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lNTRODUtXORY NOTE 

As previously in the Repertoire, the present chapter, 
dealing with the relations of the Security Council with 
all the other organs of the United Nations, is broader 
in scope than chapter XI of the provisional rules of 
procedure of the Security Council (rule 61) which 
governs only certain procedures related to the election 
by the Council of members of the International Court 
of Justice. 

The present chapter presents material bearing on the 
relations of the Security Council with the General 
Assembly (part I) and also brings up to date the account 
given in the previous volume of the Repertoire of the 
transmission by the Trusteeship Council to the Security 

Council of questionnaires and reports (part III). No 
material has been found for the period under review 
which would require entry in parts II, IV and V relating 
respectively to relations with the Economic and Social 
Council. the International Court of Justice and the 
Military Staff Committee. 

The functions 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 are treated in part I of this chapter. 

RELATIONS 

NOTE 

Put I 

WITH THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY 

In part 1, concerning relations of the Security Council 
with the General Assembly, the arrangement of the 
material remains the same as before, In Section B 
appears a new sub-heading under which certain pro- 
ceedings of the Security Council relating to the con- 
vocation of emergency special sessions of the General 
Assembly have been treated.’ 

In accordance with the previous arrangement of 
material, part I is mainly concerned with instances 
where the responsibility of the Security Council and of 
the General Assembly is, under the provisions of the 
Charter or the Statute of the Court, 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 includes proceedings where the relations 
between the two organs are governed by provisions of 
the Charter (Article 12, paragraph 1) limiting the 
authority of the General Assembly in respect of any 
dispute or situation while the Security Council is 
exercising the functions assigned to it by the Charter. 
During the period under review, there was discussion in 
the Council bearing on the mutual relationships of the 
Security Council and the General Assembly when the 
latter was exercising its functions with regard to matters 
concerning the maintenance of international peace and 
security. This has been treated * in section A. The second 
category comprises instances where the decision by the 

/- Council must be taken before that of the General 

1 Cases 2 and 3. 

* case 1. 

Assembly ; e.g., appointment _. . of the Secretary-General, 
and conditions of accession to the Statute of the Inter- 
national Court of Justice. The third group includes 
cases where the final decision depends upon action to 
be taken by both the organs concurrently, such as the 
election of members of the International Court of 
Justice. Proceedings in the second and third categories 
have been dealt with’ in sections C and D respectively. 

A continuation of the tabulation of recommendations 
to the Security Council adopted by the General 
Assembly in the form of resolutions will be found in 
part I, section F, and references to the annual and 
special reports of the Security Council submitted to the 
General Assembly in section C. 

A. PRACTICES AND PROCEEDINGS IN RELATION TO 
ARTICLE 12 OF THE CHARTER 

“ Artide 12 of the Charter 

“ I. 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 situation unless the Security 
Council so requests. 

“ 2. The Secretary-General, with the consent of 
the Security Council, shall notify the General 
Assembly at each session of any matters relative to 
the maintenance of international 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 

a Cases 5-7. 

71 



72 Chapter VI. Relations with other United Nations organs 

Assembly is not in session, immediately the Security 
Council ceases to deal with such matters.” 

[Note: During the period under review, discussion 
arose in the Council on the question of the respective 
competcncc of the Security Council and the General 
Assembly to deal with a matter relating to the main- 
tenance of international peace and security, which the 
Council had considcrcd and then referred to the General 
Assembly. In connexion with a proposal that the 
Council should consider an item relating to non-com- 
plinncc with a decision of the first emergency special 
session of the Assembly, and take action under 
Chapter VII, it was maintained, on the one hand, that 
should the Council concern itself with the matter, the 
Assembly would be prevented from continuing the 
peace-making process it had initiated, and on the other 
hand, that the fact that the General Assembly was 
dealing with a question did not relieve the Security 
Council of the obligation to act under Chapter VII of 
the Charter, should circumstances nccessitatc, since the 
Gcncrnl Assembly, in any case, could not act under that 
Chapter of the Charter. 

Notifications to the General Assembly under 
Articlc 12 (2) by the Sccrctary-General, with the con- 
sent of the Security Council, of “matters relative to the 
maintcnnnce of international peace and security which 
arc 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 State- 
ment by the Sccrctary-General on matters of which the 
Security Council is seized and on the stage rcachcd in 
their consideration ” which is circulated each week by 
the Secretary-Gcncral in accordance with rule I I of the 
provisional rules of procedure. 

The notification issued before each session of the 
Gcncral Assembly contains the same agenda items as 

those in the current Summary Statcmcnt. cxccpt that 
certain items in the Statcmcnt which arc not considered 
I1S “ matters rclntivc to the maintenance of international 
peace and security” for the purpose of Articlc 12 (2) 
are excluded from the notification ; e.g., rules of pro- 
cedure of the Council, applications for membership, 
and the application of Articles 87 and 88 with regard 
to strategic areas. In addition, the notification contains 
a list of any items with which the Council has ccascd 
to deal since the previous session of the General 
Assembly.’ 

Matters being dealt with by the Security Council have 
been listed in the notification, since I95 I, in two catc- 
gotics: (1) matters which arc being dealt with by the 
Council and which have been discussed during the period 
since the last notification ; and (2) matters of which the 

4 In the notification issued before the convening of the 
thirteenth session of the General Assembly (A 39 19, I6 Scp- 
tember 1958) thcrc were no items listed as matters with which 
the Security Council had ccwA to deal. In a Iatcr notification 
to the thirteenth session of the Central Assemblv (A 4008. 
26 November 19.58) the Secretary-General informed (he General 
Assemhlv that the Sccuritv Council had drcidcd, at its 840th 
meeting -on 25 Novembe; IOSR. to dclctc from the list of 
matters of which the Council was seized the complaint sub- 
mitted on 22 May 1958 by the Government of Lebanon. 

Council remains seized but which have not been dis- 
cussed since the last notification.” 

Since 1947, the consent of the Council required by 
Article 12 (2) has been obtained through the circulation 
by the Sccrctary-General to the members of the Council 
of copies of draft notifications.] 

CASE 1 

At the 755th meeting on 5 November 1956, the 
Security Council rcjcctcd the provisional agenda which 
included a cablegram 0 from the Minister of Foreign 
Affairs of the USSR concerning “Non-compliance by 
the United Kingdom, France and Israel with the decision 
of the cmcrgency special session of the General 
Assembly of 2 November 1956 and immediate steps to 
halt the aggression of the aforesaid States against 
Egypt “. The cablegram contained a draft resolution 
under which the Council would take action in accordance 
with Article 42 of the Charter. 

Prior to the vote, the Secretary-General reported to 
the Council on his efforts to achicvc a cessation of 
hostilities in Egypt, in accordance with the authorization 
contained in Gcncral Assembly resolution 997 (ES-l). 

After the vote,’ the rcprcsentativc of the United 
States, in explaining his vote, stated : 

“ . . . The fact is that the United Nations, through 
the General Assembly, has acted and is acting on the 
situation in Egypt. . . The Secretary-General is 
bending cvcry effort to arrange a cease-fire,. . . The 
question of the hostilities in Egypt is being actively 
dealt with by the Gcncral Assembly and the Secre- 
tary-General. WC hcrc should lend every assistance, 
and, in the judgcmcnt of the United States, the 
course proposed by the Government of the Soviet 
Union would run counter to everything the General 
Assembly and the Secretary-General are doing. For 
these reasons, we cannot possibly support the pro- 
posal of the Soviet Union.” 

6 In the notification issued hefore the convening of the 
thirteenth cr\Gon of the Gcncral Ahxmbly (A’3919, I6 Sep- 
tcmbcr IY5H) thcrc appearctl listed among the matters discussed 
by the Security C‘ouncil during the period since the previous 
notific;ltion. the following accnJ:i items : (I) ‘* Letter dated 
22 M:iy 1058 from the rcpr&ntativc of Lehnnon addrcsscd lo 
the PrcGdcnt of the Security C‘ouncil “, and (2) ** I.etter dated 
I7 July IYSX from the rcpr&cnt:~tivc of Jordan addrcs>ed to the 
Prcsidcnt of the Security <‘ouncil “. Roth the\c items were dealt 
with at rhc third cmcrgcncy bpcci;ll \cssion of the General 
As~mbly. Among the rnattcrs which had not been tlisc~~~~l by 
the Security Council during the period since the previous 
notification, but of which the Council remained seized. the 
following agcnd:l items appeared : (I) “The xitu;ltion in Hun- 
garv ‘** which was tlc;~lt with al the second cmcrgencv special 
seslion. and at the clcvcnth, twelfth and thirtccnt‘h se&& of 
the General Assembly ; and (2) ” Ixtter dated 30 October 1956 
from the rcprssentatke of Egypt xitlrcsscd IO the Prcsidcnt of 
the Security Council “. This item wax Jc;~lt with. in substance. at 
the first cmcrgcncy qxci;tl session and at the eleventh and 
twelfth schsion\ of the <kncral Assembly. 

6 S 3736. O.K.. /II/I gcor, SI&. /or Oct.-Dec. 1956. 
pp. 128-130. 

i 75Sth meeting : para. 27. 



Part 1. Relations with the General Assembly 73 

The representative of Cuba expressed the view that 
_ the Security Council was not competent to consider this 

question since it was then pending consideration by the 
Gcncral Assembly. 

/- 

The rcprcscntativc of Belgium, after noting that the 
Gcncral Assembly had discussed and adopted recom- 
mendations on the same question in pursuance of a 
resolution adopted by the Council, stated : 

“ . . 9 If  the Security Council wcrc to deal with the 
matter. as it has been requcstcd to do, it would 
paralyse the Gcncral Assembly, for the Charter 
clearly seeks to prcvcnt the confusion and possible 
conflict which would arise if thcsc two bodies wcrc 
to take up the same question at the same time.” 

The rcprcscntativc of China exprcsscd apprchcnsion 
that consideration of the proposal made by the USSR 
“ would only scrvc the purpose of hampering the pc;~ce- 
making process which the special session of the Gcncral 
Assembly has so auspiciously inaugurated “. 

The reprcscntativc of Peru maintained that “ ovcr- 
lapping compctcncc or double jurisdiction” should be 
avoided. Hc added : 

“ * . . Just as the General Assembly cannot consider 
a question of which the Security Council is scizcd, so 
the Security Council obviously cannot logically con- 
sider a question which is pending bcforc the Gcncral 
Assembly, particularly one rcfcrred to it by virtue 
of a procedural resolution adopted by the Council 
itself. 

“ . . . Nothing, not even the Charter, much less the 
specific provisions of General Assembly resolution 
377 (V) cntitlcd ‘ Uniting for pcacc’ and those of us 
who participated in the cxtcnsivc dcbatc which 
rcsuftcd in the adoption of that resolution arc familiar 
with its provisions-nothing, I say, would authorize 
the Council at this stage to dccfarc itself compctcnt 
in the matter and so to provoke an unwarranted and 
in cvcry respect undcsirnblc suspension of the action 
initiated by the Gcncral Assembly. . .” 

The representative of the USSR, in replying to the 
above objections, stated : 

‘I . . . Only when it bccamc clear that the morn1 
pressure of the General Assembly had no effect on 
the agprcssor count&. did the Soviet Union submit 
its proposnl. So this proposal cannot paralysc the 
decision adopted by the Gcncrat Assembly. On the 
contrary it would only help to clarify it.” 

He further stated : 
“ . . . the proposal dots not violate the Charter in 

any way ; nor is thcrc any conflict of jurisdiction 
bctwcen the Gcncral Assembly and the Security 
Council. The fact th;It the Gcncral Asscmhty is taking 
action on any question dots not rclicvc ttic Security 
Council of the obligation to act if the circumstances 
demand it. 

“ . The Gcncral Asscmbfy cannot act under 
Ch;&r VII ; this is set forth cxpticitly in Article I I 
of the Chnrtcr. . . . In the present case, when rcfcrcncc 
is made to the USC of the armed forces of other 
Mcmbcrs of the Organization, WC arc dealing with 

Il. 

‘action’ in conncxion with a threat to the peace, and 
Article 42 speaks of such action. Any objections 
based on the Charter arc thcrcforc unfounded.. . .“” 

PRACTICF,S ANI) PROCEF,I)INGS IN RELATION TO 

THE CONVOCATION OF A SPECIAL SESSION OF THE 

GENERAL ASSEMRLY 

“Artide 20 of the Charter 

“The Gcncral Assembly shall meet in regular 
annual sessions and in such special sessions as 
occasion may rcquirc. Special sessions shall bc con- 
vokcd by the Sccrctary-Gcncral at the rcqucst of the 
Security Council or of ;I majority of the Mcmbcrs of 
the llnitcd Nations.” 

[Note, : No special session of the Gcncral Assembly 
was convcncd at the call of the Security Council during 
the period under rcvicw.” On three occasions the Security 
(‘ouncit has caltctl cmcrgcncy special sessions of the 
General Assembly. In the first two instances,‘” specific 
rcfcrcncc to resolution 377 A(V) ‘I wits made in the 
decisions adopted by the Council. In the third instance,” 
no such rcfcrcncc WiIs ma& in the resolution adopted 
by the Council. In all three instnnccs, the decisions 
stated that the lack of unanimity of the pcrmancnt 
nicmbcrs of ttic Sccurily C’ouncit had prcvcntcd it from 
cxcrcising its prim:Irg responsibility for the maintcnnncc 
of international pc;Icc and security. The rclcvant pro- 
cccdings of the (‘ouncil on c;~ch occasion arc set forth 
in the cast histories cntcrcd below. 

Under the “ Uniting for pcacc ” resolution, cmcrgency 
special sessions of the Assembly arc convcncd upon the 
rcqucst of the Security (‘ouncil. on the vote of any scvcn 
of the mombcrs. In the first two casts prcscntcd below, 
ncgativc VOICS wcrc cas;l by pcrm;mcnt mcmbcrs of the 
Council white in the third cast the vote to make the 
rcqucst was uminimous. In the first c;Isc.~~ rccoursc to 
tl1c I‘ llniting for pcocc ” resolution was opposed by 

* For 1~x1s of rclcv;lnI sI:itcmcnIs. set : 
755th meeting : lklpillm. para. 51 ; China. para. 56 : Cuba, 

para. 47 ; Pcrn. p;ir;~s. 57-5X ; (JSSK. p;~;r~ 66. 70-71 ; llnitcd 
States. pxi. 29. 

D See C;ISC 8 hclow for ;1 presitlential stntement concerning 
special \cssions. 

1” c;1sc’i 2 ;1nd 3. 
11 The rclcvant pa~wgc from rc\ollltion 377 (A) (V) follows : 

” ?‘/rc~ <;c,rtc,rrr/ A.\wvI/~/Y. 1. R~vc~/vc~s that if the Security 
Council. IW~XIIW of IxL of un;lnimity of Ihc pcrmnnent mcm- 
her%. f:ril\ IO cxsrcizc it\ primrry rc\ponyihilily for the 
ni;linlen:~ncc of intcrn:lIion;ll pcacc and sccllrily in any c;isc 

whcrc thcrc appear\ to hc ;I Ihre;it to Ihc pc;rcc. hrc;rch of Ihc 
pc;~cc. or :ICI of ;iggrcx\ion. the C;cncr;ll A\~rnhly shall con- 
der the m;rtlcr immetli:~tcly with :i view to m;iLinp appropriate 
rccommcnd:ltions to Mcmhcrs for collcctivc measnrcs. including 
in the C;~W of ;I hrc;tch of the pcxc or ;ICI of ;tggrc\4on the 
IIW of ;rrmctl forcc wfhrn nccc\\ary. to m;tint;lin or restore 
intcrn;ltion;~l I)C;KC and stxllriti(. If not in sc\\ion :II the time. 
the Cicncral Asxmhly may meet in emergency \pccial xc\\ion 
within twenty-four honr\ of the rcqnc\t thcrcfor. Such emcr- 
gcncy cpccial x\\ion \h:lll hc called if rcqncstcd by the Sccrlrity 
(‘ouncil on the VOIC of any \rvcn mcmhcr\, or hy ;I majority of 
the Mcmhcrs of the IJnitctl Nations ;” 
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two of the permanent members of the Council on the 
following grounds : (1) that there had been no fulfilment 
of the condition in resolution 377 A (V) of a previous 
determination by the Council that there existed a threat 
to the peace, a breach of the peace, or an act of aggres- 
sion ; (2) that the question to be brought before the 
General Assembly at the proposed emergency special 
session was not specified ; (3) that the agenda item be- 
fore the Council was not the one in respect of which the 
permanent mcmbcrs had disagreed ; and (4) that the 
agenda item in respect of which there had been lack of 
unanimity among the permanent members fell within the 
scope of Chapter VI rather than Chapter VII of the 
Charter. In the second case,” a permanent member of 
the Council objected to the proposal to summon an 
emergency special session on the ground that Article 2 
(7) of the Charter barred consideration of the matter by 
the United Nations. In the third case,” two draft reso- 
lutions were submitted to the Council which had the 
common purpose of calling an emergency special session, 
but differed in formulating the question to be brought 
before the General Assembly and in specifying the 
basis of such convocation. The resolution adopted by 
the Council defined the matter to be dealt with only by 
reference to the agenda of the Council and omitted 
reference to resolution 377 A (V).] 

CASE 2 

At the 748th meeting on 30 October 1956, in con- 
nexion with the letter’” dated 29 October 1956 from the 
represenlntivc of the United States concerning “The 
Palestine question : steps for the immediate cessation 
of the military action of Israel in Egypt”, the repre- 
sentative of the United States contended that it was 
imperative that the Council act in the promptest manner 
to determine that a breach of the peace had occurred in 
the area of the Sinai Peninsula, and to order the ces- 
sation of the military action by Israel and the withdrawal 
of its armed forces behind the established armistice 
lines. To this effect he announced that he would intro- 
duce a draft resolution. 

At the 749th meeting held on the same date, the 
representative of the United Kingdom reported to the 
Council that the Governments of France and the United 
Kingdom intended to despatch armed forces to occupy 
temporarily key positions in the area of the Suez Canal. 
This action had been made necessary because of the 
lack of implementation of the Charter articles providing 
for a military arm of the Security Council. 

The representative of the United States introduced 
a draft resolution I7 calling upon Israel immediately to 
withdraw its armed forces, and calling upon all members 
to refrain from the use of force, or threat of peace in 
the area. He later accepted lR an amendment to his draft 

14 Case 3. 

iI Case 5. 

16 S/3706, O.R.. 11th pear, Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1956, p. 108. 

17 Sl3710. O.R., llrh year, Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1956, p. 110. 

1” 749th meeting : para. 125. 

resolution to insert a new paragraph containing an 
injunction to Israel and Egypt immediately to cease fire. 

Decision: The United States druft resolution, as 
amended, was not adopted. There were 7 votes in 
javour, 2 against, with 2 abstentions (the negative votes 
being those of permanent members of the Council).” 

At the same meeting, the representative of the USSR 
submittedzo a modified text of the draft resolution that 
had not been adopted. He later accepted” amendments 
proposed by the representatives of China and Iran. 

At the 750th meeting. held on the same date, the 
Council adopted an agenda which included, as item 2, 
the letter** dated 29 October 1956 from the repre- 
sentative of the United States, and as item 3 the letter*S 
dated 30 October 1956 from the representative of 
Egypt. Objections to the inclusion in the agenda 
of item 3 had been raised by the representatives of 
Australia and the United Kingdom, on the grounds that 
the substance of the matter had been before the Council 
at the 749th meeting, during its consideration of item 2. 

The representative of the USSR, in connexion with 
agenda item 2, submitted” a revised text of his draft 
resolution to insert a new paragraph calling upon all 
the parties concerned immediately to cease fire. Upon 
suggestions from several members, he later reverted” 
to the draft resolution, as amended, previously placed 
before the Council. 

Decision : The USSR drclft resolution was not adopted. 
There nvrp 7 votes in favour, 2 against, with 2 absten- 
tiony (the negative votes bring those of permanent 
members of the Council).‘@ 

At the same meeting, the Council proceeded to the 
consideration of agenda item 3. on the substance of 
which no proposals had been submitted. 

The reprcsentntivc of Yugoslavia. after remarking the 
unwillingness of two permanent members of the 
Council to support the cease-fire, stated that a situation 
had been created in which the Security Council had 
been rendered powerless through the use of the veto. He 
suggested that the members of the Council should con- 
sider the possibility of calling an emergency special 
session of the General Assembly under the terms of 
General Assembly resolution 377 (V) entitled “Uniting 
for peace “. 

At the 7Slst meeting on 3 I October 1956, the 
representative of Yugoslavia submitted the following 
draft resolution *’ to call for an emergency special session 

10 749th meeting: para. 186. 

*a 749th meeting: para. 1RR. 

21 749th meeting : paras. 192, 199 and 201. 

If S/3706. O.R.. IIth year. SuppI. for Oct.-Dee. 1956, p. 108. 

12 S/3712, O.R., 11th year, S~rppl. for Ocr.-Dec. 1956, 
pp. 111-112. 

M 750th meeting : para. 15. 

16 750th meeting : para. 22. 

*a 750th meeting: para. 23. 

17 S/3719. 751st meeting: para. 71. 



Part. I. Relations with the General Assembly 

of the General Assembly, in accordance with rule 8 (b) 
-e of the rules of procedure of the General Assembly : 

” The Security Council, 

“Considering that a grave situation has been 
created by action undertaken against Egypt, 

“ Tuking into account that the lack of unanimity 
of its permanent members at the 749th and 750th 
meetings of the Security Council has prevented it 
from exercising its primary responsibility for the 
maintenance of international peace and security, 

“Decides to call an emergency special session of 
the General Assembly, as provided in General 
Assembly resolution 377 A (V) of 3 November 1950, 
in order to make appropriate recommendations.” 

The reprcsentativc of the United Kingdom, in 
opposing the draft resolution, stated that it was out of 
order because the “ Uniting for peace ” resolution of the 
General Assembly could only bc invoked under certain 
conditions, one of which was that a lack of unanimity 
among its permanent members should have prevented 
the Council from taking a decision. This fact clearly 
presupposed that a draft resolution on the item being 
considered by the Council should have been submitted, 
circulated and voted upon. but this had not been the 
case. Furthermore, the two draft resolutions which had 
been voted upon and not adopted at the 749th and 
750th meetings of the Council under another agenda 
item were not within the compass of the “Uniting for 

- peace ” resolution. and therefore could not be invoked 
to support the Yugoslav proposal. 

The representative of Yugoslavia stated, in reply to 
the representative of the United Kingdom, that the 
problem in respect of which it was proposed that an 
emergency special session of the General Assembly be 
convened was fully covered by the draft resolution*” 
submitted by the United States at the 749th meeting of 
the Council. That draft resolution. in effect, also 
covered the question of the intervention in Egypt of 
forces other than Israel forces, which was the substance 
of the matter before the Council. As had been recognized 
by the representatives of Australia and the United 
Kingdom during the discussion on the inclusion in the 
agenda of the item before the Council, the question 
dealt with by the Council was in substance the same as 
that in respect of which the two draft resolutions had 
been submitted. voted upon and not adopted on the 
previous day. The provisions of the “Uniting for 
peace” resolution were therefore fully applicable to the 
Yugoslav draft resolution. 

The representative of the United Kingdom further 
contended that the “ Uniting for peace ” resolution 
could only be invoked following action under Chap- 
ter VII of the Charter. He added : 

“Action under Chapter VII is dependent upon a 
determination by the Council of the existence of a 

- threat to the peace, a breach of the peace or an act 
of aggression. The draft resolutions which were 

aD S/3710, O.R., 11th year, Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1956, p. I IO. 
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before the Council yesterday contained no such 
findings.” 
The President, speaking as the representative of 

France, noted that the draft resolution before the 
Council did not specify the question which would be 
brought before the General Assembly. He stated further 
that there had been no evidence of a lack of unanimity 
among the permanent members at the 749th meeting of 
the Council. He also observed that the voting which 
had taken place at the 750th meeting was related to an 
agenda item which was no longer being considered by 
the Council and. moreover, that that voting had not 
come within the terms of Chapter VII of the Charter. 
Therefore the Yugoslav draft resolution was inconsistent 
with the texts on which it was based. 

The representative of Yuqoslnvia, in commenting on 
this statement, recalled that the draft resolution which 
had not been adopted at the 750th meeting called for 
the immediate withdrawal of armed forces, expressed 
grave concern at the violation of the Armistice Agree- 
ment and requested a cease-fire. He added : 

“ . . . It would stem to me, according to my under- 
standing of the Charter, that all of this is covered by 
Chapter VII, Articles 40 and 41.” 
The representatives of Cuba and Peru agreed that, 

although listed separately, the problems dealt with under 
the agenda item being presently discussed by the 
Council. and under the agenda item discussed the day 
before. were essentially the same, and that a breach of 
the peace had occurred. In the circumstances. the United 
Nations had to pursue its peaceful efforts at an 
emergency special session of the General Assembly. 

The President (France) put to the vote a motion by 
the reprcsentativc of the United Kingdom to the effect 
that the Yugoslav draft resolution should be ruled out 
of order. 

Decision : The motion wan rejected by 4 votes in 
fwmr to 6 rrFrrinst, with I ub.stenrion.‘e 

Before the Yugoslnv draft resolution was put to the 
vote, a brief discussion took plncc as to what agenda 
item the Security Council was to refer to the General 
Assembly. 

The representative of Yugoslavia observed that the 
General Assembly, if convened, was the master of its 
own procedure and business. 

The representative of the United States stated that 
the draft resolution which he had submitted and which 
had not been adopted at the 749th meeting should be 
the one to be referred to the General Assembly. and 
that its text was adequate to meet all the needs of the 
situation.‘O 

*a 75131 meeting : pera. 127. 

30 For texts of relevant statements, see : 

74Rth meeting : United States, para. 8. 
749th meeting : LJniIed Kingdom, paras. 2-1 I. 
7SOth meeting : Australia. para. IO ; United Kingdom, paras. 

3-4 : Yugoslavia. paras. 79-84. 
751~1 meeting : President (France), paras. 96-98. 137. 141, 

143, 146. IS1 ; Cuba, para. 20 : Peru, para. 117 : United King- 
dom, paras. 82-86, 94. 125-126. 144, 149 : United States. 
paras. 101. 145 ; Yugoslavia, paras. 71, 88-92. 106-107. 129, 
140, 142. 
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Decision : At the 7Slst meeting on 31 October 1956, 
the Council udopted the Yup~sluv druft resolution by 
7 votes in favour to 2 against, with 2 ub.~tentions.Y’ 

CASE 3 

At the 754th meeting on 4 November 1956, in con- 
nexion with the situation in Hungary. after the Security 
Council had voted upon, and not adopted, a United 
States draft resolution :X on the substnnce of the question. 
the representative of the United States stated that the 
USSR, by the USC of the veto. h:id thwnrted the Council 
as the main organ for the m;tintcnancc of international 
pcitcc and security. He then submitted the following 
draft resolution:‘:’ to call an emergency spcciill session 
of the General Assembly in accordnncc with rule 8(b) 
of the rules of procedure of the General Assembly : 

” The Security Council, 

“ Considering that ;1 grave situntion hns been 
crcatcd by the USC of Soviet military forces to suppress 
the efforts of the Hungarian people to reassert their 
rights, 

“ Tuking into uccount that bccausc of the lark of 
unimimity among its permanent mcmbcrs the Security 
Council has been unable to exercise its primary 
responsibility for the maintcnancc of intcrnntional 
pcacc and security. 

“ Decides to calI nn emergency special session of 
the Gcnernl Assembly, ;Is provided in General 
Assembly resolution 377 A(V) of 3 November 1950, 
in order to make appropriate recommendations con- 
cerning the situation in Hungnry.” 

The rcpresentntivc of the USSR stated that he had 
objected to ;\ny examination of the situation in Hungary 
by the Security C‘ouncil on the gounds that it wx 
unjustified ;md constituted :rn :rct of intervention in the 
domestic affairs of Hungary. The s;unc criticism applied, 
in his view. to the proposal to rcfcr the question to the 
Gcncrnl Assembly.:” 

Decision : The Council &opted the United States 
druft rcsolrrtion by 10 votes in fuvour to I uxuin.Q.Sb 

CASE 4 

At the 838th meeting on 7 August 1958, in con- 
nexion with the letter d:lted 22 May I958 from the 
representative of Lebanon and the letter dated I7 July 
1958 from the rcprcscntntivc of Jord;rn, the Security 
Council h:td bcforc it two draft resolutions, one sub- 

31 7.51~1 meeting : para. 147. Concerning the procedural 
character of the vote. see chapter IV, part I, Case 4. 

32 s '373o'Rcv.I. OX., I It/r ycrrr, SlippI, for Oct.-Drc. 1956. 
pp. 125-126 ; 754th meeting : para. 6X. 

33 754th meeting : para. 70. 

3’ For ICXIS of rclcvant htatcments, see : 

754th meeting : (JSSR, par;,. 71 ; United States. paras. 69-70. 
77 ; Yllgoslavi;l. para. 74 ; Secretary-Gcncral, para. 78. 

35 754th meeting: p;ira. 75. Concerning the procedural 
character of the vote, see chapter IV, part I, Case 6. 

mittcd by the United Stiltes”’ and the other by the 
USSR,“’ to decide to call ;m emergency spccinl session 
of the Gcncral Assembly in view of the Council’s in- 
ilbility, because of the lack of unanimity of its permanent 
members, to exercise its primilry responsibility for the 
maintenance of intcrnationnl peace zrnd security,:‘” The 
opcrativc p:~ragraphs of the two draft resolutions dif- 
fcrcd. The call for iin emergency special session in the 
United States revised draft resolution referred to 
Gcncral Assembly resolution 377 (V). but that in the 
USSR revised draft resolution contnincd no such 
reference. The drilft resolutions diffcrcd also in 
describing the question considered by the Security 
Council and to bc submitted to the Gencrnl Assembly. 
The first prcambulnr paragr:Iph of the United States 
drnft resolution rcfcrrcd to the complaints of I.cbnnon 
and Jordan. The USSR drnft resolution rcfcrrcd to the 
situation in the Near and Middle East resulting from 
the introduction of United Stntcs armed forces into 
Lebanon and of United Kingdom armed forces into 
Jordan. and proposed that the Gcncr:Il Assembly should 
bc c:dlcd to consider the question of the immcdintc 
withdrnwal of those forces. 

Following some discussion of whether the Security 
Council could cilll an emergency spc&l session to con- 
sider ;I question formuli~tcd otherwise than it had been 
in the ilgcnd:l of the C’ouncil. i1s wits done in the USSR 
revised draft resolution, the President (France) proposed 
to proceed to the vote on the United States draft rcso- 
lution. 

The representative of the USSR, thereupon, moved 
two ;lmcndments:‘” to the United States draft resolution. 
The first nmendmcnt. calling for the deletion of the 
first prci~mbuli~r pilri1grilph. wits opposed by the rcpre- 
scntatives of the United States iind the United King- 
dom, the first of whom observed that the pilragraph in 
question contnincd the “basic fact on which we ilre 
proceeding “. The second nmcndmcnt proposed by the 
USSR would have dclctcd the rcfcrcncc to Gcncral 
Assembly resolution 377 (V) and replaced it with the 
words “rule 8 (1)) of the rules of procedure of the 
General Assembly “.(” The rcprcsentative of the United 
States obscrvcd that inasmuch iis rule 8 (b) contained a 
reference to resolution 377 (V), hc had no objection to 
the proposed amendment. The representative of the 

J" S 4056 ‘Rev. I. 

:I; S 4057 Rcv.1. 

:W The Security Council had previously voted upon four draft 
rcsolutionh on the suhstancc of the uucstion. which failed of 
&ption IWGIIIW of the lack of Ilnnkmity of the pcrmancnt 
mcmbcrs : S/4047/Rcv.l ; S/405O/Rcv.t ; S/4054 ; S/40.55/ 
Rcv.1 ; for the proceedings at which these votes were taken, see 
chapter VIII under Complaint of Lchanon and Complaint of 
Jo&n. 

39 X38th meeting (PV): pp. 111-115, 131. 

do Rule 8 (h) follows : ” Emergency special sc\sions ptlrsuilnt 
to Ckncrnl Asscmhly resolution 377 A(V) shall he convened 
within twenty-four h&rs of the receipt hy the Sccrctary-General 
of a rcqucst for such a scsbion from the Security Council, on 
the vote of any seven members thereof. or of a request from a 
m;ijority of the Mcmhcrs of the Ilnitcd Nitlion\ cxprcbscd by 
vote in the Interim Committee or othcrwk. or of the con- 
currence of a majority of Memhcrs as provided in rule 9.” 
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United Kingdom opposed the USSR amendment on the 
/ ground that, in calling an emergency special session, 

the Security Council did so in virtue of the General 
Assembly resolution and not in virtue of rule 8 (6). He 
suggested as ;I possible compromise inclusion of a 
rcfcrcncc both to the rule and the resolution. This was 
not acccptablc to the rcprcsentativc of the USSR. 

A rcccss followed uftcr which the rcprcscntative of 
Panama proposed II that the first proambular paragraph 
be amcndcd to read “having considcrcd the points on 
its agenda (Si Agenda, X3X) “. Rcviscd I* to substitute 
the words “ items 2 and 3 ” for the words “ the points ” 
this amcndmcnt was xccptcd by the rcprescntativc of 
the United States. 

The rcprcscntative of the United Kingdom suggested 
that the last paragraph should read “ dccidcs to call an 
emergency special session of the Gcncral Assembly “.‘J 
The rcprcscntativc of the United States accepted this 
suggestion “ because thcrc is only one way an emergency 
special session of the Gcncral Assembly can bc called, 
and that is in accordance with the Uniting for Peace 
resolution “,” 

C. PRACTtCtB AND PROCEEt)INCS IN RELATION 

TO ARTtCt.ES 01” TIIE CIIARTER INVOLVING 

RECOM~tEKtJATtONS HY THE SECURITY COUNCIL 

TO TttK GENERAI. ASSKMH1.Y 

1. Appointment of the Secretary-General 

“ The Sccrctnriat shall comprise ;I Sccretary- 
General and such staff as the Organization may 
rcquirc. The Sccrctary-Gcncral shall be appointed by 
the Gcncral Assembly upon the rccommcndation of 
the Security Council. Hc shall be the chief adminis- 
trative officer of the Organization.” 

[Note: In accordance with rule 4X of the provisional 
rules of procedure, the meetings of the Security Council 
to consider the question of ;I rccommcndation to the 
Gcncral Assembly regarding the appointment of the 
Sccrctary-Gcncral have been held in private, and the 
Council has voted by sccrct ballot. A communiqud cir- 
culatcd at the end of cnch meeting. in xcordnncc with 
rule 55, has indicated the stngc rcachcd in the con- 
sideration of the rccommcndntion. During the period 
under review, the Council considered and unanimously 
adopted a recommcndntion of this kind (Case 5).] 

(I XJXth mecting (I’V): pp. 12X-130. 

It 838th mecting (I’V) : p. 13 I. 

43 838th meeting (PV): pp. 132-135. 

44 For 1~x1s of rclcvant ~tatcmcnts. see : 

X3Xth meeting (I’V) : Iraq. pp. .(I, 55 : Panama. pp. X6-95, 
12X-130; IJSSK. pp. X3. Ill-115. 121, 131, 136-138; United 
Kingdom. pp. 116-l 20. 13 I- I35 ; United States, pp. 3 I, 112-I 16. 
122-125, 127. 131, 136-138. 

(6 X3Xth meeting (PV) : pp. 139-140 ; for the final kxt of the 
resolution, see S/4083. 
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CASE 5 

At the 792nd meeting held in private on 26 Sep- 
tembcr 1957, the Security Council considered the 
question of the recommendation for the appointment of 
Secretary-Gcncral of the United Nations, and un- 
animously dccidcd to rccommcnd to the Gcncral 
Asscmhly that Mr. Dag Hammarskjold bc appointed as 
Sccrctary-General of the United Nations for ;I new five- 
year term of office? On the same date. the Prcsidcnt 
(Cuba) transmitted this rccommcndation to the President 
of the Gcncral Assembly Ii and by letter dated 26 Scp- 
tembcr I957 communicated to Mr. I ~ammarskjold the 
Council’s decision to rccommcnd his appointment as 
Secretary-Gcncral for ;I new five-ycnr term.‘” 

**2. 

+*3. 

Conditions of accession to the Statute of the 
International Court of Justice 

Conditions under which a non-member State, 
party to the Statute, may participate in electing 
Members of the International Court of Justice 

I>. PRACTICES AND PRO(‘tXt)tNGS IN REI.ATtON TO 

‘I’IIK Kt.EC‘TtON 01: ~1EMHERS OF THE INTER- 

h’ATtONAt. <‘OtJR’t’ 01’ JIJSTICE 

!+rATUl~l: 01: ‘I’llI: IN I I:KNA I’ION,\I. ~‘OUK’r 01: Jusr~c.e 

” Artide 4 

“ I. The mcmbcrs of the Court shall be elected by 
the General Assembly and by the Security Council 
from ;I list of persons nominated by the national 
groups in the Pcrmancnt Court of Arbitration. . .” 

“ Article 8 

“The Gcncral Assembly and the Security Council 
shall proceed independently of one another to elect 
the members of the Court.” 

“ 1. Those cnndidatcs who obtain an absolute 
majority of votes in the Gcncrnl Assembly and in the 
Security Council shall bc considered as clectcd. 

“ 2. Any vote of the Security Council, whether 
for the election of judges or for the appointment of 
mcmbcrs of the confcrcncc cnvisagcd in Article 12, 
shall be taken without any distinction bctwccn pcr- 
mancnt and non-pcrmancnt members of the Security 
Council. 

“ 3. In the 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 eldest of these only shall be considered 
as elected.” 

‘* SW Official CommuniquC of rhc 792nd meeting of the 
Security Council held in private on 26 September 1957. 

(7 A/36X?, u.;. 17. A~rtrrxc.s. 12111 .\cwiot~, p. I, 
dB 792nd meeting : pp. l-2 (annex). 
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” Article 1 I 

“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 scats 
still remain unfilled, a joint conference consisting of 
six members, three appointed by the Genera1 
Assembly and three by the Security Council, may be 
formed at any time at the request of either the 
General Assembly or the Security Council, for the 
purpose of choosing by the vote of an absolute 
majority one name for each seat still vacant, to submit 
to the General Assembly and the Security Council 
for their respective acceptance. 

“ 2. If the joint conference is unanimously agreed 
upon any person who fulfils the required conditions, 
he may be included in its list, 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 procuring an election, those 
members of the Court who hnvc already been elected 
shall, within a period to bc fixed by the Security 
Council, proceed to fill the vacant seats by sclcction 
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 invitations provided for in 
Article 5, and the date of the election shall be fixed 
by the Security Council.” 

PROVISIONAL RULES OF PROCEDURE 

Rule 61 

Relations with other United Nations Organ 

“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 continue until as many candidates 
as arc required for all the scats to be filled have 
obtained in one or more ballots an absolute majority 
of votes.” 

CASE 6 

At the 733rd meeting on 6 September 1956, the 
Security Council noted with regret the death of Judge 

Hsu MO and decided, under Article 14 of the Statute, 
that an election to fill the vacancy for the remainder of 
the term of Judge Hsu MO should take place during 
the eleventh session of the General Assembly.‘” 

At the 757th meeting on 19 December 1956, the 
Council had before it an agenda item : “ Election of a 
member of the International Court of Justice to fill the 
vacancy caused by the death of Judge Hsu Mo”.&O The 
representative of China expressed surprise at the in- 
clusion of the names of Mr. Tien-Hsi Cheng and 
Mr. Yuen-Ii Liang in the ballot paper distributed by the 
Secretariat, since these two gentlemen had already 
indicated their unwillingness to be candidates and their 
refusals had already been communicated to the Council 
by the Secretary-General in documents Si3662jAdd.2 
and Add.5 respectively.“’ 

In reply, the President (Peru) explained that the 
documents circulated by the Secretariat had been drawn 
up in accordance with Article 7 of the Statute and that 
the inclusion of the names of Mr. Cheng and Mr. Liang 
was a formality which had to be observed. In voting, 
however, members would take into account the facts 
indicated by the rcprcsentative of China. The President 
noted that Mr. Plinio Bolla of Switzerland had also 
withdrawn his candidacy.*’ 

At the 757th, 758th and 759th meetings, on 
19 December lY56, the Council elected Mr. Wellington 
Koo to fill the vacancy, but he did not rcccivc the 
required majority of votes in the General Asscmbly.bJ 

At the 760th meeting on 11 January 1957, the 
Council elected the same candidate for the fourth time. 
The same candidate also received an absolute majority 
of votes in the General Assembly.&’ 

CASE 7 

At the 793rd meeting on 1 October 1957, the Security 
Council proceeded to the election of five members of 
the lntcrnational Court of Justice to fill five seats which 
were to fall vacant on 5 February 1958. Prior to the 
balloting, the President (France) stated : 

“ In regard to the voting procedure, I think I should 
remind the members of the Council that if, after the 
first vote, more than five candidates have an absolute 
majority, the Council will have to vote again. If, on 
the other hand, fewer than five candidates receive 
such a majority, the Council will likewise have to 
vote again, but only to fill the places that remain 
vacant. The meeting will continue until five candidates 
have been elected with the required majority.” 

A vote was then taken by secret ballot and five can- 
didatcs obtained the required majority. After stating that 

do 733rd meeting : para. 2. 

*o 757th meeting : preceding para. I. 

‘1 757th meeting : para. 6. 

a* 757th meeting : paras. 9-10. 

5s 757th meeting : paws. 12-13 ; 758th meeting : paras. 1-3 ; 
759th meeting : paras. l-3. 8. 

5’ 760th meeting : paras. 38-39. 
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he would inform the President of the General Assembly 
- of the result of the voting, the President reminded the 

members that the Council must remain in session until 
the President of the Assembly had informed the Council 
of the result obtained in the Assembly. The meeting 
was then suspended. When it was resumed, the President 
announced that he had been notified by the President 
of the General Assembly that at its 695th meeting on 
the same date, five candidates had obtained an absolute 
majority of votes. Four of these candidates had also 
obtained the required majority in the Council and were 
therefore declared elected. The President announced 
that both the General Assembly and the Security Council 
would hold new meetings that afternoon to fill the 
remaining vacancy. 

At the 794th meeting on 1 October 1957, the Security 
Council proceeded with a special ballot for the purpose 
of filling the fifth vacancy. The President (France) 
reminded the members of the Council that they were to 
vote for one candidate only and that ballot sheets on 

which more than one name appeared would be con- 
sidered invalid. As no candidate obtained the required 
majority, the Council proceeded to another vote, at 
which it elected a candidate to fill the vacant seat. The 
President then suspended the meeting. When it was 
resumed, he announced that hc had been notified by the 
President of the General Assembly that the same can- 
didate had also obtained the required majority of votes 
in the Assembly and had therefore been declared 
elected.&* 

r 

CASE 8 

At the 840th meeting on 25 November 1958, the 
Security Council noted with regret the death of Judge 
JosC G. Guerreno and decided, under Article 14 of the 
Statute, that an election to fill the vacancy for the 
remainder of the term of Judge Guerrcro should take 
place during the fourteenth session of the General 
Assembly, or during a special session before the four- 

66 For texts of relevant statements. see : 
793rd meeting: President (France), paras. 6, 8-10; 794th 

meeting : President (France), paras. 1-5. 

teenth session.” In submitting the relevant draft reso- 
lution:’ which was adopted unanimously, the President 
(Panama) observed that : Ln 

“When it is stated in the operative part of the draft 
resolution that the election shall take place at the 
fourteenth session of the General Assembly or during 
a special session before the fourteenth session, we 
mean to refer to a special session as provided for 
under rule 8, paragraph (a), of the rules of procedure 
of the General Assembly. 1 say this in order to avoid 
any possible misunderstanding as to the meaning of 
that term ‘ special session ‘, which is not to bc under- 
stood as one that would cover the cases where an 
emergency session would be convened. It is a special 
session as described in rule 8, paragraph (u), of the 
rules of procedure.” 

l *E. RELATIONS WITH SUBSIDIARY ORGANS 

ESTABLISHED BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY 

F. RECEPTION OF RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE 

SECIJRITY COUNCII, ADOPTED BY THE GENERAL 

ASSEMBLY IN THE FORM OF RESOLUTIONS*9 

[Note: The Security Council, in agreeing to consider 
a General Assembly recommendation, has done so by 
placing the recommendation of the Assembly on the 
Council’s agenda. There have been only two such recom- 
mendations during the period under rcview.eo] 
__~-- 

be 840th meeting (PV) : p. 1 I. 

6’ S/4118. 

*” 840th meeting (PV) : p. 11. 

60 For previous tabulations, see Repertoire of rhe Pracfice of 
the Security Council, 1946-1951. p. 22 ; and Supplement. 
1952-55. p. 80. 

*o By letter dated 2 January 1958 to the President of the 
Security Council, the Secretary-General drew attention to 
General Assembly resolution 1235 (XII) which requested him 
“subject to any objection which may hc received from the 
Security Council fo take appropriate steps lo effect the inte- 
gration of the civilian staff of the Military Staff Committee 
with the Secretariat of the United Nations “. In his letter, the 
Secretary-General also referred 10 the administrative arrange- 
ments implied in the proposed personnel integration and sug- 
gested that the Council might consider the question. The matter 
has not been considered by the Council. 

TABULATION OF RECOMMENDATIONS 

1.. . . . f . , . . 1017 A and B(X1) Admission of new Memhcrs 
28 February IY.57 

Included as sub-paragraph ((I) under the 
to the United Nations heading of Admission of new Members 
(Republic of Korea and in the agenda at the 790th meeting on 
Viet-Nam) Y Septemhcr IYS7 

2. . . . . . I I I4 A and B (XII) Admission of new Members 
23 October 19.57 

Included as sub-items (h) and (c) under 
to the United Nations the headings of Admission of new 

(Republic of Korea and Memhers in the agenda at the 843rd 
Viet-Nam) meeting on Y Dcccmbcr IYSX 



Chupter VI. Relutions with other United Nutions organs 
- __- 

G. REPORTS OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL TO THE 

GENERAI, AS!XMHI.Y 

“The Security Council shall submit nnnurrl and, 
when necessary, special reports to the General 
Assembly for its consideration.” 
[Note : In accordance with Article 24 (3), the Security 

Council has continued, during the period under review, 
to submit annual reports to the General Assembly.“’ In 
addition to transmitting to the General Assembly its 

~1 Annu;~l reports approved hy the Security Council at the 
following mcclrng\ held in priv;ltc : 1 Ith Kcporl. 733rd mecling, 
6 Scplcmhcr 1YS6 ; 12th Kcport, 7XSth meeting. 21 August 
lYS7 ; 13th Kcport. X3Yth meeting. 2X August lY.58. 

recommendations concerning several applications for 
mcmbcrship,“’ pursuant to paragraph 2 of rule 60 of its 
provisional rules of procedure. the Security Council has 
twice. following its 790th meeting on 9 September 1957, 
and its 843rd meeting on 9 December 1958, submitted 
special reports liJ to the General Assembly concerning 
the question of admission of new Members, in 
accordance with paragraph 3 of rule 60 of the pro- 
visional rules of procedure. J 

n2 Sudan (A ‘3 125. 16 May 1YS6) ; Morocco (A ‘3 I S2. 27 July 
lY.56) ; ‘l’unikl (A 3lS3. 27 July IYSh) : Japan (A’3447. 
I2 Dcccmbcr IYSh) ; Ghan;1 W3S67. 7 March lY.57) ; Malaya 

(A 3hS4, S Scplcmbcr 10.57) ; and (;uinc;l (A 4060, Y Ikccm- 
her lY5H). 

lirl A 3662 and A ‘4067. 

Part II 

**HI~LATIONS WITH THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COUNCIL 

Part HI 

RELATIONS WITH THE TRUSTEESHIP COUNCIL 

*+A. PROCEDIJRE IJNDER ARTIC1.E 83 (3) IN APP1.L 

CATION 0F ART1cI.w 87 ANI) 88 012 TtIE CHARTER 

M’ITII RIXZARI) TO STRATEGIC AREAS UNDER 

TRUSTEESIIIP 

B. TRANSMISSION TO THE SECIJRITY COIJNCII. BY 

TIIB TRIJSTbXSIIIP COIJNCII, OF ~UkXrIONNAIRES 

AND REPORTS 

During the period under rcvicw, no questionnaires 
have been transmitted to the Security Council by the 
Trusteeship Council. The report of the latter body on 
the cxcrcise of its functions in respect of the strategic 
arcas under trusteeship have, thcrcfore, continued to bc 
based on the rcviscd questionnaire transmitted to the 
Security Council on 24 July 19S3.3a 

0’ S,3065. 

Between 1 January I956 and 31 December 1958, 
the Sccrctary-General transmitted to the Security Coun- 
cil the following reports of the Trusteeship Council on 
the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands, which has 
continued to be the only territory designated as a 
strategic area : 

Eighth Report adopted during the cightccnth session 
of the Trusteeship Council, IO August 1956.“” 

Ninth Report adopted during the twentieth session 
of the Trusteeship Council, 12 July IYSi’.“” 

Tenth Kcport adopted during the twenty-second 
session of the Trusteeship Council, 1 August 1958.“’ 

Part IV 

*“Rk:I,ATIONS WITH THE INTERNATIONAL COURT OF JUSTICE 

Part v 

**RELATIONS WITH THE MILITARY STAFF COMMITTEE 


