AN

Chapter X
CONSIDERATION OF THE PROVISIONS OF CHAPTER VI OF THE CHARTER



CONTENTS

Page

INTRODUCTORY NOTE . . . ... .. . . 165
PART 1. CONSIDERATION OF THE PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE 33 OF THE CHARTER

Note ... ... .. .. . . . . o . . 166
PART II. CONSIDERATION OF THE PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE 34 OF THE CHARTER

Note .. ... ..... .. e o L 169
PART III. APPLICATION OF THE PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE 35 OF THE CHARTER

Note . .. . ... . o . 171
PART 1V. CONSIDERATION OF THE PROVISIONS OF ARTICLES 36-38 AND OF CHAPTER VI

IN GENERAL

Note ... . 176

164



INTRODUCTORY NOTE

As in the previous volumes of the Repertoire, the
criterion for inclusion of material in the present
chapter is the occurrence of discussion in the Council

!—lit—pj'r\mg_uuq_nf A
of the Charter. Thus, chapter X does not cover all

sions of the Council in this field have dealt almost
exclusively with the actual issues before the Council
and the relative merits of measures proposed without
discussion regarding the juridical problem of their
relation to the provisions of the Charter. For a guide
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“Article 35

“1. Any Member of the United Nations may
bring any dispute, or any situation of the naturc

Sccurity Council or of thé General Assembly.
Z. AW

Nations may bring to the attention of the Security
Council or of the General Assembly any dispute
to which it is a party if it accepts in advance, for
the purposes of the dispute, the obligations of paci-
fic settlement provided in the present Charter.

adopted by the Security Council.!

this Article will be subj'ccrtcior the provisions of Arti-

. R R o ) .
@;{1 ?\ﬁ-
the material relevan 0 the cxamination ot the

operation of the Council under Chapter VI of the
Charter, since the proccdurcs of the Council reviewed

q“n, r I ;; uhere, v "‘kl Ihn roacidera.
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“Article 36
“1. The Security Council may, at any stage of a
—————————————————————————————————————————
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proccgurcs or mct"o!s Ol aHJUSlant.

- 5 e ) 1

=t

ﬂh)cmmcusurcs—pm-—l

posed to the text of Chapter VI.

The case histories on cach question require to be
examined within the context of the chain of pro-
ceedings on the question presented in chapter VIIIL

sideration any procedures for the settiement of the
dispute which have already been adopted by the
parties.

“3. In making recommendations under this Ar-
ticle the Security Council should also take into con-

V“]ﬂm'g thas, Jecal id&“"i‘ a}ﬂg.ﬂu #%

the continuance

1. lhe parties to any dispute,
of which is likely to endanger the maintenance of
international peace and security, shall, first of all,
seek a solution by negotnmon enquiry, mediation,
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“Article 37

1. Should the parties to a dispute of the nature
referred to in Article 33 fail to settle it by the means

EWWW’*’WW

ful means of their own choice.
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“Article 34

or situation is likely to endanger the maintenance
of international peace and security.

1 a
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33 to 37, the Security Council may, if all the parties
to any d|spute S0 request, make recommendations
to the parties with a view to a pacific settlement of
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166 Chapter X. Consideration of Chapter V1 of the Charter

Part 1
CONSIDERATION OF THE PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE 33 OF THE CHARTER ‘
NOTE tenance of international peace and security, should be ‘

. . . . fully cognizant of a particular dispute or situation

During the period covered by this Supplement, priot . oh thoush some other procedurc of pacific settle-

efforts to seek a peaccful solution made by States ment set forth in Article 33, paragraph 1, of the
__Subuul.uus a d‘rsputc—m‘ “x—situation o e ‘Stcunu_y Chatter had Deen resorted (o,

h . . . :
Council have in many instances been indicated in the The significance of Article 33 in the pacific settle-

initial communications, although Article 33 has not " I ¢ )
en_exoresstv cited ig anv_of them.” ment gf_d..gpﬁeg_m_aeem with t_hs Chaste ‘

: . : the Council. In this connexion, reference should be

imposed by Article 33, paragraph 1, has becn the made to the entries in part IV of this chapter con-

o vemi A 'mmm'f‘-mmuﬂ_fm_mu'h.lbnnﬁ el TR P P T -SSR

lem of the appropriate stage at which a dispute should  p06 00 negotiations between the parties, and to the

become the proper concern of the Council. The prin- opiries ynder “Measures for settlement” in the Analy-

ciplo hae been restated—that before bringing 2 dispute ;0. PabIEor Measures adopied by NESccurity Coun-
Y

2 tha ci] the A ﬂ 21_1‘5

course o direct e otmtlon has bccn adduc.cd i question by which the Council, after demanding that a
g | cease- -fire should take gacc by a certain time, and

support of the argument that theragyy m WCI&M mﬂn'mlﬂ: Tros
ber g .

r the Counpgil er B ,-

— OT TIC POINITT
for peaccful scttlcmcnt and in thc llg,ht of the fact 4 T g

W considered by the Council.”
L g iy W1 . - !_rrii -—y
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two parties.®

which had al;egdy been adopted by the partics. 1t was

DCINE Ut PrCipdl Organ responsivic 101 e main- nexion with the letter dated 16 January 1964
2 Pakistan in its letter dated 16 January 1964 (S/5517) in (§/5517)

unﬂ wiith b Lo 20 rh .

Suppl. for Jan-Mar. 1964, pp. 26-34]; ICyprus mI its letter dated [Note: In the course of the debate, views were ex-
- (
i ; ; i;E; EE; ;E;; ;. in connexion with its complamt qgamsi this dratt rcsoluno the rcprcsemauvc ot the Netherlands ‘

the Umtcd Kingdom [O R., 19111 yr., S'uppI /nr Apr. -Jum' 1964, indicated that the main objectives of the draft resolution were

1O.R., 19th yr., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1964, p. 268}. Afghan- 8 Resolution 188 of 9 April 1964 (5/5650). Reference should
istan, Algeria, Burundi, Cambodia, Central African Republic, also be made to the resolution adopted in the course of the
Congo (Brazzaville), Dahomey, Ethiopia, Ghana, Guinea, consideration of the situation in Territories in Africa under
Indonesia, Kenya, Malawi, Mali, Mauritania, Somalia, Sudan, Portuguese administration, by which the Security Council,
= T e e d— _ ti— A i
Dcmncr"mc chuhhc of the (‘ongo [O.R.. I9th vr., Suppl. for “achicve a peaceful solution” of the question under con-
,,,,, i —— = L Soiud or | A {

lic of the Congo. Fthiopia, Ghana. Guinea, Ivory Coast, the political partiecs within and outside the Territories con-
Kenya, Liberia, I.ibva, Madagascar, Malawi, Mali, Mauritania, cerned with a view to the transfer of power to political insti-
Morocco. Nigeria, Rwanda, Senegal, Sierra T.eone. Somalia, tutions freely elected and representative of the peoples.
Sudan. Togo. Tunisia, Uganda. United Arab Republic, United (Resolution 218 of 23 November 196S5.)
Republic of Tanzania. Upper Volta and Zambia in their letter 9 For texts of relevant statements, see:
dated 28 July 1965 (S/6585), in connexion with the situation 1087th meeting: Pakistan,* paras. 14, 86-90.
in territories in Africa under Portuguese administration [Q.R., 108&th mceting: India,* paras. 3-4, 61, 87.
20th vear, Suppl. for July-Sept. 1965, pp. 147-149]. 1090th mecting: India,* para. 55.
3 See Cases 1 and 3, IO‘)lst mcctmg Bolivia, paras. 63-64; (‘hxnn paras. S, 7
., P il ' : g 22 | LT,
ouncil's activity, see SK, paras. J1, >
Council, 1946-1951, ch'apter X, note, pp. 376-377. 1104th m"clmg Czechoslovakia, para. 62.
5 See Case 3. 1115th meeting: Morocco, paras. 62-63.
8 Sce Case 2 1116th meeting: President (France), paras. 48, 56.
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repr_éseﬁr{t'athE' of Pakistan, * explaining his Govern- The representative of Czechoslovakia stated that
ment’s request for a meeting of the Council,’® drew  the role of the Council should be to hclp! d en-
. , Yur - — ol L
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as to recent efforts to reach a peaceful solution of that  tions.'? By so doing, the Council “would be respecting

3 A A ﬂ_' l' mer
AL et R (e A o U L} lﬂ.lt

its refusal to move from its rigid position”. In the  parties to resume negotiations, the Council should no
light of those developments, he appealed to the Secu-  at that stage introduce controversial issues which
rity Council to undertake steps which would carry  would constitute obstacles to the holding of such nego-
that dispute towards a speedy and peaceful solution. tiations.

- 3 e L — — i © b u,"—ni‘iiéﬁ'
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S __— ST — IVC SOUZNT DY he Counci. T1e norta y
that stage of the development of the matter under con-  seemed certain:

sideration was for India and Pakistan to hold meetings “direct negotiations between both parties have
to discuss ways and means to restore normal condi- not been cxhausted. and nothing can officially be
tions in the disturbed areas of India and Pakistan and done under the pcz’iceful proccdgures providcdy for
to bring about intercommunal unity and harmony in by the United Nations Charter until it had been

both countries, and jo(;ntly t](:i decide t}}:a} t}(;cf)]( would announced that the two countries have nothing more
not resort to war and would settle their differences __to say to_each other.”

pet.2e kallyNalsstan—=he=conicnded—had failod=to=sub — — - .
stantiate its charges that India was trying to integrate What the Council should do in the circumstances,

k90 1i- £ atheg it Indi-_and shathere wea ggroga  teteforg wasto helo to_creale apropitious atmo-

given the history Ol eIorts to resolve the issues in e

At the 1091st ti 14 Feb th -
© 5. meshng on cornary e, repre past, it was the view of his Government that the two

sentative of China stated that since both India and

Pakistan had indicated willingness to settle their differ-  countries should consider the possibility of recourse
ences by peaceful means, it was the duty of the Secu-  to the good offices of a country or a person of their

apout sucn a peacerul Setuement OI tne : [ SIS, o - :
pointed out in that connexion that the train of thought  added that the Secretary-General might be of assistance
embodied in a draft resolution considered by the to the two countries in exploring the possibility of such

Security Council in June 1962 '! was still useful. The third-party mediation.

Council should therefore, At the 1115th meeting on 12 May 1964, the view
ra: et —EmT o ET s prreT—pos i —the——=ucC CEpeeess iy dhs pepcsisetatingn fmd foare e thatem

good offices of a third party, to enter into negotia-  in spite of the divergent positions of the parties con-

tions at the earliest possible date with a view to  cerned, the Council might still, with their collaboration,
—an ultimate settlement in accordance witlthe spirit— make a—further—efforttowa S

of the Charter of the United Nations and with due neither of them had closed the door to bilateral talks.

L
f

vy rwsrees e s s vmpivmes e nupe s s . . . .
would prove possible for the Security Council to en- or any results they might produce. He added:
courage the two parties to meet anew at the confer- “The principle of direct negotiations would thus

', —— be preserved without the Council’s relinauishing j[i

=

among other things, urged the Governments of India and sixteen ycars and must continue to assume them

r—nigfﬂp {il‘lﬁis 'ﬂ"-' ﬁr‘plnﬁﬁ--- nt ha anrliact ccaueaisat
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pressed the view that the United Nations, through
the Secretary-General, should be requested to assist the
party in the conduct of negotiations. He observed that

“it would be desirable for the Secretary-General

Chapter X. Consideration of Chapter VI of the Charter

have been followed consistently in analogous situa- {
tions in the past.” ’
He suggested that in the light of the actions already
taken by the OAS, it would be prudent, constructivc
amctd “in Uroa‘op wihe poecedents agobished by fhis

fie Amie” ‘Rofmbhe Cang=ty Tpjeed g

‘ j_mn_mbmﬂ_af_dam]

of the progress achieved or the diffticulties encoun-

- ) NP hilnénen]l nanntintinne

sentative of Uruguay noted that his dclegatjon had no

— temgd,

and that he should be able to ofter them Nis assiSt-
ance or advice if necessary, so as to prevent the
l_'\”ﬂ‘_ f‘ﬂﬂﬁ—ﬂﬂﬂ!d_—fmm—bﬂ'ﬂlﬂ_}‘ml’m r‘ﬁ 'u’.{!.’ih'i ?
The meeting was adjourned with a statement by the
President that he would, in line with a suggestion made
at that meeting, consult members with a view to iden-
tifying the conclusions reached in the debate.

AENZIIL ML lbylbablllau'\r VLI WV WAOOWJIIN IV UL O, all
) - 1 Y

to mqunre at any time into a dispute or situation, the
continuance of which was likely to endanger the main-
tiammgr  af_infomat'Fe 207l
though the dispute was being considered by a regional
organization. He then stated:
“This authority, which the provisions of Article
52, paragraph 4, and Articles 34 and 35 of the
Charter of the United Nations clearly confer upon

MUYV datenan
-

(TP YLV T TV RNY

the Orgamzatmn “of American Statcs. The constitu-
tional issuc dcbated centered on the compctence of
the Council to deal with the matter in the li

ocing cuislucicd Uy d nglUIli,U UrgalZauui.,  vviu ice-
gard to the provisions of Article 33, he observed:

“The rcfcrcncc m Artncle 33 of thc Chartcr m

sl

Eht of the ’ ot

In his statement at the 1196th meecting on 3 May
1965, the representative of the USSR urged the Coun-
cil to condemn the armed interfercnce by the United
States in the domestic affairs of the Dominican Re-
public as a breach of international peace and as an

«wo Plll\]l Ul LiIC wpuulll vl lluvllls IVOUUIOL LU ounaL
an agency and awaiting its settlements in the
present case. Apart from the fact that this step is
recommended as something to which the parties
have recourse only if they think it advisable — it
seck

should be noted that the Article says ‘shall ...

gtinn incnoenntihle ndth she phl.«-na: .......... 4 e

F : —— i

T

it dmosa: i _‘;1-.71' favsin Almembsc—itmwre £ the
SRABNA
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that the matter had previously been considered by the
Organization of American States, and that all actions
r Wﬁ?ﬁm T~ U\«\Afﬁ'f_y
Council, in accordance w1th the provisions of Article
54. While not opposed to the discussion of the mat-
ter in the Security Council, he drew attention to the
provnsmns of Article 33, parucularly to the proccduru
r E—— Jm—a

scttlement. He added: ~
“This, of course, does not derogate from the au-
— thority of this Council. It mecrely prescribes the
procedures and priorities envisaged by the authors
of the two charters, the Charter of thc United Na-

13 For texts of relevant statements, sce:
1

to the }egional' agency has utterly failed to reduce
existing tension or solve the problem of the aggres-

m‘fbﬂ"

The rcpresentative of the United Kingdom, having
referred to the provisions of Article 33, noted that
under Article 36, paragraph 2, the Security Council
should take into consideration the procedure of settle-
vl WU S N e
would, in his view, best serve thc cause of peace in
the Dominican Republic if it endorsed the action by
the OAS and appealed to all engaged in the fighting -
to submit to the mediation of the Special Committee
which the OAS had appointed for that purpose.

The representative of the Netherlands, speaking at

H‘*g 0 the 1204 demnctine. qa T Moy LSS _phserped 1m \

_Ih_.nw 'ini' i'ﬁ%j.
i)
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1
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14S/6316, O.R., 20th year, Suppl. for Apr.-June 1965, p. 70.

Case 9.
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clcaL Lh%_ths_ﬁm_anugmmy_&;_v_tgjgy_q_a crnment of §er;grg'1,l felt “in w
a

owever, did not mean that his delega-

M{L—g
approach Portugal tor the purpose oI reaching a peacc-

U= »- J
UIIIDD uic WIﬁu’llbc v Ui O‘-\—ullly LAUULIVEL e
e omr— C— i{x FS Y Ilar—A—-

* e v mt—

ﬂp lf-] thc_.ﬂavcgplzf_m iﬁﬁigm Q_JalE Elﬂﬁ

dralt r¢somution jomuy Suomimceca oy 1vory LCodast, Jor-
dan and Malaysia was adopted at the 1208th mceting
on 14 May 1965 which, inter alia, called for a strict
ccasc-fire and invited the Secretary-General to send
a representative to thc Dominican Republic for the
purpose of reporting to the Security Council on the

thnn dasralaming (o that anon s 14

Awarw v wee vasvan sauwaw  vvoeess

Council to deal with the Scnegalcsc complalnts

The representative of France recalled the pream-
bular paragraph of resolution 178 (1963) which ex-
pressed the hope that tensions betwcen the parties
would be climinated in accordancc with the provisions

F_j i gt ]

fee g

[Note: The argument was advanced on the onc

hand that before recommending o narticular conrse

{\f m’_!'E\’. 3! “h‘iﬂuﬂ“ Qi“ sm‘ ‘

once more invite the parties to explore.”

The repre ati pal * ¢ ame

¢ ed, C othcer han d
given the past attitude of one of the partics to the

ﬁug ii!I’iiS h'h'm-'i! 2o ”‘ . i \

d gr=gy - ——* *

duc to HrEhith dnsplaycd by thc Government of Por-
Aenndp o vaden o farnuy 1he o

purposc. ]
At thc 1206th mcclin;;, on 13 Mdy 1965, the repre-

st f Partueal_* after o that m . I two years, and that it was therefore difficult to con-

and rcaffirmed his Government's position stated before
the Council in 1963, to the extent that the first duty
of partics to a dispute under Article 33 was to scek
a solution by peaceful bilateral arrangements before

hrz'nﬂ'u"_ﬁhnrw wdhe Serorits Conncilatitha oy

rcngnty and territorial integrity of Senegal, had
committed sixteen violations of Senegalese territory in

At the 1212th meeting on 19 May 1965, a draft
resolution jointly submitted by the Ivory Coast, Jor-
dan and Malaysia was adopted, by which the Security
Council inter alia deplored the incursions by Portu-

grap—tlise— TR VAT S

16 1208th meeting, para. 8 resolution 203 (1965). For dis-

firmed its resolution 178 (1963); recquested the
Government of Portugal to take all effective and neces-

-d_upon in
ﬁ"u—' ‘

16- 17 Senegal,* para. 78.
by AL

T Ciapeer v I, e T T
Ao ld s o 1 4 Al 21 . Fal | PSRN B,
y
|
{
F-AX ¥ n &0 T
i

pp-

Part 11

CONSIDERATION OF THE PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE 34 OF THE CHARTER

NOTE

Article 34 has not, in the course of the period under

the Security Council to deal with the matter under
consideration.?!

Tho twn cace hictaries entored in naet 11 F thig

Sl e saroged o ggeegal g 5

uon or nrerpreiauon. in Cascs wnere -cn 1n-

voked in letters of submission,*” no further views were
expressed as to its bearing on the competence of the

\.«ll;llJlLl ATC LITUSG I WIIICIT Io5UCo Tlaye arisci vour
cerning the competence of the Security Council to
mv;stlgatc m.tttcrs brought to l(S 'mcntlon In thc

iy I o PUTS T

have referred to it along with references to other Arti-

T U — N,

&

20 See part IlI, note,

e
onc party in the llbht of the fact that similar charges

O g (il R (R —

*1 See part I, Case 2, note 3. See also chapter XII, Case 9.
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Chapter X. Consideration of Chapter VI of the Charter

e T e e— 1]
cgal, the problem was posed as to whether or
not a request to the Secretary-General to keep the
situation under review should not be preceded by an
impartial investigation conducted by the Sccurity
Cgpngildh
For fuller appreciation of the scope of the applica-
tion of Article 34 for the period under review, refer-
ence should also be.

TS F N MU T IR N

de_tn_constitutional discnssinons

T UMy it e tmet

The representative of France noted at the 1121st
meeting on 25 May 1964, that it would be more ad-
visable to utilize the two international control com-
missions in Cambodia and Viet-Nam created by the
Geneva Conference rather than to cstablish a com-
pletely new organ to deal with matters which had
essentially been the concern of the 'com;nissions. He

sha 4 n

CUMITD I Palls 1 auu 1y Ul uluy cldpiern, das well ds 111

lave 1o b€ moamed so as to correspond with theirr new
SLtpeas M

ha

-

CASE 4.4 CoMPLAINT BY CaMBoODIA. In connexion

define these tcrms,of reference; but my delegation

i the il ~

BNt m—

MIIILWU Oy i Ivoly
Coast and Morocco, voted upon and adopted on 4
June 1964 25

[Note: In the course of the discussion touching on
future cfforts of the United Nations to preserve peace
and security in the areas bordering Cambodia and the
Republic of Viet-Nam, the suggestion was made that
the efforts of the International Commission for Super-
vision and Control might be supplemented by an inves-
tigation team established by the Security Council to

e © DGR tD e et Alingrdipubosugeial-an qleay i
those areas. On the one hand, it was contended that
the responsibility for controlling the border areas

; A . o .
rested with the-Intcemational Commisstor—fur—Supa.-

owers concerned whic ey would most cer-
tainly consider implementing, so that the terms of
reference can be defined according to the procedure
regarded by them as most suitable.”

At the 1125th meeting on 3 June 1964, the repre-
sentative of Morocco introduced a draft resolution
jointly submitted with the Ivory Coast ** paragraph 5
of which would have the Security Council decide

“to send three of its members to the two countries

and to the places where the most recent incidents

N asures
as may prevent any recurrence of such inci-
dents...”.

Aiith ea A e alal al — £ I N

. . 2 o> S—
Q-—_l

i
“was arglf® 6n tné ower nang, that the Secunity Coun-

a1 sp=-dna P S LN L

H
SUllv AULLUIE allu at UIC 1 14UUl HICCUIE On 4 Jurne

.

dTILAUYE LI LAmMLUGia ~ recanea wat nis uovernment
had proposed the dispatch of a United Nations com-
mission to investigate charges made by the United
States that “the Vietcong” had penctrated into South
Vict-Nam through the territory of Cambodia. In that

1964 that aftar onttine in ﬁ?!!gh “““L aha ‘iillin

“In requesting the commission to be appointed
by the Council to go to the places where the most
recent incidents occurred and to visit the two coun-
tries in question, we did not intend that the mission

= e SSSSR L Yo~ 7 f -

SAAZIIIIITII s AV v yyv

renew this suggestion if the dispatch of a United Na-
tions commission of inquiry to Cambodia would make
j j Tf e W -

made against Cambodia, for it could not serve as a
substitute for the International Commission for Super-

vision and Control, the latter having been made the
[ A fom b L —

a0 Ieeee——a

fined to mere corroboration of the facts, which
have been explained here in a concordant manner

}
1n the !wo countries, woul! ena!le t!c ae!egatlon

sent by the Council to collect data which perhaps
have not been set forth here, and which in a sub-
scouentsenort minbt ha ucabul for th Coungit's

‘The representative of the United States after denying
the Cambodian charge that his Government had
teodiliarnfused aepapastd - - ;
bordering Cambodia and South Viet-Nam  indicated
that his Government was )

1)

- el et~ {1 fhaacelea g wairude- .

UL LISIUEL 1L HLIEEIL LARCT,

At the 1126th meeting, after further discussion, the
jaiai—1-aft_rpooolutiom sman adamiad oot tas

Case 5.2 COMPLAINT BY SENEGAL:

In connexion
* b 1. ]

- -

24 For texts of relevant statements, sce:

19t yr.. Resolutions_and Decisians of the Sernrity Cauncil

TTZTSUINCENINET France, paras. 106-TU7.
1125th meeting: Morocco, para. 23.
1126th meetipge gcco._oara. 7

1206th meeting: Portugal,* para. 44.
1210th meeting: Bolivia, paras. 100-101.

same text as S/57'4l, p- i90.

lAij_m'mﬂ- ol VemBy 2 ] &
zb'.. ﬂ Y COuSt, para. 0o, INelherlands, para.
23; United Kingdom, paras. 39-40.
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dan, Malaysia and the Ivory Coast voted upon and
adopted on 19 May 1965

'\‘;- [Note: In the course of the debate the suggestion
—'  was made to have the allegations of incursions inves-
tigated by either a joint commission composed of Por-

Fﬂ e Y T T e

At the 1206th meetmg on 13 May 1965 the repre-
sentative of Portugal, * after hearing the charges of
violation of Senegalese territory proposed that the
Governments of Senegal and Portugal agree to the

 ——rinttin T gy e s miac— to feyenginptthagliogs
tions of violation of said territory and air space made

ll]irb” Laa el C &

and who would be appointed either by the Secretary-
General of the United Nations or the President of the

Securitv Council in copspliation with thetwn Governs ‘W; rec

ments concerned.

At the 1210th meeting on 18 May 1965, the repre-

as follows:
*“4. Requests the Secretary-General to kcep the

ittt = et

sentative of the Ivory Coast "mnounced that operatnc
paragraph 4 of the draft resolution had been changed
to read “4. Requests the Secretary-General to follow
the development of the situation.” 3°

At the 1212th meeting on 19 May 1965, the repre-
Wg‘ﬂmq& commenting on_the joint

proposal Ior an Inquiry ieam mace oy mc‘TEprbEm—

tative of Portugal. He noted that since the proposal

had been considered unacceptable by one side,
“the Council could itself have ordered an investiga-
tion of the facts of the dispute, in accordance with
1IC Jllalwel, fUl HRLALVG VY 1uviiigy

the Secretary-General to send a representative to

L

PN AU, 1) VARG Vs f1a0 wvavpeses v T e

that:

at in paragraoh 4 of the resolution,

provision is made for the Secretary-General to follow

developments and we wclcome that But we wnsl}
IS O

==

myvesugatvil.

At the same meeting the representative of the Ivory
tarmitem ( araersr Yy g i

arte tha.Naa=ntorit { "a=marnl in tnallnne tho dovralan

pass.”

T 295/6366, $/6366, 1210th meeting, para. 84.

W 8/6366/Rev.1,

Er=———tmthogd ) L R el A2 Tl /AR e 2.} Lo

Security Council, 1965, pp. 12-1

same text as resolution 204 (1965) of

H!‘-‘IEF‘M.J-P l e P e —
31 1212th meeting, para. 37.
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unng the period under review, Hiicen questions ; < TS

relating to the maintenance of international peace and
security were brought to the attention of the Security
Council, all of which were submitted by Mcmbers of
the United Nations. The relevant data regarding

—nubmicton 2F3 snmarisad in the appondoed Tabalation.
This part of chapter X, however, is concerned only
with the application of Article 35 by Members as well
as States not Members of the United Nations.

The Sccurity Council has continued, at the request
of the parties or other Members of the Umtcd Nations,

L.l 1} 1 - e L.

under Portuguese administration ¥ and the Palestine
question.*?

SUBMISSION BY MEMBERS OF THE UNITED NATIONS

In cubmitting quoctions te the Loouitymm(COUNGCH mm—
Members of the United Nations have in most instances
done so by means of a communication addressed to the
President of the Security Council; in ali fiftecen instances
covered for the period under review, communica-
tions were addressed to the President of the Council.

In thcininif.’gﬁw;nions)dcmbcrsJusv_c_wual]b
"

e
' quesuon,®* complaint by the Government ot Cyprus,™

82 See Tabulation, section B, entry 2.
33 See Tabulation, section B, entry 3.

M See Tabulation, section B, entry S.
35 See Tabulation, section B, entry 11,
%6 See Tabulation, section B, entry 12.
37 See Tabulation, section C, entry 15.
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three instances, namely, the complaint by Panama,*®
the complaint by Yemen,* and the complaint by Cam-

In the other communications submitting questions
far canriderntinn_bu thoe Senncite i

— ‘-.W“‘ (g =¥ :la"w =7 1S Hr--nﬁnu’—

international peacc and security. In their initial com-
munication, States have generally indicated the action
requested of the Security Council as well as the nature
of the question involved.

In no instance have Members submitted a question
to the Council as a dispute. In ten instances,*3 the
questions submitted were described as a “situation”,

i thean lactnnmnae ac ante Af anceaccine  and ta Ak

of another State. In another instance the question was

38 See Tabulation, section B, entry 1.

STATES NOT MEMBERS OF THE UNITED NATIONS

ARTICLE 35

As was nnted abhove all guestions submitted durine

consideration by the Council have been dealt with m
accordance with rules 6-9 of the provisional rules of
procedure and material relating to the application of
these rules is contained in chapter 1 of the Supplement.
In no instances in the communications addressed to
the President of the Security Council requesting
inclusion of a matter in the provisional agenda, was a
draft resolution enclosed. Material on the practice of

T A~

The Council has not, in respect of any new questions
submitted for its consideration during the period under

_ $5%for Trywivkeessess’ t 7

[, "4 Tu‘uu:ai.luu, m\,i'luu j * 1Y ‘-lllly ¥,
40 See Tabulation, section C, entry 13.
41 See Tabulation, section B, entries 1 and 4.

review, considered whether (0 accept the designation of
a question in the initial communication. Nor was any

43 See Tabulation, section B, entries 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9
and 12.
44 See Tabulation, section B, entry 10.

question included in the agenda at an carlier period.

45 Sec Tabulation, section B, entry 11.

aactiaaanaied s 0 the wnsnnrinte desienation for 10



Tabulation of questions submitted to the Security Counecil (1964-1965)

*+ SECTION A. QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY MEMBERS AS DISPUTES

SECTION B. QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY MEMBERS AS SITUATIONS

Articles
invoked as
i 4

4 o

uonvonddy 11 140d

Action requested

of Amenca bccausc of Lhe CanaJ

LICLICI WUl 1V Januady

1964)

cerm e mmwe e gy winsevas asase)

be consxdered by the Sccunty

v e wemrne

1964, pp. 18-19

avauar s

= S

Republic of Panama.”

‘ 2. The . grave situation that has arisen in

India-Pakistan  Pakistan India None .
the State of Jammu and Kashmir.”

question (letter of 16

g
&
- 1o consider the grave turn  S/5517, O.R., 19th yr., | ©
that the situation in India- Suppl. for Jan.-March | &
Il poses 10 peace 1n the re- 3>
gion.” ®
Q)

Cyprus has made the danécr of the

priate measures under the

invasion of the island both obvious relevant  Articles of the (
and imminent”. Charter.” ‘
N . - I, e s I
1964) aggression agams’l e peacerul 1e- 1y04, pp. 1-2
meni citizens ...”
—_-._ e H_' « l"‘ -aégg \v‘__wnﬁﬂﬁﬁiwﬂ in Conth U macitirt e —mmest askise Gl €€ VA =O=RY | Lis, —_—_
— . 'O _ . S— }

ments in the Republic of South

for the world.”

: Africa.” ]
, 6. Complaint by the United Democratic None . serious situation created by de- . 1o consider the serious situ-  $/5849, O.R., 19th yr., |
United States (Tonkin States Republic liberate attacks of the Hanoi régime ation . ..” Suppl. for July-Sept. |

idept) (letter of Viet- on United States naval vessels in 1964, p. 135 |

Nam inlernauonal warters. | e

of 4 August 1964)
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SECTION B. QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY MEMBERS AS SITUATIONS (continued)
Articles
invoked as Action requested
basis for Dumphan of guestion of the Su\mty
(Qther bgrtic sybmission tter of submission Lovard _ Podamanas

7. Question of relations Greece Turkey None dangerous situation brought . to consider the matter and
between Greece and about by actions already taken by take appropriate measures.”
Turkey (letter of S Turkey.”

September 1964)
~n ~e . . - P - AN nag . . _atl A N U b mmmnidac tlha nlbicmslioam e sl " PP AL & ... __*_9%_
me CLongo (icter oL e L ongo -« UIUUEUL aUUUL Uy avUuin wilvu ITAUL 11 LIS 1ULlUIE.
1 December 1964) “constitute an intervention in Afri-
can affairs, a flagrant violation of
the Charter of the United Nations
and a threat to the peace and
security of the African continent.”
9. Sxtuauon in Southern 35 Member Southern None “... very serious situation existing in To take and put into effect “the

Southern Rhodesia.”

Rhodesia measures requu-ed to put an

States

TITC PTOCoY

1A Clecemsloc Zm obm Thal T100D Tlmitad Contas NAana tha Anactinn Af tha armad intar TA “randamn tha armad intee
Ul 1 lvliay 17v2) AALNWA AALLA  LALLMALL W WA MUY AswirisAsiwAsLs ars "“": :‘V“‘w“" GBI VA WUw
Republic” Dominican Republic as a
breach of international peace™
and “call upon the United
States Government to with-
draw its forces from the terri-
tory of the Dominican Repub-
lic immediately™.b
11. Complaint by Senegal Senegal Portugal None ... repeated vxolauons of Senegalese To “ask Portugal to cease the
(lewer of=d Moy air space_and g
1965) tuguese authorities.” tory
12. Situation in Terri- 32 Member Portugal “the obstinacy of Portugal in its desire  * to take the appropriate
tories in Africa under States to perpetuate its domination over measures envisaged in the
Portuguese  adminis- the coloni’fxl Territories _under its Charter in order to give effect
tration (letter of 28 administration,” constituting “a se- to its own resolutions on the
July 1965) rious threat to peace and security.” question.”

S/5934, O.R., 19th yr.,
Suppl. for July-Sept.
1964, p. 268

~N A, - s ee s -

jor uct.-pec.
pp. 198-200

1504,

$/6294 and Add.1,O.R.,
20:h y_r Suppl. for

L ¥

C/L21 N D L 7, S R

aFvs, p. IV

S/6338, O.R., 20th yr.,
+ 1
1965, pp. 105-106
S/6585, O.R., 20th yr.,

Suppl. for July-Sept.
1965, pp. 147-149

L);Jntf_') ay fo JA Tjdm{:) fo uonviapist Y

'vu.t)
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the island, which dispute has led to a progressive deterioration in internal security”. S/5543, O.R., 19th yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March 1964, pp. 66-67. When the Security Council resumed
- st 1 setie- daamtlisi-em—-rt effumsaceat the 100A4th, masting a1 T Kahrrm: 1064 .lﬁ m--ii --.ni‘n‘-ﬁ‘..zrj'“‘ - ERP—— L

“"“the Umited Kingdom (S/5543) and from the representaive of LYPrus (d/3343). . o
b This uotged pas(sage was part of the statement made by the representative of the USSR during the course of the debate on this item at the 1196th meeting on 3 May 1965. See
1196th meeting, para. 52. .
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SECTION C. QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY MEMBERS AS THREATS TO THE PEACE, BREACHES g

OF THE PEACE OR ACTS OF AGGRESSION :

e — — =
Articles . N

invoked as Necrrinting af ausetion Achion requested T

13. Complaint by Cam- Cambodia United States 35 “... repeated acts of aggression by “... to consider the situation $/5697, OR., 19th yr., g
bodia (letter of 13 South Viet-Nam United States—South Viet-Namese resulting from these acts of Suppl. for Apr-June | &
May 1964) (non-member) forces against the territory and the aggression.” 1964, pp. 130-132 -
civilian population of Cambodia.” 3

14 Mamalaine ke Walaw Malaveia Indanscia 19 “hlatant and inexencahle acoreascinn . adindos Indnnscia oniltv f /502N N R 107k =
area.” S

15. The Palestine ques- Syria Israel None . gggrcssion cpmmitted by Israel . to condemn Israel in the S/6044, OR., I9th yr., 5
tion: Complaint by against the Syrian Arab Republic.” strongest terms” and “to put Suppl. for Oct-Dec. | .
Syria (letter of 14 an end to Isygcl's aggressive 1964, p. 55 &
November 1964) acts and policies.” d b‘.
e @ b o finaetleitadatirajegy gRgdke sos 20l AsecO'Mdmi TS YW @O P05 VIV SRRy« fismpinalige s oy O TR

=

O

=

£

-

oy tbe rppressotative ing thr. course.of the debate.on._this it

a This 13: was part of the statement made by the representative of Syria during the course of the debate on this item at the 1162nd meeting on 16 November 1964.
See 1162nd meeting, para. 42. .

SLi
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Pm -

o . negotiated directly between parties concerned, Articles
The case histories in part 1V of this chapter com-  of the Charter have been invoked not so much to

=y ey

Er N ks = ?
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consideration in the light of the prowsnons of Chapter On one occasion, the ar
gument was put forward
VI of the Charter. Part IV docs not cover all the that while a reglonal organization should be allowed

‘Et}vj[v nf_the Council in the pacific. sculcmcg’ 2} ' demsasiibecnr a4

anfaemaasa o oo __ i"" a ot

ly with the actual issues before the Council and the inform the Council thereon was a privilege of the
relative merits of measures proposed without discus- Council, which it must retain in the interest of inter-
sion regarding the juridical problem of their relation national peace and sccurity.®

to the provisions of the Charter. As a guide to the . . . 5i
decision of the Council in the pacific scttlement of In two instances the Council was urged, in the light
AAAAAAAA P S I Er R S TR of procedures of scttlement previously adopted by the

re -

visions of Articles 36-38 been invoked in rcsolutlons CASE 6. 52 COMPLAINT BY PaNaMa (letter of 10 Jan-

although in one instance, a prcambular paragraph of uary 1964): “ In conncxion with the Council deci-
a resolution invoked Article 2, paragraphs 3 and 4 sion of 10 January 1964 authorizing the President
e he -l 1Y O tamrnaal tatha narting oprearged ta. ceacn fripa

ful means.47 of
Morcover, by rcason of thc unity of the provisions
c

[Note: It was argued in the course of the discussion

A ha  that, since the Inter-American Peace Committee of the

f
-

ment were on occasion related :iobproposcd rr?easurﬁs the provisions of Articles 33 and 52, continue to be
¢

Tl T\ T O\ arnﬂﬂ wﬁq f am‘nn-r i[ﬂgj—

othe REAe 9f 5ol aperession: copseauently. refer- L e s e g e e

L. . . . L. . still appcal to both parfies to ccase nring «
Constitutional dlscuSS}ons reflected in entrics in this the bloodshed, while keeping the matter under review.]
part, as was the casc with entrics in the same chapter In the course of the consideration of the complaint
of earlicr volumes of the Repertoire, relate only in by Panama at the 1086th meeting on 10 January

E!EEE !!&EE& !E !EE Eal imoort_of the ovrovisions of (A . o it 6 el T0itead Centan cbatad

T Tyt T T ot T I AT . nat i view Of UIC 14CT Uldl UIC VIPEALdLIVIL UL ALl =
der peview. material throwing light on_that RIS N 5
|
ST Ot " SSIOIL 0L wie colm - pefore the Council, and in view of its decision to
y L& O — IR —_-
r
Articles 36-37, but also of the need for discussing m- continue to be dealt with by the Organization of Ameri-

PUGIUIS. | D bn sy plan osioganioa ol ebo

! ' ? - ¥ _ ] ‘
. . 22 dlId 24 vuLl PIUVIUCU iUl Pd\-lll\, DACIARIGITRICIY L A V) §
The compctcnce of the Sccurity Council has never local disputes through regional agencies.

_ .-i F N |,_|,41 ‘e sl A.J.-}—#ﬂ‘ 1 4

L n Wnicn a prelerence has been expressed 10r Con-  gunding the steps taken by the Organization of Ameri-
tinued concern of a regional agency to deal with the  cap “States, the Security Council should be scized of

r mrioo w " !h{‘-mﬂﬂf‘r and _adnot_some emgregocy measures to

essentially within ats domestic junisdicion and, theretore, under ivory Coast, para. Yi; ranama,”™ paras. Bo-d/; UNIEQ DLalcs,
Article 2 (7) excluding the competence of the Council to deal paras. 50-51, 92-93.
with it. See S$/5723, O.R., 19th yr., Suppl. or April-June 53 §/5509, O.R., 19th yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March 1964,

1964, pp. 161-172. See also chapter XI1I, Case 5. pp. 18-19.



military forces under their command and to protect
the civilian population. He added that if his suggestion
was approved there would, then, be no need for a
formal resolution.

Tha renrecentative anf Panama * ctated in sunnort

e vrganizauon or AmMCErican dtdaies.

place, they should be prepared to resume ncgotiations
on Kashmir and, as necessaryaddthemdaddted matters.
He indicated in that connexion that the experience of
negotiations conducted by the two countries in the
course of 1962 and 1963 suggested that some degree

eewew  REel st v wa SSRSAWAAT  ARS Y LIMEAWNE  ASAWAAALALAT/EA) AV A% amne

aa&’ﬂmmnﬂdmm Ltimoete  tiwan “.Llu)n
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F *hosra fIemesrwY'ia> & menailcliaras m thot _car~e

| ! i
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1 .
The representative of the lvory Coast, while
agrecing to the Brazilian suggestion observed that:

“It remains understood that our Organization will
nevertheless keep the matter under review and will

[5_9 ggli Ip intmiqc should the situation_deteriorate

In the absence of any objection, the President (Bo-
livia), declared the Brazilian suggestion adopted and

tapnl acatintinma

At the 1115th meeting on 12 May 1964, the repre-
sentative of Ivory Coast, being of the opinion that
recent statements by government and political leaders
of India and Pakistan reflected a desire to seek a
peaceful and just solutlon to the dispute through bila-

N A0 le Py WY

“we should avoid hasty recourse to the Security
Copncil, for the ensuing debate would become high-
ly_inflamed and wg_uld mcrclv accclcmmhz;brnak

Eotcd_that thc lSS 4: ralscd by the rcpresentauvc of

L

‘—ﬁﬁ:—r

the represcntative ol rakistan.””

[Note: After hearing the views of the representa-
tives of Pakistan and India on the question before the

g
ferences by peaceful means. It was contended by some
members that in the circumstances of the case, thc
Y|
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and their successful conclusion, if necessary”.
The representative of Norway, after a survey of the

L N A

tion of Jammu and Kashmir, and its main features
acceptable to India and Pakistan. He added:

$IUA Ao =~ kalicae lbaeea..a ~ elpt. tha O it

tance, if rcqucstcd The contentlon was made, on the

a partlcular soluuon Tt is our view that in the

o

WU LIC JLLuil ,, ACAVIRLIVI Y nf,
become inflamed, should adversely affect the talks. It
was also argued that third party intcrvention, unso-
licited by both partiecs, would hamper ncgotiations]

The representative of the United Kingdom mdlcatcd

=T du, 1858 rmecung o 10T
Council’s attention should be directed to the

Qr-: 1 <
ST Lual v
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President (France). p

6: India, paras.

sider what encouragement and assistance it can
render to the parties in order that they may utilize
vigorously the more promising circumstances now
prevailing.”

+
—— W

h odecs of scttlement, he

. Z0-33.
66 See part I, Case 1.

~ Charter, the modalities by which the scttlement might




ment between the partics and “adjustments could be
made to meet the changes in the conditions through-
out these years and to accommodate the diffcrent
views of both parties”. The Council should according-
Iv urge the two parties to take advantage of the recent

U0 B VIS N L B W Y I

of Pakistan expresscd appreciation for the efforts at
rcconciliation made by the President, and noted:
“The summation by the President is neither a

consensus nor a statement of agreed conclusions. As
such. we consider it tn he a nurelv decerintive and

further efforts to persuade the parties to solve their
R, r)-l

e

to bear on the two Member States in order that

“they may set aside ... the emotional attitudes to

PUSIIUIV GTVAUWG Vi QS WWARIWALL - e e

0 as to bring an end t