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GENERAL INTRODUCTION

The present volume constitutes the tenth supplement to the Repertoire of the Prac-
tice of the Security Council, 1946-1951, which was issued in 1954. It covers the pro-
ceedings of the Security Council from the 2566th meeting on 29 January 1985 to the
2834th meeting, on 20 December 1988. Further supplements covering the proceedings
of later meetings will be issued at suitable intervals.

In order to make it easier to trace the Council’s practice in respect of any given
topic over the entire period covered by the 11 volumes, the headings under which the
practices and procedures of the Council were presented in the original volume have been
generally maintained unchanged in this Supplement. Topics that the Council did not
discuss anew during this time are identified by double asterisks (**).

The methods employed and the principles observed in the preparation of this Sup-
plement are the same as for the original volume of the Repertoire. They are explained
in the general introduction to that volume. The Repertoire is an expository work which
presents the results of an empirical survey of the procedures of the Security Council in
a way calculated to make reference easy, and constitutes essentially a guide to the pro-
ceedings of the Council.

As was observed in the original volume, the Repertoire is not intended as a substi-
tute for the records of the Council, which constitute the only comprehensive and authori-
tative account of its deliberations. The categories employed to arrange the material are
not intended to suggest the existence of procedures or practices that have not been clearly
or demonstrably established by the Council itself. The Council is at all times, within the
framework of the Charter of the United Nations, ‘‘master of its own procedure”. The
object of the Repertoire will have been achieved if readers, by using the descriptive titles
of the headings under which the material is presented, are enabled to find relevant pro-
ceedings in order to draw conclusions for themselves concerning the practice of the
Council.

Details of the decisions of the Council have been included where appropriate in the
accounts of its proceedings that make up this volume. The term ‘‘decision’ has again
been used to mean not only those “‘decisions’’ to which specific reference was made in
the text of Articles of the Charter, but all significant steps decided upon by the Council,
whether by vote or otherwise, in the course of consideration of a question.

The reader should refer for full explanations of the organization and preparation of
material to the explanatory matter in the original volume. An effort has been made to
avoid unnecessary repetition of such explanations in this Supplement.
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EDITORIAL NOTE

References to the meetings of the Security Council are
given in the following form:

S/PV.2567, para. 2.

As distinct from earlier volumes, reference is made in
the present Supplement only to the provisional verbatim re-
cords, as the practice of placing meeting records in the Of-
ficial Records of the Council was discontinued during the
reporting period.

Documents of the Council are identified by the senal
number in the S/ series. Where reference is given only to
a number in the S/ series, this indicates that the text has
not yet been issued as part of the quarterly series of the
Official Records. Where the document has been printed in
the supplements to the Official Records, the reference is

References to resolutions of the Council, published in
yearly volumes of Resolutions and Decisions of the Secu-
rity Council, follow the system adopted in 1964. They are
identified by number, followed by the year of adoption in
parenthesis, as follows:

Resolution 605 (1987).

The designations employed and the presentation of the
material in this publication do not imply the expression of
any opinion whatsoever on the part of the Secretariat of the
United Nations concerning the legal status of any country
or territory or of its authorities, or concerning the delimi-
tation of its frontiers.

A list of short and official titles for agenda items consid-

given as follows:
Example:

S/17497, OR, 40th yr., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1985.
For reasons of expediency, however, the document cita-

ered by the Council throughout the period 1985 - 1988 is
presented below. The short titles were formulated exclu-
sively for the Repertoire in order to clarify for the reader
the contents of the item under consideration. Hence they
have no official standing.

tions in chapter VI1I are uniformly without reference to the

Official Records.

Short title

Letter dated 28 January 1985 from the repre-
sentative of Chad

The situation in the Middle East

Official title

Letter dated 28 January 1985 from the Chargé d’affaires a.i. of the Permanent Mission of
Chad to the United Nations addressed to the President of the Security Council (§/16911)

The situation in the Middle East:

Letter dated 25 February 1985 from the Permanent Representative of Lebanon to the United
Nations addressed to the President of the Security Council (S/16983)

Report of the Secretary-General on the United Nations Interim Force in Lebanon (S/17093)

Report of the Secretary-General on the United Nations Disengagement Observer Force
(8/17177)

Letter dated 30 May 1985 from the Permanent Representative of Egypt to the United Nations
addressed to the President of the Security Council (S/17228)

Report of the Secretary-General on the United Nations Interim Force in Lebanon (S/17557)

Report of the Secretary-General on the United Nations Disengagement Observer Force
(5/17628)

Letter dated 6 January 1986 from the Permanent Representative of Lebanon to the United
Nations addressed to the President of the Security Council (§/17717)

Report of the Secretary-General on the United Nations Interim Force in Lebanon (S/17965)

Report of the Secretary-General on the United Nations Disengagement Observer Force
(5/18061)

Report of the Secretary-General on the United Nations Interim Force in Lebanon (S/18164
and Add.1 and Add.1/Corr.1)

Letter dated 4 September 1986 from the Permanent Representative of France to the United
Nations addressed to the President of the Security Council (S/18318)

The situation in the Middle East:

(a) Special Report of the Secretary-General on the United Nations Interim Force in Leba-
non (S/18348); (b) Letter dated 18 September 1986 from the Permanent Repre-
sentative of France to the United Nations addressed to the President of the Security
Council (S/18353)

Report of the Secretary-General on the United Nations Interim Force in Lebanon (S/18396
and Corr.1)

Report of the Secretary-General on the United Nations Disengagement Observer Force (S/18453)

Report of the Secretary-General on the United Nations Interim Force in Lebanon (S/18581
and Corr.1 and Add.1)

Report of the Secretary-General on the United Nations Disengagement Observer Force
(S/18868)
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Letter dated 28 February 1985 from the Deputy Permanent Representative of Egypt to the
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Letter dated 24 July 1985 from the Permanent Representative of France to the United Na-
tions addressed to the President of the Security Council (S/17351); Letter dated 25 July
1985 from the Permanent Representative of Mali to the United Nations addressed to
the President of the Security Council (§/17345)

The question of South Africa:
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bia to the United Nations addressed to the President of the Security Council (S/19939)
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Report of the Secretary-General on the United Nations operation in Cyprus (S/18491 and
Add.1)
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tions addressed to the President of the Security Council (S/18148)

Letter dated 19 November 1987 from the Permanent Representative of Angola to the United
Nations addressed to the President of the Security Council (S/19278); Letter dated 20
November 1987 from the Permanent Representative of Zimbabwe to the United Nations
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Genera!l in pursuance of Security Council resolution 602 (1987) (S/19359)
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Letter dated 16 December 1985 from the Permanent Representative of the United States of
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Nations addressed to the President of the Security Council ($/19798)

Letter dated 5 July 1988 from the Acting Permanent Representative of the Islamic Republic
of Iran to the United Nations addressed to the President of the Security Council
(S/19981)

The situation concerning Western Sahara
The situation relating to Afghanistan

Letter dated 17 December 1988 from the Permanent Representative of Angola to the United
Nations addressed to the Secretary-General (S/20336)

Letter dated 17 December 1988 from the Permanent Representative of Cuba to the United
Nations addressed to the Secretary-General (S/20337)

Xvil

e



Chapter 1

PROVISIONAL RULES OF PROCEDURE OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL



CONTENTS

Page
INTRODUCTORY NOTE . .. .. e 3
PART I. MEETINGS (RULES 1-5)
N O e . . .o 3
**A. Consideration of the adoption or amendment of rules 1-5....................... 3
B. Special cases concerning the applicationof rules 1-5 . ......................... 4
PART II. REPRESENTATION AND CREDENTIALS (RULES 13-17)
N Ot . . e e e e e e 4
**A.  Consideration of the adoption or amendment of rules 13-17 .................... 4
B. Special cases concermning the application of rules 13-17 ..................... ... S
PART IlI. PRESIDENCY (RULES 18-20)
N Ot . oot e e e 5
**A. Consideration of the adoption or amendment of rules 18-20 .................... 6
B. Special cases concerning the application of rules 18-20 ................. e 6
PART IV. SECRETARIAT (RULES 21-26)
Nt . oo e e e 6
PART V. CONDUCT OF BUSINESS (RULES 27-36)
N Ot . L. e e e 8
**A. Consideration of the adoption or amendment of rules 27-36 .................... 8
B. Special cases conceming the application of rules 27-36 ........................ 8
PART VI. VOTING (RULE 40)
NOtE . . oo e e 11
*¢ PART VII. LANGUAGES (RULES 41-47)
N O . . .ot e e e 11
**A. Consideration of the adoption or amendment of rules 41-47 .................... 11
**B. Special cases concerning the application of rules 4147 ........................ 11
PART VIII. PUBLICITY OF MEETINGS, RECORDS (RULES 48-57)
Ot . . ettt e e e e e 11
**PART IX. APPENDIX TO THE PROVISIONAL RULES OF PROCEDURE............ 12



INTRODUCTORY NOTE

The present chapter contains material bearing upon the
practice of the Security Council in relation to all the pro-
visional rules of procedure with the exception of those
rules which are dealt with in other chapters, as follows:

Rules 6-12, in chapter I, “Agenda”; rule 28, in chapter V,
“Subsidiary organs of the Security Council”; rules 37-39, in
chapter III, “Participation in the proceedings of the Secu-
rity Council™; rule 40, in chapter 1V, “Voting”; rules 58-
60, in chapter VII, “Practice relative to recommendations
to the General Assembly regarding membership in the
United Nations™; and rule 61, in chapter VI, “Relations
with other United Nations organs”.

The major headings under which the material is entered
in this chapter are the same as in previous Supplements.
The arrangement of each part is based on the successive
chapters of the provisional rules of procedure of the Secu-
rity Council.

During the period under review, the Security Council
has not adopted amendments to its provisional rules of pro-
cedure. However, there were two instances that might be
viewed as observations on or calls for amendments to the
Council’s provisional rules of procedure. In the first in-
stance, during the proceedings at the Council’s commemo-
rative meeting held in celebration of the fortieth anniver-
sary of the United Nations,' the representative of Egypt
referred to a “vast spectrum of mechanisms” that were at
the disposal of the Council in tackling situations and con-
flicts that might threaten international peace and security,
and stated that those mechanisms would be enriched and
rendered more effective by updating and rationalizing the
Council’s rules of procedure. He also said that the rules of
procedure, despite their adoption 40 years earlier, re-
mained “provisional” and were not comprehensive or final,
and that the time had come to update them and make them
flexible enough to meet the requirements of international
relations, taking into account the experience that had been
acquired over the years.?

IThe agenda for the meeting (2608th mtg., held on 26 Septem-
ber 1985) was “United Nations for a better worid and the respon-
sibility of the Security Council in maintaining international peace
and security”.

25/PV.2608, Egypt, pp. 85 and 86.

In the second instance, before the adoption of the agenda
for the 2666th meeting, held on 24 February 1986, the rep-
resentative of France referred to the end of the previous
meeting, during which, he said, “some shocking words”
had been used that had called into question the Security
Council’s authority and reputation, which was unaccept-
able.* The representative of the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland associated his delegation with
the remarks by the representative of France; and said that,
when the Council met, they heard many ‘“violent”
speeches, some of which were strong but were within the
bounds of propriety. He added that there were other state-
ments, including the one to which the representative of
France had referred, which, as far as the choice of words
and the way in which the Council was treated were con-
cerned, were beyond the bounds of propriety irrespective
of what political view was being put forward. He then
stated, without pretending that the Council was a court of
law, that a court of law was protected by rules about con-
tempt of court; that a parliament was protected by rules
about contempt of parliament; and that the Council, he
submitted, should build up a body of practice that pro-
tected it against “contempt of Council”. He concluded by
stressing that they should insist that whatever the political
problems that were brought before the Council, which in
the eyes of the world was a central body dealing with great
international issues of peace and security, those problems
should be dealt with in a mannerly, orderly and respectful
way.*

The rest of the material in this chapter is concerned with
questions that arose regarding the application of a certain
rule, especially when there was a discussion regarding
variations from the Council’s usual practice. The case his-
tories presented here do not constitute cumulative evidence
of the practice of the Council, but are indicative of special
problems that have arisen in the proceedings of the Council
under its provisional rules of procedure.

3The agenda for the 2666th meeting was “The situation between
Iran and lraq”. For the statement, see S/PV.2665, pp. 37 and 38.

45/PV.2666, France. p. 2, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, p. 6; United States of America. p. 6. For the
statement by the United States at the previous meeting, see
S/PV.2665, United States of America, p. 41. See also chapter XII,
under Article 24 of the Charter.

Part I

MEETINGS (RULES 1-5)

NOTE
The material assembled in the present section reflects
the provisions of Article 28 of the Charter and indicates

special instances of the interpretation or application of
rules 1-5. During the period under review, there were cases

falling under rule 4 (cases 1, 2 and 3); there were no special
instances of the application of rules 1-3 and §.

** A. CONSIDERATION OF THE ADOPTION OR
AMENDMENT OF RULES 1-§
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Chapter I. Provisional rules of procedure of the Security Council

B. SPECIAL CASES CONCERNING THE APPLICATION
OF RULES 1-§

Rule 4

CASE |

On 29 August 1985, after informal consultations, the
President issued a statement on behalf of the members of
the Security Council.® The contents of the statement inti-
mated that the members of the Council had agreed to hold
a commemorative meeting of the Council at the level of
Foreign Ministers to celebrate the fortieth anniversary of
the United Nations and that the agenda for the meeting,
which should be held on 26 September 1985, would be
“United Nations for a better world and the responsibility
of the Security Council in maintaining international peace
and security”. Furthermore, it had been agreed, taking into
account practical considerations, that the meeting would
be open for statements by the members of the Council.

CASE 2

At the 2608th meeting of the Security Council, which
was a commemorative meeting held on 26 Scptember 1985
at the level of Foreign Ministers to celebrate the forticth
anniversary of the United Nations, there were both explicit
and implicit references to Article 28, paragraph 2, of the
Charter. The representative of India, speaking on the sub-
ject of enhancing the special responsibility of the Security
Council and its role on behalf of the international commu-
nity in the collective maintenance of peace and sccurity,
thereby bringing it closer to the position that had been pre-
scribed for it in the Charter, stressed the importance of hold-
ing regular periodic meetings of the Council under Article
28, paragraph 2, of the Charter. He further expressed the
hope that their meeting at the level of Ministers would be
followed by regular contacts at a high political level ¢

58/17424, OR, 40th yr., Resolutions and Decisions of the Secu-
rllg' Council, 1985.
S/PV.2608, p. 67.

At the same meeting, the representative of Trinidad and
Tobago stated that the Council should convene high-level
meetings more frequently, as had been envisaged in the
Charter, and that the meetings should review the efforts to
facilitate the resolution of current or potential disputes and
to analyse the prevailing international environment. He
also said that convening high-level meetings more fre-
quently would serve to encourage exchanges of views and
help to overcome *“the misconceptions and distrust” that
had so often led to stalemate and conflict.”

Finally, the representative of Egypt, while highlighting
what he called the “vast spectrum of mechanisms” avail-
able to the Council in tackling situations and conflicts that
might threaten international peace and security, noted the
possibility in the rules of procedure of holding periodic
meetings of the Council to review the international situ-
ation and to monitor grave incidents within the framework
of what had come to be known as “preventive diplomacy™.?

CASE 3

At the 2787th mceting, on 28 January 1988, in connec-
tion with the situation in the occupied Arab Territories, the
representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
reiterated his Government’s proposal that the members of
the Sccurity Council proceed to consultations to consider
the relevant questions and that the initiative for those con-
sultations could belong to the permanent members of the
Council. He stated that, while the consultations could give
added thrust to efforts to find a way out of the Middle East
impasse, the conclusions and recommendations emerging
from those consultations could be considered at a formal
mecting of the Council, which, in view of the importance
of the question for the maintenance of international secu-
rity, should be held at the level of Foreign Ministers.” The
same proposal had previously been made in a letter dated
20 January 1988 from the representative of the USSR ad-
dressed to the Secretary-General.'®

bid., p. 34.

8Ibid., p. 86.

S/PV.2787, p. I8.

105/19442, OR, 43rd yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March 1988.

Part 11

REPRESENTATION AND CREDENTIALS (RULES 13-17)

NOTE

Since 1948, the reports of the Secretary-General on the
credentials of the representatives of members of the Sceu-
rity Council have been circulated to the delegations of all
members of the Council and, in the absence of a request
that they be considered by the Council, have been consid-
ered approved without objection. In practice, however, the
credentials under rule 13 have been submitted and reported
on by the Secretary-General only at times when changes
in the representation of members of the Council have been
made and when, at the beginning of each year, the repre-
sentatives of the newly elccted non-permanent members of
the Council have been designated. That practice was fol-
lowed during the period under rcvicw.

In one instance, during the period under review, a Mem-
ber State that was participating in the discussion under rule
37 of the provisional rules of procedure challenged the le-
gitimacy and representation of the Government of another
Member State, also participating in the discussion under
rule 37 (case 4). The President reaffirmed the international
recognition of the Government in question. Subsequently,
following a letter of protest at the position he had taken,
the President sought and obtained a legal opinion on the

credentials of the representative of the Government con-
cermed from the Officc of Legal Affairs of the Secretariat.

**A. CONSIDERATION OF THE ADOPTION OR
AMENDMENT OF RULES 13-17



Part III. Presidency (rules 18-20)
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B. SPECIAL CASES CONCERNING THE APPLICATION
OF RULES 13-17

CASE 4

At the 2567th meeting, on 30 January 1985, in connec-
tion with the letter dated 28 January 1985 from the repre-
sentative of Chad, the representative of the Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya referred to a letter dated 28 January 1985' in
which, he said, his Government’s position had been made
clear. He stated that there was a legitimate Government of
National Unity under Goukouni Oueddei and that the pur-
pose of convening the meeting of the Security Council by
the rebel regime of Hissein Habre in N’Djamena was, inter
alia, to belittle the military importance and power of the
legitimate Government and to give legitimacy to the rebel
regime. He added that, in the effort to end the civil war in
Chad, the Lagos Agrcement had been signed by the 11
Chadian parties and that the Agreement had led to the for-
mation of the Government that had been recognized by the
Organization of African Unity. He maintained that the
head of an army, Hissein Habre, who had sent a repre-
sentative to address the Council, represented only one of
11 factions that had signed the Lagos Accord on National
Reconciliation and that, therefore, the intcrnational com-
munity could not be deceived into giving legitimacy to a
Government of only one faction, which had come to power
through rebellion and force of arms, with the support of
mercenary and foreign forces.'

The President (France) reminded the representative of
the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya that the complaint that was be-
ing considered by the Security Council came from the in-
ternationally recognized Government of Chad and that its
legitimacy could not be challenged in the Council. The
President further stated that it had been at the request of
the same Government that the President of the Council,
speaking on behalf of its members, had made the state-
ment of 6 April 1983," in which she had declared the
recommendations of the Council regarding the settle-
ment of the dispute between Chad and the Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya.'*

Subsequently, in a letter dated ! February 1985 ad-
dressed to the President of the Council,'® the representative
of the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya referred to the verbatim rec-
ord of the 2567th meeting and categorically ‘‘denied’’ the
remarks that had been made by the President, which Libya

113/16912, OR, 40th yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March 1985.
125/PV.2567, pp. 22-27 and 31 (second intervention).
135/15688, see Repertoire, Suppl. 1981-1984, chap. VIII, part II.
145/PV. 2567, p. 29.

155/16922, OR, 40th yr., Suppli. for Jan.-March 1985.

had considered as representing the viewpoint of France
alone, thus exceeding the role and the powers of the Presi-
dency of the Council.

In a letter dated 5 February 1985 addressed to the Presi-
dent of the Council,'s the representative of France acknow-
ledged the letter from the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya in which
there was a reference to the position he had taken at the
2567th meeting as President of the Council, and attached
the note he had received from the Office of Legal Affairs
of the Secretariat containing the latter’s legal opinion on
the question. In the note annexed to the letter from France,
it was stated that, on 12 October 1984, the Credentials
Committee of the current, thirty-ninth session of the Gen-
eral Assembly had submitted its first report to the Assem-
bly, and that the report had included the credentials of the
delegation of Chad, which had been signed by Hissein
Habre, President of the Republic of Chad, Chief of State,
and had named as head of delegation Mr. Gouara-Lassou,
Minister for Foreign Affairs and Cooperation. Moreover,
the report of the Credentials Committee revealed that no
member of the Committee had raised any question what-
soever regarding the credentials of Chad and that the Com-
mittee had adopted without a vote a resolution accepting
all the credentials that were therefore in it, including those
of Chad. When, on 17 October 1984, the General Assem-
bly, at its 32nd plenary meeting, had taken up the first
report of the Credentials Committee, a number of delega-
tions—including that of the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya—had
placed on record reservations concerning certain creden-
tials that had been approved in the report of the Com-
mittee, but none of those delegations had entered any
reservation whatsoever concerning the credentials of the
delegation of Chad or the legitimacy of the Government
that had issued the credentials. The note then concluded
that, at its thirty-ninth session, the General Assembly had
accepted, without any dissent, credentials for Chad that had
been signed by President Hissein Habre and that the As-
sembly had therefore recognized the right of the Govern-
ment concerned currently to represent Chad in the United
Nations. The note from the Office of Legal Affairs finally
drew attention, in the light of the letter dated 1 February
1985 from the representative of the Libyan Arab Jama-
hinya, to the provisions of General Assembly resolution
396 (V) of 14 December 1950, regarding ‘‘Recognition by
the United Nations of the representation of a Member
State’’.

165/16942, ibid.

Part 111

PRESIDENCY (RULES 18-20)

NOTE

Part I1I of the present chapter is confined to the proceed-
ings of the Security Council relating directly to the Office
of the President. Material relevant to the exercise by the
President of his functions in connection with the agenda is

dealt with in chapter II. The exercise by the President of
his functions in the conduct of a meeting is reflected in the
material included in part V of this chapter.

During the period under review, there was one case fall-
ing within the purview of rule 19, which deals with the
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conduct of the Presidency (case 5). There were no special
instances of the application of rules 18 and 20.

The Council continued to use informal consultations as
a procedure for reaching decisions. In some instances, the
President presented the results of such consultations to the
Council in the form of a statement of consensus'’ or as a
draft resolution, which the Council then adopted without
further debate.'® In other instances, the President an-
nounced the agreement or consensus in a note or letter cir-
culated as a Council document. In one of those instances
the letter from the President conveying the ‘‘provisional
agreement’’ of the members of the Council to a set of pro-
posals by the Secretary-General, in connection with the
situation relating to Afghanistan, included the proviso that

17For the texts of such statements, see S/17004, S/17036,
S/17050, S/17130, S/17151, S/17206, S/17215, S/17408, S/17413,
S/17424, S/17486, S/17501, S/17554, S/17575, S/17635, S/17653
and S/17702, OR, 40th yr., Resolutions and Decisions of the Secu-
rity Council, 1985; S/17745, S/17932, S/18111, S/18138, S/18157,
S/18320, S/18439, S/18487, S/18492 and S/18538 ibid., 41st yr.,
Resolutions and Decisions of the Security Council, 1986, S/18610,
S/18641, S/18691, S/18756, S/18808, S/18863, S/18885, S/19068,
S/19301 and S/19382, ibid., 42nd yr., Resolutions and Decisions
of the Security Council, 1987, S/19626, S/19912, S/19959,
S/20096, S/20156, S/20208, S/20306 and S/20330 ibid., 43rd yr..
Resolutions and Decisions of the Security Council, 1988.

18For the texts of such draft resolutions, see S/17100, adopted
without change as resolution 561 (1985); S/17202, adopted without
change as resolution 563 (1985); S/17232, adopted without change
as resolution 564 (1985); S/17266, adopted without change as reso-
lution 565 (1985); S/17567, adopted without change as resolution
575 (1985); S/17642, adopted without change as resolution 576
(1985); S/17680, adopted without change as resolution 578 (1985),
S/17859, adopted without change as resolution 582 (1986);
S/18019, adopted without change as resolution 583 (1986);
S/18109, adopted without change as resolution 584 (1986);
S/18151, adopted without change as resolution 585 (1986);
S/18226, adopted without change as resolution 586 (1986);
S/18383, adopted without change as resolution 588 (1986);
S/18481, adopted without change as resolution 590 (1986);
S/18474 (letter dated 24 November 1986 containing the recommen-
dation in the form of a draft resolution from the Chairman of the
Security Council Committee established by resolution 421 (1977)),
adopted without change as resolution 591 (1986); S/18515,
adopted without change as resolution 593 (1986); S/18597,
adopted without change as resolution 594 (1987); S/18881,
adopted without change as resolution 596 (1987); S/18909,
adopted without change as resolution 597 (1987); S/18983,
adopted without change as resolution 598 (1987); S/19008,
adopted without change as resolution 599 (1987); S/19296,

that particular exchange of letters ‘‘not be regarded as a
precedent for the future’.'”
**A. CONSIDERATION OF THE ADOPTION OR
AMENDMENT OF RULES 18-20

B. SPECIAL CASES CONCERNING THE APPLICATION
OF RULES 18-20

Rule 19

CASE §

Subsequent to the 2567th meeting, on 30 January 1985,
in the course of which the President (France) had re-
sponded to the challenge by reaffirming the international
legitimacy of the Government of the Republic of Chad
(case 4)," the representative of the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
addessed a letter dated 1 February 1985’ to the President
(India) refuting the remarks by the Council’s President at
the 2567th meeting, which his Government considered as
representing the viewpoint of France alone. He further
noted in the letter that it was the second occasion on which
the President of the Council had exceeded his or her power
and had used the Presidency to express the point of view
of his’her own country. He then referred, in that connec-
tion, to the statement by the President of the Council at the
2430th meeting, on 6 April 1983'* and said that his Gov-
emment believed that such behaviour might have adverse
consequences for the work of the Council and for its credt-
bility as a neutral organ that merely transmitted the deci-
sions of the members.

adopted without change as resolution 613
adopted without change as resolution 614
adopted without change as resolution 616 (1988); S/20069,
adopted without change as resolution 617 (1988); S/20097,
adopted without change as resolution 619 (1988); S/20193,
adopted without change as resolution 621 (1988); S$/20250,
adopted without change as resolution 622 (1988); S$/20300,
adopted without change as resolution 624 (1988); S/20324,
adopted without change as resolution 625 (1988); and S/20339,
ado‘g:tcd without change as resolution 626 (1988).

or the text of the letter, see S/19836, OR, 43rd yr., Resolu-
tions and Decisions of the Security Council, 1988; for the texts of
the other notes or letters, see S/17148, 1bid., 40th yr., Resolutions
and Decisions of the Security Council 1985; S/17506, ibid.;
$/17635, ibid.; S/16913, ibid., S/18033, ibid., 4/st yr., Resolutions
and Decisions of the Security Council, 1986, S/18136, ibid.;

1988); S/19936,
1988); S/20038,

o~ o~ —

adopted without change as resolution 603 (1987); S/19338, S/19809, ibid., 43rd yr., Resolutions and Decisions of the Security
adopted without change as resolution 604 (1987); S/19461, Council, 1988, S/19973, 1bid.; S/20108, ibid.; S/20112, ibid.;
adopted without change as resolution 609 (1988); S/19911, S/20155, ibid.; and S§/20352, ibid.

Part IV

SECRETARIAT (RULES 21-26)

NOTE

Part IV relates to rules 21-26 of the provisional rules
of procedure, which delineate the specific functions and
powers of the Secretary-General, under Article 98 of the
Charter, in connection with the meetings of the Security
Council.

During the period under review, the Secretary-General
was requested or authorized:

(a) To submit reports on the implementation of the de-
cisions on the question of South Africa and to monitor
developments related to South Africa’s threats of acts of
aggression against neighbouring States;?°

20Resolutions 560 (1985) of 12 March 1985, 569 (1995) of 26
July 1985, 581 (1986) of 13 February 1986 and 591 (1986) of 28
November 1986.
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(b) To continue consultations with the Government of
Lebanon, and other parties directly concerned, in connec-
tion with the mandate of the United Nations Interim Force
in Lebanon (UNIFIL), and to submit a report thereon;?'

(c) To make the necessary arrangements for a deploy-
ment of UNIFIL to the southern border of Lebanon, to
adopt urgently measures for the reinforcement of the secu-
rity of its personnel and to submit reports thereon;??

(d) To keep the Council apprised of the development
of the situation in Central America, in connection with the
letter dated 6 May 1985 from the representative of Nica-
ragua, and the implementation of resolution 562 (1985);?

(e) To submit, in connection with the situation in the
Middle East and the mandate of the United Nations Dis-
engagement Observer Force (UNDOF), a report on the
developments in the situation and the measures taken to
implement resolution 338 (1973);2¢

() To submit a report, in connection with the situation in
the occupied Arab termritories, on the implementation of reso-
lution 592 (1986) and to examine the situation in the territo-
ries by all means available to him and to report thercon;?*

(g) To continue his mission of good offices, in connec-
tion with the situation in Cyprus, to keep the Council in-
formed of the progress made and to submit a report on the
implementation of the resolution of the Council;*

(h) To arrange, in connection with the situation in Na-
mibia, a ceasefire between South Africa and the South
West Africa People’s Organization in order to undertake
the administrative and other practical steps necessary for
the emplacement of the United Nations Transition Assist-
ance Group and to report on the progress in the implemen-
tation of Council resolutions;?’

(i) To monitor, in connection with the complaint of An-
gola against South Africa, developments in the situation,
including the withdrawal of the South African military
forces from the territory of Angola, and to report on the
implementation of Council resolutions;?®

ZIResolutions 561 (1985) of 17 April 1985, 575 (1985) of 17
October 1985, 583 (1986) of 18 April 1986, 586 (1986) of |8 July
1986, 594 (1987) of 15 January 1987, 599 (1987) of 31 July 1987,
609 (1988) of 29 July 1988 and 617 (1988) of 29 July 1988.

22Resolution 587 (1986) of 23 September 1986 and presidential
statements of 5 September and 31 October 1986, respectively,
S$/18320 and S/18439, OR, 4lst yr., Resolutions and Decisions of
the Security Council, 1986.

3Resolution 562 (1985) of 10 May 198S.

24Resolutions 563 (1985) of 17 April 1985, 576 (1985) of 21
November 1985, 584 (1986) of 29 May 1986, 590 (1986) of 26
November 1986, 596 (1987) of 29 May 1987, 603 (1987) of 25
November 1987, 613 (1988) of 31 May 1988 and 624 (1988) of
30 November 1988.

25Resolutions 592 (1986) of 8 December 1986 and 605 (1987)
of 22 December 1987.

26Resolutions 565 (1985) of 14 June 1985, 578 (1985) of
12 December 1985, 585 (1986) of 13 June 1986, 593 (1986) of 11
December 1986, 597 (1987) of 12 June 1987, 604 (1987) of 14
December 1987, 614 (1988) of 15 June 1988 and 625 (1988) of
15 December 1988, and presidential statement of 20 Septcmber
1985, S/17486, OR, 43rd yr., Resolutions and Decisions of the Se-
curity Council, 1988.

2TResolutions 566 (1985) of 19 June 1985 and 601 (1987) of 30
October 1987 and presidential statement of 29 Septcmber 1988,
S/20208, OR, 43rd yr., Resolutions and Decisions of the Security
Council, 1988.

28Resolutions 567 (1985) of 20 June 1985, 577 (1985) of 6 Dec-
cember 1985, 602 (1987) of 25 Novembcer 1987, and 606 (1987)
of 23 December 1987.

(/) To enter into consultation with the Government of
Botswana and the relevant United Nations agencies on
measures to assist that Government in ensuring the safety,
protection and welfare of the refugees in Botswana and to
report thereon;?’

(k) To submit a report, in connection with the letter
dated 1 October 1985 from Tunisia, on the implementation
of resolution 573 (1985);%°

() To establish, in consultation with the Government
of Lesotho, an appropriate presence comprising one or two
civilians in Maseru, for the purpose of keeping him in-
formed of any development affecting the territorial integ-
rity of Lesotho and to monitor, through appropriate means,
the implementation of resolution 580 (1985) and the pre-
vailing situation and to submit a report as necessary;*!

(m) To continue or to intensify his ongoing efforts, in
connection with the situation between Iran and Iraq, to as-
sist the two parties to give effect to United Nations ob-
servers to verify, confirm and supervise the ceasefire and
withdrawal; to make the neccssary arrangements in con-
sultation with the parties; to explore in consultation with
Iran and Iraq the question of entrusting an impartial body
with inquiring into responsibility for the conflict; to exam-
inc measures to enhance the security and stability of
the region; to take the necessary stcps to set up a United
Nations Iran-lraq Military Observer Group; to carry out
prompt investigations in response to allegations brought to
his attention by any Member State concerning the possible
use of chemical and bacteriological (biological) or toxic
weapons that may constitute a violation of the 1925 Ge-
neva Protoco] or other relevant or customary international
law, in order to ascertain the facts of the matter; and to
submit reports on all these;*?

(n) To report urgently, in connection with the letter
dated 19 April 1988 from the representative of Tunisia,
any new clements available to him and relating to the ag-
gression;*>

(o) To appoint a special representative for Western Sa-
hara and to submit a report as soon as possible on the hold-
ing of a referendum for seif-determination of the people of
Western Sahara and on ways and means to ensure the or-
ganization and supervision of such a referendum by the
United Nations in cooperation with the Organization of Af-
rican Unity;*

() To keep the Council informed of further develop-
ments, in connection with the situation relating to Afghan-
istan, in accordance with the Geneva agreements and the
arrangements for the temporary dispatch to Afghanistan

29Resolutions 568 (1985) of 21 June 1985 and 572 (1985) of 30
ScPtcmber 1985.

OResolution 573 (1985) of 4 October 1985.

3'Resolution 580 (1985) of 30 December 1985.

32Resolutions 582 (1986) of 24 February 1986, 588 (1986) of 8
October 1986, 598 (1987) of 20 July 1987, 619 (1988) of 9 August
1988 and 620 (1988) of 26 August 1988 and presidential state-
ments of 21 March and 22 December 1986, respectively, S/17932
and S/18538, OR, 4/st yr., Resolutions and Decisions of the Secu-
rity Council, 1986, presidential statements of 16 January, 14 May
and 24 Dccember 1987, respectively, S/18610, S/18863 and
S/19382; ibid., 42nd yr., Resolutions and Decisions of the Security
Council, 1987; and presidential statements of 16 March and 18 Au-
gust 1988, respectively, S/19626 and S/20096, ibid., 43rd vr.,
Resolutions and Decisions of the Security Council. 1988.

BResolution 611 (1988) of 25 April 1988,

34Rcsolution 621 (1988) of 20 Scptecmber 1988
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and Pakistan of military officers from existing United Na-
tions operations to assist in the mission of good offices;*

(q) To take the necessary steps, in connection with the
letters, both dated 17 December 1988, from the repre-
sentatives of Angola and Cuba, for the establishment of a
United Nations Angola verification mission, to report im-

35Resolution 622 (1988) of 31 October 1988.

mediately after the signature of the agreements referred to
in paragraph 4 of resolution 626 (1988) and to inform the
Council of further developments .’

There were no special instances, during the period under
review, of the application of rules 21-26.

36Resolution 626 (1988) of 20 December 1988.

Part V

CONDUCT OF BUSINESS (RULES 27-36)

NOTE

Part V sets out the cases bearing on rules 27-36. Material
relating to rule 28 can be found in chapter V, which deals
with the subsidiary organs of the Security Council. Mate-
rial relating to rules 37-39 is covered in chapter III, which
deals with participation in the proceedings of the Security
Council. During the period under review, there were no spe-
cial instances of the application of rules 29, 34, 35 and 36.

As in previous volumes of the Repertoire, the cases as-
sembled here are indicative of the special problems that
arose in the application of the rules on the conduct of busi-
ness, rather than the routine practice of the Council. They
relate to such matters as:

(@) Rule 27, on the order of intervention in the debate
(case 6);

() Rule 30, on the extent to which the President rules
on a point of order (cases 7 and 8). Those instances in
which representatives, having asked to be recognized on a
point of order, made statements in which no rule was re-
quired have not been included in the present study;

(c) Rule 32, on the order of precedence of principal
motions and draft resolutions, including requests for sepa-
rate voting on parts of a motion or of a draft resolution
(cases 9-13),

(d) Rule 33, on the suspension and adjournment of
meetings (cases 14-17).

** A. CONSIDERATION OF THE ADOPTION OR
AMENDMENT OF RULES 27-36

B. SPECIAL CASES CONCERNING THE APPLICATION
OF RULES 27-36

Rule 27

CASE 6

At the 2655th meeting, on 6 February 1986, in connec-
tion with the letter dated 4 February 1986 from the repre-
sentative of the Syrian Arab Republic, the President, after
thanking the representative of the United Kingdom for his
statement after the vote on the draft resolution,’” appealed

378117796 (draft resolution submitted by the Congo. Ghana,
Madagascar. ITrinidad and Tobago and the United Arab Emirates,
subsequently revised. voted upon and not adopted), OR, 4/st yvr.,
Suppl. for Jan.-March, 1986

urgently, in view of the lateness of the hour, in particular
to the representatives of Israel, the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
and the Syrian Arab Republic—who were participating in
the Security Council’s discussion under rule 37 of the pro-
visional rules of procedure—not to insist on their desire to
speak. The President then stated that he had just been in-
formed that the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, a
member of the Council, wished to speak in the exercise of
the right of reply and that, naturally, if he called on the
representative of the Soviet Union, he should be obliged
to call on all the others who had requested to speak. But,
the President added, since the Soviet Union was a member
of the Council, he thought that the appeal he had made to
the non-members of the Council remained valid. The Presi-
dent then called on the representative of the Soviet Union
to make a statement in the exercise of the right of reply.

The representative of the Soviet Union noted, at the out-
set of his statement, that it seemed to him that “everybody”
and not just members of the Security Council had the right
to exercise the right of reply, and that the President’s de-
cision might be disputed. The representative of the Soviet
Union said that, in any event, he was using his right of
reply and then he continued with his statement. Following
the statement by the representative of the Soviet Union, the
President renewed his “urgent appeal” that he had made to
the representatives of Israel, the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
and the Syrian Arab Republic not to insist on the request
to speak. There was no objection.’®

Rule 30

CASE 7

At the 2655th meeting, on 6 February 1986, in connec-
tion with the letter dated 4 February 1986 from the repre-
sentative of the Syrian Arab Republic, the representative
of the United Arab Emirates requested as a point of order
that the Security Council proceed to the vote on the draft
resolution’’ and postpone further statements "in reply” un-
til after the vote. The President stated that the Council
would then proceed to the vote. There was no objection.”

CASE 8

At the 2774th meeting, on 16 December 1987, in con-
nection with the situation in the occupied Arab territories,

335/PV 2655, pp. 122-128.
39bid., p. 108.
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the President stated that the representative of India, who
was participating in the discussion under rule 37 of the Se-
curity Council’s provisional rules of procedure, wished to
speak in exercise of the right of reply and invited him to
take a place at the Council table. The representative of the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland
then raised a point of order and said that he understood that
in fact there were no rights of reply in the Security Council,
and that representatives who were not members of the
Council were invited simply to address the Council and
make statements. He added that he thought it important
that no wrong precedent be set, and that, while they wel-
comed statements, there was no right of reply.

The President differed with the statement that was made
by the representative of the United Kingdom on a point of
order, and said that they had, with the consent of the Coun-
cil, invited the representative of India to make a statement.
The President said that, according to established practice
in the Council, the representative of India had the right to
exercise his right of reply, and he called upon him to make
a statement. There was no challenge.*°

Rule 32

CASE 9

At the 2580th meeting, on 10 May 1985, in connection
with the letter dated 6 May 1985 from the representative
of Nicaragua, the representative of India requested, under
rule 38 of the Security Council’s provistonal rules of pro-
cedure,! that the draft resolution submitted by Nicara-
gua,*? which was participating in the discussion under rule
37, be put to the vote. The representative of the United
States of America requested a paragraph-by-paragraph
vote on the draft resolution, stating that scparatc votes on
each paragraph would demonstrate to the Council the ex-
istence of broad areas of agreement between the position
of his Government and that of the Government of Nicara-
gua. There was no objection. Following a separate vote on
each paragraph, during which the eighth preambular para-
graph and operative paragraphs | and 2 were not adopted,
the remaining parts of the draft resolution were voted on
as a whole and adopted unanimously as resolution 562
(1985).4

CASE 10

When the 2607th meeting resumed (case 16), the Presi-
dent said that they were back at the point at which, before
the suspension of the meeting, he had stated that, if there
was no objection, they would procced to the vote on the
six-Power draft resolution as orally revised.** The repre-
sentative of the United States of America said that the only
paragraph with which they had any difficulty was opera-
tive paragraph S of the draft resolution, as orally revised,

405/pV.2774, pp. 77 and 78.

4IFor the application of rule 38, see chap. 111, “Participation in
the proceedings of the Security Council”.

42S/17172, subsequently voted upon and adopted as resolution
562 (1985), following a separate vote on each paragraph; sec also
cha!). 1V, “Voting™.

435/PV 2580, pp. 116-128; see also note 42.

445/17481 (draft resolution submiticd by Burkina Faso, Egypt,
India, Madagascar, Peru and Trinidad and Tobago), orally reviscd
and subsequently voted upon and adopted as resolution 571 (1985),
following a separate vote on opcrative paragraph §

and requested whether under rule 32 they could have a
separate vote on paragraph S and then proceed with a vote
on the rest of the draft resolution. There was no objection.*’

CASE 11

At the 2617th meeting, on 7 October 1985, in connection
with the complaint by Angola against South Africa, the
President requested, in his capacity as representative of the
United States of America, that a separate vote be taken on
operative paragraph 6 of the six-Power draft resolution be-
fore the Council.*® There was no objection. Following the
adoption of operative paragraph 6 by a vote of 14 in favour
to none against and | abstention, the draft resolution as a
whole, including operative paragraph 6, was voted upon
and adopted unanimously as resolution 574 (1985).4

CASE 12

At the 263 | st meeting, on 6 December 1985, in connec-
tion with the complaint by Angola against South Africa,
when the President put, without objection, the six-Power
draft resolution®® to the vote, the representative of the
United States of America requested a separate vote on op-
erative paragraph 6 of the draft resolution. He also stated
that, as in previous similar situations, he belicved that their
request, if acceded to, would facilitate the broadest possi-
ble support for the draft resolution. There was no objection
and operative paragraph 6 was separately voted on and
adopted by 14 to nonc, with | abstention. The draft reso-
lution as a whole, including operative paragraph 6, was
voted upon and adopted unammously as resolution 577
(1985).¢

CASE 13

At the 2686th meeting, on 23 May 1986, in connection
with the situation in southern Africa, the representative of
Trinidad and Tobago introduced, on behalf of the sponsors,
a serics of oral revisions to the five-Power draft resolu-
tion,* and requested that the draft resolution, as orally re-
vised, be put to the vote.

The representative of the United Kingdom of Great Brit-
ain and Northern Ireland welcomed the oral amendments,
which, he said, were helpful and, in the light of which, he
asked for a separate vote on the twelfth preambular para-
graph and on operative paragraph 6. In response to that
request, the representative of Trinidad and Tobago said
that, in accordance with rule 32, he would like the Security
Council to procecd to a vote on the five-Power draft reso-
lution, as orally revised, as a whole. The President quoted

455/PV.2607, pp. 5! and 52.

463/17531 (draft resolution submitted by Burkina Faso. Egypt,
India, Madagascar, Peru and Trinidad and Tobago), subsequently
voted upon and adopted as resolution 574 (1985), following a sepa-
ratc votc on operative paragraph 6.

478/PV.2617, pp. 48 and 49.

483/17667 (draft resolution submitted by Burkina Faso, Egypt,
India, Madagascar, Peru and Trinidad and Tobago). subsequently
voted upon and adopted as resolution 577 (19835), following a sepa-
rate volte on operative paragraph 6.

49§/pPV 2631, pp. 31 and 32.

$05/18087 (draft rcsolution submitted by the Congo, Ghana,
Madagascar, Trinidad and Tobago and the United Arab Emirates),
subsequently orally revised, voted upon and not adopted, OR, 4 /st
vr.. Suppl. for April-June. 1986
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the relevant part of rule 32 of the Council’s provisional
rules of procedure, which states:
“Parts of a motion or of a draft resolution shall be voted on sepa-

rately at the request of any representative, unless the original mover
objects.”

Following his quotation of the pertinent part of rule 32,
the President stated that, since the sponsors of the draft
resolution had objected to the proposal for separate votes
on parts of the draft resolution, the Council would consider
the draft resolution as a whole. The representative of the
United Kingdom requested a clarification, stating that he
had not actually heard the representative of Trinidad and
Tobago objecting to the proposal and that it had not been
clear that he had been objecting. The representative of
Trinidad and Tobago stated that, while what he had pre-
viously said ought to have met the case, he would remove
all question of doubt by restating to the Council that he
had been authorized by the original movers of the draft
resolution, as orally revised, to inform the Council that
they objected to the proposal and that the Council should
proceed to vote on the draft resolution as a whole. The
Council proceeded to the vote on the draft resolution, as
orally revised, as a whole.*’

Rule 33

CASE 14

At the 2572nd meeting, on 11 March 1985, in connection
with the situation in the Middle East, the representative of
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ircland
raised a point of order and wondered what the intentions
of the President were and how they should proceed further
in the debate. He noticed they had a long list of speakers
and said that he did not even know whether the list he had
was a comprehensive list or whether there might yet be
more and that, given the lateness of the hour and conflict-
ing engagements some of them had, he personally pre-
ferred to close the deliberations for that evening rather
soon.

The President recalled what had bcen agreed at the
2570th meeting, on 7 March 1985, and said that, since
there had been no formal request for suspension of the
meeting, he had intended to exhaust the list of spcakers
and proceed to a vote on the draft resolution.*? The repre-
sentative of the United Kingdom reitcrated his preference
that the Security Council continue its discussion the fol-
lowing morning since they still had a lengthy list of speak-
ers to which a number of cxplanations of vote would cer-
tainly be added if they proceeded to the vote that night.
The President asked if the representative of the United
Kingdom would call for the application of rule 33 to ad-
journ the meeting and, when the latter acceded to the re-
quest, the President rcad out the entire provisions of rule
33 of the provisional rules of the Council’s procedure. The
President then asked if there was any objection to the pro-
posal by the representative of the United Kingdom. There
was none, and the meeting was adjourned until 10.30 a.m.
the following day.**

51S/PV.2686, pp. 126 and 127; sec also chap. 1V, “Voting™.

525/17000 (draft resolution submitted by Lebanon, subsequently
voted upon at the 2573rd mtg.. on 12 March 1985, and not
ado!pted), OR, 40th yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March, 1985.

$38/PV 2572, pp. 104-107.

CASE 15

At the 2600th meeting, on 25 July 198S, during the Secu-
rity Council’s consideration of the question of South
Africa, the representative of France requested that the
meeting be suspended for some 45 minutes to allow certain
consultations with a view to voting on the draft resolu-
tion,** when the meeting resumed. The representative of
Burkina Faso, speaking on behalf of the members of the
Security Council belonging to the Movement of Non-
Aligned Countries, also requested, under rule 33, para-
graph 1, of the provisional rules of procedure, that the
meeting be suspended to enable consultations on the draft
resolution. The mecting was suspended at 7.45 p.m.

When the mecting resumed at 12.05 a.m., the repre-
sentative of France proposed that the draft resolution be
put to the vote. The representative of Burkina Faso, speak-
ing on behalf of the members of the Council belonging to
the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries, requested that
the vote be postponed to allow some members of the Coun-
cil to seck instructions from their Governments. The Presi-
dent proposed to adjourn the meeting, bearing in mind the
statcments by the representative of France—a sponsor of
the draft resolution before the Council—and by the repre-
sentative of Burkina Faso, as well as the fact that a few
speakers remained to be heard. The President stated that
the next meeting of the Council would be held later on that
day, at 11.00 a.m., and asked intercsted partics to meet be-
fore then to continue with the consultations. There was no
objection.*

CASE 16

At the 2607th mceting, on 20 September 1985, in con-
nection with the complaint by Angola against South Af-
rica, the President declared that the Security Council was
ready to proceed to the vote on the six-Power draft reso-
lution,* and then announced that he had been informed by
the sponsors of the draft resolution of revisions to two
paragraphs, one of which was of a textual nature. When
the President said that they would then proceed to the vote
on the draft resolution, as orally revised, the representative
of the United States of America requested, under rule 33,
a “short recess™ to discuss the matter further before putting
the revised draft resolution to a vote (sec case 10).

The representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics asked if that was possible under the rules of pro-
cedure since they had already started the process of voting.
To that, the President responded, while he was open to ex-
pert opinion, that his personal understanding was that once
the voting procedure had started, it should not be inter-
rupted. The President further said that, perhaps under the
circumstances, the request of the representative of the
United States of America might be granted. To a further
question by the representative of the Ukrainian Soviet So-
cialist Republic as to how long he intended the recess to
be, the President suggested that it would be of some 10
minutes. Following that exchange, the representative of In-
dia requested all members of the Council to stay in the
chamber or nearby so that they could reconvene in 10 min-

$45/17354 (draft resolution submitted by Denmark and France),
subsequently revised and adopted at the 2602nd mig., on 26 July
1985, as resolution 569 (1985).

538/PV 2600, pp. 91-101.
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utes. The representative of the Soviet Union then stated
that he presumed it was understood that the current deci-
sion would not constitute a precedent or introduce any
changes in the rules of procedure of the Council. The Presi-
dent concurred with that understanding and the meeting
was suspended for 10 minutes.*¢

CASE 17

At the 2776th meeting, on 18 December 1987, in con-
nection with the situation in the occupied Arab territories,
the President stated that intensive consultations had taken
place that day between the sponsors of the five-Power draft
resolution’’ and several members of the Security Council

565/PV.2607, pp. 46-S1.

57$/19352 (draft resolution submitted by Argentina, the Congo,
Ghana, the United Arab Emirates and Zambia), subsequently re-
vised and adopted at the 2777th mtg., on 22 December 1987, as
resolution 605 (1987).

in order to produce a text that would command the broadest
support within the Council. The President added that he
had been informed that the consultations on the matter had
not been completed and that, in that connection, he had
been requested to suspend the meeting for one hour. There
was no objection.

When the meeting resumed, the President said that he
had been informed that further consultations were required
among the sponsors of the draft resolution and members of
the Council and that the Council should, therefore, defer
action on the draft resolution until the afternoon of the fol-
lowing Monday, 21 December. There was no objection and
the meeting was adjourned.*®

583/PV.2776, pp. 40 and 41.

Part VI

VOTING (RULE 40)

NOTE

Rule 40 of the provisional rules of procedure contains no
detailed provisions concerning the mechanics of the vote
or the majorities by which the various decisions of the
Council should be taken. It simply provides that voting in
the Council shall conform to the relevant Articles of the
Charter and of the Statute of the Intemational Court of Jus-
tice. Material concerning the majonties by which the deci-
sions of the Council should be taken will be found in chap-
ter IV, “Voting"'. Material concerning certain aspects of
the mechanics of voting has already been presented else-
where in this chapter.

During the period under review, members of the Council
on certain occasions referred to a rule that does not appear

in the provisional rules of procedure of the Council but in
the Rules of Procedure of the General Assembly, under
which the voting process may not be interrupted once it is
in progress except for reasons relating to the actual conduct
of the voting (see case 16).%°

On certain other occasions, members of the Council, as
in the past, were recorded as not participating in the vote
on resolutions declared to have been adopted. During the
period covered by the present supplement, there were no
special instances relating to the application of rule 40.

$90ther occasions on which members of the Council referred to
a rule that does not appear in the provisional rules of procedure of
the Council but in the rules of the General Assembly, relate to
statements in the exercise of the ‘‘right of reply’’ (see cases 6-8).

*Part VII

**LANGUAGES (RULES 41-47)

**NOTE

**A. CONSIDERATION OF THE ADOPTION OR AMENDMENT OF RULES 41-47

..B.

SPECIAL CASES CONCERNING THE APPLICATION OF RULES 41-47

Part VIII

PUBLICITY OF MEETINGS, RECORDS (RULES 48-57)

NOTE

In accordance with rule 49, the verbatim records of each
meeting are made available in the working languages to the
representatives on the Security Council, as well as to the

representatives of any other States that participated in the
meeting. A note is incorporated in mimeographed copies
of the record showing the time and date of distribution.
Corrections are requested in writing, in quadruplicate,
within three working days, to be submitted in the same
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language as the text to which they refer. These corrections
are included, in the absence of any objection, in the Offi-
cial Record of the meeting, which is printed and distrib-
uted as soon as possible after the time limit for correction.
During the period under review, the Council held six pri-
vate meetings.*®® At the close of each meeting, the Council
issued a communiqué through the Secretary-General, in
accordance with rule 55 of the provisional rules of proce-
dure.

There were no special instances of the application of
rules 48-57 during the period covered by the present Sup-
plement. However, there were rare occasions during the
Council’s deliberations on which implicit references were
made to rule 48 of the provisional rules of procedure. At
the 2608th meeting,*' which was a commemorative meet-
ing held on 26 September 1985 at the level of Foreign
Ministers, in celebration of the fortieth anniversary of the
Organization, there were a few instances that might be
viewed as some discussion or interpretation of the pur-
poses and advantages of rule 48. On the one hand, the rep-
resentative of France declared the meeting “unprece-
dented” and said that the 1970 meeting®? of the Council at
the ministerial level had had no impact on international
public opinion, because it had taken place in private. He
stated that the current meeting was a public one because
they had wanted it to be so and that, while “quiet diplo-
macy” might have its virtues, it was nevertheless not the
natural role of the Council, which had been designed to
take public positions. In their view, he said, that was even
more necessary 40 years after the entry into force of the
Charter and at a time when the speed and impact of
audiovisual communications entailed that there should be

60The six meetings were the following:

2566th 29 January Consideration of the draft
1985 report of the Security Council
to the General Assembly;
2627th 15 November Consideration of the draft
1985 report of the Security Council
to the General Assembly;
2714th 10 October  Recommendation regarding the
1986 appointment of the Secretary-
General of the United Nations;
2720th 12 November Consideration of the draft
1986 report of the Security Council
to the General Assembly;
2768th 25 November Consideration of the draft
1987 report of the Security Council
to the General Assembly,
2829th 8 November Consideration of the draft

1988 report of the Security Council
to the General Assembly.

61The agenda for the meeting was: “United Nations for a better
world and the responsibility of the Security Council in maintaining
international peace and security”.

621555th meeting, on 21 October 1970 (first periodic meeting),
see Repertoire of the Practice of the Security Council, Supplement
1969-1971.

a close link between international public opinion and the
persons and organs responsible for diplomatic actions.
He asserted that, far from growing stronger, the link had
actually weakened and that currently there was a gulf be-
tween the Council and world public opinion.®

On the other hand, the representative of Australia said
that, since they had joined the Council as a non-permanent
member, they had tried to help improve the Council’s ca-
pacity for “quiet diplomacy” through such means as, for
instance, the reduction of the number of participants in
Council deliberations, the holding of periodic meetings to
review the state of international security and taking timely
action to prevent the Council from waiting until crises had
actually arrived before calling on the Secretary-General to
try to settle them. He stated that Australia also agreed with
the Secretary-General’s approach that the Council should
make a concerted effort to deal with one or two of the ma-
jor problems that were before it and that it should redouble
its attempts to end the war between Iraq and Iran. To that
end, he said, the Government of Australia had proposed
that the Council have separate private meetings with each
of the parties to the conflict. In order to help break the im-
passe, he added, the scope for progress towards a solution
could be explored privately at such meetings. He then re-
gretted, in the same context, that his Government’s idea to
hold the present meeting in private had not been favoured
and was of the opinion that, had it been a private, informal
session, they could have exchanged ideas freely and
frankly on how to make the Council work more effec-
tively.®

At the same meeting, the President, speaking in his ca-
pacity as the representative of the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, stated that, over the
years, the Council had turned out to be probably an agent
more of persuasion than of coercion; that their functions,
when performed at their best, had tended to move away
from open public meetings to “discussions in confi-
dence”;®* and that in such and in other ways they had
achieved some notable successes. He further stated that not
every problem was best considered by being publicly de-
bated; that not every debate was best terminated by a reso-
lution; and that the idea of private, formal meetings might
reduce the scope for “propaganda” and increase the Coun-
cil’s ability to play a constructive role.%

635/PV.2608, p. 71.
841bid., pp. 112 and 113.
he reference to “discussions in confidence” might well be a

reference to the Council’s “informal consultations of the whole”,
and not necessarily to a “private meeting” as stipulated under rule
48 of the provisional rules of procedure. The Council’s “consulta-
tions of the whole” is an arrangement of convenience for negoti-
ating or drafting purposes established in practice outside the
framework of the provisional rules of procedure of the Security
Council.

**Part IX

** APPENDIX TO THE PROVISIONAL RULES OF PROCEDURE
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INTRODUCTORY NOTE

The present chapter relates to material concerning rules
6 to 11 of the provisional rules of procedure of the Security
Council.

As in the previous volumes of the Repertoire, the mate-
rial in the present chapter is presented directly under the
rule of procedure to which it relates. The chapter is divided
into four parts: part I, Consideration of the adoption or
amendment of rules 6-12; part II, The provisional agenda
(rules 6-8); part III, Adoption of the agenda (rule 9); and
part IV, The agenda: Matters of which the Security Coun-
cil is seized (rules 10 and 11).

No material has been entered under part I since the
Council did not have occasion to consider any change in
rules 6 to 12. Nor was any material found for treatment
under part Il dealing with the circulation of communica-
tions by the Secretary-General and the preparation and
communication of the provisional agenda.

Part 111 contains material on the procedure and practice
of the Security Council in connection with the adoption of
the agenda. No material has been found for treatment under
section A dealing with the procedure of the Council in voting
on the adoption of the agenda. In section B no material has
been entered under subheading 1 dealing with consideration
of the requirements for the inclusion of an item in the agenda.
Subheading 2 includes one case history conceming the effect
of the inclusion of an item on the agenda.

No material was found for inclusion in section C dealing
with other questions that were discussed in connection
with the adoption of the agenda. Part IV relates to the list
of matters of which the Council is seized. No entry is pre-
sented under section A relating to rule 10. The tabulation
in section B (rule 11) supplements the tabulation in the pre-
vious volume of the Repertoire and indicates the changes
that have since occurred in the list of matters of which the
Council is seized.

** Part 1

CONSIDERATION OF THE ADOPTION OR AMENDMENT OF RULES 6-12

Part 11

THE PROVISIONAL AGENDA

NOTE

The questions raised in this section concern the applica-
tion of the provisional rules of procedure to the prepara-
tion, approval and circulation of the provisional agenda
and the circulation by the Secretary-General of communi-
cations concerning matters for consideration by the Coun-
cil.

Under the provisions of rule 6, the Secretary-General is
obliged to bring to the attention of members of the Council
all communications from States, organs of the United Na-
tions or the Secretary-General concerning all matters for
the consideration of the Council. During the period under
review, however, there were no instances in which the
question of circulation of communications arose. Commu-

nications from regional arrangements or agencies received
pursuant to Article 54 of the Charter are also circulated in
the S/ series of documents.

Rule 7 entrusts the drawing up of the provisional agenda
for each meeting to the Secretary-General subject to the
approval of the President of the Council. The Secretary-
General’s discretion with respect to the inclusion of new
items is restricted to those items that have been brought to
the attention of the Council under rule 6. In addition to the
express provisions of rule 7, the Secretary-General also
has to take into account whether a specific request to in-
clude the item has been made. During the period under re-
view there was no instance involving the manner of pre-
paring the provisional agenda.

Part IIT

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA (RULE 9)

NOTE

Under rule 9, the first item on the provisional agenda for
each meeting of the Security Council is the adoption of the
agenda. Unless an objection has been raised, the Council
usually adopts the provisional agenda without vote, either
with or without amendments.

15

During the period under review, the Council included 24
new issues in its agenda, which in some cases dealt with
specific incidents or aspects of more general questions.
Not all requests from Member States for the consideration
of issues led to formal meetings of the Council.
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No material was found for inclusion in section A con-
cerning the procedure of the Council in voting on the adop-
tion of the agenda.

Section B refers to case histories of the discussion in the
Council when objection has been raised to the adoption of
the agenda in connection with the substance of the item on
the provisional agenda. The case histories are not con-
cerned with the grounds of objection, which are, however,
briefly indicated. No material was found for treatment un-
der subheading 1 concerning discussion in the Council of
the requirements for the inclusion of an item in the
agenda. Subheading 2 deals with the effects of such in-
clusion (case 1).

Section C refers to instances when the Council discussed
other questions of procedure arising on adoption of the
agenda such as the order of discussion of items, the scope
of items in relation to the scope of the discussion, the
phrasing of agenda items and the participation of non-
members of the Council before the adoption of the agenda.
No material was found for inclusion in the section during
the period under review.

During that period, participation in the discussion of the
adoption of the agenda was limited to members of the
Council.

**A. PROCEDURE OF VOTING ON THE ADOPTION OF
THE AGENDA

**]. Votes taken concerning individual items on the
provisional agenda

**2. Votes taken on proposals to determine or change
the order of items

**3. Votes taken on the adoption of the agenda as a
whole

B. CONSIDERATION OF:

**1. Requirements for the inclusion of an item in the
agenda

2. Effect of the inclusion of an item in the agenda

CASE |

At the 2791st meeting, on 16 February 1988, the provi-
sional agenda read as follows:!

1. Adoption of the agenda.

2. Letter dated 10 February 1988 from the Permanent Observer of
the Republic of Korea to the United Nations addressed to the President
of the Secunity Council (S/19488).

Letter dated 10 February 1988 from the Permanent Representative
of Japan to the United Nations addressed to the President of the Se-
curity Council (5/19489).

The representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics stated that his delegation did not consider it use-
ful to include on the agenda of the Security Council the
question of the destruction of the South Korean aircraft.
The document submitted by South Korea could not serve
as a point of reference for the Council’s debate. In his
view the inclusion of that item on the agenda could have
negative consequences for the already quite tense situ-
ation in the Korean peninsula. He wanted the position of
his delegation to be reflected in the records of the Security
Council.

The President (United States) said that the statement by
the representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist Repub-
lics would be included in the official records of the Coun-
cil. In the absence of other speakers (or any objections) the
agenda was adopted.

**C. OTHER DISCUSSION ON THE ADOPTION OF
THE AGENDA
**1. Order of discussion of the items on the agenda

**2. Scope of items and sub-items on the agenda in re-
lation to the scope of the discussion

**3. Phasing of items on the agenda

IS/Agenda/2791.

Part IV

THE AGENDA: MATTERS OF WHICH THE SECURITY COUNCIL
IS SEIZED (RULES 10 AND 11)

NOTE

Rule 10 of the provisional rules of procedure was de-
signed to enable the Security Council to continue, at its
next meeting, the consideration of an item of unfinished
business without subjecting that item to renewed debate in
connection with the adoption of the agenda. In practice,
however, the provisional agenda has not contained all
items of unfinished business.

In the previous volumes of the Repertoire, it was noted
that items on the agenda of the Council have remained on
the Secretary-General’s summary statement of matters of
which the Council is seized when the tenor of the Council’s
discussion or its specific decisions have revealed a continu-
ing concern with the matter.

During the period under review, additional evidence sup-
porting such retention was provided when the President of

the Council announced, upon conclusion of the debate, that
the Council remained seized of a question.

The tables appearing in section B.1 supplement the ta-
bles in the previous volume of the Repertoire and indicate
the changes that have since occurred in the list of matters
of which the Council is seized.

**A. RULE 10

B. RULE 11

1. Retention and deletion of items from the Secretary-
General’s summary statements on matters of which
the Security Council is seized

This table supplements those appearing in previous vol-
umes of the Repertoire. Part (a) indicates items added to
the list of matters of which the Council was seized during
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the period 1985-1988 and part (b) indicates items appear-
ing on previous lists concerning which new information
was included in the summary statements during that pe-
riod.

The deletion of items, dealt with in part (c), takes place
following a request addressed to the Secretary-General by
the Member States parties to the issue in question. Such a
request is brought to the attention of the members of the
Council by the Secretary-General in an informal commu-
nication seeking their consent to the deletion of the item.
In the absence of objections on the part of the members of

the Council, the Secretary-General then deletes the item in
question from the annual list of matters of which the Coun-
cil is seized. Items may also be deleted with the consent
of the Council, on the initiative of the President or individ-
ual members of the Council or by a decision at the close
of a debate. During the period covered by the present Sup-
plement, two items were deleted from the list. Part (d) in-
dicates statements of the President that appeared on the
summary statement or in the Security Council reports, but
were not adopted as an agenda item during the period
1985-1988.

(a) ITEMS ADDED TO THE LIST OF MATTERS OF WHICH THE SECURITY COUNCIL

ltem

Letter dated 28 January 1985
from the Chargé d’affaires
a.i. of the Permanent Mis-
sion of Chad to the United
Nations addressed to the
President of the Security
Council

Letter dated 6 May 1985 from
the Permanent Repre-
sentative of Nicaragua to the
United Nations addressed to
the President of the Security
Council

Letter dated 17 June 1985
from the Permanent Repre-
sentative of Botswana to the
United Nations addressed to
the President of the Security
Council

United Nations for a better
world and the responsibility
of the Security Council in
maintaining international
peace and security

Letter dated 26 September
1985 from the Permanent
Representative of Botswana
to the United Nations ad-
dressed to the President of
the Security Council

Letter dated 1 October 1985
from the Permanent Repre-
sentative of Tunisia to the
United Nations addressed to
the President of the Security
Council

Letter dated 6 December 1985
from the Chargé d’affaires
a.i. of the Permanent Mis-
ston of Nicaragua to the
United Nations addressed to
the President of the Security
Council

Letter dated 16 December
1985 from the Permanent
Representative of the United
States of America to the
United Nations addressed to
the President of the Security
Council (hostage-taking and
abduction)

WAS SEIZED DURING THE PERIOD 1985-1988

Furst inclusion in the agenda

2567th meeting,
30 January 1985

2577th meeting,
8 May 1985

2598th meeting,
21 June 1985

2608th meeting,
26 September 1985

2609th meeting,
30 September 1985

2610th meeting,
2 October 1985

2633rd meeting,
10 December 1985

2637th meeting,
18 December 1985

First entry in summary
statement

S/16880/Add 4,
13 February 1985

$/16880/Add.18,
20 May 1985

S/16880/Add.24,
9 June 1985

S/16880/Add .38,
16 October 1985

S/16880/Add.39,
6 November 1985

S/16880/Add.39,
6 November 1985

S/16880/Add.49,
19 December 1985

S/16880/Add.50,
31 December 1985

Last action of the Council as
ar 31 December 1988

Adopted agenda and
heard statements

Adopted resolution
562 (1985), 2580th
meeting, 10 May 1985

Adopted resolution
568 (1985), 2599th
meeting, 21 June 1985

President made a state-
ment (S/17501),
2608th meeting,

26 September 1985

Adopted resolution 572
(1985), 2609th meeting,
30 September 1985

Adopted resolution 573
(1985), 2615th meeting,
4 QOctober 1985

Adopted agenda and heard
statements

Adopted resolution 579
(1985), 2637th meeting,
18 December 1985

Final entry in summary
statement as at 3/
December 1988

S/16880/Add.38,
16 October 1985
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ltem

Letter dated 4 February 1986
from the Permanent Repre-
sentative of the Syrian Arab
Republic to the United Na-
tions addressed to the Presi-
dent of the Security Council

The situation in southern Africa

Letter dated 25 March 1986
from the Permanent Repre-
sentative of Malta to the United
Nations addressed to the Presi-
dent of the Security Council

Letter dated 25 March 1986
from the Permanent Repre-
sentative of the Union of So-
viet Socialist Republics to
the United Nations ad-
dressed to the President of
the Security Council

Letter dated 26 March 1986
from the Permanent Repre-
sentative of Iraq to the
United Nations addressed to
the President of the Security
Council

Letter dated 12 April 1986 from
the Chargé d’affaires a.i. of
the Permanent Mission of
Malta to the United Nations
addressed to the President of
the Security Council

Letters dated 15 April 1986
from the Chargés d’affaires
a.i. of the Permanent Mis-
sions of the Libyan Arab
Jamabhiriya, Burkina Faso
and the Syrian Arab Repub-
lic, and from the Permanent
Representative of Oman to
the United Nations ad-
dressed to the President of
the Security Council

Letter dated 27 june 1986
from the Permanent Repre-
sentative of Nicaragua to the
United Nations addressed to
the President of the Security
Council

Letter dated 22 July 1986 from
the Permanent Representative
of Nicaragua to the United
Nations addressed to the Presi-
dent of the Security Council

Letter dated 17 October 1986
from the Permanent Repre-
sentative of Nicaragua to
the United Nations ad-
dressed to the President of
the Security Council

Letter dated 13 November
1986 from the Permanent
Representative of Chad to
the United Nations ad-
dressed to the President of
the Security Council

First inclusion in the agenda

2651st meeting,
4 February 1986

2652nd meeting,
5 February 1986

2668th meeting,
26 March 1986

2672nd meeting,
12 April 1986

2674th meeting,
15 April 1986

2694th meeting,
1 July 1986

2700th meeting,
29 July 1986

2715th meeting,
21 October 1985

2721st meeting,
18 November 1986

First entry in summary
statemen(

S/17725/Add 5,
18 February 1986

S$/17725/Add.S,
18 February 1986

S/17725/Add. 12,
15 April 1986

S/17725/Add. 14,
23 April 1986

S/17725/Add.15,
30 April 1986

S/17725/Add 26,
16 July 1986

$/17725/Add.30,
11 August 1986

S/17725/Add .42,
31 October 1986

S/17725/Add .46,
26 November 1986

Last action of the Council as
at 31 December 1988

Failed to adopt draft reso-
lution §/17796/Rev.1,
2655th meeting, 6 Feb-
ruary 1986

Adopted agenda and heard
statements

Adopted agenda and heard
statements
Draft resolution
(8/17954), 2671st
meeting, 31 March 1986 -
not voted

Adopted agenda and heard
statements
Draft resolution
(8/17984), 2673rd meet-
ing, 14 April 1986

Failed to adopt draft reso-
lution S/18016/Rev.1,
2682nd meeting, 21
April 1986

Adopted agenda and heard
statements

Failed to adopt draft reso-
lution S/18250, 2703rd
meeting, 31 July 1986

Adopted agenda and heard
statements

Adopted agenda and heard
statements

Final entry in summary
Statement as at 31
December 1988
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ltem

Letter dated 9 December 1986
from the Permanent Repre-
sentative of Nicaragua to the
United Nations addressed to
the President of the Security
Council

Letter dated 10 February 1988
from the Permanent Ob-
server of the Republic of Ko-
rea to the United Nations ad-
dressed to the President of
the Security Council

Letter dated 10 February 1988
from the Permanent Repre-
sentative of Japan to the
United Nations addressed to
the President of the Security
Council

Letter dated 11 March 1988
from the Permanent Repre-
sentative of Argentina to the
United Nations addressed to
the President of the Security
Council

Letter dated 17 March 1988
from the Chargé d’afYaires a.i.
of the Permanent Mission of
Nicaragua to the United Na-
tions addressed to the Presi-
dent of the Security Council

Letter dated 19 April 1988
from the Permanent Repre-
sentative of Tunisia to the
United Nations addressed to
the President of the Security
Council

Letter dated 5 July 1988 from
the Acting Permanent Repre-
sentative of the Islamic Re-
public of Iran to the United
Nations addressed to the
President of the Security
Council

The situation relating to
Afghanistan

Letter dated 17 December
1988 from the Permanent
Representative of Angola to
the United Nations ad-
dressed to the Secretary-
General

Letter dated 17 December
1988 from the Permanent
Representative of Cuba to
the United Nations ad-
dressed to the Secretary-
Genera!

Date of elections to fill a va-
cancy in the International
Court of Justice (S/17433)

Date of elections to fill a va-
cancy in the International
Court of Justice - 1987

Election of a member of
the International Court
of Justice

First inclusion in the agenda

2728th meeting,

10 December 1986

2791th meeting,

16 February 1988

2800th meeting,
17 March 1988

2802nd meeting,
18 March 1988

2807th meeting,
21 April 1988

2818th meeting,
14 July 1988

2828th meeting,

31 October 1988

2834th meeting,

20 December 1988

2604th meeting,

12 September 1985

2739th meeting,
27 March 1987

2632nd meeting,

9 December 1985

First entry in summary

statemeni

S/17725/Add .49,

23 December 1986

$/19420/Add.7,

25 February 1988

S/19420/Add.11,
25 March 1988

S$/19420/Add.11,
25 March 1988

$/19420/Add.16,
28 April 1988

S/19420/Add.28,
22 July 1988

$/19420/Add. 44,

8 November 1988

S$/19420/Add .51,

29 December 1988

S/16880/Add.36,
I October 1985

S/18570/Add.12,
3 April 1987

S/16880/Add .49,
1 October 1985

Last action of the Council as
at 31 December 1988

Failed to adopt draft
resolution S/18428,
2718th meeting,

28 October 1986

Adopted agenda and heard
statements

Adopted agenda and heard
statements

Adopted agenda and heard
statements

Adopted resolution 611
(1988), 2810th meeting,
25 April 1988

Adopted resolution 616
(1988), 2821st meeting,
20 July 1988

Adopted resolution 622
(1988), 2828th meeting,
31 October 1988

Adopted resolution 626
(1988), 2834th meeting,
20 December 1988

Adopted resolution 570
(1985), 12 September
1985

Adopted resolution 595
(1987), 27 March 1987

Recommended one candi-
date to fill the vacancy,
2632nd meeting,

9 December 1985

Final entry in summary

statement as at 31
December 1988

$/19420/Add.29,
28 July 1988

S/16880/Add.36,
7 October 1985

18570/Add.12,
3 April 1987

S/16880/Add.49,
I October 1985
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Item

Election of a member of the In-
ternational Court of Justice -
1987

Election of five members of
the International Court of
Justice

Recommendation regarding the
appointment of the Secretary-
General of the United
Nations

Consideration of the draft re-
port of the Security Council
to the General Assembly 16
June 1983-15 June 1984

16 June 1984-15 June 1985

16 June 1985-15 June 1986

16 June 1986-15 June 1987

16 June 1987-15 June 1988

Letter dated 21 August 1987
from the Acting President
and Minister for External Af-
fairs of the Republic of Nauru
addressed to the Secretary-
General (S/19137) (concern-
ing Nauru’s application to
become a party to the Stat-
ute of the International
Court of Justice)

Report of the Chairman of the
Committee of Experts con-
cerning the conditions on
which the Republic of Nauru
may become a party to the
Statute of the International
Court of Justice

First inclusion in the agenda

2752nd meeting,
14 September and
15 October 1987

2760th and 2762nd
meetings,
11 November 1987

2774th meeting,
10 October 1986
(private)

2566th meeting,
29 January 1985
(private)

2627th meeting,
15 November 1985
(private)

2720th meeting,
12 November 1986
(private)

2768th meeting,
25 November 1987
(private)

2829th meeting,
8 November 1988
(private)

2753rd meeting,
15 October 1987

2754th meeting,
19 October 1987

First entry in summary
stasement

S/18570/Add.37,
30 September 1987

S/18570/Add .45,
10 December 1987

S/17725/Add.40,
20 October 1986

S/16880/Add 4,
13 February 1985

S/16880/Add .45,
26 November 1985

S/17725/Add 45,
19 November 1985

S/18570/Add .47,
14 December 1987

$/19420/Add 45,
14 November 1988

S/18570/Add 41,
23 October 1987

S/18570/Add .42,
3 November 1987

Last action of the Council as
at 31 December 1988

Recommended one candi-
date to fill the vacancy,
2752nd meeting, 14 Sep-
tember 1987

Recommended S candi-
dates to fill the vacan-
cies, 2760th and 2762nd
meetings, 11 November
1987

Secretary-General issued a
communiqué, 2779th
meeting, 10 October
1986

Adopted draft report

Adopted draft report

Adopted draft report

Adopted draft report

Adopted draft report

Decided to refer the appli-
cation to the Security
Council’s Committee of
Experts for study. Re-
quested the Committee
to meet the next day, 16
October 1987. Re-
quested the Committee
to prepare its report.

Adopted resolution 600
(1987), 2754th meeting,
19 October 1987

Final entry in summary
statement as at 31
December 1988

S/18570/Add.37,
30 September
1987

S$/18570/Add.45,
10 December
1987

S/16880/Add.4,
13 February 1985

S/16880/Add.45,
26 November
1985

S/17725/Add 45,
19 November
1985

S/18570/Add .47,
14 December
1987

$/19420/Add 45,
14 November
1988

S/18570/Add.42,
3 November 1987

S/18570/Add.42,
3 November 1987

(b) ITEMS THAT APPEARED IN PREVIOUS VOLUMES OF THE REPERTOIRE ON WHICH NEW ACTION BY THE SECURITY
COUNCIL WAS REPORTED IN SUMMARY STATEMENTS ISSUED DURING THE PERIOD 1985-1988

Item

The situation in the Middle East
The situation between Iran and
Iraq

The question of South Africa

The situation in Namibia

First inclusion in the agenda

1341st meeting,
24 May 1976

2247th meeting,
26 September 1980

1988th meeting,
21 March 1977

1387th meeting,
25 January 1968

First entry in summary
statement

$/7913,
29 May 1976

$/13737/Add.38,
3 October 1980

S$/12269/Add. 12,
31 March 1977

$/8367,
30 January 1968

Last action of the Council as
at 31 December 1988

Failed to adopt draft resolu-

tion $/20322, 2832nd meet-

ing, 14 December 1988

Adopted resolution 620
(1988), 2825th meeting,
26 August 1988

Adopted resolution 623
(1988), 2830th meeting,
23 November 1988

President made a state-
ment (S/20208), 2827th
meeting, 29 September
1988

Final entry in summary
statement as at 31
December 1988
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Jtem

The situation in Cyprus

Complaint by Angola against
South Africa

The Middle East problem
including the Palestinian
question

Complaint by Lesotho against
South Africa

The situation in the occupied
Arab territories

The situation concerning West-
ern Sahara

First entry in summary

First inclusion in the agenda Statement

Last action of the Council as
at 31 December 1988

Final entry in summary
statement as at 3/
December 1988

1779th meeting, S/11185/Add.28,

16 July 1974 24 July 1974
2077th meeting, $/12520/Add.17,

5 May 1978 11 May 1978
1870th mecting, S/11935/Add.2

12 January 1976 22 January 1976
1981st meeting, S/11935/Add.51,

27 December 1976

1916th meeting,
4 May 1976

1849th meeting,
20 October 1975

30 December 1976

$/11935/Add.18,
11 May 1976

S/11593/Add .42,
29 September 1988

Adopted resolution 625
(1988), 2833rd meeting,
15 December 1988

Adopted resolution 606
(1987), 2778th meeting,
23 December 1987

Adopted agenda and heard
statements

Adopted resolution 580
(1985), 2639th meeting,
30 December 1985

President issued a state-
ment (S/20156),

26 August 1988

Adopted resolution 621
(1988), 2826th meeting,
20 September 1988

(¢) ITEMS THAT WERE DELETED FROM THE LIST OF MATTERS OF WHICH THE SECURITY COUNCIL
WAS SEIZED DURING THE PERIOD 1985-1988

ltem

Letter dated 20 February 1961
from the representative of Li-
beria addressed to the Presi-
dent of the Security Council
(5/4738)

Letter dated 12 December
1975 from the Permanent
Representative of Iceland ad-
dressed to the President of
the Security Council

First inclusion in the agenda

944th meeting,
10 March 1961

1866th meeting,
16 December 1975

First emtry in summary
statement

S/4765,
14 March 1961

$/11593/Add.50,
23 December 1975

Final entry in summary
Statement as at 3/
December 1988

Last action of the Council as
at 31 December 1988

Failed to adopt draft reso-  S§/17725,
lution (5/4769), 946th 8 January 1986
meeting, 15 March 1961

Adopted agenda and heard  S/18570,
statements 8 January 1987

(d) STATEMENTS OF THE PRESIDENT THAT APPEARED ON THE SUMMARY STATEMENT OR IN THE SECURITY COUNCIL
REPORTS, BUT WERE NOT ADOPTED AS AN AGENDA ITEM DURING THE PERIOD 1985-1988

Jtem

Statement by the President
(release of Achille Lauro pas-
sengers)

Statement by the President
(tervorist attacks at Rome
and Vienna airports)

Statement by the President of
the Security Council on the
occasion of the fortieth anni-
versary of the first meeting
of the Security Council and
the inauguration on 1 Janu-
ary 1986 of the International
Year of Peace

First inclusion in the agenda

2618th meeting,
9 October 1985 prior
to the adoption of
the agenda®

2639th mecting,

First entry in summary
Statement

S/16880/Add.40,
5 November 1985

S/17725,

30 December 1985 upon 8 January 1986

the resumption

of the meeting after

a suspension for

consultations®
2642nd meeting,

17 January 1986 prior

to the adoption of the

agenda®

S/17725/Add.2,
22 January 1986

Final eniry in summary
Statement as at 31
December 1988

Last action of the Council as
at 31 December 1988

President made a state-
ment (S/17554), 2618th
meeting, 9 October 1985

S/16880/Add.40,
5 November 1985

President read out a state- SN7728,
ment on behalf of the 8 January 1985
members of the Council
(S/17702)

President read out a state- S$/17725/Add.2,

ment on behalf of the
members of the Council
(S/17745)

22 January 1986

*The agenda of the 2618th meeting was, *“The Middle East problem including the Palestinian question™.
bThe agenda of the 2639th mecting was, ‘“Complaint by Lesotho against South Africa”.

“The agenda of the 2642nd meeting was, **The situation in the Middle East™".
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Final entry in summary

First entry in summary Last action of the Council as statement as at 31
Item First inclusion in the agend. 7 ai 31 December 1988 December 1988
Statement by the President of 24 June 1988 after consuit-
the Security Council (in con- ations President issued
nection with the incident of a statement on behalf of
20 June 1988) (S/19959) the members of the

Council (S/19959)

**2. Proceedings of the Security Council regarding the retention
and deletion of items from the agenda
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INTRODUCTORY NOTE

As indicated in previous supplements to the Repertoire,
Articles 31 and 32 of the Charter and rules 37 and 39 of
the provisional rules of procedure of the Security Council
provide that invitations to participate in the Council’s dis-
cussion may be extended to States that are not members of
the Council in the following circumstances: (a) when a
Member of the United Nations brings a dispute or a situ-
ation to the attention of the Council in accordance with
Article 35, paragraph 1 (rule 37); (5) when a Member of
the United Nations or a State that is not a member of the
United Nations is a party to a dispute (Article 32); and (c)
when the interests of a Member of the United Nations are
specifically affected (Article 31 and rule 37). Moreover,
members of the Secretariat or other persons may be invited
to supply information or give other assistance (rule 39). Of
these four categories of invitation, only the second involves
an obligation of the Council. In extending invitations, how-
ever, the Council has continued to make no distinction be-
tween a complaint involving a dispute within the meaning of
Article 32, a situation or a matter of another nature.

The classification of material relevant to participation in
the proceedings of the Council is designed to illustrate the
varieties of practice to which the Council has had recourse,

adhering when possible to a classification based on Arti-
cles 31 and 32 of the Charter and rules 37 and 39 of the
provisional rules of procedure. The Repertoire of the Prac-
tice of the Security Council, 1946-1951 explains that such
a strict classification is impossible because the Council
often decides to extend invitations to participate in its pro-
ceedings without pronouncing itself on the basis for such
invitations.

The relevant material is set out in parts [ and III of the
present chapter. As there was no discussion during the pe-
riod under review of the terms and provisions of Article
32, no entries have been made in part II.

Part I includes a note indicating that no discussion took
place during the period under review of the basis on which
an invitation might be deemed to rest, with the exception
of the case set out in section D.3 below, relating to the case
of invitations not expressly under Articles 31 and 32 or
rule 39. Included in that part is a table showing invitations
extended by the Council.

Part Il includes a note indicating that limitations on the
participation of invited representatives were minimal dur-
ing the period under review.

Part 1

BASIS OF INVITATIONS TO PARTICIPATE

NOTE

Part [ includes all instances in which proposals to extend
invitations to participate in the discussion were put for-
ward in the Council. The types and varieties of practice to
which the Council had recourse in connection with the ex-
tension of invitations are dealt with in three sections: sec-
tion B, on invitations to representatives of United Nations
organs or subsidiary organs; section C, on invitations to
Members of the United Nations; and section D, on other
invitations.

During the period under review, no special problems
arose regarding requests by Member States to be invited
to participate in the proceedings of the Council. Invitations
to Member States submitting matters to the Council in ac-
cordance with Article 35, paragraph 1, as well as invita-
tions under Article 31 to Members of the United Nations
to participate in the discussion of a question when their
interests were considered specially affected, were ex-
tended as a matter of course and without any discussion.
Such requests for invitations are addressed to the President
of the Council by letter and he informs the Council in the
course of a meeting of the receipt of such letters, proposing
that in the absence of objection the invitations be extended
accordingly.

Invitations falling under the above two categories are re-
corded in tabular form in sections C.1(a) and C.2(a). These
tabulations are arranged chronologically to provide infor-
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mation on the following points: (a) the question; (&) the
State(s) invited; (¢) the basis of the invitation; and (d) the
decision of the Council.

Section D.1 contains a tabulation of invitations extended
expressly under Article 32; section D.2 contains a tabula-
tion of invitations under rule 39 of the provisional rules of
procedure that were extended expressly under that rule and
without any discussion; and section D.3 contains a tabula-
tion of invitations not expressly under Article 32 or rule
39. Section D.4 relates to invitations denied.

A. IN THE CASE OF PERSONS INVITED IN AN
INDIVIDUAL CAPACITY
B. IN THE CASE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF

UNITED NATIONS ORGANS OR SUBSIDIARY ORGANS

For the period under review, all invitations to repre-
sentatives of United Nations organs or subsidiary organs
were extended as a matter of course and without any dis-
cussion. The letters of request were read into the record of
the meeting by the President of the Council and were not
issued as S/ documents. These cases have been recorded
below in tabular form and are arranged chronologically to
provide information on (a) the question; (5) United Na-
tions organ(s) or subsidiary organ(s) invited; (¢) the re-
quest for invitation; and (d) the decision of the Council.
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Unuted Nations organ or subsidiary Dectsion of the Council-—invitation

Question®

The question of South
Africa

The situation in Namibia

organ invited

Acting Chairman of the Special
Committee against Apartheid

Chairman of the Special
Committee against Apartheid

Acting Chairman of the Special
Committee against Apartheid

Chairman of the Special
Committee against Apartheid

Chairman of the Special Commit-
tee on the Situation with re-
gard to the Implementation of
the Declaration on the Grant-
ing of Independence to Colo-
nial Countries and Peoples

Delegation of the United Nations
Council for Namibia

Chairman of the Special
Committee against Apartheid

Chairman of the Special Commit-
tee on the Situation with re-
gard to the Implementation of
the Declaration on the Grant-
ing of Independence to Colo-
nial Countries and Peoples

Delegation of the United Nations
Council for Namibia

Delegation of the United Nations
Council for Namibia

Chairman of the Special
Committee against Apartheid

Chairman of the Special Commit-
tee on the Situation with
regard to the Implementation
of the Declaration on the
Granting of Independence to
Colonial Countries and Peoples

Delegation of the United Nations
Council for Namibia

Chairman of the Special Commit-
tee on the Situation with re-
gard to the Implementation of
the Declaration on the Grant-
ing of Independence to Colo-
nial Countries and Peoples

Chairman of the Special
Committee against Apartheid

Delegation of the United Nations
Council for Namibia

Request for inviation

Letter from the Acting Chairman
of the Special Committee
against Apartheid

Letter from the Chairman of the
Special Committee against
Apartheid

Letter from the Acting Chairman
of the Special Committee
against Apartheid

Letter from the Chairman of the
Special Committee against
Apartheid

Letter to the Chairman of the
Special Committee on the
Situation with regard to the
Implementation of the
Declaration on the Granting
of Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples

Letter from the President of the
United Nations Council for
Namibia

Letter from the Chairman of the
Special Committee against
Apartheid

Letter from the Chairman of the
Special Committee on the
Situation with regard to the
Implementation of the
Declaration on the Granting
of Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples

Letter from the President of the
United Nations Council for
Namibia

Letter from the President of the
United Nations Council for
Namibia

Letter from the Chairman of the
Special Committee against
Apartheid

Letter from the Chairman of the
Special Committee on the
Situation with regard to the
Implementation of the
Declaration on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples

Letter from the Chairman of the
United Nations Council for
Namibia

Letter from the Chairman of the
Special Committee on the
Situation with regard to the
Implementation of the
Declaration on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples

Letter from the Chairman of the
Special Committee against
Apartheid

Letter from the President of the
United Nations Council for
Namibia

extended or renewe.

2571st meeting (2574th
meeting)

2600th meeting (2601st and

2602nd meetings)

2690th meeting

2732nd meeting (2733rd-
2738th meetings)

2732nd meeting (2733rd-
2738th meetings)

2733rd meeting (2733rd-
2738th meetings)

2793rd meeting (2794th-
2797th meetings)

2794th meeting (2795th-
2797th meetings)

2795th meeting (2796th and

2797th meetings)

2583rd meeting (2584th-
2590th and 2592nd
meetings)

2583rd meeting (2584th-
2590th and 2592nd
meetings)

2588th meeting (2589th-
2590th and 2592nd
meetings)

2624th meeting (2625th-

2626th, 2628th and 2629th

meetings)
2624th meeting (2625th-

2626th, 2628th and 2629th

meetings)

2626th meeting (2628th and

2629th meetings)

2740th meeting (2741st-
2747th meetings)
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United Nations organ or subsidiary
organ invited

Chairman of the Special Commit-
tee on the Situation with re-
gard to the Implementation of
the Declaration on the Grant-
ing of Independence to Colo-
nial Countries and Peoples

Question®
The situation in Namibia

Chairman of the Special
Committee against Apartheid

Chairman of the Special
Committee against Apartheid

Delegation of the United Nations
Council for Namibia

Chairman of the Special Commit-
tee on the Situation with re-
gard to the Implementation of
the Declaration on the Grant-
ing of Independence to Colo-
nial Countries and Peoples

Acting Chairman of the Special
Committee against Apartheid

Letter dated 17 June
1985 from the Perma-
nent Representative

Acting Chairman of the Special
Committee against Apartheid

of Botswana

The situation in the Chairman of the Committee on
occupied Arab the Exercise of the Inalienable
territories Rights of the Palestinian People

Chairman of the Committee on
the Exercise of the Inalienable
Rights of the Palestinian People

Chairman of the Committee on
the Exercise of the Inalienable
Rights of the Palestinian People

Acting Chairman of the Commit-
tee on the Exercise of the
Inalienable Rights of the
Palestinian People

Chairman of the Special
Committee against Apartheid

Complaint by Angola
against South Africa

Acting Chairman of the Special
Committee against Apartheid

The situation in
southern Africa

Delegation of the United Nations
Council for Namibia

Chairman of the Special
Committee against Apartheid

Letter dated 11 March Acting Chairman of the Special

1988 from the Perma-
nent Representative
of Afghanistan

Committee on the Situation
with regard to the Implementa-
tion of the Declaration on the

Granting of Independence to
Colonial Countries and Peoples

*Questions cntered in the table are arranged under agenda items.
Items are listed chronologically according to the sequence of the
first meeting held on each item. Any reconsideration of an item or
discussion of a sub-item under the general heading at subsequent

Reguest for invitation

Letter from the Chairman of the
Special Committee on the
Situation with regard to the
Implementation of the Dec-
laration on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples

Letter from the Chairman of the
Special Committee against
Apartheid

Letter from the Chairman of the
Special Committee against
Apartheid

Letter from the President of the
United Nations Council for
Namibia

Letter from the Chairman of the
Special Committee on the Situ-
ation with regard to the Imple-
mentation of the Declaration
on the Granting of Inde-
pendence to Colonial Coun-
tries and Peoples

Letter from the Acting Chairman
of the Special Committee
against Apartheid

Letter from the Acting Chairman
of the Special Committee
against Apartheid

Letter from the Chairman of the
Committee on the Exercise of
the Inalienable Rights of the
Palestinian People

Letter from the Chairman of the
Committee on the Exercise of
the Inalienable Rights of the
Palestinian People

Letter from the Chairman of the
Committee on the Exercise of
the Inalienable Rights of the
Palestinian People

Letter from the Acting Chairman
of the Committee on the Exer-
cise of the Inalienable Rights
of the Palestinian People

Letter from the Chairman of the
Special Committee against
Apartheid

Letter from the Acting Chairman
of the Special Committee
against Apartheid

Letter from the President of the
United Nations Council for
Namibia

Letter from the Chairman of the
Special Committee against
Apartheid

Letter from the Acting Chairman
of the Special Committee on
the Situation with regard to the
Implementation of the Declara-
tion on the Granting of Inde-
pendence to Colonial Coun-
tries and Peoples

Decision of the Council—invitation
extended or rene

2740th meeting (2741st-
2747th meetings)

2740th meeting (2741st-
2747th meetings)

2742nd meeting (2743rd-
2747th meetings)

2755th meeting (2756th-
2759th meetings)

2756th meeting (2757th-
2759th meetings)

2757th meeting (2758th and
2759th meetings)

2598th meeting (2599th

meeting)

2605th meeting

2644th meeting (264 5th-
2650th meetings)

2770th meeting (2772nd and
2777th meetings)

2805th meeting (2806th
meeting)

2606th meeting (2607th
meeting)

2764th meeting (2765th-
2767th meetings)

2652nd meeting (2654th and
2656th-2662nd meetings)

2684th meeting (2685th and
2686th meetings)

2800th meeting (2801st
meeting)

meetings does not reappear as a new agenda item, but has been
grouped under the item that first appeared.
®The meetings at which the invitations were renewed are indi-

cated by parentheses.
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C. IN THE CASE OF MEMBERS OF THE UNITED NATIONS

1. Invitations when a Member brought to the attention of the Security Council
(@) A MATTER IN ACCORDANCE WITH ARTICLE 35, PARAGRAPH 1, OF THE CHARTER

Decision of the Council—invitation

Que.w‘iona

Invitation

Basis of the invitation

extended or renewe

Letter dated 28 January Chad OR, 40th yr., Suppl. Jan.-March 2567th meeting
1985 from the Chargé 1985, S/16911
d’affaires a.i. of the
Permanent Mission of
Chad
The situation in the Lebanon Ibid., S/16983 2568th meeting (2570th,
Middle East 2572nd and 2573rd
meetings)
Lebanon Ibid., Suppl. Oct.-Dec. 1985, 2623rd meeting
$/17507
Lebanon Ibid., 41st yr. Suppl. Jan.-March 2640th meeting (2641st and
1986, S/17717 2642nd meetings)
Lebanon Ibid., 43rd yr., Suppl. Jan.- 2782nd meeting (2783rd and
March 1988, S/19415 2784th meetings)
Lebanon Ibid., Suppl. April-June 1988, 2811th meeting (2813th and
S/19861 2814th meetings)
Lebanon Ibid., Suppl. Oct.-Dec. 1988, 2832nd meeting
S/20318
The situation between Iraq OR, 40th yr., Suppl. Jan.-March 2569th meeting
Iran and Iraq 1985, S/16980
Iraq Ibid., 41st yr., Suppl. Jan.-March  2663rd meeting (2664th-

The situation in the
occupied Arab
territories

Iraq, Jordan, Kuwait, Morocco,
Saudi Arabia, Tunisia

Yemen
Qatar
Morocco, United Arab Emirates

Zimbabwe

Democratic Yemen

1986, S/17821

1bid., Suppl. Oct. _Dec. 1986,
/18372

Ibid.

OR, 40th yr. Suppl. July-Sept.
1985, S/17456

Ibid., 41st yr., Suppl. Jan.-March
1986, S/17740 and S/17741

Ibid., Suppl. Oct.-Dec. 1986,
S/18501

1bid., 42nd yr., Suppl. Oct.-Dec.
1987, S/19333

2666th meetings)

2709th meeting (2710th-
2713th meetings)

2712th and 2713th meetings

2604th meeting (2605th
meeting)

2643rd meeting (2644th-
2650th meetings)

2724th meeting (2725th-
2727th meetings)

2770th meeting (2772nd-
2777th meetings)

Jordan Ibid., 43rd yr., Suppl. Jan.- 2780th meeting
March 1988, S/19402
Tunisia Ibid., Suppl. Jan.-March 1988, 2804th meeting (2805th and
S$/19700 2806th mectings)
The question of South Egypt OR, 40th yr., Suppl. Jan.-March 25715t meeting
Africa 1985, S/16991
Mali Ibid., Suppl. July-Sept. 1985, 2600th meeting (2601st and
$/17356 2602nd meetings)
Zaire Ibid., Suppl. April-June 1986, 2690th meeting
S/18146
Egypt Ibid., 42nd yr., Suppl. Jan.- 2732nd meeting (2733rd-
March 1987, S/18688, 2738th meetings)
Sierra Leone Ibid., Suppl. Jan.-March 1988, 2793rd meeting (2794-
S/19567 and S/19568 2797th meetings)
The situation in Namibia Mauritius Ibid., Suppl. Oct.-Nov. 1985, 2624th meeting (2625th,
S/17618 and S/17619 2626th, 2628th and 2629th
meetings)
Zimbabwe Ibid., Suppl. April-June 1987, 2740th meeting (2741st-
S/1876S and S/18769 2747th meetings)
Madagascar Ibid., Suppl. Oct.-Dec. 1987, 2755th meeting (2756th-
$/19230 2759th meetings)
Complaint by Angola Angola OR, 40th yr., Suppl. April-June 2596th meeting (2597th
against South Africa 1985, S/17267 meeting)
Angola Ibid., Suppl. July-Sept. 1985, 2606th meeting (2607th

S/17474

meeting)
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Question®
Complaint by Angola
against South Africa
(continued)

Letter dated 6 May
1985 from the Perma-
nent Representative
of Nicaragua

Letter dated 17 June
1985 from the Perma-
nent Representative
of Botswana

Letter dated 26 Septem-
ber 1985 from the Per-
manent Repre-
sentattve of Botswana

Letter dated | October
1985 from the Perma-
nent Representative
of Tunisia

Letter dated 6 Decem-
ber 1985 from the
Chargé d'affaires a.i.
of the Permanent Mis-
sion of Nicaragua

Complaint by Lesotho
against South Africa

Letter dated 4 February
1986 from the Perma-
nent Representative
of the Syrian Arab
Republic

The situation 1n South-
em Africa

Letter dated 25 March
1986 from the Perma-
nent Representative
of Malta
Letter dated 26 March
1986 from the Perma-
nent Representative
of Iraq
Letter dated 25 March
1986 from the Perma-
nent Representative
of the Union of So-
viet Socialist
Republics

Letter dated 12 Apnil
1986 from the Chargé
d'affaires a.i. of the
Permanent Mission of
Malta

Invitation

Angola

Angola
Angola, Zimbabwe

Nicaragua

Botswana

Botswana

Tunisia

Nicaragua

Lesotho

Synan Arab Republic

Sudan

Senegal

Malta

Malta

Basis of the invitation

Ibid., Suppl. Oct.-Dec. 1985,
/17510

Ibid., 41st yr., Suppl. April-June
1986, 5/18148

Ibid., 42nd yr., Suppl. Oct.-Dec.
1987, §/19278 and S/19286

OR, 40th yr., Suppl. April-June
1985, S/17156

Ibid., $/17279

Ibid., Suppl. July-Sept. 1985,
S/17497

Ibid., Suppl. Oct.-Dec. 1985,
$/17509

Ibid., S/17671

Ibid., S/17692

Ibid., 41st yr., Suppl. Jan.-March
1986, S/17787

Ibid., 415t yr., Suppl. Jan.-March
1986, S/17770

Ibid., Suppl. April-June 1986,
S/18072

Ibid., S/17940 and S/17946

Ibid., Suppl. April-June 1986,
S/117982

Decision of the Council—invitation
extended or renewe

2612th meeting (2614th,
2616th and 2617th
meetings)

2691st meeting (2692nd and
2693rd meetings)

2763rd meeting (2764th-
2767th meetings)

2577th meeting (2578th-
2580th meetings)

2598th meeting (2599th
meeting)

2609th meeting

2610th meeting (2611th,
2613th and 2615th
meetings)

2633rd meeting (2634th and
2636th meetings)

2638th meeting (2639th
meeting)

2651st meeting (2653rd and
2665th meetings)

2652nd meeting (2654th,
2656th-2662nd
meetings)

2684th mecting (2685th-
2686th meetings)

2668th meeting (2669th-
2671st meetings)

2672nd meeting (2773rd
meeting)



30 Chapter I11. Participation in the proceedings of the Security Council
Decision of the Council—invitation
Question® Invitation Basis of the invitation extended or renewe

Letter dated 15 April
1986 from the Chargé
d’'affaires of the
Permanent Mission
of the Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya
Letter dated 15 April
1986 from the Chargé
d’affaires of the
Permanent Mission of
Burkina Faso
Letter dated 15 April
1986 from the Chargé
d’affaires of the Perma-
nent Mission of the
Syrian Arab Republic
Letter dated 15 Apnl
1986 from the
Permanent Repre-
sentative of Oman

Letter dated 27 June
1986 from the Perma-
nent Representative
of Nicaragua

Letter dated 22 July
1986 from the Perma-
nent Representative
of Nicaragua

Letter dated 17 October
1986 from the Perma-
nent Representative
of Nicaragua

Letter dated 13 Novem-
ber 1986 from the Per-
manent Repre-
sentative of Chad

Letter dated 9 Decem-
ber 1986 from the
Permanent Repre-
sentative of Nicaragua

Letter dated 17 March
1988 from the Chargé
d’affaires a.i. of the
Permanent Mission of
Nicaragua

Letter dated 19 April
1988 from the Perma-
nent Representative
of Tunisia

Letter dated 5 July 1988
from the Acting
Permanent Repre-
sentative of the
Islamic Republic of
Iran

aQuestions entered in the table are arranged under agenda items.
Items are listed chronologically according to the sequence of the
first meeting held on each item. Any reconsideration of an item or
discussion of a sub-item under the general heading at subsequent
meetings does not reappear as a new agenda item, but has been
grouped under the item that first appeared. Questions in respect of

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Burkina 1bid., S/17991-S/17994

Faso, Syrian Arab Republic,

Oman

Nicaragua Ibid., 43rd yr., Suppl. July-Sept.
1988, S/18187

Nicaragua Ibid., S/18230

Nicaragua Ibid., 415t yr., Suppl. Oct.-Dec.
1986, S/18415

Chad Ibid., $/18456

Nicaragua Ibid., S/18513

Nicaragua Ibid., S/19638

Tunisia Ibid., Suppl. April-June 1988,

S/19798

Islamic Republic of Iran Ibid., Suppl. July-Sept. 1988,

S/19981

cated by parentheses.

2674th meeting (2675th-
2680th and 2682nd-
2683rd meetings)

2694th meeting (2695th-
2698th meetings)

2700th meeting (2701st-
2704th meetings)

2715th meeting (2716th-
2718th meetings)

2721st meeting

2728th meeting

2802nd meeting (2803rd
meeting)

2807th meeting (2808th-
2810th meetings)

2818th meeting (2819th-
2821st meetings)

which invitations were extended to other Members because their
interests were considered to be speciaily affected are listed in a
table entitled ‘‘Invitations when the interests of a Member were
considered specially affected’” (see C.2 below).

he meetings at which the invitations were renewed are indi-
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*¢(b) IN THE CASE OF MEMBER STATES IN THEIR CAPACITY AS REPRESENTATIVES
OF INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS OTHER THAN THE UNITED NATIONS

**(c) A MATTER NOT BEING EITHER A DISPUTE OR A SITUATION

2. Invitations when the interest of a Member were considered specially affected

(@) TO PARTICIPATE WITHOUT A VOTE IN THE DISCUSSIONS

During the period under review, requests from Member States for invitations were
maintained by the President during meetings of the Council and not issued as documents.

Question®
Letter dated 28 January
1985 from the Chargé
d’affaires a.i. of the
Permanent Mission

of Chad

The situation in the
Middle East

State invited
Libyan Arab Jamabhiriya

Israel

Qatar
Syrian Arab Republic
Algeria

Bangladesh

Cuba

Democratic Yemen

Gemman Democratic
Republic

Islamic Republic of Iran

Jordan

United Arab Emirates

Viet Nam

Yugoslavia

Cyprus

Czechoslovakia
Indonesia
Nicaragua
Pakistan
Poland

Saudi Arabia
Sencgal

Sudan

Nigeria

Israel

Lebanon
Lebanon

Malta

Syrian Arab Republic
Israel

Lebanon

Israel

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Syrian Arab Republic
Qatar

Saudi Arabia
Morocco
Lebanon
Israel
Lebanon

Decision of the Council—invitation
extended or renewe

2567th meeting

2568th meeting (2570th,
2572nd and 2573rd
meetings)

"

2570th meeting (2572nd and
2573rd meetings)

"

2572nd meeting (2573rd
meeting)

2573rd meeting
2575th meeting
2582nd meeting

"

2623rd meeting

2640th meeting (2641st and
2642nd meetings)

"

2641st meeting (2642nd
mecting)

2642nd meeting

2681st meeting

2699th meeting

”



32

Chapter III.

Participation in the proceedings of the Security Council

Question®
The situation in the
Middle East
(continued)

The situation between
Iran and Iraq

State invited
Lebanon

Israel

Lebanon

Syrian Arab Republic
Ireland

Israel

Lebanon

Israel

Lebanon

Israel

Jordan
Syrian Arab Republic
Kuwait

Morocco
Saudi Arabia
Mauritania
Israel

Jordan

Kuwait

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Saudi Arabia

Syrian Arab Republic
Tunisia

Bahrain

Qatar
Somalia
Israel
Jordan

Saudi Arabia
Yemen
Bahrain

Jordan
Kuwait

Oman

Saudi Arabia

Tunisia

Yemen

Egypt

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Morocco

Egypt

Oman
Rwanda
Senegal
Tunisia
Zambia
Argentina

Bangladesh

Decision of the Council—invitation
extended or renewe

2705th meeting

2706th meeting (2707th
meeting)

2707th meeting
2731st meeting

2751st meeting

”

2782nd meeting (2783rd and
2784th meetings)

"

"

2783rd meeting (2784th
meeting)

”

”

2784th meeting

2811th meeting (2813th and
2814th meetings)

2813th meeting (2814th
meeting)

"

"

2832nd meeting
2569th meeting

"

"

2663rd meeting (2664th-
2666th meetings)

”

2663rd meeting (2664th-
2666th meetings)

2665th meeting

”

"

2709th meeting (2710th-
2713th meetings)

2710th meeting (271 Ith-
2713th meetings)

”
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Question®
The situation
between Iran

and Iraq
(continued)

The question of South
Africa

State invited

German Democratic
Republic

Yugoslavia
Afghanistan

Chad
Cuba
Mexico
Guyana

Mauritania
Nicaragua

Peru

Yemen

Uruguay

Iraq

Democratic Yemen

Guinea
South Africa
Syrian Arab Republic

United Republic of
Tanzania

Viet Nam
Cuba

Kenya
South Africa
Central African Republic

' Ethiopia

German Democratic
Republic

Senegal

Syrian Arab Republic

Zaire

Yugoslavia

Guyana

India

Romania

Angola

Nicaragua
Pakistan
Senegal
South Africa
Sudan
Yugoslavia
Algeria

German Democratic
Republic

India

Kenya

Morocco

Ukrainian SSR

United Republic of
Tanzania

Decision of the Council—invitation

extended or renewe
"

"

2711th meeting (2712th and

2713th meetings)

”
»”

2712th meeting (2713th
meeting)

"
"
"

"

2713th meeting
2750th meeting

2571st meeting (2574th
meeting)

2600th meeting (2601st and

2602nd meetings)

"

"

2601st meeting (2602nd
meeting)

"

”

"

2602nd meeting
2690th meeting

"
”

2732nd meeting (27331d-
2738th meetings)

2733rd meeting (2734th-
2738th meetings)
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Question®
The question of South
Africa
(continued)

The situation in
Namibia

State invited
Zimbabwe

Guyana

Uganda
Czechoslovakia

Kuwait
Sweden
Togo
Cuba

Ethiopia

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Mongolia

Guyana

South Africa
Bulgaria

Tunisia
Botswana

Czechoslovakia
India

Kuwait
Zimbabwe
Malaysia

Nigeria
Pakistan
Somalia
Algeria

Angola
Bangladesh
Bhutan

Cameroon

Canada

Cuba

Democratic Yemen

Ethiopia

German Democratic
Republic

Federal Republic of
Germany

Ghana

Guyana

Indonesia

Jamaica

Kuwait

Liberia

Mexico

Morocco

Nicaragua

Nigeria

Pakistan

Panama

Decision of the Council—invitation
extended or r

2734th meeting (2735th and
2738th meetings)

2735th meeting (2736th-
2738th meetings)

”
”

2736th mecting (2737th-
2738th meetings)

"

2793rd meeting (2794th-
2797th meetings)

2794th meeting (2795th-
2797th meetings)

2795th meeting (2796th-
2797th meetings)

2796th meeting (2797th
meeting)

”
”

2583rd meeting (2584th-
2590th, 2592nd, 2594th and
2595th mectings)

2583rd mecting (2584th-
2590th, 2592nd-2595th
meetings)



Part 1. Basis of invitations to participate

35

QOuestion®
The situation in
Namibia
(continued)

State invited
South Africa

Sudan

Turkey

Uganda

United Republic of
Tanzania

Yugoslavia

Zambia

Afghanistan

Kenya

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Malaysia

Poland

Sri Lanka

Syrian Arab Republic
Botswana

Brazil

Bulgaria

Lao People’s Democratic
Republic

Mongolia
Cyprus

Mozambique
Seychelies

Viet Nam
Czechoslovakia

Haiti

Japan

United Arab Emirates
Zimbabwe

Argentina

Bolivia
Congo

Hungary
Barbados

Lesotho
Malta

Islamic Republic of Iran

Guatemala
Cameroon

Canada

German Democratic
Republic

Mauritius

Senegal

South Africa

Syrian Arab Republic

Zambia

Decision of the Council—invitation
extended or ren.

2584th meeting (2585th-
2590th, 2592nd-2595th
meetings)

2585th meeting (2586th-
2590th, 2592nd-2595th
meetings)

"
"

"

”

2586th meeting (2587th-
2590th, 2592nd-2595th
meetings)

”
"

2587th meeting (2588th-
2590th, 2592nd, 2594th and
2595th meetings)

L]
"
”

»

2589th meeting (2590th,
2592nd-2595th meetings)

"
"

»

2590th meeting (2592nd-
2595th meetings)

2592nd meeting (2593rd-
2595th meetings)

2594th meeting (2595th
meeting)

2595th meeting

2624th meeting (2625th,
2626th, 2628th and 2629th
meetings)
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Question®
The situation in
Namibia
(continued)

State invited
Cuba

Federal Republic of
Germany

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Tunisia
Ghana

Czechoslovakia

Islamic Republic of Iran

Afghanistan

Algeria
Angola
Barbados
Canada
Egypt
German Democratic
Republic
India
Kuwait
Mexico
Nicaragua
Pakistan
Peru
Qatar
Senegal
South Africa
Togo
Turkey
Ukrainian SSR
Yugoslavia
Burkina Faso

Cuba
Jamaica

Morocco
Mozambique
Bangladesh

Gabon
Nigeria
Sri Lanka
Sudan
Tunisia
Viet Nam
Guyana

Byelorussian SSR

Ethiopia

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Mongolia

Syrian Arab Republic
Czechoslovakia

Uganda
Algeria

Cameroon

Decision of the Council—invitation

extended or r

2625th meeting (2626th,
2628th and 2629th
meetings)

2626th meeting (2628th and

2629th meetings)

2628th meeting (2629th
meeting)

»

2740th meeting (2741st-
2747th meetings)

2741st meeting (2742nd-
2747th meetings)

2741st meeting (2742nd-
2747th meetings)

”

2742nd meeting (2743rd-
2747th meetings)

27431d meeting (2744th-
2747th meetings)

2744th meeting (2745th-
2747th meetings)

”
”
”

2746th meeting (2747th
meeting)

2755th meeting (2756th-
2759th meetings)
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Decision of the Council—invitation

Question*
The situation in
Namibia
(continued)

Letter dated 6 May 1985
from the Permanent Rep-
resentative of
Nicaragua .

State invited
Egypt

German Democratic
Republic

India

Kenya
Nicaragua
Panama

Peru

Senegal
South Africa
Turkey
Yugoslavia
Angola

Bangladesh

Canada

Cuba

Kuwait

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Pakistan

Tunisia

Ukrainian SSR
Zimbabwe

Botswana

Burkina Faso

Ethiopia

Jamaica

Mozambique

Nigeria

United Republic of
Tanzania

Cyprus

Guyana
Algeria

Brazil
Ecuador
Ethiopia
Mexico

United Republic of Tanza-
nia

Yugoslavia
Bolivia

Colombia

Cuba

Cyprus

Dominican Republic
Guatemala

Istamic Republic of iran
Mongolia

Poland

Zimbabwe

extended or renewe

2756th meeting (2757th,
2758th and 2759th
meetings)

2757th meeting (2758th and
2759th meetings)

2758th meeting (2759th
meeting)

"

2577th meeting (2578th-
2580th meetings)

2578th meeting (2579th and
2580th meetings)
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Decision of the Council—invitation

Owestion® State invited extended or rena
Letter dated 6 May 1985 Argentina 2579th meeting (2580th
from the Permanent Rep- meeting)
resentative of
Nicaragua
(continued)
German Democratic "
Republic
Guyana "
Lao People’s Democratic "
Republic
Viet Nam "
Costa Rica 2580th meeting
Honduras "
Spain "
Syrian Arab Republic "
The situation in Cyprus 2591st meeting
Cyprus
Greece "
Turkey "
Austria 2635th meeting
Cyprus "
Greece "
Turkey "
Cyprus 2688th meeting (2689th
meeting)
Greece 4
Turkey "
Cyprus 2729th meeting
Greece "
Turkey "
Cyprus 2749th mecting
Greece "
Turkey "
Cyprus 2771st meeting
Greece "
Turkey "
Cyprus 2816th meeting
Greece "
Turkey "
Cyprus 2833rd meeting
Greece "
Turkey "
Complaint by Argentina 2596th meeting (2597th
Angola against South meeting)
Africa
Bahamas "
Cuba "
German Democratic "
Republic
Liberia "
Pakistan "
Sao Tome and Principe "
South Africa "
Sudan "
United Republic of "
Tanzania
Yugoslavia "
Congo 2597th meeting
Argentina 2606th meeting (2607th
meeting)
Brazil "

”

Cyprus
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Question®
Complaint by
Angola against South
Africa
(continued)

State invited
Guyana

Senegal
South Africa
Sri Lanka
Zambia
Cuba

Greece
Qatar
Cameroon

Cuba

Islamic Republic of Iran
Kuwait

Nigeria

Senegal

South Africa
Yugoslavia

Zimbabwe

Afghanistan

Algeria

Botswana

Ethiopia

Mozambique

Nicaragua

United Arab Emirates

United Republic of
Tanzania

Viet Nam

Zambia

Ghana

Morocco
Tunisia
Angola
Burundi
South Africa
Cuba

South Africa
Syrian Arab Republic

Zaire
Zambia
German Democratic
Republic
Nicaragua
Ukrainian SSR
Viet Nam
Czechoslovakia
India
Mongolia
Algenia

India
Malawi
Mozambique
South Africa
Yugoslavia

Decision of the Council.
extended or r

"

2607th meeting

2612th meeting (2614th,
2616th and 2617th
meetings)

2614th meeting (2616th
meeting)

2616th meeting (2617th
meeting)

263 1st mecting

2691st meeting (2692nd and

2693rd meetings)

2691st meeting (2692nd and

2693rd meetings)

"

2692nd meeting (2693rd
mecting)

”
”

"

2693rd meeting

L]

2763rd meeting (2764th-
2767th meetings)

"
”
”
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Question®
Complaint by
Angola against South
Africa
(continued)

Letter dated 17 June 1985
from the Permanent Rep-
resentative of
Botswana

The situation in the
occupied Arab territories

State invited
Brazil

Cuba

German Democratic
Republic

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Botswana

Byelorussian SSR

Cape Verde

Czechoslovakia

Egypt

Ethiopia

Mauritania

Nicaragua

Portugal

Tunisia

United Republic of
Tanzania

Viet Nam

Colombia

Nigeria

Sao Tome and Principe
Syrian Arab Republic
Angola

Botswana

German Democratic
Republic

Lesotho

Libena

Seychelles

South Africa

Sudan

Benin

Swaziland

United Republic of
Tanzania

Israel

Jordan

Islamic Republic of Iran
Syrian Arab Republic
Israel

Jordan

Pakistan

Saudi Arabia

Syrian Arab Republic
Egypt

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Qatar
Bangladesh

Turkey

Decision of the Council—invitation
extended or rene

2764th meeting (2765th and
2767th meetings)

”

"

"

2765th meeting (2766th and
2767th meetings)

2766th meeting (2767th
meeting)

2778th meeting

2598th meeting (2599th
meeting)

2599th meeting

"

"

2604th meeting (2605th
meeting)

"

2605th meeting

"

2643rd meeting (2644th-
2649th meetings)

2644th meeting (264 5th-
2650th meetings)

"

”

2645th meeting (2646-2650th
meetings)

"
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Decision of the Council—invitation
Question® State invited extended or r.
The situation in the Afghanistan 2646th meeting (2647th-
occupied Arab territories 2650th meetings)
(continued) Algena "

Brunei Darussalam

Guinea

Indonesia

Islamic Republic of Iran
Mauritania

Tunisia

Yemen

India

Malaysia
Sudan
Cuba

Iraq
Nicaragua
Yugosiavia

Egypt

Israel

Jordan

Kuwait

Morocco

Syrian Arab Republic

Israel

Egypt

Jordan

Kuwait

Qatar

Saudi Arabia

Syrian Arab Republic
Bahrain

Cuba

Islamic Republic of Iran
Iraq

Pakistan

Algeria

Democratic Yemen
India

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Tunisia

Yemen

Yugoslavia

Afghanistan

Czechoslovakia

German Democratic
Republic

Morocco

Ukrainian SSR

Viet Nam

Zimbabwe

Nicaragua

2646th meeting (2647th-
2650th meetings)

2647th meeting (2648th-
2650th mectings)

”

2648th meeting (2649th
meetings)

”

2649th meeting (2650th
meeting)

2724th meeting (2725th
2727th meetings)

2725th meeting (2726th-
2727th meecting)

2770th meeting (2772nd-
2777th meetings)

2772nd meeting (2773rd-
2777th meetings)

”
”
L]

"

2773rd meeting (2774th-
2777th meetings)

”
"

2774th meeting (2775th-
2777th meetings)

2775th meeting (2776th and

2777th meetings)

"
"
”
”

2776th meeting (2777th
meeting)
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Question®
The situation in the
occupied Arab territories
(continued)

Letter dated 1 October 1985
from the Permanent Repre-
sentative of Tunisia

State invited
Israel

Israel
Lebanon
Czechoslovakia

Egypt

Jordan

Kuwait

Syrian Arab Republic
Morocco

Israel

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Malaysia

Qatar

Sudan

India

Indonesia
Zimbabwe
India

Israel

Jordan

Kuwait

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Saudi Arabia

Syrian Arab Republic
Pakistan

Bangladesh
Algeria

Israel

Jordan

Kuwait

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Turkey

Afghanistan

Cuba

Greece

Lesotho

Mauritania

Morocco

Pakistan

Senegal

Syrian Arab Republic
Yemen

Bangladesh

German Democratic
Republic

Indonesia

Istamic Republic of Iran
Malta

Nicaragua

Nigeria

Decision of the Council—invitation
extended or rem

2780¢th meeting

2781st meeting
2781st meeting

2785th meeting (2786th,
2687th and 2689th
mectings)

”
»

2786th meecting (2787th,
2789th and 2790th
meectings)

2787th meeting (2789th and
2790th meetings)

”
"

278%th meeting (2790th
meecting)

2804th meeting (2805th and
2806th meetings)

2805th meeting (2806th
meeting)
2806th meeting

2610th meeting (2611th,
2613th and 2615th
meetings)

261 1th meeting (2613th and
2615th meetings)

2613th meeting (2615th
meeting)
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Question®
Letter dated 1 October
1985 from the Perma-
nent Representative of
Tunisia
{continued)

The Middle East problem
including the
Palestinian question

Letter dated 6 December
1985 from the Chargé
d’affaires a.i. of the
Permanent Mission
of Nicaragua

Complaint by
Lesotho against South
Africa

Letter dated 4 February
1986 from the Perma-
nent Representative
of the Syrian Arab
Republic

State invited
Saudi Arabia

Yugoslavia
Viet Nam
Israel

Kuwait
Syrian Arab Republic
Algenia

Czechoslovakia
Morocco
Pakistan
Yugoslavia
Afghanistan

Bangladesh
Democratic Yemen

German Democratic
Republic

Indonesia

Cuba

Jordan

Islamic Republic of Iran

Mexico

Syrian Arab Republic
Viet Nam

Costa Rica

Cuba

Honduras

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Zimbabwe

Burundi

Senegal
South Africa
Israel

Jordan

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya

Morocco

Algeria

German Democratic
Republic

India

Islamic Republic of Iran

Iraq

Yugoslavia

Decision of the Councll—invitation
extended or

2615th meeting

2619th meeting (2620th-
2622nd meetings)

2620th meeting (26215t and
2622nd meetings)

26215t meeting (2622nd
meeting)

2622nd meeting

2633rd meeting (2634th and
2636th meetings)

2634th meeting (2636th
meeting)

2636th meeting

2638th meeting (2639th
meeting)

2651st meeting (2653rd and
2655th meetings)

2653rd meeting (2655th
meeting)

2655th meeting
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Question®

The situation in southern
Africa

State invited

Togo
Ethiopia

Mozambique
Senegal
South Africa

United Republic of
Tanzania

Zambia

Angola

Botswana

India

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Nicaragua

Zimbabwe

Algeria

Egypt

German Democratic
Republic

Yugoslavia

Guyana

Islamic Republic of Iran
Afghanistan

Cuba

Panama
Syrian Arab Republic
Nigeria

Hungary

Lesotho
Pakistan
Ukrainian SSR
Tunisia

Cuba

India
South Africa

United Republic of
Tanzania

Zambia
Argentina

Botswana
Czechoslovakia
German Democratic
Republic
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Islamic Republic of Iran
Syrian Arab Republic
Zimbabwe

Decision of the Council—invitation
extended or r

2652nd meeting

2652nd meeting (2654th,
2656th-2662st meetings)

"
”
"

”

2654th meeting (2656th-
2662nd meetings)

2656th meeting (2657th-
2662nd mectings)

"

"

2657th meeting (2658th-
2662nd meetings)

2658th meeting (2659th-
2662nd meetings)

2658th meeting (2659th-
2662nd mectings)

”

2659th meeting (2660th-
2662nd meetings)

2660th meeting (2661st-
2662nd meetings)

"

2661st meeting (2662nd
meeting)

2684th meeting (2685th and
2686th meectings)

”

"

2685th meeting (2686th
meeting)

”
”

"

2686th meeting

"
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Question®

Letter dated 25 March
1986 from the Perma-
nent Representative of
Malta
Letter dated 25 March
1986 from the Perma-
nent Representative of
the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics
Letter dated 26 March
1986 from the Perma-
nent Representative of
Iraq

Letter dated 12 April 1986
from the Chargé d’af-
faires a.i. of the Perma-
nent Mission of Malta

Letter dated 15 April 1986
from the Chargé d’af-
faires of the Permanent
Mission of the Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya
Letter dated 15 Apnil
1986 from the Chargé
d’affaires of the
Permanent Mission of
Burkina Faso
Letter dated 15 Apnl
1986 from the Chargé
d’affaires of the Perma-
nent Mission of the
Syrian Arab Republic
Letter dated 15 Apnl
1986 from the
Permanent Repre-
sentative of Oman

State invited
Czechoslovakia

Hungary
Kuwait

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Malta

Poland

Ukrainian SSR

Viet Nam

Byelorussian SSR

Cuba

Democratic Yemen

German Democratic
Republic

India

Mongolia

Syrian Arab Republic

Yugoslavia

Algeria

Ethiopia
Islamic Republic of Iran

Lao People’s Democratic
Republic

Afghanistan
Mozambique

Nicaragua

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya

Ukranian SSR
Syrian Arab Republic
Algeria

Burkina Faso

Decision of the Council—invitation
extended or r

2668th meeting (2669th-
2671st meetings)

2669th meeting (2670th and
267 1st meetings)

"

”
”
”

2670th meeting (26715t
meeting)

2671st meeting

"

”

2672nd meeting (2673rd
meeting)

2673rd meeting

2674th meeting (2675th-
2680th and 2682nd-2683rd
meetings)
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Question®
Letter dated 15 April 1986

from the Chargé d’af-
faires of the Permanent
Mission of the Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya
Letter dated 15 April
1986 from the Chargé
d’affaires of the
Permanent Mission of
Burkina Faso
Letter dated 15 April
1986 from the Chargé
d’affaires of the Perma-
nent Mission of the
Synian Arab Republic
Letter dated 15 Apnil
1986 from the
Permanent Repre-
sentative of Oman

(continued)

Letter dated 27 June 1986
from the Permanent Rep-
resentative of
Nicaragua

State invited
Cuba

Democratic Yemen

German Democratic
Republic

Mongolia

Poland

Ukrainian SSR
Byelorussian SSR

India

Qatar
Yugoslavia
Czechoslovakia

Hungary
Pakistan
Saudi Arabia
Viet Nam
Afghanistan

Benin
Islamic Republic of Iran

Lao People’s Democratic
Republic

‘Nicaragua

Sudan
Bangladesh

Malta
Uganda
India

Nicaragua
Afghanistan

Democratic Yemen

Decision of the Council—invitation
extended or ren

”

"

2675th meeting (2676-2680th
and 2682nd-2683rd
meetings)

2676th meeting (2677th-
2680th and 2682nd-2683rd
meetings)

”
]
”

2677th meeting (2678th-
2680th and 2682nd-2683rd
meetings)

”

2678th meeting (267%th,
2680th and 2682nd-2683rd
meetings)

2679th meeting (2680th and
2682nd-2683rd mectings)

2682nd meeting

2694th meeting (2695th-
2698th meetings)

"

2695th meeting (2696th and
2698th meetings)

"
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Question®

Letter dated 27 Junc 1986

from the Permanent Rep-
resentative of
Nicaragua

(continued)

Letter dated 22 July 1986
from the Pcrmanent Rep-
resentative of

Nicaragua

Letter dated 17 October

1986 from the Perma-
nent Representative of
Nicaragua

State invited

German Democratic
Republic

Lao People’s Democratic
Republic

Spain

Syrian Arab Republic
Viet Nam

Angola

Cuba
Czechoslovakia
El Salvador
Mongolia
Ukrainian SSR
Algeria

Guyana

Islamic Republic of Iran
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Yugoslavia

Cuba

Democratic Yemen
El Salvador

India

Ukrainian SSR
Czechoslovakia

Syrian Arab Republic
Viet Nam

Lao People’s Democratic
Republic

Poland
Afghanistan

Honduras

Libyan Arab Jamahinya

United Republic of
Tanzania

Zimbabwe

Islamic Republic of Iran

Argentina

Cuba

India

Iraq
Mexico
Peru
Yugoslavia
Algeria

Democratic Yemen
Guatemala
Honduras

Decision of the Council—invitation

extended or renewe.

2695th meeting (2696th and

2698th mectings)

2696th meeting (2697th-
2698th meetings)

”
”
”
LJ
L]

2697th meeting 2698th
meeting)

»
"
L]

2700th meeting (2701st-
2704th meetings)

"
L]
”
"

2701st meeting (2702nd-
2704th meetings)

2702nd meeting (2703rd
meeting)

2703rd mecting (2704th
meeting)

"
»

2704th meeting

2716th meeting (2717th and

2718th meetings)

2717th meeting (2718th
meeting)

”
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Question®
Letter dated 17 October
1986 from the Perma-
nent Representative of
Nicaragua
(continued)

Letter dated 13 November
1986 from the
Permanent Repre-
sentative of Chad

Letter dated 9
December 1986 from
the Permanent
Representative of
Nicaragua

Letter dated 11 March
1988 from the Perma-
nent Representative of
Argentina

Letter dated 17 March
1988 from the Chargé
d’affaires a.i. of the
Permanent Mission of
Nicaragua

Letter dated 19 April 1988
from the Permanent Rep-
resentative of
Tunisia

State invited
Spain

Syrian Arab Republic
Islamic Republic of Iran
Chad

Egypt

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Zaire

Honduras

Bolivia

Colombia
Costa Rica
Ecuador
Guyana
Mexico
Nicaragua
Panama
Peru
Spain
Uruguay
Venezuela
Guatemala
India
Colombia

Costa Rica
Honduras
Peru

Egypt

Gabon
Jordan

Kuwait

Lebanon

Morocco
Mozambique
Pakistan

Saudi Arabia
Somalia

Syrian Arab Republic
Bangladesh

Decision of the Council—invitation
extended or ren

2717th meeting (2718th
meeting)

2718th meeting
2721st meeting

2728th meeting

2800th meeting (28015t
meeting)

2801st meeting

"

2802nd meeting (2803rd
meeting)

”
"
”

2807th meeting (2808th-
2810th meetings)

"

2807th meeting (2808th-
2810th meetings)

2808th mecting (2809th and
2810th meetings)
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Question®
Letter dated 19 April 1988
from the Permanent Rep-
resentative of
Tunisia
(continued)

Letter dated 5 July 1988
from the Acting
Permanent
Representative of
the Islamic
Republic of Iran

State invited

Cuba

Mauritania

Qatar

Turkey

Ukrainian SSR
United Arab Emirates
Yemen

Bahrain

Greece

Lao People’s Democratic
Republic

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya

Sudan

Zimbabwe

Congo

Djibouti

India

Libyan Arab Jamahinya
Pakistan

Syrian Arab Republic
Cuba

Gabon
United Arab Emirates
Nicaragua

Romania

Decision of the Council—invitation
extended or renewe.

2808th meeting (2809th and
2810th meetings)

2809th meeting (2810th
meeting)

2810th meeting

"

2818th meeting (2819th-
2821st meetings)

"
"

"

2819th meeting (2820th and
2821st meetings)

”

”

2820th meeting (2821st
meeting)

"

ZAIRY

%Questions entered in the table are arranged under agenda items. Items are listed chronologically
according to the sequence of the first meeting held on each item. Any reconsideration of an item or
discussion of a sub-item under the general heading at subsequent meetings does not reappear as a
new agenda item, but has been grouped under the item that first appeared.

YThe meetings at which the invitations were renewed are indicated by parentheses.
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**(b) TO SUBMIT WRITTEN STATEMENTS
**3. Invitations denied
D. IN THE CASE OF OTHER INVITATIONS

1. Invitations expressly under Article 32

Decision of the Council—
invitation extended or

Question State invited Basis of the invitation renewed
Letter dated 10 Republic of Korea OR, 43rd yr., Suppl. 2791st meeting
February 1988 from Jfor Jan.-March (2792nd meeting)
the Permanent 1988, S/19488 and
Observer for the $/19489

Republic of Korea
Letter dated 10 Feb-
ruary 1988 from the
Permanent Repre-
sentative of Japan

2. Invitations expressly under rule 39 of the provisional rules of procedure

Decision of the Council—
invitation extended or

Question® Person invited Basis of the invitation renewe
The situation in the C. Maksoud S/17461 2604th meeting
occupied Arab (2605th meeting)
territories
The Middle East C. Maksoud S/17558 2620th meeting
problem including (2621st and 2622nd
the Palestinian meetings)
question
S. Pirzada $/17560 2621st meeting
(2622nd meeting)
The situation in the S. Pirzada S/17558 2623rd meeting
Middle East
" S/17560 2621st (2623rd
meeting)
C. Maksoud S/18358 2707th meeting
S. Mansouri S/17750 2643rd (2644th-
2649th mectings)
The situation in the S. Pirzada S/17758 2646th meeting
occupied Arab (2647th-2649th
territories meetings)
C. Maksoud S/18505 2724th meeting
(2725th meeting)
Letter dated 4 Febru- S. Mansoun S$/17791 2651 st meeting

ary 1986 from the
Syrian Arab Republic

The situation in the C. Maksoud S$/19339 2772nd meeting
occupied Arab (2773rd-2776th
territories meetings)

K. Ansay S/19344 2773rd meeting
(2774th-2776th
meetings)

C. Maksoud §/19453 2785th meeting

S. Pirzada §/19456 2785th meeting

(2786th, 2687th and
2689th meetings)
C. Klibi $/19705 2804th meeting
(2786th, 2687th and
2689th meetings)

E. Ansay S/19773 2806th meeting
(280Sth and 2806th
meetings)
C. Maksoud S/19776 2806th meeting
The situation in the S. Mansoun S$/19432 2782nd meeting

Middle East
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Question®

The situation in the
Middle East
(continued)

The situation between
Iraq and Iran

The question of South
Africa

The situation in
Namibia

The situation in Cyprus

Complaint by Angola
against South Africa

Person invited

C. Maksoud

C. Klibi

"

Neo Mnumzana

Lesaoana Makhanda

Theo-Ben Gurirab
Mfanafuthi J. Makatini

L. Makhanda
A. Ansay

N. Mnumzana
L. Makhanda
H. Angula
Sam Nujoma

C. Maksoud

Gora Ebrahim

Andimba Toivo y
Toivo

Theo-Ben Gurirab

A. Ansay
Theo-Ben Gurirab

Solly Simelane

Ozcer Koray
Ozer Koray
Ozer Koray
Ozer Koray
Ozer Koray
Ozer Koray
Ozer Koray
Ozer Koray
Peter Mushilhange

M.J. Makatini
M.J. Makatini
Theo-Ben Gurirab

Basis of the invitation

$/19867

S/16994

S/17841

S/18375

S/17793

S/17794

S/17815

S/18695

S/18707

”

S/19569

"

”

S/17244

S/17255

S/17265

S/17624

S/18772

S/18779
$/19233

S/19238

S/17325

S/17541
S/19289
S$/19293

Decision of the Council—
invitation extended or
ren
2811th meeting
(2783rd and 2784th
meetings)
2569th meeting

2663rd meeting
(2664th and 2665th
meetings)
2709th meecting
(2710th-2713th
meetings)
2652nd meeting
(2654th-2661st
meetings)
2654th meeting
(2655th-2661st
meetings)
2660th meeting
(2661st meeting)
2733rd (2736th
meeting)
2736th meeting

"

2793rd meeting

”

2583rd meeting
(2594th-2490th,
2492nd and 2494th-
2495th meetings)
2585th meeting
(2586th-2590th,
2592nd and 2594th-
2595th meetings)
2589th meeting (2590th,
2592nd and 2594th-
2595th meetings)
2624th meeting
(2625th-2626th and
2628th meetings)
2740th meeting
(27415t-2746th
meetings)
2755th meeting
(2756th-2758th
meectings)
2756th meeting
(2757th-2758th
meetings)
2591st meeting
2635th meeting
2688th meeting
2729th meeting
2749th meeting
2771st meeting
2816th meeting
2833rd meeting
2614th meeting

2616th meeting
2763rd meeting

2766th meeting
(2764th-2766th
meetings)
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Question®
Complaint by Lesotho
against South Africa
Letter dated 10 Octo-
ber 1985 from the
Permanent Repre-
sentative of Tunisia
Letter dated 1 October
1985 from the Per-
manent Repre-
sentative of Tunisia

Letter dated 25 March
1986 from the Per-
manent Repre-
sentative of Malta
Letter dated 25
March 1986 from

the Permanent Repre-

sentative of the
Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics
Letter dated 26
March 1986 from

the Permanent Repre-

sentative of lrag

Letter dated 15 April
1986 from the
Chargé d’affaires of
the Permanent
Mission of the Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya

Letter dated 15 April

1986 from the
Chargé d’affaires of
Burkina Faso

Letter dated 15 April

1986 from the
Chargé d’affaires of
the Permanent Mis-
sion of the

Syrian Arab Republic
Letter dated 15 April

1986 from the Per-
manent Repre-
sentative of Oman
Letter dated 19 April
1988 from the Per-
manent Repre-
sentative of Tunisia

Person invited
Neo Mnumzana

C. Maksoud

Adnan Omran

S. Pirzada
C. Maksoud

C. Maksoud

C. Maksoud

Basis of the invitation

$/17700

S/17513

S/17515

S/17524
S/17948

S$/17997

S/19815

Decision of the Council—
invitation extended or
renewe

2638th meeting

2610th meeting

2611th meeting

2613th meeting
2670th meeting

2675th meeting
(2676th-2680th and
2682nd meetings)

2807th meeting
(2808th-2810th
meetings)

*Questions entered in the table are arranged under agenda items. Items are listed chronologically
according to the sequence of the first meeting held on each item. Any reconsideration of an item or
discussion of a sub-item under the general heading at subsequent meetings does not reappear as a

new agenda item, but has been grouped under the item that first appeared.

%The meetings at which the invitations were renewed are indicated by parentheses.
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3. Invitations not expressly under Article 32 or rule 39
**(a@) RESTRICTED IN RELATION TO THE AGENDA ITEM

(6) UNRESTRICTED IN RELATION TO THE AGENDA ITEM

During the period under review, the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) was
invited to participate in most of the discussions of items relating to the Middle East, in
accordance with the initial decision at the 1859th meeting, on 4 December 1975.'

The occasions and votes are recorded in the following tabulations:
VOTES REGARDING THE INVITATION OF THE PALESTINE LIBERATION

ORGANIZATION
Vote
Question Meeting In favowr Against Abstaining
The situation in the 2572nd 10 1 4
Middle East
2582nd 10 1 4
2604th 10 1 4
2619th 10 1 4
2770th 10 1 4
2783rd 10 1 4
2813th 10 i 4
The situation in the 2643rd 10 1 4
occupied Arab territories
2724th 10 1 4
2780th 10 1 4
2781st 10 1 4
2785th 10 1 4
2804th 10 1 4
The situation between Iran 2664th 10 1 4
and Iraq
2709th 10 1 4
Letter dated 1 October 2610th 10 1 4
1985 from the Perma-
nent Representative of
Tunisia
Letter dated 15 April 1986 2680th 10 1 4
from the Chargé
d’affaires of the Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya
Letter dated 15 April
1986 from the Chargé
d’affaires of Burkina
Faso
Letter dated 15 April
1986 from the Chargé
d’affaires of the Syrian
Arab Republic
Letter dated 15 April
1988 from the Perma-
nent Representative of
Oman
Letter dated 19 April 1986 2807th 10 1 4

from the Permanent Rep-
resentative of
Tunisia

ISee Repertoire of the Practice of the Security Council, Supplement 1975-1980, chap. III, part
I, D.3(b).
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INVITATIONS NOT EXPRESSLY UNDER ARTICLE 32 OR RULE 39,
RESTRICTED IN RELATION TO THE AGENDA ITEM

Question®
The situation in the
Middle East

The Middle East problem
including the Palestinian
question

The situation in the
occupied Arab territories

Letter dated 4 February
1986 from the
Permanent Repre-
sentative of Synia

Letter dated 1 October
1985 from the Perma-
nent Representative of
Tunisia

The situation between Iran
and Iraq

Letter dated 15 April 1986
from the Chargé
d'affaires of the Perma-
nent Mission of the Lib-
yan Arab Jamahiriya
Letter dated 15 April
1986 from the Chargé
d’affaires of the
Permanent Mission of
Burkina Faso
Letter dated 15 April
1986 from the Chargé
d’affaires of the Perma-
nent Mission of the
Syrian Arab Republic
Letter dated 15 April
1986 from the
Permanent Repre-
sentative of Oman

Letter dated 19 April 1988
from the Permanent Rep-
resentative of
Tunisia

Invitation
PLO

PLO
PLO

PLO

PLO

PLO

PLO

PLO

PLO
PLO
PLO

PLO

PLO

PLO

PLO

PLO

PLO

PLO

Basis of the invitation

$/17011

S/17234
S/17460

§/19433

S/19870

S/17552

S/17748

$/18504

$/19404
$/19430
$/19445

$/19706

S/17787

$/17512

S/17847

S/18411

$/18018

S$/19814

Decision of the Council—
invitation extended or
renewe

2572nd meeting (2573rd
and 2575th meetings)

2582nd meeting

2604th meeting (2605th
meeting)

2783rd meeting (2784th
meeting)

2813th meeting

2619th meeting (2620th-
2623rd meetings)

2643rd meeting (2664th-
2649th meetings)

2724th meeting (2725th
meeting)

2780th meeting

2781st meeting

2785th meeting (2787th
and 2789th meetings)

2804th meeting (2805th
and 2806th meetings)

2655th meeting

2610th meeting (261 1th,
2613th and 2615th
meetings)

2664th meeting (2665th
meeting)

2709th meeting (2710th-
2713th meetings)

2680th meeting (2681st
and 2682nd meetings)

2807th meeting (2808th-
2810th meetings)

*Questions entered in the table are arranged under agenda items. Items are listed chronologically
according to the sequence of the first meeting held on each item. Any reconsideration of an item or
discussion of a sub-item under the general heading at subsequent meetings does not reappear as a

new agenda item, but has been grouped under the item that first appeared.

*The meetings at which the invitations were renewed are indicated by parentheses.
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4. Invitations denied

During the period under review, there were no cases
where an invitation was expressly denied. There were,
however, three instances where invitations requested under
rule 39 were not pressed to a decision by the Security
Council owing to objections, especially from the potential
supporters of such invitations. In his letter dated 12 No-
vember 1985 (S/17627), the representative of South Africa
enclosed a statement by the “Transitional Government’’ of
Namibia in which that Government requested that an invi-
tation be sent to representatives of the six political parties
of the Multi-Party Conference of Namibia to participate in
the debate of the Council on the question of Namibia. This
was further confirmed by him at the 2624th meeting of the
Council. Similar requests were made at the 2742nd to
2746th and 2755th to 2759th meetings for the group or a
representative of the group. During those meetings, the

representatives of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, the United States of America and the
Federal Republic of Germany argued that, although they
supported, in principle, that any person who could provide
information to the Council should be enabled to do so un-
der rule 39, they could not support the request. Arguments
put forward included: (@) persons acting as representatives
of the so-called Transitional Government of Namibia
should not be allowed to address the Council since that
Government had been declared null and void by the Coun-
cil (resolution 566 (1978)); and (b) rule 39 applies only to
individuals and not to representatives of a Government or
of a group of parties.?

2See 2634th, 2626th, 2629th, 2746th and 2759th meetings. See
also footnote 5 of Supplement 1981-1984 of the Repertoire of the
Practice of the Security Council, page 50.

**Part 11

CONSIDERATION OF THE TERMS AND PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE 32 OF THE CHARTER

Part 111

PROCEDURES RELATING TO PARTICIPATION OF INVITED REPRESENTATIVES

NOTE

Part 111 is concemned with procedures relating to the par-
ticipation of invited representatives after an invitation was
extended and comprises material on participation by Mem-
bers and non-members of the United Nations.

No question arose during the period under review con-
cerning either the stage at which invited States might be
heard (sect. A), or the duration of participation of invited
representatives (sect. B). The practice was generally main-
tained whereby the President, when consideration of a
question was extended over several meetings, renewed the

invitation at each consecutive meeting immediately after
the adoption of the agenda.

During the period under review, there were no cases in-
volving limitations of a procedural nature affecting invited
representatives throughout the process of participation in
the proceedings of the Council (sect. C).

No question arose during the period under review
concerning limitations connected with aspects of the
business of the Council in which it was deemed inap-
propriate that invited representatives should participate
(sect. D).
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INTRODUCTORY NOTE

The present chapter contains material from the Official
Records relating to the practice of the Security Council un-
der Article 27 of the Charter. The arrangement of the ma-
terial in the chapter basically follows that of the corre-
sponding chapter in earlier volumes of the Repertoire; part
IV has been retained in view of the continuing trend in the
Council to adopt its decisions by consensus or without a
vote.

Part I presents evidence relating to the distinction be-
tween procedural and non-procedural matters. During the
period under review, there was no material requiring treat-
ment in part 11, relating to the practice of the Council in
voting upon whether a matter was procedural within the
meaning of Article 27, paragraph 2, of the Charter. Part 111
is concerned with the abstention, non-participation or ab-
sence of a Council member in relation to the requirements
of Article 27, paragraph 3. Part IV deals with decisions
adopted by consensus or without a vote.

Some of the material in this chapter represents parts of
draft resolutions that were extracted and subjected to a
separate vote. Such votes are listed here in so far as they
provide evidence relating to Article 27 of the Charter. As
this separate vote is taken under the auspices of rule 32 in
the provisional rules of procedure, more detailed informa-
tion concerning this material will be found in chapter I,
part V.

Material relating to voting in connection with the elec-
tion of judges under Article 10 of the Statute of the Inter-
national Court of Justice is included in chapter VI, part I,
section E. Chapter VII, part I, contains material on the vot-
ing procedure employed by the Council in connection with
applications for admission to membership in the United
Nations.

As noted in the preceding volumes of the Repertoire,
most votes in the Council do not indicate whether the
Council considers the matter voted upon as procedural or

non-procedural: this uncertainty exists when a proposal is
adopted by a unanimous vote, when all permanent mem-
bers vote in favour of the proposal or when the proposal
fails to obtain the necessary nine votes in its favour.

Part I, section A,! comprises instances wherein the vote
indicated the procedural character of the decision: the pro-
posal obtained nine or more votes and was adopted despite
the negative vote of one or more permanent members.

Part I, section B,? lists instances where the vote revealed
the non-procedural nature of the decision: the proposal ob-
tained nine or more votes in favour, but was rejected owing
to the negative vote of one or more permanent members.

In part I11, section A, there were no cases in which mem-
bers abstained in accordance with the proviso of Article
27, paragraph 3.

Part 111, section B,’ lists those occasions on which per-
manent members abstained voluntarily or did not partici-
pate in the vote. Had they voted against the proposal, no
affirmative decision could have been taken.

Part 1V, section A, lists cases in which the Council
adopted resolutions by consensus.

Part IV, section B, concerns resolutions adopted without
a vote. There were no decisions adopted without a vote
during the period under review.

Part 1V, section C, lists cases in which the Council’s de-
cisions were announced or issued after being agreed upon
by members of the Council during consultations, including
those decisions when some members dissociated them-
selves from matters under consideration.*

ISee the table in part I, sect. A, below.
2Gee the table in part I, sect. B, below.
3See the table in part 111, sect. B, below.
4See the various tables in part IV below.

Part 1

PROCEDURAL AND NON-PROCEDURAL MATTERS

A. CASES IN WHICH THE VOTE INDICATED THE PROCEDURAL CHARACTER OF THE MATTER

**1. Inclusion of items in the agenda

**2. Order of items on the agenda

**3. Deferment of consideration of items on the agenda

**4, Removal of an item from the list of matters of which the Security Council is seized
**5.  Rulings of the President of the Security Council

**6. Suspension of a meeting

**7. Adjournment of a meeting
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Agenda 1tem

Situation in the Middle
East

Situation in the occupied
Arab territories

Letter dated 1 October
1985 from the Perma-
nent Representative
of Tunisia to the
United Nations

Middle East problem
including the
Palestinian question

Letter dated 4 February
1986 from the Perma-
nent Representative
of the Syrian Arab
Republic to the
United Nations

Situation between Iran
and Iraq

Letters dated 15 April
1986 from the Char-
gés d’affaires a.i. of
the Permanent Mis-
sions of the Libyan
Arab Jamabhiriya,
Burkina Faso and the
Syrian Arab Republic
to the United Nations
and from the Perma-
nent Representative
of Oman to the
United Nations

Letter dated 19 April
1988 from the Perma-
nent Representative
of Tunisia to the
United Nations

8. Invitations to participate in the proceedings

Organization invited

Palestine Liberation
Organization (PLO)

PLO
PLO
PLO
PLO

PLO
PLO
PLO
PLO
PLO
PLO
PLO
PLO

PLO

PLO

PLO

PLO
PLO

PLO

Meeting and date
2572, 11 March 1985

2582, 31 May 1985
2783, 18 January 1988
2813, 9 May 1988

2604, 12 September 1985

2643, 21 January 1986
2724, 5 December 1986

2770, 11 December 1987

2780, 5 January 1988
2781, 14 January 1988
2785, 27 January 1988
2804, 30 March 1988
2610, 2 October 1985

2619, 10 October 1985

2655, 6 February 1986

2664, 19 February 1986

2709, 3 October 1986
2680, 18 April 1986

2807, 21 April 1988

**9, Conduct of business

Vote
10-1-4

10-1-4
10-1-4
10-1-4
10-1-4

10-1-4
10-1-4
10-1-4
10-1-4
10-1-4
10-1-4
10-1-4
10-1-4

10-1-4

10-1-4

10-1-4

10-1-4
10-1-4

10-1-4

Permanent members casting
a negative vote

1

— s

s R,

**10. Convocation of an emergency special session of the General Assembly

B. CASES IN WHICH THE VOTE INDICATED THE NON-PROCEDURAL CHARACTER OF THE MATTER

1. In connection with matters considered by the Security Council under its responsibility
for the maintenance of international peace and security

Agenda item

Situation in the Middle
East

Meeting and date
2573, 12 March 1985

2642, 17 January 1986
2784, 18 January 1986
2814, 10 May 1988

Decisions (draft
resolutions, etc.)

S/17000

S/17730/Rev.2
S$/19434
S/19868

Submitied by
1-Power

1-Power
6-Power
6-Power

Vote
11-1-3

11-1-3
13-1-1
14-1-0

Permanent members
casting negative vote
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Agenda item

Letter dated 6 May
1985 from the Perma-
nent Representative
of Nicaragua to the
United Nations

Question of South Africa

Situation in the occu-
pied Arab territories

Situation in Namibia

Letter dated 4 February
1986 from the Perma-
nent Representative
of the Syrian Arab Re-
public to the United
Nations

Letters dated 15 April
1986 from the Char-
gés d’affaires a.i. of
the Permanent Mis-
sions of the Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya,
Burkina Faso and the
Syrian Arab Repub-
lic, and from the Per-
manent Represen-
tative of Oman to the
United Nations

Situation in southern Af-
rica

Complaint by Angola
against South Africa

Letter dated 22 July
1986 from the Perma-
nent Representative
of Nicaragua to the
United Nations

Letter dated 17 October
1986 from the Perma-
nent Representative
of Nicaragua to the
United Nations

*'2.

Meeung and date
2832, 14 December 1988
2580, 10 May 1985

2580, 10 May 1985
2580, 10 May 1985
2602, 26 July 1985
2738, 20 February 1987

2797, 8 March 1988
2605, 13 September 1985

2650, 30 January 1986
2790, | February 1988
2806, 15 April 1988
2629, 15 November 1985
2747, 9 April 1987
26585, 6 February 1986

2682, 21 April 1986

2686, 23 May 1986
2693, 18 June 1986

2704, 31 July 1986

2718, 28 October 1986

In connection with other matters considered by the Security Council

Decisions (draft
resolutions, etc.)
$/20322
S/17172
(eighth
preambular para.)

S/17172
(operative para. 1)
S$/17172
(operative para. 2)
Amendment S/17363
to draft resolution
S$/17354/Rev.1

$/18705
$/19585
S/17459

S/17769/Rev.1
$/19466
S/19780
S/17633
S/18785
S/17796/Rev. 1

S/18016/Rev.1

S/18087/Rev.1,
as orally revised

S/18163

S/18250

$/18428

Part 11

Submitted by
6-Power
1-Power

1-Power
1-Power
6-Power
5-Power

6-Power
6-Power

5-Power
6-Power
6-Power
6-Power
5-Power
5-Power

5-Power

S-Power
5-Power

5-Power

S-Power

Vote
14-1-0
13-1-1

11-1-3
£3-1-1
12-2-1
10-3-2
10-2-3
10-1-4
13-1-1
14-1-0
14-1-0
12-2-1

9-3.3
10-1-4

9-5-1

12-2-1

12-2-1

11-1-3

11-1.3

Permanent members
casting negative vote
1
1

—_ N RN = -

**PROCEEDINGS OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL REGARDING VOTING UPON THE QUESTION
WHETHER THE MATTER WAS PROCEDURAL WITHIN THE MEANING OF ARTICLE 27, PARA-
GRAPH 2, OF THE CHARTER
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Part 111

ABSTENTION, NON-PARTICIPATION OR ABSENCE IN RELATION TO ARTICLE 27,
PARAGRAPH 3, OF THE CHARTER

A. OBLIGATORY ABSTENTION

**]1. Cases in which members abstained in accord-
ance with the proviso of Article 27, paragraph 3

2. Consideration of abstention in accordance with
the proviso of Article 27, paragraph 3

CASE 1

At the 2580th meeting, on 10 May 19885, in connection
with the letter dated 6 May 1985 from the Permanent Rep-
resentative of Nicaragua, a draft resolution® was voted on
paragraph by paragraph at the request of a permanent

38/17172, adopted as resolution 562 (1985).

member. The representative of Nicaragua pointed out that
one of the paragraphs put to a separate vote (operative
paragraph 5) read:

Calis on States to refrain from carrying out, supporting or promoting
political, economic or military actions of any kind against any State
in the region which might impede the peace objectives of the Con-
tadora Group.

The representative of Nicaragua then stated that he won-
dered if the economic, military and financial blockade,
along with the acts of aggression ‘‘constantly perpetrated
by the United States against my country”’, were not in con-
tradiction with operative paragraph 5, concerning which
the United States had voted in favour.®

6S/PV.2580, pp. 132-135; for details, sce also chap. I, part V,
sect. B,

B. VOLUNTARY ABSTENTION, NON-PARTICIPATION OR ABSENCE
IN RELATION TO ARTICLE 27, PARAGRAPH 3

1. Certain cases in which permanent members abstained or did not participate
otherwise than in accordance with the proviso of Article 27, paragraph 3

The sixth column of the table below (*‘Voluntary abstention’’) lists certain cases in
which permanent members abstained otherwise than in accordance with the proviso of

Article 27, paragraph 3.

There were no cases of non-participation or of votes taken in the absence of per-
manent members for the period under review.

For the details of voting, see the relevant sections of chapter VIII, part II.

Decision, resolution, Voluntary Non-
Agenda item Meeting and date amendment, etc. Submitted by Vote abstention participation
Situation in the Middle 2575, 17 April 1985 S/17100 —_ 13-0-2 1 —
East (res. 561 (1985))
2623, 17 October 1985 S$/17567 - 13-0-2 1 —_
(res. 575 (1985))
2708, 23 September 1986 S/18356 1-Power 14-0-1 1 —_
(res. 587 (1986))
Situation in southern 2662, 13 February 1986 S/17817/Rev.1 5-Power 13-0-2 2 —_
Africa (res. 581 (1986))
Situation in the 2727, 8 December 1986 S/18506/Rev.1, 5-Power 14-0-1 1 —_
occupied Arab as orally revised
territories (res. 592 (1986))
2777, 22 December 1987 S/19352/Rev.1 5-Power 14-0-1 1 —
(res. 605 (1987))
2781, 14 January 1988 S/19429 6-Power 14-0-1 1 —_
(res. 608 (1988))
Letter dated 6 May 2580, 10 May 1985 S/17172 1-Power 14-0-1 1 -
1985 from the (sixth preambular
representative of para.)
Nicaragua to the
United Nations
2580, 10 May 1985 S/17172 1-Power 14-0-1 1 -
(operative para. 3)
2580, 10 May 1985 S$/17172 1-Power 13-0-2 2 —

(operative para. 6)



Part III. Abstention, non-participation or absence in relation to Article 27, paragraph 3, of the Charter
Decision, resolution, Voluntary Non-
Agenda 1tem Meeting and date amendment, elc. Submitted by Vote abstention participation
Situation in Namibia 2595, 19 June 1985 S/17284/Rev.2 6-Power 13-0-2 2 —
(res. 566 (1985))
2759, 30 October 1987 S/19242 (res. 601 5-Power 14-0-1 1 —
(1987))
Question of South 2602, 26 July 1985 S/17354/Rev.1 2-Power 13-0-2 2 —
Africa (res. 569 (1985))
2830, 23 November 1988 S$/20290 (res. 623 2-Power 13-0-2 2 —_
(1988))
Complaint by Angola 2607, 20 September 1985 S/17481 (operative 6-Power 14-0-1 1 —_
against South Africa® para. 5, as orally
revised)
Complaint by Angola 2617, 7 October 1985 S/17531 (operative 6-Power 14-0-1 1 -
against South Africa® para. 6)
Complaint by Angola 2631, 6 December 1985 S/17667 (operative 6-Power 14-0-1 1 —
against South Africa® para. 6)
Letter dated I October 2615, 4 October 1985 S/17535 (res. 573 6-Power 14-0-1 1 —
1985 from the Perma- (1985))
nent Representative
of Tunisia to the
United Nations
Letter dated 19 April 2810, 25 April 1988 S/19819 (res. 611 6-Power 14-0-1 1 —

1988 from the Perma- (1988))
nent Representative
of Tunisia to the

United Nations

*In these three cases a permanent member requested, then abstained from, a separate vote on the operative paragraphs specified in
the table. However, after each of the operative paragraphs in question were adopted and included in the main body of the corresponding
draft resolutions, the entire resolutions were unanimously adopted in all three cases. For further information concerning these separate

votes, see chap. |, part V., under “Rule 32"

2. Consideration of the practice of voluntary abstention, non-participation or absence
of permanent members in relation to Article 27, paragraph 3

CASE 2

At the 2595th meeting, on 19 June 1985, in connection
with the situation in Namibia, the representative of the
South West Africa People’s Organization, who had been
invited by the President to take a place at the Security
Council table, remarked, with regard to abstentions by two
permanent members in the adoption of resolution 566
(1985).7

When the going got serious and demanded prompt and decisive ac-
tion, two of the Western permanent members skirted their responsi-
bilities and instead abstained in the vote . . . Let it also be said that
abstention means a polite no . . .

CASE 3

On 26 September 1985, at the commemorative meeting
concerning the United Nations for a better world and the
responsibility of the Security Council in maintaining peace
and security, the representative of the Union of Soviet So-
cialist Republics stated:?

A better world cannot be built by taking into account the interests
and views of one State only, however powerful and economically de-
veloped that State might be. Nor can it be built for a limited group of
States. A better world means peace for all, which can be achieved only
through the efforts of all. 1 wish to stress this here in the Security

7S/PV.2595, p. 26.
83/PV.2608, p. 19.

Council, whose work is based on the principle of the unanimity of its
permanent members.

These remarks were reinforced by the representative of
Denmark, who stated that in order for the Security Council
to enhance its authority and real influence on world events
it was essential for the Council to speak with one voice.
He said: “It is therefore a constant endeavour for Den-
mark to promote agreement in the Council”, and added
that unanimity was required for a clear and unequivocal
signal to be sent from the Council to the parties to a con-
flict and to ensure that the Council’s decisions were im-
plemented.

CASE 4

At the 2810th meeting on 25 April 1988, in connection
with the letter dated 19 April 1988 from the Permanent
Representative of Tunisia to the United Nations, the rep-
resentative of the United States of America stated:’

Despite the strong views the United States holds on political assas-
sination and despite our strong support for Tunisia’s national sover-
eignty and territorial integrity, the United States has decided to abstain
in the vote on the draft resolution today because it disproportionately
places all blame for this latest round in the rising spiral of violence in
the Middle East on one event only, while failing to mention other ac-
tions that preceded it. It also includes language that is suggestive of
chapter VII sanctions.

95/PV.2810, p. 26.
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ADOPTION OF RESOLUTIONS AND DECISIONS BY CONSENSUS OR WITHOUT A VOTE

Part IV

A. CASES IN WHICH THE SECURITY COUNCIL ADOPTED RESOLUTIONS

Agenda 1tem

Question of South
Africa

BY CONSENSLUS

Meeting and date
2723, 28 November 1986

Resolution number

591 (1986)

**B. CASES IN WHICH THE SECURITY COUNCIL ADOPTED RESOLUTIONS

WITHOUT A VOTE

C. CASES IN WHICH SECURITY COUNCIL DECISIONS WERE ANNOUNCED IN
PRESIDENTIAL STATEMENTS ISSUED AFTER BEING AGREED UPON BY THE
MEMBERS OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL AT CONSULTATIONS

1. Statements agreed upon by all members of the Security Council
(a) STATEMENTS PLACED ON RECORD AT MEETINGS OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL

Agenda item

Situation between Iran
and Iraq

Situation in the Middle
East

Question of South Africa

Situation in Cyprus

United Nations for a bet-
ter world and the respon-
sibility of the Security
Council in maintaining
international peace and
security

Meeting and date
2576, 25 April 1985

2667, 21 March 1986
2730, 22 December 1986
2779, 24 December 1987
2798, 16 March 1988
2823, 8 August 1988
2581, 21 May 1985
2630, 21 November 1985
2687, 29 May 1986
2705, 5 September 1986
2719, 31 October 1986
2722, 26 November 1986
2769, 25 November 1987
2815, 31 May 1988
2831. 30 November 1988
2603, 21 August 1985
2623, 17 October 1985
2690, 13 June 1986
2607, 20 September 1985
2833, 15 December 1988

2608, 26 September 1985

Document and or
meeting number

S/17130, incorporated in the record
of the 2576th meeting

S/17932, incorporated in the record
of the 2667th meeting

S/18538, incorporated in the record
of the 2730th meeting

S/19382, incorporated in the record
of the 2779th meeting

S$/19626, incorporated in the record
of the 2798th meeting

$/20096, incorporated in the record
of the 2823rd meeting

§/17206, incorporated in the record
of the 2581st meeting

S$/17653, incorporated in the record
of the 2630th meeting

S/18111, incorporated in the record
of the 2687th meeting

S/18320, incorporated in the record
of the 2705th meeting

S/18439, incorporated in the record
of the 2719th meeting

S/18487, incorporated in the record
of the 2722nd meeting

S/19301. incorporated in the record
of the 2769th meeting

$/19912, incorporated in the record
of the 2815th meeting

$/20300, incorporated in the record
of the 283 1st meeting

S/17413, incorporated in the record
of the 2603rd meeting

S/17575, incorporated in the record
of the 2623rd meeting

S/18157, incorporated in the record
of the 2690th meeting

S/17486, incorporated in the record
of the 2607th meeting

§$/20330. incorporated in the record
of the 2833rd meeting

S/17501, incorporated in the record
of the 2608th meeting



Part IV. Adoption of resolutions and decisions by consensus or without a vote

Agenda 1tem

Statement by the President
of the Security Council
(in connection with the
Achille Lauro incident)

Statement by the President
of the Security Council
(in connection with the
incidents at the Rome
and Vienna airports)

Statement by the President
of the Security Council
(fortieth anniversary of
the first meeting of the
Security Council and
the inauguration of the
International Year of
Peace)

Situation in Namibia

Meeting and date

2618, 9 October 1985

2639, 30 December 1985

2642, 17 January 1986

2827, 29 September 1988

Document andor
meeting number
S/17554, incorporated in the record
of the 2618th meeting

S/17702, incorporated in the record
of the 2639th meeting

S/17745, incorporated in the record
of the 2642nd meeting

$/20208, incorporated in the record
of the 2827th meeting

(6) STATEMENTS ISSUED ONLY AS SECURITY COUNCIL DOCUMENTS

Agenda ttem

Situation between Iran
and Iraq

Question of South Africa

Situation in Namibia

Situation in the Middle
East

United Nations for a bet-

ter world and the respon-

sibility of the Security
Council in maintaining
international peace and
security

Statement by the President
of the Security Council
(in connection with
hostage-taking and
abduction)

Statement by the President
of the Security Council
(in connection with the
incident of 20 June
1988)

Situation in the occupied
Arab territories

Date
5 March 1985

15 March 1985
16 January 1987
14 May 1987
22 March 1985
20 August 1985
16 April 1987

3 May 1985

21 August 1987
24 May 1985

6 June 1986

2 December 1986
13 February 1987
19 March 1987
29 August 1985

28 January 1987

24 June 1988

26 August 1988

Document number

$/17004

$/17036
S/18610
S/18863
S/17050
S/17408
S/18808
S/17151
S/19068
S$/17215

S/18138
S$/18492
$/18691
S/18756
S$/17424

S/18641

§/19959

$/20156

**), Statements agreed upon by the Security Council with some members
dissociating themselves from the matter
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INTRODUCTORY NOTE

The material included in the present chapter covers pro-
cedures of the Security Council relating to the estab-
lishment and control of its subsidiary organs deemed nec-
essary for the performance of its functions under the
Charter of the United Nations.

Part I includes five instances in which a subsidiary organ
was formally proposed but not established (cases 8-12),'
six instances in which the Council authorized the Secretary-
General to set up a subsidiary organ (cases 1 and 3) and
one instance in which the Council itself decided to estab-
lish a subsidiary organ (case 2). In cases where the Secre-
tary-General set up subsidiary organs pursuant to Council

The note to part | of the present chapter includes instances of
informal proposals to set up subsidiary organs submitted to the
Council

decisions, no implication is intended as to whether these
bodies do or do not fall under Article 29.

There are no entries under part II as there were no in-
stances during the period under review of consideration by
the Council of procedures to be followed relative to the
establishment of subsidiary organs.

Article 29 of the Charter

“The Security Council may establish such subsidiary
organs as it deems necessary for the performance of its
functions.”

Rule 28 of the provisional rules of procedure

“The Security Council may appoint a commission or
committee or a rapporteur for a specified question.”

Part |

OCCASIONS ON WHICH SUBSIDIARY ORGANS OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL
WERE ESTABLISHED OR PROPOSED

NOTE

During the period under review, the Council (a) re-
quested the Secretary-General to send a mission to visit
Botswana for the purpose of assessing the damage caused
by South Africa’s aggression, proposing measures to
strengthen Botswana’s capacity to receive and provide as-
sistance to South African refugees and determining the
leve! of assistance required by Botswana, and to report to
the Council;? (b) decided to send to Angola a commission
of investigation, comprising three members of the Council,
to evaluate the damage resulting from the invasion by
South African forces and to report to the Council;® (¢) de-
cided to set up, under its authority, a United Nations
Iran-Iraq Military Observer Group (UNIIMOG) to ver-
ify, confirm and supervise the ceasefire and withdrawal of
all forces to the internationally recognized boundaries;*
(d) authorized the Secretary-General to appoint a special
representative for Western Sahara;® (¢) encouraged the
Secretary-General to carry out promptly investigations in
response to allegations concerning the possible use of
chemical and bacteriologica! (biological) or toxic weapons
that might constitute a violation of the Geneva Protocol of
1925% or other relevant rules of customary international
law, in order to ascertain the facts of the matter, and to

2Case 1, resolution 568 (1985).

3Case 2. resolution 571 (1985).

4Case 3. resolutions 598 (1987) and 619 (1988).

5Case 5. resolution 621 (1988).

6League of Nations. Treaty Series, vol. XC1V (1929), No. 2138.

report the results;’ () confirmed its agreement to the tem-
porary dispatch by the Secretary-General to Afghanistan
and Pakistan of military officers from existing United Na-
tions operations to assist in the mission of good offices;?
and (g) established under its authority a United Nations
Angola Verification Mission (UNAVEM) for a period of
31 months.?

The following subsidiary organs, which had been estab-
lished prior to 1985, continued to exist during the period
under review: two standing committees, the Committee of
Experts and the Committee on the Admission of New
Members, and a number of ad hoc bodies: the United
Nations Military Observer Group in India and Pakistan
(UNMOGTIP), the United Nations Troop Supervision Or-
ganization (UNTSO), the United Nations Disengagement
Observer Force (UNDOF), the Special Representative of
the Secretary-General in the Middle East, the United Na-
tions Representative for India and Pakistan, the Special
Representative for humanitarian problems under resolu-
tion 307 (1971), the United Nations Peacekeeping Force
in Cyprus (UNFICYP), the Ad Hoc Sub-Committee on Na-
mibia, the Committee of Experts established at the 1506th
meeting concerning the question of associate membership,
the Security Council Committee on Council Meetings
Away from Headquarters, the Special Representative of
the Secretary-General to East Timor, the Security Council

7Case 4, resolution 620 (1988).
8Case 6, resolution 622 (1988).
9Case 7. resolution 626 (1988).
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Committee Established under resolution 421 (1977) con-
cerning the question of South Africa, the United Nations
Interim Force in Lebanon (UNIFIL), the Special Repre-
sentative of the Secretary-General for Namibia and the Se-
curity Counci] Committee established by resolution 446
(1979) concerning the situation in the occupied Arab ter-
ritories. In addition, the Secretary-General continued to exer-
cise his good offices in connection with the situation between
Iran and Iraq, as well as with the situation relating to Afghani-
stan. With regard to the efforts of mediation pursued by the
Secretary-General in connection with the situation between
Iran and lraq, the Secretary-General visited both Tehran and
Baghdad between 7 and 9 April 1985 and submitted to the
Council a report'® in which he stated that he had had further
exchanges in the two capitals regarding his eight-point
proposals, the underlying premise of which was that, as
Secretary-General, his overriding constitutional responsi-
bility under the Charter was to seek to end the conflict;
and that, until that goal was achieved, he was also legally
obliged under recognized international humanitarian rules to
try to mitigate the effects of the conflict, in areas such as
attacks on civilian population centres, use of chemical
weapons (case 4), treatment of prisoners of war and safety
of navigation and civil aviation. He added that both sides
had agreed that for the time being the United Nations in-
spection teams would remain in Baghdad and Tehran'!
and expressed the view that, as a first step, it was essential
that the Security Council extend an invitation to the two
Govemmments to take part in a renewed examination of all
aspects of the conflict. The Council considered the Secretary-
General’s report on his visit and the President, on behalf of
the members of the Council, made a statement'? expressing
their appreciation and support to the Secretary-General and
stating that the members of the Council were ready to issue
at the appropriate moment an invitation to both parties to take
part in a renewed examination of all aspects of the conflict.
During the period covered by the present Supplement, there
were also several allegations, by one or other of the parties
to the conflict, of the use of chemical weapons in violation
of the Geneva Protocol of 1925. Since the members of the
Council had considered that it could not act on the basis of
individual allegations, the Secretary-General dispatched mis-
sions of specialists seven times and submitted reports thereon
to the Council. The Council’s responses to those reports are
described in case 4 below, until, ultimatety, the Council
adopted resolution 620 (1988), by which it, inter alia, encour-
aged the Secretary-General to carry out promptly investigations
of allegations by any Member State and decided to consider
effective measures, taking into account the investigations,
should there be any future use of chemical weapons wherever
and by whomever committed.

The Security Council Committee on the Admission of
New Members, the Ad Hoc Subcommittee on Namibia, the
Committee of Experts established at the 1506th meeting to
study the question of associate membership and the Secu-
rity Council Committee on Council Meetings Away from
Headquarters did not meet during the period under review.
There was also no activity on the part of the Special Rep-

105/17097, OR, 40th yr., Suppl. for April-June 1985.

YiSee Repertoire of the Practice of the Security Council, Supple-
ment 19871-1984, chap. V, case 4.

126/17130, OR, 40th year, Resolutions and Decisions of the Se-
curity Council, 1985 (also incorporated in the record of the 2576th
mtg., held on 25 Apri]l 1985).

resentative of the Secretary-General in the Middle East, the
United Nations Representative for India and Pakistan, the
Special Representative for humanitarian problems under reso-
lution 307 (1971) and the Security Council Commission estab-
lished by resolution 446 (1979) conceming the situation in the
occupied Arab territories during the period under review.

The Security Council Committee of Experts was asked
to study and report on the application of the Republic of
Nauru'? to become a party to the Statute of the Interna-
tional Court of Justice.

During the period under review, the military observers
of UNTSO continued to assist and cooperate with UNDOF
and UNIFIL. The Chief of Staff and four other military
observers of UNTSO were temporarily detached to serve
as leader and military experts of the technical team sent by
the Secretary-General to Iran and Iraq to work out, with
the authorities of those two countries, the modalities for
the dispatch of UNIIMOG to verify, confirm and supervise
the ceasefire and withdrawal called for in resolution 598
(1987).'* Moreover, 50 military officers had been tempo-
rarily detached from UNTSO, UNDOF and UNIFIL to
constitute the United Nations Good Offices Mission in Af-
ghanistan and Pakistan (UNGOMAP).!®

UNDOF continued to function throughout the period un-
der review, during which time the Council extended its
mandate eight times'® following consideration of the
Secretary-General's regular progress reports.'’

During the period under review, the Council extended
the mandate of UNIFIL eight times'® and the Secretary-
General submitted a number of regular and special re-
ports.'? In a number of resolutions,* the Council also re-
quested the Secretary-General to continue consultations
with the Government of Lebanon and other concerned par-
ties on the full implementation of the mandate of UNIFIL.
On a few occasions in 1986 there were attacks against
UNIFIL in which several members of the Irish and French
contingents were killed and the Council responded with
two statements and one resolution?’ condemning the at-

13gee S/PV.2753 and S/PV.2754.

145120093, OR, 43rd yr., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1988. See also case 3.

155/20230, ibid., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1988. See also case 6.

$The mandate of the Force was extended by the Council in its
resolutions 563 (1985), 576 (1985), 584 (1986), 590 (1986), 596
(1987), 603 (1987), 613 (1988) and 624 (1988).

*The following progress reports were submitted by the Secretary-
General: S/17177, OR, 40th yr., Suppl. for April-June 1985,
S/17628, ibid., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1985; S/18061, ibid., 415t yr.,
Suppl. for April-June 1986; S/18453, ibid., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec.
1986, S/18453, ibid., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1986, S/18868, ibid.,
42nd yr, Suppl. for April-June 1987; S/19263, ibid., Suppl. for
Oct.-Dec. 1987, S/1989S5, ibid., 43rd yr., Suppl. for April-June
1988; and S/20276, ibid., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1988.

he mandate of the Force was extended by the Council in its
resolutions 561 (1985), 575 (1985), 583 (1986), 586 (1986), 594
(1987), 599 (1987), 609 (1988) and 617 (1988).

'9The Secretary-General submitted the following reports:
S/17093, OR, 40th yr., Suppl. for April-June 1985; S/17557, ibid.,
Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1985; S/17965, ibid., 415t yr., Suppl. for
April-June 1986, S/18164 and Add.1, ibid., Suppl. for April-June
1986, S/18348 (special), ibid., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1986, S/18396
(special), ibid., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1986; S/18581 and Add. 1, ibid.,
42nd yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March 1987, S/18990, ibid., Suppl. for Jan.-
March 1988; S/19617 (special), ibid., and S/20053, ibid., Supp!. for
Jul{uSepL 1988.

9See footnote 18.

213/18320, S/18439 (presidential statements), and resolution 587
(1986), OR, 41st yr., Resolutions and Decisions of the Security
Council, 1986.
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tacks against UNIFIL and noting the measures taken by the
Secretary-General, following his dispatch to the area of a
mission of inquiry,?? to enhance the security of the Force.
On another occasion, the Secretary-General included in
one of his reports on UNIFIL® information concerning
the abduction of Lt.-Col. William Richard Higgins and the
Council responded by adopting a resolution condemning
the abduction and demanding his immediate release.?

Between 1985 and 1988, the Council extended the man-
date of UNFICYP eight times?* and, at the Council’s re-
quest, the Secretary-General continued with his mission of
good offices and regularly reported both on his good of-
fices and on the Force. On one occasion, it was acknow-
ledged that, on 20 September 1985, the Secretary-General
had given an oral report to the members of the Council,
following which the President, on behalf of the members
of the Council, made a statement®® affirming that, in the
course of the oral report, the Secretary-General had con-
veyed the assessment that his initiative had brought the po-
sition of the two sides closer together and his conviction
that what had been achieved should lead to an early agree-
ment on the framework for a just and lasting settlement of
the Cyprus question in accordance with the principles of
the Charter. The members expressed support for the mis-
sion of the Secretary-General under his mandate from the
Council and called upon all parties to make a special effort
in cooperation with the Secretary-General to reach an early
agreement. On another occasion, the President of the
Council made a statement on behalf of its members?’ ex-
pressing their support for the effort launched on 24 August
1988 by the Secretary-General in the context of his mission
of good offices in Cyprus and welcoming the readiness
of the two parties to seek a negotiated settiement of all
aspects of the Cyprus problem by 1 June 1989.

The Security Council Committee established under reso-
lution 421 (1977) concerning the question of South Africa
held 20 meetings during the period under review. At its
2723rd meeting, on 28 November 1986, the Council re-
sumed its consideration of the Committee’s report?® on se-
curing full implementation of the arms embargo by adopt-
ing measures aimed at closing all loopholes in the arms
embargo against South Africa, reinforcing the embargo
and making it more effective, which the Council had last
considered at its 2564th meeting, on 13 December 1984.%°
At its 2723rd meeting, on 28 November 1986, the Council
had before it a letter from the Chairman of the Committee
containing a draft resolution recommended by consensus
by the Committee.’® At the same meeting, the Council
adopted the draft resolution by consensus as resolution 591
(1986), by which it, inter alia, requested of all States that

225/18348, OR, 415t yr., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1986, and S/18396,
ibid., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1986.

233/20053 (para. 23), OR, 43rd yr., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1988.

24Resolution 618 (1998).

25The mandate of UNFICYP was extended by the Council in its
resolutions 565 (1985), 578 (1985), 585 (1986), 593 (1986), 597
(1987), 604 (1987), 614 (1988) and 625 (1988).

28For the text of the statement, see S/17486, OR,40th yr., Reso-
lutions and Decisions of the Security Council, 1985.

27For the text of the statement, see S/20330, OR, 43rd yr., Reso-
lutions and Decisions of the Security Council, 1988. See also
S/PV.2833.

285/18474, OR, 41st yr., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1986.

29See Repertoire of the Practice of the Security Council, Supple-
ment 1981-1984, chap. V.

30See footnote 28.

thenceforth the term ‘“‘arms and related matériel” referred
to in resolution 418 (1977) should include, in addition to
all nuclear, strategic and conventional weapons, all mili-
tary, paramilitary police vehicles and equipment, as well
as weapons and ammunition, spare parts and supplies for
the aforementioned and the sale or transfer thereof; re-
quested all States to adopt measures to investigate viola-
tions, prevent future circumventions and strengthen their
machinery for the implementation of the arms embargo;
and requested the Secretary-General to report to the Coun-
cil on the implementation of the resolution before 30 June
1987.! By a letter dated 30 December 1987 addressed to the
President of the Council,*? the Chairman of the Committee
transmitted the text of a statement issued on the same date by
the Chairman on behalf of the Committee, in which the Com-
mittee noted that quantities of amms and military equipment
were still reaching South Africa directly or via clandestine
routes and appealed to all States, in particular those with a
manufacturing and export capacity for military equipment, to
tighten their scrutiny and to increase their vigilance so as to
ensure that none of it reached South Africa in violation of the
mandatory arms embargo.

The Special Representative of the Secretary-General for
Namibia continued with the pursuit of his mandate of pro-
moting the Secretary-General’s efforts to secure the imple-
mentation of resolution 435 (1978), embodying the United
Nations plan for the independence of Namibia, including
the establishment of a United Nations Transition Assist-
ance Group (UNTAG). In its resolution 566 (1985), the
Council, inter alia, mandated the Secretary-General to re-
sume contact with South Africa with a view to obtaining
its choice of the electoral system for the election, under
United Nations supervision and control, for the Constituent
Assembly, in accordance with the terms of resolution 435
(1978). The Council considered the reports of the Secre-
tary-General®® and adopted resolution 601 (1987), in which
it, inter alia, affirmed that all outstanding issues had been
resolved, authorized the Secretary-General to arrange a
ceasefire between South Africa and the South West Africa
People’s Organization (SWAPO) in order to undertake the
steps necessary for the emplacement of UNTAG, and
urged all Member States to render all the necessary practi-
cal assistance to the Secretary-General and his staff in the
implementation of the resolution. At the 2827th meeting,
held on the tenth anniversary of the adoption of resolution
435 (1978), on 29 September 1988, the President of the Coun-
cil made a statement, on behalf of its members,?* in which the
members noted recent developments in the efforts by a num-
ber of parties to find a peaceful solution to the conflict in
south-western Africa that were reflected in the joint statement
of 8 August 1988 by the Governments of Angola, Cuba,
South Africa and the United States of America.®* In particular,

315/18961 and Add. 1-S, OR, 42nd yr., Suppl. for April-June
1987.

315/19396, ibid., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1987. See also S/18288
(note dated 20 August 1986 transmitting the report of the Commit-
tce on the International Seminar on the Arms Embargo against
South Africa, held in London from 28 to 30 May 1986), 1bid., 4/s¢
yr., Suppl. for July-Sepi. 1986.

jlS/18767, OR, 42nd yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March 1987, and
$/19234, ibid., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1987.

345/20208, OR. 43rd yr., Resolutions and Decisions of the Secu-
rilg' Council, 1988.

58/20109, annex, ibid., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1988. For related
development, see case 7.
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the members urged South Africa to comply forthwith with
resolution 435 (1978) and to cooperate with the Secretary-
General in its full and definitive implementation. To that
end, they also urged all States to render all necessary as-
sistance to the Secretary-General and his staff in the ad-
ministrative and other practical steps necessary for the de-
ployment of UNTAG.

On one occasion during the period under review, the
Council formally requested the Secretary-General, under
resolution 580 (1985), in connection with a complaint by
Lesotho against South Africa, to establish, in consultation
with the Government of Lesotho, an appropnate presence
comprising one or two civilians in Maseru, for the purpose
of keeping him informed of any development affecting the
territorial integrity of Lesotho. The “‘appropnate presence”’
requested was not actually established, however.?

On another occasion, in connection with a request by
Angola, when, by resolution 602 (1987), the Council man-
dated the Secretary-General to monitor the withdrawal of
the South African military forces from the territory of An-
gola and to report to it thereon, he fulfilled his mandate by
dispatching a mission to Angola, following consultations
with the Government of Angola. The mission, which com-
prised both military and civilian staff, visited Angola from
12 to 16 December 1987 and the Secretary-General sub-
mitted his report to the Council on 18 December 1987

On a third occasion, in connection with the situation in
the occupied Arab territories, the Council adopted resolu-
tion 605 (1987), in which it, inter alia, requested the
Secretary-General to examine the situation in the occupied
territories by all means available to him and to submit a
report containing his recommendations on ways and means
for ensuring the safety and protection of the Palestinian ci-
vilians under Israeli occupation. The Secretary-General re-
sponded by dispatching the Under-Secretary-General for
Special Political Affairs to visit Israel and the occupied
Palestinian territories from 8 to 17 January 1988 and sub-
mitted to the Council a report, dated 21 January 1988,°®
containing various ideas, all of which were dependent on
the consent and cooperation of Israel, on ways and means
to ensure the protection of the civilian population.

There were also a number of occasions during the period
under review when the Council requested action on the part
of the Secretary-General: (a) in its resolution 562 (1985),
in connection with the letter dated 6 May 1985 from the
Permanent Representative of Nicaragua to the United Na-
tions addressed to the President of the Security Council,
the Council requested the Secretary-General to keep it ap-
prised of the development of the situation and the imple-
mentation of the resolution; () in resolution 572 (1985),
in connection with the letter dated 26 September 1985
from the Permanent Representative of Botswana to the
United Nations addressed to the President of the Security
Council, it requested the Secretary-General to give the mat-
ter of assistance to Botswana his continued attention and
to keep it informed; (¢) in resolution 581 (1986), in con-
nection with the situation in southern Africa, it requested
the Secretary-General to monitor developments related to

36For developments subsequent to the adoption of resolution 580
(198S5), see S/17719 and S/17756 (letters from Lesotho), OR, 4/st
yr.. Suppl. for Jan.-March 1986, and S/17762 (letter from South
Africa), ibid.

37S/19359, OR, 42nd yr., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1987.

385/19443, ibid., 43rd yr.. Suppl for Jan.-March 1988.

South Africa’s threats to escalate acts of aggression against
independent States in southern Africa and to report to it as
the situation demanded; (d) in resolution 611 (1988), in
connection with the letter dated 19 April 1988 from the
Permanent Representative of Tunisia to the United Nations
addressed to the President of the Security Council, the
Council requested the Secretary-General to report to it any
new elements available to him relating to the act of aggres-
sion committed by Israel against the sovereignty and terri-
torial integrity of Tunisia; and (e) in its resolution 621
(1988), in connection with the situation in Western Sahara,
1t requested the Secretary-General to report to it on the hold-
ing of a referendum for self-determination of the people of
Western Sahara and on ways and means to ensure the or-
ganization and supervision of such a referendum by the
United Nations in cooperation with the Organization of Af-
rican Unity.

There were few instances when participants in the Coun-
cil proceedings and States Members of the United Nations
proposed the creation of subsidiary organs without submit-
ting their suggestions in the form of draft resolutions.>®

39(a) On the occasion of the commemorative meeting of the Se-
curity Council on the agenda item entitled **United Nations for a
better world and the responsibility of the Security Council in main-
taining international peace and security', the representative of
Thailand sugggested that, for the Council to be a forum where se-
rious negotiations could lead to substantive results, it should mini-
mize the time taken up by speeches by countries not directly in-
volved in the dispute and devote more time to the parties to the
dispute to negotiate between themselves under the auspices of the
President of the Council or with the assistance of the Secretary-
General, or of a ‘‘conciliation committee” of selected Council
members that could be created under Article 29 of the Charter
(S/PV.2608, p. 42).

(b) In connection with the complaint by Angola against South
Africa, the representative of South Africa suggested that, if the Se-
curity Council wanted to establish what was happening in southern
Angola, it should send a fact-finding mission to the area to find
out who was fighting whom, who was directing the operations,
what armaments were being used and what the people of Angola
would like to have in their country (S/PV.2612 and S/PV.2691, pp.
12 and 26, respectively; and S/17662, letter dated 28 November
1985 from South Africa, OR, 40th yr., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1985).

(c) In connection with the situation in the occupied Arab terr-
tories, the Coordinating Bureau of the Movement of Non-Aligned
Countries issued a communiqué in which it, inter alia, urged the
Security Council to dispatch a fact-finding mission to the occupied
Palestinian territories to investigate the situation and to report to
the Council (OR, 42nd yr., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1987, S/19360,
letter dated 15 December 1987 from Zimbabwe). Similar sugges-
tions were also made by India (S/PV.2774, p. 66) and Zimbabwe
(S/PV.2789, p. 8). The representative of the Union of Soviet So-
cialist Republics made similar suggestions in the context of the
ideas contained in the report of the Secretary-General (S/19443)
pursuant to resolution 605 (1987), in which the Secretary-Genecral
referred to the possibility of dispatching United Nations forces, or
observers, or the establishment of a trusteeship system-—which
were all ideas declared to be dependent on the consent and coop-
eration of Israel (S/PV.2787, p. 13).

(d) In connection with the letter dated 17 March 1988 from the
Chargé d’affaires a.i. of the Permanent Mission of Nicaragua to
the United Nations addressed to the President of the Security Coun-
cil, the States members of the Contadora Group and the Support
Group submitted a letter transmitting a communiqué in which
they, inter alia, urged the Secretary-General to dispatch an ob-
server mission to Central America. The representative of Nicara-
gua also referred to the suggestion that a United Nations technical
mission be sent to investigate on site the border incidents in the
arca of Bocay, Nicaragua (S/19661 and S/19663, OR, 43rd yr.,
Suppl. for Jan.-March 1988; see also S/PV.2803, Nicaragua,
p. 26).
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A. INVOLVING, TO FACILITATE THEIR WORK, MEET-
INGS AT PLACES AWAY FROM THE SEAT OF THE
ORGANIZATION

1. Subsidiary organs established

CASE |

Mission of the Secretary-General under
Security Council resolution 568 (1985)

During its consideration of the letter dated 17 June 1985
from the Permanent Representative of Botswana to the
United Nations addressed to the President of the Security
Council, the Council, at its 2599th meeting, on 21 June
1985, unanimously adopted a draft resolution submitted by
Burkina Faso, Egypt, India, Madagascar, Peru and Trini-
dad and Tobago* as resolution 568 (1985), paragraph 8 o
which reads: :

The Security Council,

8. Requests the Secretary-General to send a mission to Botswana
for the purpose of:

(@) Assessing the damage caused by South Africa’s unprovoked
and premeditated acts of aggression;

(b) Proposing measures to strengthen Botswana's capacity to re-
ceive and provide assistance to South African refugees;

(c) Determining the consequent level of assistance required by
Botswana and to report thereon to the Security Council.

The Secretary-General sent a mission to Botswana from
27 July to 2 August 1985. On 11 September 1985, he
transmitted the report of the mission, which contained an
account of the consultations held with the Government of
Botswana concerning the effects and damages of the mili-
tary attack on Gaborone by South Africa on 14 June 1985
and an assessment of Botswana’s need for assistance from
the international community to strengthen its capacity to
receive and provide sanctuary to South African refugees,
as well as the level of assistance required by Botswana to
cope with the situation resulting from the attack.

The Council considered the report submitted by the
Secretary-General at its 2609th meeting, on 30 September
1985, and unanimously adopted a draft resolution submit-
ted by Botswana, Burkina Faso, Egypt, India, Madagascar,
Peru and Trinidad and Tobago*? as resolution 572 (1985),
in which the Council, inter alia, expressed its appreciation
to the Secretary-General for having arranged to send a mis-
sion to Botswana; endorsed the report of the mission to
Botswana under resolution 568 (1988); demanded that
South Africa pay full and adequate compensation to Bo-
tswana for the loss of life and damage to property resulting
from its act of aggression; requested Member States, inter-
national organizations and financial institutions to assist
Botswana in the fields identified in the report of the mis-
sion to Botswana; and requested the Secretary-General to
give the matter of assistance to Botswana his continued at-
tention and to keep the Council informed.

405/17291, adopted as orally revised as resolution 568 (1985).
41§/17453, OR, 40th yr., Suppl. for July-SefJL 198S.
42§/17503, adopted without change as resolution 572 (1985).

CASE 2

Security Council Commission of Investigation
established in pursuance of resolution 571 (1985)

During its consideration of the complaint by Angola
against South Africa, the Council, at its 2607th meeting,
on 20 September 1985, unanimously adopted a draft reso-
lution submitted by Burkina Faso, Egypt, India, Madagas-
car, Peru and Trinidad and Tobago* as resolution 571
(1985), paragraphs 7 and 8 of which read:

The Security Council,

7. Decides to appoint and send immediately to Angola a commis-
sion of investigation, comprising three members of the Security Coun-
cil, in order to evaluate the damage resulting from the invasion by
South African forces and to report to the Council not later than 15
November 1985;

8. Urges Member States, pending the report of the Commission of
Investigation, to take prompt, appropriate and effective action to bring
pressure to bear upon the Government of South Africa to comply with
the provisions of the present resolution and of the Charter of the
United Nations, to respect the sovereignty and territorial integrity of
Angola, and to desist from all acts of aggression against neighbouring
States.

In a note dated 30 September 1985,* the President of
the Council stated that the members of the Council had
agreed, following consultations, that the Commission of
Investigation established in pursuance of paragraph 7 of
resolution 571 (1985) would be composed of Australia,
Egypt and Peru.

During its further consideration of a complaint by An-
gola against South Africa, the Council, at its 2617th meeting,
on 7 October 1985, unanimously adopted a draft resolution,
submitted by Burkina Faso, Egypt, India, Madagascar,
Peru and Trinidad and Tobago,** as resolution 574 (1985),
operative paragraph 7 of which reads:

The Security Council,

7. Requests the Security Council Commission of Investigation es-
tablished in pursuance of resolution 571 (1985), consisting of Austra-
lia, Egypt and Peru, to report urgently on its evaluation of the damage
resulting from South African aggression, including the latest bomb-
ings.

In a note dated 15 November 1985,4 the President of the
Council stated that the Commission of Investigation estab-
lished pursuant to resolution 571 (1985) had requested an
extension of the date of submission of its report until 22 No-
vember 1985, and that, after informal consultations on the
matter, it had been found that no member of the Council had
any objection to the request of the Commission.

The Security Council Commission of Investigation vis-
ited Angola from 13 to 23 October 1985 in the exercise of
its mandate deriving from paragraph 7 of resolution 571
(1985) and from paragraph 7 of resolution 574 (1985), by

435/17481, adopted as orally revised and following a separate
vote on operative paragraph 5 as resolution 571 (1985); for details,
see chap. VIlI, part 11.

445/17506, OR, 40th yr., Resolutions and Decisions of the Secu-
r"X Council, 1985.

5S/17531, adopted without change following a separate vote on
operative paragraph 6, as resolution 574 (1985); for details, sce
chap. VIII, part II.

‘25/17635, OR, 40th yr., Resolutions and Decisions of the Secu-

rity Council, 1985.
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which the Council had included “‘the latest bombings™ in
the Commission’s mandate. The Commission also held a
total of 12 meetings at Headquarters, 3 before and 9 after
its visit to Angola. On 22 November 1985, the Commis-
sion submitted its report,*” which contained accounts of the
Commission’s consultations with the authorities of An-
gola, its visits to a number of provinces, including the town
of Cazombo, which had been the scene of military opera-
tions in September 1985, but not to Mavinga, where on-
going hostilities had precluded a visit. The report also con-
tained estimates of the material damage to the country’s
infrastructure, including bridges, electricity and water sup-
plies and airstrips in the regions affected; emphasized that
the estimates did not fully reflect the extent of damage sus-
tained by Angola as a result of South Africa’s actions in Sep-
tember and October 1985, that they did not include compen-
sation for loss of human life and injuries and that there was
a pressing need for further assistance by the international
community for rehabilitation and reconstruction.

The Security Council considered the report submitted by
the Commission at its 2631st meeting, on 6 Decem-
ber 1985. At the same meeting, the Council unanimously
adopted a draft resolution submitted by Burkina Faso,
Egypt, India, Madagascar, Peru and Trinidad and Tobago*®
as resolution 577 (1985), in which it, inter alia, endorsed
the Security Council Commission of Investigation and ex-
pressed its appreciation to the members of the Commis-
sion; demanded that South Africa pay full and adequate
compensation to Angola for the damage to life and prop-
erty resulting from the acts of aggression; requested Mem-
ber States and international organizations urgently to ex-
tend material and other forms of assistance to Angola; and
requested the Secretary-General to monitor developments
and report to the Council as necessary, but no later than
30 June 1986, on the implementation of the resolution and,
in particular, on the compensation to be paid by South Af-
rica to Angola and on the assistance by the international
community to Angola to facilitate the immediate recon-
struction of its economic infrastructure.

On 30 June 1986, the Secretary-General submitted his
report,*® stating that he had drawn the attention of Member
States and international organizations to Angola’s need for
assistance to facilitate the reconstruction of its economic
infrastructure and annexing to the report the replies he had
received. With respect to South Africa, the Secretary-
General stated that, according to the reply he had re-
ceived,*® he had to report to the Council South Africa’s re-
jection of resolution 577 {1985).%!

CASE 3

United Nations Iran-Iraq Military Observer Group under
Security Council resolutions 598 (1987) and 619 (1988)

During its consideration of the situation between Iran
and Iraq at its 2750th meeting, on 20 July 1987, the Secu-

475/17648, annexes, ibid., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1985.

485/17667, adopted without change following a separate vote on
operative paragraph 6 as resolution 577 (1985).

493/18195 and Add.1, annexes, OR, 4Ist yr., Suppl. for April-
June 1986.

305/18156, annex 111 (letter dated 13 June 1986 from South Af-
rica), ibid.

5TFor subsequent developments during the period under review,
see case 7 and footnote 35.

rity Council unanimously adopted a draft resolution,?
which had been prepared in the course of its prior consul-
tations, as resolution 598 (1987). The tenth preambular
paragraph and paragraphs 1 to 10 of the resolution read:

The Security Council,

Acting under Articles 39 and 40 of the Charter,

1. Demands that, as a first step towards a negotiated settlement,
the Islamic Republic of Iran and Iraq observe an immediate ceasefire,
discontinue all military actions on land, at sea and in the air, and with-
draw all forces to the internationally recognized boundaries without
delay;

2. Requests the Secretary-General to dispatch a team of United Na-
tions observers to verify, confirm and supervise the ceasefire and with-
drawal and further requests the Secretary-General to make the neces-
sary arrangements in consultation with the Parties and to submit a
report thereon to the Security Council;

3. Urges that prisoners-of-war be released and repatriated without
delay after the cessation of active hostilities in accordance with the
Third Geneva Convention of 12 August 1949;

4. Calls upon Iran and Iraq to cooperate with the Secretary-
General in implementing this resolution and in mediation efforts to
achieve a comprehensive, just and honourable settlement, acceptable
to both sides, of all outstanding issues, in accordance with the princi-
ples contained in the Charter of the United Nations;

5. Calls upon all other States to exercise the utmost restraint and
to refrain from any act which may lead to further escalation and wid-
ening of the conflict, and thus to facilitate the implementation of the
present resolution;

6. Requests the Secretary-General to explore, in consultation with
Iran and Iraqg, the question of entrusting an impartial body with inquir-
ing into responsibility for the conflict and to report to the Council as
soon as possible;

7. Recognizes the magnitude of the damage inflicted during the
conflict and the need for reconstruction efforts, with appropriate in-
ternational assistance, once the conflict is ended and, in this regard,
requests the Secretary-General to assign a team of experts to study the
question of reconstruction and to report to the Council;

8. Further requests the Secretary-General to examine, in consul-
tation with Iran and Iraq and with other States of the region, measures
to enhance the security and stability of the region;

9. Requests the Secretary-General to keep the Council informed
on the implementation of this resolution;

10. Decides to meet again as necessary to consider further steps
to ensure compliance with this resolution.

The Secretary-General submitted to the Council a report
dated 7 August 1988 on the implementation of paragraph
2 of resolution 598 (1987).** He recommended that, as
soon as a date had been set for the ceasefire, the Council
take an early decision to establish a team of observers to
be known as the United Nations Iran-Iraq Military Ob-
server Group (UNIMOG), which would carry out the
functions described in paragraph 2 of the resolution and
otherwise assist the parties, as might be mutually agreed.*
For UNIHIMOG to be effective, the Secretary-General
stressed that the following four conditions must be met:

525/18983, adopted without change as resolution 598 (1987).

535/20093, OR, 43rd yr., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1987.

54For the efforts of the Secretary-General in the exercise of his
mandate and the Council’s concern over “'the slow pace and the
lack of real progress’ thus far in the implementation of resolution
598 (1987), see S/19382 (statement by the President of the Council
at the 2779th mtg. on 24 December 1987), OR, 42nd yr., Resolu-
tions and Decisions of the Security Council, 1987; and S/19626
(statement by the President at the 2798th mtg., on 16 March 1988),
OR, 43rd yr., Resolutions and Decisions of the Security Council,
1988. See also case 4.
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(a) it must have at all times the full confidence and backing
of the Security Council; (b) it must enjoy the full coopera-
tion of the two parties; (c) it must be able to function as an
integrated and efficient military unit; and (d) adequate fi-
nancial arrangements must be made to cover its costs. The
Secretary-General added that his report was based on the
estimates and recommendations of a technical team he had
sent to Iran and Iraq and that the team, which included a
senior political adviser, a civilian logistics expert and four
military observers from UNTSO was led by the Chief of
Staff of UNTSO and assisted by the two small teams that
had been stationed in Baghdad and Tripoli since 1984.%
The technical team had assembled a great deal of informa-
tion relevant to the establishment of UNIIMOG by holding
detailed discussions with the political and military authori-
ties of both Iran and Iraq on the modalities for the deploy-
ment of UNIIMOG in each of the two countries, its terms
of reference for carrying out the mandate contained in para-
graph 2 of resolution 598 (1987) and the cooperation and
facilities it would require from the two parties.

Atthe 2823rd meeting, on 8 August 1988, the Secretary-
General made a statement®® informing the members that, as
a result of his intensive diplomatic efforts in the exercise
of the mandate he had been given by the Council to secure
the implementation of resolution 598 (1987), he was able
to call upon the Islamic Republic of Iran and Iraq to ob-
serve a ceasefire and to discontinue all military action on
land, at sea and in the air as of 0300 GMT on 20 August
1988. He added that he had been assured by the two parties
to the conflict that they would observe the ceasefire in the
context of the full implementation of resolution 598 (1987)
and that the Governments of the Islamic Republic of Iran
and Iraq had also agreed to the deployment of United Na-
tions observers as of the time and date of the ceasefire.

At the same meeting, the President of the Council, on
behalf of its members, made a statement’’ welcoming the
Secretary-General’s statement concerning the implementa-
tion of resolution 598 (1987) of 20 July 1987 and endors-
ing his announcement that the ceasefire demanded in that
resolution would come into effect on 20 August 1988.

At the 2824th meeting, on 9 August 1988, the Council
considered the report of the Secretary-General on the im-
plementation of paragraph 2 of resolution 598 (1987)°* and
adopted unanimously a draft resolution®” that had been pre-
pared in the course of the Council’s prior consultations, as
resolution 619 (1988), which reads:

The Security Council,
Recalling its resolution 598 (1987) of 20 July 1987,

1. Approves the report of the Secretary-General contained in docu-
ment $/20093 on the implementation of paragraph 2 of resolution 598
(1987) of the Security Council;

2. Decides to set up immediately, under its authority, a United Na-
tions lran-Iraq Military Observer Group and requests the Secretary-
General to take the necessary steps to this effect, in accordance with
his above-mentioned report;

55For information on the teams stationed in Baghdad and Tehran
since 1984, see Repertoire of the Practice of the Security Council,
Sug) lement 1981-1984, chap. V, case 4.

é/20095, OR, 43rd yr., Resolutions and Decisions of the Secu-
ril{ Council, 1988.

78/20096, ibid.

38See footnote 53.

595/20097, adopted without change as resolution 619 (1988).

3. Also decides that the United Nations Iran-lraq Military Ob-
server Group shall be established for a period of six months, unless
the Council decides otherwise;

4. Requests the Secretary-General to keep the Security Council
fully informed of further developments.

Through exchanges of letters between the Secretary-
General and the President of the Council,* the members of
the Council approved his proposals concerning the compo-
sition of UNIIMOG and the appointment of its Chief Mili-
tary Observer.

In pursuance of paragraph 4 of resolution 619 (1988),
the Secretary-General submitted to the Council an interim
report dated 25 October 1988,%' describing approximately
the first two months of UNIIMOG operations, including its
strength and composition. He also conveyed to the Council
his concern that, while the ceasefire had been holding well
for over two months, the current state of affairs was inher-
ently unstable since there were points on the long (1,400-
kilometre) ceasefire line where the two sides remained in
dangerous proximity, thereby underscoring the need for the
earliest possible withdrawal to the internationally recog-
nized boundaries, which would resolve many of the prob-
lems confronting UNIIMOG and open the way to the full
implementation of all the other provisions of resolution
598 (1987).

CASE 4

The Secretary-General's mission of specialists to investi-
gate allegations of the use of chemical weapons under
Security Council resolution 620 (1988)

In transmitting to the Council, by letter dated 17 April
1985,%2 the report of the mission of a medical specialist,
the Secretary-General noted that, in view of repeated alle-
gations concerning the use of chemical weapons in the con-
flict between the Islamic Republic of Iran and Iraq, he had
dispatched a medical specialist to examine Iranian patients
who had been hospitalized in Europe, allegedly as a result
of the use of such weapons. The Secretary-General added
that his purpose had been to obtain an authoritative and
independent opinion on the information coming from the
hospital centres concerned.

At its 2576th meeting, on 25 April 1985, the Council
considered the report and the President, on behalf of the
members of the Council, made a statement®’ in which the
members, inter alia, condemned the renewed use of chemi-
cal weapons in the conflict as well as any possible future
use of such weapons and urged the strict observance of the
Geneva Protocol of 1925, according to which the use in
war of chemical weapons was prohibited and had been
justly condemned by the world community.

By a note dated 12 March 1986,% the Secretary-General
conveyed to the Council the report of the mission of spe-
cialists dispatched by him to investigate further allegations

605/20104, S/20111 and S/20154 (letters from the Secretary-
General dated, respectively, 9, 10 and 23 August 1988; S/20105,
S/20112 and S/20155 (letters from the President of the Council
dated, respectively 10, 11 and 26 August 1988), OR, 43rd yr.,
Resolutions and Decisions of the Security Council, 1988.
615/20242, OR, 43rd yr., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1988.

625/17127, OR, 40th yr., Suppl. for April-June 1985.
638/17130, OR, 40th yr., Resolutions and Decisions of the Secu-
Council, 1985.
/17911 and Add.1, OR, 4ist yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March 1986.

ri
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of the use of chemical weapons in the conflict between Iran
and Iraq. In his note, the Secretary-General said that, on
26 April 1985, he had been requested by the President of
the Council to examine the feasibility of establishing ar-
rangements for the conduct of prompt investigation of any
further allegations of the use of chemical weapons. His re-
sponse to the President, on 14 May 1985, had been that he
had decided to utilize the team of specialists who had con-
ducted the original investigation in March 1984,%* should
the need for further investigations arise. On six occasions
between 2 May 1985 and 31 January 1986, further allega-
tions had been made by Iran,* which had been rejected by
Iraq,” but the Secretary-General had not considered a new
investigation warranted at that stage. As the conflict esca-
lated, however, Iran had again alleged the renewed use of
chemical weapons by lraq, which had again rejected the
allegation and, in turn, accused Iran of using such weap-
ons.*® On 12 February 1986 and subsequently, while reit-
erating the allegations, the Government of Iran had re-
quested the dispatch of an investigation mission to the
area.®® The development had taken an alarming direction
with the implicit warning by Iran that it had been consid-
ering the use of chemical weapons unless the United Na-
tions could take effective measures to end their use, de-
claring that “on the basis of the 1925 Geneva Protocol, the
non-use of chemical weapons was unconditional”.”

On 14 February 1986, the Security Council had met in
consultations at the request of the Secretary-General, who
had reported on the developments. Inmediately thereafter,
the Secretary-General had issued a statement calling for a
cessation of hostilities and pointing out that such a cessa-
tion of hostilities would also enable an investigation to be
made in the war zone where chemical weapons had alleg-
edly been been used. At its 2666th meeting, on 24 Febru-
ary 1986, the Council unanimously adopted a draft resolu-
tion”' prepared in prior consultations as resolution 582
(1986), the relevant parts of which read:

The Security Council,

Taking note of the efforts of mediation pursued by the Secretary-
General,

1. Deplores the initial acts which gave rise to the conflict between
the Islamic Republic of Iran and Iraq and deplores the continuation of
the conflict;

2. Alsodeplores the escalation of the conflict, especially territorial
incursions, the bombing of purely civilian population centres, attacks
on neutral shipping or civilian aircraft, the violation of international
humanitarian law and other laws of armed conflict and, in particular,
the use of chemical weapons contrary to obligations under the 1925
Geneva Protocol;

Immediately upon the adoption of the Council of its
resolution 582 (1986), the Secretary-General had given in-

655 ce Repertoire of the Practice of the Security Council, Supple-
ment 1981-1984, chap. V, part 1 (note).

665/17143, S/17181 and S/17217, OR, 40th yr., Suppl. for April-
June 1985, S/17342, ibid., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1985, S/17606,
ibid., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1985, and S/17782, ibid., 415t yr.,
S"Ef,’ for Jan.-March 1986.

S/17611, OR, 40th yr., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1985.

685/17990 and S/17858 (letters from lran), OR, 415t yr., Suppl.
Jfor Jan.-March 1986, and S/17783, S/17824 and S/17826 (letters
from Iraq), ibid.

695/17822, S/17829, S/17833, S/17835, S/17836 and S/17843
(letters from lran), ibid.

705/17829, ibid.

715/17859, adopted without change as resolution 582 (1986).

structions for the mission of four specialists to assemble in
Vienna and proceed to Iran. Meanwhile, the Secretary-
General had reiterated to the Government of Iraq his readi-
ness to instruct the mission to visit Iraq also, to investigate
Iraq’s allegations in the issue, should the Government so
request, while the mission was still in the area. Iraq’s po-
sition, as reported by the Secretary-General, had been that
the matter had already been addressed in resolution 582
(1986) and that any further moves should, in compliance
with the resolution, focus on securing a comprehensive set-
tlement of the conflict and should not deal separately with
“secondary” aspects of the conflict. In transmitting the re-
port,” the Secretary-General noted that the specialists had
confirmed the use of chemical weapons by Iraqi forces
against Iranian forces in the course of the current Iranian
offensive into Iraqi territory.

At its 2667th meeting, on 21 March 1986, the Security
Council considered the report of the Secretary-General’s
mission of specialists. At the same meeting, the President,
on behalf of the members of the Council, made a state-
ment,” the relevant parts of which read:

The members of the Security Council, seized with the continu-
ing conflict between the Islamic Republic of Iran and Iraq, have
considered the report of the mission of specialists dispatched by the
Secretary-General to investigate allegations of the use of chemical
weapons in the conflict between Iran and Iraq.

Profoundly concerned by the unanimous conclusion of the special-
ists that chemical weapons on many occasions have been used by Iraqi
forces against Iranian forces, most recently in the course of the present
Iranian offensive into Iraqi territory, the members of the Council
strongly condemn the continued use of chemical weapons in clear vio-
lation of the Geneva Protoco! of 1925 which prohibits the use in war
of chemical weapons.

They recall the statements by the President of the Council of 30
March 1984 and 25 April 1985, and demand again that the provisions
of the Geneva Protocol be strictly observed.

Subsequent to that statement by the President of the
Council, on behalf of its members, there were a series of
further allegations by the Islamic Republic of Iran of the
use of chemical weapons by Iraq,” which also made
counter-allegations of its own.” By a note dated 8 May
1987, the Secretary-General conveyed to the Council the
report of the mission of specialists he had dispatched to
investigate those allegations. In order to carry out on-site
collection and examination of evidence, the mission had
visited the Islamic Republic of Iran for the third time from
22 to 29 April 1987. In order to carry out an investigation
in Iraq, the mission also visited that country from 29 April
to 3 May for the first time. The Secretary-General, in trans-
mitting the mission’s report to the Council, affirmed that
chemical weapons continued to be used in the conflict be-

725¢¢ footnote 64.
738/17932, OR, 415t yr., Resolutions and Decisions of the Secu-
rit,y Council, 1986.

45/17944, and S/17949, OR, 4ist yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March
1986, S/18028, S/18036 and S/18104, ibid., Suppl. for April-June
1986, S/18322 and S/18334, ibid., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1986,
S/18549, ibid., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1986, S/18553, S/18555,
S/18556, S/18574, S/18577, S/18600, S/18605, S/18614, S/18626,
S/18628, S/18635, S/18657, S/18675, S/18676, S/18679, S/18698,
S/18723 and S/18757, ibid., 42nd yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March 1987,
S/18788, S/18796, S/18799, S/18800, S/18809, S/18819, 5/18820,
S/18825, S/18828, S/18829, S/18837 and S/18844, ibid., Suppl. for
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758/17934, OR, 41st yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March 1986; S/18806
and S/18810, ibid., 42nd yr., Suppi. for April-June 1987.

765/18852 and Add.1, annex, ibid.
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tween Iran and Iraq in violation of the Geneva Protocol of
1925 and that was the unanimous conclusion of the mis-
sion of specialists that had just completed its field investi-
gations in both countries. In the recent report on their in-
vestigations, the four specialists had stated that,
technically, there was little more that they could do that
was likely to assist the United Nations in its efforts to pre-
vent the use of chemical weapons in the current conflict
and that only concerted efforts at the political level could
be effective in preventing the irreparable weakening of the
Geneva Protocol.

On 14 May 1987, after consultations, the President is-
sued a statement on behalf of the members of the Coun-
cil.”” The relevant parts of the statement read:

The members of the Security Council, seized with the continuing
conflict between the Islamic Republic of Iran and Irag, have consid-
ered the report of the mission of specialists dispatched by the Secretary-
General to investigate allegations of the use of chemical weapons in
the conflict.

Deeply dismayed by the unanimous conclusions of the specialists
that there has been repeated use of chemical weapons against [ranian
forces by Iraqi forces, that civilians in [ran also have been injured by
chemical weapons, and that Iragi military personnel have sustained
injuries from chemical warfare agents, they again strongly condemn
the repeated use of chemical weapons in open violation of the Geneva
Protocol of 1925 in which the use of chemical weapons in war is
clearly prohibited.

Recalling the statements made by the President of the Council on
30 March 1984, 25 April 1985 and 21 March 1986, they again em-
phatically demand that the provisions of the Geneva Protoco! be
strictly respected and observed.

At its 2750th meeting, on 20 July 1987, the Council
adopted unanimously a draft resolution,” which had been
prepared in the course of the Council’s prior consultations,
as resolution 598 (1987) (case 3). The fourth and tenth
preambular paragraphs and paragraph | of the resolution
read:

The Security Council,

Deploring also the bombing of purely civilian population centres,
attacks on neutral shipping or civilian aircraft, the violation of inter-
national humanitarian law and other laws of armed conflict, and, in
particular, the use of chemical weapons contrary to obligations under
the 1925 Geneva Protocol,

Acting under Articles 39 and 40 of the Charter,

1. Demands that, as a first step towards a negotiated settlement,
the Islamic Republic of Iran and Iraq observe an immediate ceasefire,
discontinue all military actions on land, at sea and in the air, and with-
draw all forces to the internationally recognized boundaries without
delay.

Subsequent to the adoption of resolution 598 (1987), the
Government of the Islamic Republic of Iran lodged a num-
ber of allegations that chemical weapons had been used by
Iraq on a large scale not only in the operational theatre of
the conflict, but also “against Iragi-Kurdish areas” and
other localities, including the vicinity of Marivan.” Con-
sequently, the Islamic Republic of Iran requested the
Secretary-General to dispatch a mission to investigate its

775718863, OR. 42nd yr., Resolutions and Decisions of the Se-
curity Council, 1987.

785/18983, adopted without change as resolution 598 (1987).

795/19637, S/19639, S/19647. S/19650, S/19651. S/19664,
S/19665 and S/19682, OR, 43rd yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March 1988.

allegations of the use of chemical weapons by Iraq.?® The
Secretary-General dispatched a medical specialist to Iran
and subsequently also to Iraq, following allegations of use
of chemical weapons and a request for investigation by
Iraq.*’ By a note dated 25 April 1988,% the Secretary-
General transmitted to the Security Council the report of
the medical specialist. In his note, the Secretary-General
expressed his sense of dismay and foreboding at the mis-
sion’s conclusions that chemical weapons continued to be
used in the conflict between the Islamic Republic of Iran
and Iraq and that, of late, their use had evidently been on
an even more intensive scale than before, thereby confirm-
ing and adding further urgency to the concern that such use
could further escalate and seriously undermine the Geneva
Protocol of 1925.

At its 2812th meeting, on 9 May 1988, the Council con-
sidered the report of the Secretary-General’s mission of the
medical specialist®® and adopted unanimously a draft reso-
lution, submitted by the Federal Republic of Germany,
Italy and Japan,?* as resolution 612 (1988). The resolution
reads as follows:

The Security Council,

Having considered the report of 25 April 1988 of the mission dis-
patched by the Secretary-General to investigate allegations of the use
of chemical weapons in the conflict between the Islamic Republic of
Iran and Iraq,

Dismayed by the mission’s conclusions that chemical weapons con-
tinue to be used in the conflict and that their use has been on an even
more intensive scale than before,

1. Affirms the urgent necessity of strict observance of the Protocol
for the Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or
Other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare, signed at
Geneva on 17 June 1925;

2. Condemns vigorously the continued use of chemical weapons
in the conflict between the Islamic Republic of Iran and Iraq contrary
to the obligations under the Geneva Protocol;

3. Expects both sides to refrain from the future use of chemical
weapons in accordance with their obligations under the Geneva Pro-
tocol;

4. Calls upon all States to continue to apply or to establish strict
control of the export to the parties to the conflict of chemical products
serving for the production of chemical weapons;

5. Decides to remain seized of the matter and expresses its deter-
mination to review the implementation of the present resolution.

After the adoption of resolution 612 (1988), the Secretary-
General submitted to the Council the reports® of the three
missions of specialists he had dispatched twice to the [s-
lamic Republic of Iran and once to Iraq, between July and
August 1988, following allegations of use of chemical
weapons and requests for their investigation by both Iran®
and lraq.*’ In all three instances, the Secretary-General
noted that the missions of the specialists had concluded
that chemical weapons continued to be used in violation of

805/19650 and S/19665, ibid.

815/19730, ibid., 43rd yr., Suppl. for April-June 1988.

825/19823, annex, ibid.

830R, 43rd yr., Supplement for April-June 1988, document
$/19823 and Corr. 1.

845/19869, adopted without changes as resoltuion 612 (1988).

855/20060 and Add. | (annex), $/20063 and Add. 1 (Annex) and
S/20134, OR, 43rd yr., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1988.

865/19892, S/19902, S/19942, $/19943 and S/19946, OR, 43rd
yr., Suppl. for April-June 1988; and S/20084, ibid., Suppl. for July-
Segt. 1988.

75/19948, ibid., Suppl. for April-June 1988: $/19982 and
$/20013, ibid., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1988.
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the Geneva Protocol of 1925 and despite the adoption of
Council resolution 612 (1988) of 9 May 1988. In convey-
ing the first report, dated 20 July 1988, to the Council, the
Secretary-General noted that Iran had expressed its view
that the Security Council, under paragraph 5 of resolution
612 (1988), was duty-bound to take practical measures in
order to implement that resolution,** The Secretary-General
added that the specialists were of the view that it might be
necessary to review existing machinery for verification by
United Nations teams of the use of chemical weapons in
the current conflict in order to ensure the timely presence
of experts at the site of alleged attacks.®® In transmitting
each report to the Council, the Secretary-General also
stressed that his paramount concern remained to bring the
protracted conflict between [ran and Iraq to the earliest
possible end in accordance with the provisions of Council
resolution 598 (1987) of 20 July 1987 (case 3).

At its 2825th meeting, on 26 August 1988, the Council
considered the three reports of the Secretary-General’s
missions of specialists and unanimously adopted a draft
resolution submitted by the Federal Republic of Germany,
Italy, Japan and the United Kingdom® as resolution 620
(1988). The resolution reads as follows:

The Security Council,
Recalling its resolution 612 (1988) of 9 May 1988,

Having considered the reports of 20 and 25 July and of 2 and 19
August 1988 of the missions dispatched by the Secretary-General to
investigate allegations of the use of chemical weapons in the conflict
between the Islamic Republic of Iran and Iraq,

Deeply dismayed by the missions’ conclusions that there had been
continued use of chemical weapons in the conflict between the Islamic
Republic of Iran and Iraq and that such use against Iranians had be-
come more intense and frequent,

Profoundly concerned by the danger of possible use of chemical
weapons in the future,

Bearing in mind the current negotiations in the Conference on Dis-
armament on the complete and effective prohibition of the develop-
ment, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their
destruction,

Determined to intensify its efforts to end all use of chemical weap-
ons in violation of international obligations now and in the future,

I. Condemns resolutely the use of chemical weapons in the con-
flict between the islamic Republic of Iran and Irag, in violation of
obligations under the Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use in War
of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological
Methods of Warfare, signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925, and in defi-
ance of its resolution 612 (1988);

2. Encourages the Secretary-General to carry out promptly inves-
tigations in response to allegations brought to his attention by any
Member State concerning the possible use of chemical and bacterio-
logical (biological) or toxic weapons that may constitute a violation
of the 1925 Geneva Protocol or other relevant rules of customary in-
ternational law, in order to ascertain the facts of the matter, and to
report the results;

3. Calls upon all States to continue to apply, to establish or to
strengthen strict control of the export of chemical products serving for
the production of chemical weapons, in particular to parties to a con-
flict, when it is established or when there is substantial reason to be-
lieve that they have used chemica! weapons in violation of interna-
tional obligations,

4. Decides to consider immediately, taking into account the inves-
tigations of the Secretary-General, appropriate and effective measures

885/20060 and Add. 1 (annex), paras. 4 and 6, ibid., Supp!l. for
Ju‘;iSept, 1988.
bid., para. 12.
905/20151, adopted without change as resolution 620 (1988).

in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations, should there be
any future use of chemical weapons in violation of international law,
wherever and by whomever committed.

CASE S

Special Representative of the Secretary-General under
Security Council resolution 621 (1988)

During its consideration of the situation concerning
Western Sahara, at its 2826th meeting, on 20 September
1988, the Security Council unanimously adopted a draft
resolution that had been prepared in the course of the
Council’s prior consultations®! as resolution 621 (1988),
paragraphs 1 and 2 of which read as follows:

The Security Council,

I. Decides to authorize the Secretary-General to appoint a special
representative for Western Sahara;

2. Requests the Secretary-General to transmit to it as soon as pos-
sible a report on the holding of a referendum for self-determination
of the people of Western Sahara and on ways and means to ensure the
organization and supervision of such a referendum by the United Na-
tions in cooperation with the Organization of African Unity.

CASE 6

United Nations Good Offices Mission in Afghanistan and
Pakistan provisionally under letters dated 14 and 22
April 1988 from the Secretary-General and letter dated
25 April 1988 from the President of the Council and
confirmed under resolution 622 (1988)

By a letter dated 14 April 1988,% the Secretary-General
informed the Security Council that the Governments of Af-
ghanistan and Pakistan had concluded, on the same date,
a set of agreements that together constituted a settlement
of the situation relating to Afghanistan and that the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of
America had been designated as guarantors. He also in-
formed the Council that the settlement included specific
arrangements to assist in implementing the agreements and
that, while he had already appointed his Representative
and the Deputy to the Representative, he intended to de-
tach up to 50 military officers from existing United Na-
tions operations and to set them up as inspection teams in
Afghanistan and Pakistan, as required under the agree-
ments. The Secretary-General also stated that all the instru-
ments that constituted the settlement, including the ar-
rangements for the observers, would enter into force on 15
May 1988 and that the required personnel should arrive in
the area no later than 20 days before that date, as envisaged
under the agreements.

By a letter dated 22 April 1988,” the Secretary-General
transmitted to the President of the Security Council the
texts of the agreements on the settlement of the situation
relating to Afghanistan and made a number of observations
regarding the strength, mandate, duration and cost of the
military observers to assist in the mission of good offices.
The Secretary-General informed the Council that he in-
tended to propose to the General Assembly that the cost of
the mission, including equipment, should be covered by
the regular budget of the United Nations.

915/20193, adopted without change as resolution 621 (1988).
925/19834, OR, 43rd yr., Suppl. for April-June 1988.
935/19835 (annexes), ibid.
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After consulting with the members of the Council, the
President informed the Secretary-General, in a letter dated
25 April 1988,* of the provisional agreement of the mem-
bers of the Council to the proposed arrangements pending
formal consideration and decision by the Council later.
The President added that the members of the Council had
requested that it be underlined that “this exchange of let-
ters not be regarded as a precedent for the future”.

The Secretary-General submitted a report dated 14 Oc-
tober 1988°° stating that, after consultations with the par-
ties, the force commanders of existing United Nations op-
erations concermned and troop-contributing countries, S0
military officers had been temporarily detached from
UNTSO, UNDOF and UNIFIL and had been constituted
as the United Nations Good Offices Mission in Afghani-
stan and Pakistan (UNGOMAP). The Secretary-General
added that, in accordance with the terms of the agreements,
the advance party of the Mission had arrived in the area
on 25 April 1988, 20 days prior to the entry into force of
the agreements, and that the two headquarters units-—one
in Kabul and the other in Islamabad—with a combined to-
tal complement of 50 military officers, had been opera-
tional well in advance of 1S May 1988, when the instru-
ments had entered into force.

At its 2828th meeting, on 31 October 1988, the Security
Council adopted unanimously a draft resolution that had
been prepared in the course of the Council’s prior consult-
ations® as resolution 622 (1988), which reads:

The Security Council,

Recalling the letters dated 14 April and 22 April 1988 from the
Secretary-General to the President of the Security Council concerning
the agreements on the settlement of the situation relating to Afghani-
stan, signed at Geneva on 14 April 1988,

Recalling also the letter dated 25 April 1988 from the President of
the Security Council to the Secretary-General,

1. Confirms its agreement to the measures envisaged in the
Secretary-General’s letters of 14 and 22 April 1988, in particular
the arrangement for the temporary dispatch to Afghanistan and Paki-
stan of military officers from existing United Nations operations to
assist in the mission of good offices;

2. Requests the Secretary-General to keep the Security Council in-

formed of further developments, in accordance with the Geneva agree-
ments.

CASE 7

United Nations Angola Verification Mission under
Security Council resolution 626 (1988)

By identical letters, both dated 17 December 1988,%" the
Permanent Representatives of Angola and Cuba to the
United Nations informed the Secretary-General that, tak-
ing into account the fact that South Africa had formally
undertaken to accept the implementation of Security Coun-
cil resolution 435 (1978) with effect from 1 April 1989,
their two Governments intended to sign, on 22 December
1988, an agreement providing for the redeployment north-
wards and the withdrawal of Cuban troops from the terri-
tory of Angola, in accordance with an agreed timetable,
and for verification by the United Nations of the imple-

945/19836, OR, 43rd yr., Resolutions and Decisions of the Secu-
rity Council, 1988.

$5/20230 (issued as A/43/270-S/20230), OR, 43rd yr., Suppl.
for Oct.-Dec. 1988.

965/20250, adopted without change as resolution 622 (1988).

975/20336 and /20337, OR, 43rd yr., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1988.

mentation of the relevant provisions of the agreement. The
Permanent Representatives of Angola and Cuba accord-
ingly asked the Secretary-General to take the necessary
steps to recommend to the Security Council that a group
of United Nations military observers be set up to fulfil that
mandate, in accordance with the agreements that had been
reached between the representatives of the two countries
and the Secretariat.

On 17 December 1988, the Secretary-General submitted
a report® in order to assist the Council in deciding how it
might respond to the request contained in the identical let-
ters from Angola and Cuba. The report reflected the results
of the discussions the Secretary-General had conducted
with the delegations from Angola and Cuba about how
such an observer mission might be carried out, including
its strength, composition and duration. The Council de-
cided to accept the request of the two Governments.

At its 2834th meeting, on 20 December 1988, the
Council considered the identical letters from Angola and
Cuba as well as the Secretary-General’s report and adopted
unanimously a draft resolution prepared in the course of
the Council’s prior consultations® as resolution 626
(1988), paragraphs | to 4 of which read:

The Security Council,

1. Approves the report of the Secretary-General and the recom-
mendations therein,

2. Decides to establish under its authority a United Nations An-
gola Verification Mission and requests the Secretary-General to take
the necessary steps to this effect in accordance with his aforemen-
tioned report;

3. Also decides that the Mission shall be established for a period
of thirty-one months;

4. Further decides that the arrangements for the establishment of
the Mission shall enter into force as soon as the tripartite agreement
between Angola, Cuba and South Africa on the one hand, and the bi-
lateral agreement between Angola and Cuba on the other, are signed.

On 22 December 1988, the Secretary-General submitted
a report'® stating that the agreements referred to in para-
graph 4 of Security Council resolution 626 (1988) had
been signed by the parties concerned at Headquarters on
22 December 1988 and that the arrangements for the es-
tablishment of UNAVEM had accordingly entered into
force.

2. Subsidiary organs proposed but not established

CASE 8

In the course of the Security Council’s consideration of
the situation in the Middle East, at the 2570th meeting, on
7 March 1985, Lebanon submitted a draft resolution,'®!
which provided in its paragraphs 6 and 7:

The Security Council,

6. Requests the Secretary-General to establish a fact-finding mis-
sion to report to the Council on these Israeli practices and measures
in southern Lebanon, the Western Bekaa and the Rashaya district;

7. Requests the Secretary-General to keep the situation under re-
view, to consult with the Government of Lebanon and to report to the

985/20338, ibid.

995/20039, adopted without change as resolution 626 (1988).
1005/20347, OR, 43rd yr., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1988.
1015/17000, OR, 40th yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March 1985.
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Council on the implementation and compliance with the present reso-
lution as soon as possible.

At the 2573rd meeting, on 12 March 1985, the draft
resolution received 11 votes to 1, with 3 abstentions, and
was not adopted owing to the negative vote of a permanent
member of the Council.

B. NOT INVOLVING, TO FACILITATE THEIR WORK,
MEETINGS AT PLACES AWAY FROM THE SEAT OF
THE ORGANIZATION

**]. Subsidiary organs established

2. Subsidiary organs proposed but not established

CASE 9

In the course of its deliberations on the situation in Na-
mibia, at the 2629th meeting, on 15 November 1985, the
Security Council voted on a draft resolution submitted by
Burkina Faso, Egypt, India, Madagascar, Peru and Trini-
dad and Tobago,'"? which would have imposed mandatory
selective sanctions against South Africa under Chapter VII
of the Charter and which provided in its paragraphs 12 and
13:

The Security Council,

Decides to establish, in accordance with rule 28 of its provisional
rules of procedure, a committee of the Security Council to monitor the
implementation of this resolution;

Calls upon States Members of the United Nations and members of
the specialized agencies to report to the Secretary-General on meas-
ures taken to implement the present resolution.

The draft resolution received 12 votes to 2, with 1 ab-
stention, and was not adopted owing to the negative votes
of two permanent members of the Council.

CASE 10

During the Council’s consideration of the question of
South Africa, at its 2736th meeting, on 19 February 1987,
Argentina, the Congo, Ghana, the United Arab Emirates and
Zambia submitted a draft resolution,'®* which would have im-
posed mandatory sanctions under Chapter VII of the Charter
and which provided in its operative paragraphs 9 to 11:

The Security Council,

9. Decides to establish, in accordance with rule 28 of the provi-
sional rules of procedure, a Committee of the Security Council to
monitor the implementation of this resotution;

1025/17631, revised and repiaced by S/17633, ibid., Suppl. for
Oct.-Dec. 1985.
1035/18708, OR, 42nd yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March 1987,

10. Calis upon all States to report to the Secretary-General of the
United Nations on measures taken to implement the present resolution;

11. [Invites the Secretary-Genceral to report to the Security Council
on the progress of the implementation of this resolution and to submit
his first report not later than 30 June 1987.

At the 2738th meeting, on 20 February 1987, the draft
resolution received 10 votes to 3, with 2 abstentions, and
was not adopted owing to the negative votes of two per-
manent members of the Council.

CASE 11

During its consideration of the situation in Namibia, at
its 2747th meeting, on 9 April 1987, the Security Council
voted on a draft resolution submitted by Argentina, the
Congo, Ghana, the United Arab Emirates and Zambia,'™
which would have imposed comprehensive mandatory
sanctions against South Africa under Chapter VII of the
Charter and which provided in its paragraphs 12 to 14:

The Security Council,

12. Decides to establish, in accordance with rule 28 of the Coun-
cil’s provisional rules of procedure, a Committee of the Security
Council to monitor the implementation of the present resolution;

13.  Calls upon States Members of the United Nations to report to
the Secretary-General on measures taken to implement the present
resolution;

14.  Requests the Secretary-General to report to the the Security
Council on the progress in the implementation of the present resolu-
tion and to submit his report not later than 31 August 1987.

The draft resolution received 9 votes to 3, with 3 absten-
tions, and was not adopted owing to the negative votes of
two permanent members of the Council.

CASE 12

In the course of the Council’s consideration of the ques-
tion of South Africa, at its 2796th meeting, on 8 March
1988, Algeria, Argentina, Nepal, Senegal, Yugoslavia and
Zambia submitted a draft resolution,'® which would have
imposed mandatory sanctions under Chapter VII of the
Charter and which provided in its paragraphs 8 and 9:

The Security Council,

8. Decides to establish, in accordance with rule 28 of its provi-
sional rules of procedure, a Committee of the Security Council to
monitor the implementation of the present resolution;

9. Calls upon all States to report to the Secretary-General of the
United Nations on measures taken to implement the present resolution;

At the 2797th meeting, on 8 March 1988, the draft reso-
lution received 10 votes to 2, with 3 abstentions, and was
not adopted owing to the negative votes of two permanent
members of the Council.

1045/18785, ibid., Suppl. for April-June 1987.
1055/19585, OR, 43rd yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March 1988.
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INTRODUCTORY NOTE

The present chapter, as in previous volumes, deals with
relations of the Security Council with all the other organs
of the United Nations. Consequently, its scope is broader
than that of chapter XI of the provisional rules of proce-
dure of the Council (rule 61), which governs only certain
procedures related to the election by the Council of mem-
bers of the International Court of Justice.

This chapter contains material concerning the relations
of the Council with the General Assembly (part [) and also
brings up to date the account in the previous volumes of
the Repertoire of the transmission by the Trusteeship

Council to the Security Council of questionnaires and re-
ports (part 1II).

No material has been found for the period under review
that would require treatment under parts 1I and V, relating
respectively to relations with the Economic and Social
Council and with the Military Staff Committee. The func-
tions of the Secretariat in relation to the Security Council,
to the extent that they are governed by the provisional
rules of procedure of the Council, are covered in chapter
I, part IV. Proceedings regarding the appointment of the
Secretary-General under Article 97 of the Charter of the
United Nations are treated in part I of the present chapter.

Part |

RELATIONS WITH THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

NOTE

In part I, concerning the relations of the Council with the
General Assembly, the arrangement of the material remains
the same as in the previous volume of the Repertoire.

Part [ is mainly concerned with instances in which the
responsibility of the Council and of the General Assembly
is, under the provisions of the Charter or the Statute of the
International Court of Justice, either exclusive or mutual,
that is, where a final decision is or is not to be taken by
one organ without a decision to be taken in the same matter
by the other. The proceedings in these instances fall into
three broad categories.

The first category includes practices and proceedings in
relation to Article 12 of the Charter. Section A treats the
provisions of Article 12, paragraph |, limiting the author-
ity of the General Assembly in respect of any dispute or
situation while the Council is exercising the functions as-
signed to it by the Charter. The section contains a note con-
cerning the provisions of Article 12, paragraph 1, and no-
tifications by the Secretary-General to the Assembly under
Article 12, paragraph 2. For the period covered by this
Supplement, no material for inclusion was found concern-
ing the practices and proceedings related to the convoca-
tion of a special session of the Assembly in conformity
with Article 12, paragraph 1.

The second category comprises instances where the de-
cision by the Council must be taken before that of the Gen-
eral Assembly, for example, appointment of the Secretary-
General, and conditions of accession to the Statute of the
International Court of Justice. One case concerning the ap-
pointment of the Secretary-General is treated in section D.!
Also treated in section D is a case concerning the condi-
tions of accession to the Statute of the International Court
of Justice of a State non-member of the United Nations.?

The third category, dealing with cases where the final
decision depends upon action to be taken by both organs

ICase I.
ase 2.

83

concurrently, such as the election of members of the Inter-
national Court of Justice, is treated in section E.?

Section F deals with relations between the Council and
subsidiary organs of the General Assembly. There was no
constitutional discussion bearing on these relations during
the period under review. As in the previous Supplement,
entries under this heading are presented in tables.

Section G contains a tabulation of recommendations to
the Council adopted by the General Assembly in the form
of resolutions.

Section H contains references to the annual and special
reports of the Council to the General Assembly.

A. PRACTICES AND PROCEEDINGS IN RELATION TO
ARTICLE 12 OF THE CHARTER

Article 12

“1.  While the Security Council is exercising in respect
of any dispute or situation the functions assigned to it in
the present Charter, the General Assembly shall not make
any recommendation with regard to that dispute or situ-
ation unless the Security Council so requests.

“2. The Secretary-General, with the consent of the Se-
curity Council, shall notify the General Assembly at each
session of any matters relative to the maintenance of inter-
national peace and security which are being dealt with by
the Security Council and shall similarly notify the General
Assembly, or the Members of the United Nations if the
General Assembly is not in session, immediately the Se-
curity Council ceases to deal with such matters.”

NOTE

In a letter dated 9 November 1987 addressed to the
Secretary-General,* the Permanent Representative of South
Africa transmitted a press release, dated 7 November 1987,

3Cases 3-6.
45/19259.
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issued by the Minister for Foreign Affairs of South Africa
in response to the adoption of resolution 42/14 by the Gen-
eral Assembly on 6 November 1987. While not explicitly
invoking Article 12, paragraph 1, of the Charter, the Min-
ister for Foreign Affairs rejected the Assembly resolution
on the grounds, inter alia, that it conflicted directly with
Security Council resolution 435 (1978).

Notifications to the General Assembly under Article 12,
paragraph 2, by the Secretary-General, with the consent of
the Council, of “matters relative to the maintenance of in-
ternational peace and security which are being dealt with
by the Security Council” and of matters with which the
Council has ceased to deal have been drafted on the basis
of the summary statement by the Secretary-General on
matters of which the Security Council is seized and on the
stage reached in their consideration, which is circulated
each week by the Secretary-General in accordance with
rule 11 of the provisional rules of procedure.

The notification issued before each regular session of
the General Assembly contains the same agenda items as
those in the current summary statement, except that certain
items in the statement that are not considered “matters
relative to the maintenance of international peace and se-
curity” for the purpose of Article 12, paragraph 2, are ex-
cluded from the notification, for example, rules of proce-
dure of the Council, applications for membership and the
application of Articles 87 and 88 with regard to strategic
areas. In addition, the notification issued before each regu-
lar session contains a list of any items with which the
Council has ceased to deal since the previous session of
the General Assembly.}

Matters being dealt with by the Council have been listed
in the notification, since 1951, in two categories: (a) mat-
ters that are being dealt with by the Council and were dis-
cussed during the period since the last notification; and (b)
matters of which the Council remains seized but which
have not been discussed since the last notification.

Since 1947, the consent of the Council required by Ar-
ticle 12, paragraph 2, has been obtained through the circu-
lation by the Secretary-General to the members of the
Council of copies of the draft notifications.

**B. PRACTICES AND PROCEEDINGS IN RELATION TO
THE CONVOCATION OF A SPECIAL SESSION OF
THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

**C. REFERRAL, UNDER RESOLUTION 377 A (V), TO
THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF AN ITEM BEING
CONSIDERED BY THE SECURITY COUNCIL

D. PRACTICES AND PROCEEDINGS IN RELATION TO
ARTICLES OF THE CHARTER INVOLVING RECOM-
MENDATIONS BY THE SECURITY COUNCIL TO THE
GENERAL ASSEMBLY

1. Appointment of the Secretary-General
Article 97 of the Charter

“The Secretariat shall comprise a Secretary-General and
such staff as the Organization may require. The Secretary-
General shall be appointed by the General Assembly upon

3For retention or deletion of items from the Secretary-General's
summary statement, see chap. [1, part IV, sect. B.

the recommendation of the Security Council. He shall be
the chief administrative officer of the Organization.”

NOTE

In accordance with rule 48 of the provisional rules of
procedure, the meetings of the Security Council to consider
the question of a recommendation to the General Assembly
regarding the appointment of the Secretary-General have
been held in private and the Council has voted by secret
ballot. A communiqué circulated at the end of each meet-
ing, in accordance with rule 55, has indicated the stage
reached in the consideration of the recommendation. During
the period under review the Council considered and unani-
mously adopted a recommendation of this kind (case 1).

CASE |

At its 2714th meeting, held in private on 10 October
1986, the Security Council considered the question of the
recommendation for the appointment of the Secretary-
General of the United Nations. The Council unanimously
adopted resolution 589 (1986), recommending to the Gen-
eral Assembly that Mr. Javier Pérez de Cuéllar be ap-
pointed Secretary-General of the United Nations for a sec-
ond term of office from 1 January 1987 to 31 December
1991. By a letter dated 10 October 1986,° the President
transmitted the recommendation to the President of the
General Assembly.

2. Conditions of accession to the Statute
of the International Court of Justice

“Article 93, paragraph 2, of the Charter

“A state which is not a Member of the United Nations
may become a party to the Statute of the International
Court of Justice on conditions to be determined in each
case by the General Assembly upon the recommendation
of the Security Council.”

CASE 2

On 21 August 1987, the Acting President and Minister
for External Affairs of the Republic of Nauru addressed a
letter” to the Secretary-General informing him of the desire
of the Republic of Nauru to become a party to the Statute
of the International Court of Justice in accordance with Ar-
ticle 93, paragraph 2, of the Charter and stating that the
Republic of Nauru waited to be informed of the conditions
required to become a party to the Statute.

At its 2753rd meeting on 15 October 1987, the Council
referred the matter to the Committee of Experts for study
and report.

In its report,® the Committee of Experts advised the
Council to send the following recommendation to the Gen-
eral Assembly:

The Security Council recommends that the General Assembly, in
accordance with Article 93, paragraph 2, of the Charter, determine the
conditions on which the Republic of Nauru may become a party to the
Statute of the International Court of Justice, as follows:

6A/412/696.
TOR, 42nd yr., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1987, S/19137.
81bid., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1987.
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“The Republic of Nauru will become a party to the Statute on the
date of the deposit with the Secretary-General of the United Nations
of an instrument, signed on behalf of the Government of the Repub-
lic of Nauru and ratified as may be required by the constitutional
law of the Republic of Nauru, containing:

‘(@) Acceptance of the provisions of the Statute of the Interna-
tional Court of Justice;

“(b) Acceptance of all the obligations of a Member of the
United Nations under Article 94 of the Charter;

*(¢) An undertaking to contribute to the expenses of the Court
such equitable amount as the General Assembly shall assess from
time to time, after consultation with the Government of the Republic
of Nauru.”

The Committee attached certain observations to the rec-
ommendation:

... Under Article 93, paragraph 2, of the Charter the conditions on
which a State which is not a Member of the United Nations may be-
come a party to the Statute are to be determined in each case by the
General Assembly upon the recommendation of the Security Council.
Accordingly, the conditions recommended above as appropnate to the
case of the Republic of Nauru are not intended to constitute a prece-
dent to be followed either by the Security Council or by the General
Assembly in any future case under Article 93, paragraph 2.

The report of the Committee was placed before the Se-
curity Council for consideration at its 2754th meeting, on
19 October 1987.°

Decision: The Council, without discussion, unanimously
adopted the recommendation of the Committee of Ex-
perts as resolution 600 (1987).

** 3. Conditions of participation of States not Mem-
bers of the United Nations but parties to the
Statute of the International Court of Justice in
the amendment of the Statute

**4. Conditions under which a non-member State,

party to the Statute, may participate in electing
members of the International Court of Justice

E. PRACTICES AND PROCEEDINGS IN RELATION TO
THE ELECTION OF MEMBERS OF THE INTERNA-
TIONAL COURT OF JUSTICE

STATUTE OF THE INTERNATIONAL COURT OF JUSTICE
Article 4

*1. The members of the Court shall be elected by the
General Assembly and by the Security Council from a list
of persons nominated by the national groups in the Perma-
nent Court of Arbitration . . .”

Article 8

“The General Assembly and the Security Council shall
proceed independently of one another to elect the members
of the Court.”

Article 10

*1. Those candidates who obtain an absolute majonty
of votes in the General Assembly and in the Security Coun-
cil shall be considered as elected.

“2. Any vote of the Secunty Council, whether for the
election of judges or for the appointment of members of

9See S/PV.2754.

the conference envisaged in Article 12, shall be taken with-
out any distinction between permanent and non-permanent
members of the Security Council.

“3. Inthe event of more than one national of the same
State obtaining an absolute majority of the votes both of
the General Assembly and of the Security Council, the eld-
est of these only shall be considered as elected.”

Article 11

“If, after this first meeting held for the purpose of the
election, one or more seats remain to be filled, a second
and, if necessary, a third meeting shall take place.”

Article 12

“1. If, after the third meeting, one or more seats still
remain unfilled, a joint conference consisting of six mem-
bers, three appointed by the General Assembly and three
by the Security Council, may be formed at any time at the
request of either the General Assembly or the Secunty
Council, for the purpose of choosing by the vote of an ab-
solute majority one name for each seat still vacant, to sub-
mit to the General Assembly and the Security Council for
their respective acceptance.

2. Ifthe joint conference is unanimously agreed upon
any person who fulfils the required conditions, he may be
included in its lists, even though he was not included in the
list of nominations referred to in Article 7.

3. If the joint conference is satisfied that it will not
be successful in procuning an election, those members of
the Court who have already been elected shall, within a
period to be fixed by the Security Council, proceed to fill
the vacant seats by selection from among those candidates
who have obtained votes either in the General Assembly
or in the Security Council.

“4. In the event of an equality of votes among the
judges, the eldest judge shall have a casting vote.”

Article 14

““Vacancies shall be filled by the same method as that
laid down for the first election, subject to the following
provision: the Secretary-General shall, within one month
of the occurrence of the vacancy, proceed to issue the in-
vitations provided for in Article 5, and the date of the elec-
tion shall be fixed by the Secunty Council.”

PROVISIONAL RULES OF PROCEDURE OF
THE SECURITY COUNCIL

Rule 61
Relations with other United Nations organs

‘““Any meeting of the Security Council held in pursuance
of the Statute of the International Court of Justice for the
purpose of the election of members of the Court shall con-
tinue until as many candidates as are required for all the
seats to be filled have obtained in one or more ballots an
absolute majority of votes.”

CASE 3

At its 2604th meeting, on 12 September 1985, the Secu-
rity Council considered the date of elections to fill a va-
cancy that had occurred in the International Court of Jus-
tice as a result of the recent death of one of the members
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of the Court. The President reminded the members of the
Council that, under Article 14 of the Statute of the Court,
the Council was required to fix the date of the elections to
fill any vacancy in the Court and he drew their attention
to a draft resolution’® on the matter. There being no objec-
tion, the President put the draft resolution to a vote. It was
adopted unanimously as resolution 570 (1985),'' by which
the Council decided that elections to fill the vacancy on
the Court would take place on 9 December 1985 at a meet-
ing of the Council and at a meeting of the General Assem-
bly at its fortieth session.

At its 2632nd meeting, on 9 December 1985, in accord-
ance with the decision contained in resolution 570 (1985),
the Council proceeded to the election of one member of
the International Court of Justice to fill a seat that had be-
come vacant.'? After the first vote by secret ballot, one can-
didate had received the required majority, and the same
candidate was elected by the General Assembly; accord-
ingly, he was elected a member of the International Court
of Justice for a term of office expiring on 5 February 1988.

CASE 4

At its 2739th meeting, on 27 March 1987, the Security
Council considered the date of elections to fill a vacancy
that had occurred in the International Court of Justice as a
result of the recent death of one of the members of the
Court. The President reminded the members of the Council
that, under Article 14 of the Statute of the Court, the Coun-
cil was required to fix the date of the elections to fill any
vacancy in the Court and he drew their attention to a draft
resolution'* on the matter. There being no objection, the
President put the draft resolution to a vote. It was adopted
unanimously as resolution 595 (1987),'* by which the
Council decided that elections to fill the vacancy on the
Court would take place on 14 September 1987 at a meeting
of the Council and at a meeting of the General Assembly
at its forty-first session.

At its 2752nd meeting, on 14 September 1987, in ac-
cordance with the decision contained in resolution 595
(1987), the Council proceeded to the election of one mem-
ber of the International Court of Justice to fill a seat that
had become vacant.'S After the first vote by secret ballot,
one candidate had received the required majority, and the
same candidate was elected by the General Assembly; ac-
cordingly, he was elected a member of the International
Court of Justice for a term of office expiring on 5 February
1991.

CASE S

At its 2760th meeting, on 11 November 1987, the Secu-
rity Council proceeded to the election of five members of
the International Court of Justice to fill the seats that were
to become vacant on 5 February 1988.!¢ Prior to the bal-
loting, the President referred to the memorandum submit-
ted by the Secretary-General'” and reminded the members

105/17457, adopted without change as resolution 570 (1985).
lgee S/PV.2604.

125¢e S/PV.2632.

133/18761, adopted without change as resolution 595 (1987).
145ee S/PV.2739.

155¢ce S/PV.2739,

165ee S/PV.2760.

VIOR, 43rd yr., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1997, S/19155.

of the Council that, in accordance with Article 10, para-
graph 1, of the Statute of the Court, those candidates who
obtained an absolute majority of votes in both the General
Assembly and the Council would be considered elected as
a member of the Court. He further reminded the members
of the Council that the required majority in the Council
was eight votes. Should fewer than five candidates obtain
an absolute majority of votes in the first ballot, the Council
would proceed to a second ballot and balloting would con-
tinue in the same meeting until five candidates obtained
the required majority of votes. However, should there be
more than five candidates obtaining the required majority,
a new vote on all candidates would be taken, as was con-
sistent with the practice that had been followed in the past.

A vote was taken by secret ballot and five candidates
received the required majority. The President of the Coun-
cil communicated by a letter to the President of the General
Assembly the names of the five candidates who had re-
ceived the required majority in the Council. Thereafter, the
President of the Council announced that the voting in the
General Assembly had been inconclusive. After stating
that the meeting of the Assembly had been suspended, the
President of the Security Council, with the concurrence of
the members, suspended the meeting of the Council.’®

Upon resumption of the meeting, the President informed
the Council that, as a result of the independent voting in
the Security Council and in the General Assembly, four
candidates, having received the required absolute majority
of votes in both bodies, were elected members of the In-
ternational Court of Justice for a term of office of nine
years beginning on 6 February 1988.

The President of the Council then announced that, in ac-
cordance with the provisions of Article 11 of the Statute
of the Court, it would be necessary to hold a second meet-
ing to fill the fifth vacancy.

At its 2761st meeting, on the same date, the Council pro-
ceeded with the election of one candidate for the seat re-
maining vacant. After the first vote by secret ballot, one
candidate had received the required majority.!* The Presi-
dent of the Council notified the President of the General
Assembly of the result of the vote in the Council. There-
after, the President of the Council announced that as a re-
sult of the independent voting in the Security Council and
in the General Assembly, a different candidate had ob-
tained the required majority of votes in each body. There-
fore, in accordance with the provisions of Article 11 of the
Statute of the Court, it was necessary to hold a third meet-
ing to fill the remaining vacancy. Informing members of
the Council that the meeting of the Assembly had been sus-
pended, the President of the Council adjourned the meeting
of the Council.

At its 2762nd meeting, also on 11 November 1987, the
Council proceeded with the election of one candidate for
the seat remaining vacant. After the first vote by secret bal-
lot, one candidate had received the required majority.?
The same candidate received the required majority in the
ballot of the Assembly and accordingly was elected as a
member of the International Court of Justice also for a term
of office of nine years beginning on 6 February 1988.

185ce S/PV.2760.
19ee S/PV.2761.
20See S/PV.2762.
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CASE 6

In a note dated 20 December 1988,%' the Secretary-
General drew the attention of the Security Council to the
fact that a vacancy had occurred in the International Court
of Justice, as a result of the recent death of one of the mem-
bers of the Court, which would have to be filled in accord-
ance with Article 14 of the Statute of the Court.

F. RELATIONS WITH SUBSIDIARY ORGANS
ESTABLISHED BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

NOTE

The case history below (case 7) describes the relation-
ship between a new subsidiary organ established by the
General Assembly and the Security Council. During the
period under review, no constitutional discussion took
place bearing on the relations between organs established
by the Assembly and the Council. The tables below give
an account of communications from those organs, their
participation in some of the discussions of the Council and
resolutions adopted by the Council containing references
to them.

CASE 7

By its resolution 41/35 F of 10 November 1986, the
General Assembly established the I[ntergovernmental
Group to Monitor the Supply and Shipping of Oil and Pe-
troleum Products to South Africa. In the resolution the As-
sembly took note of the recommendation of the United Na-
tions Seminar on Oil Embargo against South Africa that
an intergovernmental mechanism should be established
under the auspices of the United Nations to monitor com-
pliance with Assembly resolutions concerning an oil em-
bargo against South Africa,® and requested the Intergov-
ernmental Group to submit to it at its forty-second session

2IQR, 43rd yr., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1988, $/20340.
224/41/404-S/18131, annex, para. 21.

a report on the implementation of the resolution and, in
particular, the monitoring of the supply and shipment of
oil and petroleum products to South Africa.

By a letter dated 3 November 1987,> the Chairman sub-
mitted the report of the Intergovemmental Group to the
Secretary-General and asked that it be issued as a docu-
ment of the General Assembly and the Council. In its re-
port, the Committee stated its belief that the international
community should consider without delay the imposition
of comprehensive mandatory sanctions against South Af-
rica and that the Council was under a special obligation to
impose a mandatory oil embargo against South Africa.?*
The Intergovernmental Group recommended that the Gen-
eral Assembly should request the Council to consider in-
voking Chapter VII of the Charter to impose a mandatory
embargo on the supply and shipping of oil and petroleum
products to South Africa.?

By a letter dated 27 October 1988,%¢ the Chairman sub-
mitted the second report of the Intergovernmental Group
to the Secretary-General and asked that it be issued as a
document of the General Assembly and the Council. In its
report, the Committee stated that the imposition of a man-
datory oil embargo by the Council against South Africa
was urgently needed to complement the arms embargo im-
posed by Council resolution 418 (1977) and that adoption
of such a mandatory oil embargo was consistent with the
declared policies of the members of the Council, including
the permanent members.?” The Intergovernmental Group
recommended that the Assembly request the Council to
consider invoking Chapter VII of the Charter to impose a
mandatory embargo on the supply and shipping of oil and
petroleum products to South Africa.?

During the period under review, the Intergovernmental
Group made no request to participate in the discussions of
the Council.

BOR, 42nd yr., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1987, $/19251.
G AOR, 4ist sess., Suppl. No. 45, para. 18.
Bypid., para. 25.

20R, 43rd yr., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1988, S/20249.
YIGAOR, 42nd sess., Suppl. No. 45, para. 47,
28hid., para. S5.

1. Communications from subsidiary organs established by the General Assembly

(a)

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON THE SITUATION WITH RE-

GARD TO THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE DECLARATION ON THE GRANTING OF INDE-
PENDENCE TO COLONIAL COUNTRIES AND PEOPLES

Document
symbol Date
$/17249 10 June 1985

Subject

Transmitting the text of a consensus on the question of Na-

mibia adopted by the Special Committee on 16 May 1985
(A/AC.109/830) in which it reaffirmed that Security Coun-
cil resolution 435 (1978) remained the only acceptable basis
for a peaceful settlement of the Namibian question, reiter-
ated the need to proceed to its immediate implementation
without modification, qualification or precondition, and
recommended that the Council resume forthwith its consid-
eration of further measures to give effect to its resolutions
on this question (para. 9); urged that the Council consider,
as a matter of urgency, the report of the Committee estab-
lished under its resolution 421 (1977) and adopt further
measures to widen the scope of resolution 418 (1977) (para.
15); called for scrupulous observance of resolution 558
(1984) enjoining Member States to refrain from importing
armaments from South Africa (para. 15); recommended that
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the Council act decisively against any dilatory manocu-
vres and fraudulent schemes of the illegal occupation re-
gime (para. 21); and strongly recommended that the
Council impose forthwith comprehensive mandatory
sanctions against South Africa under Chapter VII of the
Charter (para. 21).

S/17385 6 August 1985 Transmitting the text of the conclusions and recommendations
concerning the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands
adopted by the Special Committee on 1 August 1985
(A/AC.109/L.1554), in which the Special Committee noted
that the Council was currently seized of the reports on the
strategic Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands and called
attention to Article 83 of the Charter, under which the
Council would, inter alia, avail itself of the assistance of
the Trusteeship Council to perform the functions under the
Trusteeship System relating to political, economic, social
and educational matters in strategic areas (para. 17).

S/18262 6 August 1986 Transmitting the text of the conclusions and recommendations
concerning the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands
adopted by the Special Committee on 4 August 1986
(A/AC.109/L.1591), in which the Special Committee noted
that the Council was currently seized of the reports on the
strategic Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands and called
attention to Article 83 of the Charter, under which the
Council would, inter alia, avail itself of the assistance of
the Trusteeship Council to perform the functions under the
Trusteeship System relating to political, economic, social
and educational matters in strategic areas (para. 17).

S/18272 14 August 1986 Transmitting the text of a consensus on the question of Na-
mibia adopted by the Special Committee on 11 August 1986
(A/AC.109/880), in which it reaffirmed that Security Coun-
cil resolution 435 (1978) remained the only acceptable basis
for a peaceful settlement of the Namibian question, reiter-
ated the need to proceed to its immediate implementation
without modification, qualification or precondition and
urged the Council to resume forthwith its consideration of
further measures to give effect to its resolutions on this
question (para. 11); urged that the Council consider, as a
matter of urgency, the report of the Committee established
under its resolution 421 (1977) and adopt further measures
to widen the scope of resolution 418 (1977) (para. 17),;
called for the scrupulous observance of resolution 558
(1984) enjoining Member States to refrain from importing
armaments from South Africa (para. 17); recommended
that the Council act decisively against any dilatory ma-
noeuvres and fraudulent schemes of the illegal occupation
regime (para. 23); and strongly recommended that the
Council impose forthwith comprehensive mandatory
sanctions against South Africa under Chapter VII of the
Charter (para. 23).

S/18278 15 August 1986 Transmitting the text of a decision concerning military activi-
ties and arrangements by colonial Powers in Territories
under their administration which might be impeding the im-
plementation of the Declaration on the Granting of Inde-
pendence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, adopted by
the Special Committee on 11 August 1986 (A/AC.109/882),
in which it urged that the Council consider, as a matter of
urgency, the report of the Committee established under Se-
curity Counctl resolution 421 (1977) and adopt further
measures to widen the scope of resolution 418 (1977) (para.
6), and called for the scrupulous observance of resolution
558 (1984) enjoining Member States to refrain from import-
ing armaments from South Africa and stated that it was par-
ticularly mindful in that regard of the series of resolutions
adopted by the Council during 1985 in which it strongly
condemned the acts of armed aggression committed by
South Africa (para. 6).

$/19023 5 August 1987 Transmitting the text of the conclusions and recommendations
concerning the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands
adopted by the Special Committee on 4 August 1987
(A/AC.109/L.1632). in which the Special Committee noted
that the proposed programme budget for the biennium
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Document

symbol Date
S$/19052 18 August 1987
S/19053 18 August 1987
S$/20110 11 August 1988

Subject

1988-1989%% on the financing of trusteeship activities of the
United Nations stated that no formal proposal to terminate
the agreement had been submitted to the Council in accord-
ance with Article 83 of the Charter (para. 20); noted that,
as indicated in the report of the Security Council to the Gen-
eral Assembly at its forty-first session,”” communications
and reports on the Trust Territory were among the matters
brought to the attention of the Council but not discussed in
the Council during the period covered by the report (para.
20); called attention to Article 83 of the Charter, under
which the Council would, inter alia, avail itself of the as-
sistance of the Trusteeship Council to perform the functions
under the Trusteeship System relating to political, eco-
nomic, social and educational matters in strategic areas
(para. 21); and noted that the Trusteeship Council could
submit to the Security Council recommendations concern-
ing the approval of the terms of the trusteeship agreements
and of their alteration or amendment in so far as it might
be requested to do so by the Security Council (para. 21).

Transmitting the text of a consensus on the question of Na-

mibia adopted by the Special Committee on 12 August 1987
(A/AC.109/926), in which it reaffirmed that Security Coun-
cil resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978) were the only in-
ternationally accepted basis for a peaceful settlement of the
Namibian question and demanded their immediate imple-
mentation without precondition or modification (para. 10);
noted with regret the continued failure of the Council to dis-
charge effectively its responsibilities for the maintenance
of peace and security in southern Africa, owing to the ve-
toes of two of its Western permanent members, and urged
the Counci! to resume forthwith its consideration of further
measures to give effect to Council resolutions on this ques-
tion (para. 10); urged that the Council consider, as a matter
of urgency, the report of the Committee established under
its resolution 421 (1977) and adopt further measures to
widen the scope of resolution 418 (1977) (para. 17); called
for the scrupulous observance of resolution 558 (1984) en-
joining Member States to refrain from importing armaments
from South Africa (para. 17); recommended that the Coun-
cil should act decisively against any dilatory manoeuvres
and fraudulent schemes of the illegal occupation regime
(para. 22); and strongly recommended that the Council im-
pose forthwith comprehensive mandatory sanctions against
South Africa under Chapter VIl of the Charter (para. 22).

Transmitting the text of a consensus concerning military ac-

tivities and arrangements by colonial Powers in Territories
under their administration which might be impeding the im-
plementation of the Declaration on the Granting of Inde-
pendence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, adopted by the
Special Committee on 12 August 1987 (A/AC.109/928) in
which it urged that the Security Council consider, as a mat-
ter of urgency, the report of the Committee established un-
der its resolution 421 (1977) and adopt further measures to
widen the scope of resolution 418 (1977) (para. 6), and
called for the scrupulous observance of resolution 558
(1984) enjoining Member States to refrain from importing
armaments from South Africa, and stated it was particularly
mindful in that regard of the series of resolutions adopted
by the Council during 1985 in which it strongly condemned
the acts of armed aggression committed by South Africa
(para. 6).

Transmitting the text of a consensus on the question of Na-

mibia adopted by the Special Committee on 8 August 1988
(A/AC.109/967), in which it noted with regret the continued
failure of the Security Council to discharge effectively its
responsibilities for the maintenance of peace and security
in southern Africa, owing to the vetoes of two of its West-
ern permanent members, and urged the Council to resume

291bid., Suppl. No. 6 (A/41/6), (sect. 3), sect. A, 1, para. 3.3.
301bid., 4151 sess., Suppl. No. 2 (A/41/2).
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forthwith its consideration of further measures to give ef-
fect to Council resolutions on this question (para. 10); urged
that the Council consider, as a matter of urgency, the report
of the Committee established under its resolution 421
(1977) and adopt further measures to widen the scope of
resofution 418 (1977) (para. 19); called for the scrupulous
observance of resolution 558 (1984) enjoining Member
States to refrain from importing armaments from South Af-
rica (para. 19); recommended that the Council act deci-
sively against any dilatory manoeuvres and fraudulent
schemes of the illegal occupation regime (para. 25); and
strongly recommended that the Council impose forthwith
comprehensive and mandatory sanctions against South Af-
rica under Chapter VII of the Charter (para. 25).

S/20118 12 August 1988 Transmitting the text of a decision concerning military activi-
ties and arrangements by colonial Powers in Territories un-
der their administration which might be impeding the
implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of Inde-
pendence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, adopted by the
Special Committee on 8 August 1988 (A/AC.109/969), in
which it urged that the Security Council consider, as a mat-
ter of urgency, the report of the Committee established un-
der its resolution 421 (1977) and adopt further measures to
widen the scope of resolution 418 (1977) (para. 6); and
called for the scrupulous observance of resolution 558
(1984) and stated that it was particularly mindful in that re-
gard of the series of resolutions adopted by the Council and
other bodies and organizations (para. 6).

S$/20146 23 August 1988 Transmitting the text of the conclusions and recommendations
concerning the Trust Territory of the Pacific Isfands
adopted by the Special Committee on 1 August 1988
(A/AC.109/L.1663), in which the Special Committee noted
that under Article 83 of the Charter, the Council exercised
all functions of the United Nations relating to strategic
areas, including approval of the terms of the trusteeship agree-
ments and of their alteration or amendment, and in this regard
expressed confidence that special attention would be given by
the Council to the full implementation of all provisions of the
Trusteeship Agreement and the Charter (para. 20).

(b) COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE AGAINST APARTHEID

Document
symbol Date Subject
S$/17142 3 May 1985 Transmitting the text of the Declaration adopted on 28 March

1985 by the Special Committee at its special session in
commemoration of the twenty-fifth anniversary of the Shar-
peville massacre, in which it noted that the “new constitu-
tion” introduced by South Africa had been rejected as null
and void by the General Assembly and by the Security
Council in its resolution 554 (1984) (para. 7), recalled that
Council resolution 560 (1985) demanded the immediate and
unconditional withdrawal of “high treason” charges against
16 opponents of apartheid, and called on the Council, should
South Africa fail to comply. to consider further appropriate
action, including adoption of comprehensive and mandatory
sanctions under Chapter VI1I of the Charter (para. 12).

S/17197 17 May 1985 Transmitting the text of the Declaration adopted by the Inter-
national Conference on Women and Children under Apart-
heid on 9 May 1985, in which it noted that the “new con-
stitution” introduced by South Africa had been rejected as
null and void by the General Assembly and the Counci!
(para. 9), called on the Council to consider further appro-
priate action against South Africa, including adoption of
comprehensive and mandatory sanctions under Chapter VII
of the Charter (para. 13); recalled that Council resolution
560 (1985) demanded the immediate and unconditional
withdrawal of “high treason” charges against 16 opponents
of apartheid (para. 14); and, denouncing South Africa's
scheme to form in Namibia a “transitional government”,
stated that the implementation of such schemes constituted
a flagrant violation of resolution 435 (1978) (para. 15).



Part I. Relstions with the General Assembly

91

Document

symbol Date
S$/17224 29 May 1985
/17477 19 September 1985
S$/17511 2 October 1985

$/17562 and 14 October 1985
Add.1-4

Subyject

Transmitting the text of the Declaration adopted by the Inter-

national Conference on Sports Boycott against South Af-
rica, held from 16 to 18 May 1985.

Transmitting the text of the Declaration adopted by the Inter-

national Seminar on Racist Ideologies, Attitudes and Or-
ganizations Hindering Efforts for the Elimination of Apart-
heid and Means to Combat Them, held from 9 to 11
September 1985, in which it expressed deep concern at the
continued illegal occupation of Namibia by South Africa
and the imposition of a puppet administration there in com-
plete defiance of relevant United Nations resolutions on Na-
mibia, in particular Council resolution 435 (1978) (para.
13); and expressed its conviction that comprehensive and
mandatory sanctions against South Africa under Chapter
VII of the Charter were one of the most effective and the
only peaceful means for the eradication of apartheid (para. 15).

Transmitting the text of a summary report of the Media Work-

shop on Countering Apartheid Propaganda, held from 20 to
22 May 1985.

Submitting the annual report of the Special Committee in

which, inter alia, it noted with satisfaction that the Security
Council for the first time, in its resolutions 566 (1985) and
569 (1985}, had urged Member States to impose specific
economic sanctions against South Africa (para. 340), but
considered that those resolutions represented a minimum
programme of action (para. 343); suggested that the Gen-
eral Assembly and the Council urgently consider the situ-
ation in all its aspects in full recognition that the elimination
of apartheid was indispensable not only for the freedom of
the people of South Africa but also for the independence of
Namibia, the security and development of the independent
African States in the region and the maintenance of inter-
national peace and security (para. 353); considered it essen-
tial that the United Nations ensure comprehensive and man-
datory sanctions without further delay (para. 355); attached
particular importance to sanctions against the apartheid re-
gime under Chapter VII of the Charter (para. 358); noted
with satisfaction that Council members, in the presidential
statement of 21 August 1985, had stated their belief that a
just and lasting solution in South Africa must be based on
the total eradication of the system of apartheid and the es-
tablishment of a free, united and democratic society, and
called upon South Africa to set free immediately and un-
conditionally all political prisoners and detainees, first of
all Nelson Mandela (para. 367); urged that the Council take
urgent measures to strengthen the arms embargo, prohibit
all cooperation with South Africa in the nuclear field and
ensure the effective monitoring of such measures in accord-
ance with the report of the Committee established under
Council resolution 421 (1977) (para. 376); considered that
an effective embargo on the supply of petroleum, petroleum
products and other strategic supplies should be instituted
without any further delay (para. 377); called upon Member
States to exercise all their influence to persuade the major
Western countries 1o facilitate the imposition of compre-
hensive and mandatory economic sanctions under Chapter
V11 of the Charter (para 383); and noted with great concern
the stubborn refusal of major Western Powers to recognize
the situation in South Africa and southern Africa as a threat
to international peace and security and expressed the hope
that they would be persuaded to facilitate action under
Chapter VII of the Charter (para. 384); also submitted were
the special report on implementation of the arms embargo
against South Africa (S/17562/Add.1), the special report on
recent developments concerning relations between Israel
and South Africa (S/17562/Add.2), the special report on
further action to intensify efforts to inform world public
opinion and encourage wider public action in support of the
just struggle of the oppressed people of South Africa
(S/17562/Add.3) and the special report on concerted intema-
tional action for the elimination of apartheid (S/17562/Add.4).
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Document
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S/17632 18 November 1985 Transmitting the text of the Declaration adopted by the Inter-

national Conference of Maritime Trade Unions on the Imple-
mentation of the United Nations Oil Embargo against South
Africaon 31 October 1985, in which it recalled that the Council,
since its unanimous adoption of resolution 182 (1963), had
affirmed the conviction that the situation in South Africa was
seriously endangering international peace and security.

S/18121 2 June 1986 Transmitting the text of the Declaration adopted by the United
Nations Seminar on Arms Embargo against South Africa,
held from 28 to 30 May 1986, in which it stated that un-
warranted acts of aggression by South Africa against Bo-
tswana, Zambia and Zimbabwe were further evidence that
the situation in southern Africa had never before constituted
such a grave threat to international peace and security; rec-
ognized that the adoption of Council resolution 418 (1977)
represented a vital and important first step, but noted that
even this limited arms embargo had not been implemented
strictly; noted that Council resolution 558 (1984) prohibit-
ing the import of arms, ammunition and military vehicles
from South Africa did not cover military “related material™
as did resolution 418 (1977) and that it was non-mandatory;
attached great importance to monitoring the arms embargo
and expressed regret that the valuable role of the Committee
established by Council resolution 421 (1977) appeared to
have been seriously curtailed during the 1980s; stressed the
importance of the mandatory arms embargo which, despite
its shortcomings, had created serious shortages for South
African military forces; urged the Council to give immedi-
ate attention to the major breach of the arms embargo re-
sulting from the supply of arms to South Africa’s surrogate
forces involved in the destabilization of independent A fri-
can States; reccommended that the Council meet as a matter
of utmost urgency to act upon the recommendations of the
Committee established by resolution 421 (1977) (para. 1);
recommended that the Council render mandatory the volun-
tary embargo on imports from South Africa of arms, am-
munition and vehicles instituted by Council resolution 558
(1984) (para. 2); recommended that the Council determine
that arms and related material of all types, including “dual
purpose” equipment, comprise all military, nuclear and
other strategic equipment (para. 3); recommended that the
Committee established under Council resolution 421 (1977)
draw up a comprehensive list of items which would auto-
matically fall within the scope of the arms embargo (para.
4); recommended that the Council require all Member
States to revoke or terminate all licences previously con-
cluded with South Africa to manufacture arms and related
material of all types (para. 7); recommended that the Coun-
cil make mandatory that all States prohibit the transfer to
South Africa or Namibia of all technology relating to the
manufacture of arms and related material of all types (para.
8); recommended that the Council impose a mandatory ban
on all forms of nuclear collaboration with South Africa
(para. 9); and recommended that the Council impose a man-
datory oil embargo against South Africa (para. 14).

S/18141 9 June 1986 Transmitting the text of the Declaration adopted by the Semi-
nar on Oil Embargo against South Africa on 6 June 1986,
in which it considered that comprehensive and mandatory
sanctions under Chapter VII of the Charter were necessary
in order to exert maximum international pressure on South
Africa (para. 5 (4)); considered that a total oil embargo was
the most important component of international action against
South Africa (para. 5 (d)); and affirmed the urgent neced for
the Council to adopt a mandatory oil embargo under Chapter
VIl of the Charter and in accordance with relevant General
Assembly resolutions, and recommended that Council mem-
bers, in consultation with oil-producing and oil-shipping
States, coordinate action in ensuring that effective action at the
Council level would be taken as soon as possible (para. 14).

S/18185 30 June 1986 Transmitting the text of the Declaration adopted by the World
Conference on Sanctions against Racist South Africa, held
from 16 to 20 June 1986, in which it stated that the United
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Nations had a direct responsibility to ensure the inde-
pendence of Namibia through free elections and the exer-
cise of the right of self-determination by its people in ac-
cordance with all relevant General Assembly and Council
resolutions, in particular, Council resolution 435 (1978),
and that the Organization had an inescapable responsibility
to end South Africa’s constant breaches of peace and acts
of aggression in the region (para. 19); stated that compre-
hensive mandatory sanctions under Chapter VII of the
Charter were the most effective means to deal with threats
to the peace, breaches of peace and acts of aggression (para.
20); expressed regret that the Council had been unable to
take the requisite mandatory action recommended by the In-
ternational Conference on Sanctions against South Africa
in 1981 owing to the negative votes of the United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and the United States
of America (para. 22), stated that the Council had been un-
able, because of the opposition of certain Western perma-
nent members, to institute any mandatory sanctions against
South Africa except for the mandatory arms embargo of
1977 (para. 25); expressed deep concern and disappoint-
ment that the Council, during its meetings in November
1985 and May 1986, had failed to adopt mandatory selec-
tive economic and other sanctions against South Africa
(para. 26); considered it imperative that the international
community demand that South Africa proceed to implement
forthwith the United Nations plan for the independence of
Namibia without any conditions or delaying manoeuvres
and that the Council decide immediately on effective sanc-
tions under Chapter VII of the Charter (para. 37); urged the
few Western Powers that continued to oppose sanctions
against South Africa to reassess their positions and cooper-
ate in, rather than hinder, international action (para. 48),
urged the Council to consider without delay all appropriate
action under the Charter and suggested, as a first step, that
the Counci! determine that the policies and actions of South
Africa had caused and constituted a grave threat to the
maintenance of international peace and security and that ac-
tion under Chapter VII of the Charter was imperative (para.
50); recommended that the mandatory arms embargo insti-
tuted by the Council in its resolution 418 (1977) be rein-
forced (para. 54); urged the Council to make mandatory its
request to all States, in paragraph 2 of resolution 558
(1984), “to refrain from importing arms, ammunition of all
types and military vehicles produced in South Africa™ and
to extend the embargo to cover all components and related
matériel originating from South Africa (para. 55); called for
more effective monitoring of the arms embargo and in that
connection urged action, without further delay, on the rec-
ommendations submitted in September 1980 by the Com-
mittee established by resolution 421 (1977) (para. 56);
stated that it was imperative that the measures recommended
in the Declaration of the International Seminar on Arms Em-
bargo be taken to reinforce and strengthen the mandatory
arms embargo imposed by Council resolution 418 (1977)
(para. 57); called for the Counci! to extend the arms embargo
to include the police sector (para. 58); affirmed the urgent
need for the Council to adopt a mandatory oi! embargo under
Chapter VII of the Charter and recommended that Council
members, in consultation with oil-producing and oil-shipping
States, coordinate action in ensuring that effective action at
the Council level would be taken as soon as possible (para.
66); recommended that the Council urgently consider a man-
datory embargo on investments in and financial loans to South
Africa (para. 69); urged the Council to consider other manda-
tory sanctions including a prohibition of the transfer of tech-
nology to South Africa, an end to all promotion of or support
for trade with that State, and termination of air and shipping
finks (para. 71); and stressed the need for an immediate em-
bargo on the import of uranium and other products from Na-
mibia (para. 72).

S/18360 21 October 1986 Submitting the annual report of the Special Committee in

and Add.1

which, inter alia, it noted that South Africa’s acts of ag-
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gression against Angola in October and December 1985
were condemned by the Security Council in its resolutions
574 (1985) and 577 (1985), but that when the Council con-
sidered South Africa’s aggression against Angola in June
1986, it had failed to adopt a resolution, owing to the nega-
tive votes of the United Kingdom and the United States
(para. 116); noted that when South Africa carried out simul-
taneous attacks against Botswana, Zambia and Zimbabwe
on 19 May 1986, the Council had failed to adopt a resolu-
tion that would have imposed mandatory economic sanc-
tions against South Africa owing to the negative votes of
the United Kingdom and the United States (para. 118); rec-
ommended that the General Assembly urge the Council to
consider without delay all appropriate action under the
Charter and that the Assembly suggest, as a first step, that
the Council determine that the policies and actions of South
Africa had caused and constituted a grave threat to the
maintenance of international peace and security in southern
Africa and that comprehensive mandatory sanctions under
Chapter V11 of the Charter were imperative (para. 214 (b));
recommended that the Assembly urge the few Western
Powers that continued to oppose sanctions against South
Africa—especially the United States and the United King-
dom, which had prevented the imposition of comprehensive
mandatory sanctions by the Council through the exercise of
the veto—to reassess their positions and cooperate in, rather
than hinder, international action (para. 214 (c)); recom-
mended that the Assembly call upon the Council to require
all Member States to revoke or terminate all licences with
South Africa to manufacture arms and related matériel
(para. 215 (c)); and recommended that the Assembly affirm
the urgent need for the Council to adopt a mandatory oil
embargo under Chapter VII of the Charter in accordance
with relevant Assembly resolutions, and that the Assembly
urge the Council, in consultation with oil-producing and oil-
shipping States, to coordinate effective action as soon as
possible (para. 216 (b)); also submitted was the special re-
port on recent developments concerning relations between
Israel and South Africa (S/18360/Add.1).

$/19217 21 October 1987 Submitting the annual report of the Special Committee in
and Add.1 which, inter alia, it noted that the Security Council had
agreed on a package of voluntary sanctions but that regret-
tably, two permanent members of the Council had again
made it impossible for the Council to agree on the imposi-
tion of comprehensive and mandatory sanctions under
Chapter VI of the Charter (para. 9); stated that of growing
concern were the repeated violations of the mandatory arms
embargo, the oil embargo and other international sanctions
(para. 11); cited reports indicating infringements of Council
resolution 418 (1977) on the mandatory arms embargo
against South Africa (para. 55); considered it essential that
the international community continue to press with steadfast
determination for the imposition of enforceable sanctions
under Chapter VII of the Charter and emphasized the ur-
gency for imposing such sanctions (para. 148); and recom-
mended that the General Assembly, inter alia, request the
Council to adopt comprehensive and mandatory sanctions
against South Africa. Also submitted was the special report
on recent developments concerning relations between Israel
and South Africa (S/19217/Add.1).

S/19218 19 October 1987 Transmitting the Declaration adopted by the Intemational Stu-
dent Conference in Solidarity with the Struggle of the Stu-
dents of Southern Africa, held from 31 July to 3 August
1987, in which it resolved to campaign for the immediate
imposition of universal comprehensive and mandatory
sanctions against South Africa (para. 5) and for the imme-
diate implementation of Council resolution 435 (1978) con-
cerning Namibia, including the imposition of universal com-
prehensive mandatory sanctions against South Africa and a
ban on all trade with and investment in Namibia (para. 6).

S$/19266 12 November 1987 Transmitting the text of the Declaration adopted by the Interna-
tional Conference against Apartheid Sport on 7 November 1987.
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S/19676 23 March 1988
S/20184 12 September 1988
S/20188 14 September 1988
$/20215 4 October 1988
$/20248 27 October 1988

Subject

Transmitting the text of the appeal adopted by the Seminar on

the Role of the Latin American and Caribbean Media in the
International Campaign against Apartheid, held from 7t0 9
March 1988, in which it called for concerted international
action, including the adoption of comprehensive mandatory
sanctions, to bring about the eradication of apartheid.

Transmitting the text of the appeal adopted by the Symposium on

Culture against Apartheid, held from 2 to 4 September 1988.

Transmitting a portion of the text of the Final Declaration

adopted by the Conference of Foreign Ministers of the Non-
Aligned Countries, held from 7 to 10 September 1988, in
which it called for the convening in 1989 of a special ses-
sion of the General Assembly devoted to apartheid and its
destructive consequences in southern Africa (para. 101);
and reiterated the call for the Security Council to impose
comprehensive and mandatory sanctions against the apart-
heid regime under Chapter VII of the Charter and, to this end,
endorsed the decision of the Organization of African Unity
(OAU) to work towards the convening of the Council in Africa
for the purpose of examining the totality of South Africa’s
policies and acts of State terrorism in the region (para. 102).

Transmitting the text of the resolution adopted by the 80th

Inter-Partiamentary Conference, held from 19 to 24 Sep-
tember 1988, in which it endorsed the call by the Confer-
ence of Foreign Ministers of the Non-Aligned Countries for
a special session of the General Assembly devoted to apart-
heid (para. 11); confirmed that the United Nations plan for
granting independence to Namibia, as contained in Security
Council resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978), was the
only internationally acceptable basis for a peaceful settle-
ment of the Namibia problem, and demanded its prompt im-
plementation without any preconditions and changes (para.
14); urgently called on the Council to discuss without delay
the question of imposing comprehensive mandatory sanc-
tions against South Africa (para. 18); and considered that
Council resolution 621 (1988) constituted a consolidation
of the process aiming at the ful! implementation of the OAU/
United Nations peace plan for Western Sahara (para. 31).

Submitting the annual report of the Special Committee in

which, inter alia, it stated that the imposition of sanctions
against South Africa continued to be of crucial significance
(para. 187) and recommended that the General Assembly
request the Council to adopt comprehensive and mandatory
sanctions against South Africa (para. 194 (g)).

(c) COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE UNITED NATIONS COUNCIL FOR NAMIBIA

Document
symbol Date
S$/17243 6 June 1985

Subject

Transmitting the text of the communiqué adopted by the

United Nations Council for Namibia on 4 June 1985 con-
cerning South Africa’s plan to install a puppet administra-
tion in Namibia, in which it recalled the statement issued
on 3 May 1985 by the President of the Security Council,
which condemned and rejected any unilateral action by
South Africa leading towards an internal settlement outside
Council resolution 435 (1978) as unacceptable and declared
the establishment of the “interim government” in Namibia
to be null and void (para. 3); condemned South Africa for
its decision to press ahead with the installation of the “in-
terim government” in defiance of universal condemnation
and the position of the Security Council (para. 4); drew the
particular attention of the Council, the General Assembly
and the Secretary-General to the imminent installation of
the “interim government”, which, it stated, would further
jeopardize the prospects for implementing Council resofu-
tion 435 (1978) (para. 5); and called upon the Council, in
fulfilment of its responsibility to ensure the implementation
of its own resolutions and of the direct responsibility of the
United Nations over Namibia, to take appropriate measures
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to pre-empt the installation of the “interim government” and
to ensure the immediate and unconditional implementation of
the United Nations plan for Namibian independence (para. §).

S/17262 13 June 1985 Transmitting the final document adopted at the extraordinary
plenary meetings of the United Nations Council for Na-
mibia, heid from 3 to 7 June 1985, in which it stated that it
was submitting the Declaration and Programme of Action
on Namibia for the serious and urgent consideration of the
Security Council, the General Assembly and all Govern-
ments, organizations and peoples for appropriate action to
secure the speedy liberation of Namibia from illegal occu-
pation by South Africa (para. 6); declared that South Af-
rica’s illegal occupation of Namibia was a threat to inter-
national and regional peace and security (para. 9); strongly
condemned the ruthless plunder of Namibia’s natural re-
sources by South African and other foreign economic inter-
ests in violation of, inter alia, Security Council and General
Assembly resolutions (para. 19); considered that the con-
tinuing military collaboration with, and assistance to, South
Africa by certain Western States and Israel constituted a
breach of the arms embargo imposed by the Council in its
resolution 418 (1977) (para. 20); called for the scrupulous
observance by all States of resolution 558 (1984) enjoining
them not to import armaments from South Africa (para. 20);
drew particular attention to the strong condemnation and re-
jection of South Africa’s unilateral action of installing an
“interim government” in Namibia by, inter alia, the Presi-
dent of the Security Council on 3 May 1985 (para. 21);
urged the Council to act decisively in fulfilment of the di-
rect responsibility of the United Nations over Namibia and
to take, without further delay, appropriate action to ensure
the implementation of its resolution 435 (1978) without
modification or preconditions (para. 22), recalled that both
the Assembly and the Counci) had rejected linkage between
the independence of Namibia and extraneous and irrelevant
issues (para. 25); reiterated that special responsibility rested
with the Council, which must act without further delay to
secure the implementation of its own relevant resolutions,
and considered that comprehensive mandatory sanctions
under Chapter VII of the Charter were the most effective
means of ensuring South Africa’s compliance with the reso-
lutions and decisions of the United Nations on Namibia
(para. 33); urged the Council to exercise decisively its
authority with a view to ensuring the implementation of its
resolutions 385 (1976). 435 (1978) and 539 (1983) by tak-
ing strong action against South Africa’s dilatory manoeu-
vres and fraudulent schemes (para. 35); resolved to promote
the imposition of comprehensive mandatory sanctions
against South Africa by the Security Council under Chapter
VII of the Charter during its next session on the question
of Namibia (para. 37); and called upon the Council to take
all necessary measures in order to ensure the total cessation
of all collaboration and contacts with racist South Africa in
the nuclear fields (para. 45).

S/18234 28 July 1986 Transmitting the text of the final document adopted by the
International Conference for the Immediate Independence
of Namibia, held from 7 to 11 July 1986, in the Declaration
of which it stated its conviction that South Africa’s acts of
aggression called for the adoption of measures against that
regime under Chapter VII of the Charter (para. 12); stated
its conviction that the United Nations plan for the inde-
pendence of Namibia embodied in Security Council resolu-
tions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978) constituted the only inter-
nationally accepted basis for a peaceful settlement of the
Namibian question and called for its immediate implemen-
tation without precondition or modification (para. 13); re-
called with satisfaction the universal and categorical rejec-
tion of South Africa’s imposition on Namibia of an “interim
government” by, inter alia, resolution 566 (1985) (para.
14); expressed its deep conviction that the Security Council
should act in a decisive manner in the fulfilment of the di-
rect responsibility of the United Nations with regard to Na-
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mibia and take urgent measures in order to ensure that the
United Nations plan was implemented without modifica-
tion, precondition or delay, and noted in that connection
that the Council had been prevented by vetoes exercised by
one or more of the Western countries that are permanent
members from taking effective measures against South Af-
rica under Chapter VII of the Charter (para. 19); strongly
supported the call made by the World Conference on Sanc-
tions against Racist South Africa for the immediate impo-
sition of comprehensive mandatory sanctions against South
Africa under Chapter VII of the Charter (para. 20); and, in
the Programme of Action, requested the Council to sol-
emnly reiterate that Walvis Bay and the offshore islands
were an integral part of Namibia and should not be the sub-
ject of negotiations between South Africa and an inde-
pendent Namibia (para. 8); strongly requested the Council
to immediately adopt and impose comprehensive manda-
tory sanctions against South Africa under Chapter VII of
the Charter (para. 10); appealed to the United States and the
United Kingdom, permanent members of the Council,
which had thus far prevented it from acting effectively, to
reconsider their position (para. 11); called upon the Council
to adopt as a matter of utmost urgency the necessary meas-
ures in order to ensure strict compliance by all States with
the arms embargo against South Africa (para. 13); re-
quested the United Nations Counci! for Namibia to initiate
a week-long programme of information dissemination to
journalists which would include basic facts and legal argu-
ments on, inter alia, the requirement for comprehensive
mandatory sanctions to be imposed by the Security Council
against South Africa in respect of its illegal administration
of Namibia (para. 32 (¢)); and, in its appeal for the imme-
diate independence of Namibia, stated that the United Na-
tions plan, as endorsed by Security Council resolution 435
(1978), provided a universally accepted basis for the peace-
ful resolution of the question of Namibia (para. 4); stated
that the Security Council had rejected linkage and had de-
clared that Namibia's independence could not be held hos-
tage to the resolution of issues that were alien to the United
Nations plan (para. 5); and stated the opinion that the only
peaceful measure now available to the international com-
munity to bring about the immediate independence of Na-
mibia on the basis of resolution 435 (1978) was the impo-
sition of comprehensive economic sanctions against South
Africa (para. 6).

S/18900 8 June 1987 Transmitting the text of the appeal issued by the United Na-
tions Council for Namibia on the occasion of the twentieth
anniversary of its establishment, on 19 May 1987, in which
it stated that the Council had been prevented by some of its
permanent members from taking effective measures to se-
cure implementation of its own plan (para. 4); urged the
United States to withdraw its support for South Africa’s
policy of linkage, which had been rejected by the Council
as incompatible with its resolution 435 (1978) (para. 7); and
urged the Council to impose comprehensive and mandatory
sanctions (para. 8).

S/18901 8 June 1987 Transmitting the text of the Luanda Declaration and Pro-
gramme of Action adopted by the United Nations Council
for Namibia on 22 May 1987, in which it solemnly reaf-
firmed that Security Council resolutions 385 (1976) and 435
(1978) constituted the sole internationally accepted basis
for a peaceful settiement of the Namibian problem (para.
23); firmly rejected the constant attempts made by South
Africa and the United States to establish a “linkage” be-
tween the implementation of Security Council resolution
435 (1978) and extraneous issues, and declared that that at-
tempt was a ploy intended, inter alia, to jeopardize the
authority of the Council (para. 24); firmly condemned ali
fraudulent constitutional and political manoeuvres by which
South Africa was attempting to perpetuate its illegal occu-
pation of Namibia in violation of resolutions 385 (1976), 435
(1978), 439 (1978), 539 (1983) and 566 (1985) (para. 25);
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reaffirmed that the adoption of comprehensive and manda-
tory sanctions under Chapter VII of the Charter was the
most cffective, peaceful way of making South Africa com-
ply with the resolutions and decisions of the United Nations
on the question of Namibia (para. 43); expressed its deep
concern at the fact that the Council continued to be pre-
vented, owing to the negative votes of some of its Western
members, particularly two permanent members, the United
Kingdom and the United States, from reacting effectively
in fulfilment of its responsibilities under the Charter (para.
45); declared that the independence of Namibia must be
achieved in accordance with resolutions 385 (1976) and 435
(1978) with no conditions attached (para. 46); stressed the
necessity of taking further action to expedite the implemen-
tation of resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978) (para. 56);
stated it would pursue and intensify its efforts to ensure that
the question of Namibia and the goal of implementing reso-
lutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978) continued to be ac-
corded top priority by the General Assembly (para. 58),
stated it would continue its efforts with the Council to have
it take the requisite strong measures towards the prompt and
unconditional implementation of its resolutions 385 (1976)
and 435 (1978), including the imposition of comprehensive
and mandatory sanctions (para. 60); stated it would endeav-
our to commit the international community, inter alia, to
prevent any recognition of any administration or entity cre-
ated by South Africa in Namibia, in accordance with reso-
lutions 385 (1976), 435 (1978), 439 (1978), 539 (1983) and
566 (1985), and to work for the speedy adoption by the Se-
curity Council of comprehensive and mandatory sanctions
against South Africa (para. 62), called upon the interna-
tional community as a whole to implement the resolutions
of the General Assembly and the Security Council concern-
ing the strengthening of the defensive capabilities of the
front-lines States, whose security and sovereignty were
threatened by South Africa (para. 75); demanded a halt to
attempts to link Namibian independence to issues that were
irrelevant and rejected by the entire international commu-
nity, including the Security Council (para. 76); and re-
quested all the committees and other organs of the General
Assembly and Security Council, inter alia, to continue to
invite the Council for Namibia to participate in their meet-
ings whenever their discussions related to Namibia and to
develop further their consultations with the Council for Na-
mibia in connection with all decisions and recommenda-
tions that might affect the rights and interests of the Na-
mibians (para. 84).

S$/19187 8 October 1987 Transmitting the text of the final communiqué adopted by the
United Nations Council for Namibia at its ministerial meet-
ing on 2 October 1981, in which it stated that the Ministers
reaffirmed that Security Council resolutions 385 (1976) and
435 (1978) constituted the only internationally accepted ba-
sis for the peaceful settlement of the Namibian question
(para. 10); strongly deplored the fact that owing to the use
of the veto by two of its permanent members, the Security
Council had been prevented from imposing comprehensive
and mandatory sanctions against South Africa under Chap-
ter VII of the Charter (para. 13); stressed the responsibility
of the Security Council concerning the implementation of
its resolutions on Namibia in view of the threat to regional
and international peace and security created by South Af-
rica (para. 15); urgently requested the Council to set an
carly date for the commencement of the implementation of
resolution 435 (1978), no later than 31 December 1987, and
to commit itself to applying the relevant provisions of the
Charter, including comprehensive and mandatory sanctions
under Chapter VI, in the event that South Africa continued
to defy the Council, and in that connection, urged the Coun-
cil to undertake forthwith consultations for the composition
and emplacement of the United Nations Transitional Assist-
ance Group in Namibia (para. 16); requested the Secretary-
General to undertake consultations with members of the Se-
curity Council, in particular its permanent members, with a
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S$/16954

$/17043

S/17146

SNn7219

S$/17340

S/17346
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view to securing a firm commitment on the unconditional
and speedy implementation of resolution 435 (1978) and to
that end, urged the three Western permanent members of
the Council to take into account their particular responsi-
bility, as they themselves were the initiators of the United
Nations plan for the independence of Namibia, to ensure its
unimpeded implementation (para. 18); appealed to the
United States to join the international consensus against the
policy of “linkage”, a policy that the Council had rejected
as incompatible with its resolution 435 (1978) and con-
demned as an obstruction to the independence of Namibia
(para. 19); and called upon the General Assembly, in the
event the Security Council was unable to adopt concrete
measures to compel South Africa to cooperate in the imple-
mentation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978) by 29
September 1988, to consider at its forty-third session nec-
essary action in accordance with the Charter (para. 20).

(d) COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE EXERCISE OF
THE INALIENABLE RIGHTS OF THE PALESTINIAN PEOPLE

Date
13 February 1985

19 March 1985

3 May 1985

24 May 1985

12 July 1985

18 July 1985

Subject

Letter dated 12 February 1985 expressing utmost concern
with regard to mounting tension in Palestinian refugee
camps in southern Lebanon and the West Bank, and attach-
ing utmost importance to the early convening of the pro-
posed international peace conference on the Middle East.

Letter dated 19 March 1985 calling attention to the continuing
danger to international peace and security posed by the poli-
cies of the [sraeli Government towards the occupied terri-
tories, and reiterating the firm conviction that the early con-
vening of the international peace conference on the Middle
East is of critical importance.

Letter dated 2 May 1985 calling attention to the continuing
pattern of repression by the Israeli authorities in the occu-
pied territories, and stating that as fong as the Palestinian
people were prevented from exercising their rights to self-
determination, national independence and sovereignty, and
their territory remained illegally occupied, tension and vio-
lence would continue to prevail in the area, increasingly en-
dangering international peace and security.

Letter dated 23 May 1985 conveying the profound concern of
the Committee at the current tragic developments in and
around Palestinian refugee camps in Beirut; asserting once
again that the United Nations, and in particular the Security
Council, had a clear responsibility to ensure the physical
safety of the Palestinians and to bring about the exercise of
their inalienable rights; and stating the conviction that posi-
tive action by the Council on the Committee’s recommen-
dations, and on the proposed international peace conference
on the Middle East, would advance prospects for a just and
lasting peace in the Middle East and avoid the recurrence
of tragedies such as the one then unfolding.

Letter dated 12 July 1985 expressing concern over renewed
acts of aggression against Palestinians by Israeli forces of
occupation in the West Bank and over the proposed drafting
of new laws that would affect Palestinian residents of the
West Bank and Gaza; stating that such measures could not
but aggravate tensions and amplify threats to peace and se-
curity in the region; and stating the conviction that positive
action by the Security Council on the Committee’s recom-
mendations and on the proposed international peace confer-
ence on the Middle East would advance prospects for a just
and lasting peace in the region.

Letter dated 18 July 1985 reporting the decision of the Israeli
authorities to close the Hospice Hospital in occupied East
Jerusalem, which presented stiil further evidence of the way
in which Israel was failing to abide by international agree-
ments regarding the status of citizens under occupation.
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$/17375

$/17392

$/17455

$/17630

$/17800

$/17935

S/18133

S/18159

$/18452

S$/18525

Date
1 August 1985

12 August 1985

11 September 1985

13 November 1985

6 February 1986

24 March 1986

5 June 1986

16 June 1986

10 November 1986

16 December 1986

Subject

Letter dated 31 July 1985 citing reports that tanks had been
delivered, which might affect the rights and lives of the Pal-
estinian refugees living in Lebanon, thus amplifying tension
in the area.

Letter dated 8 August 1985 conveying reports that the lsraeli
Cabinet had voted to reinstate policies of administrative de-
tention without trial and deportation of persons considered
security risks, and stating that such measures could only
further exacerbate tensions and conflict in the area, thus
posing a growing threat to international peace and security.

Letter dated 11 September 1985 conveying reports that the
Israeli military authorities had engaged in a massive cam-
paign of detention of Palestinians and that Arab youths had
been shot by Israeli soldiers, and reiterating deep concern
at those developments and at Israel’s continuing denials of
the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people, which could
not but further exacerbate tensions in the area.

Letter dated 13 November 1985 conveying reports of actions
taken as a result of the decision by the Israeli authorities to
reinstate policies of administrative detention, deportation,
increased censorship and other measures against Palestini-
ans in the occupied territories.

Letter dated 5 February 1986 reporting that deportation orders
against three Palestinians had been carried out, and recall-
ing that the Council had reaffirmed on several occasions
that the Geneva Convention of 1949 was applicable to the
occupied territories and had called upon Israel scrupulously
to observe the provisions of that Convention.

Letter dated 24 March 1986 expressing grave concern over
Israel’s refusal to grant travel permits to Palestinians living in
the occupied territories to attend a United Nations-sponsored
meeting.

Letter dated S June 1986 expressing grave concern at reports
of renewed attacks against Palestinian refugee camps in
Beirut; expressing particular distress that neither the United
Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees
in the Near East (UNRWA) nor the International Commit-
tee of the Red Cross had been permitted to enter the camps
to evacuate the wounded and provide medical help; and re-
asserting that the United Nations, and in particular the Se-
curity Council, had a clear responsibility to ensure the
physical safety of the Palestinians and to bring about the
exercise of their inalienable rights.

Letter dated 13 June 1986 expressing grave concern at the per-
sistence and intensification of attacks against Palestinian
refugee camps in Beirut; reaffirming that the United Na-
tions, and in particular the Security Council, had the respon-
sibility to guarantee the physical safety of the Palestinian
refugees; and stating that, in the absence of a just and last-
ing solution to the question of Palestine, violence would
continue to intensify in the region, with disastrous conse-
quences for international peace and security.

Letter dated 10 November 1986 expressing grave concern
over the persistence and intensification of fighting in and
around Palestinian refugee camps in Tyre, Beirut and Si-
don; expressing utmost concern that UNRWA had been un-
able to deliver food or medicines to Rashadieh camp since
the beginning of the fighting and that thousands of innocent
women, children and old people were trapped in crossfire
in the camp; affirming once again that the United Nations,
and in particular the Security Council, had a clear respon-
sibility to ensure the physical safety of the Palestinians in
the refugee camps.

Letter dated 16 December 1986 drawing urgent attention to
grave incidents that continued to occur in the occupied ter-
ritories since the adoption by the Security Council of reso-
lution 592 (1986); noting that, in its resolution 592 (1986),
the Council called upon Israel to abide immediately and
scrupulously by the Geneva Convention of 1949 and to re-
lease any person detained in violation of the Convention;
and appealing to the Secretary-General to do all in his
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S/18682

S/18713

S/18751

S/18850

S/18874

S/18893

$/19122

S/19150

S/19203

Date

11 February 1987

20 February 1987

12 March 1987

7 May 1987

20 May 1987

3 June 1987

9 September 1987

22 September 1987

13 October 1987

Subject

power to ensure implementation of that resolution by the
Israeli authorities.

Letter dated 11 February 1987 expressing grave concern at
the persistence and intensification of attacks on Palestinian
refugee camps in Beirut and Tyre; expressing utmost con-
cern that UNRWA had been unable to deliver food or medi-
cines to these camps; and stating that in the absence of a
just and lasting solution to the question of Palestine, the vio-
lence would continue to intensify, with disastrous conse-
quences not only for the region, but also for international
peace and security.

Letter dated 20 February 1987 expressing utmost concern that
UNRWA had once again been prevented from delivering
food and medicines to Palestinians in refugee camps in Beirut
and Tyre, and urgently appealing to the Secretary-General
and all the parties concerned that everything possible
should be done to enable UNRWA and other humanitarian
organizations to provide emergency relief to those refugees.

Letter dated 12 March 1987 stating that the situation in the
Palestinian refugee camps in Beirut and Tyre remained ex-
tremely grave and was bound to deteriorate further unless
urgent measures were taken, and reiterating its pressing ap-
peal to the Secretary-General and to all the parties con-
cerned to do everything possible to enable UNRWA and
other humanitarian organizations to provide emergency re-
lief to the refugees.

Letter dated 7 May 1987 drawing urgent attention to air raids
carried out by the Israeli air force against Palestinian refugee
camps near Sidon, Lebanon, and stating that in the context of
the intensification of measures taken by the Israeli authori-
ties against the Palestinian people in the occupied territories
and the general military escalation in south Lebanon, the situ-
ation being created in the arca was a most explosive one.

Letter dated 20 May 1987 reiterating deep concern at meas-
ures taken by the [sraeli authorities to quell demonstrations
by Palestinians in the West Bank and Gaza; recalling that
the Security Council had repeatedly affirmed, most recently
in its resolution 592 (1986), that the Geneva Convention of
1949 was applicable to the occupied territories and had
called upon [srael to abide immediately and scrupulously
by that Convention; and stating the conviction that positive
consideration and action by the Council on the Committee’s
recommendations and on the proposed international peace
conference on the Middle East would advance prospects for
a just and lasting peace in the region.

Letter dated 3 June 1987 calling attention to reports that the
Israeli authorities had launched a massive campaign of de-
tention of Palestinians, and recalling that in its resolution
592 (1986), the Security Council had called upon Israel to
abide immediately and scrupulously by the Geneva Con-
vention of 1949 and to release any person detained in vio-
lation of that instrument.

Letter dated 9 September 1987 drawing urgent attention to air
raids carried out by the Israeli air force against a Palestinian
refugee camp near Sidon; stating that in the context of the
intensification of measures taken by the Isracli authorities
against the Palestinian people in the occupied territories and
the general military escalation in south Lebanon, the situ-
ation being created in the arca was a most explosive one;
and stating the conviction that positive action by the Council
on the Committee’s recommendations and on the proposed
international peace conference on the Middle East would
advance prospects for a just and lasting peace in the region.

Letter dated 22 September 1987 drawing attention to the
steady deterioration of the human rights situation in the oc-
cupied territories, owing in particular to measures of admin-
istrative detention without charges or trial, and stating that
it was vital for the international community to convene an
international peace conference on the Middle East.

Letter dated 13 October 1987 drawing most urgent attention
to an explosive situation developing in Gaza and extremely
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symbol Date Subject

serious incidents in the occupied West Bank, and appealing
to the Secretary-General to promote the convening of an in-
ternational peace conference on the Middle East.

$/19270 13 November 1987 Letter dated 13 November 1987 drawing most urgent attention
to grave incidents that had caused the death and injury of
several Palestinians in the occupied territories; bringing the
policies and practices of Israel forcefully to the attention of
the General Assembly and the Security Council, as they
clearly had serious repercussions, infer alia, on peace and
security in the region; and appealing to the Secretary-
General to promote the convening of an international peace
conference on the Middle East.

$/19337 14 December 1987 Letter dated 11 December 1987 drawing urgent attention to
the very dangerous situation created in the West Bank and
Gaza by renewed acts of violence by Israeli troops, and ap-
pealing to the Secretary-General to promote the convening
of an international peace conference on the Middle East.

§/19394 30 December 1987 Letter dated 29 December 1987 drawing urgent attention to
the continuing deterioration of the situation in the West
Bank and Gaza, in particular the use of [ive ammunition and
brutal force by the Israeli army against young defenceless
Palestinians, and appealing to the Secretary-General to pro-
mote the convening of an international peace conference on
the Middle East.

S/19405 S January 1988 Letter dated 5 January 1988 drawing urgent attention to the
aggravation of the situation caused by the killing of un-
armed civilians and the deportation of Palestinian leaders
from West Bank and Gaza; recalling that the Security Coun-
cil in its resolution 605 (1987) had called once again upon
israel to abide immediately and scrupulously by the Geneva
Convention of 1949 and to desist forthwith from policies and
practices that violated that instrument; and appealing to the
Secretary-General to intensify his efforts towards the conven-
ing of an international peace conference on the Middle East.

S$/19424 12 January 1988 Letter dated 12 January 1988 drawing urgent attention to the
continuing deterioration of the situation in the occupied ter-
ritories, in particular owing to the use of live ammunition
against demonstrators, mass arrests, detentions and depor-
tations; recalling that in its resolutions 605 (1987) and 607
(1988), the Council had requested Isracl to abide by its ob-
ligations arising under the Geneva Convention of 1949; and
appealing to the Secretary-General to intensify his efforts
towards the convening of an international peace conference
on the Middle East.

S/19441 20 January 1988 Letter dated 20 January 1988 drawing urgent attention to the
continuing deterioration of the situation in the occupied ter-
ritories, in particular owing to the increasingly systematic
use by Israel of collective punishment against Palestinians, and
appealing to the Secretary-General to promote the convening
of an intemational peace conference on the Middle East.

$/19490 10 February 1988 Letter dated 10 February 1988 expressing most serious con-
cern at the increasing use of violence and acts of extreme
intimidation by Israel against the entire Palestinian popula-
tion in the occupied territories; expressing appreciation for
the report submitted by the Secretary-General under Secu-
rity Council resolution 605 (1987) and for the steps taken
by the Secretary-General in pursuance of that resolution;
and stating the conviction that positive action by the Coun-
cil on the Committee’s recommendations and on the pro-
posed international peace conference on the Middle East
would advance prospects for a just and lasting settlement
of the question of Palestine.

$/19562 1 March 1988 Letter dated 1 March 1988 drawing most urgent attention to
the further aggravation of the situation in the occupied ter-
ritories and to the intensification of repression by the Isracli
armed forces against Palestinian protesters, and stating the
conviction that positive action by the Security Council on
the Committee’s recommendations and on the proposed in-
ternational peace conference on the Middie East would ad-
vance prospects for a just and lasting settiement of the ques-
tion of Palestine.
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Document

symbol
§/19710

S$/19769

$/19881

$/19926

$/20052

§/20086

$/20136

$/20210

§/20228

§/20315

Date
30 March 1988

13 April 1988

13 May 1988

3 June 1988

22 July 1988

4 August 1988

19 August 1988

29 September 1988

13 October 1988

8 December 1988

Subject

Letter dated 30 March 1988 expressing most serious concern
at the escalation of the campaign of repression and violence
by Israel against the entire Palestinian population in the oc-
cupied territories and reiterating the view that positive ac-
tion by the Security Council on the Committee’s recom-
mendations and on the proposed international peace
conference on the Middle East would advance prospects for
a just and lasting settlement of the question of Palestine.

Letter dated 13 Apri! 1988 drawing most urgent attention to
the intensification of repression by Isracl against the Palestin-
ian people in the occupied territories, and appealing to the
Secretary-General to intensify his efforts towards the conven-
ing of an international peace conference on the Middie East.

Letter dated 13 May 1988 expressing serious concern at the
continued grave situation in the occupied territories, in par-
ticular the indiscriminate use of armed repression and mass
arrests and various forms of collective punishment, and ap-
pealing to the Secretary-General to intensify his efforts to-
wards the convening of an international peace conference
on the Middle East.

Letter dated 3 June 1988 drawing urgent attention to the con-
viction by an Isracli court of Israeli peace activists for meet-
ing with members of the PLO in Romania in 1986; express-
ing serious concern at the continued Israeli policy of
military repression in the occupied territories; and reiterat-
ing its appeal to the Secretary-General to intensify his ef-
forts towards the convening of an international conference
on the Middie East.

Letter dated 22 July 1988 expressing most serious concern at
the continued grave situation in the occupied territories and
the intensification of policies of repression by Isracl, and
reiterating the appeal to the Secretary-General to inteasify
his efforts towards the convening of an international peace
conference on the Middle East.

Letter dated 4 August 1988 expressing concern at the contin-
ued grave situation in the occupied territories, in particular
the indiscriminate use of armed repression, mass arrests,
various forms of collective punishment and deportations,
which were taking place in defiance of Council resolutions
607 (1988) and 608 (1988), and reiterating the appeal to the
Secretary-General to intensify his efforts towards the conven-
ing of an international peace conference on the Middle East.

Letter dated 19 August 1988 expressing most serious concern
at the further intensification of severe measures of repres-
sion by the Israeli authorities in efforts to crush the Palestinian
uprising in the occupied territories; expressing extreme con-
cern that, despite international protests and in defiance of
Council resolutions, Israel had intensified its policy of de-
portations; and appealing to the Secretary-General and sll
concerned to intensify efforts towards the convening of an
international peace conference on the Middle East.

Letter dated 29 September 1988 expressing serious concern
at the intensification of policies of repression by Israel
against the Palestinian people and the rising death tol! in
the occupied territories, and appealing to the Secretary-
General to intensify his efforts towards the urgent conven-
ing of an international peace conference on the Middle East.

Letter dated 13 October 1988 expressing profound concern at
the intensification of policies of repression by [sracl against
the Palestinian people, in particular army raids on villages
and refugee camps to prevent demonstrations, and stressing
the imperative need for urgent action aimed at convening
an international peace conference on the Middle East.

Letter dated 6 December 1988 drawing most urgeat attention
to the continued tragic situation in the occupied territories,
in particular since the declaration of the establishment of
the State of Palestine by the Palestine National Council on
15 November 1988, and appealing to all concemed to do
everything in their power to build on the momentum that
has been created thereby, in particular through the conven-
ing of an international peace conference on the Middle East.
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(¢) COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE INTERGOVERNMENTAL GROUP TO MONITOR THE
SUPPLY AND SHIPPING OF OIL AND PETROLEUM PRODUCTS TO SOUTH AFRICA

Document
symbol Date Subject
§/19251 5 November 1987 Transmitting the report of the Intergovernmental Group in

which it stated its belief that the international community
should consider without delay the imposition of comprehen-
sive mandatory sanctions against South Africa and that the
Security Council was under a special obligation to impose
a mandatory oil embargo against South Africa (para. 18);
and recommended that the General Assembly request the
Council to consider invoking Chapter VII of the Charter to
impose a mandatory embargo on the supply and shipping
of oil and petroleum products to South Africa (para. 25).

$/20249 14 November 1987 Transmitting the report of the Intergovernmental Group in
which it stated that the imposition of a mandatory oil em-
bargo by the Council against South Africa was urgently
needed to complement the arms embargo imposed by reso-
lution 418 (1977) and was consistent with the declared poli-
cies of the members of the Council, including the perma-
nent members (para. 47); and recommended that the
General Assembly request the Council to consider invoking
Chapter VII of the Charter to impose a mandatory embargo
on the supply and shipping of oil and petroleum products
to South Africa (para. 55).

2. Participation of representatives of subsidiary organs of the General Assembly

Invitation extended Participation: date and number
Porticipating organ by the Council Agenda item of Council meetings
Special Committee against 2571st meeting Question of South Africa 8 and 12 March 1985, 2571st
Apartheid and 2574th meetings
United Nations Council 2583rd meeting Situation in Namibia 10-14 and 17-19 June 1985,
for Namibia 2583rd-2590th and 2592nd-
2595th meetings
Special Committee against 2583rd meeting Situation in Namibia 10-14 and 17-19 June 1985,
Apartheid 2583rd-2590th and 2592nd-
2595th meetings
Special Committee on the Situ-  2589th meeting Situation in Namibia 13-14 and 17-19 June 1985,
stion with regard to the Im- 2589th, 2590th and 2592nd-
plementation of the Declara- 2595th meetings
tion on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples
Special Committee against 2598th meeting Letter dated 17 June 1985 from 21 June 1985, 2598th and
Apartheid Botswana 2599th meetings
Special Committee against 2600th meeting Question of South Africa 25 and 26 July 1985, 2600th
Apartheid and 2602nd meectings
Committee on the Exercise of 2605th meeting Situation in the occupied Arab territories 13 September 1985, 2605th
the Inalicnable Rights of the meeting
Palestinian People
Special Committee against 2606th meeting Complaint by Angola against 20 September 1985, 2606th
Apartheid South Africa and 2607th meetings
Committee on the Exercise of 2619th meeting Middle East problem including the 9-11 October 1985, 2619th-
the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian question 2622nd meetings
Palestinian People
United Nations Council 2624th meeting Situation in Namibia 13-15 November 1985,
for Namibia 2624th-2626th, 2628th and
2629th meetings
Special Committee on the Situ-  2624th meeting Situation in Namibia 13-15 November 1985,
stion with regard to the Im- 2624th-2626th, 2628th and
plementation of the Declara- 2629th meetings
tion on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples
Special Committee against 2626th meeting Situation in Namibia 14-15 November 1985,
Apartheid 2626th, 2628th and 2629th

meetings
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Participating organ

Committee on the Exercise of
the Inalienable Rights of the
Palestinian People

United Nations Council
for Namibia

Special Committee against
Apartheid

Special Committee against
Apartheid

Special Committee against
Apartheid

Committee on the Exercise of
the Inalienable Rights of the
Palestinian People

Special Committee against
Apartheid

Special Committee on the Situ-
ation with regard to the Im-
plementation of the Declara-
tion on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples

United Nations Council for
Namibia

United Nations Council for
Namibia

Special Committee on the Situ-
ation with regard to the Im-
plementation of the Declara-
tion on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples

Special Committee against
Apartheid

United Nations Council
for Namibia

Special Committee on the Situ-
ation with regard to the Im-
plementation of the Declara-
tion on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples

Special Committee against
Apartheid

Special Committee against
Apartheid

Committee on the Exercise of
the Inalienable Rights of the
Palestinian People

Special Committee against
Apartheid

Special Committee on the Situ-
ation with regard to the Im-
plementation of the Declara-
tion on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples

United Nations Council for
Namibia

Invitation extended
by the Council

2644th meeting

2652nd meeting

2654th meeting

2684th meeting
2690th meeting

2724th meeting

2732nd meeting

2732nd meeting

2733rd meeting
2740th meeting

2740th meeting

2742nd meeting
2755th meeting

2756th meeting

2757th meeting
2764th meeting

2770th meeting

2793rd meeting

2794th meeting

2795th meeting

Agenda item

Situation in the occupied Arab territories

Situation in southern Africa

Situation in southern Africa

Situation in southern Africa
Question of South Africa

Situation in the occupied Arab territories

Question of South Africa

Question of South Africa

Question of South Africa
Situation in Namibia

Situation in Namibia

Situation in Namibia
Situation in Namibia

Situation in Namibia

Situation in Namibia

Complaint by Angola against South
Africa

Situation in the occupied Arab territories

Question of South Africa

Question of South Africa

Question of South Africa

FParticip : date and b
of Council meetings

21-30 January 1986, 2644th-
2650th meetings

5-13 February 1986, 2652nd,
2654th and 2656th-2662nd
meetings

6-13 February 1986, 2654th
and 2656th-2662nd meet-
ings

22-23 May 1986, 2684th-
2686th meetings

13 June 1986, 2690th meeting

5 and 8 December 1986,
2724th-2727th meetings

17-20 February 1987, 2732nd-
2738th meetings

17-20 February 1987, 2732nd-
2738th meetings

18-20 February 1987, 2733rd-
2738th meetings

6-9 April 1987, 2740th-
2747th meetings

6-9 April 1987, 2740th-
2747th meetings

7-9 April 1987, 2742nd-
2747th meetings

28-30 October 1987, 2755th-
2759th meetings

29-30 October 1987, 2756th-
2759th meetings

29-30 October 1987, 2757th-
2759th meetings

23-25 November 1987,
2764th-2767th meetings

11-22 December 1987,
2770th and 2772nd-2777th
meectings

3-8 March 1988, 2793rd-
2797th meetings

4-8 March 1988, 2794th-
2797th meetings

7-8 March 1988, 2795th-
2797th meetings
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Invitation extended

Farticipating organ

Special Commiittee on the Situ-
ation with regard to the Im-
plementation of the Declara-
tion on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial
Countrics and Peoples

Committee on the Exercise of
the Inalienable Rights of the
Palestinian People

by the Council

2800th meeting

2805th meeting

Participation: date and number

Agenda item of Council meetings

Letter dated 11 March 1988 from the
Permanent Representative of
Argentina to the United Nations
addressed to the President of the
Security Council

17 March 1988, 2800th and
2801st meetings

Situation in the occupied Arab territories 14-15 April 1988, 2805th and

2806th meetings

3. Resolutions and statements adopted by the Security Council containing references to
the General Assembly or subsidiary organs thereof

Resolution number/

document Date of adoption
562 (1985) 10 May 1985
564 (1985) 31 May 198S
566 (1985) 19 June 1985
579 (1985) 18 December 1985

*S/PV.2583, paras. 31-66.

Letter dated 6 May 1985 from
the Permanent Representative
of Nicaragua to the United
Nations addressed to the Presi-
dent of the Security Council

The situation in the Middle

East

The situation in Namibia

Letter dated 16 December 1985
from the Permanent Repre-

Agenda item Relevant paragraphs

“Recalling also General Assembly resolution 38/10,
which reaffirms the inalienable right of all the peo-
ples to decide on their own form of government and
to choose their own economic, political and social
system free from all foreign intervention, coercion,
or limitation” (fourth preambular para.)

“‘Recalling also General Assembly resolution 39/4,
which encourages the efforts of the Contadora Group
and appeals urgently to all interested States in and
outside the region to cooperate fully with the Group
through a frank and constructive dialogue, so as to
achieve solutions to the differences between them'
(fifth preambular para.)

“Recalling General Assembly resolution 2625 (XXV),
in the annex of which the Assembly proclaims the
principle that no State may use or encourage the use
of economic, political or any other type of measures
to coerce another State in order to obtain from it the
subordination of the exercise of its sovereign rights
and to secure from it advantages of any kind,” (sixth
preambular para.)

“Calls upon all parties to take necessary measures to
alleviate the suffering resulting from acts of violence,
in particular by facilitating the work of United Na-
tions agencies, especially the United Nations Relief
and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near
East, and non-governmental organizations, including
the International Committee of the Red Cross, in pro-
viding humanitarian assistance to all those affected
and emphasizes the need to ensure the safety of all
the personnel of these organizations® (para. 3)

**Having heard the statement by the Acting President of
the United Nations Council for Namibia'"* (second
preambular para.)

“Recalling General Assembly resolutions 1514 (XV) of
14 December 1960 and 2145 (XXI) of 27 October
1966 (fifth preambular para.)

*“‘Rejects once again South Africa’s insistence on link-
ing the independence of Namibia to irrelevant and ex-
trancous issues as incompatible with resolution 435
(1978), other decisions of the Security Council and
the resolutions of the General Assembly on Namibia,
including resolution 1514 (XV)" (para. 7)

“‘Recalling also resolution 40/61 of 9 December 1985
of the General Assembly (fourth preambular para.)

sentative of the United States
of America to the United Na-
tions addressed to the Presi-
dent of the Security Council
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Resolution number/
document Date of adoption Agenda item
580 (1985) 30 December 1985 Complaint by Lesotho against
South Africa

Statement by the 30 December 1985 [Complaint by Lesotho against
President (S/17702) South Africa)

Statement by the 17 January 1986 [The situation in the Middle
President (S/17745) East]

Statement by the 6 Junc 1986 The situation in the Middle
President (S/18138) East

591 (1986) 28 November 1986 The question of South Africa

Statement by the 2 December 1986 The situation in the Middle
President (S/18492) East

Statement by the 13 February 1987 The situation in the Middle
President (S/18691) East

Statement by the 19 March 1987 The situation in the Middle
President (S/18756) East

601 (1987) 30 October 1987 The situation in Namibia

bS/PV.2755, paras. 32-41.

Relevant paragraphs

“Calls upon the South African Government to resort to
peaceful means in resolving international problems in
accordance with the Charter of the United Nations
and the Declaration on Principles of International
Law concemning Friendly Relations and Cooperation
among States in accordance with the Charter of the
United Nations'* (para. 6)

“They [members of the Council] affirm the statement
by the President of the Security Council of 9 October
1985, Security Council resolution 579 (1985), and en-
dorse the Secretary-General's statement of 27 De-
cember 1985, in which he noted General Assembly
resolution 40/61 of 9 December 1985 and expressed
the hope that it would be followed by determined ef-
forts by all Governments and authorities concerned,
in accordance with established principles of interna-
tional law, in order that all acts, methods and practices
of terrorism may be brought to an end.” (fourth para.)

*‘On the occasion of the forticth anniversary of the first
meeting of the Security Council and the inauguration
on | January 1986 of the International Year of Peace,
the members of the Security Council wish to reaffirm
their commitment to the Charter of the United Na-
tions which conferred on the Council the primary re-
sponsibility for the maintenance of intemational
peace and security.” (first para.)

“The members of the Security Council appeal to all
concerned to use their influence in bringing about the
cessation of the fighting in order to enable the United Na-
tions Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees in
the Near East, as well as other humanitarian organiza-
tions to mount emergency operations for the benefit
of the populations concerned, including the Palestin-
ian refugees towards whom the international commu-
nity has a particular responsibility.”” (second para.)

**Strongly condemning the racist regime of South Africa
for further aggravating the situation and its massive
repression against all opponents of apartheid, for the
killing of peaceful demonstrators and political detainees,
and for its defiance of General Assembly and Security
Council resolutions, in particular Security Council reso-
lution 417 (1977)" (eighth preambular para.)

“They [the members of the Council] urge all concerned
to facilitate the efforts of various United Nations
agencies, particularly the United Nations Relief and
Works Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near
East, as well as non-governmental organizations, to
provide humanitarian assistance.”

“They [members of the Council] also urgently appeal
to all concerned to facilitate the efforts of various
Governments and United Nations agencies, including
the United Nations Relief and Works Agency for
Palestine Refugees in the Near East, as well as non-
governmental organizations, to provide critically
needed humanitarian assistance.” (third para.)

“*Alarmed by the suffering of the civilian population
in the camps, they [members of the Council} there-
fore again urge all partics concerned urgently to fa-
cilitate the efforts of various United Nations agen-
cies, particularly the United Nations Relief and Works
Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near East, as well
as any other humanitarian assistance aimed at distrib-
uting food and medical supplies in the Palestinian refu-
gee camps in Lebanon and, thus, at fulfilling a criti-
cally needed mission.”’ (second para.)

‘“Having heard the statement by the President of the
United Nations Council for Namibia’® (second
preambular para.)
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Resolution number/
document

620 (1988)

621 (1988)

Date of adoption

26 August 1988

20 September 1988

Iraq

Agenda item

Relevant paragraphs

“‘Recalling General Assembly resolutions 1514 (XV) of
14 December 1960 and 2145 (XXI) of 27 October
1966 as well as resolution S-14/1 of 20 September
1986" (fourth preambular para.)

The situation between Iran and “Bearing in mind the current negotiations in the Con-

ference on Disarmament on the complete and effec-
tive prohibition of the development, production and
stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their destruc-
tion” (fifth preambular para.)

The situation concerning “‘Having heard a report by the Secretary-General of the
Western Sahara

United Nations on his mission of good offices, pur-
sued jointly with the current Chairman of the Assem-
bly of Heads of State and Government of the Organi-
zation of African Unity, in conformity with General
Assembly resolution 40/50 of 2 December 1985, with
a view to settling the question of Western Sahara”
(first preambular para.)

G. RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY IN THE FORM OF RESOLUTIONS

NOTE

Section G contains a table showing recommendations to the Security Council

adopted by the General Assembly in the form of resolutions. The initial handling of
recommendations from the Assembly presents few, if any, procedural features peculiar
to the material. In agreeing to consider Assembly recommendations, the Council has on
occasion in the past formally decided to ‘‘accept’ or ‘‘receive’ a resolution,’! but the
omission of such formal acceptance on other occasions has not been a mark of refusal
to consider. During the period under review, the Assembly for the most part made rec-
ommendations to the Council regarding items that were already on the agenda of the
Council. Instances in which an Assembly resolution was explicitly referred to in a re-
quest for a meeting of the Council or in a Council resolution are indicated in the last
column of the table below.

3See Supplements ST/PSCA/1 and Add.1-3.

General Assembly
resolution

40/6
1 November 1985

40/9
8 November 1985

Subject of recommendation

Armed Isracli aggression against

the Iraqi nuclear installations
and its grave consequences for
the established international sys-
tem concerning the peaceful
uses of nuclear energy, the non-
proliferation of nuclear weapons
and international peace and se-
curity

Solemn appeal to States in conflict

to cease armed action forthwith
and to settle disputes between
them through negotiations, and
to States Members of the United
Nations to undertake to solve
situations of tension and conflict
and existing disputes by political
means and to refrain from the
threat or use of force and from
any intervention in the internal
affairs of other States

Reference in a
request for a meeting

or in a Secwrity
Council resolution
Recommendation
Requests the Council to take urgent and effective None
measures to ensure that Israel complies with-
out further delay with the provisions of its
resolution 487 (1981).
Invites the Council to act promptly in cases of None

conflict and dispute in different regions of the
world by recommending appropriate proce-
dures or methods of adjustment, including des-
ignation of representatives of the United Na-
tions.
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General Assembly
resolution

40/10
11 November 1985

40/20
21 November 1985

40/56
2 December 1985

40/64 A, B and 1
10 December 1985

Subject of recommendation

Programme of the International Year
of Peace

Cooperation between the United
Nations and the Organization of
African Unity

Twenty-fifth anniversary of the
Declaration on the Granting of
[ndependence to Colonial Coun-
tries and Peoples

Policies of apartheid of the Gov-
ernment of South Africa

Recommendation

Invites organs of the United Nations to com-

memorate the International Year of Peace in
the most appropriate form, highlighting, inter
alia, the role of the United Nations in the pro-
motion and maintenance of international peace
and security.

Calls upon the Council to continue to associate

closely the Organization of African Unity with
all its work concerning Africa.

Invites the Council to continue to give special at-

tention to the situation in and around Namibia
and to consider imposing mandatory sanctions
against South Africa under Chapter VII of the
Charter.

Calls upon the Council urgently to take action

under Chapter VII of the Charter with a view
to applying comprehensive and mandatory
sanctions against South Africa and, in particu-
lar, to review the implementation of and to re-
enforce the mandatory arms embargo against
South Africa adopted by its resolution 418
(1977), to strengthen the voluntary embargo
on imports of arms from South Africa adopted
by its resolution 558 (1984) by rendering it
mandatory and extending it to cover the im-
ports of related materials, to prohibit all coop-
cration with South Africa, particularly in the
military and nuclear fields, by Governments,
corporations, institutions and individuals, to
impose a total ban on all forms of nuclear col-
laboration with South Africa; to impose an ef-
fective embargo on the supply of oil and oil
products to South Africa and on all assistance
to the oil industry in South Africa, to prohibit
financial loans and credits to and investment
in South Africa, and to ban all trade with South
Africa; requests the Council, as a matter of ur-
gency, to consider the serious situation in
South Africa emanating from the imposition of
the so-called “‘new constitution’” and the state
of emergency and to take all necessary meas-
ures, in accordance with Chapter VII of the
Charter, to avert the further aggravation of ten-
sion and conflict in South Africa and in south-
emn Africa; and urges the Council to consider
without delay the adoption of effective man-
datory sanctions against South Africa and to
take steps for the strict implementation of the
mandatory arms embargo instituted by its
resolution 418 (1977) and of the arms embargo
requested in its resolution 558 (1984) and to
secure an end to military and nuclear coopera-
tion with South Africa and the import of mili-
tary equipment or supplies from South Africa.

Reference in a
request for a meeting
or in a Security
Council resolution

[Statement by the
President of the
Council of 17 Jamr
ay 1986 (Y17745)
referred to the in-
auguration of the
International Year
of Peace but with-
out specific refer-
ence to resolution
40/10)*

None

None

None

#No inference is intended that the action of the Security Council in this instance was taken in response to the recommendations of the

General Assembly.
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General Assembly
resolution Sudject of recommendation
40/89 B Implementation of the Declaration

12 December 1985 on the Denuclearization of Af-

rica

40/93
12 December 1985

Israeli nuclear armament

40/96 D
12 December 1985

Question of Palestine

40/97 A and B
13 December 1985

Question of Namibia

40/151
16 December 1985

Review and implementation of the
Concluding Document of the
Twelfth Special Session of the
General Assembly

40/158
16 December 1985

Review of the implementation of
the Declaration on the Strength-
ening of International Security

Recommendation

Requests the Council to take enforcement meas-
ures to prevent any racist regime from acquir-
ing arms or arms technology, and to conclude
expeditiously its consideration of the recom-
mendations of its Committee established by
resolution 421 (1977) with a view to blocking
the existing loopholes in the arms embargo.

Requests the Council to take urgent and effective
measures to ensure that Israel complies with
its resolution 487 (1981) and places all its nu-
clear facilities under International Atomic En-
ergy Agency safeguards and to investigate Is-
rael’s nuclear activities and the collaboration
of other States, parties and institutions in those
activities.

Requests the Secretary-General, in consultation
with the Council, to continue his efforts with
a view to convening an international peace
conference on the Middle East.

Urges the Council to act decisively in fulfilment
of the direct responsibility of the United Na-
tions over Namibia and to take, without fur-
ther delay, appropriate action to ensure that
the United Nations plan, as embodied in Coun-
cil resolution 435 (1978), is not undermined or
modified in any way and that it is fully re-
spected and implemented; strongly urges the
Council to act decisively against any dilatory
manoeuvres and fraudulent schemes of South
Africa aimed at frustrating the legitimate
struggle of the Namibian people for self-
determination and national liberation; cails
upon the Council to declare categorically that
Walvis Bay is an integral part of Namibia and
should not be left for negotiation between an
independent Namibia and South Africa; calls
upon the Council to adopt the necessary meas-
ures to tighten the arms embargo imposed
against South Africa under its resolution 418
(1977) and to ensure strict compliance with
the embargo and to implement, as a matter of
urgency, the recommendations contained in
the report of its Committee established pursu-
ant to resolution 421 (1977); strongly urges
the Council to impose comprehensive manda-
tory sanctions against South Africa under
Chapter VII of the Charter; requests the Coun-
cil to exercise its authority with regard to im-
plementation of its resolutions 385 (1976),
435 (1978), 532 (1983), 539 (1983) and 566
(1985) so as to bring about the independence
of Namibia without further delay, and to act
decisively against any dilatory manoeuvres
and fraudulent schemes of South Africa aimed
at frustrating the legitimate struggle of the Na-
mibian people for independence.

Calls upon the Council to initiate due procedures
in conformity with the provisions of the reso-
lution.

Emphasizes that the Council should consider
holding periodic meetings in specific cases to
consider and review outstanding problems and
crises; and reiterates the need for the Council
to ensure the effective implementation of its
decisions in compliance with relevant provi-
sions of the Charter.

Reference in a
request for a meeting
or in a Security
Council resolution

None

None

None

None

None

None
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General Assembly
resolution

40/161 D
16 December 1985

S-14/1
20 September 1986

41/8
23 October 1986

41/35 B, F and H
10 November 1986

41/38
20 November 1986

41/39 A and B
20 November 1986

Subject of recommendatron

Report of the Special Committee
to Investigate Israeli Practices
Affecting the Human Rights of
the Population of the Occupied
Territories

Question of Namibia

Cooperation between the United
Nations and the Organization of
African Unity

Policies of apartheid of the Gov-
ernment of South Africa

Declaration of the Assembly of
Heads of State and Government
of the Organization of African
Unity on the aerial and naval
military attack against the So-
cialist People’s Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya by the present
United States Administration in
April 1986

Question of Namibia

Recommendation

Requests the Council to ensure Israel’s respect

for and compliance with all the provisions of
the Geneva Convention of 1949 in the Pales-
tinian and other occupied Arab territories, in-
cluding Jerusalem, and to initiate measures to
halt Israeli policies and practices in those ter-
ritories.

Urges the Council to exercise its authority with

regard to implementation of its resolutions 385
(1976), 435 (1978), 532 (1983), 539 (1983)
and 566 (1985) and to act decisively against
any dilatory manoeuvres and fraudulent
schemes of South Africa in Namibia through
the adoption of comprehensive mandatory
sanctions under Chapter VIl of the Charter;
and calls upon the Council to convene ur-
gently to take action for the immediate and un-
conditional implementation of the United
Nations plan for the independence of Namibia
endorsed by its resolution 435 (1978).

Calls upon, inter alia, the Council to continue to

associate closely the Organization of African
Unity with all its work concerning Africa.

Calls upon the Council urgently to take action

under Chapter V1l of the Charter with a view
to applying comprehensive and mandatory
sanctions against South Africa and urges the
Council to adopt measures to strengthen the
mandatory arms embargo adopted by its reso-
lution 418 (1977); to take action urgently to
impose a mandatory embargo on the supply
and shipping of oil and petroleum products to
South Africa; to take steps for the strict imple-
mentation of the mandatory arms embargo in-
stituted by its resolution 418 (1977) and of the
arms embargo requested in its resolution 558
(1984); and to secure an end to military and
nuclear cooperation with South Africa and the
import of military equipment or supplies from
South Africa.

Requests the Council to remain seized of the

matter.

Urges the Council to act decisively in fulfilment

of the direct responsibility of the United Na-
tions over Namibia and to take, without fusr-
ther delay, appropriate action to ensure that
the United Nations plan, as embodied in Coun-
cil resolution 435 (1978), is not undermined or
modified in any way and that it is fully re-
spected and implemented; strongly urges the
Council to act decisively against any dilatory
manoeuvres and fraudulent schemes of South
Africa aimed at frustrating the legitimate
struggle of the Namibian people for self-
determination and national liberation; calls
upon the Council to declare categorically that
Walvis Bay is an integral part of Namibia and
should not be left for negotiation between an
independent Namibia and South Africa; calls
upon the Council to adopt the necessary meas-
ures to tighten the arms embargo imposed

Reference in a
request for a meeting
or in a Security
Council resolution

None

None

None

None

None

None
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Reference in a
request for a meeting
or in a Security
General Assembly Council resolution
resolution Subject of recommendation Recommendation

against South Africa under its resolution 418
(1977), to ensure strict compliance with the
embargo by all States and to implement, as a
matter of urgency, the recommendations con-
tained in the report of its Committee estab-
lished under resolution 421 (1977); strongly
urges the Council to impose comprehensive
and mandatory sanctions against South Africa
under Chapter VII of the Charter; and requests
the Council to meet urgently in order to exer-
cise its authority with regard to Namibia and
to undertake decisive action in fulfilment of
the direct responsibility of the United Nations
over Namibia, and to take, without further de-
lay, appropriate steps to ensure that its resolu-
tions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978) are imple-
mented without preconditions.

41/43 A and D Question of Palestine Draws the attention of the Council to the fact that None

2 December 1986 action on the recommendations of the Com-
mittee on the Inalienable Rights of the Pales-
tinian People is still awaited; reaffirms its en-
dorsement of the call for convening an
international peace conference on the Middle
East in conformity with Assembly resolution
38/58 C; endorses the call for setting up a pre-
paratory committee, within the framework of
the Council, to take the necessary action
to convene the conference; and requests the
Secretary-General, in consultation with the
Council, to continue his efforts with a view to
convening the conference.

41/55 B Implementation of the Declaration Requests the Council to conclude expeditiously None
3 December 1986 on the Denuclearization of Africa its consideration of the recommendations of its
Committee established by resolution 421
(1977), with a view to blocking existing loop-
holes in the arms embargo against South Af-
rica and prohibiting, in particular, all forms of
cooperation and collaboration with South Af-
rica in the nuclear field.

41/63 D Report of the Special Committee to Requests the Council to ensure Israel’s respect None
3 December 1986 Investigate Israeli Practices Af- for and compliance with all the provisions of
fecting the Human Rights of the the Geneva Convention of 1949 in the Pales-
Population of the Occupied Ter- tinian and other occupied Arab territories, in-
ritories cluding Jerusalem, and to initiate measures to
halt Israeli policies and practices in those ter-

ritories.

41/90 Review of the Implementation of  Stresses that there is an urgent need to enhance None
4 December 1986 the Declaration on the Strength- the effectiveness of the Council in discharging
ening of International Security its principal role of maintaining international

peace and security and to enhance the author-
ity and enforcement capacity of the Council in
accordance with the Charter; emphasizes that
the Council should consider holding periodic
meetings in specific cases to consider and re-
view outstanding problems and crises; and re-
iterates the need for the Council to ensure the
cffective implementation of its decisions in
compliance with the Charter.

41/9) Need for result-oriented political Stresses the necessity for the members of the None
4 December 1986 dialogue to improve the interna- Council to take appropriate and effective
tional situation measures in carrying out their primary respon-

sibility for the maintenance of international
peace and security in accordance with the
Charter.
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General Assembly
resolution

41/93
4 December 1986

41/95
4 December 1986

41/162 A
4 December 1986

42/9
28 October 1987

42/14 A and B
6 November 1987

Subject of recommendation

Israeli nuclear armament

Adverse consequences for the en-
joyment of human rights of po-
litical, military, economic and
other forms of assistance given
to the racist and colonialist re-
gime of South Africa

The situation in the Middle East

Cooperation between the United
Nations and the Organization of
African Unity

Question of Namibia

Recommendation

Requests the Council to take urgent and effective
measures to ensure that Israel complies with
its resolution 487 (1981) and places all its nu-
clear facilities under International Atomic En-
ergy Agency safeguards, and reiterates its re-
quest to the Council to investigate Israel’s
nuclear activities and the collaboration of
other States, parties and institutions in the nu-
clear field.

Requests the Council urgently to consider the
imposition of comprehensive and mandatory
sanctions under Chapter VII of the Charter
against South Africa, in particular, the prohi-
bition of all technological assistance or col-
laboration in the manufacture of arms and
military supplies in South Africa, the cessa-
tion of all collaboration in the nuclear field,
the prohibition of a!l loans to, and all invest-
ments in, South Africa and the cessation of
any trade with South Africa, and an embargo
on the supply of petroleum, petroleum prod-
ucts and other strategic goods to South Africa.

Reaffirms its call for the convening of an inter-
national peace conference on the Middle East
and endorses the call for setting up a prepara-
tory committee, within the framework of the
Council, to take the necessary action to con-
vene the conference.

Calls upon the Council to continue to associate
closely the Organization of African Unity with
all its activities concerning Africa.

Calls upon the Council to declare categorically
that Walvis Bay is an integral part of Namibia
and should not be left for negotiation between
an independent Namibia and South Africa;
urges the Council to act decisively in fulfil-
ment of the direct responsibility of the United
Nations over Namibia and to take, without fur-
ther delay, appropriate action to ensure that
the United Nations plan is not undermined or
modified in any way and that it is fully re-
spected and implemented; strongly urges the
Council to act decisively against any dilatory
manoeuvres and fraudulent schemes of South
Africa aimed at frustrating the legitimate
struggle of the Namibian people for self-
determination and national liberation; calls
upon the Council to adopt the necessary meas-
ures to tighten the arms embargo imposed
against South Africa under its resolution 418
(1977) and to ensure strict compliance with
the embargo by all States and to implement,
as a matter of urgency, the recommendations
contained in the report of its Committee estab-
lished in pursuance of resolution 421 (1977),
strongly urges the Council to impose compre-
hensive and mandatory sanctions against
South Africaunder Chapter VIl of the Charter;
stresses the responsibility of the Council con-
cerning the implementation of its resolutions
on the situation in Namibia; urgently requests
the Council to set a date not later than 31 De-
cember 1987 for commencement of the imple-
mentation of its resolution 435 (1978) and
to commit itself to applying the relevant
provisions of the Charter, including com-
prehensive and mandatory sanctions under
Chapter VII, in the event South Africa contin-
ues to defy the Council; urges the Council to

Reference in a
request for a meeting
or in a Security
Council resolution

None

None

None

None

None
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Reference in a
request for a meeting
or in a Security
General Assembly Council resolution
resolution Subject of recommendation Recommendation

undertake forthwith consultations for the com-
position and emplacement of the United Na-
tions Transition Assistance Group in Namibia;
requests the Secretary-General to undertake
consultations with members of the Council
with a view to securing a firm commitment on
the unconditional and speedy implementation
of Council resolution 435 (1978); and urges
the three Western permanent members to take
into account their particular responsibility to
ensure its unimpeded implementation.

42/22 Declaration on the Enhancement of ~ Declares that the fact-finding capacity of the None
18 November 1987 the Effectiveness of the Princi- Council should be enhanced on an ad hoc basis
ple of Refraining from the in accordance with the Charter and that the As-
Threat or Use of Force in Inter- sembly and Council should consider making
national Relations use of the provisions of the Charter concerning

the possibility of requesting the International
Court of Justice to give an advisory opinion on
any legal question.
42/23 Cand F Policies of apartheid of the Decides that the imposition of comprehensive None

20 November 1987 Government of South Africa and mandatory sanctions by the Council under
Chapter VII of the Charter would be the most
appropriate, effective and peaceful means to
bring apartheid to an end; urgently requests the
Council to take immediate action under Chap-
ter VII of the Charter with a view to applying
comprehensive and mandatory sanctions
against South Africa; urges the Council to
strengthen the mandatory arms embargo im-
posed by its resolutions 418 (1977) and 558
(1984), to take steps for their strict implemen-
tation and to secure an end to military and nu-
clear cooperation with South Africa and the
import of military equipment or supplies from
South Africa; and urges the Council to take ac-
tion without further delay to impose a manda-
tory embargo on the supply and shipping of oil
and petroleum products to South Africa as
well as the supply of related equipment and

technology.

42/28 Establishment of a nuclear-weapon- Invites all countries of the region, pending estab- None
30 November 1987 free zone in the region of the lishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the
Middle East Middle East, to deposit declarations in support
of establishing such a zone with the Council.

42/39 A Review and implementation of the  Calls upon the Council to contribute to estab- None
30 November 1987 Concluding Document of the lishing and maintaining international peace
Twelfth Special Session of the and security with the least possible diversion
General Assembly of world human and economic resources to ar-

mament, and to take the necessary steps for the
effective implementation of Article 26 of the
Charter, and recommends that the Council
consider the question of establishing, under
Article 29 of the Charter, such subsidiary bod-
ies as it deems necessary for the performance
of its functions to facilitate a solution to dis-
armament issues.

42/44 Israeli nuclear armament Requests the Council to take urgent and effective None
30 November 1987 measures to ensure that Israel complies with
its resolution 487 (1981).
42/66 A Question of Palestine Draws the attention of the Council to the fact that None
2 December 1987 action on the recommendations of the Com-

mittee on the Inalienable Rights of the Pales-
tinian People is still awaited; reaffirms its en-
dorsement for convening an international
peace conference on the Middle East; reiter-
ates its endorsement of the call for setting up
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General Assembly
resolution

42/92
7 December 1987

42/93
7 December 1987

42/160 D
8 December 1987

42/209 A and B

11 December 1987

43/12
25 October 1988

43/13
26 October 1988

43/21
3 November 1988

43/50 B, J and K
5 December 1988

Subject of recommendation

Review of the implementation of
the Declaration on the Strength-
ening of International Security

Comprehensive system of interna-
tional peace and security

Report of the Special Committee
to Investigate Israeli Practices
Affecting the Human Rights of
the Population of the Occupied
Territories

The situation in the Middle East

Cooperation between the United
Nations and the Organization of
African Unity

Pretoria’s racial “municipal elec-
tions”

The uprising (intifadah) of the Pal-
estinian people

Policies of apartheid of the
Government of South Africa

Recommendation

a preparatory committee, within the frame-
work of the Council, to take the necessary ac-
tion to convene the conference; and requests
the Secretary-General, in consultation with the
Council, to continue his efforts with a view to
convening the conference.

Stresses that there is an urgent need to enhance
the effectiveness of the Council in discharging
its principal role of maintaining international
peace and security and to enhance the author-
ity and enforcement capacity of the Council in
accordance with the Charter; emphasizes that
the Council should consider holding periodic
meetings in specific cases to consider and re-
view outstanding problems and crises; and re-
iterates the need for the Council to ensure the
effective implementation of its decisions in
compliance with relevant provisions of the
Charter.

Cails upon States and United Nations organs,
within their mandate and in accordance with
relevant provisions of the Charter, to utilize
fully the existing means of peaceful settlement
of international disputes and conflicts through
negotiation, inquiry, mediation, conctiliation,
arbitration, judicial settlement, resort to re-
gional agencies or arrangements, the use of
good offices or other means of their own free
choice.

Requests the Council to ensure Israel’s respect
for and compliance with all the provisions of
the Geneva Convention of 1949 in the Pales-
tinian and other occupied Arab territories, in-
cluding Jerusalem, and to initiate measures to
halt Israeli policies and practices in those ter-
ritories.

Reaffirms its call for convening an international
peace conference on the Middle East; en-
dorses the call for setting up a preparatory
committee, within the framework of the Coun-
cil, to take the necessary action to convene
the conference; and requests the Secretary-
General, in consultation with the Council, to
continue his efforts with a view to convening
the conference.

Calis upon the Council to continue to associate
closely the Organization of African Unity with
all its activities concerning Africa.

Requests the Council, as a matter of urgency, to
consider the serious implications of the so-
called “municipal elections” and to take all
necessary measures, in accordance with the
Charter, to avert further aggravation of tension
and conflict in South Africa and in southern
Africa.

Urges the Council to consider the current situ-
ation in the occupied Palestinian territories,
taking into account the recommendations con-
tained in the report of the Secretary-General.

Urges the Counci! to consider immediate steps
to ensure the scrupulous and full implementa-
tion of the arms embargo imposed by its reso-
lution 418 (1977) and its effective monitoring;
decides that the imposition of comprehensive
and mandatory sanctions by the Council under
Chapter VII of the Charter would be the most
appropriate, effective and peaceful means to

Reference in a
request for a meeting
or in a Security
Council resolution

None

None

None

None

None

None

None

None
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General Assembly
resolution

43/51
5 December 1988

Subject of recommendation

Declaration on the Prevention and
Removal of Disputes and Situ-
ations Which May Threaten In-
ternational Peace and Security
and on the Role of the United
Nations in this Field

Recommendation

bring apartheid to an end; urgently requests
the Council to consider immediate action un-
der Chapter V11 of the Charter with a view to
applying comprehensive and mandatory sanc-
tions against South Africa; urges the Council
to strengthen the mandatory arms embargo im-
posed by its resolutions 418 (1977) and 558
(1984) in order to bring to an end the contin-
ued violations of the arms embargo; urges the
Council to take action without further delay to
impose a mandatory embargo on the supply
and shipping of oil and petroleum products to
South Africa as well as related equipment,
technology, financing and investment: and
urges the Council to secure an end to military
and nuclear cooperation with South Africa and
the import of military equipment or supplies
from South Africa.

Declares that any State party to a dispute or di-

rectly concerned with a situation, particularly
if it intends to request a Council meeting,
should approach the Council, directly or indi-
rectly, at an early stage and, if appropriate, on
a confidential basis; that the Council should
consider holding from time to time meetings,
including at a high level with the participation,
in particular, of Ministers for Foreign Affairs,
or consultations to review the international
situation and search for effective ways of im-
proving it; that the Council should consider
making use of the various means at its dis-
posal, including the appointment of the Secretary-
General as rapporteur for a specified ques-
tion; that when a particular dispute or
situation is brought to the attention of the
Council without a meeting being requested,
the Council should consider holding consult-
ations with a view to examining the facts of
the dispute or situation and keeping it under
review; that in such consultations, considera-
tion should be given to employing such infor-
mal methods as the Council deems appropri-
ate, including confidential contacts by its
President; that in such consultations the Coun-
cil should consider, inter alia. reminding the
States concerned to respect their obligations
under the Charter, making an appeal to the
States concerned to refrain from any action
which might give rise to a dispute or lead to
the deterioration of the dispute or situation, or
making an appeal to the States concerned to
take action which might help to remove, or
to prevent the continuation or deterioration
of, the dispute or situation; that the Council
should consider sending, at an early stage,
fact-finding or good offices missions or estab-
lishing appropriate forms of a United Nations
presence, encouraging and, where appropriate,
endorsing efforts at the regional level by the
States concerned or by regional arrangements
or agencies to prevent or remove a dispute or
situation in the region concerned or recom-
mending to the States directly concerned ap-
propriate procedures or methods of settlement
of disputes or adjustment of situations. and
such terms of settlement as it deems appropri-
ate; and that the Council, if it is appropriate
for promoting the prevention and removal of
disputes or situations, should, at an early

Reference in a
request for a meeting
or in a Security
Council resolution

None
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Reference in a
request for a meeting
or in a Security
General Assembly Council resolution
resolution Subject of recommendation Recommendation

stage, consider making use of the provisions
of the Charter conceming the possibility of re-
questing the International Court of Justice to
give an advisory opinion on any legal ques-

tion.
43/54 A The situation in the Middle East Reaffirms its call for convening an international None
6 December 1988 peace conference on the Middle East and en-

dorses the call for setting up a preparatory
committee, within the framework of the Coun-
cil, to take the necessary action to convene the

conference.
43/571 United Nations Relief and Works Urges the Council to consider the current situ- None
6 December 1988 Agency for Palestine Refugees ation in the occupied Palestinian territory, tak-
in the Near East ing into account the recommendations con-
tained in the report of the Secretary-General.
43/58 A Report of the Special Committee to Requests the Council to ensure Israel’s respect None
6 December 1988 Investigate Israeli Practices Af- for and compliance with all the provisions of
fecting the Human Rights of the the Geneva Convention of 1949 in the Pales-
Population of the Occupied Ter- tinian and other occupied Arab territories, in-
ritories cluding Jerusalem, and to initiate measures to

halt Israeli policies and practices in those ter-
ritories; and urges the Council to consider the
current situation in the Palestinian territory oc-
cupied by Israel since 1967 with a view to se-
curing intemational protection for the defence-
less Palestinian people until the withdrawal of

Israel.
43/76 A Review and implementation of the Calls upon the Council to take the necessary None
7 December 1988 Concluding Document of the steps for the effective implementation of Arti-
Twelfth Special Session of the cle 26 of the Charter with a view to enhancing
General Assembly the central role of the United Nations in facili-

tating solutions to the issues of arms limita-
tion, primarily in the nuclear field, and disarm-
ament, as well as the strengthening of
international peace and security; and recom-
mends that the Council consider the question
of establishing, under Article 29 of the Char-
ter, such subsidiary bodies as it deems neces-
sary for the performance of its functions to fa-
cilitate a solution to disarmament issues.

43/80 Israeli nuclear armament Requests the Council to take urgent and effective None
7 December 1988 measures to ensure that Israel complies with
its resolution 487 (1981).
43/88 Review of the implementation of  Stresses that there is a need further to enhance None
7 December 1988 the Declaration on the Strength- the effectiveness of the Council in discharging
ening of International Security its principal role of maintaining international

peace and security and to enhance the author-
ity and enforcement capacity of the Council in
accordance with the Charter, and reiterates the
need for the Council to ensure the effective
implementation of its decisions in compliance
with the relevant provisions of the Charter.

43/92 Adverse consequences for the en- Requests the Council urgently to consider the None
8 December 1988 joyment of human rights of po- imposition of comprehensive and mandatory
litical, military, economic and sanctions under Chapter VII of the Charter
other forms of assistance given against South Africa, in particular the prohibi-
to the racist and colonialist re- tion of all technological assistance or collabo-
gime of South Africa ration in the manufacture of arms and military

supplies in South Africa; the cessation of all
collaboration with South Africa in the nuclear
field; the prohibition of all loans to, and in-
vestments in, South Africa and the cessation
of any trade with South Africa; and an em-
bargo on the supply of petroleum, petroleum
products and other strategic goods to South
Africa.
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43/175 A Question of Palestine Draws the attention of the Council to the fact that None
15 December 1988 action on the recommendations of the Com-

mittee on the Inalienable Rights of the Pales-
tinian People is still awaited.

43/176 Question of Palestine Requests the Council to consider measures None
1S December 1988 needed to convene an international peace con-
ference on the Middle East, including estab-
lishment of a preparatory committee, and to
consider guarantees for security measures
agreed upon by the conference for all States in
the region.

H. REPORTS OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL TO THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

Article 15, paragraph 1, of the Charter

““The General Assembly shall receive and consider annual and special reports from
the Security Council; these reports shall include an account of the measures that the
Security Council has decided upon or taken to maintain international peace and secu-
rity.”’

Article 24, paragraph 3, of the Charter

“The Security Council shall submit annual and, when necessary, special reports to
the General Assembly for its consideration.”

NOTE

In accordance with Article 24, paragraph 3, the Security Council continued during
the period under review to submit annual reports to the General Assembly.’> During the
same period, no special reports were transmitted by the Council to the Assembly. During
the period covered by this Supplement, no recommendations on applications for mem-
bership pursuant to paragraph 2 of rule 60 of the provisional rules of procedure or reports
concerning the question of admission of a new Member in accordance with paragraph
3 of rule 60 of its provisional rules of procedure were transmitted by the Council to the
Assembly.

On 29 January 1985, the President of the Council issued a note regarding the format
of the annual report of the Council to the Assembly submitted in accordance with Article
24, paragraph 3, of the Charter.?* The note stated that at its 2566th meeting, of that same
date, the Council had agreed, in keeping with a December 1974 decision®* to make its
report shorter and more concise without changing its basic structure, to discontinue the
practice of summarizing documents addressed to the President of the Council or to the
Secretary-General and circulated as official documents of the Council and instead simply
to indicate the subject matter of those documents which related to the procedure of the
Council.

At the 2690th meeting, on 13 June 1986, before adjourning the meeting,** the Presi-
dent of the Council stated that as the Council approached the end of the period from 16
June 1985 to 15 June 1986 to be covered in the report of the Security Council submitted
to the General Assembly in accordance with Article 24, paragraph 3, of the Charter, it
had been agreed that he should place on record that, since 16 June 1985, the members
of the Council had been engaged in consultations of the whole in connection with the
issues raised in the annual reports of the Secretary-General on the work of the Organi-
zation presented to the thirty-seventh, thirty-eighth, thirty-ninth and fortieth sessions of

32Annual reports were approved by the Council at the following meetings held in private: 40th
report, 2566th meeting, 29 January 1985; 41st report, 2627th meeting, 15 November 1985; 42nd
report, 2720th meeting, 12 November 1986; 43rd report, 2668th meeting, 25 November 1987; and
44th report, 2829th meeting, 8 November 1988.

338/16913, Resolutions and Decisions of the Security Council, 1985, part 11, p. 27.

345/11586, OR, 29th yr., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1974.

35The agenda for the meeting was: ‘“The question of South Africa’.
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the Assembly, during which members had explored possible ways and means of enhanc-
ing the effectiveness of the Council in accordance with the powers entrusted to it under
the Charter. Those consultations were being pursued informally.

Similarly, at the 2749th meeting, on 12 June 1987, before adjourning the meeting,¢
the President of the Council stated that as the Council approached the end of the period
from 16 June 1986 to 15 July 1987 to be covered in the report of the Security Council
submitted to the General Assembly in accordance with Article 24, paragraph 3, of the
Charter, it had been agreed that he should place on record that, since 16 June 1986, the
members of the Council had been engaged in consultations of the whole in connection
with the issues raised in the annual reports of the Secretary-General on the work of the
Organization presented to the thirty-seventh, thirty-eighth, thirty-ninth and fortieth ses-
sions of the Assembly, during which members had explored possible ways and means
of enhancing the effectiveness of the Council in accordance with the powers entrusted
to it under the Charter. Those consultations were being pursued informally.

36The agenda for the meeting was: “The situation in Cyprus”.
**Part 11

**RELATIONS WITH THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COUNCIL

Part 111

RELATIONS WITH THE TRUSTEESHIP COUNCIL

**A. PROCEDURE UNDER ARTICLE 83, PARAGRAPH 3,
IN APPLICATION OF ARTICLES 87 AND 88 OF THE
CHARTER WITH REGARD TO STRATEGIC AREAS
UNDER TRUSTEESHIP

B. TRANSMISSION TO THE SECURITY COUNCIL BY THE

TRUSTEESHIP COUNCIL OF QUESTIONNAIRES AND
REPORTS

During the period under review no questionnaires were
transmitted to the Security Council by the Trusteeship
Council. The report of the latter body on the exercise of
its functions in respect of the strategic areas under trustee-
ship, therefore, continued to be based on the revised ques-
tionnaires transmitted to the Security Council on 24 July
1953, as further amended on 7 July 1961.%’

3MT/1010/Rev. 1.

Between 1 January 1985 and 31 December 1988, the
Secretary-General transmitted to the Council the following
reports of the Trusteeship Council on the Trust Territory
of the Pacific Islands, which continued to be the only Ter-
ritory designated a strategic area:

(a) Thirty-seventh report, covering the period from 19
July 1984 to 11 July 1985;%

(b) Thirty-eighth report, covering the period from 12
July 1985 to 30 June 1986;*

(¢) Thirty-ninth report, covering the period from 1 July
1986 to 16 December 1987;%

(d) Fortieth report, covering the period from 17 De-
cember 1987 to 19 July 1988.4

385/17334, OR, 40th yr., Special Supplement No. 1.
395/18238, OR, 415t yr., Special Supplement No. 1.
405/19596, OR, 42nd yr., Special Supplement No. 1.
413/20168, OR, 43rd yr., Special Supplement No. 1.

Part IV

RELATIONS WITH THE INTERNATIONAL COURT OF JUSTICE

Article 94 of the Charter

“1. Each Member of the United Nations undertakes to
comply with the decision of the Intemational Court of Jus-
tice in any case to which it is a party.

“2. If any party to a case fails to perform the obliga-
tions incumbent upon it under a judgment rendered by the
Court, the other party may have recourse to the Security
Council, which may, if it deems necessary, make recom-

mendations or decide upon measures to be taken to give
effect to the judgment.”

Article 96 of the Charter

“l. The General Assembly or the Security Council
may request the Intenational Court of Justice to give an
advisory opinion on any legal question.

“2. Other organs of the United Nations and specialized
agencies, which may at any time be so authorized by the
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General Assembly, may also request advisory opinions of
the Court on legal questions arising within the scope of
their activities.”

STATUTE OF THE INTERNATIONAL COURT OF JUSTICE
Article 35, paragraphs | and 2, of the Statute

“1. The Court shall be open to the States parties to the
present Statute.

2. The conditions under which the Court shall be
open to other States shall, subject to the special provisions
contained in treaties in force, be laid down by the Security
Council, but in no case shall such conditions place the par-
ties in a position of inequality before the Court.”

Article 41 of the Statute

“1. The Court shall have the power to indicate, if it
considers that circumstances so require, any provisional
measures which ought to be taken to preserve the respec-
tive rights of either party.

“2. Pending the final decision, notice of the measures
suggested shall forthwith be given to the parties and to the
Security Council.”

CASE 8

On 9 April 1984, Nicaragua lodged a case with the In-
ternational Court of Justice against the United States of
America. The Court handed down a preliminary order on
10 May 1985.42 No explicit request was made to the Secu-
rity Council under Article 94, paragraph 2, seeking meas-
ures to give effect to the Preliminary Order. However, the
preliminary order was referred to by a number of countries
at the 2633rd, 2634th and 2636th meetings of the Council
under the agenda item entitled, ‘‘Letter dated 6 December
1985 from the Chargé d’affaires a.i. of the Permanent Mis-
sion of Nicaragua to the United Nations addressed to the
President of the Security Council.”** At the 2633rd meet-
ing, on 10 December 1985, the representative of Nicaragua
asserted that the act of supplying of SAM-7 missiles to
Contra forces by the United States of America confirmed,
inter alia, that Government’s disdain for the 10 May deci-
sion of the International Court of Justice ordering the
United States to cease its aggression against Nicaragua and
explained the reasons for the United States’ decision to re-
ject the binding jurisdiction of the Court. At the same meet-
ing, the representative of the United States remarked that
of the 15 judges on the International Court of Justice, 10
of the countries to which those judges belonged rejected
the compulsory authority of the Court.

The representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics, speaking at the 2634th meeting of the Council, on
11 December 1985, under the same agenda item, referred
to illegal acts being carried out by the United States against
Nicaragua and observed in that context that the Interna-
tional Court of Justice had demanded the cessation of such
actions. The representative of Viet Nam stated that esca-
lating acts of aggression by the United States against Nica-
ragua showed contempt for the 10 May 198S order of the

425/16564 and Case concerning Military and Paramilitary Ac-
tivities in and against Nicaragua (Nicaragua v. The United States
of America), Request for the Indication of Provisional Measures.
ICJ publication No. 499.

438/17671, OR, 40th yr., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1985.

Court. The representative of the Islamic Republic of Iran
observed that the United States had refrained from accept-
ing the jurisdiction of the International Court of Justice be-
cause it was not interested in resolving its differences with
Nicaragua and because it knew that in peaceful negotiations
its arguments would not sell in any market for any price.

Speaking at the 2636th meeting, on 12 December 1985,
under the same agenda item, the representative of Zim-
babwe voiced a warning to those whom an overabundance
of power had made arrogant in the face of world opinion
and the world’s highest court and remarked that it was
short-sighted for the beneficiaries of the current world or-
der to be the ones so enthusiastic about assailing some of
its most fundamental underpinnings, such as the World
Court. Speaking in right of reply, the representative of the
Islamic Republic of Iran repeated his earlier view as to why
the United States had not recognized the jurisdiction of the
International Court of Justice and asked whether, if the
United States could convince the authorities of the Court,
any one would think it would have stood idle and be beaten
because of that.

No draft resolution was put forward under the agenda
item.

CASE 9

By a special agreement of 16 September 1983, jointly
notified by the Governments of Burkina Faso and Mali to
the International Court of Justice on 20 October 1983, the
parties agreed to submit to a Chamber of the Court a dis-
pute concerning the delimitation of their common frontier.
By its order of 3 Apnl 1985, the Court decided to accede
to the request of the two Governments and formed a Cham-
ber to deal with the case of the Frontier Dispute (Burkina
Faso/Mali).

Following incidents in the border region in late 1985,
the Governments of Burkina Faso and Mali addressed par-
allel requests to the International Court of Justice, dated 30
December and 27 December 1985, respectively, for the in-
dication of provisional measures. By a letter dated 10 Janu-
ary 1986 addressed to the Secretary-General,** the Regis-
trar of the Court enclosed for transmittal to the Security
Council, with reference to Article 41, paragraph 2, of the
Statute of the Court, an official copy of an order indicating
provisional measures made that same date at a public hear-
ing by the Chamber of the Court.

CASE 10

On 27 June 1986, the International Court of Justice is-
sued its judgment on the case brought by Nicaragua against
the United States.** In the letter dated 27 June 1986 from
the Permanent Representative of Nicaragua to the United
Nations addressed to the President of the Security Coun-
cil,* no explicit request was made to the Security Council
under Article 94, paragraph 2, seeking measures to give
effect to the judgment of the International Court of Justice.
However, at the 2694th, 2695th and 2696th meetings of the
Council, on the agenda item, “‘Letter dated 27 June 1986

445/17776, OR, 41st yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March 1986.

45Military and Paramililary Activities in and against Nicaragua
(Nicaragua v. The United States of America), Merits, Judgment,
1.C.J. Reporis, 1986, p. 14.

465/18187, OR, 4Ist yr., Suppl. for April-June 1986.
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from the Permanent Representative of Nicaragua to the
United Nations addressed to the President of the Security
Council”,*> a number of speakers made reference to the
judgment.

Addressing the 2694th meeting, on 1 July 1986, the Min-
ister for Foreign Affairs of Nicaragua drew the Council’s
attention to two specific aspects of the judgment of the In-
ternational Court of Justice: firstly, the Court’s rejection of
the justification of collective self-defence maintained by
the United States in connection with military and paramili-
tary activities in and against Nicaragua and, secondly, the
Court’s finding that the United States, by acts cited in the
judgment, had acted in breach of its obligation under cus-
tomary international law not to intervene in the affairs of
another State. The Minister declared that the highest world
legal body had confirmed the illegality of the United
States’ interventionist policy.

Addressing the same meeting, the representative of the
United States pointed out that the 27 June 1986 opinion of
the International Court of Justice was long, and added that
although Nicaragua had asked the Council to reach conclu-
sions based on those opinions, no member of the Council
could yet have analysed or considered for itself the detailed
argument and counterargument released by the Court. The
speaker asserted that his Government’s own first reading
had identified serious questions about certain conclusions
of law stated by the Court. He stressed that the Court’s con-
clusions were in that case uniquely dependent on the evi-
dence and the facts and repeated that his Government did
not believe that the Court was equipped to deal with com-
plex facts and intelligence information that were not avail-
able to it. He cited instances where his Government be-
lieved there to be discrepancies between statements made
by Nicaragua to the Court and that country’s actual policies
and acts.

Also at the 2694th meeting, the representative of Vene-
zuela stated that the decision of the International Court of
Justice established that the principle of non-intervention
formed part of customary international law. For that and
other reasons, the delegation of Venezuela thought it re-
grettable that the United States had decided to persevere in
conduct that was undoubtedly contrary to international law
and could only contribute to increased tension in the area.

Speaking in right of reply, at the same meeting, the Min-
ister for Foreign Affairs of Nicaragua asserted that if the
representative of the United States really believed in the
truth of the wild accusations he put forward, he should
have persuaded his Government to defend and prove its
charges against Nicaragua in the [nternational Court of Jus-
tice instead of creating the sad and pitiful spectacle of run-
ning away from the Court. He added that the members of
the Court had decided unanimously that the Court was the
proper forum for an in-depth examination and analysis of
Nicaragua’s complaint against the United States and of the
United States Government’s defence. He further stated that
in what was the clearest and most categorical condemna-
tion in the Court’s history, it had found against the United
States’ systematic violation of the principles that it, as a
Member of the United Nations and a permanent member
of the Security Council, had committed itself to respect,
promote and defend.

At the 2695th meeting, on 2 July 1986, under the same
agenda item, the representative of the German Democratic
Republic stated that the International Court of Justice had

delivered a clear judgment. The Court had decided that the
United States had acted against Nicaragua in breach of its
obligations under customary international law in many and
serious cases. He added that rejection of the judgment and
decisions of the Court by no means changed the facts. The
representative found it noteworthy that the Court clearly
rejected the alleged assertion of need for a so-called col-
lective self-defence.

Speaking at the same meeting, the representative of Viet
Nam stated that the International Court of Justice, in its
ruling, had condemned the aid given by the United States
to the Nicaraguan Contras as running counter to interna-
tional law.

At the same meeting, the representative of the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics underlined that after compre-
hensive and detailed consideration, the International Court
of Justice had announced its decision, which stated directly
that by training, arming, equipping and financing the Con-
tra forces carrying out an armed struggle against Nicara-
gua, the United States was violating norms of international
law. He added that as the Court had indicated, Washing-
ton’s actions encouraged acts by counterrevolutionary
forces that violated the norms of humanitarian law. He
pointed out that the decision of the Court stressed that the
United States must immediately hait all such acts. At the
same meeting, the representative of Bulgaria made refer-
ence to the United States’ rejection and defiance of the de-
cision handed down by the International Court of Justice.

At the 2696th meeting, on 2 July 1986, the repre-
sentative of Australia noted that the International Court of
Justice had found that certain actions taken by the United
States against Nicaragua had contravened international
law. Australia remained committed to the observance of
international law and to the role of the International Court
of Justice in settling international disputes. The repre-
sentative of Democratic Yemen pointed to the decision of
the Court as the most recent evidence of the condemnation
by the international community of the United States’ policy
of state terrorism towards Nicaragua.

The representative of Cuba, after citing the decision of
the International Court of Justice, asserted that the illegal-
ity of the United States actions was now all the clearer. The
following speaker, the representative of Ghana, declared
that the authoritative and timely pronouncements of the In-
ternational Court of Justice were full and adequate testi-
mony to the misguided actions of the United States in vio-
lating principles of customary international law prohibiting
the use of force and interference in the domestic affairs of
other States and enjoining respect for the sovereign inde-
pendence of Nicaragua. He remarked that although the
Court might not have had all the facts in the case, it cer-
tainly was in possession of enough information to reach its
conclusions. In any case, he wondered why the United
States had not seriously considered cooperating with the
Court by making all pieces of information available to it.
It was only fitting that the Court had found the acts of kid-
napping, maiming and killing of innocent individuals per-
petrated by the so-called freedom-fighters to be violations
of international humanitarian law.

The representative of Mongolia indicated that the deci-
sion of the International Court of Justice, which rightly ac-
cused the United States of pursuing a criminal policy
against the Nicaraguan people, was another indication that
the world community justly considered the United States’
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actions a flagrant violation of the norms and principles of
international law and the provisions of the Charter.

Speaking in right of reply at the same meeting, the rep-
resentative of the United States asserted that his country
had availed itself of its right not to appear before the Court
because the Court had not had, and continued not to have,
jurisdiction or competence to deal with the crisis in Central
America. He characterized Nicaragua’s recourse to the In-
ternational Court of Justice as an abuse of the Court for
cynical political ends.

Also speaking in right of reply, the representative of
Nicaragua quoted various aspects of the judgment of the
International Court of Justice, including its conclusion that
it still remained to be proved that any aid to the insurgents
in El Salvador was imputable to the authorities of Nicara-
gua and that the actions of Nicaragua in El Salvador were
not legally tantamount to an armed attack by Nicaragua
upon that country.

No draft resolution was put before the Council under the
agenda item.

CASE 11

In a letter dated 22 July 1986*7 to the President of the
Security Council, the Permanent Representative of Nica-
ragua requested the convening of a meeting of the Security
Council “for the purpose of considering the dispute be-
tween the United States of America and Nicaragua, which
was the subject of the Judgment of the International Court
of Justice of 27 June 1986 and which threatens interna-
tional peace and security”.

At the 2700th meeting, on 29 July 1986, the President
of Nicaragua declared that when the International Court of
Justice handed down a ruling, it should be the responsibil-
ity of all States to support that decision. Not only were the
decisions of the 16 judges of the Court legally binding
upon the parties that appeared before them, they also con-
stituted statements and interpretations of the law that had
to be respected by all nations. Summarizing the judgment
of 27 June 1986, the President underlined that on each as-
pect the Court’s vote was virtually unanimous. After a
thorough and painstaking analysis, the Court had rejected
all of the arguments put forward by the United States to
justify its policy of intervention and use of force against
Nicaragua. In particular, the Court found the United
States’ argument that its actions against Nicaragua consti-
tuted collective self-defence to be groundless. The Presi-
dent pointed out that following the Court’s judgment the
situation in the Central American region had become fur-
ther aggravated and more difficult. The future of the inter-
national legal order and all it represented were now in the
Council’s hands. The President stated that he was con-
vinced that the Council would give its support so that the
Court would not be undermined, so that the fragile struc-
ture of international law would not suffer a mortal blow
but, on the contrary, be strengthened. Nicaragua was not
asking that anyone be condemned, but only for a declara-
tion of support for the Intemational Court of Justice and
for law in international relations.

The following speaker, the representative of El Salva-
dor, stated that it was difficult if not impossible to establish

475/18230, ibid., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1986.
485/18221, ibid.

limits in the apparently bilateral controversy being dis-
cussed in the Council and to separate it from the regional
problem involving interrelated, often inflexible factors and
forces. In that respect, he did not want to call into question
the good faith of the International Court of Justice in con-
sidering the case of military and paramilitary activities in
and against Nicaragua. However, he quoted a section from
the Court’s decision that indicated that the Court had de-
termined that until the early months of 1981 Nicaragua was
in fact aiding the guerrilla movement in El Salvador.

At the 2701st meeting, on 29 July, under the same
agenda item, the representative of the United States as-
serted that Nicaragua had now obtained a ruling from the
International Court of Justice that it was finding useful in
its propaganda war against the United States, but the
United States regretted that Nicaragua had sought to mis-
use the Court in that manner. The United States had said
from the beginning this case was inappropriate for judicial
resolution. The Court had been asked to address one small,
carefully selected part of the crisis in Central America. To
ask for the Court to solve that crisis did it a disservice, for
the only way to solve the crisis was through negotiations
involving all parties. The representative said that his Gov-
ernment believed that the Court had fundamentally misper-
ceived the situation in Central America. It was simply
wrong on many of its facts and its conception of relevant
international law was seriously flawed in important re-
spects. Noting that Nicaragua did not seem to have such
reservations, he queried whether that meant that the Nica-
raguan Government agreed with the Court that the demo-
cratic opposition in Nicaragua was an independent force
not controlled by the United States. He asked what would
now be the Sandinistas’ excuse for not negotiating with
their own people. He asked whether they would try to ignore
that part of the Court’s decision and accept only the portions
of the Court’s decision they liked. If so, this would reveal
that their touted commitment to the implementation of the
Court’s ruling was nothing more than the most cynical and
transparent effort to reap a propaganda coup.

The following speaker, the representative of India,
quoted from the communiqué of the Coordinating Bureau
of the Movement of the Non-Aligned Countries issued at
Headquarters the previous day, 28 June 1986, concerning
the situation in Central America in the light of the judg-
ment of the International Court of Justice. The Movement
recalled its earlier appeal to all States faithfully to respect
the commitments made to the Intermational Court of Jus-
tice, especially the acceptance of the Court’s compulsory
jurisdiction, and the requirement to fulfil its rulings and
judgments as regarded the case of Nicaragua. The Bureau
had made an urgent and strong appeal to the United States
to comply, strictly and immediately, with the judgment of
27 June 1986.

At the same meeting, the representative of Democratic
Yemen cited Chapter VI of the Charter concerning the pa-
cific settlement of disputes, in particular Article 33, para-
graph 1, and noted that based on that principle and on rele-
vant articles of the Statute of the Intenational Court of
Justice, Nicaragua had submitted its complaint to the Court
against the United States for its violation of the relevant
rules of international law for its acts of aggression against
Nicaragua. The speaker declared that it was well known
that the United States had yet to respond positively to the
rulings of the Court and rather had deliberately expanded
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its intervention in the internal affairs of Nicaragua. Nica-
ragua’s request for the Security Council to meet and the
presence of the Nicaraguan President had conferred upon
the Council the extremely important international duty of
comprehensively examining ways and means to put an end
to the persistent violation of international law by the
United States in its actions against Nicaragua. The Council
represented the aspirations of the international community
to maintain international peace and security and to work
towards gaining United States’ acceptance of the relevant
rulings of the International Court of Justice. Democratic
Yemen appealed to the Council to support Nicaragua in its
request to have the United States abide by the rulings of
the Court.

The following speaker, the representative of Czechoslo-
vakia, expressed his Government’s full support for the con-
vening of the Council on the matter before it because of
the serious nature of the situation and in view of the dis-
tribution of official documents of the International Court
of Justice. The voluminous documentation from the pro-
ceedings of the Court, as well as its judgment, gave evi-
dence of the extensive diversionist activities of the United
States against Nicaragua aimed at overthrowing that coun-
try’s Government and changing its social system. The rep-
resentative expressed his Government’s conviction that the
International Court of Justice would again consider the
question of compensation to Nicaragua and settle it in
Nicaragua’s favour. The representative stressed that the
Court had pointed out that an unqualified adherence to
practices similar to those being pursued by the United
States would result in damage to the fundamental princi-
ples of international law and thus in an absolute arbitrari-
ness in international relations. Czechoslovakia feared that
the events of 1986 year fully validated those concerns ex-
pressed by the Court. The Security Council faced an ex-
tremely difficult task, that of fulfilling its obligations, and
the Council’s attitude to the draft resolution concerning the
judgment of the International Court would determine
whether the Council would succeed in discharging that
task.

The representative of the Syrian Arab Republic pointed
out that the present complaint of Nicaragua was not limited
to the United States and Nicaragua, to the region of Central
America or to threats to peace and security in that region
alone, but moreover related to threats to the international
legal system and to the regime of international commit-
ments and conventions. The speaker noted that the United
States had rejected the decision of the International Court
of Justice and even denied the Court any jurisdiction to
consider the problems at issue. If the Council failed to put
an end to such a policy of force and arrogance, all civilized,
human values and international legal principles would be-
come extinct. The delegation of the Syrian Arab Republic
appealed to the Council to shoulder its responsibilities in
those difficult times, as defending the international legal
system was one of its most urgent tasks. He noted that al-
though it was Nicaragua that was directly affected by the
present case, in its complaint Nicaragua represented the as-
pirations of all States, in particular the small States. The
Council’s success in compelling the United States to abide
by the decision of the International Court of Justice would
be a success for the cause of defending the international
legal system. Should the Council fail, it would be an omi-
nous sign for the future.

Speaking in right of reply, the representative of Nicara-
gua charged that in the total absence of a legal, political or
moral basis to support its policy of aggression against
Nicaragua, the United States had attempted to divert the
international community’s attention and shirk its responsi-
bilities by falsely accusing Nicaragua of crimes and inap-
propriate, illegal activities at the international level. She
pointed out, however, that the same arguments made be-
fore the Council by the representative of the United States
had been submitted to the International Court of Justice by
his Government and the Court had issued a clear and cate-
gorical decision that brooked no doubt. Referring again to
the main points of the decision, the representative com-
mented that Nicaragua was sorry to see that it was the pol-
icy of the United States to avail itself selectively of inter-
national law by complying with it on some occasions and
not on others. She stressed that even now the United States
still had an opportunity to amend the situation and couid
still abide by the ruling of the Court by immediately ceas-
ing all military and paramilitary activities in and against
Nicaragua.

Continuing its consideration of the same agenda item, at
its 2702nd meeting, on 30 July 1986 the Council was ad-
dressed by the representative of Cuba. He stated that in ar-
riving at its decision, the International Court of Justice had
followed a painstaking, serious and well-balanced study,
but the United States had reacted with the utmost arro-
gance, in contravention of the traditional United States’ po-
sition of supporting the Court in the settlement of disputes
and in violation of the Convention that stipulates accep-
tance of the Court’s compulsory jurisdiction. Such disdain
for the Court’s judgment demonstrated once again that the
United States was the greatest violator of universally ac-
cepted norms of international law and of the principles of
the Charter of the United Nations. The entire fabric of in-
ternational law, so patiently woven over the course of so
many years, could come unravelled owing to the obdurate,
arrogant attitude of the United States. It was unacceptable
for any country, however powerful, to apply international
law at its convenience. The international community had
to give profound thought to those facts, whose conse-
quences could affect all for many years to come, and had
to struggle to make reason and justice prevail in that case.
It was his Government’s wish that the Council ask the
United States to accept the judgment of the Court and com-
ply with it.

At the same meeting, the representative of Viet Nam
stated that the judgment of the Intemmational Court of Jus-
tice was a sound one, not only because it was in favour of
Nicaragua and condemned United States acts of aggression
against that country, but also because it was impartial and
reflected the thinking of people with common sense. It was
deplorable, yet revealing, that the United States had ob-
jected to the Court’s proceedings on the ground that the
Court lacked jurisdiction to entertain the dispute and that
the United States had reserved its right in respect of any
decision by the Court regarding Nicaragua’s claims. The
speaker noted that under Article 36, paragraph 6, of its
Statute, it was up to the Court to determine whether any
dispute fell under its own jurisdiction and that its judgment
on the matter as to the merits was final and binding on the
parties under Articles 59 and 60 of the Statute. He added
that the absence of the United States from the Court’s pro-
ceedings was typical of a big nation’s arrogance, while its
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rejection of the judgment constituted a negative precedent
in international relations and a serious challenge to world
public opinion. The delegation of Viet Nam demanded that
the United States abide by the judgment of 27 June 1986.

The representative of the Lao People’s Democratic Re-
public stated that the 27 June 1986 judgment was of ex-
tremely important significance for the future of inter-
national peace and security. It was now up to the
international community, and in particular the Security
Council, to do everything in its power to put that judgment
into effect. Referring to the United States’ position con-
cerning the jurisdiction of the Court in the case, the speaker
asserted that the Court had been properly seized of the mat-
ter under Article 36, paragraph 2, of its Statute and article
24 of the Treaty of Friendship, Trade and Navigation
signed between the two parties. The reasons provided by
the Court, and which underlay its conduct throughout the
proceedings, seemed plausible to the Lao delegation in
view of the delicate problems posed by the preliminary ex-
ceptions connected with justiciability of the dispute. The
Court had very brilliantly demonstrated that its compe-
tence, since it already had been validly established during
the initial phases of the procedure, remained intact, unaf-
fected by subsequent decisions taken by the United States.
The Lao Government also believed that the question of de-
termining the applicable law—conventional international
law or general and customary international law—and its
application to the case had been properly and judiciously
settled by the Court. Given the accurate, incontrovertible
evidence gathered by the Nicaraguan team of jurists, it was
hardly surprising that the Court had finally and quite cor-
rectly acceded to the just demands of Nicaragua. The Court
had stressed the legal aspect of the case and had declared
decisively that the United States had been, and still was, in
violation of express Charter obligations and of duties in-
curred under treaties with respect to Nicaragua. The repre-
sentative asserted that it was now incumbent upon the
Council, pursuant to Article 94 of the Charter, to recom-
mend or take measures to give effect to the judgment to
the benefit of the winning party. He admitted that would
not be easy, in view of the fact that the party awarded
against or partially in default wielded the right of veto in
the Council, but the Council had the duty of persuading
that party to adopt a more conciliatory, more constructive
and more reasonable attitude towards Nicaragua. The party
awarded against could at least agree to desist forthwith and
to renounce in future all of the reprehensible, hostile acts
against Nicaragua listed in the judgment. That would ap-
pear to be consonant with the wish expressed by the Court
itself, which had unanimously recalled to both parties their
obligation to seek a solution to their disputes by peaceful
means in accordance with international law.

The representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics stated his delegation’s belief that the request by
Nicaragua to appear before the Council was completely
warranted and timely. The representative declared that the
judgment of the Court was a further corroboration of the
fact that in the present world, disputes could not be settled
and general security could not be achieved by means of a
policy of pressure and military adventures. He took note of
the communiqué issued by the Movement of Non-Aligned
Countries on 28 July and regretted that the United States
representative had rejected outright that very reasonable
appeal.

Addressing the 2702nd meeting in right of reply, the rep-
resentative of the United States noted that of the many
countries that had criticized the United States for its al-
leged failure to accept the judgment of the International
Court of Justice only one of them accepted the compulsory
jurisdiction of the Court, and that country had carefully ex-
cluded from its acceptance any possibility of being brought
before the Court on claims such as those now at issue.

Continuing consideration of the same agenda item at its
2703rd meeting, on 31 July 1986, the Council was ad-
dressed by the representative of Bulgaria, who said his
Government fully supported Nicaragua’s legitimate re-
quest for the convening of the Council in connection with
the judgment of the International Court of Justice. He as-
serted that Article 94 of the Charter provided Nicaragua
not only with political and legal grounds but also with pro-
cedural justification to have recourse to the Security Coun-
cil. The judgment of the Court clearly showed that, when
placed in juxtaposition with the tenets and norms of inter-
national law, the policy, plans and concrete actions of the
United States with regard to Nicaragua constituted viola-
tions and breaches of obligations under customary interna-
tional law.

At the same meeting, the representative of the Libyan
Arab Jamabhiriya stated that the United States’ claim of col-
lective self-defence had no legal or jurisdictional founda-
tion and had been refuted by the highest legal authority in
the world, which, in one of its most important judgments,
had emphasized its absolute rejection of the American
claim as a justification for United States military activities
against Nicaragua. However, despite that and other aspects
of the judgment, the United States persisted in acting as if
it were the world’s policeman, which explained why the
United States had rejected the judgment of the Court as
well as the Court’s compulsory jurisdiction. The question
of when the United States would heed Security Council
and General Assembly resolutions or comply with the
Court’s judgment was now raised before the Council.

The representative of the United Republic of Tanzania
expressed his delegation’s full concurrence with the state-
ment on this matter by the Coordinating Bureau of the
Movement of Non-Aligned Countries. He declared that his
delegation also agreed that the non-participation of the
United States, as well as its rejection of the judgment,
brought in an element of contempt for an organ of the
United Nations entrusted with the preservation of justice
in the world. There was a great danger that such a practice
could become a habit, which would be detrimental to the
purposes and principles of the Charter and could sound the
death knell for customary international law, on which in-
ternational relations depended. It was thus incumbent upon
the Security Council to request the United States to desist
from further attacks on Nicaragua and to stop the military
and economic blockade of Nicaragua. The International
Court of Justice had simplified the Security Council’s task
and it was now the duty of the Council to shoulder its re-
sponsibility by requesting the United States to uphold the
basic and primary principles of the Charter in the interest
of peace and security in the region. It would be fitting and
desirable for the Council to endorse the judgment of the
Court. The decision of the world legal body should not be
treated with contempt, which would be tantamount to ne-
gating the objectives of the organs the Member States
themselves had created under the Charter. The Court’s de-
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cision was based on empirical and irrefutable evidence, and
the Tanzanian delegation hoped that reason would prevail
on those who challenged the competence of the Court on
such an important matter as the one then before the Coun-
cil.

The following speaker, the representative of the
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, declared that there
could be no doubt about the validity of the judgment of
the Court. His delegation wanted to emphasize that vir-
tually all the decisions taken by the Court were adopted
by an overwhelming majority of votes, and that those
judges voting against certain decisions did not object in
substance to the items under consideration. Now the
United States was attempting to disregard the judgment
of the Court and the world community again was being
told that the Court did not have jurisdiction in the pre-
sent case. However, the Court had convincingly demon-
strated that it did indeed have jurisdiction in the matter.
By participating in the proceedings in the earlier stages,
when it was disputing the Court’s jurisdiction, the
United States was, in fact, recognizing the Court’s right
and jurisdiction in determining the admissibility of the
matter before it. One could not, however, acknowledge
the Court’s jurisdiction solely to take a decision on the
non-admissibility of a matter being brought before it and
then refuse to recognize its jurisdiction in the matter it-
self. The Court quite rightly pointed out that the non-
participation of a party in the proceedings at any stage
of the case could not, in any circumstances, affect the
validity of the Court’s judgment. The representative
stated that no matter what manoeuvres or loopholes were
resorted to by the United States in its attempt to divert the
Council’s attention from consideration of the substance of
the matter, namely, the Court’s judgment, and to turn the
discussion to the situation in Central America against the
background of East-West confrontation, it could not refute
the fact that United States policy with regard to Nicaragua
was aggressive in nature. The Council must support the
judgment of the International Court of Justice and call
upon all States to comply with the Court’s decisions.

The representative of Afghanistan declared that the con-
vening of the Council was justified not only by the dete-
rioration of the already tense situation in Central America,
but also by the fact that the United States, by disregarding
the judgment of the Court, was damaging the credibility of
that international legal institution and jeopardizing the very
survival of the norms and principles of international law.
Following a thorough consideration of the arguments put
forward and the legal aspects of the question, the Interna-
tional Court of Justice had handed down its judgment in
clear and unambiguous terms. The speaker asserted that the
clear judgment of the Court gave the Security Council
every reason to condemn in the most forceful terms the acts
of aggression committed by the United States against Nica-
ragua and to demand that an immediate end be put to all
types of intervention and interference in the internal affairs
of Nicaragua. His delegation hoped that the Council would
demand appropriate compensation for the human and ma-
terial losses inflicted upon Nicaragua. The Council had to
see to it that the United States listened to reason and com-
plied with the judgment of the Court.

The next speaker to address the Council was the repre-
sentative of Zimbabwe, who stated that the distinguishing
features of international law were the absence of an execu-

tive authority that could enforce the rule of law and the
relative nascence of the corpus of law governing State con-
duct in the field. For that reason, the violation of interna-
tional law on the part of a State was more dangerous and
debilitating to the system than the flouting of domestic law
by an individual. The international community was there-
fore fully justified in expressing serious alarm when any
State chose to place itself above the law. The representative
also noted that after the International Court of Justice had
issued provisional measures on 10 May 1984, the United
States had defiantly proceeded to carry out aggressive poli-
cies contrary to those measures. The representative asked
whether international law counted for nothing. He found it
amazing that a great Power and permanent member of the
Council should choose, in the pursuit of some narrow
short-term gain, to assail the legal underpinnings of an or-
der that had assured that State’s predominance in world af-
fairs and of which that State was one of the primary bene-
ficiaries. The Security Council was being asked to uphold
the rule of law by endorsing and supporting the ruling of
the International Court of Justice. The world community
could not talk of peace and security in a world where the
rule of law was not respected.

Speaking in right of reply, the representative of the Lib-
yan Arab Jamahiriya stated that the United States was in
the defendant’s dock vis-a-vis the international community
and the highest legal authority in the world. His delegation
had hoped that the representative of the United States
would say that his country recognized international law
and the judgment of the International Court of Justice and
would respect Security Council resolutions, instead of try-
ing to change the Council’s orientation and to use cheap
attacks before it. The time had come for the Council to pro-
nounce its judgement and to tell the aggressor that it had
committed aggression. He wondered what confidence
small nations such as his could have in the United Nations,
or in the International Court of Justice, after the demon-
stration of disrespect by the United States.

Continuing consideration of the agenda item at its
2704th meeting, on 31 July 1986, the Council heard the
representative of the Congo state that Nicaragua had re-
quested a Security Council meeting so that the Council
might draw the logical conclusion from the judgment of
the International Court of Justice. The speaker deemed it
particularly regrettable that selectivity had tainted the basic
principle of recognition of the Court’s jurisdiction on the
part of certain States. Expressing his country’s pleasure
that the Court had been seized of the matter and had passed
judgement upon it, the representative declared that the
opinion of the Congo was based on its choice in favour of
the processes of peaceful settlement of differences among
States as the means of preserving and promoting interna-
tional peace and security. The judgment handed down by
the Court, as well as the admissibility of the request intro-
duced by Nicaragua, constituted recognition of a genuine
legitimacy that it would be ill-advised to question. Indeed,
any reservation or selectivity could not but severely dam-
age the very structure of international law, which had vig-
our and credibility only to the extent that, as stipulated in
Article 94 of the Charter, each Member of the United Na-
tions undertook to comply with the decision of the Court
in any case to which it was a party. In keeping with that
principle, the Security Council was not passing judgement
on the Court’s judgment. The representative of the Congo
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was certain that the Council would find in the communiqué
1ssued by the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries, as well
as in the judgment of the Court, elements that could serve
to avoid the irreparable and ensure the overall conditions
so necessary for the guarantee of the region’s progress and
its independence.

At the same meeting, the representative of Ghana said
his delegation had no difficulty in applauding the eminent
judges for their clear and unambiguous decision regarding
fundamental principles of international law regulating the
conduct of inter-state relations. However, behind all this,
there was the crucial question of what the Security Council
should do. Although Ghana had no specific proposals at
that stage, it seemed to his delegation that the solemn duty
of the Council was to urge the two parties to resume a se-
rious political dialogue. The Council should urge all the
parties to seize upon the opportunity to work together to
find a fundamental solution to their differences, and the
speaker noted that the International Court of Justice itself
in its judgment had strongly urged a political dialogue as
the only sensible means of solving the problem.

The representative of Honduras stated that Nicaragua
was attempting to turn the highest judicial organ of the in-
ternational community into a political forum and also
wanted to transform the Council into a free propaganda ap-
paratus serving its own nefarious interests. The repre-
sentative of El Salvador repeated his country’s rejection of
the conclusions of the International Court of Justice on the
ground that the case considered by the Court did not refer
to Nicaragua’s relations with the rest of the countries of
Central America, nor to Nicaragua’s interference in the in-
ternal affairs of El Salvador. As had been argued by some
speakers, the conclusions of the Court had sprung solely
from an incomplete analysis and review of the situation.

The representative of Madagascar stated that, in his
view, the Council could only amplify the conclusions of
the Court, firstly, by denouncing as contrary to the princi-
ples of international law, as well as to the goals of the
Charter of the United Nations, any direct or indirect med-
dling or interference in Nicaragua’s internal affairs and any
resort to force in violation of its sovereignty and, secondly,
by breathing new life into the efforts of the Contadora
Group and the Support Group. In so doing, the Council
would satisfy Nicaragua’s legitimate request to make the
United States comply with the decision of the International
Court of Justice. The next speaker, the representative of
China, expressed the hope that the United States would re-
spect the ruling of the Court.

Speaking on behalf of the members of the Contadora and
Support Groups, the representative of Venezuela pointed
out that the principles of self-determination, non-interven-
tion, respect for the sovereignty and territorial integrity of
States, renunciation of the threat or use of force in relations
among States and the peaceful settlement of all interna-
tional disputes now, in accordance with the decision of the
International Court of Justice, represented norms of cus-
tomary international law. However, at the present time, the
members of the Contadora and Support Groups found it
more important to emphasize the appropnateness of dia-
logue between all the parties concerned and they therefore
urged all the States involved to lend their support to the
efforts being made within and outside the United Nations
to lessen tensions and resolve the conflict. It was necessary

for all States to share that interest in the real and effective
application of the international legal order.

The President then announced his understanding that the
Council was ready to proceed to the vote on the draft reso-
lution submitted by Congo, Ghana, Madagascar, Trinidad
and Tobago and the United Arab Emirates.*® The relevant
paragraphs of the draft resolution read as follows:

The Security Council,

Taking note of the Order of 10 May 1984 of the International Court
of Justice on the provisional measures of protection, its Judgment
of 26 November 1984 on the jurisdiction and admissibility of the
demand of 9 April 1984 presented by Nicaragua and the final
Judgment of the Court on ““Military and Paramilitary Activities in
and against Nicaragua (Nicaragua v. United States of America)’ of
27 June 1986,

Aware that, according to the Charter of the United Nations, the In-
ternational Court of Justice is the principal judicial organ of the United
Nations and that each Member undertakes to comply with the decision
of the Court in any case to which it is a party,

1. Reaffirms the role of the International Court of Justice as the
principal judicial organ of the United Nations and a means for peaceful
solution of disputes in the interest of international peace and security;

2. Makes an urgent and solemn call for full compliance with the
Judgment of the International Court of Justice of 27 June 1986 in the
case of **Military and Paramilitary Activities in and against Nicaragua
(Nicaragua v. United States of America)”’;

3. Recalls the obligation of all States to seek a solution to their
disputes by peaceful means in accordance with international law;

4. Calls upon all States to refrain from carrying out, supporting or
promoting political, economic or military actions of any kind against
any State of the region that might impede the peace objectives of the
Contadora Group;

5. Requests the Secretary-General to keep the Security Council in-
formed of the implementation of the present resolution.

Speaking before the vote, the representative of the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northemrn Ireland re-
ferred to the judgment of the International Court of Justice
as the one potential new element in the Council’s seem-
ingly endless debates, but he added that it was depressing
to find out that his was only the fourth country that ac-
cepted the compulsory jurisdiction of the Court. Noting
that there was significant dissent within the Court as to
some of its decisions in the matter, the speaker nonetheless
wished to reaffirm his Government’s support for the Court
and for the rules of intemnational law that it was the task of
the Court to uphold. His delegation would have liked the
draft resolution before the Council to have stressed that it
would be right that all Members of the Organization should
accept the compulsory jurisdiction of the International
Court of Justice. The United Kingdom did not accept the
formulation in the letter from Nicaragua that figured on the
Council’s agenda in that it laid primary stress not so much
on the judgment of the Court as on the dispute between the
United States and Nicaragua. In the view of his delegation,
it was a misrepresentation of the problem to define it sim-
ply as a dispute between those two countries. The problem
was political, and it was a political solution that had to be
found. The failure of the debate and the draft resolution to
address certain policies and acts by Nicaragua demon-
strated a lack of balance. As the one permanent member of
the Council that accepted the compulsory jurisdiction of
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the International Court of Justice, the United Kingdom
would have had no quarrel with a resolution taking note of
the Court’s judgment, and it had not been easy for the dele-
gation to decide how to vote on the draft resolution before
the Council. The Nicaraguan letter and the debate in the
Council had raised two issues—one legal and one politi-
cal—which for the United Kingdom tended to point to dif-
ferent conclusions as regards voting. That being so, and
because the delegation could not countenance anything
that suggested that the Central American problem was only
a bilateral United States—Nicaraguan question, the United
Kingdom would abstain.

The representative of Thailand stated that his delegation
had no difficulty with the general principles contained in
the Court’s judgment. However, with regard to the specific
issue as reflected in operative paragraph 2 of the draft reso-
lution, which his delegation felt was not entirely devoid of
political content, it regretted that it had no instructions,
owing to the fact that, subsequent to the national elections
held in Thailand recently, no government had yet been
formed. His delegation would therefore be obliged to ab-
stain.

The Council then proceeded to vote on the draft resolu-
tion, which received 11 votes to 1, with 3 abstentions. The
draft resolution was not adopted, owing to the negative
vote of a permanent member of the Council.

Speaking after the vote, the representative of France said
his delegation would have liked to vote in favour of a draft
resolution that had the unanimous support of the Council
for the effort undertaken by the Contadora and Support
groups. But the text on which the Council had just voted
contained certain objectionable elements relating in par-
ticular to the judgment of the International Court of Justice
with respect both to the role of the Court and to substance,
elements that could not receive unanimous agreement.
That was why his delegation had been led to abstain.

Speaking also after the vote, the representative of Den-
mark noted that his country was among those which ac-
cepted the compulsory jurisdiction of the International
Court of Justice. His delegation had, accordingly, voted in
favour of the draft resolution, even if it did have certain
reservations of an essentially legal character as regarded
operative paragraph 2. Indeed, to make an urgent call for
full compliance with the judgment at that time might be
said to be premature. It was the duty of the Council to deal
with a political crisis in all its aspects.

The representative of the United States, addressing the
Council after the vote, said that his Government had been
compelled to vote against the draft resolution for the sim-
ple reason that it could not, and would not, contribute to
the achievement of a peaceful and just settlement of the
situation in Central America within the framework of in-
ternational law and the Charter of the United Nations. That
question, and not the decision of the Court, was the real
issue before the Council. The draft resolution, presented in
guise of support for the 27 June 1986 judgment, contained
nothing to dispel Nicaragua’s wholly disingenuous and
self-serving characterization of the situation in Central
America. It was absolutely clear from various statements
by representatives of Nicaragua before the Council that
Nicaragua was not interested in an endorsement of the role
of international law and of the International Court of Jus-
tice for its own sake, but rather as something that the Nica-
raguan Government could wave about as a vindication of

Nicaragua’s actions and positions in respect of the conflict
in Central America. Council members had to be mindful
not only of what the draft resolution said on its face, but
also of how it would be exploited to the detriment of peace
and security in the region. Any doubt in that regard had
been dispelled by Nicaragua’s institution of proceedings in
the Court the previous week against both Honduras and
Costa Rica. By that action, Nicaragua had once again made
plain that its real goal was to remove yet another range of
issues from the Contadora framework so that those issues
couid be determined in a manner favourable to Nicaragua,
without imposing corresponding and reciprocal obliga-
tions on Nicaragua. There could be no doubt that Nicara-
gua had come to the Council with the same ends in mind.
The Council could have considered a draft resolution that
would have made a genuine contribution to a peaceful and
just settlement in Central America, and that would have
emphasized and called for the realization of all the inter-
related objectives of the Contadora process. The actual
draft resolution, by way of contrast, made no mention of
Nicaragua’s solemn undertakings, which it now chose to
ignore, nor of Nicaragua’s own responsibility for the situ-
ation in Central America. By focusing on the 27 June 1986
decision, the speaker continued, the draft resolution pre-
sented a false picture of the situation in Central America
as if it were limited to differences between Nicaragua
and the United States. He wondered whether there was
anything in Nicaragua’s past behaviour that allowed
the belief that Nicaragua would not exploit such a draft
resolution as a blanket endorsement of its military and
domestic policies and of its refusal to negotiate seriously
on the core issues fundamental to peace in Central Amer-
ica. The United States thought not, and had cast its vote
accordingly.

Continuing, the representative of the United States said
that in the view of his Government, the International Court
of Justice had asserted jurisdiction and competence over
Nicaragua’s claims without any proper basis. Moreover,
the Court had failed to give any meaningful significance
to the multilateral treaty reservation or the very substantial
evidence of Nicaraguan misbehaviour. Many of the prin-
ciples asserted by the Court to constitute customary inter-
national law had no basis in authority or reason. For his
delegation to have discussed in detail before the Council
the factual and legal weaknesses of the Court’s decision
would only have obscured the real matter at issue before
the Council and, for that reason, the United States had cho-
sen to reserve such a discussion for another place and time.
For the moment, his delegation would merely ask whether
those members of the Council who had voted in favour of
the draft resolution really believed it would have bolstered
the Court as a judicial institution or would have contrib-
uted in any way to bringing peace and justice to Central
America. The speaker expressed his conviction that the an-
swer lay in the evident intentions of Nicaragua in seeking
a resolution, not for purposes that members of the Council
might applaud, but as a cover for continued actions and
behaviour contrary to the principles enshrined in the Char-
ter. The United States had voted against the draft resolu-
tion because it would have painted an inaccurate picture
of the true situation in Central America, because it would
not have contributed to a comprehensive and peaceful set-
tlement of the problems in the region and because it would
have done a disservice to international law and institutions
it purported to uphold.
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Also speaking after the vote at the 2704th meeting, the
representative of Nicaragua asserted that her country had
come to the Council to deal with a matter that concerned
not only Nicaragua but also the entire international com-
munity, namely, the very survival of the international legal
order and the law itself. There was not a shadow of doubt,
she contended, that if the United States complied with the
Court’s judgment peace in Central America would be
much closer. She expressed her satisfaction at the affirm-
ative vote of almost all the members of the Council in
what was undoubtedly a vote for peace and respect of
international law. On the other hand, the United States
veto signified a lack of respect for the international legal
order and the norms of peaceful coexistence among States
and, inter alia, was a vote against the International Court of
Justice.

CASE 12

In a letter dated 17 October 1986 to the President of the
Security Council,* the Permanent Representative of Nica-
ragua explicitly invoked the provisions of Article 94 of the
Charter and requested an emergency meeting of the Secu-
rity Council to consider the non-compliance with the judg-
ment dated 27 June 1986 of the International Court of Jus-
tice concerning military and paramilitary activities in and
against Nicaragua.®'

Addressing the 2715th meeting, on 21 October 1986, un-
der the agenda item entitled, “Letter dated 17 October
1986 from the Permanent Representative of Nicaragua to
the United Nations addressed to the President of the Secu-
rity Council”,*® the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Nica-
ragua declared that the failure of the United States to com-
ply with the provisional measures of the International
Court of Justice handed down on 10 May 1984 was public
and notorious. He maintained that events from 27 June
1986 to the present demonstrated that the United States
Government remained determined to continue its war of
aggression against Nicaragua, as exemplified by United
States involvement in the flight of a C-123 transport plane
downed in Nicaragua on 5 October, statements made by
the United States Under-Secretary of State and the Presi-
dent, and recent attacks by United States—supported terror-
ist mercenaries. The Foreign Minister asserted that a par-
ticular statement by the United States President showed
contempt for the International Court of Justice’s judgment,
for it gave the green light to, promoted and encouraged
the commission of terrorist acts against Nicaragua. The
United States President had also signed into law $100
million to support the Contras, which attacked the un-
derpinnings of the United Nations and the international
juridical order. In the almost four months that had
passed since the International Court of Justice had issued
its judgment of 27 June 1986, it had been clear that the
United States had not abided by the judgment, but rather
had continued to act in clear and open violation of the
judgment, while alleging that the Court did not have juris-
diction in the case. He argued that the United States had
freely and legally entered into the commitment to accept
the Court’s jurisdiction when it signed and ratified the
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Charter of the United Nations on 26 August 1946 and thus
accepted, on the basis of Article 36, paragraph 2, of the
Statute, the compulsory jurisdiction of the Court and the
obligation to obey and comply with the decisions of the
Court in any suit brought against it. Citing the provisions
of Article 36, paragraph 6, of the Statute of the Court, the
Foreign Minister asserted that the United States had no
grounds whatsoever for failing to abide by the decision of
the Court and that by so doing it was adding a new and
grave violation to its countless violations of international
law. Further, he called attention to the requirement estab-
lished by Article 2, paragraph 3, of the Charter that all
Members settle their international disputes by peaceful
means and stressed that judicial settlement—recourse to
the International Court of Justice—was one of the funda-
mental means of peaceful solution of disputes established
in Chapter VI of the Charter. If the Security Council did
not respond appropriately to such outlaw conduct by the
United States, the Minister argued, the world community
would see the failure of the means of peaceful settlement
of disputes and the imposition of force as a valid element
of international relations. That was why it was of the ut-
most importance for the Council, the United Nations and
the entire international community to remind the United
States of its obligation to abide by the Court’s ruling by
putting an end to its war of aggression against Nicaragua
and setting in motion the negotiating process the Court it-
self had suggested in its decision.

Continuing, the Minister noted that in July, when Nica-
ragua last came before the Council owing to the escalation
of United States aggression, it did not invoke Article 94 of
the Charter in order to give the United States the benefit
of the doubt with respect to the ruling of the Court and in
order to keep open the last possibility that the United
States would decide to comply with and do justice to its
international obligations. However, today it was impossi-
ble to keep waiting for a change of heart, and it was on the
basis of that reality that Nicaragua had come to ask the
Council to urge upon the United States the inescapable ne-
cessity of fulfilling the judgment of 27 June 1986. Citing
Article 94 of the Charter, the Minister underlined that there
were no reasons or pretexts that would permit a State to
avoid complying with a ruling of the International Court
of Justice. The United States was therefore duty-bound to
abide fully and immediately with the 27 June 1986 deci-
sion, even more so because that country was a permanent
member of the Security Council. Expressly requesting the
Council, in accordance with Article 94 of the Charter, to
urge the United States to implement the judgment, the
speaker declared that the future of the Organization would
be seriously threatened if the United States were permitted
to ignore its obligations under the Charter with impunity
by violating the judgment and continuing its war of aggres-
sion against Nicaragua. He noted that Nicaragua was not
requesting sanctions against the United States even though
undoubtedly it had more than ample justification for so do-
ing. It was simply asking that the Council remind the
United States that in accordance with its obligations under
the Charter it must immediately comply with the judgment
of the International Court of Justice. Should the Council
prove unable to do this, it would be tragic and would be
explained only by the fact that there were inviolable Mem-
bers in the United Nations, which would be a denial of the
principle of the legal equality of States.
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At the 2716th meeting, on 22 October 1986, the repre-
sentative of the United States stated that in contrast to pre-
vious Council meetings requested by Nicaragua, in the
present instance Nicaragua had selected a new procedural
vehicle for airing its complaint. However, the position of
the United States Government concerning the absence of
jurisdiction and competence on the part of the International
Court of Justice to pass upon Nicaragua’s allegations had
long been a matter of public record. Declaring that accept-
ance of the jurisdiction of the Court was a matter of con-
sent, the representative underlined that of the 14 other
members of the Security Council, 11 did not accept the
compulsory jurisdiction of the Court at all, and the remain-
ing 3 had subjected their acceptance of the Court’s juris-
diction to understandings and reservations. The United
States did not accept the proposition that it had consented
to the jurisdiction of the Court in the case brought by Nica-
ragua and, consequently, it did not believe that the current
item brought by Nicaragua under Chapter XIV, Article 94,
of the Charter had any merit. There was nothing in Chapter
XIV, he asserted, that spoke to the question of jurisdiction
and nothing anywhere in the Charter that could be said to
create consent to jurisdiction where none existed. The rep-
resentative maintained that to divert attention from its own
reprehensible actions, Nicaragua had manipulated the In-
ternational Court of Justice and other international forums.

The following speaker, the representative of India, com-
mented that this was perhaps the first time that a Govern-
ment had come to the Security Council under Article 94 of
the Charter to seek compliance by a Member State with a
judgment of the International Court of Justice. The repre-
sentative quoted from the statement issued by the Eighth
Conference of Heads of State or Government of Non-
Aligned Countries, held at Harare in August/September
1986, in which those leaders urged the United States to
comply with the relevant decisions of the International
Court of Justice.

The representative of Peru referred to the central issue
of whether or not States Members of the United Nations
were protected by international law, whether the legal or-
der was observed and respected and whether the interna-
tional community did indeed rely on a collective system of
guarantees that could ensure that Member States had the
possibility of peaceful coexistence. Stating his belief that
this fundamental global issue went beyond protagonists or
partners and also beyond the framework of any bilateral
dispute or given contentious issue, the speaker asserted that
it raised for the United Nations, for the Council and for
every Member State the question of whether the United
Nations supported the international legal order, whether it
protected the Charter and the system of guarantees laid
down therein, or whether the international community had
to admit that all were exposed to the law of the mighty.
The representative warned that if inaction by the United
Nations showed that those guarantees did not exist, Mem-
ber States’ status as independent sovereign States would be
called into question and the capacity of the world Organi-
zation to fulfil the task for which it was established of con-
solidating peace and law was a fiction. What made the pre-
sent conflict unique, he continued, was that it was a
conflict in which the highest court of the world had already
declared what was right and had pointed out the responsi-
bilities in a decision that the Charter of the United Nations
made it binding to respect. The present debate was of ex-

ceptional importance as concerned, inter alia, the legal or-
der as a collective expression to regulate international re-
lations. Besides its normative value for the present and the
future, the decision of the International Court of Justice en-
abled the international community to have an objective
judgement from the legal standpoint on a situation that was
increasingly obscured by ideological struggle and criteria
of a markedly military and political cast. Concluding, the
speaker stated that Peru had discharged its duty as a mem-
ber State of the international community in bringing to bear
criteria and elements that allowed a judgement to be
formed pursuant to the Council’s responsibility in the im-
plementation of the provisions of the Charter. Peru was
convinced that for the benefit of all, large and small, the
Council would find a way to reconcile the heterogeneity of
its interests with the unanimous aspiration of humanity for
an order founded on peace and law, and thus would arrive
at the necessary agreements to preserve the international
legal order.

The representative of Iraq underlined that among other
important principles raised by the Council’s present delib-
erations was the fact that, in accordance with the Charter,
the International Court of Justice was the principal judicial
organ of the United Nations and that, in accordance with
Article 94, each Member had undertaken to comply with
the Court’s decision in any case to which it was as a party.
Another important principle raised was the clear obligation
of the parties to any dispute the continuation of which was
likely to endanger the maintenance of international peace
and security to seek a solution by peaceful means and, as
the Court’s decision emphasized, that principle was en-
shrined in Article 33 of the Charter. He maintained that the
central points in the judgment of 27 June 1986 reaffirmed
the importance for all Member States of the Court’s role
as the principal judicial organ of the United Nations and a
means for the peaceful settlement of disputes in the interest
of international peace and security. In its landmark deci-
sion, which went far beyond Nicaragua and Central Amer-
ica, the International Court of Justice had thrown the fun-
damental obligations of membership in the United Nations
into sharp relief. The representative asked whether compli-
ance with the Court’s judgment and the settlement of the
dispute through negotiations conducted in good faith was
not the best way to enhance the credibility of the United
Nations. He wondered whether it was too much to hope
that in the years to come the international community
would be able to look back to June 1986 as a turning point
in international relations—away from interference in the
affairs of others and in the direction of respect for the sol-
emn obligations of States under customary international
law and the Charter of the United Nations.

At the 2716th meeting, on 22 October 1986, the repre-
sentative of Mexico declared that the events that had
prompted the Counci} meeting gave cause for grave con-
cern for three basic reasons, the first being their implica-
tions for the international legal order. The Council was
dealing with the request of a Member State to secure the
faithful and complete implementation of Article 94 of the
Charter, which was the comerstone of the international or-
der established at San Francisco. In it, each Member State
undertook to comply with decisions of the International
Court of Justice in any case to which it was a party. At the
same time, it was agreed that if any party to a case failed
to perform the obligations incumbent upon it under a judg-
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ment rendered by the Court, the other party might have re-
course to the Security Council, which might, if it deemed
necessary, make recommendations or decide upon meas-
ures to be taken to give effect to the judgment. Thus it
could easily be seen that bypassing Article 94 was tanta-
mount to denying the full administration of international
justice, to the detriment of all. Hence the importance of the
Council’s granting of Nicaragua’s request, not merely as
the unilateral request of a State but also as an expression
of the collective outcry of the rest of the Members of the
Organization. The Security Council had the historic oppor-
tunity to demonstrate a willingness to ensure that it had
carried out its responsibility effectively, achieved the aims
for which it was established and overcome its virtual pa-
ralysis resulting from an abusive exercise of the right of
veto. The verdict at issue was clear and could not be dis-
regarded.

At the same meeting, the representative of Cuba stated
that his country supported Nicaragua’s request that the
United States abide by Article 94 of the Charter, complying
without delay or subterfuge with the decision handed down
by the International Court of Justice on 27 June 1986. The
peoples of America eagerly hoped that the Security Coun-
cil would adopt measures to bring about compliance with
the decision of the Court.

The representative of Argentina stressed that it was es-
sential to accept the role of the International Court of Jus-
tice in promoting the application of principles such as non-
interference in the internal affairs of other States,
non-intervention, respect for the territorial integrity of
States, the non-use of force or the threat of force, the peace-
ful settlement of disputes and respect for human rights and
the fundamental freedoms of all. In the specific case under
consideration, the Court had merely applied the principles
embodied in the Charter, stated the representative, who added
that his country felt that respect for international law in the
conduct of relations between States was fundamental.
Hence, his Government urged that the decision of the Court
be implemented. Specifically, Argentina shared in every
way the legal concepts set out by Venezuela on 31 July
1986 when it addressed the Council on behalf of the Con-
tadora and Support Groups.

Speaking at the 2716th meeting in right of reply, the
Minister for Foreign Affairs of Nicaragua asserted that the
representative of the United States knew that Nicaragua
had never alleged or insinuated that the jurisdiction of the
International Court of Justice over the parties derived
solely from the fact that both Nicaragua and the United
States were Members of the United Nations. The repre-
sentative of the United States knew that the Court had laid
down that it had jurisdiction and that each of the parties
had freely and in exercise of its sovereignty accepted the
jurisdiction of the Court and that, under the Charter, if the
Court’s jurisdiction were challenged, it was the Court, and
the Court alone, that was to decide. The Foreign Minister
contended that, legally and morally, the United States Gov-
ermment did not have a leg to stand on in defending its re-
jection of the Court’s judgment. Perhaps the United States
felt that the Court was a kangaroo court but, if not, he won-
dered why the United States Government did not respect
that judgment and put an end to its war of aggression
against Nicaragua.

At the 2717th meeting, on 27 October 1986, the repre-
sentative of Venezuela noted with concern that despite the

decision of the International Court of Justice of 27 June
1986 and repeated appeals addressed by the Contadora
Group and the Support Group, recent developments
showed that the idea still persisted that peace in Central
America could be attained by means of war.

At the same meeting, the representative of the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics stated that his delegation be-
lieved Nicaragua’s present appeal to the Council was well
founded and very timely. He stressed that the decision of
the International Court of Justice had been given a positive
reception by the overwhelming majority of the States
members of the international community and noted that the
Heads of State and Government of 100 members of the
Movement of Non-Aligned Countries meeting at Harare
had called upon the United States to comply with the de-
cision. The Soviet representative pointed out that when
Nicaragua had called on the Council in July to confirm the
Court’s decision, the position adopted by the majority of
the Council’s members in support of the international legal
order had been rejected by the United States delegation,
which alone had voted against the draft resolution®? sub-
mitted on the agenda item. He stressed his Government’s
belief that the decision of the International Court of Justice
had to be implemented immediately and fully and that the
Security Council had to state its authoritative opinion on
the matter.

Also at the same meeting, the representative of Algeria
pointed out that in its decision of 27 June 1986 the Inter-
national Court of Justice had placed responsibility on the
United States and in so doing required that there be full
respect for the principles of the Charter of the United Na-
tions in relations among States, regardless of differences
in their systems and their disproportionate means. Another
speaker, the representative of Bulgaria, declared that Nica-
ragua’s request that the Council meet to consider the non-
compliance with the Court’s judgment was fully under-
standable, particularly in the context of the serious
arguments cited by the Minister for Foreign Affairs of
Nicaragua and new, irrefutable facts attesting to the esca