lilcl lllL,l., F)l’eL;S 1’31’ ;I ‘brL)te Ll, i.l:\. &l-af~L lY2Sulutic21J. 

J-it, tl:e ‘I(i;?.!l li!ee i.i.11. .I (16 C.epte~nl.~ei~ l,;GO)? .1,1!e Ccnncil) by 7 votes i.c E, -.:it,l! 

;1 :lij~-lt’l!ii’L.Ii~, ye,~j~Jrf.,c-.ti :I IJ:;,u,_, "P d~.-cl(t~ res;ol..* ic11-I (ki;4~iL~~~' \rliic!i ::r1117d, in-i-cl- aliz, 

1-i '3.1.' 6-3 il!~.ril:pcj. ij!c :~,ec,rc-;.:lry-Gfrler:l. I Clrld t.llC C r Ii Iil~l~Cl. 1-d i-he !_T~yi-~-(:rl i$:~t,ic~!ls L’r~‘ce -i!l 

.I_ ; I If (‘i.]b(i.‘t .I.(~, C’~2.g~ (-lye-l.- 1.1 !:!j.I.-!! :,,,y !‘C!l 11) I ,r illf.p~fp~~rl]ce i.1) -t.I!C i!ltl?l~!llll :‘ [‘I’:lix‘s 31’ 
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the Republic of the Congo, and would have instructed the Secretary-General to 

removethe- present Ccmmand of the ~force,~~!hose_actions~constitutedflagrant~~~~~ ~~ ~~ 

violation_of~theeCouncil's decisions. ~ ~~~ ~~~~~ 

At the same meeting, the Council also .rejected, by votes ranging frcm 6 to~4 

with 1 abstention to-'$-to-~-2with no-abstentions, amendments (S/4524) by the USSR 

to a joint draft resolution of Ceylon and Tunisia (S/4523). ~The joint draft 

resolution would have,.inter alia, (1) reaffirmed the provious resoluticns of the 

Council and urged the Secretary-General to continue to give v;gorss~ ,. 
implementation to them; (2) called upon all Congol.ese within the Republic to seek 

a speedy solution by peaceful means of--ail-their internal conflicts for theunity 

and integrity of the Cong93~(3) reaffirmed that the United Nations force should 

continue to act to restore and maintain law and order as necessary for the 

maintenance of international peace and--security; and (4) reaffirmed specifically 

its request-to all-States-to-refrain frcmany action T:!hich might-tend-to--impede 

the restoration of lav! and order and the exercise by the Goverrment of the Ccngo 

of its authority and also to-refrain frcm any action ::hich might undermine the 

territorial integrity and the political independence vf 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 '.l to all Nember States to 

accept and carry out the decisicjns of the Council 214 to afford mutual. assistance 

in carrying out measures decided upon by the Council. The joint draft resoluticn 

received 8 votes to 2, v?ith 1 abstention, and failed of adoption owing to the 

negative vote of a permanent member of the Council. 

The Council then, by 8 votes to 2, kth 1 abstention, ,idopted a draft 

resolution (S/4525) submitted by the United States, \7hicl! provided that the 

Councili taking into account that the lack of unanimity 01' its permanent members 

at tile (,!C6th meeting had prevented it frcm exercising its primary responsjbility 

for the maintenance of in.l,el-na.l:i~naL peace and. semi-i-t.y, decided to call an 

emergency special se ssion of the Ccnernl Assemb'?y 3~; pi'ovided in General AssembLy 

resvlution 37-1 A (V) US 3 ~?vVeldW' l??o, in ~IdC-r +o ffl:lktJ a[Jp'rcpiat? 

i*eccn:men~lationa (resolution L.'j';- ol' 17 September 11.i;O). 

Tlls- Security Council i~ej:l~med its co1lciclei~atjc:n c,i' tile q~.~e&.ir.rl at the \)l2-L.h 

to 92C;tl1 mertin,:s (7 to 13 Dccemher)? on the bazis of a note by the Sccretary- 
Grnera.L (S/11>'(!.) transmitting a report of 5 lkcember frcm his Special. 

/ . . I 
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Representative and a statement dated 6 December (S/,4573) by the USSR, -both 

reiating to actions taken against Mr. Lumumba by the Congolese National Army. 

At the~914th meeting _(8 December) the USSR submitted-a draft resolution 

(S/4579) v!hereby the. Security Council vjould, inter alia, call upon the Secretary- _- 

General to secure the immediate release of Mr. Lumumba, Prime-Minister of the. _L..! . .._... 

Republic of the Congo, Mr. -OHto, President of the Senate, Mr. Xasongo, President 

oi the Chamber of Deputies and other ministers and deputies and, at the same time, 

take all the necessary steps to ensure the resumption of the activities of the .~. 
lawful Government and Parliament- of the-Republic; request the Command of the .~ 
troops ~di~~patched to the Congo-by decisions oi the. Council--immediately to disarm 

the terrorist bands of Mobutu, and call upon the Government of -Belgium,- in 
_ ~=L-;~~ 

accordance with the decision of the Council and the General Assembly, immediately 

to !~!ithdraw Belgian military, paramilitary and ci-vilian personnel from the Congo. 

- At the same meeting, a draft resolution (S/4578) was submitted by Argentina, 

Italy, the United Kingdom and the United States, under !:liich the Council I;Iould: 

(1) declare that any violation of human rights in the Congo x:/as inconsistent !!ith 

the purposes that guide the United Nations and expect that no measures contrary to 

recognized rules of la!! and order \!ould be taken by anyone against any persons 

held prisoner or under arrest anywhere in the Congo; (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 anddconditions of detention and 

otherwise 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 
n dignity of all peiqS@IIS within the country. 

At the 920th meeting (13 December) the USSR submitted amendments (S;‘j15:!‘7) to 

CT the fc3ur-Pov!er draft resolution (C/h578), providing, inter alih, for the 

replacement in oper:ltive paragraph 1 0%’ the words follozing “Uni-l.ed Nations” by a 

req~wst that tile Ccniniahd of trcopc sent to the Congo in accordance with the 

Counci.1 s decision WI 1u.1~1. t.al;e ene-1,gct.i.c actin to ensure the immediate cessation 

of t11e ci-iminal ;riolativli of In!: alld ol*der in thi country by p.Iobutu’ s armed bands; 

-i,l!e ~1.e le~l.fc~1i <IT cpel>at,ive par7.p-:tpii 2: and. t!~ ; replacement of opera-tive paragraph 3 

by a request t!lat the Ccmmnnd. shc,~~Ld. tal:e icmcc!iate steps t.: disarm and disperse 

/‘. . . 



Mobutu's bands, thereby creating$he essential cond$t&.gns for the restoration-of 

law and-order in the country. 

Atxthe-same meeting, the USSR amendments were-rejected by zsparate~votes, and 

the four-Power draft resoliltion received 7 votes to 3, with 1 abstention, and was 

rejected the-USSR~draftmreso&ution as a whole by 8 votes to 2, \!ith 1 abstention. __ 

Following the voting, Poland introduced a draft resolution (S/4578) v:hereby ~~ 

the Council would request the Secretary-General to undertake necessary meas&es * 

in ordexto-obtain the~infieditite~ release of Mr. Lumuml+ and of all persijns who 

T;!ere undcy_.ai.Yest or detentien~..despite the_ir~~parliamelltary kmunity) andialso=~toz.=--~ 

inform the Council as soon as possible on the measures taken and the results 

thereof.~:~~rTlie draft resolution l;las rejected by a vdte of 6 to j, with mm 

2 abstentions. 

Thg~C~o~~cil resumed its consideration of the guestior, at its ~24tll~~to~-~27tll~~~~~~:- 

meetin~s~~(12 to 14 January l$l),~~bei.ng convened in response to a request of the 

USSR in a letter dated 7 January (S/46l6) that it examine charges that fresh acts 

of Belgian aggression l:lere being ccmmitted aGain& the Congo in flagrant violation 

Of thE interllati0naL status of' -i&e Trust Territory of Ruanda-Urundi. 

At the $,2&h meeting (13 January), a draft resolutiw of Ceylon, Liberia and 

the United Arab Republic (S/4625) vas submitted, \/l!creby tile Council mould call 

upon Eeleium as the Administering Authority of Ruanda-Urundi immedia%ely $0 cease _ 

all action against the Congo and to observe strictly its international obligations 

under the Tructeeship Agreement and to take immediate steps to prevent ihe 

utilisation of Ruanda-Urundi contrary to the purposes of the Council' .I; resolutions; 

call upon Felgium to ~;Iithdra~;! irwiediate1.y frcm the Congo all l3elgh.n military and * 

paramilitary personnel, ndviserz and teciC.cianc:, and reccmmeild -that the Asaw~Lly 

consider the Belgian action as a violaticn of t11e Trusteeship Agreement. 
. 

At I-1lC 527th meeting (14 January), the draf’t rest 1 ?rticl! received 4 votes 

tr, 1lCllE, with -7 abstentions, and. was not adopted. 

Further consideratjon elf I-,!!(\ questiw tcok p-!ac:~ a-t; the !?28th to r42nd 

iilPet,;iIl~S heId l)etw<ell 1. :i!ld ?'I lT'PIJr!.?l-,y. RP(qncc;ts I’or tile meeting had been made 

I;:: Ceylon, Ghana, G~i.il~e;~, r.j: ‘;‘;a 3 Ida li) L;c.~T~.I:c.~.I~ 1Ll1.r lini-LYC! A~~nL) Hcpul~lic and 

Yugc:s1nvia in a let-Ler cf A J~lt~ixw;r (S/!IGhl.) llicil acked for ejcamillation of recent 

/ . . . 



developments which were hampering efforts to restore laT;J and order, and by the 

USSR (S/4644) which desired urgent consideration of the situation resulting frcm 

ne';: acts of Belgian aggression. The 933rdmeetingg(l3- February))wasadjourned ~~~~ 

by 10 votes tc 1, follof.!ing receipt of a report concerning the murder of 

Mr . Lumumba and two of his aides. 

At the 334th meeting (15 February), the USSR submitted a draft resolution 

(S/47&) wherebythe Security Council, having regard ~to the-murder of the-Prime 

Minister of the Congo, Mr. Lumumba, would decisivelycondemnthe~actions of- ~~ ~~ -. 
Belgium which had led-to- that crime; deem~itessentii& that t!Qe sanc$$oils -provided ~~~ 

under Article 41 should be applied to Belgium as-an aggressor and call on the 

States Members of the United Nations for the immediate application of those 

sanctions; enjoin the Ccmmand of the troops in the Congo pursuant to the Council's 

decision immediately-to arrestTshc,mbe~and~Mobutu incrdertodeliver them-for 

trial, to disarm a-11 the military uni'cs and .@l.eegendarmerie_forces -under -their 

control, and to ensure the immediate disarming and removal from the Congo of all 

Belgian troops and Belgian personnel; direct that the "United Nations operation" 

in the Congo should be discontinued t!ithin one month and all foreign troops 

r;lithdrawn frcm there so as to enable the Congolese people to decide its own 

in-ternal affairs; and deem it essential to dismiss Dag Hammarskjold from the post 

of Secretary-General as a participant in an.3 organizer of the violence cc:mitted 

against the leading statesmen of the Congo. 

At. the 938th meeting (17 February), Ceylon, Liberia and the United Arab 

Republic submitted draft resolutions (S/4722) under the first of which the Council 

would urge that the United Nations take immediately all appropriate measures to 

prevent the occurrence of civil l:!ar in the Congo, including arrangements for 

cease-fires, the halting of all military operations, the preventicn of clashes, 

P and the use of force, if necessary, in the last resort: urge that measures be 

taken for the immediate !.lithdrawal and evacuation frcm the Congo of all Pelgiac 

and other foreign military and paramilitary pers onnel and political advisers not 

under the Uniied Ha tions Ccmmani!, and mei*cetlaries' call ups all States to ta:;e 

immediate and energetic measures to prevent the departure of such personnel fol 

l&c ConSo frcm their territories, 2nd foi- -tl~e denial o.!? t,ransit and ot!Ier 

facilities to them; decic1.e i;im i an immedii:-te EoJd impartial ihvestigation be lJUh.l 

I  
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n in order to ascertainthe circumstances of the death of Mr. Lumumba and his 
colleagues and that the perpetrators of-those,.crimes be punished;~ and reaffirm 

'd , 
its previous resolutions on the question and remind all-states of their 

obligations thereunder. 

~~~ Under the second joint draft resolution, the Security Council vrould urge the t-1 

convening of the Congolese ~Farliament and--the taking -of necessary protective-- -~~: 

measures in that ccnnexion; urge that Congolese armed units and personnel s!lould 

be reorganized~and~brought~under discipline and control, andarrangee.ments be made 
..” 

on imp_artial and equLtable=bases~ -Tao thatend~and with s view to the elimination ;~- 
of any possibility of-interference bye such units and-per-sonnel~in the-political ~ 

life of the Congo; and call upon all States to extend their full co-operation and 

assistance and take such measures as might be necessary for the implementation of ; 

the resolution. 

Atthe 41st meeting (20 February), Ceylon, Zberia and the United Arab 

Republic submitted another draft resolution-~~(S/4733); for :lhicli they -asked .~ 

priority. Under its provisions the Security Council would -strongly condemn the 

unla!!ful arrests, deportations and assass!nations of political leaders of the 

Congo; call upon the authorities in Leopoldville, Elisabethville and Kasai 

immediately to put an- end to such practices; call upon the United Nations 

authorities in the Congo to take all possible measures to prevent the occurs-ence 

cf such outrages including, if necessary, the use of force as a last resort; and 

decide upon an impartial investigation to determine the responsibility for t!lose 

crimes and punishment of perpetrators of such crimes. .le moticn for priority 

fw. that draft resolution ?!as rejected, at the same mee ing, by 4 votes to none, 

r!ith 7 abstentions. 

At the (?42nd meetin, (20/21 February), the i:ouncil voted on the draft 

resolutions before it. The USSR draft resolution (Sj47C6) was rejected by 

8 votes to 1, with 2 abstentions. The first draft resolution of Ceylon, Liberia 

and the United Arab Republic (S/4722) II~S adopted by F; votes to none, :-:ith 

2 abstentions (resoluticn 161 of 21 February l$?). The second. d;'aft resoli!t,ion 

of Ceylon, Jiberie and the United Arab Repul~lic (Cj4'i~~,Rev.l) :.!a.~ mc.difiwj. by 

the deleticn, by a separate vote, of the :Iuthorizat ion in pCIi%grapll 3 of tile use 

of' _roLTe as a last resort. Ora1 atlit:11Cll:leIltS Vere adopted o!.!ing to tllc ne&ive 

I . . * 
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vote of a permanent member, and the -draft resolution as a whole received 6 votes 

to none, I:!ith 5 abstentions, and failed of adoption. 

The Security Council-next tookup~the questionatits973rd to 979th and 

$82nd-meetings (13 to 24 November}, having on its agenda a letter of 3 November 

(s/14973) frcm~Ethi,opia, Nigeria:and_theeSudan requesting consideration of-the - 
s!tuation inthe Province of Katanga~-cau~sed by~the~~l~~Jlesalacts of mercenaries. 

At the 974th meeting (15 November), Ceylon, T&beria and the United Arab 

Republic submitted a draft-resolution (S/4$85) '1 ~rlereby the Security Council, 

inter -alia, reaffirming the policies -and-purposes ckf~g~e Xnited Nations -with 

respectto~the~ Congo, would:;- ~strongly~deprecatez~the. secessionist activities 

illegally carried out by the provincial administration of Katanga, with the aid of 

external resources and manned by-foreign mercenaries; further deprecate the armed 

action agan&United Nations forces and personnel j.nge pursuit of such 

activities and insist that they cease forthwithj authorize the Secretary-General 

to take vigorous action, including the use of requisite measures of force 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 other material k4iich 

could be used for warlike purposes and prevent their nationals frcm doing the 

same, and also to deny transportation and transit facilities for such supplies; 

demand that all secessionist activities in Katanga should cease forth!rit.h, declare 

full and firm support for the Central Government of the Congo and the determination 

to assist it to maintain la:! and order and national integrity and urge all Wember 

States to lend their support to that Government in conformity with the decisions 

of the United Nations. 

In a revision submitted at the $7&k meeting (1'7 LJovember), the spcnsors 

changed a paragraph (S/4$5/Rev.l) to declare all secessionist activities against 

the Republic of the Congo ccntrary to the loi fcndamentale and the decisions cf 

the Council, and specifically demand -ti;at such activities whic!l ?:ere taking place 

in Katanga should cease fort1~::i-t.h. 

A-i; t11e 97%Li1 me:!:tiug (21 Ilovember ), the Uni Led States intrcduced a series of 

amendments (s/4985:) tm t he three-Power draft resolution, ;rhich, inter alia llould - 

/ . * . 
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add a new oaragraph authorizing the Secretary-General, in consultation :.ith the 

Gcve~~l~ent~of~the~Congo,~~toneutralize,nhei~e~necessary to prevent thei? use for 

milita~y~~purposes~against ~the~United~I\Tations,_the~Republic~or~the~civili~n~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

population, aircarft and other weapons of v!ar which had entered the Congo contrary. 
.- 

to its laws and United Nations resolutions; and other paragraphs requesting the 

Secretary-General to assist the Government to reorganize and retrain Congolese 

armed units and personnel and authorizing him to take all such steps as lie 

considered necessary, including negotiation and conciliation, to achieve the .._, ,. 
immedjate political unity and territorial integrity of the Congo. 

At the same -meeting, the USSR submitted-sub-amendments (S/4991) to-the first 

United States amendmentdescribed above, under which the Secretary..General would 

be authorized, in consultation with the Government of the Congo, to remove, to 

prevent their use for military purposes-against the- United l!ations, the Republic 

or the civilian population,._aircraft and other !!eapons of ?lar ~*fiiich had entered 

Katanga contrary to the lal!s of the Congo. 

At the 582nd meeting (24 November), the Council voted on the various drai't 

resolutions and amendments before it. The USSR sub-amendnent (S/ltc/021) :+as 

rejected by 2 votes to 6, !!ith j abstentions. The United States amendments 

(S/4S@/Rev.2) were put-to the vote separately, scme being adopted and scme 

failing of adoption Cl!iIJ,7 to the negative vote of a permanent member. The tiJiTe - 

Power draft resolution (S/4985/Rev.l) as mcdif'ied l;yas adopted by J) votes to none:, 

:,!ith 2 abstentions (resolution 169 cf 24 I'!ovember l'$l). 

P!o further request for di,, ~wssion of this item has been received and -Ll~c 

Security Council has not discussed it since 211 I'!ovember I$I. 

(See related items 67 and 6s below.) 

44 . LETTER DATED 13. JULY 1760 FRCI4 THE IXII!ISTER FOR FOREIGN AFFIIJRS 
C.7 CUFA I,.l!lXESSiD TO THE FRESIlJi3lT C)y THE L:JXIJRI!I~ CCWlCIL 



the Security Council immediately in order to study the situation and, aftei- 

heal-ing the statements of the Cuban Minister- for Foreign Affairs, take such 

measures as it deemed fit. 

The Security Coun&l included the question on its agenda lwithout objeciion 
.- 

at its 874th meeting ~(18 July-L$O)~, and invited the represell-taiive of Cuba-to- ~~ 

participate, k4thout vote, -in its deliberations. At th,? some meeting a draft 

resolution (S/4332) was intrcduced by Argentina and Ecuador-. Under the Opel-ative 

paragraphs of that proposal-,- ~_ the Seruyity Council l/ould decide to adjoui'n the 

consideration of the question pending the receipt of a l'epo1-t frcm the Cl-ganisation 

of American States; Invite the membc-; of the GFganL, ' -atioll~ -of- American Skates to- 

lend their assistance toward the achievement of a peaceful solution of the 

situation in accordance y;!i.th the purposes and pl-inciples of the United Faticns 

Charter, and urge all other States in the meantime to I-efl-ain frcm any action 

r~hich lki$ht inc_l-ea.&We gyLig~$~+n, ~.~_ CT tensions bet::reen Cuba and the United State-s- of 

America. 

The Council continued its canside?at,ion of the question at its ,875tl: and 

276th meetings on 18 and 19 July. Al; the 876th meeting, the USSR submitted 

smendmellts (S/4394) to l.lle joint draft resol.ution by ~!ixi.ch the pa~ograpll deciding 

to adjourn consideration of t.l~e question ~xw.l.ci Lie de1e.kd and the :rords 

"Organisation of Amei-ican States" ir, the penultimate paragraph replaced by the 

words "Uni,ked Nations". 

The Council pi-oceeded to 9, ote at the 876th meeting (1:' July). The USSR 

amendments were l*ejectcci by 8 voi.es to 2, i:!ith 1 abstention. The j oint di-af't 

resul:ltion (S/4392) leas adopted. by ',! votes to none, :1-.2;!? 2 ,?bst~entiuns (xsolution 

144 of-l:? July l$@). 

(See related i-km 4 :, be ICV . ) 

/  .  m .  
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45. LETTER DATED-31 DECEMSEH=-l&O ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE 
SECURITY COI;NCIL BY TBE IJINISTER FQR EXTEFiNAL AFFAIRS OP CUBA 

On 31 December 1960, Cuba requested the-Council-(S/4605) to consider charges 

that the United States was about-to commit directmilitary aggression against Cuba. 

In thatconnexion itstated that plans for an invasion had been developed 'by tne 

United,Statee wit;h~the~co-opfratjon of C-uban~\:!~ar criminals and-of various _ 

Governments in the Vestern hemisphere and asked the Council to take the measures 

which~it deemed necessary-to prevent that action. On 3 January l$l, Cuba informed 
the Council of' the decision of the United States to break off diplomatic relations 

with Cuba. ~~ ~. 

The Cuban comp~laint was discussed at the 92lst to 923rd meetings on 4~and 

5 January 1~61. The repres.emntativeeof Cuba was invited to take--part in the 

discussion. 

On 4 January, a joint draft resolution ~;:as.sul~mitted by Ecwador -and-Chile- 

(s/4612) ci un er which the Council,-considering-the tension in relations between 

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 -peacei'll means provided for in the Charter; and 

(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 not the desired unanimity for adoption of their draft resolution they 

would not press it to the vote. 

(See related item 44 above), 

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

not been discussed by the Security Conncil since 5 January 1561. 

I . . . 
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46. LETTER-DATED 20 FEBRUARY 1961 FROM-THE REPRESENTATIVE OF~LIBERIA ,:mm ~~ ~~ :- ~~ 
ADDRESSED TO THE PRCSIDENT OF THE SECURITY CCUNCIL 

On 20-February 1961,--Liberia requested (s/4738) an urgent meeting of the 

Council in order to "deal-with the- drisissin~A.ngola"~. Itstated thatrecent 

developments in Angola necessitated immediate actionby the Council to-prevent 

further-deterioration and~abuse if_ humanrights~i.nAngola. On '/--March, Portugal - 
protested (s/4760) against this request onthe-ground that it concerned-a matter - 

within the exclusive jurisdiction of.Portugal and was consequently a contravention 

of Article 2 (7) of the Charter.- On 10 March, Afghanistan, Burma, Cameroon, the 

Central Africankepublic, Chad, Congo -(Brazzaville),-Congo (Leopoldville),Dahomey,~ ~~~~~~ 

Ethiopia, Gabon, Ghana, Guinea, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Jordan, Lebanon, 

Libya, Mali, Morocco, Nepal, Niger,-Nigeria, Pakistan, Saudi Arabia, Seilegal-, 

Somalia, the Sudan, Togo, Tunisia,. Upper Volta and Yemen assxiated themselves with 

Liberia's request (S/4762). Cn lo-March, the request was included in the agenda ~ --~~~ ~~~~~~~.~ 
of the Council. It was discussed-at the 943rd to~g46th meetings from 10 to--_ -.- 

15 March 1961. -The representatives of-Congo (Brazsaville), 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 and 

reforms in Angola for the purpose of implementing General Assembly resolution 1514 

(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 to the Cowcil as 

soon as possible. 

At the 346th meeting (15 March l$l), the joint draft resolution received 

5 v3tes in favour, none against, anii 6 &b,atontions, a d kl:is therefore not adopted, 

(See related item 47 below). 

/  
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47.' LETTER D4TED 26 MAY-l@1 ADDRESSED~TO THE PRESIDENT OF THESECURITY 
COUNCIL EY THE REPRESENTATIVES OF AFGHANISTAN> BURMA~ CAMBODIA, 
CAMERCON, CENTRAL PRICAN REPUBLIC, CEYLON, mm, CONGO (BRAZZAVILLE), 
CONGO (LEOPOLDVILLE), CYPRUS, DAHOI~Y, ETHIOPIA, FEDERATION OF 
?:lAL~AYA;~GABON, GHANA, GIJINEA, INDIA, INDOKXSIA, IRAN-IRAQ, IVORY ~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~ 
COAST, JAPAN, JORDAN, LAOS, LEBANON, LIBERi.4, LIBYA, MADAGASCAR, 

---MALI, MCRCCCO, INEPAL,-NIGERIA, PAKISTAN~PIIILIPPINES, -SWDI ARABIA, 
SEI"EGAL,~SO&WLIA, SUDAN, TCGO, TUNISIA, UNITED ARAB REPUBLIC, ~~~~~~ ~~ 

UPPER VOLTA,-YEMEN AND YUGOSLAVIA 

Cn 26 May 1561, forty-two Member States requ csted (s/4816) that-a meeting of 
the Security Council be called, was a matter of urgency ._. , ~to cons-~der~~thesituation . . 
in Angola. They charged that the massacres in Angola were-continuing and @@I~~ I 1-m -y:~~ 

rights were being-continually-suppressed, andthatthis~~~together with?&e armed 

SUppr'?ZSiXJ of the hg01a.1'1 people-and the denial-of the right of se-lf-determination 

in contravention of the United Nations Charter and of General Assembly 
resolution lcO3 (SV) of 20 April 1961 on Angola,~c~Ilstituted~a~~~F.rious~threat to 

international peace and. security. Togo and Pakist-an subsequently associated 
themselvc-s with this request (S/48lG/Add.l and 2). 

Gn 3 Junei~Portugal protested (S/&321) against the request por inscription on 

the Council's agenda of a matter which it claimed was within its exclusive 

jursidicticn. The question was included in the Council's agenda at the 950th 

meeting (6 June). Tile-~representatives of-Congo (BrazzavilG), Congo (Leopoldville), 

Ethi~opia, Ghana, India, Mali, Morocco, Nigeria and Portugal were invited to take 
part in the discussion. The item was ccnsidered at the 350th to 956th meetings 

held from 6 t1 3 June 1561. 

On 6 June, Ceylon, Liberia and the ':nite:l Arab Republic submitted a joint 
draft resolution (S/4828) lfh ereby the Security Council, inter alia, after deeply 
deploring the lnr~ge-~ "tale killings and the severely repressive measures in Anj;ola 

a.nd expre@- uuing the conviction that the continuance of that situation was a.n actual 

and potential cause 02 international fricti,on and a threat to international peace 

alJd Sr;CUrity, would: (I-) _ J ""L _ - ‘_-' rral11rw GLJJLI~ Assembly res,>lution 1603 (XV) and called 
upon Portl,i<:ll to act in accordance r;lith its terms; (2) request the sub-committee 
ppp ~i~2tC,rl ?llj:IC1' tllat resalutim tu i~uplrs~fT,r~t its !!lan$.;$,f wit.hout delay; (j ) call 

i.lrm,:;!-i t.1:~ Po~~~.~:~-~I~s+ ;5.1.1.i;; 1o:t i -tie s .t 2 desist fcrtlwith i'r~m rcprc ssive nlc 'ISUi'C-S and c 

furt,h~,r -t,n ~;_lc-t.t:!llj e\rc-1-y f'ac: ilit:,; to klJ&y Sal:, -ccmnittte -1.:2 (311al>le it to r~cr-l'orln it.s 

tus!r expediti3usl:;; 31i:d (! I  ) rECJli&St t!lC sl.i.h-c’Jl!~l~i’t.i,~~e t,? r~p0r.t t? thy Council and 
the Asst3Inl.~ly F!S 5'30I'~ a.6 I-".'Si. +lf. 



On 3 June, Chile submitt&mi&&nents (S/4833/Rev.l-)- to this j&t draft-. -. 

resJlu'tion ,-proposing-that-the reference in the preamble-to a "threat to" 

international peace and security be replaced by the phrase 'is likely to endangcr~- ~~ 

the maintenance of" international peace and security, and to insert a new 

Operative paragraph in which the Council would express--the-kop_e ?&at-a-peaceful - 
solution would be found to the problem of Angola in accordance with the Charter. ~~ -. 

I,n amendment submitted 'by-the USSR (s/4834) would have the Council add the wX-ds 

"continuing the colonial war against the Angolan people" in the beginning J-I-' the 

third operative paragraph. 

none, with 2 abstentions. The USSR amendment received -4 votes ipnnf3vour,- 

1; against and 4~ abstentions and was-not adJpted. The th?ee-Power draft res-?lution 

aS amen&dQla@ ~adopt-cd by 9 vat-es -tq none, with 2 abstentions (resolution 163 of 

9 June l$l).- 

(See related item 46 above). 

46 . COMPLAINT BY KUWAIT IN RESPECT OF THE SITUATIrJN ARISING FROM THE 
mTHREAT~-BY IRAQ TO THE TERRITORIAL INDEPEDEBCE OF IWIA~T, k;HICH 

IS LIKELY TO ENDAJXGER THE MAINTENANCE OF INTERNATICl!JAL PEACE MID 
SECURITY 

COMPLAIr\i'l' E'[ THE GO~RNK~NT OF THE REFUBLIC OF IRAQ, Ii'i RESPECT 
OF THE SITUATION ARISING OUT OF THE AR%ZD THREAT BY THE UNITED 
ItII?GDOIvi TO THE INDEPENDl%JCE ATJD SECURITY OF IRKt, VIHICH IS LIKELY 
TO ENDANGER THE MAIJ!lTENANCE OF INTERNATIgl'TA&~PEACE AVID SECURITY 

On 1 July 1561, the St~~te Stcrttary sol" Kuwait, in a tclcgram to tllc PrkSident 

of the Council (S/~lSI4), rfqur;sted urgent COrJSideration, undcx- Article 35 (2 ) of the 

c 
Chart tr , of the following question: "Complailit b, 'r lQ.llE~~t in rcspcct of the 



arising out of the armed threat by the United Kingdom t2 the independence and 

security~of Iraq, which is likely to endanger the maintenance of international 

peace and secur-ity!-. ~--_ I 

In a further communication dated 2 July (s/4848), the representative of Iraq 

asserted that the complaint of Kuwait was not receivable by the Council since 

Article 35 (2) of the Charter related to the right of States not Members of the 

United Nations t2 bring questions to the attention of the Council. 1Cuwait was not 

and had neverbeen an independent State, but had always been considered part of 

Iraq. .~ 

The Security Council agreed to place bsth compl&nts on its agenda and- 

considered them at the 957th to 960th meetings, on 2, 5, 6 and 7 July. The 

representatives of iraq and Kuwait took part in the discussion. 

On 6 July, the United Kingdom submitted a draftresolution (S/4855), the 

operative part of which provided thatthe Coun_cil would: (1) call upon all States 

to respect the independence and territorial integrity of Kul;Jait; (2) urge that all 

concerned should WOL:~ f'zr peace and tranquility in the area; and (3) agree to keep 

the situation under revicu. 

On 7 July, the United Arab Republic submitted a draft resolution (S/4856), the 

operative part of which provided that the Council %?ould: (1) urge that the 

question be solved by peaceful means ; and (2) call up3n the United Kine;dom to 

withdraw immediately its fxces r"rorn Kuwait. 

At the $Oth meeting (7 July l$l), the Council voted *on the- United Kingdom 

draft resolution 9 which receive3 7 votes in favour and 1 against, wj'.tli 5 abstentions, 

and was not adopted sincl: one ,of' the negative votes was that of a 1)ermanen-t; member . 

Tllc COUllCil tllell prOCeEdEd t9 Votk 311 tllc IUnited &7>l.tJ Hepublic reSolutiO;l, 

which was rejected by 3 votes in .l'a~our and n.me a;:ainst, v&i;11 12 a~,stenti~ns. 

Tht Pi9csiJ.clJt apgtal& to all parties bLj tI1~ ?isp\~te to obst,ain -F’rzm an:, 

action tllrrt. C&t :iGg-rwatc ti!E situatiotl, As President ) he stat&cl thnt lx v:suLd 

c3rivenf the Council if circumstances madt it nec~ssory to 30 so. 

I‘10 fiirthcr rrqucct for rl.ir,cussi~.x~ ,3Ln tl!is i-i,~i~, l!~~: 11~ 131 !*~cfiv~f! 31~3. i-i ha,5 

11 .A, 1,~ CII Jiscusscc’l by ti\r, St ~:?t~*ii,jr COU~IC~ 1 s-i 11~~ j J\~ly 1C:;l. 

I . . . 



49. TELEGRAM DATED 20 JULY l'$l ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE 
SECURITY COU3JCIL BY-THE SECRETARY OF STATE-FOR-FOREIGN AFFAIRS 

OF THE REPUBLIC OF TUNISIA 

LETTER DATED 20 JULY 1961 FROM TRE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF 
TUNISIA ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF TRE SECURITY COWZIL 

~-~On 20 July 1961 (S/4%1), T unisia requested a meet-ing of the security Council 

as a matter of extreme urgency for the purpose of considering the complaint aof 

Tunisia against France 'for acts of aggression infringing the sovereignty and 

security of Tunisia and threatening international peace and securit$'. 

111 a further communication (g$&G2) of 5b-e~ same&ate, ~Tueisia_ rei:terated the 

request and submitted an explanatory memorandum which-stated, inter alia, that: 

"since the afternoon of 13 July, the totm 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 13 to 20 July, French armoured units which had been inside the Bizcrta 

base took up positions outside that base". 

On 20 July 1961, the representative of France requested (S/k611) the 

circulation of the text of two notes, dated 18 and 20 July I$1 respectively, 

which had been delivered to the Office of the Secretary of State for Foreign 

Affairs of Tunisia. In the first note, the Frwch Government n&cd that the 

measures announced by .the President of the Republic of Tunisia were designed not 

to restore normal conditi.ons, but, ,311 the contrary, to increase tensi,on. Action of 

this nature would, moreover, serve znly to delay conversations co1lccrnitlg till; 

Dizerta base, Plhich were provided for in the cxchangc of 1cttLrs .>f 1-f June lyl;8 

rind which the French Government still wished to see -opcncd. In the second note, the 

~'~8e11ch Government warnt~l the Tunisian Goverl1mcnt against the ottcmpt it had 

a1jnxmced to cripple tlltz Bi*ztr+,o base by IWallS :)i' popular _Itmonstl~ations and force. 

At the same time ifi sta-k.:i -~~ILI.L it Was CoKpelled to .tal;t all llcc~ssary CkClJS to 

elIsure the inviolability of tilt ill~.tallati31ls nil4 .rl’LLCl,IIII ,L)C coI~~lIllIlicr~~~~.~I1 l~ctwceI-I 

-them. 

On ;il .J111.y, the Co\lucil i~~clude,-I t11e Tunisi~nn ccmplnint ill its a[;en,?a. The 

rLpresentativc nf Tunisic tool; part in the discussion, wll-j_cl~ continued from the 

y;(,ls.t ~il~e'i;j~:l{; that :j.a:/ 'to jy.hc ~;C~i:~i.l~ IIIC~~~I~C ;I!) ;il! t.iT~l~/. 



Cn ;,L' July 1561, the Secretary-General stated that in vie:! of the obligations 

imposed under k-tick c)g of the Charter, he considered it his -luty in the 

circumctorrces ts malre an urgent appeal ts the Council t.2 cansider, dthwt delay, 

ta::inc cn intcrmedinry decision pending the further cc.nsi$zretion of tiw item 2nd 

c~mclusi~r~ o.C the &bate. Such a -decision should nst prejudge the final outcome 

of the dcliberatinns of the Council, as it shwld, in his view, only request of the 

t113 si:lt:s cznccrnc:l an immediate cessation, thrwgh a cease-fix, 3f all hxtile 

s&ion. l'lotiirally, this Bernard should he combined with a demand for an immediate 

return 1;? the status quo ante, as otherwise ttic censc--fire ~~lould he likely t,s 

prow t-o unstable ix satisfy the urgent needs of the moment. 

E;;pressinf2 support for the recommendation which ha3 been made to the Council 

by the Sccrctary-Gcnwal, Liberia submitted a draft resolution (s/4880) which 

wLll:I: (I) call f3r an immediate cease-fire an3 a return of all arm& fx-ces to 

their xil;inol pssition; (2) decide to continue the debate. 

At the same mcrting, the Council adopted this draft resolution by 10 votes, 

with one member not participatin g in the voting (resolution I.64 of 22 July 1561). 

On 22 Jul;r, Liberia and the United Arab Republic submitted a draft 

resolution (S/kt70) which rrould: (1) call for an immciliate cease-fire; (2) further 

call for the irmncdiate withdrawal of those French forces which had been introduced 

into the base at Bizerta, and fx the return ts their original pssition 3f those 

which had transgressed beyond the limits 31 that base, since 19 July 1561; 

(3) further call upon b,dh parties to enter into immediate negdiations aimed at 

the speedy evacuation of the French forces from Tunisia. 

The United Kingdcm and the United. States submitted a draft resolution (S/4373) 

under vhich the Council w.wld: (1) call upon the parties to effect an immediate 

cease-fire and a speedy return of all forces to their previous positions; (2) call 

upon al.1 concerned to refrain from any action which might lead lx a further 
4 

deterioration of the situati,sn; (3) urge the parties, in accordance with the 

Charter, to negotiate pr,Jmptlg a peaceful settlement of their differences; and 

(4) decicte to keep the situation under urgent rfvift! in the interests of FeaCf ancl 

security. 

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

rejected by 4 votes to nxc-, with 7 abstentions. The draft resolution submitted 

/ . . . 
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by the United Kingdom and the United States eras rejected by 6 vStes fin favour, ~~ ~~~~ 

none against, with 5 abstentions. 

Further communications concerning the matter were addressed to the President 

of the Council by the representatives of France and Tunisia, including an appeal 

from the-president of -Tunisia for a ~direct and ~personal exchange of views between 

him and the Secretary-General; 

On 23 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 to lead towards peace. 

On 28 July, the representative of France informed the President of the 

Council that the cease-fire 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 317 26 July a.t 

the request of Tunisia, the representatives of Libya, and Senegal were invited to 

participate in the deliberations of the Council. 

On 21:; July, the United Arab Republic submitted, with Ceylon and Liberia, a 

draft resolution (S/4903) under which the Council would: (1) -express itc serious 

concern oT,‘er the fact that France had nd complied. fully with resolution 15h of 

22 July and that the situation c.ontinued to represent a serious threat to 

internntionnl peace and security; and (2) invite France to comply immcdiatcly 

Edith all the provisions of the interim rccalution. 

Under a sec.ond draft resolution (S/4904) submitted the same day by the same 

JilJl'ee po7;ler's, the Council would invite France immediately to enter into 

nrgotia-tions with Tunisia with a view to the rapid evacuation of French forces 

i'rom Tunisia. 

Turlr~y introduced a. draft resoluti m (S/49X) by which the Council would: 

(1) expi'es:: its c*~ncern that resolution 154 had not been full;; cari8ied out; 

(:I ) call Y-X' immediate and full implementation of that resolution; a11.d (j ) :~ri;:t 

tbc early :,penin~ 3f nefytinti~ms i'3i‘ a. ptocel'ul r~ solu.ti on of di.!'i'eL.encfs , 

illclu:li!l~~. ('. ..l.ti’iliitj. ;‘t: settltjl!ltiIt. *.,1’ t,lJc C]U~S%-iclll <Jr Bizeytra, haviJl/:; due rf?!q9*<! 

.['oY T~l~liSi;qll SoVei*~~i~~llt;;, -- D (211 2;" July, Tl.~~*l:ey x-tl,3~Se~;~ -tile fillal paragrapll s'o -i;i~-'; 

2 ViJ't,e 1rli:;b.i; l>r tFl;Cl; 3!: p~~~l~,i~~lpll:: 1 :lTl,d L'. 
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The Union of Soviet Socialist Republics proposed that in operative paragraph 1 

b of the Turkish draft resolution, after the wrds "has not been fully carried out", 

there be added the words "by France", and that, in operative paragraph 2 eftcr the 

VOidS "implementation of that resolution", there similarly be added the words 

"by France" . 

-At-the ~g;Gth~meetins~(2.$I July), the Council proceerkd tn vote on the various 

proposals before it: the three-Power draft resolution submitted by Ceylon, Liberia 

and the United Arab Republic (S/i!gOj) was rejected by 4 votes in favour to none 

qainst, and 6 abstentions, France not participating in the vote. The second three- 

Power draft resglut$orl (S/&gd+) was rejected by 4 votes itl $'av~~?r, ~none against .~I 

and 6 abstentions. The oral amcndtnents to the Turlrisil draft resolution propxed 

by the representative of the USSR were rejected by kvotes in fwour, none against .~ 

and G ahstel~tions. The drax't resolution as a whole was rejected by 6 votes in 

fav~our ) none against and kabstenti,xs, 

No further request. for discussion .)f this it*eni has been received and it has 

not been discussed by the Security Council cillce 2Y July l$l. 

50. LETTER DATED 71 DlOV34!3~R I$1 FROM T!XE P~WANENT REPRESMTATIVK 
OF CUPA I:DDRESX3D TO THE PRE:~;IDlWf 017 THE ~;ECUIiITY COl1NCIL 
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51. LETTER DATED 18 DECEMBER 1961 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE 
OF PCRTUGAL ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUJ!CIL 

Dctwcen ti and 16 December 1961, the President of the Security Council received 

a series of ccmmunicati>ns cr3rn Portugal and India relating to the situation in 

the area oi the territories of Goa, Damao and Diu. In that connexion also, an 
P 

appeal hnd been addressed ta the tw3 Governments by the Acting Secretary-General 

on 14 December, t3 which both parties haa replied zn 16 December. 

Cn 18 Dcccmber, in a further letter (S/5030) to the President of the Council, 

Psrtu@ charged that India had launched a full-scale armed attack on the 

Portugucsc territories 3f Goa, Damao and Diu. As a result 3f that attack much 

damage an3 many casualties had dready taken place. In those circumstances 

Portu@ was Dbliged ts request the Security Council to convene immediately in 

order t'3 put a stsp to the aggression 3f India and to order an immediate cease- 

fire an3 the withdrawal fwthwith of all Indian tr3ops from the Portuguese 

territories. 

On the same day, the Security Council ctecided, by a vote of 7 to 2, with 

2 abstentions, to include the questisn in its agenda, and discussed it at the 

$/th an3 928th meetings held on the same day. 

Two draft resolutians were submitted. Under the terms of the first draft 

rcs3lution (S/5032), co-sponsored by Ceylon, Liberia and the United Arab Republic, 

the Security Council ?lould decide to reject the Por-tuguese complaint of aggression 

against India and 113uld call upon Portugal t3 terminate hostile action and to 

cI-Jperate with India in the liquidation of its colonial possessions in India. 

Under the second draft resolution (S/5033), submitted by France, Turkey, the 

. 
United Kingdsm and the United. States, the Security Csuncil would: (1) call for 

an immediate cessation 3f hsstilities; (:?> call upon the Government of India to 

withdraM its forces immediately t3 positions prevailing before 17 December 1561; 
1 

(5) urz:c the parties to work wt a permanent solution of their differences by 

peaceful means in accordance with the principles embodid in the Charter; and 

(G) request the Secretary-General t3 provide such assistance as might be 

appropriate. 

At the 538th meeting (Iti December 1961) the three-Pwer draft resolution 

(S/5032) was put to the vote, and Has not adopted, having received 4 votes in 

! , . . . 
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.i .i 
favour and-7 against. The four-Power draft resolution (S/5053) received 7 votes 

in favour and 4 against and was not adopted because one of the negative votes was 

cast by a permanent member ol' the Security Council. 

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

not been discussr,d by the Security Council since 18 December 1561. 

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 1562 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE 
OF CUBA ADDRESSED -TO THE PRESIDENT OF THF SECURITY COUNCIL 

LETTER DATED 23 OCTOBER l&FROM THErDEPUTY PERMANENT 
REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS 

ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL 

On 23 October, the Security Council, met urgentl?y to consider the crisis which 

had arisen in the Caribbean. The meeting was requested by the United States alld 

CLlIxl, in separate letters of 22 October (S/5101 and S/3133) and by the Union of 

Savitt Socialist Republics in a letter of 25 Octabcr (S/51&). 

The United States letter requested the Council to deal with the dangerous 

thi’eat to the peace and security of the world cause:!. b:, the secret establishment 

ill Cuba by the Union of S:)viet Socialist Republics of launching bases and the 
installation ,5f 13n,'5- range l?allistic missiles capable c>f carqrillg thermonuclear 

warheads t,> most of North and South America. It stated that, L!pon satisfying itself 

as t:, the deliberately przwocntive steps which had .been tal;w, tht. Unite .I. Xatcs 

Government 1~33. called fw a Meeting si" Consultation xi' tlic Or;~xiization of &Ynr rican 

States (OAS) and was initiatillc:, a won 2 ,3tlier measul'es, a strict qunsantinc ,9i' Cuba 

ts interdict tht Cal-ria.@c 01' 0lfCnSiVc weapons to tha-k cowltry. 
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States of America'. In a statement attached to the letter, ",he Soviet Government 

charged that the United States was taking a step towards the unleashing of a 

ther!;13nuclear war and was violating international law and the United .!Jations 

Charter by arrogating to itsel f the right to attdCk foreign vessels on the high 

seas. It emphasizccl that Soviet assistance to Guba was-exclusively desiglledmtoP _ 
improve Cuba's defensive capacit, ~r~and~was~necessitatedby the continuous ~actsmofm ~~~~~ ~~ 

provocation of the United Ytates. 

At the lOC2.113. meeting (23 October 1$2) the Security Council decided to 

cJnsi,der the three letters simultaneously and invited the representative of-Cuba 

to participate in the debate. It ci_iscusseii the ma:ter-at the 1022nd to &025&h 

meetings held from 23 to 25 October. 

Three draft resolutions t'ere submitted to the Council in connexion with this 

question. A United S.i;ates draft resplution (S/5182) proposed that the Security 

Council should call, under Article 40 of the Charter, for the immediate~dismantling -- 

al;L withdrawal from Cuba of ali missiles and other offensive weapons; authorize the 

A;lting SEcrctary-General to dispatch t.2 Cuba a United Nations observer corps to 

assure ani report on compliance with the resolution; call for the termination of 

the quarantine of Cuba upon the United I‘Jztio'-1s certification of compliance with 

the provision for dismantlic& and withdrawal and recommend that the United States 

and the USSR should confer prompt& or on measures to remove the existing threat to 

peace, and report thereon to the Security Council, 

A USSR draft resolution (S/5187) propaseil that the Security Council should 

condemn the actions ,of the United States Gzvesnment aimed at violating the United. 

Batians Charter and incre.lsing the threat of war; insist that the United. States 

Government rewire its decision to inspect ships .~i' other States bwnd for Cuba; 

request the United. Staies to cease any interference whatsoever in the internal 

aTfairs ?sf Cuba and 03 other States; anJ. call upon the United States, Cubz. and the 

USSR to establish c,Jlhact and wter into negotiations T!ith the aim of n~rmalizin~ 

the situation and. thus remwin? the thrE:nt of war. 

A joint draft resolutizzl (S/jlyO) VIBZ submitte3 b:; Ghena and. t.liz UnLted Arc?b 

R~!,ublic under vl:ici! the Council 7~oul.l: lYq1uest 'the Acli11:; Seel,tta:r'l-GcllLi'al 

pj~-,I~r:iptly t.7 csnrr:r -,.:iti! i;\lc port-ir. 2 rlirr ctl;,r c2llcr:-ncd 31-j -tl:c -i:!gnf3j..?tc ck~bp; t::, 

be t&el; t 2 re1110vc: t!,e ei:is.t.i1i,: Ll!2~i;~_i.t t-1 y79,i’l~; pti’ce, aii:?. t-1 iiur~t~11~~ tl!e 

si-tuati,;lc ill .t.lie Cai-i:.-:,te3._1] ' - :, call ?!I.:'-'!1 tl!t !.%!l..ki'kG col,cki'~!e~! i3 citilpl:: Yor-L11x;!itll 
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lqitll I& resdluti3n an3 pyvide every assistance t2 the ActFne~Secrc-tar~~-Gellr3-~~:11 in 

perforncng his task; request the Actinc Secretary-Gene:%1 tb report to the- C0u11~i.l 

3n the implementation of the first provision; and call up311 the pc?r-ties eoncerriL-d 

to refrain from any actian which might directly 31: indirectly furtlier ag:L;ravate the 

situation, 

At the 1024th meetins on 24 October;-the ActinC; Secrcr-tary-General inf-7rnwl t.he 

Security Council that, at the request of a large numbs-r 0l”~lklilb~l’ States, he haci 

sent idelltical messages ts the President of tlje United States c71ld to the C!lairzan 

3f the Council of Ministers of the USSR, urging the parties collcernc-3 t3 get 

together with a view to resolving the crisis peacefull, TT and nzmalizin~ the 

situati 117 in the Caribbean. 

President Kennedy, in his reply of 25 October, stated thzt the thrEat had been 

created by t!le secret introduction of orfensive weapons into Cuba, and that the 

answer lay in the removal af those weapons. The President indicated that 

&ilbaSS3dOr Stevenson was i-eady t3 discuss the matter pr3mptl.y with tilt ACtll3c 

Secretary-General in rJr3er to determine whether satisfectory arrangewnts coulci be 

made. Premier Khrushchev, in his reply Jf 26 October, wlcomed the Sccrc5tar;;- 

General’ E initia.tive End expressed agreement IKi.th the proposal made by the kKtin5 

Secretary-General, which met the interc-ste af pca.ce. At the 1025th meeting 

(25 October), the representatives of the United States a.nd tile i.im infoiw4. t!lc: 

Council of these replies. 

The representa.tives of the U!lit.ed Ar2.b Rr-public, Gl!:J!l:l al~cl C!: i le Wc:lC 3iK.d tljc 

favourable response fran bgth sides t3 the appc-al by the Actin,? rJECl'~t~-r~~~-T;C-lii.I'al 

and observed tl1a.t the time was prJpiti.ous for ti?e l:;‘nrties -IYJ 2e.I; to::~~i,~~cr ~11 .I 

begin negotiations with the assistance LX the ktin;; S,,r,-tary-ti~11~.l,~1.1. 

On a motion by the United Arab Republic, Slly?p?i%EcI b:;r Gkian.?, the- CcJ~IllCil 

adjourned sine die. 

On 7 J:lnuury 1$6j, in a, joint letter t.3 the SeCYCtai; ‘~~-~GCC~-TC1 (S/5: :?i ) 3 t,l?e 

First Depllt;r t.iinister of FLweip1 f-Lrfairs or the u SSR anil tllc Pii’nic7licl:t 

Rc~X*czcni,ntivc 0Y the- Unitc.ci Statcc cxprcsce;l ti:s?ir a.ppyeciu-l,;-,jj 01’ -tl!c- 8, (*ytL-l,ei’?(- 

Gensrnl’ s e.Norts i11 assistillc; tl!i t,Y:!i> GOTJi-3.-]l!llci1ts td7 F,vrrt t11c Lr,.rj. 311s t.;-Jj-c r;t t :J 

t.!lc? !7r ac'r‘ v:lj-i Cl; !lc?:l i'CC!t.lltly ?lqiSCl~ il; %!!C Cni~ll~II~:ll-! ;I?.'t:? . 'I":,#>‘; i'cll*.t!!.-l' s-t::.l.t.ml 

that) :'?I1 Vic': ::I' -illC _ .Icj3’cr. 3.r ~ln~icrst,7lidin; rlhicl: ilo;l. btcl: i‘c;!.cilt-:.I i~~-i.l,:~r i! -L.~IcI!I, 

‘t.il!~ til.2 ~i$irtki’ijl:~~~l’iS I.~el-it\Jk.~; ‘ii!st F L Y/a6 1, :>t ,-lc=CE,-,yrl?‘~. _ I, !‘,-I]’ tbr. it.c.7:; i. :7 --:c’r::.,,~,‘f _ 

!‘u~t,l!~:! t?br :J't.tc!Itj:)ll ,,f t,l;r. Scr:l.:yi i..;; C:~~l.~llciJ ai. i.ltc: i. ,t.j I:\:- . 

.-- -~---_-.~_ ~..____ 
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1‘Jz1 further request for discussion of this item has been received and it has 

Iiot bten discu-- o0ed by-the Security Council since 25 October 1562. 

53. COMPLAINTS BY SENEGAL OF VIOLATIOUS 03 ITS AIR SPACE AND TERRITORY 

On 10 April l$>, Senegal informed the Security Council (S/5273/Corr.l) of 

its ccxnplaint that 311 6 April four Pxtuguese aircraft had violate2 Senegalese 

air space and-had dropped~ four p-~~mdes on -the village ~~o~~P~ugniack. In its letter-- 

Senegal also charged that in December 1561 its territory and air space had been 

violated by P,3rtugal on three occasions. In view of th3se repeeted incidents, 

Senegal requested that a meeting of the Security Council be convened to ;liscuss 

the mntter. 

On the same day, Portugal stated (S/5281\ that a careful investigation ljy its 

Government had shorn clearly that the charge of vislati;.w of Senegalese territory 

ws 1lithout the sli@xst f.3undatixn. On the date in queeti,xI, no Pctrtuzuese 

military aircraft had overflown nny area around the 120rder ul' Senef;al. With regard 

to Sene&'s charges c-sncerning alleged earlier violations, Pxtv~al had already 

replied to them in its letter ,sjl" 10 January 1$2 (S/5055). 

The Security Council incluc!ed the item in its agenda. at its lOZ'7th meeting 

(17 April I,$?), anti invited the reprcsentztives of Scncgal znd Portugal tz~ 

participcte, with,xlt vde, in its cx~sidcratix~. On 18 April, the Council nlso 

agree3 t3 nccede TV the requests gf the represent:tives ,nf the Con;0 (Brezx,nville) 

,IllCl Gnbm , to p;l.i'ticipL:te in tllc discussion at the appropriate time. The Councj.1 

cxsidcrfcl the i-km at the 1027th to 10~21~~1 n~eetii-~.e;s %'rsm ri t2 L'k April l!$g. 

011 25 April, I'brxco and. Ghwa introduced a draft. resolution (S/5%$' ) wllereby 

the SeC'lWit;[ c~~1117C'i.~ VJXlld dCplOi*cl a.I'Jy il~CCi.l’SiOli 11;r P0i’tLl;uCS1~ lllilit,2i7y ~olT(:S 

Sr III -;:llkSE kiTif;3ry i1.S \/C-l1 aS thl: ~~~~Cj.;JC-ll’t v!l,icll OCCQi’i’F3. 2.i; CL~I.lgili~Ci: “11 

!i April: rcqvt-st. tile G-~vc-rnmc-11% ,z,f P_lrtu@, 5.11 scwl'd::i~ce v!itll its 3ecl::lerl 

iwtclitinls 2 t3 ta;-.c w1~1tc. -- VCL’ F1Ct#i:xI Illi;.;Il-1. l,t I!ecc-$ L Sal’;, to 1 Il’evl:l;L ally v i ol::!-t,ioIl 

iJi’ :;. 1,. .yl’r Sl]‘Jl~rCi~~:\Jt,:j nls:.i ‘i;CJrivj.i;Ori:.l il].t,FJrj.-ty: _, nr1d. i_‘c~lllcst f.l;c 6 r (’ 1’ ly t. p 1’ Z,’ - 

GFli(i:31 t,:i !;I: ep tll:: :lr:vc! -,r,lqrl,3t ‘;B i I-lir, Fii..\l:'lt..;. ip lejll:l.e j- ?:,:vii=yI. 
., I 1-A 1 '2 L 1Ci _f- ii:.! I!:te Lll!i, : _ ) -Ll!L L;*-cdi.it\: C3LU;Cll aJb)i"ic ..! iilL ,il'dl‘L Y~k~U:lU'i~~~~~l: 

l!I:~.l;i_l::~.,lls~.' (rtc.ol.l,i,jo!~ rf',-, -)i' : 1; lii:r"il 1:;I:j ) , 

/ . . 



On 7 May 1965, the reprcsentafive of Senegal declared, in a letter ta the 

President-Df the Security Council (S/6328) that Portuguese authorities had 

repeatedly violated Scnegalese air space and territory on a growing scale and had 

set Senegalese villages and crops on fire. He charged that, since the ed3ption 

oi' Security Council resoluti.3~178 of 24 April 1963, thirteen territorial 

violtitions ha& been noted by the Government & Senegal, some of which had-~been 

brought to the attention of the Security Council in February 1965. In \,iew c~f 

those acts of the Portuguese authorities, SerFgr,l requested that a meeting nf the 

Security Cnuncil :!e convened t:, as!& Pc&ugal again t3 cease its violation of 

Senegalese territory. 

The Security Council included the item in its a&enda at its 1205th meeting 

(12 May 1565) and invited the representatives of Senegal and PortuC;al to 

participate, without vote, in its consideration. On 18 May, the Council also 

agreed to accede to the request Jf the representative 3f the Congo (Brazzaville) 

t9 participate in the discussion. The Council considered the item at five 

meetings held between 12 and 19 Flay. 

At the 1210th meeting (lg Nay), the Ivory Coast, Jordan and l.lalaysia 

introduced a draft resolution (S/6j66/R ev.1) whereby the Security C3uncil woldd 

deeply deplore any incursions by Portuguese militery forces int3 Sencgdese 

territxy, reaffirm resolution 17& of 24 April 1963, request the Government of 

Pwtugal 8nce again to take all effective and necessary actian to prevent al:y 

violation 3f Senegal's swereignty and territorial integrity, and request the 

Secretary-General to follow the development of the situation. 

At the 1212th meeting, the Security Council unanimously adopted the- draft 

resolution (resolution 204 of 19 Nay 1$5). 

54. TELnEGRAI.1 DATED 5 IdAY 1563 FRO14 THE 3iIMISTER FOR FOREICM AFFAIRS OF 
THE REFUBLZC OF HAITI TO THE PRESLDUdT 0, '7 %'fl$ SimJRIr~Y CCUNCIL 



Prior to the request by Haiti, the Secretary-General of the Organization of 

American -States (O&3) had informed-( S/53Ol,S/53C4. and S/5307) the Security 

Council, under Article 54 or the United Nations Charter, of action taken by the 

Council of the OAS in connexion !/ith the controversy which had arisen between the 

Do&&an Republic and Hcliti, including a decision of 28 April-to establish 

a committee of five mzmbersto study on the spot the events denounced by the 

Dominican Republic, and to request the Governments of the Dominican Republic and 

Haiti to co-operate with the committee and to rel'rain from any act, which might 

result in a breach of international peace. 

The Council included the item in its age.'lda at its 1035th meeting 

(8 May 1963) and invited the representatives oE the Dominican Republic arsl 

Haiti to participate, without vote, in the discussion. 

At the 1036th meeting (7 May), the-President of the Council drew attention 

to the tex-t; of a resolution adopted by the Council of the OAS on 8 May providing 

for i"urther study of the Dominican-Haitian situation by the Corr.mittee of Five 

and for an increase, iY necessary, in the membership of the Committee. 

In further statements made by Haiti and the Dominican Republic, the former, 

while maintaining its right to resort to the Security Council, said that it mould 

agree to a decision cf the Col~.ncil to al.7ai.t the results of t!le peace mission 

oI' the Of'%, provided the Security Council remained seized of the qLIestion. 

The President of the Council, taking note oi" the view expressed, adjourned 

the meeting on the undcrstandinc that the question KJUI~ remain on the Council's 

agenda. 

On 30 August 1963, Haiti requested (S/5411) a meeting of the Security 

CrJuncil to reconsider the Haitian-Dominican questicn on the ground that ne!! acts 

of' hostility on the part of the Uominican Republic against Haiti threatened 

international peace and secw'i'ty. However, on 3 September, Haiti withdrew that 

request (S/5413), but il-:dic:lted that its r!ecisiou did not relieve the UIIited 

Mations of responsibility in the matter of' Haiti's complaint. 

No <urther requesl; lfnr (li~c~u:;~:in~~ 01" t!l:i:; item has Is-cli received al-f.1 i-k 113; 

Ilot bee11 dj.scLlc.sed. 11;; .tlle ;;pc~.l.l-jmt,y I.!q!lncj 1 sjt?:. : i\lcly SC163 . 

I . . . 
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55. RlZORTS BY utile SECRETARY-GENERAL TO THE SECURITY COUNCIL CONCERNING 
DlXELOPMENTS RELATING TO Y-JMEN 

Cn 2r;i Ap-i.1 I$?.-tile Secretary-General reported to the Security Council 

(S/5298) thct- since the fa.11 of 1962. he had been consulting regularly with-the ~ 

representatives 5~4 ~l~e~G~~~ernrnent~- oT- Yemen, ~Scudi~Arabia- and tlieUnitedArab ~~ ~~ 

Republic concerning certain aspects of the situation in Yemen of external origin, 

with a Vic\? to malting his offices available to the parties for such assistance as 

might be desired toilard s ensuring against any developments in that situation which 

might thrcntcn t11t peze o? the -area.. A-a result or" separate fact-finding missions 

carried wt ,313 his behalf by Mr. Bunche, and by Mr. Ellsworth Bunker of-the United 

states 02 America, he-had received from each of the three-Governments concerned, in 

separate col_71111nu1licntii717s, formal confirmation of their~accep_ta~ncne_-of -identical terms 

of disen:ia~anent in Ycmcn. 

The Cove:nmint of Saudi Arabia would termi,late all support and aid to the 
Royalists of Yemen and r~~ld prohibit the use of Saudi Arabian territory by 

Royalist leaders for the purpose of carrying 3n the struggle in Yemen. Simultaneously 
with the suspension of aid from Saudi Arabia to the Royalists, the UnitEd Arab 

Republic undcrt.oolr to he$.n withdrak& frm Yemen 3f the trool>s sent on request o-i' 

the new Government, the ~~ithdrsw.1 t.o be phased and to take place as soon as 

possible. A dcnilitarized zone was to be established to a distance ,z~f twnt.y 

liilOmc;-tTES 311 each side of the Saudi Arabian-Yc-men border, end impartial observers 

vere t1 be stationed there to check on the ~3bsfrvance of the terms of disengar;ement. 
They would also certify t;le suspension of activities in support ,~f the Royalists 
Irorn Saudi k:ll~iali territrlryr end the outvnrd movement 0-i' i;lle Unittd Arab Rcpub?:ic 

f;?iqCeS 3x7 equipment i'roni the air.ports md scapwts oi' Ycrncn. General van HOI-II was 

to Vi2i.i; tj-lc -t;j:?ee COU1ltrie.C concerned to consult on terms relating to the noturc 

3.113 iLJI~~t~~rliIl~r =, o; Unitc~i IJnti,ons Jbservers in implementc.tio,n of the terms of 
3icell;_].a~;~l,~r:l~-L. 

IL! 2 i':!Ttl~cL' i*Cpi.'l*l; (G/5j?l) sL:hmittcd '>)I 2-i i.(:ly, -I;liC- S~~cretul,:;-G(.~-jrrcl 

C31IC 1!1-1E,.l. ; .I? i -I;; I _ &'I L, I :!' CT- . c ';: i' ~l]f~;,pla-ti.~l> provid -i! 17:; ?cncral van Horn, tll2-t United 
ii::t;i31lC ,jl- 3 I i'vri- c ii1 .t.1ic: ,:1-c ;I Vii-1-c vj.i:.~:I:lLy ljc-c:c;ss;l.;~: ;!.i~s? sho~.:l3. hc disp,g.tcl~c:ri :ritl, 

't!lC 111- i:-i 1:c.t; C ii.,la. Li .I ;'y,-. 'i'llc p+:Y’S3illlf; 1 i't:.cjliii'8:rl \Jit.ll:l. !:txt. e::CEe:II :‘C)O 011;: 5.f~ :,f;lr, 

cic,-i-,L!:!etc-:l. iii: i; tqc .-!1~.7;.l"."'-Li I!, i'l.l!;C-t.i.-)ll vi~~bl;l I!~& ?)c. i~cquircy! l'x- rioi-1~ L,l~:.111 four 

/ * . . 



man-tbs. On 7 June, the Secretary-General inform&i the Council that Se&i Arabia 

had ncreec! to accept "a propxtionate share" of the costs Df the opercitivn, r?!:ile 

the United Arab Republic agreed in principle to prsvide assistance i.;l an amouni; 

equivalent to $2CO,COD fsr a period Of trro rn~nths, rrhich r,cxdd be rou$ly hall" d 

the cost of the operation over that pcrixl. It IJ~S not precluded, of course, that 

an appeal t3 the- Government of the Unit& Ara'u Republic i'or additional assistance 

coulG be ma& at the end sf tare months, should it be found necessary to extc-nd the 

3perati3n beysnjl that perid. There were therefore n3 financial implications for 

the United Eations in getting the Yemen Observation Mi ssion established anrl the 

operatix under way, or for its maintenance for an initial period of twJ months. 

On 10 June, at the request of the representative or' the Soviet Uni.Jn, (s/5326) 

the Security Council was convened ix csnsider the reports of the Secretary-Gcnerd. 

In makin; the request, the representative 31: the USSR stated that the reports 

c3ntaLtxxl certain proposals concerning possible measures for the maintennnce of 

internatisnnl peace an3 security, on which, under the Charter, decisions Mere taken 

b:r the Security Council. Y The Council discussed the question at the lOJ7th to 

lOj3th meetings an 10 and 1.1 June 1963. 

A jdnt draft resolutisn (S/5330) tras submitted b:r Ghana and Morocco, under the 

terms of which the Security Council xx11d note with satisfaction the initiative 

02 the Secretary-General and the acceptance by th,e parties directly conccrncd of 

disengagement, as well as the agreement of the Governments of Saudi Ar&ia ant', the 

United Arab Republic t3 defray the expenses over a periscl of tll:, months .zf a United 

Iktions SbservatiDn function. It ?~ould urgf the parties concerned t3 observe the 

terms sf disengagement, and wsulci request the Secretary-General to establish the 

observatix sperat.tion and t3 repxk to the Security Csuncil on the implementation 

3Z this &cision. 

At the 1059th meeting, the draft resdutix VJaS ad3pted by 10 votes to n3ne, 

with 1 abstention (r&solution 179 3f 11 June 1563). Subsequently, with the 

concurrence of the parties concern4 the mandate 3c the Unite3 Hations Yemen 

Observation Nission was extended perisdically b? r the Secretary-General after 

consultation with the members 3i the Security Council. 

In a report (S/5927) on 2 September 1$64, the Secretary-General said that in 

the light Df circumstances and in accorciancc Faith the expressefi wishes \3f the parties 

c.3ncernc8, he had decided to terminate the activities of the Unite3 Nations Yemen 

Observation Mission on It September. 
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On 11 September the Secretary-General-reported (S/595$) to the Council that his 

decision ta terminate the activities of the Wssion on 4 September had now been 

put into effect and tha., +-the 14ission ended its activities on that date. 

55. QUESTION CONCERNIBG Tm- SITUATION IN TERRITORIES UNDER PORTUGUESE 
ADMIT'IISTRATION: LTSTTER DATED 11 JULY 1963 ADDRESSED TO TKI;: 
PRESIDIWI? OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL~BY THE REPRESENTATIVES OF THIRTY- 

TWO MEMF3ER STATCS 
_- ~- 

On 113~1~ lC)6~,~thirty-t?lO African countries requested (S/5374-) an early 

meeting of the Ckunci.1 TV conside?.-the situation in the Territories under- Portuguese 

dominatix . In support 9f their request, the African representatives declared that 

Portu@'s persistent refusal to comply with General Assembly and Ser.Jrity Council 

resolutions had brou&t &out a serious threat to international peace a_nd security. 

The Security Council also had before it a report of 19 July and a resolution 

(S/5355) vrhich had been adqted on 4 April 1963 by the Special Committee 012 C,hc 

situation kth regard to the implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of 

Independence t-1 Colonial Countries and Peoples. 

The Security Council iacludeii the question in it.s agenda at the 101kOth meeting 

(22 July) and invited the Ministers fo?, Foreign AKairs of Tunisia, Liberia and 

Sierra Leone, the Finance Minister of Madagascar and the Foreign Minister of Portugal 

to ta:;e part in th:.. discussix. 



On 30 July, venez,ue;a submitted amXIdments (S/5379) to the three-Power draft 

resolution, lrhich were accepted by the sponsors at the following meeting:. They ~~ ~ 

provided, inter alia, for replacing~the~terms!'condemns!~by "deprecates'!~, "is 

seriot?Qr endangeri&' by "is seriously disturbing", and "decides" by "requests", 

and they also changed the date "30 September 1963" to "31 October l$j". 

At the l@~th meeting, the Security Council adopted the draft rezolution as 

amended by 8 votes to none, lfith 3 abstentions (resolution l$O of 31 July l$y). 

At the request of twenty-nine African Member States (S/5460), the Security 

Council convened-on ; December 1.963 to consider the report of the Secretary-General 

(S/5448 and Add.l-3) pursuant t3 the resolutions adopted by thE Council 3n Sl~July. ----- 

The question was di szussed at the 1079th to 1Cggrd meetings from 6 to 

11 December. On 10 December 1563: Ghana introduced a draft resolution (S/rjkO) 

sponsored by Ghana, Morckco and the Philippines. By that draft resolution, the 

Council, among ather things, ~~oulcl express regret that the contacts initiated by 

the Secretary-General betlleen the representatives ,3f the Afkicw States rind Porl;ueal 

had not achieved the desired results; call upon all States t3 CDLI~J~?: with 

resolution 160 of 31 July 1963; deprecate the non-compliance of tht G~3vernmc-nt ~4 

Portugal with that resolution; reaffirm the interpretation ,3i' Ec~li'-determin~~tion as 

laid Down in General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV); exprc~s tl:c- l~~licl" lkat action 

by the Government of Portugal to Zrant amllesty %O all pei'so11s imprisoned. 3r exiled 

Tz~r advxating self7. -1etermination in the Trr-p%tories would! bfr on cvi3rllcc- 3~' its 

,;~od iaith; a.113 request the Secl*etar, 7r-ckllti'a.1 IL, c!~3112;iilL!e 'I!iS c-l"i':,y-Le F!Il;l i.t:p:)l'-i; tg 

the Council by 1 June l'$i:. 

At its lC&3rd meeting, the Council Voted sepai'atcl;! on operative pni'? ;r~l'h j, 

~rl~frebg' the Councj.1 would :leprc-cats- the no17 -~~omplioncc 3f ti?C G~-Nci’n!~icllt CBP’ F:rt;ug:al 

\:i'cll res*;llution 180 ol' 31 Jul::, a13 &*Q~Jt& -t,llE p:~.i’~.~~tLpi! ii:; j V-kc:S -tr ,  1!3ilt:, v!itll 

4 a.bstc3lti 011s. It then pr3cp'eded t- 7 v3te on the :lrai't resolution ;I.; 2, r:lLL,li c,.l;d 

a~:qAxA. it by 10 '/1%C:S 'CC) 11one, Ilit 1 Fbstcntioil (~ES3llItiOl: l;I;j :I‘! 

11 Dcccrnbcr 1::,>3). 

011 “2 1.Ia.y 1$4, tilt Sccrct,?i-y-Ccricl'al i7c:p~sitc.d. 'to LilL SLcurit:: Cow:?il. 

(s/:,-(f' / ) -t1E't up to -tl!?t :!z:Lc hc hrc! 1l~P-t ?.'fCEi~IEd .gi;,r i!3?~~2yp&,i'~j1 j.'pyy -tli.r 

(; ~VLC’lj!;li iI-i; Oi’ POi’LLl.;;al Cu1;c~:~llii~. ;ll!!; Z tipZ i-L llr:;! .I.Llj;L!. i 3 ilil;~lcl::c;, t 11!, 

resoll!t~iOr1S of t11e collllcil. Tll~ Stcl,~-i:ri'~r-Grl1~~,a3. W;!S ill ~~:ll~sul-i:~Li:)~, wi-ti; the 

G3vel'nrne.n~L ,sf por.tu;~;al. p,c:l. ‘il;rz ‘l’ejIi’ESr!i tilt.ILVc_ S >t_’ ‘t.!;c- Al’r i c’2.I~1 :;tntcc I’E, ;:!l’clill:m~; t,11c- 



pg,rsihilit:,r sl t;l:fz tCd.ZiS WtTween the3 ?xir;; csntinuc-5, but TJ2.S not wt ix e < 

position t9 rcp3rt nny positive devclspments. 

The Security Council resumed consideratian 3i' the item ot its 1250th meeting 

on h Iizwcmbcr 1$5 -x-I the basis of letters dated 22 July l$, ;s 1”rm i;hc- 

TEprC :1_1Ztati-<,es 3i thirty-lx3 Member States (S/6535) and 15 October 1555 frsrn the 

reprcscn%ativc; sf Liberia, ikk;ascar, Sierra Lexe and Tunisia (S/67';1), 11.33; 

addrkssed t3 the Prcsicient of the Security Council. 

The Prisidcnt, witl: the csnsent 3< the Council, invited the reprcsentativcs 3il 

Liberia, Tunisin, liodn;gscar, Sierrc Le3n~ and Tsrtugal ts participate in the 

discussion. Discussi,x VES continued zt the 1265th t3 12GC;th meetings 3n 

22 sllli 23 Ibvember. 

I5t the 1265tii meeting, c joint draft resdutiC)n VL\S suhmittd by the Ivor: 

Coast, J*zrdcn, Liberia, Malaysia, Sierra Leone rind Tunisia (S/@53/Rev.l) an< at 

the 126-i th meetice the President informed the Council that Idedag;oscar hacl requested 

th,zt it Lc a&k: t3 the list 3f sponssrs (S/5$53/kdd.l). 

At t!lcl lfG3th xeting, the representative 3L1 Uruguay presented amendrm3ts 

(S/2$5) tJ tiie joi:lt <lrQF ,+t resslution lrhich as wnlly revise3 by him pr,ovideci f3r 

(1) the su?,stitutix 31 the WSrcls "seri3usly clisturbs" fc)r the ~3rd "ends.ngers" 

in tile i'irst operetive paragraph, and (2) the dEleti311 3P tx3 operative perag-a&s, 

cnllinc upon all States t.3 cxnply wit!1 per agrapl? 6 ol" resolution lc0 o-f Jl July 1563 

and ts take all necessary measures t3 prevent the sale and shipment ZL equipment 

E!I~ materials for the manufacture and maintenzlce sf arms and smmunitiJns in 

Pztu,al and the Territories uncler PortugUese administratisn. In their place the 

amcndmcnt przwirlcci fsr a nex operative paragraph under wl:ich the Council 17ould 

reqtlest all States to refrain forthwith fwr,,r,l offering the Portuguese Garcmment 

any assistance rlhich would ena!,le it to csntinue its repression of the people 3i 

the Twritxies under its administratix~, and t&i all the necessary measures t.3 

prevent the sale an3 supply ,sf arms and military equipment t3 the Portuguese 

Government i"sr this purp'>se, including the sale and shipment 310 equipment and 

materials f.sr the manufacture 2nd maintenance 3i" arms en3 sxmunition ta he used in 

the Terri.kories Under Pxtuguese administrction. 

At the saw meetirp f,;l, the SecUrit;r Csuncil v&ed separately 3n the tiJ3 

2l~eilfiYElltS b:: UrUzUZy. The first snlend!::ent was adopteci hy 10 votes t3 none, with 

1 2bStcl?ti3n, 2nd the secon:l b;,; 2 vstes to rime, :iitil j abstentions. 
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At the request qf the representative of Uruguay a separate vote ws also taken 

an an operative paragraph of the joint draft resolutionwhich called ~upon all States 

to take all the necessary me asures either ~separately 3r collectively to boycott all 

Portuguese imports and exports.. It was rejected by 4 votes to none, witll 

7 abstentioss,~ 

The Security Council then voted on the joint draft resolution as amended by 

the inclusion of the amendments of Uruguay and with the deletion of an operative 

paragraph. The seven-Power draft resolution was adapted by 7 votes to rime, with 

11. abstentions (resolution 21.8 of 23 November 1965). Under its operative par3, the 

Security Council (1) affirmed that the situation ‘resulting from tile p.oiiCics oi 

Portugal both as regards the African population of its co,! mies and the nci@bouring 
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its repression *>f the people of the Territories under its administration, and -take 

all the necessary measures -t9 ~prevent the sale and supply of arms and military 
- 

equipment to the Portuguese Government fsr this purpose, including the sale and 

shipment of- equipment and materials far the manufacture and maintenance of Qrms 

and ammunition to be used in the Territwies under Portuguese~administrati%~; 

(7) requested all St a es t lx infxrm the Secretary-General on whatever measures were 

undertaken towards implementation Df para(:raph 6 of the present resolution; and 

(8) requested the Secretary-General to ensure X1x implementation of the przvisiws 

or" thir resolu!i,x, ta-provide -such assistance 3s he miGht- doem necessary and t9 

report ix the Security Council not later than 30 June l$G. 

57 ’ THE QUESTION OF RACE CONFLICT IN SOUTH AFRICA RESULTING 3'ROI\I THE 
POLICIES OF APA,RTHEID OF THE G~VIZRNMENT 0~ TE wPm3rm-2 OF SOUTH 
AFRICA: LETTER DATED 11 JULY 1$3 ADDRESSED TO TllE PRESIDENT OF 
TIIC SECURITY COUNCIL BY Tm REPRESEI'JTATIVES OF THIRTY-TWO lQMBER 

STATES 



A draft resolution -(S/5304 and Corr.1) was submitted by Ghana, Morocco and-the 

phiiippincs under the cprrative paragraphs of which the Council wolld: (1) strongly 

deprecate the policies of South Africa in its perpetuation of racial discrimination 

as being inconsistent with the principles contained in the Charter of the United 

Nations and coritrk?y toitsK oblijgations as a Member State; (2) call upon the 

Government of Ssuth Africa to abandon its policies of apartheid and discrimination 

as called for in Security Council resolution 134 of 1 April 1960, and to liberate 

al.1 persons imprisoned, interned or subjected to other restri&ons-for- having 

oppsosed the policy of apartheid; (3) call upon all States to boycott all South 

African goods and to refrain from exporting te South Africa strategic materials 

of direct military value; (4) call p u on all States to cease forthwith the sale and 

shipment of arms, ammunition of all types and military vehicles t2 South Africa; and 

(5) request the Secretary-General to keep the situation in South Africa under 

*observation and to report to the Security Council by 30 October l$y. 

At its 1056th meeting, the Security Council voted on the draft resolution. 

paragreph 3 was voted upon separately receiving 5 votes to none with 6 abstentiJ,ns, 

rind failed to be adopted. The remainder of the draft resolution was adopted by 

9 votes in favour, none against, with 2 abStentiOnS (resoluticnl81 of 7 August,1$3). 

The third report of the Special CommitteE on the Politics of Apartheid of the - 
(;ovc~rnment of the Republic of South Africa (S/54-26 and Add.i-2) was submitt(;:d on 

13 Scptc-mbtr 1563. On 11 October 1963, the Secretary-Genera.1, in pUrSU?lIJc:P oE’ 

1~soluti 3n 181, submitted a report (S/5438 and Add.l-6) to the Council which 

contained rcplics by South Africa and other States to his request, for inf'orm:~tion 

~1' thr. j mplcmentati~r: of tile resulutiou. 

Cl1 Ff:; Octohcr, thirty-two African and Asian Statcr, rcqucstod (S/5411,: and Alld, 1) 

tl:t SI-curity Counsil t-1 consirler urgently the Sccr~tar,y-(;enr-r~Il's report of 

11. Octol~Er. They puinttd out that tllr- rt?action ?i' t,lm South Afi'i can Covernm~nt to 

:Jc curity Council rec.~lution lt;l of 7 Au!:,ust had ken compltt~ly negativt an;! that 

.t)it sii,untS on 5 1~ the rourkry Fad. hem cxaccrhnted by I*ec:elrt dtvt :LU~IFII t8 t!r12 . 

Tl~t (.hUiJr.‘il j.iErl‘l\ rst?‘!. the itEm at thl- 107jrd to 10’(%t)l !ricrltilJgC. ?lr-I:? :)C’tv!t-eJ, 

ilovr~~;l~c:r :JIILI I t Dl-cl;mbc-r . ,'i 

C,IJ :; ),I C’CI-11bc-1’ , iJor?Yc?.,i subnf~t.z.Cd kl ri1'Lti't rc:scJlUti 111 (S/~liC~,l) I_)!; vrllir*ll t.llC 

cw.lllc:il, j 1: t. r I alia ] ::9,ul:i : (1) ?L'D'- :!I Lo (111 St,,- i;ts i*J c:clllp,l~~ v/j. 11: l’~;~‘Jl.u’Li~Jrl i!ri! 

,~f~’ -( ,L\,jfm<uE’LY, (2 ) L!r{:kyI!.t,ly 1‘?1lIIf S-t t,li( (;ClVc-ClIlliJHl:t of' -i;)~r Rck,u\,ljc of Soutl~ Afl.ica 
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to cease forthvlith its continued impnosition of discriminatory-and repressive 

measures which wcrc a violation of the- Charttr and of the Uni-Jersal Declaration of 

Human Rights; (3) ~~ condemn the non-compliance of the Government of the Republic 

of South-Africa klith app~ols~contained~in -the General-Assembly and Security Council 

resolutions;p(k~again call upon the Government of SogtkAfrica to release-~all~-~ ~ 

persons imprisoned, interned or subjected ta other restriction for their opposition 

to apartheid; (5) call p u on all States to cease forthwith tllr salec and sllipmcnt of 

equipment and materials for the manufacture and maintenance of arms and alrmunition 

in the Republic; (6) request the Secretary-General to establish under his direction :I 

a group Jf recognised experts to examine methods of resolvin ,L: the presc;nt situation ~ 

in South Africa through full, peaceful and orderly application of' humal~ ri~$tc and z 

fundamental freedoms to all inhabitants, regardless or raw, colsur or creed, and 

to consider what part the United Nations might play in thr; achievement of that end; 

(7) invite tht G.wernrnent of South Africa to avail itself of the assistance. 3s the 

group in order to bring about the desired peaceful transformation; and (H) lquest 

the Secretary-General to COrJtinUf to keep the situation under observation an3 to 

report t-2 the Security Council not later th?n 1 June l# 317 tile implem~ctation of 

tik re;;:~lution, 

At the 1072th mEeting, the Norwegian draft resDlul;ion was adopted unanimously 

(resolution 1% of 4 December 1.563). 

Cn 20 April 1564, the Secretary-General circulnttiLl. his r(spf?rt (S/',i;5ti 2nd 

Corr.1 2nd Add.l-5) to the Security Ccuncil on the implimcritation 01' resolution 182 

of 4 December 1563. It c3ntoined the text of a reply datFd 5 Ii’Cbi-Ur:ry f?Clrl tlls 

Government lf South Ai’rica, describing tilt: S~cu~'i,Ly Coullcil resolution of < December 

as an "unparall~-ied attwnpt at deliberate ilit~irf'C-r~1~cL-" :ir! tili: i:ltcr1;,7i jf'S3irC of 

the Republic of South AFrica, aLd statin? tha-t aIuly form oi' CCI-~~~,llt~i'5,tiOIl with t1y.e 

gr9LIp or expFrts V!ElS out 01' i;l?C quc-sti311 . 1-i; also cor~tai II'. ~1 1.111: rcp3rt of -thi 

c_r.i’ 0 C\ 1J . rater, ttiL Sccrctary-Ccn~rnl trnnzmittc3 rtpli~..:: (:2/ 4,i;',?/kilk~L.1-~~) f.~wm 

r'kmber States nn thF- i:iiplr;rnc-ctatioli of the at,otr,-!I:~l!tiv:IL-;l 1'C sc?llltiun , 

cdl 50 ti[JYil 1';“;Li ? I f'if'-il,r-ci:_:l:t cl~lc:rai;i ~1-i~ i.(.quCCtc:1 t,).l :;ccvi~i-t;y cou!lcil 

(S/$(4 ) 'to I'l:sl,f!1[- con;iIjcl~3ti:'T! o:r -t11r SC~ ITi:lll:; c.it.u:,ti c!l (:x-i st.il:i': it, Soutl: &yi cc? 

iI tll*l lirThf., rJf’ 5,11~- r,:pa:;l’t pr~Ea.?-i t,C.;l l:;[ t,llf :.itm C:I’C. ~i.~l.~y-i;rl;ci’l?l Ol,;i t,ilc i:r-.:j ‘2 

:ikv~1~21 r::c:;tc it: :J~l~iyll p,j'l*i ('7 7 pcS1't.i c 'i;lm:-li'j,\r .b!:c i.:!l\./.ci i#i~J,, ',I' ~J::L'ili S;(.Ii~~.C[,C'b s 01, 2. 

iiUlll/J~.i' :,I' Jli'yic-317 c0j.3 .t.j ~31 Ii :':jr-!-:- . 
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-On 8 June, the Security Council met to resume consideration of the question, ~ 

rlhich it discussed at the 1127th to 1135th meetings held between 8 and 18 June. 

It had before it two further reports by the Special Committee dated 23 March -1964 

(S/5621) and-25 May-1964 -(S/5717). ~' ~ m~PP ~ 

At the-opening meeting, Morocco introduced a draft resolution (S/5752)~ ~~~~~~ p-1 

sponsored jointly with the Ivory Coast which, as subsequently revised by its 

SpOllSOr~ , pryvided that the Security Council should: urge the South African 

Government to renounce the execution of the persons sentenced t1 death 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 Le defendants in the Rivonia trial; invite all the States to 

exert thtir influence SD as to induce the-South African G,overnment to comply with 

the resolution; and invite the Secretary-General to follow closely the 

implementation of the resolution and t3 report to the Security Council thereon. 

At the 118th meeting, the draft resolution, as revised, was adopted by 

7 votes to none, with 4 abstenti:ons (- resolution 130 of 9 June 1~64). 

On 16 Julie ) I.,rway submitted a draft resolution, co-sponsored by Bolivia 

(S/57';',). Under its operative part, the Security Council would, inter alia: 

condew? the apartheid policies of tile Govertlment of the Republic of South A-frica; 
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study and report to thti Council as to the feasibility, effectiveness and 

implications of measures which could, as appropriate, be taken by the Council 

under the Charter; and would authorize the expert ccmmittee to request all 

United-JJationsMembers to submit their vigk~s on sgch measures.tp it not-later than 

30 November. The C6mmittee would ckplete its-report-not later than thllee months 

thereafter. The Council would also invite the Secretary-General, in consultaticn 

with appropriate specialized agencies, to establish an education and training 

programme for the purpose of arranging for education and lxaininf; abroad for 

South Africans. Finally,.the Council would reaffirm its call upon all States 

to cease the sale and shipment to South Africa of arms, ammunition, military 

vehicles and equipment and materials for the manufacture ~3 maintenance ~2 arms 

and ammunition in South Africa, and would request all Membelj States to take such 

steps as they deemed appropriate to persuade the Government of South i,frica to 

comply with the resolution. 

At the 1135th meeting, the Council adopted the joint draft resolution by 

8 votes to none, with j abstentions (resolution 191 of 13 June l(l&). 

In a reply (S/5%7) dated 13 July to the Secretary-General's letter 

transmitting resolution 190 of ? June lT&, the representative of South Afllica 

stated that his Government regarded the resolution as constituting intervention by 

the United Nations in the judicial processes of a Member State and, tllerefore, as 

ccmpletely illegal. 

Gn 25 August the Secretary-General sulxnitted 1i-i.s repoTt (S/5913) cn the 

implementation of CcuncTl resolution lyr3 of 9 June lF54. He recalled the reply 

of the Ruth African Government in its letter of lj July and transmitted ths 

replSes received frcm thirty-five other States in connexlon x,:j th the implementation 

& tile resolution. 
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On 27 February 1965, the Expert Ccmmittee ccmposcd of the 1564 merabeys of 

the Security-Council and established -in pursuance ~ofthe Council resolution 191 

of 18 June~l($4 submitted to ~the Council a report (s/6210) cn the feasibility, 

effectiveness, and implications of measures which could, as ~appropriate, be--~ 

taken by the Security Council under the United Nations CharteA- 

On 16 June and 10 August respectively, the Special Committee on the Policies 

of Apartheid of the Government of the Republic of South Africa submitted two 

further reports to the Council (s/6453 and s/6605). On 2 August, thirty-two 

African States requested the convening cf the Security Council (S/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 frcm Liberia, Madagascar, Sierra Leone and Tunisia 

for participation in the Council's discussion of the questicn (s/6791). Hmever, 

on 22 November, they requested the President of the Cciuncil to defer consideration 

of the question to a later date in view of the sericus situation then prevailing 

in Southern Rhodesia and its implications with regard to the question of 

apartheid (~/6y64). 

(See related item 40 above.) 

55. QUESTIO~J CONCE~KG TIIE SITUATIO~J I>J sourmrm RHODESIA: 
LETTERS DATED 2 AND j0 AUGUST 1963 ADDRESSED TO THE 
PRESIDENT OF 'IX5 SECURITY COUHCIL ON BEHALF OF THE 

REPRESENTATIVES OF THIRTY-Tk!O I4EMBER STATES 

By ~1 letter oi" 2 August 1963 (S/5];52) the representatives of Ghana, Ci~inea, 

I:lorocco and the United Arab Republic requested the Council to consider the 

situation in Southern Rhodesia. A memorandum submitted with the letter stated 
that it was clear that the United KingdLm Government cwrently possessed every 

alltllority necessai,y to effect the reforms Ilhicl; the United Nations had requested. 

If the United Kingdcm Goverrmont handed over i uncrnditionally , nlilita~;y ancl air 

force units and indeed all the attribi~tes CC scweyeignty ~ save its i-?cl:l%Ilal 

reco,;nitim 9 t9 -the Gwemmnt Gf ScrLtT,l!er’i! rdlyzlcsia as at plaesFnt coIl~t.itU.ted ~ 

then seYiC.iw ,.langer -t,~ 1:3Yld peace TIC.L:~C~ b~j1gjc. 

/.. .% 
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The-Council also had before it a report and a resolution (S/5337) adopted ~~~ 

on the question of Scuthern l?hodesia on 20 June 1363 by the Special Cax~ittee on 

the Siluation with regard to the Implementation of the Ceclarstion cn the Granting 

of Independence-to Colonial Countries and Peoples. 

On ~30 August-, the ChargG d'Affaires 02 th5 CtingO (Brazzaville), iti a 

letter (S/5409) on behalf of twenty-eight African States, pledged those States' 

suppor_t for the f'our-Po~~~~r letter of 2 August. 

The Security Council included this question in its agenda on 9 kptember and 

invited representatives of Mali, Tanganyika, Uganda and the United Arab Republic 

to participate in the discussion of the question. The question was discussed at 

the 1064th to 1069th meetings frcm 9 to 15 September. 

On 11 September, a draft resolution (S/5425/Rev.l) was submitted by Ghana: 

Morocco and~the Philippines. Under hit the Council would: invite the United 

Kingdcm Government not to transfer to its colony of Southern Rhcdesia as at 

.- 

present governed any powers or attributes of sovereignty until ths establishment 

of a government fully representative of all the inhabitants of the colony; 

further invite the United Kingdcm Government not to transfer to its colony of 

Scuthern Rhodesia the armed Forces and aircraft as envisaged by the Central 

African Conference > 1563; invite the Government of the United Kingdim to implement 

the General Assembly resolutions on the question of Swthern Rhodesia, in 

particular General Assembly resolutions 1747 (XVI) of 23 .Juce 1562 and 1760 (XVII) 

of 31 October 1962; and request the General Assembly to continue its c::a:.rinntiun 

of the question cf Southern Rhcdesia wit!: a vie?! to securing a ,j~ust an('! lastin{; 

settlement. 

The Ccuncil proceeded to vote on 13 September, when 8 votes wr;-'re cast in 

favour of the draft, 1 against, with 2 abstenticns. The draft resolut-,;cx~ zas 

n5-t adopted since t!le negative v,:lte had ke!? cast l:ly a pcs'l;!anent I!IC-~II~L'L'I' ,.l:r the 

Ccuncil. 

I... 
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On 21 Apri- 1$5> the representatives of thirty-five African States requested 

(~/62?4 and Add. I) IT-t;1 1e convening of an urgent meeting of the Council to examine 

the very serious situation existing in Southern fihodesia, In the attached 

memorandum it ws state~d that, c&spite the relevant ~resoiut,ions~~oJ -the- General 

Assembly, -the efforts -of- the Special Ccmmittee and theP$ccl:etary-General -and the 

repeated appeals made by the African Heads 01 State and Government, the United 

Kingdcm had done nothing to apply the principles of the Declaration on the 

Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples to its ctilony of 

Scuthern l3hcdesia. Their .Goverqen$s- \/ere profoundly disturbed a$ &he continuing 

deterioraticn of the situaticn in the Territory, resulting in particular frcm the 

intensification of the repressive measures directed against the African 

nationalist leaders. The recent decision to hold elections cn the basis of the 

Ccnstitution of 1961 \!as a~ challenge to the United Nat$cns and to the Qrganization 

of African Unity. The threats of the so-called Prime Minister of the Tc-rritory 

to proclaim independence without regard i’o~ the opinicn of the African inhabitants 

were creating a dangerGus situaticn wllich cwstituted a threat to international 

peace and security. In the circumstances, and in view of the passivity of the 

United I(inC;dcm Gove!‘nk;k , an urgent IiEeting of the Council must be held with a 

view to taking the meilsures required to put an end to the danecrow trend of the 

situation. 



Southern Rhodesia, as at present governed, any of the powers or attributes of 

sovereignty, but to promote its attainment of independence by a democratic system 

of government in accordance with the aspirations of the majority of the population; 

(6) further request the Unitedl~ingdcm 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 possibkdate-might be set fos 

independence ; and -(7) decide to keep the question of Southern Rhodesia on its 

agenda. - - ~I-.-. 

Amendments (S/6332/R ev.1) were submitted to the draft resoluticn by-the USSR, 

Tlhereby operative paragraphs 3 and I! should be replaced-by--a request to the United 

Kingdcm to canceLthe elections setfor 7 14ay on the basis of the 1961 Constitution 

and paragraph 5 would be modified to the effect that t!ie United Kingdcm wculd be 

requested to take the necessary measures for the imme3iate grantin@ of independence 

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 adopted the joint draft 

resolution by 7 votes in favow, with I! abstentions (resolution 202 of 6 May 1965). 

The Security Coiuncii resumed consideration of the item at its 1257th meeting 

on 12 November 1965 on the basis of letters dated 11 November frcm the 

representative of the United Kingdcm (S/& ) , 10 and 11 November irol:~ the 
President of the General Assembly (S/65?7 and s/G~cF,), 11 November frcm the 

representatives of thirty-five Member States (S/6902) and 11 November Ercm the 

representatives of twenty-two Member :Lltatcs (S/6903), all addressed to the 

President of the Security Council. 

At the 1257th meeting, the Presidenl, I!ith the consent of the Council, 

invited the representatives of Algeria, India, Pakistan, Ghana, Zz~ul~ia, Sierra 

Leone, Senegal, Mali, Tanzr,lia and Ni;;w%a, and at the i25~.1;1! and 1259th meetings 9 

the representatives of Guinea and Ethiopia ,' pursuant to thejr l'equects, ta 

participate wLthcv.-t vote in tile discussion e 

In nccordancc with tllc proposal of Jol-clan at -t!li;l 1.2‘7tll I!lw-tin;; 3 -1.i IcJ C o~~\i~~ C i 1 

invited the Governments CX PrJrtugal an<1 tile kp~LLi c 0.r :;Outl? Afri Cil. to be 

u-p?esejitecl at 'cik lwe'c. 11kg:s ~2' iile C:LI!I!C':~ 1. ~42 -the ql~es-t.j on. 

I... 
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At the 1258th~mecting Jordan introduced 3 draft resolution (~~/@?l/Iiev.l) 

which was adopted by 10 votes to ~~nnc, with 1 abstention (resolution 216 01 

12 November 1965). In that resolution the Security Council (1) decided to 

condemn the ~unilateral aeclaratfon ~of?indqxendence made by- a rslcist minority in 

Southern Rhodesia; Andy (2~) decided to call u.pon all States not. to rcco~ilize the 

illegal racist minority r&gime in S~uthelw Bhodesia and to refrain W-XII rendering 

any assistance to that illegal r&Giine. 

At the- 1259th and 1260th meetings (13 November) the Wited Kingdom and t,he ~~ - ~~~~-~ 

Ivory Coast submitted draft resolutions (S/6928 a>&Y$?q!$2S,). -Under the operative _--_ ___- 

paragraphs of the iJni*ted Kingdom draft l:esolution (S/028), the Security Ckuncil 

would : (1) refuse to-retiognize the~unilatcral declaraticnmofmindependence by the 

former r&&me in Swl&ern _rih_o?-esia ag~liaving any legal validity; (2) reiterate 

its call to all States to refuse to recognize the illegal and unconstitutional 

r&me in Southern Nxdesia; (3) call upon 311 States to refrain from any action 

which could give aid and ccmfort to that rdcime, and in particular to refrain 

A-cm supplying arms ) equipment, or war niate~*ial to it; and (II-) call UpCOn 311 

States to lend 911 necessary assistance and support to the United 1Un:;dcm 

Government i.1 making effective the measures tal:en by that Government, including 

the financial and eccncmic measures, to bring the rebellion in SWtllelW @lodesi 

to an end. 

/ . . . 



crushed alld_la~r~al?cl-~ordcr~established 3.n that African territory; -( 7) dmaI~c1, ful-they 

that majority rule be established in the territcwy on the principle of’ “one man, 

one vote”; (3) call ufion al1 States to enforce cn the illegal r&&me in Southern 
- ~~ 

Rhodesia a ccmpletc interruption of econcmic relations, including an embargo 

cn ~supplies~ UT oil-and petroleum -products, and-of rail, sea ,- air, postal, 

telegaphic , radio and other means of ccmmunication and severance of diplcmatic 

and consular relations i in accordance with Article 41. of the- Charter; -(y) decide 

to tal;e al1 the~~en~o~~cement measures provided for- under-Articles ,k2 and -43 of 

the Charter afgiiist the racist rn.nor$ty settler -regime;--and- (10) author*i ze the __.~L _ ~---- .- 
Secretary-General to ensure the immediate implementation of’ this resolution and 

to report as soon as possible. 

The Security Council continued its consideration of the item at t!le 

12Glst to 1355th meetings, on 15, 16 9 17 I l?- and 20 November 1(,‘65. - 

In additicn to the twelve .representatives previously invited ~ the 

representatives of flauritania, the Gambia) Jamaica, Scmalia and the :;udan vepe 

invited by the Pilesident at the L261st and 1263rd meetings, with the ccnsent of 

the Council, pursuant to their requests, to participate in the discussion. 

The Governments of the Republic of South Africa and Portugal, in lette;*s 

dated 15 November (S/635 and S/Gg3!3) 11-a ac c I essed to the Secretary-General, expressed 

Zhcir regret at not beinS in a position to accept the invitation of the Council to 

be represented et the d?scussion of the item for reasms explained in t!!eir 

respective letters. 

/ , . . 



shculd put an end to it and that its continuance In time constitutccl 3 tkreat to 

international peace and security; (2) reaffirmed its resolution 216 *y; 

12 November 1965 and General Assembly resolution 1511: (XV) of 14 Cece111bc~ 1$60; 

(5) condemned the usurpation of polrer by a racist settler minority in Sscthern 

Rhr,desia and regarded the declaration of independence by it as having no legal 

validity; (4) called upon the United Kingdom Government to quell this rebellion 

of the racist minority; (5) further called upon the United Kingdcm Government to 

take all other appropriate measures rrhich Vould prove effective in climinatin,rr 

the aut'norlty of the usurpers and in bringing the minority r4gime in Southern 

Eihodesia to an immediate end; (6) called upon all States not ts recognise this 

ilkGal authority and not to entertain any diplcmatic or other relations with this 

ille,?al authority; (7) called upon the United Kingdcm Government, as the uorking 

of the Constitution of 1961 had broken dovln, to take immediate measures in order 

to allolz the people of Southern Rhcdesia to determine their own future consistent 

with the obJectives of General !'.ssembly resolution 1514 (XV); (8) called upon all 

States to refrain frcm any action which Trould assist and encourage the illegal 

r&ime and, in particular, to desist i"rcm providing it with arms, equipment and 

military material, and to do their utmos-t in order to break all econcm-ic relations 

with Southern Fhcdesia, including an embargoon oil and petroleum products; 

(9) called upon the United Kingdcm Govcrrment to enforce urgently and rlith vigour 

all the measures it had announced, as well as those menticned in paragraph 3 

above; (10) called upcn the Organizaticn of African Unity to do all in its powr 

to assist in the implementaticn of this resolution, in conformity rritil Chapter VIII 

of the Charter; and (11) decided to keep the question under review in order to 

examine what other measures it might deem necessary to take. 

In a letter dated 7 April 1966 (S/7235) the United Kingdom requested the 

President of the Security Council to convene an emregency mee'iing of the Ccuncil 

that afternoon to consider the situation arising frcm the arrival in Ceira of an 

oil tanker tlhich might result in substantial supplies of oil reaching Iillodesia in 

rzontravention of the oil embargo imposed by his Government in accordance with the 

Council's resolution 217 of 20 November 1765. 

In the light of that reqwst, the Security Ccuncil resumed its consideraticn 

of the question at the 1276th and 12773-1 meetings on $ April 1565. 

/ . . . 
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At the 1276th meeting ,~~lce~~ep~-e~esentat-ives_of Sierra Leone and Algeria ,-and 

at the 1277th meeting the representative of Kenya, were invited by the President, 

with the consentof the Council, to participate in the discussion. At the 

1277th meeting, the representative of Greece was also invited, upon his request, 

to make a statement. 

At the 1276th meeting, the United ICinGdcm submitted a draft resolution 

(S/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 resultin situation constituted a threat to the peace; (2) call upon the 

Portuguese Government not to permit oil to be pumped through the pipeline frcm 

Beira to Rhodesia; (3) -call-upon the Portuguese Government not to receive at ~~~ ~~ ~_ 

Eeira oil destined for Rhcdesia; (4) call upon all States to ensure the diversion 

of any of their vessels reasonably believed to be carrying cil destined for 

Rhcdcsia which might be en route for Beira ; and (5) call upon the Government 

of the STnitcd Kingdom to prevent by the use of force if necessary the arrival at 

Beira of vessels reasonably believed to be carrying oil destined for Rhodesia, 

and empower the United Kingdcm to arrest and detain the tanker known as the 

Joanna V upon her departure frcm Eeira in the event her oil cargo was discharged 

there. 

At the same meeting Uganda introduced joint amendments (S/721:2) by Mali, 

Nigeria and Uganda to the United KinGdan draft resolution, lhe amendments wot~.ld 

insert ko new paragraphs after the firs-i; preambular paragrfaph: "Noting that 

econcmic measures have fa-iled to produce the desired political results” and 

“Dee?& concernc~ at tile reports that oil has been reaching &odesia”; in 

operative paracrapi! 1, delete the TIords “th,3 resulting: situ&i Oil” and insert “the 

situation prevo$lin@ in Zouthern Rhode,sia” and rd’ter the word “peace” add “and 

security"; insert t:if? fol1ewi.n~ paragi’apll aI”-l;er operative paragraph 5; : "Calls upon --- 
t!le Government (of S~:u-kl! Africa to take all, measures necessary to pi'event the supply 

of oil to sol.‘Llls1~!l r&odesSa”; delete 6pe?rative paragraph 5 and ?:cp’laclz it by the 

fOl.~~;~7il!~ paTa(:L’n?jj!:;: “Calls up’.,11 the Government vf tllc Uni-Led 
--- 

~;iil;:f~iCl;l 'if-~ prevent 

by al-1 lIiC~115 il-~c!A~l~n:’ Ll1e llSIy Of I’g.vr:c-; t.1l.e t2’?inspcll’tFlt~i c!n 5 r-t9 ::rrutrl:r:~~‘ll Hl~cll?sf:, 

CJi’ r,i 1 !:lIL ot,l!l ‘.;’ l:!~‘:l’r.-i l:!I?r]j se a11ij e[:,ncJ\/crs -t!lc Tjll7 'tecl ICilly;cjf-)il t::, 't3!:c I:lC8CUl’C:: 

:rleccSSaI’y ” J1’ hh? i!rlfitfl:i E(‘!,” ~I:,pl~~j,lr~?1.l;n-:-; ‘-.I-) :-,f tJl:i :: :rc7c-1l.i~itj ,~,!?“; “Cabl:; 1!poll all -I_- 

/  
.  I  .  
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States to apply measures for the complete interruption of economic relations and 

;;f communications with the settler minority regime and any other mans in 

conformit.y with Articles Lkl and 42 of the Charter"; and "Calls upon the United 

Kingdom-Government to employ all measures including -the-use of armed force to 

bring doFIn the settler minority~ regime in Rhodesia and to~impltllnellt~forthr?ith 

resolution 1514 (XV) of the General Assembly". 

At the 1277th meet;ing the Council voted on the joint amendments (S/7243) 

and the United Kingdom draft resolution (S/72%/Rev~~l). 

The amendments to the preamble, to operative paragraph 1 and for the 

insertion of a new paragraph after operative paragraph 3, received 7 votes in 

favour, none against, with 8 abstentions and were not adopted since they had not 

received the required majority. 

The amendmwts to replac,: operative paragraph 5 and to add two new operative 

paragraphs at the end of the draft resolution also failed of adopticjn, receiving 

6 votes in favour, none against, with (I abstentions. 

The United Kingdcm draft resolution was then adopted by 10 votes to nono, 

+Iith 5 abstentions (resolution 221 of 9 April 1966), 

The Security Council considered the q.uestion further at its 12'7:)th thrcugh 

1285th meetings, held between 17 and 23 i&y l$G, GII the basis of a 13equest made 

in a letter to the Psesident of the Ccuncil dated 10 Iblay lg66 (s/'7285 and Add.2) 

from thirty-two Member States. Fursua?t to their requests, the ~-~~J.tW~~l't~tiVC?S 

of India, Pakistan, Zambia, Senegal, Algeria and Sierra Leone were invi-ted to 

pnrticipa.te, without vote, in the discussicn. 

Before the Council was a draft resolut.iGn submitted nn 11 Lioy .t‘y :,i:ili, I:‘igeri:l 

rind Uganda (S/7285/Adll. 1) , under the operx’tive part of which the C’r.unci 1 wcxld: 

(1) iiet m-mine that thu situation in Gouthern RhGdesia continued tcj cr:nst,itute ;I 

threat to <k~ternat.ionnl peace and security; (2) call upon :x11 :;-t:3.-%~c tc\ uj.:L~ly 

measures with B viw to the complete severance of econcmic relations and 

cc~rrn:ll.nj.ca.t.ions wj,th Fkuthern Tthoclesia. in accordonce VI ith Artic1.e h 3 ci’ the Cllar~-ter; 

(3) invite the Iwtuguc-se ant1 Zutli A.L’~,iwn !;overr~me~lts, in 1);11'.i:icul,,~:, ?.u l..:jl:~ 

for !,hj i-t):1 -the ~I~:(-c:~s;IL-~ mP;~sU~'tfs Unci~T AitiClc: hl ui’ the C!h:~~~-tr:r tc, s<:vor cconcqnjc 

1-~1~1~tions and collllllUniCY.t.iol’ls with C'c~uthcq-n lilw3~e:;i ;I : (11) w.lJ u’rcn 31-l !;t:lti;r,, 

rg1c.i. ppr’tic\!lasly the PortU~,ll~Fr and S0~1:i.h Al’l*icori C;oVcl~riluer&c, kc, i,:.~k~r LI I.:1 

I . . . 
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necessary measures to prevent the supply of oil and petroleum products to Southern 

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 air, sea or land forces, to 

prevent any supplies, including oil and petroleum products, from reaching Southern 

Rhodesia; (6) reaffirm the inalienable rights of the people of Southern Rhodesia 

to freedom 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 rkgime 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 a regime 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 regime in Southern Rhodesia and to ensure 

the irmnediate 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. LRTTER 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 Council 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 Turkish Cypriot communities, a legal 

distincticn was preserved between the two communities in order to maintain a 

balance between their rights and interests. The Treaty of Guarantee further 

empowered the United Kingdom, Greece and Turkey to intervene jointly or separately 

to preserve the state of affairs under the Constitution. In December 1963, the 

/ . . . 
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President of Cyprus proposed thirteen amendments to the Constitution. -These were 

immediately rejected by Turkey and the Turkish Cypriot leadership as altering 

the balance between the two communities. Thereafter the situation deteriorated 

rapidly and fighting broke out bet?!een armed grcups of Greek and Turkish Cypriots, 

~~ At the Council's lC85th~ meetingg(27 December),~ -the-item-was included in the ~ ~~~ :-__ 

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 byCyprus and stated that on 21-22 December the Greek 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, themeeting of the Council was-adjourned. 

Cn 13-January 1964, the Secretary-General informed the Council (S/5514) that ~~ 

the Government of Cyprus, in conjunction with the United Kingdcm, Greece and 

Turkey, had requested him to appoint a Personal Representative to observe the 

situation. On 17 January, he informed the Council (S/5516) that he had decilded 

to designate Lieutenant General P.S. Gyani as his Personal Representative to 

observe the progress of the joint peace-keeping operation undertaken in Cyprus 

by the United Kingdcm, Greece and Turkey, for an initial period extending to the 

end of February 1964. 
On 15 February, the TJnited Kingdom requested (S/5543) an early meeting of 

the Security Council to take appropriate steps to ensure that the dangerous 

situaticn in Cyprus could be resolved with full regard to the rights :lnd 

responsibilities of both Cypriot ccmmunities, as well as those of the Go\~ernment 

01' Cyprus and of the signatories to the Treaty of Guarantee. 

~/n the same day,, Cyprus urgently requested (S/5545) an omerl;enc*y meeting 

of' the Secur8ity Council to consider the increasing threst I'TOIII '.:'a~* pl'+aratic,ns 

and declarations oi' the Turkish Government, y!hich had made the d:_cn;:er c~I!' thy 

invasipn @f C~.T’Ll.; OhJ~0U.B i3nd hXlKh!~~~~t. 

'The Council c~sidered the matter c.t its 10'>4tli to IlO2nr.i meeti!.'Ts i'i*Llri 

17 Frbsuary ,tu 4 i.ial~cli l?i;4 . 

At the l@iith meeting (23 17ebruary) ,, the CcuIacil cle~~i~;l~cl t,ti invi-le 

i.iY . haul' Iznktash, 1 I.t-sicitr-nt C.i' .!.lif: 'lL!i~lTiSfl r.'r~Iu:iurl,3:! f~!ll:j~nl~yl,, i.0 p2:11<F- ;I x.1 Cjtc ~Il:kl2+, 

PP:l'cJre the count il, Llllrlei* ilU.lt ->:-I Ol' the ~i~oVisi~~l31 iUles 01’ 1b~‘C.C~~‘!.?li’P. 
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On 2 March, -~Boli_via, Brazil, Ahe Jvory~Coast, IJ;orocco- Andy Norway -submitted--- ~ ~~~ ~~ ~~ 

a draft resolution (S/5571) ,- the _oper~atiee-part of- which-provided that the Council 

wculd, inter alia: call upcn all Member States to refrain from any acticn or 

threat of acti& likely to worsen the situation in the sovereign Republic of 

Cyprus, or to endanger international peace; ask the Government of Cyprus, which 

had the responsibility for the maintenance and restoration of law and order, to 

take all additional measures necessary to stop violence and bloodshed in Cyprus; 

call upon the communities in Cyprus and their leaders to act with the utmost .~ 
restraint; recommend the creation, with the consent of the Government of Cyprus, 

of a United Nations peace-keeping force in Curus, the composition and size of 

the force to be established by the Secretary-General in consultaticn with the 

Governments of Cyprus, Greece, Turkey and the United Kingdcm, the commander 

of the force to be appointed-by the Secretary-General.and report to-him,- and 

the Secretary-General, who should keep the Governments providing the force fully 

informed, to repcrt periodically to the Security Council on its operation; 

reccmmend that the function of the force shculd be to use its best ei'forts to 

prevent a recurrence of fighting and, as necessary, to contribute to the 

maintenance and restoration of law and cwler and a return to normal conditions; 

recommend that the stationing of the force should be for a period of three mollths, 

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 Gcvertment of Cyprus; 

the Secretary-General might also accept voluntary contributions for that purpose; 

and rccc,mlnend further that the Secretary-General designate, in agreement with the 

f’cjur Guvernments, .a mediator, who shtiuld use his best endcuvours with the 

representatives of the ccmzunities and the four Governments, for the purpose of 

protr.o.l;ing a pcacef’ul solution and an afTreed settlement of the problem conl’ronting 

Cyr~rus, in accxrdance with the Charter of’ the !Jnited Mnti.cns, having in mind the 

vcll-Seine of' the people of Cyprus as a whole and the preservaticn of internatic.nal 

pcaCe 8.11~1 Se(Xl*i f:.y: the mdi>.tor .L’cj repor-i; periodi.caI.ly to the Secretar3r-Gener:~l 

cn his ef’fi‘orts. 

,’ . . 1 
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In a-report (S/55@) submitted on 29 February, the Secretary-General informed 

the Council that in the light of the views expressed by the Governments of Cyprus, 

Greece, Turkey and the United Kingdom, and of the discussions-in the Council, he 

intended to extend-General Gyani's mission after 29 February ~lr~an additional ~~ 

month, that period beingsubject- to such-changesas might becc.. necessary. 

In a report (S/5593 and Add.1) submitted to the Security Council on 12 March, 

the Secretary-General stated that he intended to establish the Force at an 

initial strength of abcXt 7,000. 

On 13.~March,~~TWkey infQrmedth_e_S~cSe_ta_ry-;eneral (S/5596) that oz ~~ 

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-la?r 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, to take-appropriate 

action. The Turkish force .to be sent to the island would o;;erate 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 situation and to expedite the dispatch of 

the United Nations Peace-Keeping Force to the island. 

On 13 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 llC3rd 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 (S/$01), the operative part of which provided that the Council would: 

reaffirm its call upon all Member States, in ccnformity with their obligations 

under the Charter of the United Nations, to refrain frcm any action or threat of 

action likely to worsen the situation in the sGvereign r\epublic of Cyprus or t.0 

endanger international peace; and request the Secretary-General to press on with 

his efforts to implement Security Council re.sGlution 1% of 4 I-larch 19% and 

request iiember States to co-opelqa-te Edith the S::cl-~tai.y-G~~neral to that end. 



-Attheesame meeting,~the~~SecurityCouncil unanimously adopted the five-Power 

draft resolution (resolution 187_f_13 March~l$4).~~ ~~~~~~~~~~ ~~ 
On25 March, the Secretary-General informed -the Councils (S/5573/Add.3) that, 

with the agreement of the Governments of Cyprus, Greece, Turkey and the United 

K_sngdcm,-he-had on that date designated Mr. Sakari S. Tucmioja as the United 

Na.tions Mediator inCyprus, ~ ~ 

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 Jllne, the Secretary-General submitted a report (s/5764 and Corr.1 and 2) -: 

on the United-Nations operation in Cyprus for the period from 26 April to 8 June, -. 
The report was considered by the Security Council at its 1136th to 1139th meetings 

frcm 18 to 20-June. 

A draft resolution (S/5776/R ev.2) was submitted by Bolivia, Brazil, the 

Ivory Coast, Morocco and Norwa.y, under the operative part of which the Council 

would: reaffirm resolutions -186 and 187 of 4 and 13 March- 1364; 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 1137th meeting the draft resolution 

was adopted unanimously (resolution 172 of 20 June 1964). 

On 8 August, Turkey requested (s/5859) an urgent meeting of the Security 

Council to consider "the serious situation created in Cyprus by the renekred 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 community". The same day, Cyprus request.& (s/5861) an immediate meeting 

of the Security Council "in view of the deliberate and unprovoked air armed 

attacks against the unarmed civilians of Cyprus carried cut by airplanes of the 

Turkish air force". 

At the 1143rd meeting (7 August), the President, on behalf of the Council, 
appealed to the Government of Turkey to cease instantly the bcmbardment and the 

use of military force of any kind against Cyprus, and to the Governmen.t of Cyprus 
to dil*ec-t the armed forces under its control to cease firing immediately. 

The United St,ate:; and the United Kingdcm submit-ted a draft .resolutic4n 

(S/$66) whereby the Zecurity Council ~c;uld: call for an ilrmediate cease-fire 

I I.. 
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by all concerned; call upon all concerned to co..operate fully l!ith the Ccmmander 

of the United Nations Peace..l;eeping Force in Cyprus in the restoration of peace 

and security; and call upon all States to refrain frcm any action that might 

exacerbate the situation or contribute to the broadening of hostilities. 

This text was revised (S/5866/R ev. 1) so that in the first operative paragraph 

-~ the Council would -reaffirm :the:appeal of the President just addressed to the 

Goverrzents of Turkey and Cyprus while the other operative paragraphs remained 

unchanged a 

At the 1143~4 meeting the revised draft resolution was adopted by 9 voter, 

in favour and none against, with 2 abstentions (resolution 133 Of 9 AU&X?& &.-@4)_, 

In a statement issued on 10 August (s/587$) 9 the Secretary-General informed 

the Council that the Governments of Cyprus and Turkey had responded positively 

and I;Iithoui; condition &o-&he President’s appeal for 3 cease-fire in Cyprus. The 

same day; Cyprus requested (s/5872) an immediate meeting of the Security Council 

in order to consider dkvelopments of’ extreme urgency in Cyprus and to prevent 

any further aggravation of the situation. 

After further discussion by the Council at the resumed 114$.-d meeting 

(11 August), the President summed up the vie!ls 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 Sectiity Council, 

the Council notes l.!ith satisfaction that the cease--fire is being observed 

throughout Cyprus:, requests the partirz to ccmply with resolution l.93 of 

3 August 1364 in its entirety, asks all i;overnments to stop all flights over 

the territory of Cyrpus in violation of its soverei&nty, requests the Ccmmander 

oP the United F!ations Peace .l;eepinC; Force in Cyrpus to supervise the cease-.fire 

and to reinforce itc units in the zones which y!ere the sphelse of’ the recent 

military operations 60 ac, to ensur:’ the sof?zty 0%’ the inhabitanks and i3bqu.e st. s 

all ccncerned to co-.operate ~:ith ant! to aszisi: the Ccmmc?n:.iier of the Force in 
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On 25 September, Bolivia, Brazil, the, Ivory Coast, b?orocco and Norway 

submitted a joint draft resolution (S/5986) llhereby~the Security~Council~~ould~: 

reaffirm its previous resolutions on the question, and-the consensus expressed 

by the President at its meeting~on,ll~Au~st.~l~G4;~ call upon all Eember States 

to comply~~ith-the above-mentioned resolutions: extend the period -in which the 

United ITat_ions Feace-keeping Force~uould~be~stationed in Cyprus for ~another 

three months, ending 26 December 1964, in conformity ?!ith the terms of 

resolution 186 of 4 Narch: and request the Secretary-General to keep the Council 

informed reSardinx the compliance of the-parties concerned with the provisions of 

the resolution!- _ 
- 

At the llT%h meeting, the Security Council adopted the draft resolution 

unanimously (resolution lol!. of 25 September lgbll-). 

On 12 December, the Secretary-General-submitted to the Council his third 

report (S/GlC2 and Corr.1 and 2) on the United Rations Operation~inCyprus, 

covering the period 10 September to 12 December 176C. ~- 

At the 1180th meeting (18 December) Bolivia, Brazil, the Ivsry Coast; 

Morocco and Norway submitted a draft resolution whereby the Security Council would: 

reaffirm its previous resolution- o and the consensus expressed by the Fresident 

on 11 August 1564; call upon all I#ember States to comply with the above-olentioned 

resolutions; take note of the report by the Secret,ary-General; and extend the 

stationin of the United Kations Peace-keeping Force in Cyprus, established under 

resolution 186 of 4 iYarch, for an additional period of three months ending 

26 Karch 1365. The draft resolution was then adopted unanimously by the Security 

Council (resolution 198 of 18 December 1964). 

On 11 Yarch 196'j, the Secretary-General sub..litted his fourth repxt (s/~z% 

and Corr.1 and Add.l) to the Council on the United Kations Operation in Cyprus 

for the period 13 December 144 to 10 parch lr':65. It was considered at the 

117lst to llo3rd n:eetinp (17-1'7 Varch). 

On 1;: F'arch, Bolivia, the Ivory Coast, Jordan,, Malaysia and Urur,uay submitted 

a draft resolution (S/521!'7) whereby the Securi-t>- Council, after reiteratinr- the 

terlns of its previous res3l\!tinns and callin p 111‘3n the Toadies c3ncemed t3 act 

vi-t11 tile ui*:lost restraint RIG '~a c;,-,JT;emte full:: ~?it11 -the F:>;.-e, 1:,?111cl e-.t,enr? 

the st,~-t.inpin:~ .lf' the 'Jni-ter! Yaki ,)ns F,J~T~ in C;:nrus far an aiiiii-timal peri 3 3;' 

f l?I*ee _. x:,r-?-tbs. endin:- 2% Jute 1165. 
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At its 1193rd ~~~ectin~, the Security Council adopted the draft resolution 

unanimously (yesolutizn 201 of 19 Narch 1965).pp ~~~ ~~ L ~~~~ ~~~ ~~~ 

On 26 Earth lt.165 > Mr. Gal;, Plaza, the United Nations Mediator on Cyprus, 

submitted to the Secretary-General a report on his activities since 

28 September 1964. 

Following their receiptof~the Nediator's ~rep.~rt:~~the~Governrilents of Cyprus, 

Greece and Turkey and the 'Turkish Cypriot leadership submitted their observations 

on it to the Secreta~ry-General (S/6275/Add.l, s/6280, s/6267, S/6279). 

On 10 June, the Secretary-General submitted to the Council his fif'th report 

(S/6426) onthe UnitedKationsOFeration-in Cyprus, for the period 11 March to 

10 June 1965. 

The Council took this up at the 122&h meeting- (16 June), when Bolivia, the =Y 

Ivory Coast, Jordan, Malaysia, the Netherlands and Uruguay submitted a draft 

resolution (~/644~) IThereby the Security-Council, after reiterating the terms of 

its previous resolutions, would-ertend the stationing in Cyp&of the United 

Kations Feace-keeping Force for an additional period of six months, ending 

26 December 1765. 

At the same meeting, the draft resolution was unanimously adopted 

(resolution X6 of' 16 June 1935). 

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 

requests in its agenda and considered the item at the 1234th to 1236th meetings 

on 3, 5 and 10 August 1965. 

The Ccuncil also had before it tl!o reports of the Secretary-General on 

recent developments in Cyprus (s/6569 and Add.1, S/(7586). 

On 10 August, Icalaysia Introduced a joint draft resolution (~/6603) sponsored 

by Bolivia, the Ivory Coast, Jwdan, Malaysia, the Netherlands and TJrur~:uay, under 

wh-ich the Security Council, inter alia, notin,lI: the report 01' the Secretary-General 

of 29 July (S/656?) that recent developwnts in Cyprus had increased tension in 

the island, would reaffir!;, resolution lqb of II Earth 1% and cull up,Jn all parties, 

in confowity T>i'th that resoluti:)n, to av&d anJ- action l!hich was likaly t;> l?:)rsen 

the situation. 

The j;,iint draft i'esolu‘i;i.>n was IX+ -TV, the v&e at the same weting ant; r!as 

zdwJtxd ~11?=?n~:,1aU6~~r ( l’es:j 1 :tion 207 3f 10 ku,qSt lC;65 ) . 

/ 
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-In a-letter dated I!. -November '(S/6877), Turkey requested can immediate meeting 

of the Council in order to consider what it described as %he dangerous situation 

created by the Greek Cypriots in Famagusta city. The Council also had before it 

a report by the Secretary-General on recent developments in the Famagusta area 

andaction~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 Council made a statement appealin:, 

to all parties concerned for moderation and co-operation in the implementation 

of the--Council's resolutions~and to refrain from any act which might aggravate the 

situation in Cyprus. 

At its-1270th meeting on -17 December 1965, the-security Council resumed its 

consideration of the item on the-basis of two further reports by the-Secretary:-~ 

General (s/6954 and s/~oo~).~ 

In the course of the discussion, a jointdraft resolution (S/7024) t:as 

submitted by Bolivia, the Ivory Coast,, Jordan, IYalaysia, the Netherlands and 

Uruguay. After Jordan and the Ivory Coast had suggested 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 deleti.on sf that paragraph. 

The Council unanimously adopted the joint draft resolution as modified 

(resolution 219 of 17 December l::fi5). Under its operative part the Council, after 

reaffirziag its previous resolutions and the consensus erpressed by the President 

at the 11)!3rd meetinp;, decided to extend 3: .e aLain the stationing in Cyprus oL 

the United Nations Peace-keeping Force for an additional period of three !mx-&hs,, 

endink: 26 Yarch 1766.. 

On 10 parch lo&,, tile Secretary-General submitted his seventh rep:;rt (S/71:-!I) 

t:, the Council on the United K&ions 0perat.i.x in Cyprus for the period 

';I Cecelrllxr 1565 to 10 I<arch 1766. 

i... 
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Uganda land Uruguay. Under its operative part the Council reaffirmed its 

resolutions 186 of 4 March, 187 of 13 Harch, 192 of 20 June, 193 of 9 August, 

134 of 25 September and 158 -of 18 December 1964, theTconsensus expressed by the- 

President at the 1143rd meeting on 11 August 1964, and resolutions~201 of 

19 March, 206 of -15 ~June-,:207~.of 10 Augustand 219-of-17 Cecemberlg65;~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 more the stationing of -the United Nations Force in Cyprus established under 

Security Councils resolution 186~~0f_4~March~1964_ for -a-_p_eriod ~of three~,months~ endi_ng- ~ ~~ 

26 June 19G6, in the firm hope that by the end of this period substantial progress 

towards a solution would have beenachieved (resolution 220 of 16 Idarch 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 the period-11 March to 

10 June 1966. 

The Council considered the report at its 1286th meeting (16 June), and 

unanimously adopted a draft resolution (s/7358) sponsored by .Argentina, Japan, 

Jordan, I$ali, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nigeria and Uganda. Under its provisions 

the Council reaffirmed its previous r?solytioqs and the consensus expressed by 

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 

26 Cecember 1966, in the firm hope that by the end of that period substantial 

progress towards a solution l:ould have been achieved so as to render possible a 

liithdrarjal or a substantial reduction of the Force (resolution 222 of 16 June 19%~). 

I . . . 
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ion -10 January 1961t, Panama requested the-security Council -(S/5509) to 

consider a grave situation which had arisen between Panama..and the United States 

in connexion-\rith 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 Pansma and constituted a serious 

danger to international peace and-securit;r. 

Qn the same date, the Assistant- Secretary-General -of.-the .C&ganization.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 theirconsent, 

the Inter-American Peace Committee of the OAS had decided to travel to Panama to 

inv stigate the situationand to recommend measures-for the settlementofthe 

dispute. 

The Council included the item in its agenda at the 1066th mee-iing 

(lo-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 

impose the utmost restraint on the military forces under their cowland and the 

civilian population under their control. 

The Brazilian proposal was accepted by the representatives of Panama and 

the United States, and was supported by the majority of the members of the Council, 

on the understanding, however, that the question remained on the agenda or" the 

Council. 

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

has not been discussed h :r the Security Council since 11 January l$k. 

I . . . 
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THE SECURITY COUNCIL 

On 1 April 1364, Yemen requested~(S/5655) 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 persons had been killedand several 

more injured. Yemen further charged that the United Kingdcm had committed more 

than forty acts of aggression against Yemeni towns and villages since the 

establishment of the Yemen Arab Republic. 

The-Security..Council_had.als.o._received three letters (g/5618, S/5628 and 

s/5632) dated 20, 28 and j0 March 1964, in which the United Kingdom charged Yemen 

with violatims of the air space of the-South Arabian Federation in the-area-south 

and west of Harib and-lQ.th 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 

a fort occupied by Federal Guard troops near Jabal Buleig, British aircraft had 

been ordered to counter-attack on the following day, after dropping a warning 

message first, upon a Yemeni military f- ' iust inside the Yemeni frontier about 

a mile from the township of Harib. The United Kingdom-had taken that &ion 

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 Iraq, 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 1964. 

On 8 April, the Ivory Coast and Morocco introduced a draft resolution (S/5649), 

under the operative paragraphs of which the Security Council would: condemn 

reprisals as incompatible with the purposes and principles of the United J!Jations; 

deplore the British military action at Harib on 23 March 1964; deplore all attacks 

and incidents which had occurred in the area; call upon the Yemen Arab Republic 

and the United Kingdcm to exercise the msxlhum restraint in order to avoid further 

incidents and to restore ~LXC in the area; and request the Secretary-General to 

use his good offices to try to settle outstanding issues in agreement vlith the 

two parties. 

At the 1111th meeting? the draft resolution tlas adopted 'by 9 votes t0 rlone, 

with 2 abstentions (resolution 38 of 9 April 1964). I a.. 
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62. CWL'LAINT CONCER;tJING ACTS ~OF AGGRESSION AGAINST THi?pp 
TERRITORY AND CIVILIAN FOPULATION OF CAMBCDIA 

On 16 April 1964,mCambodia transmitted to-the Security Council (S/5666) a ~- ~~ 

set~of~documentsrelating_toalleged acts of aggression by the armed forces of 

the United States and the- RepublicoffViet-Nam againsttheeterritory and population 

of Cambodia. On 13 May, Cambodia~3ransmitted 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.~- 1 ~~~ ~~ ~- 

On 26 May, the Special Representative of the Governmerlt of the Republic of 

Viet-Nam transmitted a memorandum (S/57'&) from his Government in reply to the 

charges of Wnbodia. 

At the 1118tkmeeting (19 May) the Security Council decided to include the 

item in its agenda._ The representatives of Cambodia was invited, without objection, 

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-Msm to participate without vote in the discussion. The Council considered 

the matter at the 1118th to 1122nd and 112Ltth to 1&25l& meetings held between 

19 May and 4 June 1964. 

On 3 June, Morocco submitted a draft resolution (S/5735), co-sponsored by the 

Ivory Coast, whereby the Security Council, titer alia taking note of the apologies 

and regrets tendered to the Royal Government of Cambodia in regard ',o the frontier 

incidents and the loss of life they had entailed, would: deplore the incideats 

caused by the penetration of units of the .A?my of the Republic of Vie-t-Nam into 

Cambodian territory; request that just and fair, compensa-tion should be offered 

to the Royal Government of Cambodia; invite those responsible to take all 

appropriate measures to prevent any further violation of the Cambcdian frontier; 

request all States and autho.rities and in ljarticular the participants of the 

Geneva Conference IJO rcco.;nize 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 mos-t rccrnt incidents had occurred in order to 

consider such measures as might prevent an;; recurrence of such incidents. The 

draft reSOh.tiOn further provided that the th:rec members 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 by 9 votes to none, 

with 2 abstentions. The draft resolution as a whole was adopted unanimously 

(resolution 189 of 4 Ju+l964). 

On 5 June, the President of the Council named-Brazil, the Ivory Coast and ~~~ 

Morocco to carry out the mission. 

The report (s/5832 and Corr.1) of the Council Mission was submitted on 

27' July 1964. Communications concerning this report were submitted by the 

Republic of Viet-Nam (S/5921), Cambodia (S/5952) and the-United-States (S/5955). 

63. LETTER DATED4 AUGUST 1964 FROWTHE~PERMANENT REPRESEHTATIVE 
OF THE UNITED STATES ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE 

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 Hanoi regime on United States naval vessels 

in international waters. 

The Security Council considered the matter at the 1140th and 114lst meetings 

held on 5 and 7 August. 

At the 1141st meeting, the President reported aereement that, in its further 

consideration of the question, 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, ccrimunications were received f'rcm 

the Governments of the Democratic Republic of Viet-Nam (s/5888 and S/5907) and of 

the Republic of Vie-t-Born (s/5892 and S/5%6) in response to the Council's 

invitation that they submit information to it rcC;ardinS the question. 

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

has not been discussed by the Security Council since 7 August 1964. 
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64. LETTER DATED 3 SEPTEMDER 1964 ~FROM 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 -59 of the Charter, charging that during the --- ~~ 

midnight hours of 2 September, an Indonesian aircraft had flown over South Malaya 

dropping a large group of heavily armed paratroopers estimated to be in the 

neighbourhood of thirty, 

At the 1144th meeting (9 September), the Security Council decided without 

objection toyinclude-the-item-in--itsagenda a.nd invited the representatives of 

Malaysia, Indonesia and, subsequently, the Philippines to participate without 

vote in the discussion: The~Counci.1 considered the item-at the 1144th,-~l145th, 

1148th, 1150th and~l152nd~meetings~heldbetweeng~and~ 17mSeptember. 
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 ccmmunique 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 ccmmuniqu6, 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 dsa,ft resolutirn received 9 vote; in 

favour and 2 against, and was not adopted owing to the negative vote Of a 

permanent member of the Council. 

NC fx-ther request for discussion of this item has been received and it has 

not been discussed by the Security Council since 17 September l-964. 
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~ ~~~~ 65. LETTER DATED 5 SEPTEMBER 1964 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE 
~~ ~--GREECE ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL, AND 

LETTER DATFD 8 SEPTEMBER 1964 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE 
GRJXtXE ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY CCUNCIL 

66.~ LETTER DATED 6 SEPTEMBER 1964 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRFSENTATIVE 
TURKEY ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL 

--.-~ -_-_-..-.- . 

OF 

OF 

OF 

On 5 September 1964, the representative of Greece charged (S/5934) that 

a seriesof-increasingly hostile steps taken recently by-the Turkish Government 

haddculminated in the expulsion of Greek residents of Istanbul which had taken on : 

the-character of mass deportation. -1n~view of the-dangerous situation 'brought 

abput by actions already takenby Turkey and in order to forestall father actions 

of similar nature, he requested the President to convene the Security Council at 

the~earliest possible date. On 8 September, Greece drew attention~(S/5941) to a 

statement by the Turkish Prime Minister on 4 September-in-the National Assembly, 

which, it said, lent added urgency to its request fez a meeting. 

On 6 September (S/5935), 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 

provocative 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 \iolstion and collusion with the 

authorities in Cyprus and charging the Prime Minister of Greece with belligerent 

statements threatening all-out war, the ccrcmunication 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 1147th 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 meetin;: on the 

question would be determined after consultations between the President and the 

members of the Council, 

I .., 
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67. LETTER DATED 1 DECEMBER 1964, ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDEI’JT OF THE ~ ~~~ 
SECURITY COUNCIL FROM THE REPRESENTATIVES OF AFGHANISTAN, -ALGERIA, 
BUR~JDI, CAMBODIA, CENTRAL AFRICAN REPUBLIC, CONGO (BRA~ZAVILLE), 
DAHOMEY, ETHIOPIA, GHAl!TA, GUINEA, INDONESIA, KENYA, MALAWI, MALI, 

~ MAURITANIA, SOMALIA, SUDAN, TANWJIA, UGANDA, UNITED AR& REPUBLIC, 
YUGOSLAVIA AND zA.MBIA 

68. LETTER DATED 9 DECMEBER 1964 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF 
THE DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC OF THE CONGO ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF 

THE SECURITY CCUNCIL 

On 21-November 1964, Belgium and the United Statei.(S/6055 and s/6056) and, 

two days -later, Italy (s/6058) called the attention of the Security-Councilto the 

danger threatening--the foreignresidents of~Stanleyville,~among~~~hommore than ._ 

1,000 persons belonging to nineteen nationalities were being held as hostages by 

the rebel authorities. On 24 November, Belgium and the-united -States (s/6063 and 

s/6062) notified-the Council that their appeals to the rebel authorities to release 

the hostages had met with a refusal t.o 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 

authorised 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 (s/6075) that the 

rescue mission, after having effected the release of as many hostages as possible, 

had departed from the Congo on 29 November 1964. 

By a letter dated 1 December 1964 (S/6076 and Add. l- 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 affai-rs, a flagrant violation of the United 

Nations Charter and a threat to the peace and security of the African continent, 

In a n~ess~dge d.a,ted. 9 December (S/60$6), the Prime Minister of the Democra.tic 

Republic of the Congo requested the urgent convening of ‘the COLlflCi~ t0 eXaIDine 

/ . . . 



the flagrant intervention in Congolese domestic affairs by various countries which 

were assisting-the rebel movement~inthe Congo, He ref-erred-in this connexion 

to Algeria, the Sudan, Ghana, the United Arab Republic, the Chinese communist 

regime and the USSR.. 

At its 1170th meeting on 9 December, the Council decided by a vote of 7 in 

favour to 4 against to include in the agenda both the complaint of the twenty-two 

Powersand that of the Democratic Republic of thecongo. The representatives of 

the Sudan, Guinea, Ghana, Belgium, the Congo (Brazzaville), Algeria, Mali, the 

Democratic Republic of-the Congo, -Nigeria, the-United-Arab-Republic, -and-later, 

Burundi, Kenya, the Central African Republic and the United Republic of Tanzania 

asked to participate in the discussion and vlere invited to do so without the right 

to vote. 

The Council devoted its 1170th to 1178th, ll&lst, and 1183rd to 118O/th- 
I 
I meetings from 9 December to 30 December, to the debate on this question. 

On 28 December, the Ivory Coast and Morocco submitted a draft resolution 
I (S/6123/Rev.l) 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; (4) 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 01iU in the attainment of these objectives; and (6) re uest the Secretary-General q 
J 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 

appropriate time. 

On 29 December, Guinea submitted an emenc~.ment (s/6128) to paragraph 6 of 

the draft resolution, whcreb !I the Council mould request the OAU, in accordance 

with Article 54 of the Charter, to keep the Security Council fully informed of 

any action it might take under the resolution. 

The sponso.?s decided to include this amendment in the draft resolution, not 

a:-: a replacement for paragraph 6 but as an addition to be inserted after 

paragraph 5. They further agreed to dcle-be Ihe v~ords 1 'I-to follo~r the implementation 

of the present resolution" in the original pa.i-agraph 6. 
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At its 1189th meeting, the Council adopted the draft resolution by 16 votes' 

to none, with labstention (resolution 199 of 30 December 1964). 
No further request for discussionof this item has been received and it 

has not been discussed by-the Security Council since 30 December 1964. 

(See related item 43 above.) ~ ~ ~- 

69. -LETTER DATED 1 MAY 1965 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF 
--THE UNION OF SOVIET SCCIALIST REPUBLICS ADDRESSED TO THE 

PRESIDENT OF TRE SECURITY COUNCIL m- - - 
- -.-_ ~~ - _ _ 

On 29 April 1965, the United States informed the Security Council (s/6310) ~~ 

that on 28 April the President of the United States had ordered United States 

troops ashore in the Dominican Republ..icin-order to protect American citizens 

there and escort them to safety.. -The President had actedafter being informed 

by the military authorities 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 Santa 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 19&S), the Security Council included the item 

in its agenda without objection. At his request, the representative of Cuba was 

invited to puticipate in the discussion lrithout he right to vote. 

/ . . . 
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---At the 1198th meeting (4 May), the USSR submitted a draft resolution (S/6328) ~~ ~~ 

whereby the Security Council would condemn the armed intervention by the United ~~ 

States in the domestic affairs of the Dominican Republic as a gross violation of 

the-charter of the United Nations and demand the immediate withdrawal of~the 

armed forcesof-the United-States from the territory-of the~D_ominican Republic. 

On 6 May, the Security Council was informed (S/6333/Rev.l) that the Tenth 

Meeting of Consultation of Ministers for Foreign Affairs of the American Republics 

had adopted on thatday a resolution which established an Inter-American Force 

for the purpose of helping restore;normal condition.s.irlhe..Domin~can~~~p_ubLi 

and establishing an atmosphere of peace and conciliation that-would permit the 

functioning of democratic institutions inlthat country. 

eat the 1204th meeting~(llLMay), Uruguay submitted a draft resolution (s/6346) .~ 

whereby the Security Council, after taking note of several communicati.ons frcm the 

OAS and having regard to certain provisions -of the United Nations .Charter and the 

charter of the OAS, would (1) express deep concern at recent developments in 

the Dcminican 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 Republics 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 h- 0 might deem appropriate for the purpose of 

reporting to the Council on all aspects of the situation; (5) invite the OAS 

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 Nations in the implementation of the 

resolution. 

At the 1208th meeting (14 May), Jordan, Malaysia and the Ivory Coast 

submitted a draft resolution (s/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 present 

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. 

I ..* 
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At the same meeting, the three-Power di'aft resolution wasadopted g~an~ously~m ~~ 

(resolution 203 of 14 Mg1JI.965)~ 

Folloxing reports by the Secretary-General on the grave situation in Santa 

Dcmingo (s/5358, S/6365,-S/6369), the President of the Council, at the 1212th _ 

meeting (19 May) with the agreement of the Council, made a statement in which he 

requested the Secretary-General, in connexion with resolution 205 (1965) and 

in accordance with the unanimous desire of the members of the Council, to convey 

to his Representative in Santo Domingo the Security Council's desire that his 

urgent--efforts should be devoted to-securing animmediate suspension of hostilities 

so that the humanitarian work of the Red Cross in searching for the dead and 

wounded might be facilitated. 

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. Rub& Brache, who represented the "Constitutional Government', 

and Mr. Guaroa Velkquez, who represented the 'Government of National 

Reconstruction" of the Dominican Republic. 

On 21 May, the Secretary-General reported (S/637l/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 1965. An agreement had been reached 

for the suspension of hostilities for twenty-f&w 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/6373) 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 OAS; (4) urge the OAS to intensify its efforts to establish 

the basis for the functioning of democratic institutions in the Dcminican Republic 

and in particular to asst!re observance of the cease-fire agreed upon in the Act 

/ . . . 
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of Santa Domingo; and (5) 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 QAS in the light of the OAS 

resolution of 20 May 1965. (This draft resolution was withdrawn on 24 May.) 

Also-on21 May, Uruguay submitted a revised text of the draft:resolution 

it had tabled on-11 Iv& (S/6346/R ev.l),-which added to paragraph 1 the words 

"and the growing deteriorationof the situation"; replaced paragraph 3~by a new 

text calling for immediate compliance with the cease-fire ordered by~the Council 

in resolution 203 (196$), and replaced paragraph b-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 conditionsin the country.~ In 

a new paragraph the SecretaryrGeneral was invited to continue to watch closely 

the events in the Dominican Republic. 

.-On 21 May, the .Security Council voted on the draft resolution submitted on 

4 May by the USSR (s/6328). The preamble received 2 votes in favour and 5 against, 

with 4 abstentions; p aragraph 1 received 1 vote in favour and 6 against, with 

4 abstentions; and paragraph 2 received 2 votes in favour and 6 against, with 

3 abstentions. The draft resolution was therefore not adopted. 

Also at the 1214th 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 insertion 

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 Dominican Republic 

as a gross violation of the Charter; (j) the deletion of operative paragraphs 6 

and 7; and (4.) the insertion of an operative paragraph demanding that the IJnited 

States immediately withdraw its armed forces frcm 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 usski ahierhlWt E 

were rejected in separate vo,tes. The draft resolution of Uruguay was voted upon 

as a whole, and W.S also rejected, receiving 5 votes in favour and 1 against, wi-th 

5 abstentions. 
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The United Kingdom then introduced 5 draft resolution (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 Council would 

request that the suspension of hostilitjes in-Santo Domingo be transformed into 

a permanent teas.. fzre, 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 

(1217th meeting) adopted the French-draft resolution by 10 votes to none, with 

1 abstention (resolution 205.of 22 May~l$5).- ~~'-~~~"- 

-~Following circulation of further communications from the OAS dated 22 and 

24 May (s/6374, S/6377/R ev.1 and S/6381), as well as of reports by the Secretary- 

Gereral of 23 and 24 May (s/6378 and S/6380), dis lssion 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-General 

had informed him that there had-been no new developments concerning its observance 

since his last report, arid 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 necessary. 

Between 25 May and 19 June, the Secretary-General submitted six additional 

reports (s/6386, s/6408, s/6420, s/6432 and s/6447 and Add.1) to the Council. 

On 2 June the OAS advised the Council (~/6401) that the Tenth Meeting of 

Consultation had decided to appoint an Ad HCX Committee composed of Brazil, 

El Salvador and the United States, to proceed with the work nf the previous 

Comittee 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 

democratic institutions in the Dcmitli.c2;1 Republic. 

/ . . . 
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I -The Security Council continued its considerationof the- question at the 

1220th to 1223rd meetings held between 3 and~ll June, the 1225th to 1228th meetings, 

held between 16 and 21 June. At the 1227th meeting on 1.8 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 Council hard before it a report by the 

Secretary-General on the situation in the Dominican Republic covering theperiod 

19 June to 15 July (s/6530) and his report concerning-a breach of the cease:fire 

(S/65&),-then reportof the OAS criminologi.sts~( q/6522), a-preliminary report of 

the OAS on the human rights situationin the ccuntry and several other 

communications from the OA,, and the "Constitutional Government" of the 

Dominican Republic. - ~- 

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 *% reports of the Secretary-General of 16 and 21 July 

(s/6530 and s/6542) tu::- ..d to the fact that despite- the Ceunc~l's resolutions 

203 and 205 of 14 and 22 Hay, violations of its call for a strict cease-fire had 

taken place. There-bad 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 llith the resolutions of the Council, At the same time 

it had become apparent that the members of the Council considered 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 of 

the Council, would continue to submit leports on the situati.on. 

After further statements, the President stated that the Co~.ncil would 'be 

called upon again at the request of any member of the Council or l!henever the 

Presiden5 deemed it necessary. 
/ I . . 
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70. LETTER DATFD 31 JANUARY 1966 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE 
OF THE UNITED STATESOF ANERICA ADDRESSED ~TO THE PRE!SIDENT OFFS 

THE SECURITY COUNCIL 
-- 

On 31 January 196G, the United States requested-(S/7105) that an urgent 

meeting of the Council-be~called promptly to consider~the situation in Vie&Ram. pm:-.- 

Onthe same day, it submitted a draft-resolution on the question (s/7106),- 
under the operative part of~which the~Counci1 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 

application of the Geneva Accords of I.354 .WJCL@~ and_-thees~-a~.l~.~~ent~of,a~. _ =~ 
durable peace in South-East Asia.;-_(2)_ recommend that the first order of business 

of such a conference be arrangeme&sfor a cessation ofrhostilities=undererfective 

supervision; (3) offer to assist inachieving the purposes of thisresolution by 

all appropriate means, including the provisionof- arbitrators or.mediators;. 

(4) call on all concerned to co-operate fully in the implementation of this 

resolution; and (5) 1'~; uest the Secretary -Gerersl 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 proceduraldebate, the Council-on 

2 February decided to inscribe the item on its agenda by a vote of 9 in favour, 

2 against, with 4 abstentions. 

Follo~~ring the adoption of the agenda, the President of the Council suggested 

that informal and private consultations be held in order to decide on the most 

effs,'tive 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. 

Oil ~6 L%bl'l!ai+y, 'the l'resident 03 the Council transl~littud Lt. the Zecldary- 

General the text pi' a let-&r o< the same cldtc nddre sscd tct the ~~,e:~itrer's 1.~1" the 

Security ;!ounci! iqy rdinC the inf'onnal and ;a-i.vate consult.atioI3~ ~~/lli,Cll 

he ilad i~eld (;;/716$). Irl lette:,*c dstcc! t,z !!'r,bi~ua~; (:;//'(rl'j), 1 i&rch (:;/7175), 

2 ilu L’CiI (q~l’~;/‘w. 1) axl 3 bi:_llY:l? (%.,/‘,I”(‘! ), _ ille .1~~.1.;~~cucIli,~l.l;ivcn ,?i Fjxllce, USSli, 

f.l:JI i 3xl BiL;y I!.-ia i-esyiec tiw1y KmJllel-l~L~~d uynn t11c Ic-Gt,e1* Cl1 -t.llC l’_Tslile?li; , 

‘.. =. ,, *,..*.c..;. .s*i--“i-* 
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