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INTRODUCI’ORY NOTE 

As in the previous volumes of the Repertoire, the 
criterion for inclusion of material in the present chapter 
is the occurrence of discussion in the Security Council 
regarding Articles 33-38 of Chapter VI of the Charter. 
Thus, Chapter X does not cover all the activities of the 
Council in the pacific settlement of disputes, for the 
debates preceding the major decisions of the Council in 
this field have dealt almost exclusively with the actual 
issues before the Council and the relative merits of meas- 
ures proposed without discussion of their relation to the 
provisions of the Charter. For the decisions of the Council 
in the pacific settlement of disputes, the reader should 
turn to the appropriate sub-headin 
table of measures adopted by the E 

s of the analytical 
ouncil.’ 

The material in this chapter constitutes only part of 
the relevant material, since the procedures of the Council 
reviewed in cha 
consideration o P 

tcrs I-VI, in so far as they relate to the 
disputes and situations, are also integral 

to the application by the Council of Chapter VI of the 
Charter. Chapter X only presents the instances of dclib- 
crate consideration by the Council of the relation of its 
proceedings or of measures proposed to the text of Chap- 
ter VI. 

The case histories on each question must be examined 
in the context of the respective proceedings presented in 
chapter VIII. 

CHAPTER VI OF THE CHARTER: PACIFIC 
SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES 

“Article 33 

“I. The parties to any dispute, the continuance of 
which is likely to endanger the maintenance of inter- 
national peace and security, shall, first of all, seek a 
solution by negotiation, enquiry, mediation, concili- 
ation, arbitration, judicial settlement, resort to regional 
agencies or arrangements, or other peaceful means of 
their own choice. 

“2. The Security Council shall, when it deems 
necessary, call upon the parties to settle their dispute 
by such means. 

“Article 34 

“The Security Council may investigate any dispute, 
or any situation which might lead to international 
friction or give rise to a dispute, in order to determine 
whether the continuance of the dispute or situation is 
likely to endanger the maintenance of international 
peace and security. 

‘Chrpla VIII. part I. 

“Article 35 

“1. Any Member of the United Nations may bring 
any dispute, or any situation of the nature referred to 
in Article 34, to the attention of the Security Council 
or of the General Assembly. 

“2. A state which is not a Member of the United 
Nations may bring to the attention of the Security 
Council or of the General Assembly any dispute to 
which it is a party if it accepts in advance, for the 
purposes of the dispute, the obligations of pacific 
settlement provided in the present Charter. 

“3. The proceedings of the General Assembly in 
respect of matters brought to its attention under this 
Article will be subject to the provisions of Articles 1 I 
and 12. 

“Article 36 

” 1. The Security Council may, at any stage of a 
dispute of the nature referred to in Article 33 or of a 
situation of like nature, recommend appropriate pro- 
cedures or methods of adjustment. 

“2. The Security Council should take into consid- 
eration any procedurc3 for the scttlancm of the dispute 
which have already been adopted by the parties. 

“3, In making recommendations under this Article 
the Security Council should also take into consideration 
that legal disputes should as a general rule be referred 
by the parties to the International Court of Justice in 
accordance with the provisions of the Statute of the 
court. 

“Article 37 

“1. Should the parties to a dispute of the nature 
referred to in Article 33 fail to settle it by the means 
indicated in that Article, they shall refer it to the Secu- 
rity Council. 

“2. If the Security Council deems that the contin- 
uance of the dispute is in fact likely to endanger the 
maintenance of international peace and security, it shall 
decide whether to take action under Article 36 or to 
recommend such terms of settlement as it may consider 
appropriate. 

“Article 38 

“Without prejudice to the provisions of Articles 33 
to 37, the Security Council may, if all the parties 
to any dispute so request. make recommendations to 
the parties with a view to a pacific settlement of the 
dispute.” 

w 
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Part I 

CONSIDERATION OF THE PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE 33 OF THE CHARTER 

During the period under review, two communications 
requesting that the Council be convened to take up a 
situation contained references to prior efforts at pacific 
settlement.z Several other communications that reached 
the Council with regard to disputes and situations that 
either were to be examined by the Council for the first 
time or whose consideration was to be resumed also 
contained references to various earlier efforts to settle the 
conflicts peacefully: such communications were received 
in connection with the situation in Timor,’ the question 
submitted by Icelar~I,~ the communications from France 
and Somalia concerning the incident of 4 February 1976,’ 
the complaint by Greece against Turkey,6 the complaint 
by Chad’ and the situation between Iran and Iraq.’ 

References to prior efforts at peaceful settlement were 
made during opening statements in the initial phase of 
the Council’s consideration of the situation concerning 
Western Sahara,9 the situation in Timor,lO the question 
submitted by Iceland,l’ the communications from 
France and Somalia concerning the incident of 4 February 
1976.1z the complaint by Greece against Turkey,” the 
complaint by Chad,‘* the letters dated 13 and I5 June 
1979 from the representative of Morocco,” the letter 
dated 25 November 1979 from the Secretary-General,‘* 
the letter dated 22 December I979 from the representative 
of the United States,” the letter dated I September 1980 
from the representative of Malta” and the situation 

*SIX the letter dated 17 February 197s from the reprcscntrtlve of 
Cyprus (S/I 1625. OR. 3ahyr.. SuppI. /or Jan.-Mamh 1973 rcquuti 

Y the President IO convent an urgent meeting of the <‘oun<,ll with rcgar 
to the situation tn Cyprus. The Icttcr charged that the procedure of the 
mtcrcommunal talks had been wrecked by various rllcgcd actions by 
the Turkish Cypriot sldc. Set also the lcttcr dstcd I September 1980 
from the rcprcxntrttvc of Malta (S/14140, OR. 35th yr , Suppl. /or 
July.Sepr. 1980) referring IO protracted ncgohatlons with the I.tbyrn 
Arab Jamrhinya about the delimitation of the continental shelf bctwccn 
the IWO countries. 

‘Sa the lcttcr dated 30 Novcmbcr 1975 from the rcprcscnfativc of 
Portugal to the SecretaryGcncral (S/l 1890. OR. 30th yr.. Suppl. jar 
orI.-Dec. 1975). 

‘See the note by the President of the Council containing the reply 
da~cd IS Dcccmbcr 197s from the Govanmcnt of the United Kingdom 
IO the lcttcr dated I I Dcambcr 1975 from the rcprcscntativc of I&and 
(S/I 1914. OR, 3Ofh yr.. Suppl. jor &I.-Lkc. 1975). 

JScz the lcttcrr dated 13 and I8 February I976 from the rcprescnta- 
tivc of Somalia rcguding third-party mediation efforts (S/I 1979 and 
S/l 1987. OR. 31~1 yr.. Suppl. for Jan.-March 1976). 

6Scc the lctfcr dated IO Au 
f 

usf 1976 from the rcprcscnfefivc of 
Greccc pointing out various cl arts at 
an appeal to the International Court of 

YFful scttlcmcnt. including 
u~cc (S/12168. OR. 3/sryr., 

Su+q~l. for July-.&PI. 1976). 
See the letter dated b February 1978 from the rcprcsentativc of 

Chad referring to an Ad Hoc Committa of OAU for the scttlcment 
of the Chad-Libyan frontier dispute (Wl2S54. OR. 33rd yr.. Suppl. 
for Jan.-Morel, 1978). 

sScc the letter dated 22 September 1980 from the rcprcscntrtivc of 
Iraq with a reference to the Treaty of 1975 between Iran and Iraq 
(S/14191. OR, 3Sih yr.. SuppL for July-S@. l980). 

9184%h mtg.: S 
lol864th mtg.: F 

ain. par”. S-38. 
ortugal, paras. 7-64. 

1’ 1866th mtg.. laland. paras. l@22; and United Kingdom, paras. 23. 
M. 

lzl889th mtg.: France. paru. 624; and Somalia, paras. 2.644. 
“1949th mtg.: Graxc. puu. 7-29; and 1950th mtg.: Turkey, 

parer. S-26. 
14206CRh mtg.: Chad, paru. 8-39. 
~s2lSlst mtg.: Morocco, wru. 1243. 
lb2172nd mtg.: Sccrctary-Gcncral, paras. S-11. III connccl~on wuh 

the detention of United Statcs diplomatic pcraonnel in Teheran. 
17217Sth mtg.: United Stata. paras. 6-25 on the same issue. 
“‘2246th mtg Malta, paras. IM2. 

between Iran and Iraq. Iv Throughout the period under 
review, the Council heard opening statements regarding 
the ongoing efforts 10 maintain or resume the intercom- 
munal talks or lo seek new approaches to a settlement 
of the situation in Cyprus.l” 

The significance of Article 33 in the pacific settlement 
of disputes and situations rests not only on the discharge 
by the parties of their obligation under thaf Article but 
also on the possibility of recourse lo the Article by the 
Council itself.>’ 

The four case hislories entered in this part of chapter X 
cover proceedings in the Council that have some bearing 
on the exercise by the Council of its responsibility lo bring 
about pacific settlement of a dispute or situation. 

Two resolutions adopted by the Council in connection 
with the same agenda item contained explicit references 
to Article 33 (case I). In three other cases the decisions 
of the Council contained clear implicit references lo the 
Article and were preceded by extensive deliberations 
involving the constirutional significance and applicability 
of Article 33 with regard lo the situations on the agenda 
(cases 2-4). 

The resolutions and decisions adopted by the Council 
during the period under review contained several provi- 
sions calling upon parties lo seek a peaceful settlement 
to their disputes” and to resume negotiations to settle 
their differences.z’ In connection with the situation in 
the Middle East, the Council appeared to the parties 
on a number of occasions to implement the provisions 
regarding peaceful settlement in resolution 338 ( 1973).” 
In several instances, the (‘ouncil urged rhe parties lo act 

192247th mtg.: MCXICO. parac. I6 26: Norway. para\ 29 33; and 
Secretary-General, paras. 5 13 

ml&ll3th mtg.. Cyprus. paras I I-55; ItWth mtg. Sccrctary-General. 
paras. 10.12; I863rd mtg.: tirctary (icncral. par&. 6and 7; IY25th mcg : 
Cyprus, pares. I l-42; IY7Yth rnlg Secretary-Gcncral, para\. 13-15; 
2012th mtg.: Sccrctary-t;rncral. parss. 7-10; 2026th mtg.: Cyprus. 
paras. b-36; 20S4th mfg.: <‘yprus. para,. 26-56; 2081~1 mtg.: Cyprus. 
paras. 10-28; 2099th mtg : Cyprus, paras. 4-20; 2107th mtg.: Cyprus, 
puas. 10-23; 2lSOth mtg.. Secretary-General, paras. 610; 2179th mtg.: 
Sccrctary-General, paras. 6 and 7; 2230th mtg.: Secrctary-Gcncral, 
paras. b-13; and 2257th mtg.: Secretary-General, paras. 7-10. In most 
of thcsc ascs other speakers. such ac Greccc. Turkey and the spokesman 
of the Turkish Cypriots, also refcrrcd to the manifold prior efforts at 
peaceful scttlcmcnt. 

21 In this conncctlon. see also the various dccistonr of the Council 
entered under “Measures for settlement” and “Provisions bearing on 
specific issues relating IO the settlement” in the analytical table of 
measures of Chapter VIII of the present Supplement. 

LIThis gcncral call was lrsucd m Council rcsolullon 4S7 (1979). 
para. 2. in connccfion with the lcftcr dated 25 November 1979 from 
the Sccrctary-Gcncral rcgardmg the detention of Umtcd States diplo- 
matic personnel in Iran. and In resolution 479 (1980). para. I. in 
connection with the situation between Iran and Iraq; similar appuls 
were issued in the Prcsidcnclal statements on behalf of the Council on 
23 Septcmbcr and 5 November 1980 in connccuon with the same agenda 
itern (OR. 35th .yr., R~solufrotu and Drcisions oJ rhr Security Counnl 
1980. pp. 23 and 24). 

I’Thc call for the rcsumptlon of negotiations WPI issued by the 
Council In connccllon with the \Iluatlon m Cyprus m resolutions 367 
(1975). pares. S. 7 and II; 414 (lY77). para. 5; 440(1978). para. 3; 421 
(1979). para. 2. 45R (IY79). p?ra 2: 472 (IYBO), para. 2; and 482 (1980). 
para. 2. A smular appeal was lssucd in resolution 395 (1976). pars. 3, 
in conncctlon with the complalnt by Grcccc agelnrt Turkey. 

UFor thcsc provl~lons m connection rvlth the extension of the United 
Nations Disengagement Observer Force (UNWF) and the United 
Nations Emergency Force (IJNEI; II), set the Council’s resolutions 368 
(1975). operaWe para.. ((I). 169 t l97!), operative para.. (0); 390 (1976). 
opcratlvc para , (0). 3Y6 (IQ76), para I (a); 398 (1976). opcratlve 
para., (II); 408 (1977). opcratlvc para , (0); 416(1977). para. I (0); 420 
(1977). opcratlvc para., (0); 429(197R). operative pars.. (0): 441 (1978). 
operstlvc para., (0). 449 (1979). opcratlvc para.. (0); 456 (1979). opcr- 
ativc para.. ((1); 470( IYt30). operative para , (0); and 481 (19(M). operatwc 
para , (0). 

- 
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wtth restraint 50 as not to jeopardize the search for a 
peaceful solution.*’ In one case, the Council urged the 
two parties to reduce the tension in the area to facilitate 
the negotiating process.% In still another case, the Coun- 
cil urged the parties to accept mediation or conciliation 
or to resort to regional agencies or arrangements or other 
peaceful ineans to facilitate the fulfilment of their obli- 
gations under the Charter of the United Nations.*’ In 
one instance, the Council urged all arties to co-operate 
fully with the efforts of the Unite s Nations to achieve 
a peaceful solution.” In a number of cases, the Council 
asked the Secretary-General to offer his good offices or 
to continue offering them to the parties concerned.*Y In 
connection with the situation concerning Western Sahara, 
the Council asked the Secretary-General to enfer into 
immediate consultations with the parties concerned.“’ In 
several cases, the Council requested the Secretary-General 
to designate a special representative to pursue approaches 
to a peaceful settlement or to visit areas of conflict.” 

A number of draft resolutions that were either not 
ado 

P 
ted or not voted upon by the Council also contained 

imp icit references to Article 33. During the consideration 
of the situation in the Middle East, which the Council 
had resumed in response to letters dated 3 December 1975 
from the representatives of Lebanon and Egypt,‘z the 
representative of the United States proposed as an amend- 
ment to the draft resolution two additional paragraphs, 
under the second of which the Council would have called 
upon the parties to refrain from any action that might 
endanger negotiations aimed at achieving a just and 
lasting peace in the Middle East.” The amendment was 
put to the vote and was not adopted, having failed to 
obtain the affirmative vote of nine members; the draft 
resolution failed to be adopted owing to the negative vote 
of a permanent member? 

‘JThis appeal was Issued in connection with the situation in Cyprus 
in resolutions 370 (1975). para. 3; 383 (1975). para. 3; 391 (1976). 
para. 3; 401 (1976), para. 3; 410(1977). para. 3; and 422 (1977). para. 3; 
in connection with the situation concerning Western Sahara in resolu- 
tions 377 (1975). para. 2; and 379 (1975). para. I; in connection with 
the complaint by Groax against Turkey III resolution 395 (1976). para. I; 
and in connection with the letter dated 25 November 1979 from the 
Secretary-General in resolution 457 (1979). para. 3. 

“See resolution 395 (1976). para. 2. in connection with the com- 
plaint by Greece against Turkey. 

*‘.Sce resolution 479 (1980). para. 2. in conncc(mn with the situation 
between Iran and Iraq. 

u Resolution 384 (1975). para. 4, in connecnon with the situation 
in Timor. 

“In connection with the situation in Cyprus, see resolutions 367 
(1975), paras. 6 and 7; 370 (1975), para. 6; 383 (1975). para. 6; 391 
(1976). para. 6; 401 (1976). pare. 6; 410 (1977). para. 6; 422 (1977). 
pars. 6; 430 (1978). para. 2; 443 (1978). para. 2; 451 (1979). para. 3; 
458 (1979). para. 3; 472 (1980). para. 3; 482 (1980), para. 3; in connection 
with the letfcrs dated 25 November 1979 from the Secretary-General 
and 22 December 1979 from the representative of the IJnitcd States. 
see the Presidential statement of 9 November 1979 and the rcsolu- 
(tons 457 (1979). para. 4 and 461 (1979). para. 4; and in connection 
with the *Ituation between Iran and Iraq. see the Presidential statcmcnl 
of 23 September I980 and resolution 479 (1980). para. 4. 

‘aRcsolutions 377 (1975). para. I; 379 (1975). para. 2; and 380 
(1975). para. 3. 

11 In connection with the cltuation In Timor. see resolutions 3R4 
(1975). para. 5; and 389 (1976), para. 3; in connectton with the Gtuatlon 
In Southern Rhodesia. set resolution 415 (1977). para. 2; and in con- 
ncctlon with the situation in Namibia, see resolution 431 (197R). para. I. 
For more detailed informalIon regarding spcclal representatives of the 
Sccrctary-General see chapter V in the present Suppkmmr. 

‘>Scc letters from Lebanon (S/I 1892) and Egypl (X/I 1891). OU. 
.ZOfh yr.. Supp/. /or (W.-M. IY75, for the request for an urgent C’ouncil 
mcctmg to constder massive Israeli air attacks against refugee camps 
and villages in I.ebanon. 

‘~Scc 1862nd mfg.: Urutcd States, paras. 44-53 for the submission 
of the amcndmcnl and the text of the two paragraphs to he added IO 
the drafl resolution. For the text of the draft resolution see S/I 1898, 
OR. 30th yr.. Suppl. for (h-l. -Dec. 1973. 

“.Sec 1862nd mlg.. paras. IIJ-118. for the votes regarding the 
amendment and the draft resolution unamcndcd. 

36s _ -- .-___ 

In the course of its consideration of the situation in 
the Comoros during February 1976, the Council had 
before it a draft resolution” sponsored by Benin, Guy- 
ana, the Libyan Arab Republic, Panama and the United 
Republic of Tanzania, providing, inrvr alio, that the 
Council request the Government of France to enter into 
immediate negotiations with the Government of the 
Comoros. 

At the 1888th meeting, on 6 February 1976. the draft 
resolution was put lo the vote and not adopted owing to 
the negative vote of a permanent memher.‘O 

During the consideration of the situation in South-East 
Asia and its implications for international peace and 
security, the representative of China sponsored a draft 
resolution,” which provided in its paragraph 4 that the 
Council would urge Viet Nam and Democratic Kam- 
puchea to enter into negotiations at an early date to settle 
their differences. The draft resolution was not put to the 
vote. In connection with the same item. Indonesia, Ma- 
laysia, the Philippines, Singapore and Thailand sponsored 
another draft resolution,‘” by paragraph 5 of which the 
Council would have called upon all the parties to the 
conflict to settle their disputes by peaceful means in 
accordance with the Charter of the United Nations, and 
by paragraph 6 of which it would have welcomed the 
offer of the good offices of the Secretary-General in the 
search for a peaceful solution. The draft was not adopted 
owing to the negative vote of a permanent member.3p 

When the Council considered the question of the exer- 
cise by the Palestinian people of its inalienable rights in 
1979 and 1980. the representative of Senegal, who also 
held the position of Chairman of the Committee on the 
Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian 
People, introduced a draft resolution,“’ which, in its 
preambular part, had the Council reaffirm the urgent 
necessity of the establishment of a just and lasting peace 
through a comprehensive settlement based on full respect 
for the purposes and principles of the Charter. The draft 
that was submitted to the Council at its 2162nd meeting 
on 24 August 1979 was not put to the vote. The identical 
preambular paragraph was included in a draft resolu- 
tion” submitted by Tunisia, when the Council resumed 
consideration of the item at the 2219th and 2220th meet- 
ings, on 29 and 30 April 1980. The draft resolution was 
put to the vote at the 2220th meeting and failed to be 
adopted owing to the negative vote of a permanent 
member.42 

At the 219lst meeting, on II and 13 January 1980, 
when the Council resumed its consideration of the letter 
dated 22 December 1979 from the representative of the 
United States regarding the detention of its diplomatic 
personnel in Teheran. the United States submitted a draft 
resolution” under which, in its tenth preambular para- 
graph, the <:ouncil would have reiterated that once the 
hostages had been released, the Governments of Iran and 
the United States should take steps to resolve peacefully 
the remaining issues between them. The draft resolution 

“S/I IW7. OR. 31.~1 yr.. Suppl. /or Jan.-March 1976. 
s6For the VOIC see 1888th mtg.. para. 247. 
I7 S/ I3 I IY. OH. 34th vr., Suppl. for Jan -Man-h 1979. The President 

called attention to rhc Chincscdraft at the 2115th meeting. on 24 Fcb- 
ruary 1979. 

lsS/l3162. OH. 14th yr.. Suppl. for Jan. -hlorch 1979. The draft 
rcsolulion was Introduced by Thailand at the 2129th mcceting. on 
16 March 1979. 

“+For the vote (I3 m favour. 2 against). see 2129th mtg.. para. 72. 
‘“For the full ICXI. see S/I 1514. OR. 34thyr.. .Suppl.Jor July-.‘+p/. 

1979. 
41 S/I 391 I, OR. .I.Vh yr., Suppl. /or Aprrl-June 1980. 
‘IFor the vote. xc 2220th ml&.. para. 151. 
“S/13735. OR. 3Srh or.. Suppl. /or Jan.-March 1980 
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was put to the vote at the resumed 219lst meeting, on 
13 January 1980, and was not adopted owing to the 
negative vote of a permanent member.” 

Following consideration at the 2246th meeting, on 
4 September 1980, of the letter dated I September 1980 
from the representative of Malta,4J the Secretary- 
General, by a letter dated 17 October,& informed the 
President of the Council that, following consultations 
with the parties and with their agreement, a special repre- 
sentative was to be sent to the countries concerned to 
discuss the question at issue with the two Governments. 
In a letter dated 22 October,” the President informed 
the Secretary-General that the Council had considered his 
letter of I7 October in consultations and agreed with his 
proposal. In accordance with this agreement, arrived at 
through informal consultations, the Secretary-General 
dispatched his Special Representative, whose report on 
his mission to Malta and the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya was 
issued on I3 November l980.* 

Other than in the debates presented under the following 
cases 1-4, there were only a few instances of explicit 
references to Article 33 in the proceedings of the Council: 
the Article was invoked during the consideration of the 
situation in Namibia,49 the situation in Timor,w and the 
complaint by the Prime Minister of Mauritius, current 
Chairman of OAU, of the “act of aggression” by Israel 
against Uganda.” 

There have also been what might be considered implicit 
references to Article 33 in various debates in the Council. 
Throughout the period under review the need for nego- 
tiations and the application of the Charter provisions for 
pacific settlement were emphasized in connection with the 
situation in Cyprus. With re 
Chad sz and the telegram date d 

ard to the complaint by 
3 January 1979 from the 

Deputy Prime Minister in charge of Foreign Affairs of 
Democratic Kampuchea5’ a number of references to the 
provisions of Article 33 were made during the Council’s 
proceedings. In the consideration of some other agenda 
items,% incidental references that might be seen as touch- 
ing upon the Article were made in a few instances. 

CASE I, 

Situation concerning Western Sahara 

(In connection with a draft resolution (S/11858) pre- 
pared in the course of consultations and adopted by 

UFor the vole. see 219lst mtg. and Add.1. para. 149. 
“S/14140. OR, 35th yr.. Sup I. for Jul -Sepr. 1980. 
‘ww;~~. ;;tG;,. Suppl. for &L-k. L&o. 

“S/14256: ibid. 
4q18241h mlg.. paras. I03 and 104. in which the represcnfativc of 

France invoked the language of Artick 33 and su cstcd the appointment 
of a conlact committee to promote a pcacefu v ” solubon m Namibia. 

sOl864th mtg.. pars. 51: the representative of Portugal invoked 
Article 33 and asked why Indonesia did not rcaon to one of the peaceful 
measures provided for in the Article. 

sl lW2nd mtg.. para. 30: the rcprcscnta1ivc of Panama s1a1cd that 
the lnlernational Court of Justice, while admitting that a State had the 
right IO prolcsl its nationals, limited that ri 

% 
ht to the exercise of 

diplomalic or international judicial action an IO the means for the 
peaceful sc1tlcmcnt of disputes laid down in Article 33. 

‘2%~ the opening s1atemcnt by the rcprcscn1ativc of Chad at the 
2060th mlg.. paras. 7-39. on 17 February 1978. suggesting the csub- 
lishmcn1 of a mediation committee and seeking the Council’s assistance 
in settling the conflict through peaceful means. 

rJScc 2109th m1g.: Kuwait, para. I I. and Bangladesh, para. 50; 
2110th mtg.: Malaysia, para. 38; 21 I Ith mcg.: Yugoslavia, para. 12s. 
and Indonesia. para. 70. 

“Consideration of the situation in 1hc Middle East (1964th m1g.). 
the situation in the occupied Arab territories (1919th mlg.). rhc question 
submuted by Iceland (1864th mtg.), Ihe letter da1cd 3 January 1980 
from SZ Member States regarding Afghanistan (2185th mtg.) and 1hc 
letter dated I Scp1embcr 1980 from the rcprcscnlalivc of Malta 
(22461h mcg.) gave rise IO such incidenral rcfcrcnccs to the Article. 

consensus as resolution 377 (1975) and a draft resolu- 
tion (S/I 1870) also prepared in the course of consul- 
tations and adopted by consensus as resolution 380 
(1975)) 

During the Council’s deliberations concerning Western 
Sahara, the meaning of the explicit reference to Article 33 
of the Charter in resolutions 377 (1975) and 380 (1975) 
was discussed. Some representatives insisted that the letter 
and spirit of Article 33 required that the interested parties 
should try to settle their conflicting views about Western 
Sahara through negotiations as espoused in the Charter. 
Another representative held that the particular issue 
before the Council needed to be dealt with by the Council 
and that the interested parties had to carry out any deci- 
sions taken by the Council in fulfilling their obligations 
under the Charter provisions for the peaceful settlement 
of disputes. A third position was taken by another rcp- 
resentative who demanded that the Council take forceful 
action to block, or put an end to, the aggressive action 
that threatened peace and security in the region; in doing 
so the Security Council would fulfil its obhgatlon under 
Articles 33 and 34.” 

At its 1850th meeting, on 22 October 1975, the Council 
adopted by consensus resolution 377 (l975), which had 
been agreed upon in the course of informal consulta- 
tions.” Paragraph I reads as follows: 

The Security Council, 

. . . 

I. Acling in accordance with Article 34 of the Charter of the United 
Nations and without prejudice to any action which the General Assembly 
might take under Ihe terms of its resolution 3292 (XXIX) of I3 December 
1974 or to negotiations that the parties concerned and interested might 
undertake under Article 33 of the Charter, requests the Sccrctary-Gcncral 
to en1cr info immediate consultafions with the parties concerned and 
interested and to report to the Sccuri1y Council as soon as possible on 
the results of his consultations in order IO enable the Council to adopt 
the appropriate measures IO deal with the present situation concerning 
Western Sahara; 

At the 1854th meeting, on 6 November 1974, after 
informal consultations, the Council adopted by consensus 
resolution 380 (1975).” Paragraph 3 reads as follows: 

The Securiiy Council, 

. . . 

3. Cklls upon Morocco and all other panics concerned and intcr- 
cstcd. without prcjudii to any action which the General Assembly might 
take under the terms of i1s resolution 3292 (XXIX) of 13 December 
1974 or any negotiations which the parties concerned and interested 
mighf undertake under Article 33 of the Charter of the United Nations, 
IO co-operate fully with the Secretary-General in the fulfilmcnl of the 
mandate entrusted to him in Sccuri~y Council resolutions 377 (1975) 
and 379 (1975). 

Throughout the debate concerning Western Sahara, 
there were numerous references to Article 33, together 
with Article 34 and Chapter VI.‘” 

“For r&van1 statements and explicit references IO Article 33 xc 
IBr(9th mtg.: Morocco. paras. 56 and 57; 185&h mtg.: Algeria, paras. I8 
and 122; Morocco. pars. 94; Spain, paras. 1 IO and 112; 1852nd m1g.: 
Mauritania, para. 101; and lgS4th mtg.: Spain, para. 65. 

“Draft rcsolmion S/I 1858 was adopted withour change as rcsolo- 
lion 377 (197s). For the President’s declaration and the adoption of 
the resolution by consensus. see I8J&h mtg., para. 19. 

“Draft rcsolucion S/l 1870 was adopted wuhout change as rcsolu. 
rion 380 (197s). For the President’s rtatcmcnt and the adoption (~1 111r 
resolution by consensus. see 1854th mtg.. para. 6 

sslmplicil references IO Article 33 and other related provisions 
occurred frcqucnrly throughout 1hcdelibcra1ions at 1hc 1849th. 1830th. 
1852nd and 18S4th mtgs. 
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CASE 2 

(.‘r,mploint by Greece oKain.rt Turkey 

(In connection with a four-Power draft resolution (S/12187) 
adopted by consensus as a resolution 395 (1976)) 

During the Council’s deliberations about the Greek 
complaint that Turkey had repeatedly violated the sov- 
ereign rights of Greece on its continental shelf in the 
Aegean Sea, the majority of the representatives partici- 
pating in the discussion held that it was up to the parties 
to seek a solution of their conflict through negotiations. 
A few expressed a slightly different viewpoint in that they 
emphasized the Council’s primary responsibility for the 
maintenance of peace and security and for the pacific 
settlement of disputes; therefore, the Council should take 
an active role in the tense situation prevailing between 
the two parties, which had failed so far to resolve their 
differences, and actively promote the use of the instru- 
ments available under Article 33 and Chapter VI as a 
whole, including resort to the International Court of 
Justice. If, as the one party claimed, the situation con- 
stituted an acute threat to international peace and secu- 
rity, the Council could not remain passive.sp 

The draft resolution that was submitted by the repre- 
sentatives of France, Italy, the United Kingdom and 
the United States was adopted by the Council at its 
1953rd meeting, on 25 August 1976, by consensus as 
resolution 395 (1976).60 Relevant provisions that have a 
bearing on the interpretation of Article 33 read as follows: 

The Security Council, 

Bearing in mind the principles of the Charter of the United Nations 
concerning the peaceful settlement of disputes. as well as the various 
provisions of Chapter VI of the Charter concerning procedures and 
methods for the peaceful settlement of disputes. 

Noring the importance of the resumption and continuance of direct 
negotiations between Greece and Turkey IO resolve their differences. 

Conrcrous of the need for the parties IO rcspccf each other’s intcrna- 
tional rights and obligattons and IO avoid any inctdcnt whtch might Iced 
IO the aggravation of the situation and which, conscqucntly. might 
compromise their efforts towards a peaceful solution, 

I. Ap~cofr IO the Governments of Greece and Turkey IO exercise 
the utmost rotraint in the prcscnt situation; 

2. Llr8es the Governments of Greece and Turkey IO do everything 
in their power to reduce the present tenstons in the arcu so that the 
negotiating process may be facilitated; 

3. Calls upon the Governments of Greece and Turkey IO resume 
dtrcct negotiations over their differences and appeals IO them to do 
everything in their power to ensure that rhcse negotiations will result 
in mutually acceptable solutions; 

.h’ 

rvFor the &lcvant statements. tncludtng explicit and imphcit rcfcr- 
cnccs to Arttclc 33. see 1949th mtg.: Greece. paras. 7-29; 1950th mt _: 
Turkey. paras. S-26,40-44; and 1953rd mtg.: France. paras. 34-42; It 3 y, 
paras. 13-22; Pakistan, paras. 70-82; Panama, paras. 4449; Romania, 
paras. W-57; Uni~d Kingdom, paras. 3-12: and United States, paras. 23- 
32. There wcrc incidental refcrcnccs IO the procedure of peaceful 
settlement and the role of the Council throughout the debate during 
the three meetings. 

aFor the detailed procedural history of this cast WC chapter VIII. 
part II of the present Supplrmenr. under the same title. 

“For the discussion of paragraph 4 of the resolution. see below 
under Article 36 in this chapter. See also the treatment of chapter VI 
r*r the Charter in the present chapter. 

CASE 3 

Letter dated 25 November 1979 from the Secretary- 
General and letter dated 22 December 1979 from the 
representative of the United States 

(In connection with the statement of the President 
dated 27 November 1979 (S/13652); a draft resolu- 
tion (S/13677) prepared in the course of consultations 
among members of the Council and adopted as reso- 
lution 457 (1979); a draft resolution (S/1371 l/Rev.l) 
sponsored by the United States, voted upon and adopted 
as resolution 461 (1979); and another draft rcsolu- 
tion (S/13735) sponsored by the United States, voted 
upon at the 2191st meeting, on 13 January 1980, and 
not adopted, owing to the negative vote of a permanent 
member of the Council) 

During the Council’s deliberations on the prolonged 
detention of United States diplomatic personnel in Tehe- 
ran, the capital of Iran. the Council members and other 
representatives were initially in agreement that the critical 
situation could be settled only through the use of the 
procedures for peaceful settlement as indicated in Chap- 
ter Vl of the Charter, especially in Article 33. As the crisis 
deepened, without any indication that the Iranian Gov- 
ernment was willing to terminate the detention of the 
United States diplomatic personnel, the representative of 
the United States, supported by various other participants 
in the Council’s deliberations, began calling for stronger 
measures, including the application of sanctions under 
Chapter VII of the Charter,” despite continuing efforts 
by the Secretary-General to make available his good 
offices and des 
International 8 

ite the appeal by the United States to the 
ourt of Justice. Ultimately, the Council 

was divided between those who adhered to the instru- 
ments of peaceful settlement of the conflict between Iran 
and the United States and those who saw no alternative 
to the imposition of mandatory sanctions against Iran.” 

At the 2172nd meeting, on 27 November 1979, the 
President, on behalf of the Council, made a statementW 
in which he read out the text of the letter dated 25 Novem- 
ber 1979 from the Secretary-General and renewed an 
appeal issued by the Council on 9 November. The Secre- 
tary-General had asked that the Council be convened 
urgently to seek a peaceful solution to the problem, and 
the Council expressed determination not to relent in its 
urgent efforts to seek such a solution in conformity with 
the principles of justice and international law. 

6*For the discussion of the measures under Chapter VII in conncc- 
tion with the detention of United States diplomatic rsonne! in Teheran, 
see chapter XI. in particular the consideration of I c provtstons of Artt- 
clc 41, in the present Supplemenf. 

elFor relevant statements see 2172nd mtg.: President, para. 16; and 
Sccrctary-Gcncral. paras. S-10; 2175th mtg.: Bangladesh. paras. 82and 
83; Bolivia, paras. 74 and 75; Gabon. para. 57; Ni cria, para. 107; 
Norway. para. 29; llnitcd States. paras. 23 and 24; Lirc. paras. I4S 
and 146; and lambia. para. 96; 2176th mtg.: Canada, paras. 58and 59; 
Italy. para. 91; Kuwait, paras. 6-8; Malawi, para. 86 (Article 33 explicit); 
and Yugoslavia, paras. I 15 and 116: 2177th mtg.: Austria, para. 19; 
and Swaziland, para. 8; 2178th mtg.: Secretary-General, para. 17; 
2182nd mtg.: France. para. 60; Federal Republic of Germany. para. 70; 
Norway, paras. 43 and 44; and United States. para. 20; 2183rd mtg.: 
Bolivia, paras. 36 and 39; Jamaica, para. 34; and Zambia. paras. 24 
and 25; 2184th mtg.: Bangladesh. para. IS; Gabon, paras. 5 and 9; 
USSR. para. 35; and Zambia. para. 52; and 2191~1 mtg. and Add.1: 
German lkmocrattc Rcpubl~c. paras. 75-81; USSR, paras. 46-55: and 
Zambia. para,. I16 and 117. All these statements contained references 
to the prtnciplc and proccdurL5 of peaceful settlement of disputes under 
the Charter. but wtth the single exception indicated. did not invoke 
Article 33 cxplicttly. 

“S/13652. For the ICXI xc 2172nd mtg.. paras. 13-17. See also 
S/13646. OK. 34rh yr.. Suppl. jar 0cr:Dec. 1979. 
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At the 2178th meeting, on 4 December 1979. the Coun- 
cil unanimously adopted a draft resolution,6J which had 
been prepared in the course of consultations among its 
members, as resolution 457 (1979). It reads, infer aliu, 
as follows: 

The Security Council, 

. . 

hfiwul of the obligation of States to settle their international disputes 
by peaceful means in such a manner that international peace and’ 
security, and justice, are not endangered, 

. . . 

2. Fiber cdlr upon the Governments of Iran and the United States 
of America to take steps to resolve peacefully the remaining issues 
between them to their mutual satisfaction in accordance with the 
purposes and principles of the United Nations; 

. . 

4. Requesfs the Secretary-General to lend his good offices for the 
immediate implementation of the present resolution and to take all 
appropriate measures IO this end; 

. . . 

At the 2184th meeting, on 31 December 1979, the 
Council adopted a draft resolution, sponsored by the 
United States,” by I I votes to none, with 4 abstentions, 
as resolution 461 (1979). It reads, infer alia, as follows: 

The Security Council. 

. . . 

Minrl/u/of the obligation of States to settle their international disputes 
by peaceful means in such a manner that international peace and 
security. and justice, are not endangered. 

. . . 

4. Reiterates its requa~ to the Secretary-General to lend his good 
offices and to intensify his efforts with a view to assisting the Security 
Council in achieving the objectives called for in the present resolution, 
and in this connection takes note of his readiness to go personally 10 Iran: 

5. Requests the Secretary-General to report to the Security Council 
on his good offices efforts before the Council meets again; 

. . . 

At the 219lst meeting, on I I January 1980, the repre- 
sentative of the United States slibmitted a draft resolu- 
tion,“’ which contained, infer ufiu, provisions referring 
to Article 33; they read as follows: 

The Security Council. 

. . 

Mkf/iu/of the obligation of States to settle their international disputes 
by peaceful means in such a manner that international peace and 
security. and justice, are not endangered and, to that end, to respect 
the decision of the Security Council, 

. . 

Reiterating that once the hostages have been safely released. the 
Governments of Iran and the United States of America should take 
steps to resolve peacefully the remaining issues between them to their 
mutual satisfaction in accordance with the purposes and principles of 
the United Nations, 

. 

At the 219lst meeting, which was resumed on 13 Janu- 

ary 1980, the draft resolution, which provided for man- 
datory sanctions under Articles 39 and 41.” was put to 
the vote and received 10 votes to 2, with 2 abstention\; 
one member did not participate in the voting; rhc draft 

srS/l3677. adopted without change as resolution 4S7 (1979). 
~S/l37Il/Rcv.I, adopted without change as resolution 461 (1979). 
6’5113735. OR. 33th yr.. Suppf. /or Jan.-March 1980. 
“For the analysis of the Council’% activitirr with regard IO A~II 

rlr, 39 m111 4 I , \w , h;lptrr XI Id lh? prrwnl Slrpplr*r?wni 

was not adopted owing to the negative vote of a perma- 
nent member of the Council.64 

CASE 4 

The situation between Iran and Iruq 

(In connection with the statement of the President 
dated 23 September 1980 (S/14190); a draft resolu- 
tion (S/14201) sponsored by Mexico and adopted unani- 
mously as resolution 479 (1980); and the statement of 
the President dated 5 November 1980 (S/14244)) 

During the Council’s deliberations regarding the war 
between Iran and Iraq, the members of the Council and 
one of the parties stated their strong belief that the mili- 
tary conflict between the two neighbours should be settled 
as quickly as possible through negotiations based on an 
immediate cease-fire and that all efforts at settlement 
should be pursued with the good offices of the Secretary- 
General encouraged and monitored by the Council in 
accordance with its mandate under the Charter. The other 
party considered the even-handed approach to the war 
as unjust and inadequate since peace in justice could be 
restored if the responsibility for the outbreak of the war 
were to be documented by the United Nations and if the 
aggressor were to be punished.m 

On 23 September 1980, following consultations that 
the Secretary-General had requested in view of the esca- 
lation of the conflict between Iran and Iraq, the President 
issued a statement” on behalf of the members of the 
Council. It reads, inter uliu, as follows: 

. . . 
The members of the Council welcome and fully support the appeal 

of the Secretary-General, addressed 10 both parties on 22 Seplcmber 
1980, as well as the ofler that he has made of his good offices to resolve 
the present conflict. 

The members of the Council have asked me to appeal. on their behalf. 
to the Governments of Iran and Iraq. as a first step towards a solution 
of the conflict, to desist from all armed activity and all acts that may 
worsen the present dangerous situation and to settle their dispute by 
peaceful means. 

At the 2248th meeting, on 28 September 1980, the 
Council unanimously adopted a draft resolution’2 spon- 
sored by Mexico, which had been prepared in the course 
of lengthy consultations, as resolution 479 (1980). It 
reads, infer uliu, as follows: 

The Security Council, 

. . . 

Min~ul that all Member States have undertaken, under the Charter 
of the United Nations, the obligation to settle fhcir international disputes 
by peaceful means and in such a manner that international peace and 
security and justice are not endangered. 

. . . 

I. Cal& upon Iran and Iraq to refrain immediately from any further 
use of force and to settle their dispute by peaceful means and in 
conformity with principles of justice and international law; 

@For the detailed procedural history of this case, see chapter VIII, 
part Il. under the same title. 

mFor the rcicvant statements, see 2247th mtg.: Mexico, paras. 2l&26; 
Norway, paras. 29-33; and Secretary-General. was. 6-12; 2U8th mtg.: 
Bangladesh, pars<. M-91; France. parar. 5S-60; German Democratic 
Repuhtic, parar. to4 and 10’1. Ir.~rl. ra*ra\ I27 nrd l?lt. IU~IOII. 

r 
a,“, ttli IUJ; I’hdlp ,,nrr. t,u,clr 1 I I I I ?. lJ\\l(. I’“,.‘% In WI. 18~1 

Jmled blalcs. parrr. 2 45. 225lhh 181ly C utu. p”rr> 50-511. 2151~1 5. 
mtg.: Iran. paras, 5-38; and Um~cd S~alo. paras. 69-93; 2252nd mtg.: 
German Democratic Republic. parar. 64 and 65 (invoking Article 33 
explicitly); and United States, paras. 31.36; 22S3rd mtg.: Phihppine*. 
paras. 13-a; and IJnital Kmgdom. prar. 5.1 I; and 2254th ml 
paras. 44-47; France, para\ 7 20; Jamaica. parar. 25.32; f,,‘,;;;$, 

’ paras. 77.82; USSR. parar. BY-94; and Tunl\,a. para\. 61-72 
“S/14190. For the full 1~x1. WC OH. .1J!h yr.. Rrso/urron.t und 

/lmwionr of the .Sewrrfv t’r~~~rl. IWO 
‘Is: I4201. u,tOt’lc’l U,l11,W1 ChHI)Yr d\ IcrOllll,l,n 4 19 1 Ivno, 



4. Su/~porr\ the clfortr of the Secretary-Gcncral and the offer of 
his good offices for the resolution of this situation; 

On 5 November 1980, the President of the Council 
issued the following statement,” which reads, inter ah, 
as follows: 

During recent days, members of the Security Council have continued 
intensive consultations about the situation between Iran and Iraq. Their 
aim continues to be IO bring an early end to the hostilities and to bring 

71S/14244. For the Full ICXI. see OR, 35th yr.. Resolalions and 
Oecisronr 01 Ihe Security Council. 1980, pp. 23 and 24. 

about a peaceful \ctllcmcnl ol the dlqxlce 8” axordancr wnh rhc 
purpc~\ and principle\ 01 IIIC r’hartcr of IIIC llnltcd N~II~I~I\. 

Mcmbcrr (11 Ihe r ‘r)uncd arr deeply conccrncd Ihal ho\rlllllr\ contmuc, 
with rctulting loss 01 hfc and material damage. They continue IO urge 
that all concerned be guided by Member Stales’ obligations under the 
Charter IO settle their international disputes by peaceful means and in 
such a manner that international peace and security and justice arc not 
endangered and to refrain in their international relations from the threat 
or use of force against the territorial integrity or political independence 
of any State. 

The Secretary-General has participated fully in the Council’s con- 
sultations. Members of the Council have reiterated their full support 
for the USC of his good offices IO bring about peaceful negotiations 
between Iran and Iraq with a view to arriving at a just solution to their 
differences.74 

. . 

“For the detailed procedural history of this case. see chapter VIII. 
part II. under the same title. 

Part II 

CONSIDERATION OF THE PROVISIONS OF ARTICIX 34 OF THE CHARTER 

NOTE 

During the period under review, the Council invoked 
Article 34 explicitly in three resolutions adopted consec- 
utively in connection with the same issue.” This case, as 
well as a few others, gave rise to some constitutional 
discussion regarding the interpretation and application 
of this Article.7h 

The five case histories entered in this part relate in 
varying degrees to the functions of investigation by the 
Council as envisaged in Article 34; in two of these in- 
stances the stated purpose of the proposed investigation 
was to determine whether the particular situation was 
indeed likely to endanger the maintenance of international 
peace and security.” In a third instance, the Council 
agreed to dispatch a mission to assess the needs of a 
Member Slate in pursuing its development projects in the 
face of hostile acts committed by the illegal regime in 
Southern Rhodesia.” In a fourth instance, the Council 
established a commission to exan$ne the situation in the 
occupied Arab territories. 7y In a fifth instance, the 
Council set up an ud hoc committee so that it could assist 
the Council in the implementation of a programme of 
assistance, which the committee proposed following a 
fact-finding mission to Zambia in order to establish the 
extent of damages incurred from Southern Rhodesian 
aggressive acts.” 

In connection with its consideration of the situation 
in Timor, the Council apparently invoked Article 34 
in requesting the Secretary-General to send urgently a 
special representative*’ to East Timor for the purpose of 
making an on-the-spot assessment of the existing situation 
and of establishing contact with all the parties in the 

--- 
‘sScc case 5 below. in connection wrth the situation concerning 

Wcs~crn Sahara. 
‘~NoI all tax histories involve constitutional discussion, of which 

there was little during the period under review. Case 9. for instance. 
did not contain any constitutional malcrlal. 

“See cast 5 below. in connection with the srtuatlon concerning 
Wcstcrn Sahara, and case 7 below, m connccrmn with the complaint 
hy fkmn 

‘*kc ca\c 6 below. m conncctlon wllh the compla~m hy Hot\wana. 
‘vScc case 8 below. in conncctron with rhc rituatlon tn the occupied 

Arab territories. 
“See cast 9 below, in connection wllh Ihc complamt by Zambia. 
Ii I-or further details regarding the role of such special rcprcsema- 

IILP\, \cc rhaprcr V in IIIC prc\cnt .Su~~~~lrnr~~rf 

Territory and all States concerned in order to ensure the 
implementation of the Council’s resolution.*z Several 
representatives emphasized the importance of the fact- 
finding mission, but pointed out that it had been re- 
quested merely to ensure the implementation of the Coun- 
cil’s resolution.‘] 

On several occasions during the period under review, 
suggestions were made that the Council consider the 
dispatch of fact-finding missions for the purposes of 
inquiry and information-gathering in connection with 
issues that the Council had taken up or was asked to 
consider. Concerning an incident in February 1976 involv- 
ing Somalia and France, the representative of Somalia 
supported a proposal to send a fact-finding mission to 
the area.” In a letter dated 14 April 1976,BJ the represen- 
tative of Oman, as Chairman of the Arab Group for that 
month, requested the Secretary-General to send a per- 
sonal representative or another suitable representative to 
Palestine IO look into the question of secret land acqui- 
sitions by Israel in the occupied Arab territories and to 
report to the Secretary-General the facts and findings of 
this investigation. In a letter dated 6 July 1976,‘M the 
reoresentative of the lvorv Coast transmitted to the 
Piesident of the Council thk text of a statement by the 
President of the lvorv Coast. in which the United Nations 
was called upon to d&patch a mission as soon as possible 
to verify the accuracy or inaccuracy of the accusations 
that had been made by Guinea against the Ivory Coast 
regarding “aggression by mercenaries” allegedly organ- 
ized from within the borders of Senegal and the Ivory 
Coast. At the 1945th meeting, on 28 July 1976, during 
the consideration of the complaint by Zambia against 
South Africa, the representative of Liberia asked whether 
South Africa would accept and co-operate with a fact- 
finding mission of the Council and make available to that 
mission all relevant information regarding the Zambian 
charges; she requested a reply from South Africa so that 

I* Resolution 3M (1975). paras. 4 and 5. The resolution was adopted 
at the 1869th meeting (para. 12) on 2 Dcccmbcr 1975. 

“‘For the rclcvant statcmcntr. see IRMlh mrg.: Mr. Horta. para. 134; 
lg6Yrh mcg : France. para, 93 and 94. Italy, paras. 85.H7; Japan. 
para* 43-45; and United Rcpubllc of Tanzania. paras. 76-78. 

“See Igg9th mtg : Somalia, para. 95, in connection with the C‘OW 
sideration of communications from France and Somalia concerning fhc 
incident of 4 February 1976. 

*‘S/l2OS3. OR. fl.sf vr , SuppI. /or April-June 1976. 
““S’IZIZS. /hul, .S,r,‘pl for Julv Srp/ 1976 
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the suggestions could be taken into consideration in 
preparmg a draft resolution.“’ 

At the 215lst meeting, on 20 June 1979, when the 
Council considered the letters dated 13 and 15 June 1979 
from the representative of Morocco, the Moroccan rep- 
resentative indicated his Government’s willingness to 
facilitate any investigation the Council might consider 
necessary to ascertain the veracity of the facts about the 
acts of aggression that he had reported in his letters.” 

During the Council’s consideration of the letter dated 
25 November 1979 from the Secretary-General with 
regard to the detention of United States diplomatic per- 
sonnel in Teheran, there was what might be seen as a 
reference to the power of the Council under Article 34 
in the suggestion by the represenlativc of Egypt that the 
Council might send a good-will mission to Iran to exam- 
ine the situation and to seek to obtain the release of the 
hostages.m In a report IO the Council, on 6 January 
1980. the Secretary-General noted that he had discussed 
with the Iranian authorities the establishment of an inter- 
national inquiry committee that would investigate the 
allegations of human rights violations and other illegal 
acts by the previous regime in Iran.“” The function of 
that commission would have had a remote relationship 
with the functions stated in Article 34. 

During the period under review, the suggestion to send 
a fact-finding mission to Cyprus to investigate the bases 
of the communal conflict was renewed in a number of 
Council meetings without leading to a formal proposal 
for the Council’s decision.*’ 

Article 34 was explicitly invoked in connection with 
several issues presented in the cases below and once in 
connection with the letters dated 13 and I5 June 1979 
from the representative of Morocco.v’ 

CASES 

Situation concerning Wesrern Sahara 

(In connection with a draft resolution (S/l 1858) arrived 
at as a result of consultations tid adopted by consensus 
on 22 October 1975 as resolution 377 (1975)) 

During the Council’s consideration of the situation in 
the Western Sahara, one of the parties, supported by a 
lame number of members of the Council and other reo- 
res&tatives, proposed that in view of the great dan& 
in the region the Council, which was legitimately con- 
cerned with the question in accordance with Article 34 
of the Charter, should decide to dispatch a mission to 
establish in detail the prevailing situation and to advise 

“See 194Sth mtg.. paras. l24-128. in connection with the complaint 
by Zambia against South Africa. 

~2lStst mtg.: Morocco, para. 43. At the2lS3rd meeting. on 22 June 
1979, the representative of Madagascw suggested that the Council should 

envisage taking more lorceful action than the steps under Articles 34 
and 35 suggested by the representative of Morocco (2153rd mtp.. 
para. 39). The Council took no action on the matter raised by Morocco. 

mScc 2176th mtg.: Egypt. oara. 35. fhc possible connection with 
Article 34 is mcrel; sug$&d. 

‘%ce S/13730. OR. 3Sth yr.. Suppl. /or Jan.-March 1980. for the 
report of the SccrctaryGcnc~al in p&,cc of Council rcsoluiions 457 
(1979) and 461 (1979). 

91 In connection with the situation in Cyprus, see 1813th mtg.: 
USSR, pare. 204; 1814th mtg.: Cyprus, paras. 60-63; ISlJth mtg.: 
Bulgaria, para. 135; 1817th mtg.: USSR. para. ISO; and Cyprus. 
para. 192; 1818th mtg.: Cyprus, para 84; 1926lh mtg.: Cyprus, 
pars. 219; 1979th mtg.: USSR. para. 219; and 2055th mtg.: <:yprur. 
parar. 160-162. I-or an explanation of why the Turkish t‘ypriolt did 
not share the wlrh for such a miololj of Inquiry. ccc lXl9th rmg : 
Mr. Cclik. paraa. 125. I30 and 131. 

*22l53rd mtg.: Madagascar. para. 39 ‘The rcprc\entallvc invoked 
Article% 34 and 15 and \uggcs~nl that the t’ounc~l had ohhgat~on\ hcyond 
the mandate ol thcsc two article\ in IIIC I\\IIC urlrl~~ ~~~)nc~drral~~~n 

appropriate measures by the Council to maintain peace 
and security. Another party to the conflict argued how- 
ever, citing Articles 34 and 35 of the Charter, that there 
was no justification for the Council’s involvement as there 
was no new dispute or situation in Western Sahara.*’ 

At the 1850th meeting, on 22 October 1975, the Presi- 
dent announced that as a result of most intensive con- 
sultations among the members of the Council agreement 
had been reached” on the text of a draft resolution.*’ 
At the same meeting, in the absence of objections, he 
declared the draft resolution adopted by consensus as 
resolution 377 (1975).* Its paragraph I reads as follows: 

The Sccuriry Council, 

I. Acfing in accordance with Arclclc 34 of the Charter of the United 
Nations and without prejudice lo any action which the Gcncral Assembly 
might take under the terms of its resolution 3292 (XXIX) of I3 December 
1974 or to negotiations that the parties concerned and interested might 
undertake under Article 33 of the Charter, requests the Secretary-General 
to enter into immediate consultations with the parties concerned and 
interested and to report lo the Security Council as soon as possible on 
the results of his consultations in order to enable the Council to adopt 
the appropriate measures to deal with the present situation concerning 
Western Sahara; 

Under its resolutions 379 (1975) of 2 November 1975 
and 380 (1975) of 6 November 1975, the Council reiter- 
ated that request and appealed to the parties to co-operate 
fully with the Secretary-General in his effort to fulfil the 
mandate of the Council.P7 

CASE 6 

Complaint by Botswana against the illegal regime 
in Southern Rhodesia 

(In connection with a draft resolution (S/12276) sub- 
mitted by Benin, India, the Libyan Arab Republic, 
Mauritius, Pakistan, Panama, Romania and Vene- 
zuela, voted upon and adopted as resolution 403 (1977)) 

During the Security Council’s consideration of the 
complaint of the Government of Botswana that the illegal 
rtgime in Southern Rhodesia had repeatedly committed 
serious acts of aggression against Botswana and had 
gravely violated its territorial sovereignty, the represen- 
tative of Botswana requested not only international assis- 
tance for his country but also expressed the wish that the 
Council dispatch as soon as possible a fact-finding mis- 
sion to assess its needs in carrying out its development 
projects in the face of hostile and provocative acts com- 
mitted by the Southern Rhodesian rCgime. When the 
Council took up the report of that mission, several mem- 
bers referred to the mission in terms of the function 
assigned to the Council under Article 34. However, no 
constitutional discussion arose about this situation.m 

At the 1985th meeting, on 14 January 1977, the repre- 
sentative of Mauritius, speaking on behalf of the eight 
sponsors (Benin, India, the Libyan Arab Republic, Mau- 
ritius, Pakistan, Panama, Romania and Venezuela), 

P’For the relevant statements. see 1849th mtg.: Morocco, paras. 42. 
45. 58-61; Mauritania, paras. 78-80; and Spain, paras. 89.91; 1850th 
mtg.: Algeria. paras. I7 and IS; and Spain. paras. I IO-I 12. The rcp- 
rcscntativcs of Algeria. Guyana, Morocco and Spain invoked Arti- 
cle 34 explicitly. 

p1 1850th mtg.. para. 3. 
*‘S/l 1858. adopted without change a\ rcsolutlon 377 (1975). 
-1850th mtg.. parr. 19. 
“Resolutions 379 (1975). prra 2. and 380 (1975). para. 3 1.01 the 

dctallcd procedural history of thiccarc ucchaptcr VIII. part II. under 
the same title. 

““For the rclcvanc uatcment$. KC IOXIrJ mlp : Bol\wnna. par;, 41; 
lYH5th mtx Sccrctary-t;cncral. para 2tH. Z(xHfh mtg I’re\~dru~ 
(Ilcn~n). para 5; Sccrctary.(;cncrdl. para\ 7 17. and Silrrra I c0tlc. 
par.1 (7. and 2Mgth mlp Inti~a. pars 15 
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introduced the draft resolution.w At the same meeting, 
the f’rc\idcnt put the draft to the vote; it was adopted 
by I3 vote\ to none, with 2 abstentions, as resolution 403 
(1977).‘(“” Its paragraph 6 reads as follows: 

The Securrly Council, 

6. Acrqrs the invitation of the Government of Botswana IO dispatch 
a mission IO assess the needs of Botswana in carrying out its dcvelop- 
menf projects under the prexnt circumstances and, accordingly, rquests 
the Secretary-General. in collaboration with appropriate organizations 
of the IJnited Nations system. IO organize with immediate effect finan- 
clai and other forms of assistance IO Botswana and to report to the 
Security C’ouncil not later than 31 March 1977; 

CASE 7 

Complaint by Benin 

(In connection with a draft resolution (S/12282) sub- 
mitted by Benin, the Libyan Arab Republic and Mau- 
ritius, revised and adopted, as amended, by consensus 
as resolution 404 (1977)) 

When the Council considered the complaint by Benin 
that on 16 January 1977 imperialists and their mercenaircs 
had attacked the airport and city of Cotonou, the rep- 
resentative of Benin requested that the Council investi- 
gate the events fully in order to establish the veracity of 
the charges brought against the anonymous aggressors 
and to accept that the events threatened the peace in that 
region of Africa. Members of the Council were more or 
less unanimous in their su 
finding mission which was !I 

port for the suggested fact- 
ased on the mandate spelled 

out in Article 34.‘O’ 
At the 1986th meeting, on 7 February 1977, rhe repre- 

sentative of Mauritius introduced a draft resolution’O’ 
sponsored by Benin, the Libyan Arab Republic and 
Mauritius; the text was subsequently revised in that the 
second operative paragraph was somewhat reworded and 
a new fourth operative paragraph was inserted. At the 
end of the 1987th meeting, on 8 February 1977, the 
President announced that members of the Council were 
agreed that the draft resolution might be adopted by 
consensus and declared it adopted as resolution 404 
( 1977).loJ 11s second to fourth paragraphs read as follows: 

The Securify Council. 

. 

2. Lkcrdes to send a Special Mission composed of three members 
of the Security Council IO the People’s Republic of Benin in order to 
investigate the events of 16 January 1977 in Cotonou and report not 
later than the end of February 1977; 

3. Decides that rhc members of the Spa-&l Mission will be appointed 
after consultations between the President and the members of the 
Sccurily Council; 

4. Requesfs the Secretary-General IO provide the Special Mission 
with the ncccssary assistance; 

&S/I22761 adopted uilhouc change as resolulion 403 (1977). 
‘“For the vote. see 1985th mtg.. para. 202. For the detailed proce- 

dural history, see chapter VIII. part II. under the same title. 
lo1 For the relevant statements see 1986th mtg.; Algeria, para. 118; 

Benin. para. 40; Guinea, para. 106; Madagascar, para. 84; Mauritius. 
para. 47; and Rwanda, para. 56; 1987th mtg.: China, para. SS; France, 
para. 31: India. para. 60; Libyan Arab Republic. para. 21; Mali, 
para. 112; Pakistan. para. 51; Panama. para. 120; Romania, para. 40; 
Somalia, para. 97; Togo, para. 68; and IJSSR. para. IO. The discussion 
of the complaint by Benm did not give rix IO any constitulional 
ar ument about Article 34. 

fcQWl2282. slightly revised and adopted as rcsoiution 4&l (1977). 
IOJFor the reference IO the revised draft resolution (S/i2282/Rcv.I). 

see 1987th mtg.. para. 3; for its adoption, see ibid.. para. 123. 

The Special Mission admitted its report,“” which was 
considered during the 2OOOth-2005th meetings of the 
Council in April 1977. 

CASE 8 

Situation in fhe occupied Arab territories 

(In connection with a draft resolution (S/13171) sub- 
mitted by Bangladesh, Kuwait, Nigeria and Zambia, 
revised and adopted by vote as resolution 446 (I 97?). 
and a draft resolution (S/ 13827) prepared in the course 
of consultations and adopted unanimously as resolu- 
tion 465 ( 1980)) 

During the Council’s extended deliberations regarding 
the Arab territories occupied by Israel since 1967, it was 
proposed that the Council send a Mission composed of 
Council members to the area to investigate the conditions 
prevailing there in order to expose the practices of the 
occupation authorities and thereby to irutiate some pro- 
gress towards a peaceful settlement as envisaged in reso- 
lution 242 (1967). Several Council members recognized 
in principle the usefulness of such investigations as autho- 
rized in Article 34, but held that in the current phase of 
peace efforts in the Middle East such an engagement 
might serve merely to complicate matters.‘0s 

At the 2128th meeting, on 16 March 1979, the repre- 
sentative of Kuwait introduced the draft resolution,‘06 
which was sponsored by Bangaladesh, Kuwait, Nigeria 
and Zambia. The text was twice revised in that part of 
paragraph 8 was deleted and the number of Council 
members to form the fact-finding mission was reduced 
from five to three.lm At the 2134th meeting, on 22 March 
1979, the draft resolution as revised was put to the vote 
and adopted by 12 votes to none, with 3 abstentions, as 
resolution 446 (1979).lU Its fourth to sixth paragraphs 
read as follows: 

The Securiry Council, 

. . . 

4. Esrobllshes a commisslon conri,ting of three members of the 
Security Council, IO be appointed by fhe President of the Council. after 
consultation with the members of Ihc Council, IO examine the situation 
relating IO settlements in the Arab territories occupied since 1967, 
including Jerusalem; 

5. Requests the Commission to submit its report to the Security 
Council by I July 1979; . 

6. Requests the Secretary-General IO provide the Commission with 
the necessary facilities IO enable it to carry OUI its mission; 

‘MSs/l2294 and Add.1. OR, 32nd yr., Special Supplement No. 3 
(S/l2294/Rcv.l). For the corn ietc procedural history of this case. see 
chapter VIII. part II. under t R e same tillc. See also chapter V for a 
case history of the Mission as a subsidiary organ of the Council. 

‘0’ For the rclcvant SmIcmcnts, see 2123rd mtg.: Jordan. para. 74; 
213Jth mlg.: Bangladesh. paras. 61 and 62; Bolivia, para. 122; Israel. 

I?” 
as 170 and 171; Jordan, para. 152; Kuwait. paras. 20 and 25; United 

mgdom. psra 56; and Urutcd SIUICS. pura. 129; 2156th mtg.: Egypt, 
para. 161; Israel. paras. 64.68-70.72.73. 104and 105; Jordan. para. 120; 
Palatine Liberation Organization. paras. l84- 187; and Portugal (Chair- 
man), paras. I l-24; 2157th mtg.: France. paras. 4Oand 41; and Kuwait, 
para. 22; 2159th mtg.: President (United Kingdom), paras. 46 and 48; 
and Unircd States. para. 23; and 2202nd mtg.: Mexico. paras. 89-94. 

~WS/13171. slightly modified and adopted as resolution U6 (1979). 
For the stauzmcnt introducing the draft resolurion. see 212&h meeting.: 
Kuwait. paras. 24 33 

‘@‘The firrt revision (S/13171/Rcv.l) involved the deletion of part 
of paragraph 8. The second revision (S/l317l/Rev.2) affected the 
number of Council membcrc IO form the mission and established the 
method of sclecling its composition 

‘“For Ihe VOIC. see 2134th mig.. para. 113. For the detailed procc- 
dural hwory, ICC chapter VIII. part II, under the same title. 
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The Commissiott submitted a first report Iw on 12 July 
lY7Y and, al the rcq11cs1 of the c’ouncil, submilled a 
second rcportl’0 on 4 December 1979. 

At the 2203rd meeting, on 1 March 1980, the President 
drew attention to the text of a draft resolution”’ that 
had been prepared in the course of consultations. The 
draft resolution was then put to the vote and adopted 
unanimously as resolution 465 (1980).“* It reads, inler 
olia, as follows: 

The Securily Council, 

I. Comnrmtfs the work done by the Sccur~ly Council Commission 
atablishcd under resolution 446 (1979) in preparing the report contained 
in document S/ I3679; 

. . . 

8. Requests the Commission to continue IO examine the situation 
relating to sctt!cmcnts in the Arab territories occupied since 1967. 
including Jerusalem, to investigate the reported serious depletion of 
natural resources. particularly the water resources, with a view to 
ensuring the protection of those important natural resources of the 
territories under occupation, and to keep under close scrutiny the 
implementation ol the present resolution; 

9. Rquer/s the CommisGon IO report to the Security Council before 
I Scptcmbcr I980 and decides to convene at the earliest possible date 
thereafter in order to consider the report and the full implementation 
of the present resolution. 

The Commission submitted its report”’ on 25 No- 
vember 1980. 

CASE 9 

Complaint by Zamiba 

(In connection with a draft resolution (S/l 3645) sponsored 
by Bangladesh, Gabon, Jamaica, Kuwait, Nigeria and 
Zambia and adopted by consensus as resolution 455 
( t 97%) 

When the Council considered the complaint by Zambia 
in November 1979 regarding renewed and intensified acts 

IOPS/134SOand Corr.1 and Add. I, OR 34thyr.. Suppl. for July-Sepr. 
1979. 

llOS/13679, Ibid., Suppl. for Oct.-&c. 1979. 
I”S/l3827. adopted without change as resolution 465 (1980). 
“2For the President’s statement and the YOIC. see 2203rd mtg.. paras. 

3-5and 13. For thcdctailcd procedural history, seechapter VIII. part II. 
under the same title. 

“‘S/14268. OH. 35rhyr.. SuppI. JorOcr.-ik. 1980 

of aggression by the illegal rbgime in Southern Rhodesia 
against vital rail and road bridges throughout Zambia, the 
discussion was brief and focused on the steps to be taken 
for Zambia to be able to obtain corn ensation for the 
damages suffered and to continue its po P icy of implement- 
ing the sanctions that the Security Council had imposed 
against Southern Rhodesia. The Ad Hoc Committee set up 
by the Council under resolution 455 (1979) decided to pay 
a visit to Zambia and to inspect the various sites of the 
Southern Rhodesian aggression in order to carry OUI more 
effectively the task set 0111 in the resolution.“’ 

At the2171st meeting, on 23 November 1979, the Pres- 
ident drew attention to a draft resotution’l’sponsored by 
Bangladesh, Gabon, Jamaica, Kuwait, Nigeria and Zam- 
bia.‘16 During the same meeting, the draft resolution was 
adopted by consensus as resolution 455 (1979).‘” It reads, 
inter alia, as follows: 

The Security Council, 

. . . 

I. Sfrongly condemns the illegal rCgime in the British colony of 
Southern Rhodesia for itscontinued. intensifiedand unprovoked actsof 
aggression against the Republic of Zambia, which constitute a flagrant 
violation of the sovereignty and territorial integrity of Zambia; 

. . . 

5. C&s for the payment of full and adequate compensation to the 
Republic of Zambia by the responsible authorities for the damage to life 
and property resulting from the acts ol aggression; 

6. Furrhcrcallsupon all Member States and international organiza- 
tions urgently to extend material and other forms of assistance to the 
Republic of Zambia in order to facilitate the immediate reconstruction 
of its economic infrastructure; 

7. fkcides toaublish an udhoccommittcccomposcd of four mem- 
bers of the Security Council, to be appointed by the President after 
consultation with members, in order to assist the Council in the implc- 
mcntation of the prcscnf resolution. in particular paragraphs 5 and 6 
thereof. and report to the Council by I5 December 1979; 

“‘For the relevant statements, see the deliberations at the 217111 mtg. 
on 23 November 1979, es 
scntativc of Zambia. For 

cially the opening statement by the rcprc- 
t R ” c dcctslon of the Ad Hoc Committee to visit 

Zambia for the purposes of fact-finding and of meeting with officials 
of the Government. see the lc~ta dated 6 December 1979 (S/13681, OR, 
34fh yr.. Suppl. for Ocr.-Dec. 1979) from the Chairman of the Ad Hoc 
Committee transmitting an interim report of the Committee adopted 
on that date. 

11s S/ I364S, adopted without chanpc as resolution 45s (1979). 
1~~2171~1 mtg.. para. 3. 
“‘Ibid., para. 94. For the detailed procedural history, see chap. 

tcr VIII. part II. under the same title. and thccasc history in chapter V. 

Part III 

CONSIDERATION OF THE PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE 35 OF THE CHARTER 

NOTE 

During the period under review, 37 questions involv- 
ing the maintenance of international peace and security 
were brought to the attention of the Council. lo three 
cases, requests were submitted by subsidiary organs of 
the General Assembly; II* and in two cases, the Sec- 
retary-General submitted items relating to peace and 
security.“y In all other cases, the requests under Arti- 
cle 35 were brought to the attention of the Council 
by Members of the United Nations. The retevanl data 

regarding the submission of these questions are sum- 
marized in the appended tabulation.‘?” 

The Council has continued to consider, at the request 
of the parties or other Members of United Nations or, 
in one instance. a committee of the General Assembly, 
questions that previously had been included in the agenda: 
the situation in Cyprus; the situation in the Middle East; 
the situation in Southern Rhodesia; complaint by 
Zambia; and the situation in Namibia. 
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SUBMISSION BY MEMBERS OF THE UNITED NATIONS 

Members of the United Nations have generally sub- 
mitted questions to the Council by means of a commu- 
nication to the President of the Council.r2r Article 35 
was cited four timesnz as the basis of submission.‘*’ 

No question was submitted by Members to the Council 
as a dispute. In 22 instances’*’ questions were explicitly 
described as situations. In 26 ca.sesn5 the letter of submis- 
sion contained terms similar to those of Article 39. In 
several instances, the request for the Council to consider 
a question did not specify circumstances or give other 
details.rzb In one case, the Council was asked to hold 
consultations on the matter submitted for its consider- 
ation.” The Council was also asked to resume consid- 
eration of a question, II1 to remain seized of a matter,‘” 
to consider recent developments rw) and to examine reports 
of the Secretary-General.“’ In three instances, the Coun- 
cil was requested to consider the defiance by Member 
States of resolutions of the Council.‘” 

With regard to the situation concerning Western Sa- 
hara, the Council was requested to convene to dissuade 
the Moroccan Government from carrying out the an- 
nounced invasion of Western Sahara,rlJ to consider the 
refusal of the Government of Morocco to halt the inva- 
sion”’ and to discuss the violation of the Western Saha- 
ran frontier.‘jJ 

In connection with the situation in the Middle East, 
Council meetings were requested to consider Israeli 
attacks on refugee camps and villages in Lebanon,‘” 
continuous acts of terror and violence perpetrated from 
Lebanese territory against Israel,rJ7 to discuss the esca- 
lation of Israeli attacks,“’ to help consolidate a de&lo 
cease-firerJ9 and to deliberate on persistent designs by 
Israel to alter the status of Jerusalem.‘@’ 

Regarding the situation in the Comoros, the African 
Group requested the Council to meet in order to consider 
the political situation of that country.“’ In another case, 
an urgent meeting was requested in order to consider 
a serious incident on the frontier between the French 
Territory of the Afars and the Issas and the Somali 
Republic; ‘42 and another meeting was requested on the 

121 In onlv four cases were communications sent to the Secretary- 
Gene&l.-& - tabulation, entries 2. 13 (ii) 33 (ii) and 37. 

tuFor these cases. see tabulation. c&s 3 Ii). 14 (together with 
Article-l). 20 (i) and 35. 

t2’ln four instances, Charter Articles were cited in the letter of 
submission: see the tabulation, entry 2 invoking Articles 5. 6 and 41; 
item 8 (iii) invokin 
in which Chapter & 

Article 33; item 10 citing Article SO; and item 39 
II was invoked. 

J”Scc tabulation, entries 1 (ii); 4 (i). (iii), (viii) and (xi); 6; 7 (ii); 
1 I; 12 (ii) and (v); 21 (v), (ix) and (x); 23 (ii) and (vi); 24; 27; 28 (ii); 
30 jli-(iii); and 34. 

’ SCC tabulauon. entries 4 (ii); (iv) and (ix); 5; 7 (i); 8 (ii); 9; I$ 
14; IS (i); 16 (i)-(iii); 20 (i) and (iii); 24; 25 (i) and (ii); 26 (i)-(iv); 29 (I) 
and (ii); 31; and 32. 

tMScc tabulation, entries I (i) and (iii); and 21 (i) and (viii). Mention 
should be made ol the unusual request by Mexico for a meeting of the 
Council to seek measures under Articles 5.6 and 41 against the Franc0 
rCsfimc in Spain tentry 2). 

z7Scc tabulatton. entry 21 (vii). 
t*sScc tabulation. entry 21 (iv). 
‘“See tabulation, entry 21 (x). 
‘W&e tabulation, entries 23 (iii) and (iv). 
tJt See tabulation, entry 4 (vi). 
JJtScc tabulation, entries 12 (iv) and (vii); and 28 (i) 

IJJScc tabulation, entry 3 (i). 

‘J’Sec tabulation, entry 3 (ii). 
“‘See tabulation, entry 3 (iii). 
‘“See tabulation, entry 4 (i). 
tJ7seC tabulation. entry 4 (v). 
tJ*Scc tabulation, entry 4 (vii). 
tn!3cc tabulation. entry 4 (ix). 
t@Sec tabulation, entry 4 (xii). 
141 Set tabulation, entry 7 (ii). 
t42Scc tabulation, entry 8 (i). 

same item since the other party had not reciprocated 
the serious, meaningful efforts to settle the matter 
peacefully.” 

Meetin s concerning the occupied Arab territories were 
requeste % to consider the practices of the Israeli occupa- 
tion authorities with regard to settlement and colonization 
and the accelerating erosion of the status of Jerusa- 
lem,“’ to consider the explusion of two mayors and a 
judge I” and to consider assassination attempts and arbi- 
trary detention.rM 

Following killings and violence in Soweto and other 
areas of South Africa, two requests were submitted that 
the Council consider the repression of the African popu- 
lation by the upurrheid regime.“’ In another case, one 
party requested a Council meeting for the consideration 
of repeated violations of its soverei 
tinental shelf by the other party.’ 4f n rights on its con- 

Lesotho requested 
that the Council meet following the closure of the border 
by South Africa between the south-eastern part of Lcso- 
tho and “Transkei”.J49 Tension between Botswana and 
the minority regime in Southern Rhodesia endangering 
the security of the former led Botswana to seek a meeting 
of the Council.“” The Government of Guinea, commit- 
ted to the struggle to eliminate all mercenary practices 
in Africa, joined in calling for a meeting of the Council 
to hear the complaint by Benin.“’ 

Several times when the question of South Africa was 
on the agenda, the meetings had been requested so that 
the Council could deal with the repressive measures of 
the Pretoria authorities against the South African peo- 
ple,rj2 that it consider the establishment of a body to 
supervise the implementation of the mandatory arms 
embargo under resolution 418 (1977),r51 and in connec- 
tion with the declared intent of the South African Gov- 
ernment to execute Solomon Mahlangu.‘” 

Mozambique requested a Council meeting with regard 
to the increased tension between the Southern Rhodesian 
regime and Mozambique, further escalated by an attack 
by the minority regime.“’ In connection with the sit- 
uation in Southern Rhodesia, Council meetings were 
requested to extend an invitation to the Secretary-General 
to appoint a representative to enter into discussions with 
the British Resident Commissioner and all the parties in 
Southern Rhodesiarl56 and to consider the Southern 
Rhodesia Constitutton Order 1979, providing for the 
assumption of full legislative and executive authority over 
Southern Rhodesia by a British governor.‘” 

When the Council was seized with the detention of 
United States diplomatic personnel in Teheran, the Coun- 
cil was asked to meet to consider what might be done to 
secure the release of the detained diplomats;“’ it was 
also requested to convene in view of the “war psychosis” 
created by the United States and the American threat to 
the peace and security of Iran, the region and the 
world.rJ9 In another case, the Iranian Government 

14JSce tabulation, entry 8 (ii!). 

IUScc tabulation, entry I2 (iii). 

I4JSee tabulation, entry I2 (VI). 
t*6Scc tabulation, entry I2 (vlit). 
14’Sce tabulation, entries I3 (i) and (ii). 
tU.Scc tabulation, entry 17. 
t4pScc tabulation. entry 18. 
lJ’JSee tabulation, entry 19. 
IJI See tabulation. cmry 20 (II) 
tJ*Sec tabulation, entry 21 (II) 
tJJSec tabularton. entry 21 (ui). 
tJ4seC tabulation, entry 21 (vi). 
IJJScc tabulation. entry 22. 
‘“See tabulation, entry 23 (i). 
IJ’Scc tabulation, entry 23 (v). 
tJs!Scc tabulation, entry 33 (i). 

tJg.Scc tabulation, entry 33 (II). ; 
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welcomed the request by the Secretary-General for a 
Council meeting but asked to postpone the formal 
deliberations until after a major Islamic holiday.‘60 
Subsequently, the United States requested another 
meeting of the Council since the continued detention of 
the hostages jeopardized international order.16’ 

A meeting of the Council was requested in view of an 
illegal action taken by the other party, which also con- 
stituted a threat to regional and international peace.162 
When the war broke out between Iran and Iraq, two other 
Members requested that the Council meet urgently to 
consider the ongoing conflict.‘6’ 

SUBMISSION BY STATES NOT MEMBERS OF THE 
UNITED NATIONS 

During the period under review, there was no request 
b-;ua,;;n-Member State for a meeting of the Security 

SUBMISSION BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OR 
ITS SUBSIDIARY ORGANS 

During the period under review, three committees of 
the General Assembly requested that the Council be 
convened to consider matters that both the Council and 
the subsidiary organs of the Assembly were dealing with. 
In one case, the Chairman of the Special Committee 
against Apartheid endorsed the recommendation of a 
United Nations Seminar on Nuclear Collaboration with 
South Africa that the Council should ur 
the situation arising from the efforts o f  

ently consider 
the aparrheid 

rCgime to acquire nuclear weapon capability.‘a On 
another occasion, the Special Committee on the Situation 
with regard to the Implementation of the Declaration on 
the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and 
Peoples requested, in connection with the situation in 
Namibia, the Council to convene urgently to consider im- 
posing comprehensive and mandatory sanctions against 
South Africa under Chapter VII of the Charter.16’ 

On three occasions, the Chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the 

rr“‘See tabulation, entry 33 (iii). 
16’Sce rabulation, entry 33 (iv). 
162See tabulation. entry 35. 
‘6’See Labulation. entry 36. 
‘“See labulalion. entry 37. 
1b5See tabulation, entry 39. 

Palestinian People submitted formal requests for the 
Council to be convened so that recommendations pro- 
posed by the Committee and endorsed by the General 
Assembly could be considered for adoption by the Coun- 
cil itseIf.lti 

SUBMISSION BY THE SECRETARY-GENERAL 

On three occasions during the period under review, the 
Secretary-General formally requested that the Council 
meet urgently to consider issues that posed a threat to 
international peace and security. In one case, following 
the detention of United States diplomatic personnel in 
Teheran, he asked that the Council be convened to con- 
sider this serious threat. lb7 In connection with the situ- 
ation between Iran and Iraq, the Secretary-General first 
requested that the Council meet in consultation,‘M and 
then asked for an urgent meeting of the Council169 to 
discuss the escalating conflict between the two neighbour- 
ing countries. 

PROCEDURAL CONSE UENCES OF SUBMISSION 
UNDER % RTICLE 3S 

Communications submitting questions for consider- 
ation by the Council were dealt with in accordance with 
rules 6-9 of the provisional rules of procedure; 170 mate- 
rial relating to the application of these rules is contained 
in chapter II, parts II and III, of the present Supplement. 

During the period under review, none of the letters of 
submission contained a draft resolution. 

The Council did not consider whether or not to accept 
the designation of any of the new questions submitted 
for its consideration in the initial submission.“’ Nor was 
any question raised as to the appropriate desi 

f  
nation for 

a question included in the agenda at an ear ier date. 

l&See tabulation. entries 36 (i)-(iii). 
l’37!kc tabulation, entry 40. 
IMSce tabulaGon. entry 41 (i). 
169%~ tabulalion. entry 41 (ii). 
l’oln a number of cases the Council did not take up the questions 

or communications submitted for its consideration: for these instances 
see tabulation. entries 2; 14; I6 (ii); 27; 28 ii); 31; and 38 (i). 

1’1 In three cases, prior (0 the sdopt~on o 
f & 

the a enda, stalcmenls 
were made reflecting opposition to the proposed agcn item on grounds 
of wording and substance. Despite these expressions of doubt or d&cm, 
the Council proceeded 10 adopt Ihe provisional agenda and 10 discuss 
the items. (See tabulation, entries 29. 30 and 34. together with the 
opening stafemcnts 81 the 2108th, 21 l4lh and 218Sth meetings of the 
Council.) 



TABULATION OF QUESTIONS SUBMITTED TO THE SECURl-lY COUNCIL. 1975-1980 

Question 

+*!Section A. Questions submitted by Members as disputes 

Section B. Questions submitted by Members as situations 

Articles 
Submit& Other invoked 

by ptrrries in Ierrer by!Ii%..c~::~l Rejerence 

(ii) Lct~cr dated 26 Au- 
gust 1977 

(iii) Later dated 7 No- 
vcmbcr 1978 

Cyprus 

Cyprus 

2. Letter dalcd 28 September 
1975 from the reprcscn- 
tativc of Mexico to the 
Sccrctary-Ccncral 

3. Situation concerning Wcst- 
cm Sahara 

fi) Later dated I8 Oc- 
tobcr 1975 

Mexico 

Spain 

(ii) Letter dated I No- 
vcmbcr 1975 

Spain 

Spain 5. 6. 41 

Morocco 35 

Morocco 

I. Situation in Cyprus 

fi) Letter dated I7 Feb- 
wary 1975 

Cyprus Turkey Requesting an urgent meeting on the 
question of Cyprus following viola- 
tion by Turkey of General Assembly 
and Council resolutions 

Turkey Reiterating an oral rqucst of 24 August 
1977 for an urgent meeting to con- 
sider the seriously deteriorating 

situation in the island as a result of 
violation by Turkey of Council and 
Gatcral Assembly resolutions and of 
attmdant internal crimes against the 
people of Cyprus 

Confirming an earlier oral rqucst for 

an urgent meeting on the question of 
Cyprus 

Requesting an urgent extraordinary 
meeting so that, in accordance with 
Articles 5 and 6 of the Charter. the 
Council might recommend to the 

General Assembly that the Spanish 
r&me bc suspcndcd from the cxer- 
cisc of the rights and privileges of its 
membership. Also rqucsting. in 
accordance with Article 41. that the 
Council call upon the Mcmbcrs of the 
United Nations to interrupt 
completely their economic relations 
as well as their means of communi- 
cation and to sever diplomatic rcla- 
tions with Spain 

Urging the convening of an emergency 
meeting so that appropriate decisions 
might be adopted and the Moroccan 
Government might bc dissaudcd 
from carrying out the announced 
invasion of Western Sahara 

Requesting the holding of an extremely 
urgent meeting owing to the refusal 
of the Covcrnment of Morocco to 
halt the announced invasion 

s/11625. OR. ?Orh yr.. 
Suppi. jar Jan. -March 
1975 

S/12387. Ibid.. I.‘nd yr., 
Suppl. Jar Ju&Gepr. 19n 

S/12918. ibid.. ??rd yr., 
Suppl. /or Ocr. -Dec. I978 

S/11831, ibid.. 30th yr.. 
Suppl. for Jul.v-Sepr. 1975 

S/I 1851. ibid.. Suppl. Jor 
0ct:Dec. 1975 

S/l I86j. ibid. 



TABULATION OF QUESTIONS SUBMlTl-ED TO THE SECURllY COUNCIL, 1975-1980 (confinrrcd) 

Question 
Submitred 

by 
Other 

parties 

A rticles 
invoked 
in ietler Reference 

(iii) Letter dated 6 No- 
vcmbcr 197s 

Spain Morocco Srating that it had become most ur- 
genrly necessary that the Council 
meet in public session inasmuch as 
the frontier of the Western Sahara 

had now been violated 

4. Situation in the Middle 
East 

(i) LcIIcr dated 3 De- 
ctmbcr 1975 

Lebanon 

(ii) Lalcr dared 3 De- 
ccmber 1975’ 

E8YPf 

(iii) LcIrer dated 23 
March 1977 

E8YPI 

(iv) Le~rcr dated 17 
March 1978. 

Lebanon 

(v) Letter dated 17 
March 1978 

Israel 

(vi) LcIIer dared 2S 
April 1979 

Lebanon 

(vii) Letter dated 30 May Lebanon 
1979 

(viii) la~trda~ed 24Aw 
gust 1979 

Lebanon 

(ix) La~cr dated 28 AU- Lebanon 
gus1 1979 

(x) Letter dared IO 
April 19tlO’ 

Lebanon 

Israel 

Israel 

Israel 

Lebanon 

Israel 

Israel 

Israel 

ISmel 

Referring IO Israel’s attack on refugee 
camps and villages in various parts 
of Lebanon, and in view of the 
gravity of the siIuaIion. raqucsIing an 
urgcnr meeting 

1892. ibid. 

Confirm the raquen for an urgent meet- 
ing IO discuss the Israeli aggression 

1893. rbrd. 

Confirm the request for a meaing IO S/12306. ibid., 32nd yr., 
discuss the siruation in Ihe Middle Suppl. /or Jan. -March 

East 1977 

Punuam IO a lata dated 15 March 
1978 [“lsredi aggmsion against 
Lebanon”]. requesting an u-1 

m-h 

S/12606, ibid.. 33rd yr., 

Suppl. for Jan.-March 
1978 

Requesting the convening of a meeting 
IO consider the continuous acts of 

ImOraIldviokactbCiIlgpapctrwd 
from Lebanmc territory against Israel 

S/ 12607. ibid. 

Requesting a meeting IO examine the 
interim report of the Sccretary- 

General of I9 April 1979 (S/13258) 
and the special report of the Sccre- 
tary-Gmcral (S/13254) of the same 
LIC 

S/13270. ibid., 34th yr., 
Suppl. for April-June 

1979 

Rcquating an urgent meeting IO discuss 
Israeli escalation of iIs arracks 

S/13356, ibid. 

Referring IO the dcusrioraring situarion 
in southern Lebanon, which was 
endangering pace and sccuriry. and 
requesting an urgent me*ing 

Requesting a meeting at the earliest 
possible date IO help consolidate the 

S/13516. ibid., Suppl. for 
July&pi. 1979 

S/ 13520, ibid. 

. defotro case-tire (rcfm IO S/13516) 

Request a meeting IO pu1 an end IO 
Israeli aggr&on and en&k UNIFIL 

IO aquirc full control of the totality 
of its ara of operation 

S/13885, ibid., 35rh yr.. 
SuppI. for April- June 
1980 

S/11867. ibid. 



(xi) Lertcr dated 28 May 
1980 

(xii) Lctrcr dated I Au- 
gust 1980 

5 Situation in Timor 
Letter dated 7 December 
1975’ 

6 Question submitted by 

Iceland 
Letter dated 12 December 
1975 

- Situation in the Comoros 
WMqramdatal2%Janu- 

at-y 1976x 

(ii) Lctta dated 3 Fcbru- 
ary 1976 

x Communications from 
France and Somalia con- 
cerning the incident of 

4 February 1976 
(i) Letter dated 4 Fcb- 

ruary 1976 

Pakistan Israel 

Pakistan Israel 

Portugal Indonesia 

Iceland United Kingdom 

Comoros FrvlCC 

GtlioeP-BiiU 

FIanCC 

Comoros 

S0maJia 

(ii) Letter dated 5 Feb- 
ruary 1976’ 

Somalia 

(iii) Letter dated 18 Fcb- Somalia 
ruary 1976 

France 

France 33 

Rqucst an immediate meeting to con- 
sider the situation arising from the 
latest deddott by Israel to annex and 
dqlue the Holy City of Jcrusalctn 
as the capital of Israel 

Referring to the persistent designs by 
Israel to alter the status of the Holy 
City of JauaaJan and. in view of the 
serious implications of that action, 
rquming an immediate meeting 

Rquming an urgent meeting so thar 
the military aggression by Indonesia 
might be terminated 

Referring to ti British auxiliary vcsscls 
operating under instructions of Brit- 
ish naval units that had repeatedly 
rammed an Icelandic Coastguard 
vessel and, in view of the gravity of 
the situation. requesting an urgent 
meeting 

Referring to the French Government’s 
decision IO organize a referendum in 
Mayotte and. in view of that flagrant 
agg&ssi~n. requesting the urgent 
c0nvcning of the Council 

Requesting, on behalf of the African 
group. a meeting to consider the 
rquut of the Govcrnmcnt of the 
Comoror regarding the political 
situation of that c0unrry 

Requesting a meeting as a matter of 
uracncv to cons& a serious incident 
that had ~ccuncd on the frontier 
bctwem the French Territory of 
Afars and the lssas and the Somali 
Republic 

Rqucsting a meeting for the purpose of 
considering an act of open and 
unprovoked aggression against So- 
malia by France 

Rquuting an urgent meeting since no 
serious effort had been reciprocated 
by the other party during a rcason- 
ably long period of time 

Si 13966. ibrd. 

S/14084, ibid., Suppl. .for 
July-Sepr. 1980 

S/11899. rbrd.. 30rh .!I.. 
Suppl. JOT G-r. -npr. 19-5 

S/l 1907. ibrd. 

S/ll9S3, ibid.. 3/s/ >r.. 
Suppl. for Jan. -,Mawh 
1976 

S/l 1959. ibid. 

S/Il%l. ibid. 

S/l IW9. ibid. 

S/l 1987. ibid 



TABULATION OF QUESHONS SUBMITI-ED TO THE SECURITY COUNCIL, 1975-1980 (conrinucd) 

Qwsrion 

ArIicks 
invo&ui 
in Iclter 

9. Complaint by Kenya 
concerning aggression 
by South Afria against 
AIt@8 
L-ma dacal 10 March 
1976. 

Kenya 

IO. R~IKSI by Mozambique 
unda Anick Xl of the 
Chuta 
‘TM &ted IO March 
1976’ 

Mozambique 

I I. Rquut by the Libyan 
Arab Republic and Paki- 
sml for amskkr8lion of 
Ihcsaioussitu8tiLm8rising 
from ream dcvclopmcnts 
in the occupied Arab 
tari1ocks 
Lctta &ted 19 March 
1976 

Libyan Arab Republic 
Pakistan 

12. Situation in the occupied 
Arab tcrri~orics 

(i) Later dated 3 May 
1976 

Etmt 

(it) Letter &led 20 Oc- &YP~ 
mba I976 

south Afria 
Angola 

Southan Rhodesia 

Ismel 

Isrd 

Isr8cl 

. 

so 

Requesting. on behalf of the African 
Group. 8 meeting to consider the aci 
of rggrasion coaunittcd by South 
Africa against Angola 

S/12007, ibid. 

Requesting a meeting as a matter of 
urgency, stating that its decision to 
impose sanctions involved serious 
economic cormqua~~~ for Mozam- 
bique and that, during the night of 
23to24Fcbruary.thcracistr4gime 
had Lunchc.d an outright war of 
rggrasion against Mozambique 

S/ 12009. ibid. 

Rquuting an urgent meeting IO take 
musuruthtwouldlul1thcdaaio- 
raIionofthesiluationandputancnd 
10 lsr8di dcfhcc of its cxisfing 
decisions on Jcrusakm 

Requesting an urgent meeting to con- 
sida lm~~I’s pasistcnce in its aggrcs- 
sive expansionist policy in the occu- 
pied territories. referring to changes 
in the danographic composition of 
the occupied taritoria and blatant 
ouIr8ga 8g8hst the holy places and 
shrinc!s 

Referring to continuing Israeli rcpres- 
sin mcasura 8gainst the inhabit8nts 
of these wrritoria and rquating a 
meeting to discuss the dangerous 
situation 

WI2017. ibid. 

S/I2064. ibid., Suppl. for 
April-June 1976 

S/12218, ibid., Suppl. jar 
a-I.-Ik. 1976 



(ii!) Lewr dawd 23 Feb- Jordan 
ruary 1979 

(iv) Lctwr dated I5 Fcb Jordan 
ruary 1980 

(v) Larcrda~ed I5 Fcb- 
wary 1980 

Morocco 

(vi) titer dated 8 May Tunisia 
1980 

(vii) Letrada1all6hlay Jordan 
1980 

(viii) Letrrr da~cd 3 June Bahrain 
I980 

13. Situation in South Africa 
fi) Letra &ted 18 June 

1976 
Benin 
Libyan Arab Republic 
United Republic of Tanunia 

(ii) T&gram dated 18 
June 1976 

Madagascar 

14. LeIIcr dated 4 July 1976 
fran the repraentativc of 
the Sud8n 10 the President 
of the Securi1y Council 

Sudan 

Israel 

Israel 

liracl 

Libyan Arab Republic 35, I 

Rqwsting a meeting in consqucnce of 
the Israeli occupation aurhoriIia 
practice of vtIlcmcnI and coloniza- 
lion of the occupied Arab ~erri~orin 
and the accelerating erosion of the 
status of Jerusalem 

s/13115. ibid.. Drh .vr.. 2 
Suppl. /or Jan.-March 2 

I979 $ 

Rqucsting a meeting to dclibcra~e on S/13801. ibid.. 3llrh yr., 

Israel’s defunct of resolutions 446 Suppl. /or Jan. March 

(1979) and 452 (1979) 1980 

Requesting an urgent meting IO con- 
s&r the grave situation crated by 
the recent measures taken by Israel 
in the occupied Pakstinian city of He- 
bran on the West Bank of the Jordan 

s/13802, ibid. 

Rqucsting an urgent meeting IO con- 
sider the expulsion measure taken by 
IsId against Ibe nuyors of Al-KMil 
and Halhul and the Islamic judge of 
Al-Khalil 

S/13926, ibrd., Suppl. /o? 
Apr&Junc I980 

RqucuingamatingofUuCouacilto 
axtsidw Israel’s defiance of rcsolu- 
lion 468 (1980) of 8 May I%0 

Rqucsting, on behalf of the Group of 
Arab States, an immcdiitc meeting 
10 consi& tJlc &iMion utempu 
on rhc eketed mayors of Nablus. 
Ramallah and Al Birch and the 
arbitrary dctmtion of a grat num- 
ber of Pakstinian studmIs in the 
occupied Pakstiniwt ttitory 

S/13941, ibid. 

S/13977. ibid. 

Requesting an emergency meeting IO 
cons&r the masura of repression 
pcrptrated by the umhcid r&me 
in Smith Africa against the African 
people in Soweto and other areas in 
South Africa 

S/I2100. ibid., 31~1 yr.. 
Suppl. for April-Junr 
1976 

Referring to the savage and criminal 
acta perpetrated by the white minor- 
ity of South Africa and. in view of 
the mtikss rcpfasion of Ihc rebel- 
ling African population. urging the 
Council 1oconvm 

S/12101. ibid. 

R&rringtothcrerofarmcdbandiIry 
designed IO effect the overthrow of 
theGovanmaltofthe~Md 
evi&ncctha1the&!Iwrcamaivai, 
prepamlandaccutaibytJleciov- 
crnmrntoftheL&yan~Rcpub 
licand,8sIbeinI-wua 
threat IO the security of tbc Sudan. 
fqueatirlg an urgent mati 

S/12122, ibid., Suppl. for 
July-Stpr. 1976 



TABULATION OF QUESTIONS SUBMIlTED TO THE SECURITY COUNCIL, 1975.I!980 (conthwdl 

@uestion 
Submitted Other 

by parties 

Articles 
invoked 
in letter 

Reqttesf for action 
by Security Council Reference 

15. Complaint by Mauritius. 
NtTt?llt ChhltWt Of OAU. 

of the “act of aggression” 
by Israel against Uganda 
(i) Letter dated 6 July 

19761 

(ii) Lct~er dated 6 July 

I976 

16. Complaint by Zambia 
against South Afrtca 

(i) Letter dated 19 July 
1976’ 

(ii) Letter dated 25 Au- 
gust 1978’ 

(iii) Lcttcr dated 8 April 

1980’ 

Assisf~t Exaxtive Serretary, OAU 

Mauritania 

Zambia 

Benin 

Zambia 

I7 Complrtnt by Greece 
against Turkey 
Letter dated IO August Greece 
I976 

Id. Complatnt by Lesotho 
against South Afri~-a 
Letter dated 16 December 
1976 

Lesotho 

I9 Complaint by Rotswana 
Letter dated 22 Drcember 
1976 

Botswana 

Israel 
Uganda 

ISd 

Uganda 

South Africa 

Zambii 
South Africa 

South Africa 

Turkey 

South Africa 

Rquesting, on behalf of the heads of 
State and Government of OAU. an 
immediate meWing to consider the 
wanton act of aggression 

Requesting a meeting to consider the 
contents of the t&gram sent on 
6 July 1976 

Requesting art urgent meeting on the 
repeated acts of aggression against 
the Republic of Zambia 

Requesting, on behalf of the Group of 
African States, an urgent meeting to 

consider the aggression by South 
Africa against Zambia 

Referring to the intensified acts of 
aggression against Zambia by the 
racist regime of South Africa and 
requesting a meeting with a view to 
taking measures to compel the Prc- 
toria regime to desist from commit- 
ting aggression 

Referring to UK repeated flagram vioia- 
tions by Turkey of the sovereign 
rights of Greece on its continental 
shelf in the Aegean, and asking for 
an urgent meeting 

Rquesting a meeting following the 
closure of the border, by South 
Afria, between the south-eastern 
part of Lesotho and Transkei 

Rquesting an urgent meeting as a result 
of the tension Bryan Botswana and 
the illegal regime, endangering the 
security of Botswana 

S/12126. ibid. 

S/12128. ibid. 

S/12)47. ibid. 

S/12823. ibid., 33rd yr., 
Suppi. for July-Sepr. 1978 

S/13878. ibid., 3Sth .vr., 

Suppl. for April-June 
1980 

S/12)67, ibid., 31~1 yr., 
Suppl. for July-Sept. 1976 

S/12237. ibid.. Suppl. for 
ch-I.-k. 1976 

S/ 12262. ibid. 



10. COIII~.,~II by Benin 
(i) Lctra dated 26 JM- 

umy 1977. 

(ii) Letter dated 4 Fcb- 
rury 1977 

(iii) htcr dad 4 No- 
venlbu 1977. 

21. Quarioa of South Africa 
(sa37bdow) 

(i) Lc~tcr dated 9 
Much 1977 

(ii) Letter d8Icd 20 oc- 
tok 1977 

(iii) Later d8tKl 5 De- 
Lnnbu 1977 

(iv) Letter dated 25 Jan- 
Iuty 1978 

(vl Lenad8taJJApril 
1979 

Benin 

Guina 

Benin 

Nigeria 

TUlliA 

United Republic of Cameroon 

G8bon 
Mauritius 
Nii 

Ivory COWI 

(vii) Mterdmail4scp Lihcri8 
tallbu I979 

(viiii Lutudrd29M8y Morocro 
1900 

35 Rcque&g a mating to dii ores- 
don by the impcriaktr md their 
mud 8&st Benin 

T& - of Guina. conunittcd 
to the struggk to diminrtc 8lI ncccs- 
s8ry pndas in Afria. calling for 
8n imsnahfe meting 

Rcqumhg8llKuingtoruumcamsid- 
mtion of the question of the armed 
8gpnion @n.sI Benin 

In conformity with ably rcsdu- 
tion31/6andCouncilraoiution392 
(1976),rcqd11grmccting tocon- 
sidu the question of Swth Afria 

. IllcmGtbc&* 
~tmdl8kaIrpinath8 
SouthAfricJnpwpk 

Rcquedq 8 rnatiw to cooside the 
aublisbmat of a body IO superviM 
tbc imp&mcnwiua of Council rae 
lution 418 (1977) 

Ry$tgfjLonvcI!ing of the coun- 
conadmtion of the 

quacJon of South Afria 

Requesting 8n urgent mcdng. on 
behalf of the Afrian Group. IO 

Q)(IzidcT the sitution crated in 
South Africa by renewed outbreaks 
apht the African natiaalist free- 
dmnf~crsanda&tsttheblack 

Rcqucst~, as Chahmn of the Co- 
~BurauofNoa-w 
Couatna anurgcntmatingin . 
commaon with the &cl8ral intent 
of the South Afriaa Gowawnt to 
aawe Solauon MahlMgu 

RcfcYTiogtoIb8produwhbythc 
Prctori8 r+ilnc of the so-aucd 
mdcpaawofyct~bantu- 
stanutdrcqu&n&mbeh8lfoftlw 
Alriaaciroop,a*raJLpiom-ms 
IDUDbUSOfIbCCaoadl 

Rspuausl.oakhlfoftheAfrian 
Group. 8 meeting to considu the 
quutioaofSanhAfria 

S/12278. rhd.. 32nd yr., 
Suppl. .I& Jon.-hlorch 

1977 

sm281, IM.. 32nd yr.. 
Suppl. .f~ Jon.-hiorch 

1977 

W2437. ibid., Sup@. for 
c?cI.-Lkc. 19n 

S/12295. ib+d.. Snppl. for 
Jan.-Morrh I977 

S/I2420, ibid.. suppl for 
m-k. r9n 

S/12470. ibid. 

S/12J38. ibid.. 33rd yr., 
Suppl. for Jon.-Marrh 

1978 

S/13223. ibid., 34th yr., 
Suppi. for April- June 

1979, p. I4 

S/13224. ibid. 

913542. ibid., Snppl. for 
July-Sqr. 1979 

s/13%9. ibid.. 35th yr., 
Suppl. for April-June 
1980 



TABULATION OF QUEsTIONS SUBMITlED TO THE SECURJTY COUNCIL, 19’75-1980 &onrfnuafj 

(ix) Lettaducd23Sep 
bmlber mu 

Rcquutitu. on behalf of the African 
GIWp,UllUgUH~tO- 
the situation in South Africa 

(x) L.ettcr dated 6 Oc- sierra Leone Further to the letter from sicm Leone 
tohcr I9lRl on behalf of the Afriwn Groap 

requesting li ttwctitu lo co&k the 
sitwtion in South Africa. and as 
clulnwn of the Gxmcil of Minis- 
ters of OAU. con&mitts the wish of 
the Afrian Group that the Cowcil 
rcmainvitedofrheRuttffMdtht. 
rfta c~adthons. an rppropri8te 
dateknrLpsledforitsannidu&i 

22. Complaiat by Moramhiquc 
Lctta dated 22 June 1977 MOZUltbiiUC Rcqucstirg a matins with regard to the 

mcrcawd tension b*wcctt Smith’s 
rkgimc 8nd Mozambique, further 
aahtal by a raent attack r@tst 
Moz8ulbique 

23. Situation in Southern 
RhUit5iJ 

(i) Letter diitcd 23 Scp- 
trmbcr 1977 

United Kingdam 

(ii) Ixltadald I hiarch 
ma 

upper Volta 

(ui) Lrcra dated 28 Fcb- Equatorial Guinea 
ruary I979 

(iv) Latn dated 26 April Ivory coast 

1979 

(v) L~IU drtd la DC- 
ccmbcr 1979 

United Kingdom 

Rcquating a meeting to invite the 
satary-to~ntr~ 
rcmulivc to enter into diwussiw 
WilhlJtCB?ki&Commirdomud~ 
the parties in Southmr Rhodesia 

Requesting a Ming to dircuss the 
dcteriontion in the sittmtion in 
southcmRhodaLdrrtothccyniai 
mancw+gofthcImSmithr&imc 

On behalf of the African Group, re- 
questing an urvt meting to discuss 
recent dcwlopmcnts in Southern 
RhdCSh 

On bchlf of the Afrian Group, rc- 
questing an urgent meeting to con- 
ddm recent dcvdopments in South- 
cmRbodcw 

Requesting the Council to amsider the 
Southern Rhodesia Constitution 
Order 1979. providing for the u- 
sumption of full kgi&liw UKI aa- 
utive authority over Southern 
Rhodesia by a British governor 

S/14189. ibid... SuppJ. /or 
July-slpl. IW 

S/14212. ibid., SuppI. for 
Orr.-Lk. 1980 

S/12350 and Add.i, &id.. 
32ndyr., SuppLjorApril- 
June 197? 

S/12402. ibid., Suppl. for 
July-Sept. 1977 

S/12578. ibid., 33rd yr.. 
SuppJ. for Jan.-Mamh 
1978 

S/13121. ibid., 34rh yr.. 
Suppl. for Jan.-March 
1979 

S/13276. ibid., Suppl. for 
April- June I979 

S/13698, ibid,. Suppt. for 
Oct.-&c 1979 



(vi) Letter dated 25 Jan- Malawi 
wry 1980 

24. Complaint by Chad 
btlcr dated 8 FcbNaty 
1978. 

Chd 

25. Complaint by Zambia 
(i) L*ta dated 9 March 

1978’ 
Zambia 

(ii) lxtter Ltcd 22 No- 
vcmk 1979’ 

tibia 

26. Complaint by Angola 
against South Africa 

(i) Letter dated 5 May 
1978’ 

Angola 

(ii) Letter dated 16 
March 1979~ 

Angola 

(iii) Letter dated 31 Oc- 
tobcr 1979’ 

Angola 

(iv) Letter dated 26 June Angola 
1980’ 

27. Letter dated 2 September 
1978 from the representa- 
tive of Venezuela 

Venezuela 

United Kingdom 

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 

Nicaragua 

On behalf of the African Group, rc- 
questing an urgent meting to con- 
sidcr tk situation in Southern Rho- 
ti arising from violations of 
the Ianaster House agreement on 
Southern Rhokia by the United 
Kingdom 

S/13764. rbld., 3Srh yr., 
Suppl. jar Jan. -March 
1980 

Requesting a meting IO cons* the 
atfanclyrcriocrr situation prevailing 
in nortb Chad as a result of 
Libyan aggression and of the Chad- 
Libyan frontier probkm 

S/12553, Ibid.. 33rd yr.. 
Suppl. for Jan.-hfamh 
1978 

Requesting an umt meeting to con- 
rider the latest premeditated and 
unprovoked act of. . . aggression 
againa Zambii by foras of the 
rebel minority *me in Southern 
RM 

S/12589. ibid. 

Requesting an urgent meting to con- 
siderthccxahtiagactsofaggrukn 
against Zambii by the ikgaJ rkgime 
in the British c&my of Southern 
Rhodesia 

S/I%%. ibid., 34th yr., 
Suppl. fOlocl.-Du. 1979 

Rcq~anurgcntmeuingtodai S/12690. ibid.. 33rd yr.. 
wilhthcmau ~OOthCSOV- Suppl. for April-June 

crcignty and lcwitocial integrity of 1978 
hgOhbythCnciscUlifWitYf6gillU 
of Prctofia 

Requesting an urgrnr meeting in the 
tight of the contmmng acts of aggrcs- 
siuluKJeluioasofthcsovkgnly 
andtaritorial~tyofAngolaby 
thcncist!+oufhAfrianr&inK 

S/13176. ibid.. 34fh yr.. 
Suppl. for Jan.-March 

1979 

Requesting an urgent meeting in con- 
nation with the question of South 
African aggression against Angola 

S/13595. ibid., Suppl. for 
ckr.-Lkc. 1979 

Rcqucsting an urpt mating in con- S/14022. ibid., 35rh yr., 
nection with the question of South Suppl. for April-June 
African aggression against Angola 1980 

Requesting an urgent meeting to con- 
skkr the situation in Nicaragua. 
whose duration and gravity thraten 
the pace and security of the region 

S/12833, ibid., 33rd yr.. 
Suppl. for July-Sepl. 1978 



TABUWTION OF QUESI-IONS SUBMnTELl TO THE SECURITY COUNCIL, 1975.1980 (contbwerf) 

Question 
Submitted other 

by parties 

Articles 
inwkai 
in letter 

28. SiIuation in Nun&ii (w 

39 bdow) 
(i) Later dated 24 Ck- 

mbcr 1978 

(ii) LclIcr d8Ied I Dc- 
cclnbcr 19-n 

29. Telegram dated 3 January 
1979 from Ihc Deputy 
Prime Minisler in charge 
of For& Affairs of Dan- 
ocraric Kampuchea 
(I) Telegram dated 3 

January 1979 

(ii) LeIta dated 14 and 
I7 February 1979’ 

30. Situation in !kuIh-East 
Asia and iIs impliwions 
rorinIcrluIioculpaalnd 
sccuri1y 

(i) LeIIer dated 22 Feb- 
nmy 1979 

(Ii) Lester dated 22 Fcb- 

nury 1979 

(iii) Lewr da14 23 Feb- 

nury 1979 

31. ComplainI by Uganda 
agairm the United Repub- 
lic of Tamxnia 
Law dried 28 March 
1979’ 

Burundi 

DemocraIic Kampuchea 

Dcmocm~ic Kampuchea 

Norway 
Portugal 
United Kingdom 
United States 

Australia 
cull& 
NewZealand 

Uganda 

South Africa On behalf of the African Group, re- 
queuing an tugen mecling I0 con- 
sider South Africa’s defii of 
resolution 435 (1978) 

On behalf of the African Group. rc- 
questing an urgent mecring to con- 
sider the siituaution in Namibia 

Via Nun 

Via Nun 

United Republic of 
Tamnir 

Requesting an urgcn~ mecling IO con- 
demn the Viccnameu aggression 

Rqucsting an urgcn~ mecling IO con- 
sider once again and IO condemn rhc 
Wcmmcsc aggression agaiinn and 
invasion of Dcmocra~ic Kampucha 

S/12906. ibid., Suppl. for 
Ocr.-Ou. 1978 

S/12945. ibid. 

S/I 3003. ibid., 31th yr.. 
Suppl. for Jan.-March 
1979 

S/l3085 and S/130%. ibid. 

Rquating an urgent noting IO con- 
side chc situation in South-Eirt Asia 

S/1311 I. ibid. 

SIaIing 0~1. in he light of the cunenr 
-in1ndo-chiN,amecI- 
ing should be alled as soon as 
possible on the sirurtion in 
Indo-chiN 

S/13112. ibid. 

Referring IO the situation in SouIh- 
Em &ia and its implicaIionr for 
inIernaIional peace and security. 
which should be a matter for urgent 
consideration by rhe Council 

S/131 14. ibid. 

Requesting an urgent meccing in con- 
naion with he q-ion of the 
aggressht~ by the United Republic of 
Tamia r8rinsI Uganda 

S/ 13204. ibid. 



32. Letters dated 13 and 

I5Juncl979fromrhcrcp 
resentalive of Morocco~ 

Morocco 

33. Lcmr dated 25 Novcmbcr 
1979 from Ihe Secrefary- 

General and IcItcr dated 
22 Dcccmbcr 1979 from 
the representative of the 
UniIaJ SIaIK ($a40 b&w) 

(i) Lcua dated 9 No United Stares 
vcmbcr 1979 

(ii) Lever dated 13 No- 
vember 1979 

Iran 

(iii) Letter dated 27 No- 
vcmbcr 1979 

hn 

(iv) bra dated 22 Dc- 
amber I979 

United Stat.5 

34. Lma dated 3 January S2 Mrmbcr States 
1980 from 52 Member 
Slates regarding Afghan- . 
istan 

35. LeIIcf dated I scplmlbel 
1980 from the rcpracnta- 
Iivc of Malta 

Malta 

36. Siruauon berwan Iran and 
Iraq @cc 41 below) 
Lcllcr dared 26 scpwmbcf MCXkO 
l9Ml Norway 

Algeria 

I ran 

United Slates 

Iran 

AfghanirIan 

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 35 

Iran 

h 

Requesting a meeting IO consider the 

acts of aggression committed by 
the Algerian Government against 
hloroox 

Requesting rhat the Council urgently 
consider what might be done IO 
secure the release of Ihc diplomatic 
pcrsonnd being held by a group of 
Iranians 

Requesting a me&ng in view of the fact 
WI the United SIatcs had plunged 
the world into a war psychosis and 
of the frc that it dctmed its own 
puce and security and those of the 
r@onandtbeworidtokthrearcncd 

WdalmingIJlc~ofthcSarcwy- 
Ccncni for a meeting of the Council 

(s/136$6). rmllinl Ik requat by 
tbcFc&gnMin&afora~in 

view of the Ihratr IO the pace and 
security of Iran and asking that 
formal d&era&Is of Ihc Council 
be postponed on account of Islamic 

-yr 

Requesting that the Council mm 11 an 
arly date 10 conrider Iran’s con- 
tinued dacntion of the hostages, 
which jeopardized the international 

order vital to all nations 

Requesting an urgent meeting IO con- 
sida the situation in Afghanistan 

Requesting an urgcnr meeting in view of 
an illegal action taken by Ihc Libyan 
Government. which also constituted 
a threat to r+nul a0d iatcmati0Ild 

PeaLx 

S/ I3394 and S 1 !!9-. .?id.. 
2 Suppl. /or 4yrl!-J:rne 9 

I979 
E 

6 

h t s 
S/ 13615, ibid.. suppl. JOI 0, 

Oct.-Dec. 1979 
ii 

2 
i 
B 

S/ 13626, rbtd. t 

z 

z 

ii 

S/l 3650. ibid. 

S/13705. ibid. 

S/13724 and Add.1 and 2. 
ibid., 33rh yr., Suppi. for 
Jan.-March 1980 

S/14140. ibrd.. SuppI. /W 
July-Sepr. 1980 

Requesting an urgent meeting IO con- 

sider the ongoing conflict between 
Iran and Iraq 

Si14198. ibid. I 
!I 



4, 
. , I 



(3laptcr VII 

9. Situation in Namibia (see 
28 1bovc) 

Later dated 28 August 
1980 

Chairman. Special Committa on 
fk Situation with regard to tk 
ImpicmmtaIion of Ik Dcciua- 
tion on fk Gmnting of Indcpm- 
dena to Colonial Countries and 
PCopiCS 

Submitting a conscnus adopted by the 
!$ccial Committee on 21 August 
1980 0 lhal tk council 

convene urgently to consider impos- 
ing comprehensive and mandatory 
smuions against South Africa under 
Chapter VII of the Charter 

S/l4133 (for the text of the 
consensus. sa OR. G.4. 
35th Session, Suppl. 
No. 23 (A/35/23fRc\. I ). 
chap. VIII. para. 13) 

Section G. Qaetioas ubmitted by the !Jecmmy-Gcacrrrl 

40. Later dated 2S Novcmkr saraary-Gcncr8l IrUl Requesting an urgent meeting to con- S/13646. OR. 34rh ~1.. 
1979 (sa 33 above) united states si&!rIk fCiZtWCOfIkUlIiWd~tU suppl.Jor &I.-k. 1979 

EmbesyuTckrananddacntionof 
itsd@awticprsayd.whichpopcd 
~&OUSthrculO-psrc 

and reruriry 

41. situ&xl kwen Inn and 
Irq (sa 36 above) 

(i) Letladrtal23 Scp QcretuyGmml 
kmbcl I%0 

Iran 
IW 

IN1 

lrul 

Sutingthuinvicwoftkdangcrsthu s/141%. i&id., 35rh y-r... 
wauldirb?viuMyaliscfrc4nafurckr Ss@. for Jdy-Sqx l5W 
esaluion of tk conflirc. it v1( 
urgaltly necanry for tk man- 
bar of tk council IO mat in 
amsultation 

smingththc~rituafimwxm WIJIW. ibid. 
uD&ubcal Ihruf to ilumdonal 

pcscmdsccurityladsuggcsting 
thctkCouncilshouIdamGdertk 
matter with tk utmost urgaxy 

‘The km of submission employs terms similar to those of Arti& 39 of tk Chna. 
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P8rt IV 

CONSIDERATION OF THE PROVISIONS OF ARTICLES 36-38 AND OF CHAPTER VI IN GENERAL 

NOTE 

Part IV deals with cases in which discussion has arisen 
regarding the responsibility of the Security Council for 
the settlement of the particular dispute or situation under 
consideration in the light of the provisions of Chapter VI 
of the Charter.“* It also includes those instances where 
Articles 36-38 or Chapter VI have been invoked or where 
the proceedings of the Council have a bearing on the 
interpretation of these provisions. 

During the period under review, debates preceding 
decisions of the Council in this field dealt mostly with 
the actual issues before the Council and the relative merits 
of measures proposed without discussion re arding their 
relation to the provisions of the Charter. B vidence for 
the interpretation of the provisions of Articles 36-38 
continued to be scant. Chapter VI was explicitly invoked 
in a resolution adopted by the Council and several deci- 
sions of the Council contained implicit references to 
Article 36. This Article, as well as Chapter VI as a whole, 
were explicitly referred to in Council debates and in 
related communications.“’ 

Resolution 39s (1976). concerning the complaint by 
Greece against Turkey,“’ contained in the preamble an 
explicit reference to Chapter VI invoking both the prin- 
ciples as well as the procedures and methods for the 
peaceful settlement of disputes, and, in the operative part, 
invited the Governments of Greece and Turkey to con- 
tinue to take into account the contribution that appro- 
priate judicial means, in articular the International 
Court of Justice, were quali ted to make to the settlement F 
of any remaining legal differences that they might identify 
in connection with their dispute.“r The debate leading 
to the adoption of this resolution brought out the intimate 
link between the text of the Council’s decision and the 
provisions of Chapter VI, especially Articles 33 and 36. 
However, the deliberations did not give rise to a consti- 
tutional discussion regarding the framework of Chap- 
ter VI of the Charter for the pacific settlement of disputes 
and other forms of conflict. 

During the consideration of the detention of United 
States diplomatic personnel in Teheran, Chapter VI and 
Article 36 were repeatedly invoked as the Council grap- 
pled with the problem of applying the procedures of 
peaceful settlement to this situation. The references to 
Chapter VI as a whole were made in connection with 

InFor general criteria for entires in this part, see Repertoim o/the 
Practice of the Security Council, 194619S1, pp. 2% and 410. 

ttJFor explicit references to Article 36 of the Charter in connection 
with the Middle East problem including the Palestinian question, see 
1870th mtg.: PLO, para. 188; and 1876th mtg.: Guinea, parr. 113: in 
connection with the complaint by Kenya concerning aggr&on by South 
Africa against Angola, see 1906th mtg.: United Kingdom 
and, in connection with the question of the exercise by the 

ga”. ?I; 
alcatiman 

people of its inalienable rights, see 1935th mtg.: Laos, para. 77. For 
explicit references to Chapter VI of the Charter in connection with the 
complaint by 2Zambia against South Africa, see IP48th mtg.: United 
Kingdom. para. 144; in connection with the l dmisston of new mctn- 
bcrs (Socialist Republic of Vict Nun). see 1972nd mtg.: Mexico, 
pars. 13; in connection with the situation in Cyprus. see 2CMlst mtg.: 
Cyprus, para. 21; in connection with the letter dated 3 January 1980 
from S2 Member States regarding Afghanistan, see 2lgSth mtg.: 
Philippines, para. 54; and in connation with the question of South 
Africa, see 223lst ml .: Unilcd slates, para. 18. 

174!jec a~ 2 above ‘t or the detailed description of the resolution and 
of its adoption. 

t7sRcsolution 395 (1976), fourth prcambular paragraph and opcra- 
rive paragraph 4. For references to Anick 36 during the Council’s 
deliberations. see 1953rd mtg.: France. para. ti Italy. para. 19; United 
Kingdom. para IO; and tlnitcd State%. para II 

recommendations by Member States to apply fully the 
provisions for peaceful settlement before considering 
mandatory sanctions under Chapter Vll.176 The Council 
further referred to judicial settlement in accordance with 
Article 36, especially its paragraph 3. when in resolu- 
tion 461 (1979) it took into account the Order of the 
International Court of Justice of 15 December 1979 
(S/13697) calling upon the Government of the Islamic 
Republic of Iran to ensure the immediate release, without 
any exception, of all persons of United States nationality 
who were being held as hostages in Iran and also calling 
upon the Government of the United States and the Gov- 
ernment of the Islamic Republic of Iran to ensure that 
no action would be taken by them that would aggravate 
the tension between the two countries.In 

When the Council considered the request by the Libyan 
Arab Republic and Pakistan in March 1976 with regard 
to the serious situation that had arisen in the occupied 
Arab territories, the spokesman for the PLO repeatedly 
called for Council action under Article 36.“’ A draft 
re.solutionm’ submitted by Benin, Guyana, Pakistan and 
the United Republic of Tanzania provided for the Council 
to call upon Israel to refrain from all measures against 
the Arab inhabitants of the occupied territories and to 
ask Israel to respect the Holy Places, to desist from the 
expropriation of Arab property and to refrain from any 
steps to change the legal status of Jerusalem.rD This 
draft, which was put to the vote and failed to be adopted 
owing to the negative vote of a permanent member,lal 
might be seen as a set of corollary measures for a peaceful 
settlement in accordance with Article 36 (l).l*z 

Article 36 and the referral of legal issues to the lnter- 
national Court of Justice were of significance in the 
Council’s direct and indirect efforts to assist the Govern- 
ments of Malta and the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya in 
settling their differences regarding the delimitation of the 
continental shelf area between the two countries. In a 
letter dated 1 September 1980m and in subsequent com- 
munications, the representative of Malta deplored the 
delay in submitting the whole question to the Court, as 
agreed in 1976, and sought the help of the Council and 
the Secretary-General in easing the tension and facilitating 
that step toward judicial settlement. The Libyan Govem- 
ment also reiterated its willingness to see the matter 

t7sFor explicit references to Chapter VI see 2175th mtg.: Cxecho- 
slovakia. para. I IS; 2lg3rd mt .: Czechoslovakia. para. 13; Zambia, 
para. 24. Chapter VI was imp ~cttly referred to throughout the pro- f, 
ladings of the Council. For spccifK references IO Article 36 and judicial 
settlement through the htternational Court of Justice see 2175th mtg.: 
NiEu, pug, 108; United ~talcs. para. 23. 

Raoluuon 461 (197s). suth prcambular 
’ ecf’&~$cik%ii to that Order was reiterated in the Untt 

raolution (S/13735). which failed to be adopted owing to the negative 
vote of a pcrmancrn member. For the text of the Order, see WI3697 
(mimeograph). and publication No. 447 of the International Court of 
Justice. The Judgment of the Court was circulated as a Council 
document as requested by the letter dated 9 June I980 from the 
representative of the United States (SI139g9). For the Judgment, see 
publiatiooNo.4Sloft~,Court.ScechaptcrVIII,partIIoftheprcscnt 
.Vu~@n~$ foog;t~l~ cue history. 

a. 69. and Ig99th mtg.. parr. 124. For further 
references by the LO to Article 36. see footnote 173 above. 

~%/12022. OR, 31~ yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March 1976. 
tmparagraphs 2 and 3 of the draft resolution. 
1st For &vote, KC 1899th mfg.. para. 106. 
lal’hc apbcit refermar to Article 36 by the spokesman of the PI.0 

would add support to this interpretation. 
‘“For the tat of the letter, see S/14140. OR, 35fh yr.. Suppl. jar 

July-Srpf. IfMO. For other relevant communications during the remain- 
der of IPSO. KC S/14170. S/l4181 and WI4217 detailing aspccrc of 
I.ibyan prewure 
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submitted to the Court.‘” The issue was, however, not 
satisfactorily settled during the period under review, 
despite a meeting of the Council ias and the dispatch, 
with Council approval, of a Special Representative to dis- 
cuss the question with both Governments.‘” Through- 
out this period, the use of judicial procedures to obtain 
a peaceful resolution of the conflict between the two 
countries was clearly envisaged by the Council, the parties 
and the Secretary-General, as suggested under Article 36 
of the Charter. 

tuSec, in particular, :he leaa dated 16 September 1980 (S/14176, 
3Yh yr., Suppl. /or J$v-Sept. 1980. 

taThe Counal consIdered the issue II its 2246th meeting. on 4 

9 
tcmber 1980. 
“For the exchqte of let&s between the sca*uyGener~ MKI the 

President of the Council rcgardi~ the d&ion IO dis 
repraentstive, UC S/t4228 and S/14229, OR, 35thyr.. ff 

tch 1 spedd 
ppl. /or CM. - 

Lk. 1980; md for the report of the Secretrry-Generrl on the mission 
of the S-1 Repraentrtive IO M&a md the Libyan Arab Jamahiriyr, 
see S/142%. OR. 3Sth yr.. Suppl, for Oct.-&c. 1980. 

It should be noted that during the period covered by 
the present Supplement, resolutions adopted by the 
Council and draft resolutions that were not adopted 
contained provisions that could be interpreted as corollary 
measures of pacific settlement.‘” As a guide to relevant 
decisions of the Council, the appropriate headings in the 
analytical table of measures of chapter VIII of the present 
Sup 

R 
lemenf should be consulted, as well as the materials 

in t e other parts of chapter X. For discussions bearing 
on procedures of pacific settlement under Chapter VI of 
the Charter as a whole and Article 36, the relevant parts 
of chapters VIII and X of the present Suppfemenr should 
be consulted, whereas reference should be made to 
various parts of chapter XI for situations submitted to 
the Council as threats to the peace, breaches of the peace 
or acts of aggression. 

t*~Spe&l reference should be mrde to put I of this chapter, where 
much of this nutcrid hu alrudy been de& with, w it hrs l baring 
on the interpretation and l ppliation of the buic instruments of paa- 
ful settlement u contAuxl in Article 33 of the Charter. 


