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INTRODUCTORY NOTE 

The material included in this chapter covers 
procedures of the Security Council relating to the 
establishment and control of its subsidiary organs 
deemed necessary for the erformance of its func- 
tions under the Charter o P the United Nations. 

Part I, “Occasions on which subsidiary organs of 
the Security Council were established or proposed”, 
includes nine instances in which a subsidiary organ 
was formally proposed but not established (cases 5- 
10 and 13-15)’ four instances in which the Council 
authorized the Secretary-General to set up a subsid- 
iary organ (cases 2-4 and I I) and two instances in 
which the Council itself decided to establish a 
subsidiary organ (cases 1 and 12). In cases where the 
Secretary-General set up subsidiary organs pursuant 
to Security Council decisions no implication is 
intended as to whether these bodies do or do not fall 
under Article 29. 

Part 11, “Consideration of procedures relative to 
subsidiary organs”, contains no entries, as there were 
no instances during the period under review of 
consideration by the Council of procedures to be 
followed relative to the establishment of subsidiary 
organs. 

Article 29 of the Charter 

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

Rule 28 of the provisional rules of procedure 

“The Security Council may appoint a commis- 
sion or committee or a rapporteur for a specified 
question.” 

Part I 

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

NOTE 

During the period under review, the Council: (a) 
decided to send a commission of inquiry composed 
of three members of the Council to investigate the 
mercena 

T 
aggression of 25 November 1981 against 

the Repu lit of Seychelles, to assess economic dam- 
ages and to report to the Council with recommenda- 
tions;2 (b) in connection with the question concerning 
the Falkland Islands (Islas Malvinas), expressed 
support for the good offices of the Secretary-General 
and subsequently asked the Secretary-General to 
undertake a renewed mission of good offtces;1 (c) 
established an ad hoc committee composed of four 
members of the Council to co-ordinate and mobilize 
a special fund for assistance to Seychelles;4 (d) 
authorized the Secretary-General to deplo immedi- 
ately, at the request of the Government o ty Lebanon, 
United Nations observers to monitor the situation in 
and around Beirut;’ (e) requested the Secretary-Gen- 
era1 to enter into immediate consultations with the 
Government of Lesotho and a encies of the United 
Nations to ensure the welfare o # refugees in Lesotho? 
and V, a reed to the Secretary-General’s proposal for 
sendmg & nited Nations inspection teams to Iran and 
Iraq to monitor a commitment by both Governments 
not to attack civilian areas.’ 

The. following subsidiary organs, which .had been 
;;Fblished prior to 1981, contmued. to exist durmg 

the ecurity Council Committee of Experts and the r 
riod under revrew: two standrng committees, 

Securit Council Committee on the Admission of 
New x embers, and a number of ad hoc bodies: the 
United Nations Military Observer Group in India 

and Pakistan (UNMOGIP!, the United Nations 
Truce Supervision Organization (UNTSO), the Unit- 
ed Nations Disengagement Observer Force (UN- 
DOF), the Special Representative of the Secretary- 
General in the Middle East, the United Nations 
Representative for India and Pakistan, the Special 
Representative for humanitarian problems under 
resolution 307 (1971) the United Nations Peace- 
keeping Force in Cyprus (UNFICYP), the Ad hoc 
Sub-Committee on Namibia, the Committee of Ex- 
perts established by the Security Council at its 
1506th meeting, the Securit Council Committee on 
Council Meetmgs Away rom Headquarters, the ty 
Special Representative of the Secretary-General to 
East Timor, the Security Council Committee Estab- 
lished by Resolution 421 (1977) concerning the 
question of South Africa, the United Nations Interim 
Force in Lebanon (UNIFIL), the Special Representa- 
tive of the Secretary-General for Namibia and the 
Security Council Committee established under reso- 
lution 446 (1979) concerning the situation in the 
occupied Arab territories. In addition, the Secretary- 
General continued to exercise his good offices m 
connection with the situation between Iran and Iraq. 
With regard to the mission of good offices undertak- 
en by the Secretary-General in connection with the 
United States personnel held Teheran under resolu- 
tion 457 (1979), the Secretary-General received on 
19 January 1981 a letter8 transmittin a message 
from the President of the United !f tates which 
informed him that agreement had been reached to 
free the 52 ersons held in Iran and expressed 
appreciation or the efforts of the Secretary-General, P 
the Council and Member States. 
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The Security Council Committee of Experts, the 
Ad hoc Sub-Committee on Namibia, the Committee 
of Experts established at the 1506th meeting to study 
the question of “associate membership” and the 
Securit 

r 
Council Committee on Council Meetings 

Away rom Headquarters did not meet during the 
period under review, and there was no activity on the 
part of the Special Representative of the Secretary- 
General to the Middle East, the United Nations 
Representative for India and Pakistan or the Special 
Representative for humanitarian problems under 
resolution 307 (197 1) during this period. 

The Security Council Committee on the Admission 
of New Members was asked to consider the applica- 
tion for admission to membership in the United 
Nations of Vanuatu9 Belize,‘O Anti ua and Bar- 
buda,” Saint Christopher and Nevis A and Brunei 
Darussalam.13 

During the period under review the military ob- 
servers of UNTSO continued to assist and co-operate 
with UNDOF and UNIFIL, and a number of observ- 
ers remained in the former United Nations Emergen- 
cy Force (UNEF) area of operation. The UNTSO 
observers dispatched to monitor the situation in and 
around Beirut in pursuance of resolution 5 16 
(1982)” were constituted as Observer Group Beirut 
(OGB) and remained under the overall command of 
the Chief of Staff of UNTSO. 

UNDOF continued to function throughout the 
period under review, during which time the Council 
extended its mandate eight times” following consid- 
eration of the Secretary-General’s regular progress 
reportsI 

Between 198 I and 1984, the Council extended the 
mandate of UNIFIL 10 times” and the Secretary- 
General submitted a number of regular and special 
reportsIs on the Force. During this period, the 
Council included among the provisions of a number 
of its resolutionsIp requests to the Secretary-General 
that he consult with the Government of Lebanon and 
other concerned parties regarding means of ensuring 
the full implementation of the mandate of the Force. 
On several occasions in 198 1 and early 1982, the 
Council responded to incidents of violence against 
UNIFIL with statements*O and resolutions*’ that, 
inter dia. condemned the attacks, called for the co- 
operation of the parties and reiterated the terms of 
reference and general guidelines of the Force. 

In February 1982, the Council, acting in accord- 
ance with the expressed wish of the Government of 
Lebanon and the recommendation of the Secretary- 
General.** authorized an increase in the strength of 
the Force from approximately 6,000 troops t’o ap 
oroximatelv 7.000 trooos in order to reinforce its 
current operations and io enable its further deploy- 
ment.*’ Following the Israeli invasion of Lebanon, m 
June 1982, the situation in the UNIFIL area of 
operation was radically altered. In the light of the 
new situation, the Secretary-General instructed the 
Force to continue to man its positions and, as an 
interim task, to provide protection and humanitarian 
assistance to the local civilian population;*’ by reso- 
lution 5 1 I (1982) of 18 June 1982, the Council 
authorized the Force to carry out the interim tasks 
referred to by the Secretary-General and extended its 
mandate for a two-month interim period. All subse- 
quent extensions of the UNIFIL mandate during the 
period covered by the present Supplement were on an 
Interim basis.*’ 

The Council renewed the mandate of UNFICYP 
eight times26 during the period under review and, at 
the Council’s request, the Secretary-General contin- 
ued to pursue his mission of good offices and to 
report to the Council on his 

dg 
ood offices and on the 

Force throughout this perio .*’ The intercommunal 
talks, which had been resumed in 1975 under the 
auspices of the Special Representative of the Secre- 
tary-General, continued regularly until the Turkish 
Cypriots announced that they would not attend the 
talks scheduled for 31 May 1983 and subsequently, 
on 15 November 1983, declared a “Turkish Repubhc 
of Northern Cyprus”. By resolution 550 (1984) the 
Council, inter ah, requested the Secretary-General 
to promote the implementation of resolution 541 
(1983) calling for the withdrawal of the declaration, 
reaffirmed his mandate of 
him to undertake new e f! 

ood offices and requested 
orts to obtain an overall 

solution to the Cyprus problem. In his report28 dated 
12 December 1984 the Secretary-General indicated 
that he had held proximity talks with representatives 
of the two sides at Headquarters and that they had 
arrived at a draft agreement to be submitted to a 
joint high-level meeting under his auspices in Janu- 
ary 1985.29 

The Security Council Committee established under 
resolution 421 (1977) concerning the question of 
South Africa met 18 times during the period under 
review. At the 2397th and 2398th meetings, on 20 
and 23 September 1982, the Council resumed its 
consideration of the Committee’s reportJo on ways 
and means of making the mandatory arms embargo 
against South Africa more effective, which the Coun- 
cil had last considered at its 226 1st meeting, on 19 
December 1980.” At the 2564th meeting, on 13 
December 1984, the Council considered a letter)* 
from the Chairman of the Committee containing a 
draft resolution recommended by consensus by the 
Committee. At the same meeting, the Council unani- 
mously adopted the draft resolution as resolution 558 
(1984), by which it, inter ah, requested all States to 
refrain from importing arms, ammunition and mili- 
tary vehicles produced in South Africa and requested 
the Secretary-General to report to the Committee on 
the implementation of the resolution before 31 
December 1985. The representative of Pakistan, 
addressing the Council as the Chairman of the 
Committee, stated that if the Committee was to fulfil 
its expanded mandate the Council would, among 
other things, have to provide the Committee with 
adequate resources.33 

The Special Representative of the Secretary-Gener- 
al for Namibia remained unable to fulfil his mandate 
despite the Secretary-General’s efforts to promote the 
implementation of resolution 435 (1978). By resolu- 
tion 532 (1983), the Council, infer ah, mandated the 
Secretary-General to consult with the parties to a 
proposed cease-fire with a view to securin the 
implementation of resolution 435 (1978). The 8 ecre- 
tat-y-General submitted a number of reports” appris- 
ing the Council of his activities and the progress of 
his efforts. 

The Security Council Commission established un- 
der resolution 446 (1979) on the situation in the 
occupied Arab territories met five times during the 
period under review.3s 

The Secretary-General, with the participation of 
his Special Representative, continued his mission of 
ood offices in connection with the situation between 

f ran and Iraq throughout the period under review.)‘j 
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On two occasions the Secretary-General reportedj’ to 
the Council on fact-finding missions that he had 
dispatched to the area: the first mission, which 
visited the Islamic Republic of Iran and Iraq from 21 
to 30 May 1983, inspected civilian areas in each 
country which had been subject to military attack, 
and the second mission, which visited the Islamic 
Republic of Iran from 13 to 19 March 1984, investi- 
gated Iranian allegations concerning the use of chem- 
ical weapons. By resolution 540 (1983) the Council, 
inler alia, requested the Secretary-General to consult 
with the parties on ways to sustain and verify the 
cessation of hostilities, including the possible dis- 
patch of United Nations observers, and to report to 
the Council on the results of his consultations, In his 
report,‘n dated I3 December 1983, the Secretary- 
General summarized his exchanges with the two 
Governments.‘g 

There was one occasion during the period under 
review when the Council formally established a 
subsidiary organ which was, however, never actually 
constituted because one of the parties concerned 
disassociated itself from the relevant Council deci- 
sions. In connection with the situation between Iran 
and Iraq, the Council, by resolution 514 (1982) 
decided to dispatch a team of United Nations 
observers to verify, confirm and supervise a cease- 
fire and a withdrawal of forces to internationally 
recognized boundaries and requested the Secretary- 
General to submit a report on the necessary arrange- 
ments.4” 

There were also several occasions during the 
period covered by the present Supplemenr when the 
Council requested action on the part of the Secretary- 
General: (a) by resolution 501 (1982), in connection 
with the situation in the Middle East, the Council 
called upon the Secretary-General to reactivate the 
General Armistice Agreement between Lebanon and 
Israel of 23 March 1949 and, in particular, to 
convene an early meeting of the Israel-Lebanon 
Mixed Armistice Commission; (b) by resolution 504 
(1982) in connection with the letter dated 3 1 March 
1982 from the President of Kenya transmitting a 
complaint by Chad, the Council requested the Secre- 
tary-General to establish a fund for assistance to the 
peace-keeping force of the Organization of African 
Unity (OAU) in Chad to be supplied by voluntary 
contributions, and to take the necessary measures to 
ensure the management of the fund in liaison with 
OAU; (c) by resolution 521 (1982) in connection 
with the situation in the Middle East, the Council 
requested the Secretary-General to initiate appropri- 
ate consultations. particularly with the Government 
of Lebanon, on additional steps that the Council 
might take,. including the possible deployment of 
United Nations forces, to assist that Government in 
ensuring the full protection of the civilian popula- 
tions in and around Beirut; (d) by resolution 527 
(1982). in connection with the complaint by Lesotho 
against South Africa, the Council requested the 
Secretary-General to enter into immediate consulta- 
tions with the Government of Lesotho and agencies 
of the United Nations to ensure the welfare of the 
refugees in Lesotho in a manner consistent with their 
security; and (e) by presidential statement dated 4 
April 1983. in connection with the situation in the 
occupied Arab territories, the Council requested the 
Secretary-General to conduct independent inquiries 
concerning the causes and effects of the reported 
cases of mass poisoning in the occupied West Bank.4’ 

The Special Representative, whom the Secretary- 
General., with the agreement of the Council. had sent 
on a mission in connection with a dispute between 
Malta and the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya during the 
period covered by the previous Supplement. re- 
mained active during the period under revicw.4? 

There were several instances when participants in 
the Council proceedings and members of the Organi- 
zation proposed the creation of subsidiary organs 
without submittin their suggestions in the form of 
draft resolutions.” 8 

A. INVOLVING, TO FACILITATE THEIR WORli, MEET- 
INGS AT PLACES AWAY FROM THE SEAT OF THE 
ORGANIZATION 

1. Subsidiary organs established 

CASE I 

Commission of Inquiry under Security Council 
resolution 496 (1981) 

During its consideration of the complaint by 
Seychelles, at its 23 14th meeting, on I5 December 
198 I, the Council unanimously adopted a draft 
resoIution44 prepared in the course of consultations 
as resolution 496 (I 98 I), paragraphs 3 to 5 of which 
read as follows: 

The Securrry Council. 

3. Dmdes to send a commission of inquiry composed of three 
members of the Security Council in order to investigate the origrn, 
background and financing of the mercenary aggression of 25 
November 1981 against the Republic of Seychelles. as well as 
assess and evaluate economic damages. and to report to the 
Council with recommendations no later than 31 January 1982: 

4. Decide5 that the members of the Commission of Inquiry will 
be appointed after consultations between the President and the 
members of the Security Council and the Republic of Seychelles; 

5. Requesfs the Secretary-General to provide the Commission of 
Inquiry with the necessary assistance; 

In a note4’ dated 24 December I98 1, the President 
of the Council stated that, following consultations, 
the Council had agreed that the Commission would 
be composed of Ireland, Japan and Panama, and that 
Panama would serve as its Chairman. In another 
note 46 dated 27 January 1982, the President indicat- 
ed that the Council had agreed to the Commission’s 
request that the date for submission of its report be 
extended. 

In its report,47 submitted on 15 March 1982, the 
Commission included conclusions and recommenda- 
tions based on its activities at Headquarters and its 
visit to Seychelles, Swaziland and South Africa 
between 24 January and 6 February 1982. The 
Commission noted that it had been restricted in 
fulfilling its mandate because it had been unable to 
obtain corn lete 
should the P 

information and suggested that, 
ouncil so desire, the Commission could 

be authorized to prepare a supplementary report 
containing any further information relative to its 
mandate. 

The Council considered the Commission’s re ort 
at its 2359th, 2361st, 2365th, 2367th and 23 0th 7 
meetings, from 20 to 28 May 1982. At its 2370th 
meeting, the Council unanimously adopted a draft 
resolution48 sponsored by Guyana, Jordan, Panama, 
Togo, Uganda and Zaire as resolution 507 (I 982), by 
which it, inter alia, took note of the Commission’s 
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report and expressed its appreciation for the work 
accomplished; called upon all States to provide the 
Council with any information they might have that 
was likely to throw light on the aggression of 25 
November I98 1, particularly transcripts from any 
trial of any member of the invading mercenary force; 
mandated the Commission to examine further devel- 
opments and present by I5 August 1982 a supple- 
mentary report with appropriate recommendations, 
taking into account, among other things, evidence 
and testimony presented at any trial of members of 
the mercenary force; and requested the Secretary- 
General to provide all necessary assistance for the 
implementation of the resolution and the preparation 
of the supplementary report. 

By notes dates I3 August4? and 3 1 October I982,‘O 
the President of the Council indicated that the 
Council had approved the Commission’s requests for 
extensions of the date of submission of its supple- 
mentary report, until 31 October and the middle of 
November 1982, respectively. 

On I7 November 1982, the Commission submitted 
its supplementary report,s1 which had been prepared 
during its meetings at Headquarters based on docu- 
ments received from the representatives of Seychelles 
and South Africa, and which included the Commis- 
sion’s findings and conclusions. 

In a letter”’ dated 24 June 1983 addressed to the 
President of the Council, the re 
chelles requested that the work o P 

resentative of Sey- 
the Commission be 

terminated, and b note5’ dated 8 July 1983 the 
President indicate J that the Council had a reed in 
consultations that the Commission had ful illed its k 
mandate. 

CASE 2 

United Nations observers in Beirut under 
Security Council resolution 5 16 (I 982) 

In the course of the Council’s meetings in connec- 
tion with the Israeli invasion of Lebanon, at its 
2386th meetin , on 1 August 1982, the Council 
unanimously a opted a draft resolution34 prepared in d 
consultations as resolution 5 I6 (1982) the operative 
part of which reads as follows: 

The Security Council, 

1. Con/irms its previous resolutions and demands an immediate 
cease-fire, and a cessation of all military activities within Lebanon 
and across the Lebanese-Israeli border; 

2. Authorizes the Secretary-General to deploy immediately, on 
the request of the Government of Lebanon, United Nations 
observers to monitor the situation in and around Beirut; 

3. Requests the Secretary-General to report back to the Security 
Council on compliance with the present resolution as soon as 
possible and not later than four hours from now. 

The Secretary-General submitted his reports5 on 
the same day, indicating that upon receipt of a 
letter56 from the re 
ing the stationing o f! 

resentative of Lebanon request- 
United Nations observers in the 

Beirut area he had instructed the Chief of Staff of 
UNTSO to make arrangements, in consultation with 
the parties, for the immediate deployment of United 
Nations observers in and around Beirut. Pointing out 
that the deployment of observers would be possible 
only with the co-operation of the parties and the 
achievement of an effective cease-fire, the Secretary- 
General noted that the Palestine Liberation Organi- 
zation (PLO) had conveyed its acceptance of resolu- 
tion 5 I6 (I 982) and the Lebanese Army had indicat- 

ed that it would provide facilities and support to the 
observers, while the Israeli authorities had informed 
the UNTSO Chief of Staff that the matter would 
have to be brought before the Israeli cabinet and that 
he would be advised as soon as the cabinet had 
discussed the question. In an addendum” to his 
report dated 3 August 1982, the Secretary-General 
reported that the Israel Defence Forces (IDF) would 
not co-operate in the execution of resolution 516 
(I 982) until the Israeli Government, which would be 
considering the matter on 5 August, had taken a 
decision. As a temporary practical arran ement, he 
had instructed the UNTSO Chief of Sta h to set up 
observation machinery in the territory controlled by 
the Lebanese Army. The observers who were then in 
Beirut had been constituted as Observer Group 
Beirut (OGB). 

At the 2387th meeting, on 3 August 1982, the 
President delivered a statement5* by which the 
Council, infer alia, took note of the Secretary-Gener- 
al’s report of 1 August, expressed support for his 
efforts and the steps taken, noted with satisfaction 
that some of the parties had already given assurances 
of their cooperation, and called upon all the parties 
to co-operate fully in the effort to secure the effective 
deployment and safety of the United Nations observ- 
ers. The Council further insisted that all parties 
strictly observe the terms of resolution 5 I6 (1982). 

The following day, at the 2389th meetin the 
Council adopted b 

fy 
I4 votes to none, with I a ‘sten- % 

tion, a revised dra t resolution59 sponsored by Jordan 
and Spain as resolution 5 I7 (1982) by which the 
Council, inler alia, reconfirmed a number of its 
previous resolutions, including resolution 5 I6 
(1982), and censured Israel for its failure to comply 
with those resolutions; confirmed once a ain 
demand for an immediate cease-fire and wit % 

its 
drawal 

of Israeli forces from Lebanon; expressed its appreci- 
ation for the efforts and steps taken by the Secretary- 
General and authorized him to increase the numbers 
of United Nations observers in and around Beirut; 
requested the Secretary-General to report on the 
implementation of the resolution as soon as possible 
and not later than 1000 hours, eastern daylight time, 
on 5 August 1982; and decided to meet at that time, 
if necessary, to consider the report of the Secretary- 
General and, in case of failure to comply by any of 
the parties, to consider adopting effective ways and 
means in accordance with the provisions of the 
Charter. 

In ursuance of resolution 517 (1982), the Secre- 
ta 

;r 
- e 

I9 2 
eneral submitted a report@ dated 5 August 

indicating, among other things, that additional 
observers from the existing UNTSO establishment 
would be dispatched to the Beirut area as soon as 
transit arrangements had been completed. In an 
addendum6’ of the same date the Secretary-General 
included the decision of the Israeli cabinet concem- 
ing resolutions 516 (1982) and 517 (l982), which 
stated, inter alia, that Israel had acceded to the 
maintenance of cease-fires on the condition that they 
were mutual and absolute; that United Nations 
observers would be unable to monitor effectively the 
activities of what were termed the terrorist organiza- 
tions in the Beirut area; and that the presence of such 
observers would si nal 
that they were 

to the terrorist organizations 
un d er no obligation to leave Beirut. 

At its 2392nd meeting, on 12 August 1982, the 
Council unanimously adopted, as orally revised at 
the same meeting, a draft resolution62 sponsored by 
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Guyana, Jordan, Panama, Togo, Uganda and Zaire 
as resolution 518 (1982) by which the Council 
demanded that Israel and all parties to the conflict 
strictly observe Council resolutions relevant to the 
immediate cessation of military activities in Lebanon 
and, particularly, in and around Beirut; demanded 
the immediate lifting of restrictions on the city of 
Beirut in order to permit the free entry of supplies; 
requested the United Nations observers in and 
around Beirut to report on the situation; demanded 
that Israel co-operate in the effort to secure the 
effective deployment and safety of the observers; 
requested the Secretary-General to report to the 
Council on the implementation of the resolution as 
soon as possible; and decided to meet, if necessary, to 
consider the situation upon receipt of the report of 
the Secretary-General. 

In pursuance of resolution 5 I8 (1982) the Secre- 
tary-General, on 13 Au ust 

f 
1982, submitted a re- 

PO@ in which, infer a ia, he conveyed the Israeli 
Government’s response to resolution 5 I8 ( 1982) 
reiteratin 

f 
the positions which it had previously set 

out. He a so included in his report an account of the 
situation in and around Beirut based on information 
received from OGB. He indicated that the IO observ- 
ers in the Beirut area had been performing their 
duties as best they could within the limits of the 
situation and that efforts continued to bring more 
observers to the area and to enable them to function 
effectively. 

At its 2393rd meeting, on 17 August 1982, the 
Council adopted by I3 votes to none, with 2 absten- 
tions, resolution 519 ( 1982)“4 on the renewal of 
UNIFIL, by which the Council, infer ah, expressed 
support for the efforts of the Secreta -General with 

7 a view to the optimum use of the UN SO observers, 
as envisaged by the relevant resolutions of the 
Security Council, and decided to consider the situa- 
tion fully and in all its aspects before I9 October 
1982. 

On 2 September 1982. the Secretary-General sub- 
mitted a reporth5 on the situation in the Beirut area 
since I3 August. He noted that, despite persistent 
efforts, it had not been possible to increase the 
number of observers; however, despite restrictions on 
the number of observers and their freedom of 
movement, the members of OGB had been able to 
move around with greater ease since 2 I August. They 
had established liaison arrangements with the Leba- 
nese authorities and with the contin ents 

f 
of the 

Multinational Force,6” and had been ab e to provide 
an account of the major developments in and around 
Beirut. 

In an addendum”’ to his report, dated I5 Septem- 
ber 1982, the Secretary-General ave an account of 
recent developments and stated t a at, while the total 
strength of OGB had remained the same, the observ- 
ers had enjoyed substantial freedom of movement 
during the period since his last report. In a second 
addendum, B dated I7 September 1982. the Secre- 
tary-General reported on developments between I5 
and I7 September. 

At its 2395th meeting, on 17 September 1982, the 
Council unanimously adopted a revised draft resolu- 
tion69 sponsored by Jordan as resolution 520 (1982) 
by which it, infer alia, reaffirmed its resolution 516 
(1982); ex ressed 
Secretary- 8 

support for the efforts of the 
eneral to implement that resolution and 

requested all parties concerned to co-operate fully in 

its application; and requested the Secretary-General 
to inform the Council of developments as soon as 
possible and not later than within 24 hours. 

The Secretary-General submitted his report70 on I8 
September 1982. He included OGB reports regarding 
developments in west Beirut on I7 and 18 Septem- 
bcr. Including reports on the killing of civilians m the 
Sabra refugee camp. Hc indicated that the represen- 
tatives of France, Italy and the United States had 
urged the immediate dispatch of United Nations 
observers to the sites of the greatest suffering and 
that the Govcrnmcnt of Lebanon had conveyed its 
concurrence with that request. Hc had instructed the 
UNTSO Chief of Staff to make a renewed approach 
to the Israeli authorities with a view to obtaining 
their co-operation regarding an increase in the num- 
ber of observers; in his view, however, unarmed 
military observers were not sufficient in the present 
situation. 

At its 2396th meeting, on I8 September 1982, the 
Council unanimously adopted a draft resolution” 
that had been drawn up in consultations as resolution 
521 (1982), by which the Council, infer ah, noted 
that the Government of Lebanon had agreed to the 
dispatch of United Nations observers to the sites of 
greatest suffering and losses in and around Beirut; 
authorized the Secretary-General, as an immediate 
step, to increase the number of observers from IO to 
50, and insisted that there should be no interference 
with the observers and that they should have com- 
plete freedom of movement; requested the Secretary- 
General, in consultation with the Government of 
Lebanon, to ensure the rapid deployment of those 
observers in order that they might contribute in every 
way possible within their mandate to the effort to 
ensure full protection of the civilian populations; 
insisted that all concerned must permit United 
Nations observers and forces established by the 
Council in Lebanon to be deployed and to discharge 
their mandates and, in that connection, called atten- 
tion to the obli ations of Member States under 
Article 25 of the 8 harter to accept and carry out the 
decisions of the Council; and requested the Secre- 
tary-General to keep the Council informed on an 
urgent and continuing basis. 

In pursuance of resolution 52 I (I 982), the Secre- 
tary-General submitted a report72 dated 20 Septem- 
ber 1982, in which, infer alia, he stated that he had 
been informed of the Israeli cabinet’s decision to 
concur with the dispatch of an additional 40 observ- 
ers to the Beirut area, 25 of which had already 
arrived in Beirut, and outlined developments in west 
Beirut as reported by OGB. The Secreta?-General 
included as an annex to his report a letter’- from the 
observer of the PLO which stated that an increase in 
the number of observers would not guarantee the 
safety of the Palestinian people and called for 
military forces, United Nations military forces, or an 
agreed multinational force to be deployed immedi- 
ately. In two addenda” to his report, dated 27 and 30 
September 1982, the Secretary-General reported that 
as of 22 September 1982 all the additional observers 
had arrived in Beirut and he ave an account of 
developments reported by 0 d B for the periods 
covered. 

The Secretary-General’s last report75 during the 
period under review on the United Nations observers 
m Beirut was dated 5 September 1983 and was based 
on information received from OGB summarizing 
developments relating to the withdrawal of IDF. 
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At its 25 19th meeting, on 29 February 1984, the 
Council voted on a revised draft resolution76 spon- 
sored by France which would have, among other 
things, called for a cease-fire in the Beirut area and 
requested the Secretary-General to make arrange- 
ments to enable OGB to monitor compliance. The 
draft resolution received I3 votes to 2, with no 
abstentions, and was not adopted owing to the 
negative vote of a permanent member of the Council. 

CASE 3 

Mission of the Secretary-General under 
Security Council resolution 527 (1982) 

During its consideration of the complaint by 
Lesotho against South Africa, the Council? at its 
2407th meeting, on I5 December 1982, unammously 
adopted a draft resolution” prepared in consulta- 
tions as resolution 527 (I 982), which reads in part as 
follows: 

The Security C’vuncrl. 

4. Requessls the Secretary-General to enter into immediate 
consultations with the Government of Lesotho and agencies of the 
United Nations to ensure the welfare of the refugees in Lesotho in 
a manner consistent with their security; 

8. Requests the Secretary-General to monitor the implementa- 
tion of the present resolution and to report regularly to the 
Security Council as the situation demands; 

The Secretary-General sent a mission to Lesotho 
from I I to I6 January 1983. On 9 February 1983 he 
transmitted the misslon’s report,78 which contained 
an account of the mission’s consultations with the 
Government of Lesotho concerning its need for 
assistance from the international community follow- 
ing an attack by South Africa. 

The Council considered the report submitted b 
the Secretary-General at its 2455th meeting, on 2 6 
June 1983. In the course of the meeting, the Council 
unanimously adopted a draft resolution v prepared m 
consultations as resolution 535 (1983), by which it, 
inter alia, expressed its appreciation to the Secretary- 
General for having arranged to send a mission to 
Lesotho to ascertain the assistance needed; endorsed 
the report of the mission to Lesotho under resolution 
527 (1982); requested Member States, international 
organizations and financial institutions to assist 
Lesotho in the fields identified in the report; and 
requested the Secreta -General to 

x CB 
ive the matter of 

assistance to Lesotho is continue attention and to 
keep the Council informed. 

CASE 4 

United Nations inspection teams in Islamic Republic 
o Iran and Iraq under, letter from the Secretar - 
d eneral dated 14 June’ 1984 and letter from t K e 
President of the Council dated 15 June 1984 

In connection with the situation between Iran and 
Irao. the Secretarv-General. on 9 June 1984. trans- 
mitikd a messagea to the Presidents of the Islamic 
Republic of Iran and Iraq calling upon them to 
undertake a commitment to not attack civilian areas. 
Having received positive responses from both Gov- 
ernments,*’ the Secretary-General, on I I June 1984, 
confirmed to each of thema* that military attacks on 
civilian areas in both countries would cease at 0001 
GMT on I2 June 1984, and he informed them that 

his Special Representative would be contacting their 
Permanent Representatives to the United Nations 
regarding measures to verify that the commitments 
were adhered to. 

By lettern dated I4 June 1984, the Secretary- 
General informed the President of the Council that, 
understandings having been reached with the two 
Governments, he intended to set up simultaneously, 
as at I5 June 1984, two teams, each consisting of 
three military officers drawn from the United Na- 
tions Truce Supervision Organization (UNTSO) and 
one senior official of the United Nations Secretariat, 
which would be ready to proceed to the respective 
country as soon as its Government so requested. He 
would, of course, request assurances from both 
Governments that they would ensure the safety of the 
teams while they were in areas subject to hostilities, 
and he would secure the concurrence of the contrib- 
utin 

f 
countries concerned. The mandate of the teams 

wou d be to verify compliance with the undertakings 
given by the two Governments, and to that end the 
teams would inspect specific allegations of any 
violation and report to the Secreta -General, who 
would keep the Council informed o their findings. ;Y 

In a replyn4 dated I5 June 1984, the President 
informed the Secretary-General that the members of 
the Council, having discussed the matter, agreed to 
the measures he had proposed. 

By no@’ dated I9 September 1984, the Secretary- 
General indicated that the teams in Baghdad and 
Teheran had been in place since 20 and 26 June 
1984, respectively, and had been prepared to respond 
immediately to requests for inspection by the Gov- 
ernment concerned. He included the report of the 
team in Baghdad, which had carried out the first 
inspection on I7 September 1984, at the request of 
the Government of Iraq. 

2. Subsidiary organs proposed but not established 

CASE 5 

During its consideration of the complaint by 
Angola against South Africa, at its 2300th meeting, 
on 3 I Au 
draft reso utio@ submitted by Mexico, Niger, Pana- P 

ust I98 I, the Council voted on a revised 

ma, the Philippines, Tunisia and Uganda, which 
provided in its operative paragraph IO: 

The Security Council, 

IO. De&es to send immediately to Angola a commission of 
investigation. comprising live members of the Security Council, in 
order to undertake an on-the-spot evaluation of the critical 
situation resulting from the armed invasion of racist South Africa 
and to report to the Council not later than 30 September 1981; 

The draft resolution received I3 votes in favour to 
I against, with I abstention, and was not adopted 
owin to the negative vote of a permanent member of 
the ouncil. E 

CASE 6 

During the Council’s consideration of the situation 
in the Middle East, at the 238 I st meeting, on 26 June 
1982, France submitted a revised draft resolution,8’ 
which provided in paragraphs 6 to 9: 

The Security Council. 

I 

6. Reguesrs the Secretary-General, as an immediate measure, to 
station United Nations military observers, in agreement with the 
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Government of Lebanon, with instructions to supervise the cease- 
tire and disengagement in and around Beirut; 

7. Further requests the Secretary-General lo study any request by 
the Government of Lebanon for the installation of a United 
Nations force which could, within the framework of the implemcn- 
tation of rhe preceding paragraphs. take up positions beside the 
Lebanese interposition forces, or for the use of the forces available 
lo Ihe United Nations in the region: 

8. Requests rhe Secretary-General to report lo the Security 
Council on an urgent and sustained basis not later than I July 
1982 on the status of implementation of the present resolution and 

of resolulions 508 (1982). 509 (1982) and 512 (1982); 

9. Requests all Member States 10 co-operate fully with the 
United Nations in the implementation of the present resolution; 

The draft resolution was put to the vote at the 
same meeting and received 14 votes in favour and I 
a 
P 
ainst; it was not adopted owing to the negative vote 

o a permanent member of the Council. 

CASE 7 

Lebanon submitted a draft resolutionW which provid- 
ed in operative paragraphs 3 and 6: 

The Securrty ( ‘ouncil. 

3. Authorrzcs the Secretary-General to deploy immediately and 
in consultation with the Government of Lebanon an adequate 
number of United Nations observers lo monitor the situation in 
the areas of hostilities and requests all parties lo co-operate fully 
with the United Nations observers In the implementation of their 
mandate; 

6. Requtws the Secretary-General, as a matter of urgency. to 
initiate appropriate consultarions. and in particular with the 
Government of Lebanon, on additional steps, including the 
possible deploymen( of United Nations forces, lo assist that 
Government in its cl’forts to ensure peace and public order and 
secure the full protection of the civilian population in all areas of 
hostilities; 

At the 2384th meeting,. on 29 July 1982, in 
connection with the situation in the Middle East 
E ypt 

?I 
and France submitted a draft resolutioqRR 

w  ich, in Section B, operative paragraphs I and 2. 
provided: 

In a letter?’ of the same date, the representative of 
Lebanon requested the President of the Council to 
submit the draft resolution to a vote at an appropri- 
ate time, when a positive response was likely to be 
obtained or when the members of the Council felt 
that further action was necessary in the light of new 
developments. 

The Security Council. The draft resolution was not put to a vote. 

I. Requests the Secretary-General. as an immediate measure, (0 
station United Nations military observers, by agreement with the 
Government of Lebanon, in order to supervise the cease-fire and 
disengagement in and around Beirut; 

2. Further requests the Secretary-General, bearing in mind the 
provisions of Security Council resolution 5 I I ( 1982). lo prepare a 
report on the prospects for the deployment of a United Nations 
peace-keeping force which could, within the framework of the 
implementation of the preceding paragraphs, take up positions 
beside the Lebanese interposition forces. or on the use of rhe 
United Nations forces already deployed in the region. 

The draft resolution was not put to the vote. 

CASE IO 

At the 2519th meeting, on 29 February 1984, 
durin 

B 
its consideration of the situation in the 

Midd e East, the Council had before it a draR 
resolutiong2 and two revised textsg3 submitted by 
France on 23, 27 and 28 February, respectively. The 
original draft resolution provided under operative 
paragraphs 3 to 5: 

The Security (buncrl. 

. 

CASE 8 

In connection with the incident involvin the 
downing of a Korean Air Lines 

P 
lane in !k viet 

airs 
I2 !i 

ace, the Council voted at its 24 6th meeting, on 
eptember 1983, on a revised draft resolutlon*9 

sponsored b 
K 

Australia, Belgium, Canada, Colombia, 
the Federal epublic of Germany, Fiji, France, Italy, 
Japan, Malaysia, the Netherlands, New Zealand, 
Paraguay, the Philippines, Thailand, the United 
Kingdom and the United States, which provided 
under operative paragraphs 6 to 8: 

The Security Council. 

3. Decidrs to deploy immediately, under its authority, a United 
Nations Force composed of personnel furnished by Member States 
other than Ihe permanent members of the Security Council and 
selected. if appropriate, from contingents of the United Nations 
Interim Force in Lebanon. The said Force will take up a position 
in the Beirut area upon the departure of the last elemcnls of the 
Multinational Force from the territory and waters under Lebanese 
sovereignty. The United Nations Force shall have the mission of 
monitoring compliance with the cease-tire and helping lo protect 
the civilian populations, in particular in the Palestinian refugee 
camps, and (hereby lo re-establish the peace necessary for the 
restoration of rhe territorial integrity, unity, sovereignty and 
independence of Lebanon, without intervening in the internal 
affairs of Lebanon for the bcnetir of any party whatsoever; 

6. Invites Ihe Secretary-General, making use of such expert 
advice as he deems necessary and in consultation with appropriate 
international bodies, lo conduct a full investigation into the 
circumstances of the tragedy; 

7. Further invites the Secretary-General lo report his findings to 
the Security Council within fourteen days; 

8. Calls upon all States lo lend their fullest co-operation lo the 
Secretary-General in order (0 facilirarc his investigation pursuant 
lo the present resolution; 

4. Requests Member Slates to facilitate the task of the United 
Nations Force, in particular by refraining from any intervenlion in 
the internal affairs of Lebanon and any action that might 
jeopardize (he rceslablishmcnt of peace and security in the Beirut 
area; 

5. Invrres the Secretary-General to make, as a matter of urgency, 
the necessary arrangements and to report lo it as soon as possible 
on the implementation of this resolution. 

The first revised text contained an identical opera- 
tive paragraph 4 and provided under operative 
paragraphs 3 and 5: 

The Securrty Council. 

The revised draft resolution received 9 votes in 
- favour to 2 against, with 4 abstentions, and was not 

adopted owing to the negative vote of a permanent 
member of the Council. 

CASE 9 

In connection with the situation in the Middle 
East, on 19 September 1983, the representative of 

3. Decides, in agreement with the Government of Lebanon, lo 
establish immediately. under the authority of the Council, a 
United Nations force composed of personnel furnished by Mem- 
ber States other than the permanent members of the Security 
Council and selected, if appropriate, from contingents of the 
United Nations Interim Force in Lebanon. The said Force will 
take up a position in the Beirut area, in co-ordination with the 
Lebanese authorities concerned, as soon as all elcmenls of the 
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Multinational Force shall have left Lebanese territory and territo- 
rial waters. The United Nations Force shall have the mission of 
monitoring compliance with the cease-fire and helping to protect 
the civilian populations, including in the Palestinian refugee 
camps, and, without intervening in the international affairs of 
Lebanon for the benetit of any party whatever, shall thereby assist 
in retstablishing the peace necessary for the resforation of the 
territorial integrity, unity, sovereignty and independence of Leba- 
non; 

5. Invire.~ the Secretary-General to report to it within forty-eight 
hours on the implementation of this resolution. 

In the second revised text, operative paragraphs 3 
and 5 were the same as in the first revised text, and 
operative paragraph 4 provided: 

The Security Council, 

4. Reqquexsrs Member States IO refrain from any intervention in 
the internal affairs of Lebanon and any action, in particular 
military action, that might jeopardize the re-establishment of 
peace and security in Lebanon, and to facilitate the task of the 
United Nations Force; 

At the same meeting, the Council voted on the 
second revised text, which received 13 votes in 
favour to 2 against and was not adopted owing to the 
negative vote of a permanent member of the Council. 
The original draft resolution and the first revised text 
were not put to a vote. 

B. NOT INVOLVING, TO FACILITATE THEIR WORK, 

MEETINGS AT PLACES AWAY FROM THE SEAT OF 

THE ORGANIZATION 

1. Subsidiary organs established 

CASE I I 

Good ofices OS the Secretary-General under state- 
ments dated I April and 5 Ma 
lions 502 (1982) and 515 (I 9 2) l 

I982 and resoiu- 

At the 2345th meeting, on 1 April 1982, in 
connection with the question of the Falkland Islands 
(Islas Malvinas), the President made a statement,94 in 
which the Council, inter alia, took note of a state- 
ment by the Secretary-General indicating that he had 
met with the representatives of Argentina and the 
United Kingdom and had appealed to both sides to 
exercise restraint, and called upon the Governments 
of Argentina and the United Kingdom to continue 
the search for a diplomatic solution. 

At its 2350th meeting, on 3 April 1982, the 
Council adopted a revised draft resolution95 spon- 
sored by the United Kingdom by 10 votes to 1, with 
4 abstentions, as resolution 502 (1982), by which the 
Council,+inter alia, recalled the President’s statement 
of 1 April 1982 and called upon the Governments of 
Argentina and the United Kingdom to seek a diplo- 
matic solution to their differences. 

On 5 May 1982, following consultations of the 
Council, the President issued a statement96 express- 
ing concern at the deterioration of the situation and 
conveying strong support for the efforts of the 
Secretary-General. 

In a letter9’ dated 20 May 1982, the Secretary- 
General informed the President that, in his jud e- 
ment, the efforts in which he had been engaged d id 
not currently offer the prospect of ending the crisis or 

P 
reventing an intensification of the conflict. The 

ollowing day, at the Council’s 2360th meeting, the 

Secretary-General gave an account of his activities 
over the preceding two weeks. He described his 
extensive contacts with the arties and his efforts to 
assist them in arriving at a ramework for a peaceful P 
settlement. He indicated that he had, among other 
things, outlined to the parties the kind of assistance 
that the United Nations could provide, with the 
authorization of the Council and the agreement of 
the parties, and without prejudice to the possibility 
of other types of action that the Council might decide 
upon, including: the dispatch of United Nations 
civilian and military observers to supervise any 
agreed withdrawal of troops or civilians; a United 
Nations “umbrella” for such arrangements; and a 
United Nations interim administratlon. The Secre- 
tary-General concluded that, while he believed that 
an agreement along the lines which had been devel- 
oped in the precedmg two weeks could restore peace 
and form the basis for a lasting solution of the 
conflict, the necessary accommodations had not been 
forthcoming and he had therefore been obliged to 
inform the President of his appraisal of the situa- 
tion.9n 

The Council, at its 2368th meeting, on 26 May 
1982, unanimously adopted a draft resolutionP9 spon- 
sored by Guyana, Ireland, Jordan, Togo, Uganda and 
Zaire as resolution 505 (1982), the operative part of 
which reads as follows: 

The Security Cbuncil. 

. . . 

I. Expresses appreciation to the Secretary-General for the efforts 
that he has already made to bring about an agreement between the 
parties, to ensure the implementation of resolution 502 (I 982) and 
thereby to restore peace in the region; 

2. Requests the Secretary-General. on the basis of the present 
resolution, to undertake a renewed mission of good off&s, bearing 
in mind resolution 502 (1982) and the approach outlined in his 
statement of 21 May 1982; 

3. Urges the parties to the conflict to cooperate fully with the 
Secretary-General in his mission with a view to ending the present 
hostilities in and around the Falkland Islands (Islas Malvinas). 

4. Requesfs the Secretary-General to enter into contact immedi- 
ately with the parties with a view to negotiating mutually 
acceptable terms for a cease-fire, including, if necessary, arrange- 
ments for the dispatch of United Nations observers to monitor 
compliance with the terms of the cease-fire; 

5. Requests the Secretary-General to submit an interim report to 
the Security Council as soon as possible and, in any case, not later 
than seven days afier the adoption of the present resolution. 

Following the vote, the Secretary-General ex- 
pressed doubt as to whether the terms of reference 
contained in resolution 505 (1982) would provide 
sufficiently clear and precise guidance to the parties 
or to himself, and he pointed out that it would be 
extremely difficult to achieve an early cease-fire and 
return to negotiations while the war was in full 
swing.lOO 

The Secretary-General submitted an interim re- 
Port’0 on 2 June 1982 in which he described his 
contacts with the parties concerning a possible cease- 
tire. He indicated that the positions of the parties did 
not allow the possibility of working out a mutually 
acceptable cease-fire at that time, but he would 
maintain close contact with the parties if an opportu- 
nity arose for exercising his good offices to help end 
the crisis. 
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CASE I2 

Ad Hoc Committee established under 
Securily Council resolution 507 (I 982) 

In the course of its consideration of the report of 
the Committee of Inquiry established under resolu- 
tion 496 (198 1) in connection with the complaint by 
Seychelles,lo2 the Council, at its 2370th meeting, on 
28 May 1982, unanimously adopted a draft resolu- 
tion’*’ sponsored by Guyana, Jordan, Panama, Togo, 
Uganda and Zaire as resolution 507 (1982), which 
reads in part as follows: 

The Security Council. 

8. Appeals to all States and international organizations. includ- 
ing the specialized agencies of the United Nations, to assist the 
Republic of Seychelles to repair the damage caused by the act of 
mercenary aggression; 

9. Decides to estabhsh. by 5 June 1982, a special fund for rhe 
Republic of Seychelles, to be supplied by volunlary contributions, 
through which assistance should be channelled for economic 
reconstrucl ion; 

10. Decides to establish an ad hoc commirtee. before the end of 
May 1982, composed of four members of the Security Council, to 
be chaired by France.“” to co-ordinate and mobilize resources for 
the Special Fund esrablished under paragraph 9 of the present 
resolution, for immediate disbursement 10 the Republic of Sey- 
chelles; 

1 I. Reqquesrs the Secretary-General to provide all necessary 
assistance to the Ad Hoc Committee for the implementation, in 
particular, of paragraphs 8, 9 and IO of the present resolution; 

In a notelo dated 28 May 1982, the President 
announced that the Council had agreed in consulta- 
tions that the additional members of the Ad Hoc 
Committee would be Guyana, Jordan and Togo. 

The Ad Hoc Committee met twice in 1982. In a 
letterlM dated 24 June 1983, addressed to the Presi- 
dent of the Council, the representative of Seychelles 
requested that the Special Fund established under 
resolution 507 (1982) be kept operational and that 
the Council remain seized of the Item “Complaint by 
Seychelles”. 

2. Subsidiary organs proposed but not established 

CASE 13 

In the course of the Council’s consideration of the 
situation in Namibia, at the 2276th meetin , on 29 
April 198 1, Mexico, Niger, Panama, the Phi f ippines 
Tunisia and Uganda submitted a draft resolutionlo 
by which the Council would have imposed sanctions 
a 
r 

inst South Africa under Chapter VII of the 
harter and which provided in operative paragraphs 

9 and 10: 

The Securiry Council. 
. . 

9. Decides to eslablish, in accordance with rule 28 of the 
provisional rules of procedure, a committee of the Security 
Council to monitor the implementation of rhe present resolution; 

IO. Calls upon States Members of the United Nations or 
members of specialized agencies to report to the Secretary-General 

_- 

and lo the Security Council Committee on measures taken to 
implement the present resolution; 

At the 2277th meeting, on 30 April 1981, the draft 
resolution received 9 votes in favour to 3 against, 
with 3 abstentions, and was not adopted owing to the 
negative votes of three permanent members of the 
Council. 

CASE I4 

At the 2276th meeting, on 29 April 1981, in 
connection with the situation in Namibia, Niger 
Tunisia and Uganda submitted a draft resolution,lOB 
which provided in its operative part: 

The Security Council, 

I. Decides to establish, in accordance with rule 28 of its 
provisional rules of procedure, a committee of the Security 
Council, provided with powers and means commensurate with its 
responsibilities, to undertake the following tasks and to report to it 
with its observations: 

(a) To seek from any Stale information relevant to the strict 
implementation of resolutions (1981), including any activities 
by any nationals of that State or in its territories that may 
constitute an evasion of the provisions of (he present resolutions; 

(h) To examine such reports on the implementation of the 
above-mentioned resolutions as may be submilted by the Sccre- 
tary-General; 

2. Calls upon all States 10 co-operate fully with the committee 
established in accordance with rule 28 of the provisional rules of 
procedure in regard lo the fulfilment of its tasks concerning the 
effective implementation of resolutions ( 1981) and to supply to 
that committee such information as may be sought by it in 
pursuance of the present resolution; 

3. Requesrs the Secretary-General to provide every assistance to 
the committee in the implementation of its mandate. 

At its 2277th meeting, on 30 April 1981, the 
Council decided not to put the draft resolution to the 
vote in view of the fact that the preceding draA 
resolutionstOg upon which the text depended had 
failed of adoption. 

CASE I5 

During the Council’s consideration of the situation 
in the occupied Arab territories, at the 2329th 
meeting, on 20 January 1982, Jordan submitted a 
revised draft resolutionl10 by which the Council, 
acting in accordance with the provisions of Chapter 
VII of the Charter, would have decided that all 
Member States should consider applying concrete 
and effective measures to refrain from providing an 
assistance or aid to and co-operation with Israel m a r I 
fields, and which provided in paragraph 7: 

The Securiry Council, 
, . . 
7. Decides to establish, in accordance with Article 29 of the 

Charter, a committee of the Security Council to examine and 
report to the Council on the progress of the implementation of the 
present resolution; 

At the same meeting, the draft resolution received 
9 votes in favour to 1 against, with 5 abstentions, and 
was not adopted owing to the ne ative vote of a 
permanent member of the Counci . f 
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-part II 

**CONSIDERATION OF PROCEDURES RELATIVE TO SUBSIDIARY ORGANS 

NOTES 

I See the note to part I of the present chapter for informal 
proposals to set up subsidiary organs submitted to the Council. 

I Case I. resolution 496 (198 I). 
1 Case I I. President’s statements dated I April (S/14944) and 5 

May I982 $l5047), representing the conse&us of the members 
of the Council. and resolutions 502 (1982) and 505 (1982). 

a Case 12. resolution 507 (1982). 
’ Case 2, resolution 5 I6 (I 982). 
‘Case 3, resolution 527 (1982). 
’ Case 4. letter from the Secretary-General dated I4 June I984 

(S/16627) and letter from the President dated I5 June 1984 
(S/16628), representing the consensus of the members of the 
Council. 

‘S/14338, OR, 36th yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March 1981. 
92290th and 229lst mtgs. 
‘O230lst and 2302nd mtgs. 
II 2307th and 2309th mtgs. 
I* 2478th and 2479th mtgs. 
I’ 2517th and 2518th mtgs. 
“See case 2. 
I’ The mandate of the Force was extended by resolutions 485 

(1981). 493 (1981). 506 (1982). 524 (1982). 531 (1983), 543 
(1983); 551 (.1984) and 557 (1984). 

‘&The Secretary-General submitted the following progress re- 
ports: s/14759, OR, 36th yr. Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1981; Sll5079, 
ibid.. 3 7th yr.. Suppl. for April-June 1982, s/i 5493. ibid.. Suppl. for 
Oct.-Dec. 1982; S/15777. OR. 38th yr., Suppl. for April-June 1983; 
Sll6169. ibid., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1983; S/16573. OR, 39th yr.. 
Suppl. for April-June 1984; and s/16829, ibid., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 
1984. 

“The mandate of the Force was extended by resolutions 488 
(19811. 498 11981). 511 (1982). 519 (1982). 523 (1982). 529 
il983j: 536 (‘1983):’ 538 (i983);‘549 (1984) and 555 (1984). 

I’ The Secretary-General submitted the following reports: 
Sll4407, OR, 36th yr., Suppl. for Jan-March 1981: S/14537, ibid., 
Suppl. for April-June 1981; S/l4789 and Corr. I, ibid.. Suppl. for 
Oct.-Dec. 1981; S/14869, ibid., 37th yr.. Suppl. for Jan.-March 
1982; s/i4996 and Corr. I, ibid.. Suppl. for April-June 1982; 
S/I 5 I94 and Add. I and 2. ibid.; S/l 5357, ibid., Suppl. for July- 
Sept. 1982; S/l5455 and Corr.1, ibid.. Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1982; 
s/15557. ibid.. 38th yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March. 1983; S/i 5863, 
ibid., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1983; S/16036. ibid., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 
1983; S/16472, ibid., 39th yr.. Suppl. for April-June 1984; and 
S/16776, ibid.. Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1984. 

I9 Resolutions 488 (1981). 498 (1981). 501 (l982), 523 (1982), 
549 (l984), and 555 (1984). 

z” Statements representing the consensus of the members of the 
Council: S/I 4414. OR, 36th yr., Resolutions and Decisions of the 
Security Council, 1981. and S/14572, ibid. 

II Resolutions 488 (1981). 498 (1981) and 501 (1982). 
I1 St 14869. OR, 37th yr.. Suppl. for Jan.-March 1982. 
l1 Resolution 501 (I 982). 
14s/15194 and Add.1 and Add.2, OR, 37th yr.. Suppl. for April- 

June 1982. 
*’ Throughout the period following the Israeli invasion there was 

extensive discussion concerning the role of UNIFIL in view of the 
altered circumstances in southern Lebanon. For a comprehensive 
review of events in the UNIFIL area of operation and related 
Security Council discussion and action, see chap. VIII, part ii, 
“Situation in the Middle East”. 

z6The mandate of the Force was extended by resolutions 486 
(1981). 495 (1981). 510 (1982). 526 (1982), 534 (1983). 544 
(l983), 553 (1984) and 559 (1984). 

z7 The Secretary-General submitted the following reports: 
S/l4490 and Add.1, OR, 36th yr.. Suppl. for April-June 1981; 
s/l4778 and Add.1 and Corr.1 and 2, ibid., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 

1981; S/l5149 and Add.1 and Corr.1, ibid,. 37th yr., Suppl. for 
Aprrl-June 1982; S/I 5502 and Add.1, ibid., Suppl. for Ocr.-Dec. 
1982; S/l5812 and Add.1 and Corr.1. ibid., 38th yr.. Suppl. for 
April-June 1983; S/l6192 and Add. I, ibid.. SuppI.. for Oc;.-Dec. 
1983: S/16519. ibid., 39th vr.. Suml. for April-June 1984; S/l6596 
and Add.1 and 2 and Corr:I and’i. ihid.. and S/l6858 and Add.], 
ibid., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1984. 

*‘s/16858. 
n For a comprehensive review of Council discussion and action 

concemina the situation in Cyprus and UNFICYP. see chap. VIII. 
part II. “Situation in Cyprui”. 

‘“Sl14179. OR. 35th yr.. Suppl. for July-Sept. 1980. 
II Virtually every speaker in the debate urged the Council to 

adopt the recommendations included in the Committee’s report 
and, in particular, to provide the Committee with a permanent 
secretariat or other machinery to enable it to fultil its mandate. See 
2397th mtg. and 2398th mtg. 

‘1Sl16860, OR, 39th yr., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1984. 
31 2564th mtg. 
y s/14333. OR. 36th vr.. Suool. for Jan.-March 1981: S/15776. 

ibid., 38th yr;. Suppl. for.April-.kne*I 983; SII 5943. ibid., Suppl. for 
Julv-Scot. 1983: and S/16237. ibid.. Swol. for Oct.-Dec. 1983. 

I; By-letter dated 4 May 198; (S/l5038.‘OR. 37th yr.. Suppl. for 
April-June 1982). the representative of Jordan pointed out that 
over I7 months had passed since the Commission had submitted 
its report (s/14268. ibid.. 35th yr.. Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1980) and 
that the States of which the Commission had been composed were 
no longer members of the Council. He requested that the Council 
address itself to the report and the reconstitution of the Commis- 
sion in order that it might continue with its mandate (see S/15038, 
ibid., 37th yr.. Suppl. for April-June 1982). The Chairman of the 
Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the 
Palestinian People, in a letter dated 24 May 1982 (S/l 5 120. ibid.) 
raised the same points, as did the representative of Jordan, at the 
2401st meeting, on I2 November 1982 (see 240ist mtg.. para. 67). 

Id The Council, inter alia. urged or requested that the Secretary- 
General pursue his mediation efforts by the following decisions: 
resolutions 514 (1982), 522 (1982) and 540 (1983) and President’s 
statements dated 2 I February 1983 (S/I 5616, OR. 38th yr.. 
Resolutions and Decrsions of the Security Councrl, 1983) and 30 
March 1984 (S/16454. ibid.. 39th yr.. Resolurions and Decisions of 
the Security Council, 1984) representing the consensus of the 
members of the Council. 

J’Sli5834, OR. 38th yr.. Suppl. for April-June 1983. and 
S/16433. ibid., 39th VT.. SUPPI. for Jan.-March 1984. 

I* s/I 62 14, ibid.. 3&h yr.: mSuipl. for Oct.-Dec. 1983. 
Iv See also case 4. 
u) The Secretary-General, on I5 July 1982, submitted a report 

(S/I 5293. OR, 37th yr., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1982) in pursuance of 
resolution 514 (1982) and on 7 October 1982 he submitted a 
report (S/l 5449, ibid, Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1982) in pursuance of 
resolutions 514 (1982) and 522 (1982). For a comprehensive 
review of Council action and discussion concerning the situation 
between Iran and Iraq, see chap. VIII, part ii, “Situation between 
Iran and Iraq”. 

‘I In each case the Secretary-General submitted a report to the 
Council on the implementation of the decision in question, with 
the exception of resolution 504 (1982). which did not provide for a 
report by the Secretary-General. 

4z The Secretary-General transmitted the report of his Special 
Representative to the Council (S/14786, OR, 36th yr.. Suppl. for 
Oct.-Dec. 1981). 

“A number of informal proposals were made in connection 
with the situation in the Middle East: (a) the representative of the 
Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) referred to the PLO 
having approached the Secretary-General about using his good 
offices in order to end the killing of civilians in southern Lebanon 
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(2292nd mtg., para.87); (b) the representative of the PLO stated 
that the Council should send a United Nations force to Beirut 
because the dispatch of observers was not sufticient to ensure the 
safety of Palestinian civilians (2396th mtg.. para.35); and (c) 
Austria transmitted a letter from the Federal Minister for Foreign 
Affairs of Austria suggesting that the Council dispatch a commis- 
sion of investigation. to be composed of members of the Council 
as well as the necessary exoerts. in order to obtain clarity reaardinn 
those responsible for the massacre of civilians in Israeii&cupied 
Beirut (S/15416. OR, 371h VI.. SUOD/. for July-Sent. 198.2). In his 
reply, the President of the Council stated that th; membe’rs of the 
Council were giving the suggestion serious consideration (S/I 5428, 
ibid.). 

In connection with a letter dated 22 March 1983 from the 
representative of Nicaragua, the President, in his capacity as the 
representative of the United Kingdom, suggested that through the 
exercise of his good offtccs the Secretary-General could play a role 
in bringing about a dialogue among the parties concerned (2427th 
mtg.). The Deputy Minister for External Relations of Nicaragua 
indicated that his Government was prepared to agree that the 
Council should give the Secretary-General a mandate to co-operate 
with and assist the Contadora countries in establishing a dialogue 
between Nicaragua and Honduras and between Nicaragua and the 
United States, and that the dialogue should take place at the 
United Nations (S/15681. OR, 38th yr.. Suppl. /or April-June 
1983). France expressed support for the United Kingdom proposal 
that the Secretary-General be entrusted with a mission of good 
offtces and indicated that the purpose of the mission should be to 
propose to the interested parties any appropriate procedure for a 
meeting, the agenda and purposes of which should have the prior 
consent of the parties (S/15689, ibid.) 

The following suggestions were also made: in connection with 
the situation in Namibia, the Minister for Foreign Affairs of South 
Africa invited, through the Secretary-General, all the members of 
the Council to visit Namibia in order personally to observe and 

- establish the cause of the instability in the area of the border with 
Angola (S/14652. OR, 36th yr. Suppl. for July-Sept. 1981); in 
connection with the situation in the occupied Arab territories, 
Zaire suggested that the Council entrust either the Secretary- 
General or a committee established in accordance with Article 29 
of the Charter with the task of undertaking renewed efforts to 
achieve an overall settlement of the Middle East crisis (2329th 
mtg., para.89); in connection with a letter dated I9 March 1982 
from Nicaragua. France proposed that the Secretary-General 
investigate the charges by the United States and by Nicaragua and 
report to the Council (2339th mtg.. para 43); in connection with 
the situation in Cyprus, the representative of Cyprus proposed the 
disarmament and demilitarization of Cyprus and the creation of a 
police force to be composed of Greek and Turkish Cypriots under 
the control of an international United Nations police force; he also 
referred to a similar proposal made by Greece (2378th mtg., para 
31); in connection with the situation in Grenada, the representa- 
tive of the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya called upon the Council to 
establish a fact-finding committee with regard to the United States 
invasion of Grenada (2487th mtg.); and, in connection with the 
letter dated 3 October 1984 from the representative of the Lao 
People’s Democratic Republic, the Government of Thailand 
charged that the Lao side had attacked a car carrying Thai highway 
offtcials and requested the Secretary-General to use his good 
offrices in order to dissuade the Lao People’s Democratic Republic 
from carrying out such provocative actions (S/16747, OR, 39th yr., 
Suppl. for July-Sept. 1984). 

44 S/14793, adopted without change. 

u S/14816, OR, 36th yr.. SuppJ. for OCI.-Dec. 1981. 

~Ss/l4850, ibid.. 37th yr.. Suppl. for Jan.-March 1982. 

” S/1490S/Rcv.t, ibid.. Special Supplement No. 2. 

‘I S/I 5 127, adopted without change. 

4q S/15359, OR. 37th yr.. Suppl. for July-Sept. 1982. 

wO15473, ibid., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1982. 

sB Sl I5492fRcv. I, ibid.. Special Supplement No. 3. 

sJSI15845. ibrd.. 38th yr.. Suppl. for April-June 1983. 

J’SIl5860. ibid., Resolutions and Dectsions of the Security 
Council, 1983. 

u S/l 5330. adopted without change. 

3s S/15334, OR. 3 7th yr.. Suppl. for July-Sept. 1982. 

16 S/I 5333, ibid. 
” s/I 53341Add. I, ibid. 

‘s s/I 5342, ibid. 

” S/l 53431Rev. I, adopted without change. 

y S/I 5345. OR, 37th yr.. Suppl. for July-Sept. 19X2. 

61 S/lS345/Add.l, ibid. An additional addendum, dated 6 Au- 
gUSt 1982. was issued as SlI5345fAdd.2. rbid. 

6z S/I 5355 and Corr. I, adopted as orally revised at the 2392nd 
meeting. 

bJSj15362. OR. 37th yr., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1982. 

64 Draft resolution S/15367. prepared in consultations and 
adopted without change. 

6J S/I 5382, OR. 37th yr., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1982. 
&See S/15371. ibid. 

b’ Sl153821Add.t. ibid. 
br S/I 5382lAdd.2, ibid. 

bq S/I 5394lRcv. 1, adopted without change. 

‘aSl154QQ. OR, 37th yr.. Suppl. for July-Sept. 1982. 
‘I S/I 5402, adopted without change. 

I2 S/15408, OR. 37th yr.. Suppl. for July-Sepr. 1982. 
‘I SI 15404. annex. ibid. 

” S/l5408/Add.l and 2, ibid. 

‘s SII 5956, OR. 38th yr.. Suppl. for July-Sept. 1983. 

‘dS/163511Rev. 2. ibid.. 39th yr.. Suppl. /or Jan.-March 1984. 
“S/15524, adopted without change. 

” SI I 5600. 

‘p S/I 5846, adopted without change. 

M SI I66 I I. OR, 39th yr.. Suppl. for April-June 1984. 
s’ S/l6609 and S/16610, ibid. 

g2Sl16614 and S/16615, ibid. 

s’Sll6627, ibid., Resoluttons and Decisions of the Securrty 
Council. 1984. 

I4 S/16628, ibid. 

r’Sll6750 and Corr.1, ibid., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1984. 

sb Sll4664lRev 2. ibid.. 36th yr.. Suppl. for July-Sept. 1981. 

s’ S/I 5255lRcv.2. ibid.. 37th yr.. Suppl. for April-June 1982. 
sr S/15317. ibid.. Suppl. for July-Sept. 1982. 

sv S/I 5966lRev. I. ibid.. 38th yr., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1983. 

w St 15990. ibid. 
sl Sl I 5994, ibid. 

q2 S/16351, ibid., 39th yr.. Suppl. for Jan.-March 1984. 
9~Sl16351/Rev.I and 2, ibid. 

“S/14944, ibid.. 37th yr.. Resolutions and Decistons of the 
Security Council, 1982. 

pJ Sll4947lRev. I, adopted without change. 

p6 S/15047. OR, 37th yr.. Resolutions and Decisions of the 
Security Council, 1982. 

q7 SlI5099, ibid., 37th yr.. Suppl. for April-June 1982. 

9s2360th mtg., paras. 4-23. 

pp S/I 5 122. adopted without change. 

lm2368th mtg.. paras. 87-89. In explanation of the vote, a 
number of representatives expressed the view that the Secretary- 
General should have been Biven more specific terms of reference 
or that the Council should have facilitated his task by calling for a 
cease-tire. See 2368th mtg.: Spain, paras. 59-63; Panama, paras. 
64-79; China, paras. 80-85; and USSR, paras. 92-99. 

lo1 s/I51 51. OR, 37th yr., Suppl. for April-June 1982. 
lo* See case I. 

lo1 Sl I5 127. adopted without change. 

lWAt the 2359th meeting, the representative of France had 
expressed his delegation’s support for the establishment of a 
voluntary contribution fund for Seychelles and had stated that, 
within that framework, it was prepared to play a special role 
(2359th mtg. paras. 63 and 64). 

L0’S11J138, OR. 37th yr., Suppl. for April-June 1982. 
‘“Sl15845, ibtd.. 38th yr.. Suppl. for April-June 1983. 

‘oTSl14459. ibid., 36th yr.. Suppl. for April-June 1981. 
laa SI 14463, ibrd. 

‘09Sl14459, Sll4460/Rev.l. S/l4461 and S/14462, ibid; see also 
case 13. 

“O S/l4832/Rcv.l. OR, 37th yr.. Suppl. for Jan.-March 1982. 


