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f INTRODUCTORY NOTE

Chapter XII covers the consideration by the Security Council of Articles of the
Charter not dealt with in the preceding chapters.!

Dawt T

~— & Ve ————— - Y ——- - —— e m———  —————— e ——— —y — ————————— —— —

OF THE CHARTER
Article 1

“1. .

“2. To develop friendly relations among nations based on respect for the
principle of equal rights and self-determination of peoples, and to take other

| L tamal A SRR LR A m%
i

NOTE Security Council referred ® to General Assembly resolu-
. . . ) tion 1514 (XV) of 14 December 1960 ® and reaﬂirmcd 4
| —— A AWt L s, | YT —— i qh—"3 — = ‘

A
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in Article 1, paragraph 2, was however, implicitly invoked
in Security Council resolutions 232 (1966) of 16 Decem-

r lg@@ﬂg@) E_£ 29 May 1968 reearding the_ 1 Rcsolution 232 (1966), oPerativc EaraEraPh 4; resolution 253

of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples™.

1 For observations on the methods adopted in compilation of ¢ Resolution 232 (1966), preambular paragraph 1; resolu-
this chlptcr see Repertoire of the Practice of the Security Councif, ~ tion 253 (1968) preambular paragraph 1.

- ooyl ;w&m@"wmﬁl |

Part 11

A. Article 2, paragraph 4, of the Charter

“All Members shall refrain in their international relations from the threat or
use of force against the territorial integrity or political independence of any state,
or in any other manner inconsistent with the Purposes of the United Nations.”

NOTE resolutions ® in which these principles were cited, three ?
During the period under revncw no rcsolutlons were
‘; —— ——— - - — ——— w
r
X SR JUE U ASEL. 52Uy Pl eV, 4A2y UMy eep s
paragrap ’ \yz.is expllcltly. mvo{(ed' Principles derw.ed change as resolution 242 l967 . §/8253, 1381st mecting (PV),

the attention of the Security Council. Of the six draft ’ S/;l227, S/8229 and 5}8253.
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were not pressed to the vote; one 8 failed of adopt:on
and,

which is treated below,!? no constitutional issue was raised
in the relevant Council debate that could be considered

to have a bearing on the provisions of Article 2, para-
graph 4. In_five ipstances.reference_was made to the .-

Ucee 01 ©Very dSdic.”” 1n wnrec = oI tnesce 1ve 1nstances,

. as well as in another instance,® the Princigle ot‘" inadrvis- Iwﬂmlﬁ D

tivgt yaro ﬂéwted"b] the S\.»u-u_y —Louncia. I Jnusuwt 96¢

two ' of the six instances, there was an explicit reference

to_Attigle 2 of the Charter, In all ipstanges_excent.one

c.ponsored by Mali: voted upon and not adopted on

[Note: During the discussion, it was maintained that/—-\

rnx\r-cn'n o= uonlmtnm._... H I
ol 07 TOLLLLCE [ R

were contrary to the provnsmm of Article 2, paragraph 4,
of the Charter, the Israel-Syrian General Armistice
Agreement, and the resolutions of the Security Council

e

At the 1288th meeting on 25 July 1966 the represen-

R
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lctter of 14 Ju]y 1966 28 to the President of the Council in

conflict.!? Obfectum were rajs ﬂ jo the aonlicability of

.. ]

that there was a distinction between demarcation lines
which meant the maintenance of reciprocal territorial

elaims, a: e dat—ad
final renunciation.’8-*¢ There was no constitutional

discussion thereon.

are aeait with 1n this section.
CASE 1.28 THE PALESTINE QUESTION: In connexion with
the joint draft resolution submitted by Jordan and co-

lar para. 2.

(l967),opc,r. ara. | (u) S/8253 opcr ;;ar 3 @);
b - mmi.mm-h

CSOIUTIOT

S/8761 and

111 uatl IcLcl iat aiwcl LIcC HIvIAdciIL al zAllliacal, })lallCh
of the Isracl Air Force had been ordered to take strictly
limifed artion reparded as apnrantiate spder.the cir-
cumstances. The action had been taken reluctantly after
Isracl had become convinced that all its efforts through

AL INE same meeung, Ine representatve ol e UddK
referred to the provision in the Charter that all Members
of the Organization must refrain in their international

e g gl |

of 9 April 1964, the Security Council had condemned
fﬂ'“' ol ga W(‘mgu“lg:g\g‘h lm -!"'nﬂ!)ﬂ !ll:

F 4ho Tloita. v, : .

:

18 Resolution 252 (1968), preamb. para. 6.
! See 1373rd 1382nd mecetings, in connexion with the situation

g iy

Charter.

At the 1289th meeting on 26 July 1966, the represen-
i nluit\" ot the Canvmitar

Carimail e

paras.

89-90, 92, 98; USSR, paras. 198-200, 212;
1289th mccting: Iraq,* paras. 4-5, 30; Jordan, paras. 33, 49, 58;
1291st meeting: France, paras, 35-41; United mgdom paras.

24- 25 27-29; United Statcs paras. 9- 10 13-14, 16;

41, £/-28, 30, Joraan, paras, 35, 39, 52; New Zealand, paras, 8I-
86,

1293rd mecting: China, paras, 63, 65; Netherlands, paras. 11,
19, 20; ngcrla paras. 22-23; Uruguay, para. 47,

1294th mecting: Uganda, paras.’s, 10;

1295th meeting: Bulgaria, paras. 4, 11; Japan, para. 30, Jordan,
para. 55; USSR, para. 68.

Isracl.

At the same meeting, the representative of the United
States stated that his Government considered it deplorable

Bt th n e ..c..liiYﬂ] i ':‘ﬁ, af= ab_

3¢ S/7411, OR, ler{ , Suppl. for July-Sept. 1966, pp. 28-30.
See also in chapter V1II, p. 125, footnote 166.

* See resolution I (1956), operative paragraphs 2 and 3;
resolution 111 (1962), operative paragraphs 2 and 3; resolution 188
(1964), opcrative paragraph 1.
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its neighbours was contrary to the Charter which stlpu-

legagd thpsg fame gz | St

f in their international relations from the threat or use of
force”. That doctrine was also in contradiction wnth the

T

TASAAVINAWALVIVAS  LAAWAW  TY AU AEIUE W YWl AR

claiming to apply the theory of retaliation, for the acts of
unknown origin and the air attack undertaken against
the entire border region of a neighbouring country were
not comparable.

The representative of Jordan introduced,®® on behalf
of the dclcgatlons of Mall and Jordan a draft resolutlon

Ty Terw s pwesvemsaivy

be considered mitigated. It was obvnous howevcr that
- s - —rirgmytpacesbe ;
recognized as a lawful instrument in international rela-
tions and that the 1llcgal use of force constituted a viola-
£ 4 :

were international organs empowered to intervene in
the case of acts such as those which provoked the reaction
of 14 July.

The representative of China stated that whatever might
have been the provocation, the use of military means in
the circumstances as 2 means of retaliation had to be

Syrian Arab Republic, and that it took the grave form
of an air attack where napalm bombs in particular were

WHIILY LUMUBVIL ILVOUIMLIVIL U 1TV U Ay ST 1Ty
- — - .

Nations Charter.
At the 1294th meeting on 2 August 1966, the represen-

4510 UV LI MALMO CAWLEZL 1L AV II UV L. AW W WA IRLAW A VWD
S— > < L

Charter of the United Nations; (3) reaffirm resolutions 111
(1956) and 171 (1962), and deplore the resumption by
. . AL

VASLIVIL LI LI WU ) WUIIUVALILIWAL LIALIBRAE ] VLIV 11 LA wievas

be no justiﬁcation,'moral or leéal, for aerial bombings
of a neighbouring territory in peace-time; all signatories

Awuva s vu LEVRAUIVEL YYELMUML LWL MUY VU LI vl )

— ___'m Wy

(5) reiterate its call on Israel to comply with its obliga-
tions under the Charter in default of which the Council
would have to consider what further measures should
be invoked.

Fhc icpi lcplé‘S!:llle

to the aerial attack, the primacy of the mjunctlon con-
tained in the General Armistice Agreement as in the

At the 1295th meeting on 3 August 1966, the represen-
tative of Bulgaria stated that the attack launched on
14 July 1966, on the orders of the Government of Israel,
against the border area of Syna constituted an aggra-

EE . ll
called for condemnation by the Security Council. Other-
wise, the attitude of the Council might be interpreted as

ywﬁu

ates were sblutely

duty bound to refrain from the threat or use of force

against the territorial integrity or political independence
Q—{-‘

of a people’s war of liberation.

The representative of Argentina stated that armed
retaliation should not become an accepted form of inter-
national conduct. He stressed thc nccd for thc pdl’thS

of those Umted Natlom bodlcs at thcxr dlsposdl

by Jordan and Mali was voted upon and was not adopted.
The vote was 6 votes in favour, none against, with
9 abstentions.??

LUV JUILIL UIAQIL TLOVIUUIVIL U UV ULHIWU SR IHEUULIL AL

the United States: not pressed to the vote on 4 Novem-

3% 1295th meeting, para. 76.

. O C O va a - Y T
1307th meecting: France, paras. 100-101; Israel,* paras. 34, 37,
38, 51-53; New Zcaland, para. 134; Syria,* para. 66; United

Annnn) l 56 tha I
o i » . - .
rative of Uruguay exprcsscd agrcemcnt with other mem- 1%08(]\ mecting: Isracl,® paras. 185, 192-195; Netherlands,

_‘:"A S/-7437,_.0R, 21st yr.,‘SuEEl:[or July-Sept. 1966, pp. 59-60;

- —C
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1312th mecting: Japan para 17 '
1317th meeting: Syria,* para. 16
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ber 1966; and with the draft resolution jointly sub-

mitted by Argentina, Japan, Netherlands, New Zealand,

Nigeria and Uganda: voted upon and failed of adoption

on 4 November 1966

[Note: During the discussion, it was maintained that
Syria was responsxble for acts of violence pcrpetrated by

violence agamst Israel was contrary to Syrlas general

territory under control of that Party.” He noted also that
another general guideline could be found in General
Assembly resolution 2131 (XX) 32 which, among other
things, contained the provision that no State should /"
organize, assist, foment, finance, incite or tolerate subver-
sive, terrorist or armed activities directed towards the
vinlent averthrow of the réeime of another State. or

Agrecments and the provnslons of resolution 2131 (XX),

fEL AN 4 - S NI DEIRL DR T | S S e e ey

i et v R
paragraph 4, its specific commitments under the 1949
Armistice Agreement, and the provisions contained in

| the General AssemBly resofution 2131 (XX) of 21 Becem

ciation and over which it had no authority.|

At the 1307th meeting on 14/15 October 1966, the
rcpresentanve of Israel,* having referred to statements

L £ 4l o - ‘e VP i

€acn otner s WITIory, 10 doSIANI IToIm T UITdatr OT UsTUT

force and from giving support to any terrorist activities.
Subsequently, at the 1310th meeting on 28 Octo-

‘g‘ {
e

of Syria to fulnl 1ts obligations by taking all measures 10
prevent the use of its territory as a base of operation for
acts constituting a violation of the General Armistice
Apreement and call for strict adherence ta Article 111

culo laa- gazengnl

did not regard itself as responsible for the activities of
guerilla groups could not be sustained and that the
obligation to refrain from the threat or use of force
agamst the tcmtonal integrity or polxtncal mdependence
of any—State was—“absolute” and “‘unreserved”;—s

that this obligation applied to Syria in its rclations to
Israel.

- 1 . -

 ———

tated—resolution, jointly spomsored by Argentina,

ment providing that no warlike act or act of hostility
shall be conducted from the territory of one of the
parties against other parties.

At the 1316th meeting on 3 November 1966, a draft
Japan,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Nigeria and Uganda, was
introduced by the representative of Uganda.®® Under

R T e e e e == v

i
cil, and stated that the Syrian Government rejected the
Israel contention that the activities of the El-Assefa
orgamzatlon had becn planned orgamzcd eqmpped or

the Council.
The representative of the United Kingdom, having

it had to be the duty of any Government to prevent or
oppose by all means at its disposal the use of its territory

4‘“—“ N

measures lor preventing incigents that consttuted a
violation of the General Armistice Agreement.

At the 1319th meeting on 4 November 1966, the six-

two-Power draft resolution did not press it to the vote.®’
Case 3. THE PALESTINE QUESTION: In connex:on with

= S/7568, OR, 2Ist yr., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. {966, pp. >5->9,
1310th meeting: para. §
85 S/7575/Rev.1, OR, 2Ist yr. Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1966, p. 69;

of the Charter, undertaken the obligation to refrain from
the threat or use of force against the territorial integrity

wbticyd nd

ment 32 between Syria and Isracl which prdvided that:
“No warlike act or act of hostility shall be conducted

28-29, 34; United Kingdom, paras. 79-80, 82; United States,
paras. 89-91, 97; Secretary-General, Jsaras 6-12;

1321st meeting: France, paras. 3, 4; Jordan, para. 31; USSR,

p_ 37 othowsidntee Finp pooge s wd U Vet =

1323rd mcetinF: China, paras. 15-18; Israel,® para. 51; Jordan,
para. 59; Netherlands, paras. 5-9;
1324th mecting: Israel,* paras. 90-92; Jordan, paras. 30-31;

NoaNy TEee pray Arptteres Asseprprateranialy YU &0
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Part II.

Consideration of the provisions of Article 2 of the Charter

231

[Note During the discussion, it was maintained that

—L‘-"af geialicaior  aypgl r

! against Jordan on 13 November 1966, constxtutcd a

l | CO';IGODCO oy [l:lC ?CCU;I@‘Q:%%CF

PR P £ b ol Ny

consequenccs of whlch had far surpasscd the cumulatlve

the frontiers of Israel, cpuld not be justiﬁed, explaincti

PMJL al hlal L.

*
Arab-Israel tension lay in threats against the territorial

integrity. and_political independence of Israel by_the

neighbouring States in standing violation of the United

.___portio

At the 1321st meeting on 16 November 1966, the
representative of France stated that all reprisal operations
and so=called puniiive actions were alwaysout of pro————

to the incidents,kv.h.jch might ha¥s; El'ggg_ rise te
- w — iy M

e

LUUA l}law.j

At the 1320th meeting on 16 November 1966, the

s Toginl e 2o TR It { g tir=t ‘—"m R VA SR INL AR AT - sy l‘l‘lulrnulr T U= R
Loanks - gopoured eRiclps - DeAkefANGRS . PR ! V. ik v

action which constituted a violation of the Charter of
the United Nations and of the General Armlstlce Agrec-

the incident of

informed the Security Council of
13 November which, in his view, constituted a deliberate
act of aggression by Israel against Jordan.

and political independence of any dtate. Kecaling decu-
rity Council resolutions 111 (1956) of 19 January 1956,
171 (1962) of 9 April 1962 and 188 (1964) of 9 April 1964,

Tk trinedth et Tereal’tonew agaraceion gasiret Inrdna.

ﬁ"llcu INAUTUITD CUTIAdI'IST allu v ATHIISTULL nslcc‘
ments, Arab Governments proclaimed that they did not
political independence or territorial integrit

its ob lga 1on o prevent

‘aiy_pora:x mtcrnatlonal law} and w:th thc elementaz stan~

Charter but also many resolutions of the Security Council,
whxch had repcatcdly pomted out in specific terms that

STy ikt —

. ﬁ
s vu & .yE,...... NN
been blown up by a mine in the border area adjacent to
Jordan and it was evident that the perpetrators had come
from and returned to certain villages on the Jordan side
of the border. Furthermore, the Government of Israel
had had reason to believe that this incident was the first
in a “fresh series of attacks” planned to take place in the

locality; it had decided to carry out a limited local action

carried out by a mobile task force, including tanks, had
bcen undertaken most reluctantly, and only as a last

[P PO [ .

mNere was no Jusuncation wnatsocver 101 e cdicuiaied,
admitted and wholly disproportionate act of military
reprisal commltted by lsrdel dgamst Jordanon 13 Novem-

A - LR Y | 4 A = T

incidents, the Israel attack could not be condoned, for

their foreign policy.

At the 1322nd meeting on 16 November 1966, the
representative of Argentina stated that reprisals, espe-
cially armed reprisals, were acts in violation of the norms
of international law and the United Nations Charter
which allowed the use of force only in cases of legitimate
self- defencc or in fulﬁlment of collective measures called

= q |
1Sproportionate to the reason which, according 1o

Israel, had provoked it.

eal PR ~ av [ 2N I 1 a1 aL _a

different from and dleproportnonate to even the lcngthy
scries of terrorist acts which had preceded it.

- — T WL j

Y L

the Charter and stdtcd that thcrc was a clear ditterence
WEFR.




- L Chanlee Y. feiidegitional the provicions.of.other Articlgs of tho Chartee ___,

plamed were unlawful acts of aggressnon fallmg wnthm Secunty Council ;** and with the draft resolunon sub-
,,,,,, . - Taa . - at . "\A,,' R 4 F VS WS o R S a 1
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At the same meeting, the representative of Nigeria while they were not to be condoned, the socalled acts
iztrdies r darft a0 Lubirambinteintinid btk = m— £ to=\1 gt roTY s esagrar 2T X milite 5 anp A e
. Nigeria which included the following provisions: and could not be equated with Israel’s military action

“The Security Council, which was out of proportion with the events alleged to

LaLve Ui Jujl

“Having noted the information provided by the
Secretary-General concerning this military action in °fq Joran had mformed the Securl uncxl . o,t;::

N Y 1] \ 7 _ - i! - n 1 —

Recalling the provisions of Securit ouncil reso-

“Recallmg thc repeated resolutions of the Security dCtS the representative of Jordan® asked the Security

~ntvaw o€ auglant snasdant a1 l_a sl I PP L I 1_of tha

Tauon une, dna not OVErooKIng past LIarer ana mne apove-Ciecd  voundc  resoluuon oy

!E zwt ﬂ-m‘!‘“ qu Eg gl'rnﬂz _!LH_“"‘ WUIT af thoe Tlaitode——

“2. Censures Israel for this large-scale military action ~ The representative of Isracl* stated that he had
in violation of the United Nations Charter and of the informed  the Security Council of the hostile acts being

General Armistice Agréement between lsracl and  perpetrated from Jordanian territory and directed against
Jordan: Israel, which had reached a climax within recent weeks

repeated, the Security Council will have to consider LTact 210 JUOLCH passapges- TTONT & -Stateent—oy —tre

At the same meeting, the dratt reSOlUUOﬂ submutted  dangers, and that it would continue to abide by the cease-

" e— " Ll T el ) Y Ui D L I R I

)
177 YAJLLD MU LIVIL TV LMIE L QU

JOTUdn SNOUIQ 4150 TCSPECT LIC CEASe-1Ie dgreciment anu
CAst 4.4 SITUATION IN THE MIDDLE EAST (I1): In con- noted that the cease-fire obliged not only the abstention
nexion with the ioint draft resolution submitted bv  from anv militarv activities bv repsular armies. but also

\ %«4,@.4;&_..?_.1‘;_",_ e eseclesine. 27e sinesy.  OF those States which bad gereed to the gease-fire,

L)
th meeting: para. 35; resolution 228 (1966). tﬂe representative o! tEe ”mtcﬁ !tates ogservea tHat

‘* For texts of the relevant statements, see! the rule which should guide the parties in all these
1401st mecting (PV): Israel,* pp. 23-25, 27, 32-35; Jordan,®  jtyations was contained in Security Council resolu-

pp- 6. 13-16; tin
g e — 2S6.L48L oL 19 dusnt L8 I uliget e e ——

s . N T 7 . w .
pp. 41, 46, 47; MorOCCO. p. ‘67; Paklstan pp- 18-20, 21; USSR, means at its disposal to prevent action violating the truce

€ Am AN Ar. T1_fs 4 Caae.a oo r T— [— J
'/{;a,bVchubllc * pp. 7 12-13. Of who were in territory under its control; further, no

FJ 26; Paraguay, p. 22 Umtc
nited Kingdom,
' 14048 ul\..\.{f'ﬂ's FW)_}“T. (g ? 13- ié"'m@l‘r'fly 2?;".1\1,
Syria,* pp. 17, 26; _—_—
1405th mecting (PV): Iraq,* pp. _27, 28-30, 31; Israel,* pp. 48- © /8498, OR, 23rd yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March 1968, p. 288.

50; Morocco,* p. 57; 1406th meeting (PV): Israel,* pp. 3-5, 7;
Jordan.* p. 22:}" . . Sec 1407th mecting (PV}: Pakistan, pp. 31, 32, 33-35.
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party was permitted to violate the truce on the ground
that it was undertaking reprisals or retaliation against

condemn the new act of armed aggression on the part of
Israel against Jordan in the most categorical fashion.

srael against Jordan,

o o W A

acts of aggression 1n the name of retaliatory

he stated that the so-called terrorist activities among the

populatlon of the territories occupied by Israel subsequent
ifectatinn

ipg thf the prptart fmﬂﬂLﬂMmtﬂl_ChnEJhme%f
[=hdil

Charter expressly forbadc
The representative of the United Arab Republic *

manimtninad thnt Inrcnl hnd anna naain rarartad tn milita

occupied territories.
The rcprescntauve of France stated that the fact that

VY ICEANIE A VTSR T IR AULGETE  TULww  Siaseaa seax

p— '

which had
of reprisals had been condemned by thc United Nations
and the Charter, he pointed out that his Government had

IMYUALCU ad> «a PILILAL ITUL LV Unwalil aliivy applvaonsin v

Jordan the so-called terrorist activities emanating from
that country, |t was the continued occupation by Israel

P

in the ¢ East. Since Israel had perpetrated another
gross violation of the cease-fire resolutions which could
not be justified under the provisions of the Charter which

:}fﬂedlv stressed that the so-called acts of terrorism glearlv nrohibited and coodemned nat only the actual

» 4

speax OI NECESSAry medsures 101 ue security o1 wuie wrri-
tory and population under the jurisdiction of Israel
because jurisdiction established by occupation could not
be rccognized The Sccurity Council was duty-bound to

of the lsrdel forccs and ﬁ:‘) gg I

those forces from the tcmtones they occupled.
'am@_;ive gi the USSR contended th

previous Security Louncil aecisions. Me TeIerred o ue
Security Council resolution 228 (1966) of November 1966
by which the Council had censured Israel for its action
and had emphasized to Israel that if actions of military

l’.Y' T"“'Nl_‘._l_' L e e ey pu
C withdrawal of  to consider further and more effective steps as envisaged

in the Charter. Israel had repeated such an act and lt
to ity Council to discharge its res

vast in scale and part of the military aggressions by Israel.
The persistence by Israel in occupying the Arab territories
constituted in itself continued aggression against the
Arab countries and a violation of the United Natlons

hygtes g

A ey it

territories of Arab States for the purpose of consolidating
the results of aggression, which was in flagrant violation
of the spirit and letter of the United Nations Charter.

\ roT R TRET R IR RN T e

nycil.esalutinng Pecent stane  astgh tos
.......... . =

of military reprisals.
The representative of China expressed the view that no

Government, even under extreme provocation, was
justified in taking the law into its own hands. The mass

\raalic tha vanawf '&imb

themselves to the principles of the Charter which called
upon all Member States to settle their differences by
pcaceful means and to refrain from the threat or use of

uucnlpung o _]u:luy 1 aggrcaalun dIlcl 1Ly llub’lillll VIiOld-
tion of the Security Council decisions by allegations that
the attack on Jordan was a reprisal measure, recalled
that the Security Council had on four occasions—in
January 1956, in Apnl 1962 in April 1964 and in Novem-

Pt |I-r,5--..,] "“"‘ﬂ'li* Fn‘l-ﬂi‘lnl .nda.

penacnce o1 any state.
At the 1405th meeting on 22 March 1968, the repre-
sentative of Iraq * stated that Israel action of 21 March
1968 was not a spontaneous reaction to provocation but

a carefully prepared military operation with specific and
vl st vleinvetis ot iricm -

it wene anncidaead annnt

under the Lharter and Under various resolutions agopied
by the Secunty Council.

At the 1407th meeting on 24 March 1968 thc Prcsndent

Al
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draft resolution *7 the text of which read, inter alia, as  Charter in response to continued acts of aggression by

follows: Israel.
“The Security Council, The representative of Israel * stated that warfare
“ against Israel from Jordanian territory was being con- \

“ Observmg that the mllltary action by the armed ducted by two methods: terror raids and armed attacks

foregs a< nf . iTOM mllltary positions djrected primarily _against
| large-scale and carefully planned nature; -

‘o

aircraft had taken action against, and destroyed, the
e terror bases in Jordan from which these attacks against
tive640  Tr 43911«IDedndertinsOaid0 miﬁWGg&ionTWIam& WETdmmﬁﬁanaféd.OG 0 solu3 Tr 01215 Tc 156322 Tw (er

Isracl in flagrant violation of the United Nations At the 1435th meeting on 6 August 1968, the repre-

- g} N— cantotirie ~€ the Tlmitad Sackh DNomtaklie 8 cdotad élae - .

ca of ggnggcrianda rihinhthe Soguc

—.
would have to consider further and more effective  CEVO'€ I1S atiention. Recalling the provisions of resolu-
repeTITion Of SUCh ACtS: sris vitnsw svisvs smew srees fvuUstes wu G pUbivy s dsens
F"f . ’ liation and massive reprisals, the representative of the

United Arab Republic held that the Security Council
The draft resolution was put to the vote and adopted  should consider adopting “further and more effective

gy . e e — 1 L S : 1

connexion with the letter dated 5 August 1968 *° from The representative of Pakistan held that to equate the
the representative of Jordan and the letter dated small, sporadic and spontaneous acts of resistance of the
5 August 1968 © from the representative of Isracl; and  people of territories occupied by Israel with the planned
with a draft resolution based upon the consensus and large-scale military actions of the armed forces of
among the members of the Security Council: voted Tsrael wayld be to immiﬂwiwfn%'—‘

[/Vote: In the COUl‘SC OI tne OISCUSSIOD l[ was main-

violation of the Charter and resoluuons of the Sccunty had to determine once and for all that the activities of
Council.] the so-called infiltrators could not be equated with those

At the 1434th meeting on 5 August 1968, the represen-  Of the armed forces of Israel. Noting that the Council
tative of Jordan * havmg recalled that the Securlty had condcmned acts of military repnsal as ﬂagrdnt

incumbent upon y S
effective measures as envisaged in Chapter VII of the The representative of Hungary held that the so-called
terror raids and sabotage actions were direct consequences
of occupation, that there could not be aggression on
bchalf ofthe mdlgenous populatlon against the occupying
~aha wratad & -0 mdic]

[
UAK,~ pp. 7, -1V, 1Z, - S . N T T 1
1436”{)[,’“““ (PV): Hungary, p. 61; Iraq,® pp. 52, 53-55, 56;  tionatc means in keeping with those that were used by
Sencgal, pp. 63-65, 66; the ageressor. The incidents of 4 June and 4 August 1968
- (L T LI J.n%zi. Ei.'a “i liinlii I’I‘S- _ - X — .w 2 M :
- 80 S/872| OR 23rd r., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1968 113 HUU UL JaunLv LG uuj' BLLULA GEGILISL 101 dava, ‘
also chapter VIII, p. 1)5,8 ppl Jor July-Sept P At the 1437th meeting on 9 August 1968, the represen-

51 §/8724. OR. 23rd vr.. Suool. for Julv-Sept 1968 15-116.  tative of China observed that the attack launched bv




; the censure of the Security Council.

that the armed intervention aeainst. and occyoationof.

16 August 1968, the President accounced that, as a
result of consultations, a draft resolution had emerged
refiecting” the -views “of the- mcmbcrs—of “the—Security
'

ath LU0 gt

Treaty, without the knowledge and against the m of
the Government of that country, constituted an act of
use of ”G!’CE‘m_VTO‘lutrUn_Uf inter atig; Articte 2(4) of the - ~———

o Gl T————

Tr?70 /0030 D3 Tr-

“Recalling its previous resolution 248 (1968) con-

demning the military action launched by Israel in
e 1 AN 1 ¢_iglation nfuthe JInited-hntiong, Chioster ard
the cease-fire resolutions and deploring all violent

. [P [P + o~
F’i‘ﬁ“ﬂl—'.ﬂ ALY Y ) rﬁmmfiwu‘ é‘
“

A, =,
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on Jordanian territory were of a large-scale and care-
fully planned nature in violation of resolution 248

‘J# M - E | ——

to the socialist system in Czechoslovakia and the atten-
dant threat to the collective security of all socialist
countries, the Governments of the five socialist States
had acted, in response to an appeal from the “lawful
W fmane wufiTorml e o PO T e T — .
W1th the right of States to self- defence, individually and

“ . . d"l_‘ !
the Charter of the United Nations according to which
famon b . A
preted as interference; further, the measures taken by
the socialist countries were not directed against the

= Y — a1l 7 LTI

Calnol o< wWICIdicu aliy tat uc L oulivi wouilld 1iave
to consider further and more effective steps as envisaged

the

harter ensure apainst

same date addressed to the President of the Security
Council 5 in which he had conveyed the objections of

umniwy o e bOLlullbl COUnuIcS 1ay Crercd Ui wiroly

“4, Condemns the further military attacks launchcd

ments for assmtance mcludmg ‘assistance in the form of

e hwdi | (e BT 100" eumell VT el et f WO IE W T AT € el (N

Charter and resolution 248 (1968) and warns that if
such attacks were to be repeated the Council would
duly take account of the fatlure to comply with the

domestic reaction to the socialist social order and the
constitutional State system of Czechoslovakia. The
Govcrnmcnts concerned had decided to meet thc request

- LA P’

I T -
1
| IL Wds put o 1ne 0lc ana du()plcu undmmuusly - vu"b Jio waiu i wee svas rae pryova F i e vinnees

—

HCAIULII Wikl LT ICLLg
representatives of Canada, Denmark, France, Para-
guay, the United Kingdom and the United States

ualLu <1 l'\uE'.uﬁl 1 7U0 15U e

threat to security'was eliminated and the lawful author-
ities found that the presence of those units was no longer
necessary: attempts to present the actxom of the Sovnet

82 QOral draft resolution, adopted without change as resolution
256 (1968).

1
F H{;
LouIld oL a UITH PCaltiul LHLICHUOULD Ul UL e

right of the socialist countries to individual and collective
_1c 1§ - El .3 r l.ﬁ_: ﬁil’!?hi 1 h P e .

; Lol Q:A-@W,

2. 3.5,

52; USSR, |;p 2
United

P. 8990 91 Paragu
112 116, 11

41, 42, 48- 50 101
at,

93-95‘; rahcc.g)
6-10, 16, 32, 3

f

1443rd meeting (PV): Algeria, p. 156; Czechosiovakia,® pp. 6,
8-10; Poland, p. 27; Sencgal, pp. 11, 12; USSR, pp. 98-100;

. lll‘i—-*t*hg.ﬁPYhm:ﬁ’

1445th mecting (PV): Czcchoslovakm‘ pp. 96, 101,

110; Pakistan, p. 112; President (Brazil), pp. 122, 123,

% S/8758, OR, 23rd yr., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1968, p. 136.

'
107, 108-

L%
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obhgatlom and the Soviet Government called upon all

States to observe the principles of respect for qovcrmg.nty

[* 260 Qb ipuep ! frpelii-Fye 0 Gl Tkl —
87 For treatment of the discussion relevant to the adoption of

the agenda, see this Supplement, under chapter 1I, 3. Sec also

chapter VLI, pp. 171, 172,
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I0TEIgN armies had WItNOUt warning imvaded a MeMDEr  bly resolution 2131 (

State of the United Nations and that the Security Council The representative of the USSR quoted the text of an -
_L—ha'd & responsibility to seize-itself of this question, to appeai to allied States from the “iawf\IHcgiiinmtc auth=4 — -~

condemn this gross violation of the Charter and to call grities in Czechoslovakla—a group of memberg of the
—m' the Soviet.l/oipnaod itsallies far immediate with- _ CantenlCeumpristoa—

_ “rpieleel theirfancre hoova=ia

containing a Declaration on the Inadmissibility of Inter-

. | ‘ - ] l i fi,i\;nl:ni F.-ﬁ
uon or 1N Epenacnce CTE ATe Z - T

B ha ...{..m..o' ~ bt £mmnno nf tho TICCD ;
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! M all _means
Union and certain of their allies that the situation could Ccoliective scir-aclence ana tne provisions ol in€ uniea
only be rectified if they desisted immediately from inter- Nations Charter.

o - Paanesbagl ]l [R50 MHMM—%

1
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Nations Charter, maintained that the Sccuzity Council lution 2131 (XX).
must call upon the USSR to withdraw the Warsaw Pact
forces from Czechoslovakia and to respect the sovereignty
of an independent Member nation of the United Nations.

The representative of Denmark introduced, on behalf
of the delegations of Brazil, Canada, Denmark, France,
Paraguay, the United Kingdom and the United States, a
draft resolution % under which:

The representative of Denmark observed that the inva- “The Seruritv_Cougcil
é . E— S— 3

clcary a matter which was internattonal 1in character.

. . Party of Czechoslovakia, troops of the Soviet Union
=——————Thaso-sacontotive of the bl gygouine na g ot ey b = x
appeal of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic to the their country without the knowledge and against the
socialist States had been motivated by the threat to the wishes of the Czechoslovak Government,
socialist system on the part of counter-revolutionary
forces in alliance with external forces hostile to socialism,
contended that the decision of the socialist countries
to give assistance to Czechoslovakia was consonant with
Atrticle 51 of the United Nations Charter which allowed
States to take collective and invividual measures of sclf-
S | £
- V— T

“Considering that the action taken by the Govern-
ment of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and
other members of the Warsaw Pact in invading the
Czechoslovak Socialist Republic is a violation of the
United Nations Charter and, in particular, of the
nrincip‘l_cmthat all Members shall refrain in their inter-
e 7

After the adoption of the agenda, the representative against the territorial integrity or political indepen-
of Czechoslovakia * read several messages from the dence of any State,
Minister of Foreign Affairs containing the texts of decla- “Gravely concerned also by risks of violence and
rat'lom bLy \id[‘lOlleOI:StltUthE:l\l authorities in CLzechoslo- reprisals as well as by threats to individual liberty and

Czechoslovakia without the knowledge or consent of the
constitutional organs of the State and requested imme-
diate withdrawal of the armed forces of the five States
of the Warsaw Treaty and respect for the State sovereignty

“l Aﬁirms that the sovereignty, political indepen-
dence and territorial integrity of the Czechoslovak
Socialist Republic must be fully respected;

of Czechoslovakia. “2. Condemns the armed intervention of the Union
) , of Soviet Socialist Republics and other members of
The representative of Denmark, referring to the asser- the Warsaw Pact in the internal affairs of the Czecho-

¢ ;E“ hae B, 1 1oned_
!
i
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representative of Czechoslovakia were to the contrary. v
" ’ | Lar et & Rl — S/RIRL anduA%H 1442nd meetine (PY). p. 17. ./ The N3me Qf
i
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Part I1.

Cousideration of the provisions of Article 2 of the Charter

237

no action of violence or reprisal that could result in

further suffering or loss of life, forthwith to withdraw

their forces, and to cease all other forms of intervention
i D in Czechoslovakia's internal affairs;

. »
.

2 against, and 3 abstentions, one negative vote being that
of a permanent member.5

At the 1444th meeting on 23 August 1968, the repre-
sentative of Yugoslavia * communicated to the Security
Council the text of a statement issued by his Government
on 22 August 1968 concerning the situation in Czechoslo-

Irom ne mreat Or usc oI I10rce against nc werritorial
integrity or political independence of any State.
. 0 fer

Nations, the obligations under the Charter prevailed,
and one of those obligations was the respect for the
freedom, territorial integrity and sovereignty of all
States. The action taken by the Warsaw Pact Powers
not only went beyond the Charter but clearly violated it.

scniduve Oj LICLH()\IOVdKld,

ﬂdVlﬂg stdted  uiat e

constituted a gross violation of the sovereignty and
territorial integrity of an independent country, as well
adwt ik

Erlﬁm {snigl ofmracroll 1 agrou'a nigcin'ga f

internal affairs of other States, the representative noted
that similar or identical interpretation of the provisions
of the Charter regarding the right to collective or so-
called legitimate self-defence had in the past been used
as a pretext for foreign interventions in the internal

affairs of other countries and had siven ris

ustified

oL J
r tiney jon Cran~b~g N -‘ 3 . 7 S [N
B U —

that the occupdt:on of ‘Czechoslovakia by the forcng_n
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of Czechoslovakia, requested immediate withdrawal of
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renest or demand :\f rh

Aarrmant nf Crachaclovn ko
iv_

_ _ Ia oA te-llieqq

could self-defence, separate and collective, be interpreted
as an act of interference. The acts of the socialist coun-
tries were not directed against the political independance
or the territorial integrity of Czechoslovakia and, there-
fore, did not fall within the purview of the prohibitions

were to act.

] T ; 1l -
failed of adoption. There were 10 votes in favour,

au not peen &4 4anger O MINWry aggression 1rom dproda
at the time of the occupation. Furthermore, arguments
about the alleged danger of counter-revolution were
juridically not valid. The foreign troops, even if they
came from fncndly countnes should leavc Czcch()sl()vakm

resident o c ounci

ubsequently, the
adjourned the meeting.

ccurity

5% 1443rd meetine (PV), pp. 163-165.
g pp

B. Article 2, paragraph 6, of the Charter

“The Organization shall ensure that states which are not Members of the United
Nations act in accordance with these Principles S0 far as may be necessary for the
maintenance of international peace and security.”

NOTE

sions, the Sccurity Council adopted resolutions in which

I T =L

3

¢ For relevant statements, see, in connexion with the situation
‘et Mo -

1332nd mecting: Argentina, para. Y
1333rd mecting: Japan, para. 46; Umtcd States, para. 23;

— — ———— S—
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238 Chapter XII. Consideration of the provisions of other Articles of the Charter

slﬂl.lll U, auuuusu 1IU CUTIILILULIVIIAL 100U GIVOow 113 LW

_— resolution 232 (1966), operative paraFraph 7, and resolution 253 ™
— U Qaa in gonnavian with tha citnatipn jp Sauthern Bhodesia  (1968) peeamh pare | oner para;

*¢C, Article 2, paragraph 7, of the Charter

[ w-w

“1. In order to ensure prompt and effective action by the United Nations, its
s — -aﬂm‘-if'”- ‘aﬁﬂ‘.m-m"

slaut\,u SV P ULUUIILJ AATUTIVIT TUTTTT

Chapters VI, VII, VIII and XII.
“3. The Security Council shall submit annual and, when necessary, special
reports to the General Assembly for its consideration.”

NOTE On one occasion, however, Article 24 has been invoked
iroathn mariod vedet rvioned ctinle 24 kag ot in a draft resolution submitted tot but not Pressed for a
S

d

4 In connexion with‘ the situation in the Middle East (I), see

Rl

Part 1V

CONSIDERATION OF THE PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE 25 OF THE CHARTER

Article 25

: sl he VMonshean of tha Ummi.h_unnnmm_m_n.m.ﬁ.n._.ﬂ_uhuuu_thn_dnmmnm

of the Security Council in accordance wnh the prcscnt Charter.”

l MY — 2 =g I\ P B T .,,,-,
During the period under review, two resolutions 3 occurre

FaVy il'. 1_..‘“ sV bl en ol bl 4. sl © —idar
of the Charter was explicitly invoked. While references ~-ounctt wmicn” wer€ CItACT NIOT press e YO
(Qzﬁh'-"- i S 4 oo 2 vaal,act
== —

& See, in connexion with the situation in Southern Rhodesia,

TTOOCC, 1IN LUNNCXIVN Wil UHIC sltuatlion in soutnern Knoucsia, prcamn i;iii :; 5 855’ !’7( !,ra yr., -‘llppl ]0" !!lrll-.lune Y006,

resolution 232 (1966), of 16 December 1966, oper. para. 6; and p. 133-136, oper. para. 7; in connexion with the question of
resolution 253 (1968) of 29 May 1968, preamb. para. 5 and oper. outh West Africa, S/8429 OR, 23rd yr., Suppl. for Jan.-
paras, 11, 12, March 1968, pp. 198-199, oper. para. 4.
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’3 "6 See, in See, in connexion with the situation in Southern Rhodesia,

S[7285/Addl OR, 21st yr., Suppl. for April-June 1966, pp. B2-83,  S§/7437, OR, 2Ist yr., Suppl. or July- S 1. 1966, pp. 59-60, oper.
preamb. ara. 2; S/8545 OR, f!rd yr., .S’p ippl. for A rll-y une 1968 parns 1,3, 5 [sec Case | undir Amclc (4) in the present stud ]
i

—

para. 1, oper. para. 6; in connexion with the Palestine question,  paras. 4, 5, oper. paru 1,3

Part V

CONSIDERATION OF THE PROVISIONS OF CHAPTER VIII OF THE CHARTER

7

of local disputes through such regional arrangements or by such regional agencies
before referring them to the Security Council.

Council.
“4. This Article in no way impairs the application of Articles 34 and 35.”

Article 53

“1. The Security Council shall, where appropriate, utilize such regional arrange-
ments or agencies for enforcement action under its authority. But no enforcement
action shall be taken under regional arrangements or by regional agencies without
the authorization of the Security Council, with thc exccptlon of measures against
i O . | b =g Nl Vil —— T g ) TGT, *
Article 107 or in regional arrangements directed against renewal or aggressive
policy on the part of any such state, until such time as the Organization may, on

........ ~ sl . [Py P S U | | SUPNEE TS B TN Ty 54 Do y .

Article 54

Saovzity, Ceuncilchgll gt oll ¢ masha kant follin infressed of cotiuitioc

T ——— YO E i trA~__SmD._ % {.Mm 0% 3 \
NOTE tatives on the Council, but have not been included in

the provisional agenda:

In concennence nf the nhlioatinne nlarsd hu the Chartar

U BT L IR IISLWIUTE Uy SBf5 UL sbbey

Council has been drawn during the period from 1966
to 1968 to the following communications, which have (i) Dated 7 December 1966: transmitting the text
been circulated by the Secretary-General to the represen- of a resolution adopted by the Assembly of



240 Chapter XII.

ordinary session, held at Addis Ababa from 5
to 9 November 1966, concerning Southern

Rhodesia.%
n d_‘é .i ha DELL - Q v oy

Consideration of the provisions of other Articles of the Charter

Mecting of Consultation on the departure of

Constitutionalist leaders from the Dominican
Republic and on measures taken by the IAPF
t the 27 de.Feh P amn_ 74

™

£

from 5 to 9 November 1966, concerning the

ﬁpu

i1}

J LAl

o al

OIUHOE! agopica by tne Assemoly

(vii) Dated 15 February 1966: transmitting a copy of
ry_Gary 1"
0

i
committee to the rresident q

the lentn

(iv) Dated 14 December 1966: transmitting the
text of a resolution adopted by the Assembly
o , £ o rae n

| Eff ':Eé‘v' _6'

West Africa.®®

Y e 1|

(i) Dated 7 January 1966: transmitting the text

~
s

Potamitan 4 il T—ttn? § e, 4

foreign correspondents concerning misrepre-
sentation of the Ad Hoc Committee’s position

cee——— Y I ! if1 i v L8

principal military leaders of the Constitution-
alist movement.

OTTII C 4 Q
Mecting of Consultation, on the events which

have occurred in the Dominican Republic
w —r 3 A T

11 AN 7

o Spanish of the text of a report of the Ad Hoc

paprittan ém_tln Macsl RMdansic & Mool

att { s.which, b
I dL GIL O 17 rcol’uary."’

(x) Dated 18 March 1966: transmitting the text

- omrecent events in the Dominican Republic.?® of a report—dated 14 Mareh of—the Ad—Hoe

(ii) Dated 8 January 1966: transmitting the text of
a cable from the 4d Hoc Committee to the

sional President to put an end to the tension
and hostility between the two groups of
military personnel, and a statement by the
Ad Hoc Committee supporting these measures.™

(iii) Dated 13 January 1966: transmitting the text
of a cable of 12 January from the Ad Hoc
Committee to the President of the Tenth
Meeting of Consultation, concerning the
occupation by the Inter-American Force of
the plant and studios of Radio-Television
Santo Domingo.”®

(iv) Dated 18 January 1966: transmitting the text
of a cable dated 15 January from the Ad Hoc
Committee to the President of the Tenth
Meeting of Consultation on the situation in
the Dominican Republic.”3

(v) Dated 25 January 1966: transmitting the text
of a cable of 24 Januarv from the 4d Hoc

8 S/7637, ibid., pp. 184-186.
%8 $/7638, ibid. . 186-187.

Committee of the Tenth Meeting of Consul-
tation to the President of the Meeting, on

=

(xi) Dated 25 March 1966: transmitting thc text
of a report dated 23 March of the Ad Hoc
Committee of the Tenth Meeting of Consul-
tation to the President of the Mecting, on the
situation in the Dominican Republic since
14 March.8°

(xii) Dated 13 April 1966: transmitting the text
of a cable dated 12 April from the 4d Hoc
Committee to the Chairman of the Tenth
Meeting of Consultation, concerning the
situation in the Dominican Republic since
23 March. B

(xiii) Dated 13 May 1966: transmitting the text of
a resolution adopted by the Tenth Meeting
of Consultation concerning the attendance by
outstanding persons from various countries of
the hemisphere to witness and observe the

™ §/7133, ibid., pp. 128-130.

™ _S/7148, jbi -154, o )
T b/7165% id., pp. 167-173.

— N, -; e
7 §/7084, ibid., pp. 83-84,
™ /7089, ibid., pp. 88-89.

R T T P o S VAP

80 $/7227, ibid., pp. 279-282.
81 S/7254, OR, 2Ist yr., Suppl. for April-June 1966, pp. 38-41.



Part V. Consideration of the provisions of Chapter VIII of the Charter 241

elections scheduled for 1 June in the Dominican (xxiii) Dated 29 November 1966: transmitting
Republic.®? volume I of the report entitled “The First
; Giy) Dated 27 Mav 1968 teapsmitting the text of Afro-Asian-Latin American Peanles’ Solidar-________
the Dominican chubhc since the date of the nental Conference of Havana)”, with its
G A

i (xv) Dated 31 May 1966: transmitting the text of (xxiv) Dated 1 December 1966: transmitting the text
a cable of 26 May from the 4d Hoc Committee of the resolution adopted by the Council of
to the Chairman of the Tenth Meeting of the Organization of American Statcs on
20 May 0 (xxv) Dated 8 December 1966: transmitting volume 11

(xvi) Dated 1 June 1966: transmitting the text of of the aforementioned report.®¢
a cable of 1 June from the Ad Hoc Committee (xxvi) Dated 5 June 1967: transmitting the text of
to the Chairman of the Tenth Meeting of a resolution adopted by the Council of the
Consultation concerning the situation in the Organization of American States on 5 June
Dominican Republic since the date of the last 1967, concerning the Twelfth Meeting of
report on 26 May.% Consultation of Ministers of Foreign Affairs
(xvii) Dated 6 June 1966: transmitting the text of a to consider a Venczuelan complaint against

cable dated 2 June from the Rapporteur of the Cuba.®

- e e .

j

i
xvu1) Dated 6 June 1966 transmitting the text of a venezticlall complaint agan 0d.™ ’
cable dated 2 June from the Ad Hoc Committee (xxviii) Dated 13 July 1967: transmitting the text of
to the Chairman of the Tenth Meeting of thc resolution adopted at the Meeting of

l ! w " L olonel "_: %
i; — M S ——
ol Meetmg of onsultation of Ministers of coples” Sohidarity Conferencemr T —

m roncerpinge the withdrawal of
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Consultation announcmg the first withdrawals

F: lJ!““'iﬁ%dﬂ KCPUDIIC had i Ezspuies or sxiuaitom

(xxi) Dated 12 August 1966: transmitting the text
of a resolution adopted by the Council of the D. Communications fromother States concerning
Organization of American States concerning matters before regional organizations
the situation between Haiti and the Dominican

VUL AN PUUNILY, LA UAUUL, Ll Jalvauul, uuates

text of the rc_port from the Ad Hoc Committee mala, Haiti, Honduras, Nicaragua, Panama,
to the President of the Tenth Meeting of Paraguay, Peru, Uruguay, Venezuela, concern-

Consultation concernini the withdrawal of '-'?.l‘ S 'i“ i;!'diriii il iiiiii Ii ilie
h : T pmT e nelda in Havana on 3 January

t no e
)’lsmnsslon ;[L’t'ii:"l“'-" ‘ e -

a Icuer nounl uc riun vansicr o7 cuod 1

¥2 8§/7303, ibid., p. 93.

"3 8/7324, OR. 215t yr., Suppl. for April-June 1966, pp. 111-115,
M §/7332, ibid., pp. 124-125. "2 §/7606, OR, 21st yr., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1966, p. 106.
 8/733S, ibid., pp. 128-129, 9 b/7606 lbld pp. 106-108.

e L

il e 4 ot 4 =3y

1 < & - Iy
% §/7390. ibid., pp. 238-239. % S/8063, OR, 22nd yr., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1967, pp. 94-95.
% S/7459, OR, 21Ist yr., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1966, pp. 82-83. * /8170, ditto.

" §/7502, ibid., pp. 130-132. % S/7123, OR, 21st yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March 1966, pp. 119-120.
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its abstention on the resolution of 2 February ~Assembly.1%
(S/7133).1@ During the period under review, the question of the

from representatives of eighteen Latin Ameri-
can States.102

2} tad 1 .ll..—..l-. INLL.
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representatives of eighteen Latin American  the Security Council to the Genera) Assembly, 1966-1967, GAOR,

States. 108 22nd Se.f: Sqal No. 2, pp. 69-70, 92, 94-95 98-99, 102, 107;

: ‘.&u i niegdl to the, (lavers) darambly 1967

(vi) Dated 5 December 1966: Mexico, transmitting lgr68 GAOR 23rd Se.n » Suppl. No. 2, p. 117. On one occasion,
(:-, —— - o o m—— al

_ J

tember 1966 from the rcpreccntatwe of Saudi Arabia transmntmg

the Organization of American States in con- the text of a statement issued by another regional orﬁanmtnon

representative of Mexico 1n the Council of

Part VI

**CONSIDERATION OF THE PROVISIONS OF CHAPTER XII OF THE CHARTER

Part VII

**CONSIDERATION OF THE PROVISIONS OF CHAPTER XVI OF THE CHARTER

Part VIII

**CONSIDERATION OF THE PROVISIONS OF CHAPTER XVII OF THE CHARTER



