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INTRODUCTORY NOTE

The present chapter contains material selected on the cri-
terion of the occurrence of discussion in the Security
Council regarding Articles 33 to 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, since
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.

As in the previous volumes of the Repertoire, listing of
the decisions of the Council in the pacific settlement of
disputes is set out under the appropriate subheadings in the
analytical table of measures adopted by the Council con-
tained in chapter VIII, part I, of the present Supplement.

The case histories on each question in this chapter are
narrow in focus and thus must be examined in the context
of the respective proceedings presented in chapter VIII,
part II, of the present Supplement.

CHAPTER VI OF THE CHARTER: PACIFIC
SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES

“Article 33

“1. The parties to any dispute, the continuance of
which is likely to endanger the maintenance of intema-
tional  peace and security, shall, first of all, seek a solution
by negotiation, enquiry, mediation, conciliation, arbitra-
tion, judicial settlement, resort to regional agencies or ar-
rangements, or other peaceful means of their own choice.

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

“Article 34

“The Security Co&i1  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.

“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 Gen-
eral Assembly.

“2. A State which is not a Member of the United Na-
tions 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 re-
spect of matters brought to its attention under this Article
will be subject to the provisions of Articles I 1 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 procedures or methods
of adjustment.

“2. The Security Council should take into considera-
tion any procedures for the settlement 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 nrle be referred by the
parties to the International Court of Justice in accordance
with the provisions of the Statute of the Court. -a

“Article 3 7

“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 Security Council.

“2. If the Security Council deems that the continu-
ance of the dispute is in fact likely to endanger the main-
tenance of international peace and security, it shall de-
cide 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 dis-
pute so request, make recommendations to the parties with
a view to a pacific settlement of the dispute.”

385



Part I 

CONSIDERATION OF THE PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE 33 OF THE CHARTER 

NOTE 

The full range of the actions taken by the Council in con- 
nection with the provisions of Article 33, during the period 
under review, is reflected in the various decisions of the 
Council entered under “Measures for settlement” and 
“Provisions bearing on specific issues relating to the set- 
tlement” in the analytical table of measures of chapter VIII 
of the present Supplement. Those actions and measures, to 
the extent that they indicate recourse to the Article by the 
Council itself, as well as the discharge by the parties of 
their own obligation under that Article, underline the sig- 
nificance of Article 33 in the pacific settlement of disputes. 

During the period under review, there was one instance 
in which the communication submitting a dispute to the 
Council contained no references to prior efforts at peaceful 
settlement. However, immediately before that submission, 
there was a communication setting forth the considerations 
of the Government concerned with regard to the process of 
negotiations which was being promoted by the Contadora 
Group of States.’ 

In another instance, a communication submitted a situ- 
ation with respect to which the Council was requested to 
convene immediately and to “take appropriate and urgent 
action to stop the repeated threat of use of force, as well 
as the imminent resort to armed attack...Y2 The opening 
statement during the initial phase of the Council’s consid- 
eration of the situation that was submitted by that commu- 
nication explicitly explained that the request for the meet- 
ing of the Council underscored the belief that all disputes 
between States should be settled by the peaceful means 
which had been envisaged in Chapter VI of the Charter- 
namely negotiation, inquiry, mediation, conciliation, arbi- 
tration, judicial settlement, resort to regional agencies or ar- 
rangements, or other means of their own choice-and not by 
resort to the threat or use of force. It was fLrther stressed that 
the-situation called for immediate action by the Security 
Council under Articles 33 and 34 of the Charter? 

A third communication submitting a dispute to the Coun- 
cil contained references to the effect that the dispute, which 
threatened international peace and security, had been the 
subject of the Judgment of the International Court of Jus- 
tice of 27 June 1986.’ Finally, during the period under re- 
view, a fourth communication was submitted to the Coun- 
cil, explicitly under Article 94 of the Charter, pertaining to 
non-compliance with the Judgment of the International 
Court of Justice &ted 27 June 1986 concerning military and 
paramilitary activities in and against Nicaragua? 

‘See, respectively, the letters dated 5 and 6 December 1985 from 
Nicaragua (S/l 7674 and S/17671, OR, 40th yr., Suppl. for Oct.- 

D%e~9~?*letter dated 12 April 1986 from Malta (S/17982, OR, 
4Ist yr., Suppl. for April-June 1986). 

3For the text of the relevant statement, see SjPV.2672: Malta. 
‘See the letter &ted 22 July 1986 from Nicaragua (S/l 8230, OR, 

41st yr., Suppl. fir July-Sept. 1986). For the Judgment of the ln- 
temational Court of Justice, see letter dated 11 July 1986 from 
Nicaragua (S/18221, annex, ibid.). 

%ee the letter dated 17 October 1986 from Nicaragua (S/l 8415, 
OR, 41st yr., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1986). 

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 con- 
sideration was to be resumed, also contained references to 
various eadier efforts to settle the conflicts peacehlly: 
such communications were received in connection with the 
complaints by Chad;6 in connection with the situation in 
Cyprus;’ in connection with the complaint by Angola 
against South Africa;8 in connection with the situation 
between Iran and Iraq;9 in connection with the situation 
in Namibia;lO in connection with the question concem- 
ing the situation in the region of the Falkland Islands 
(Islas Malvinas); * 1 in connection with the complaints by 

%ee the letters &ted 25 and 28 January 1985 from Chad; and 
the letter dated 28 January 1985 from the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 
(S/16906, S/1691 1 and S/16912, respectively, OR, 40th yr., Suppl. 
for Jun.-March X985); letter dated 2 January 1987 from the Libyan 
Arab Jamahiriya and letter dated 19 February 1987 from Chad, re- 
spectively (S/l8554 and S/18712, OR, 42nd yr,, Suppl. for Jan.- 
March 1987). 

‘See the letter dated 3 May 1985 from Cyprus (S/171 50, OR, 
40th yr., Suppl. for April-June 1985); letter &ted 17 May 1985 
from Turkey (S/17 198, ibid.); letters dated 17 and 21 January 1986, 
respectively, from Cyprus and the Union of Soviet Socialist Repub- 
lics (S/l7743 and S/17752 and Corr.1, OR, 41st yr., Suppl. for Jan.- 
March 1986); letter dated 22 June 1988 from Cypms (S/19953, OR, 
43rd yr., Suppl. for April-June 1988); report of the Secretary- 
General dated 30 November 1988 (S/203 10 and Add. 1, ibid., Suppl. 
for Oct.-Nov. 1988); and statement by the President of the Council 
(S/20330, Resolutions and Decisions of the Security Council, 43rd 
yr. 1988). 

gSee the letter dated 20 November 1985 from Angola (S/17645, 
annex, OR, 40th yr., SuppZ. for Oct.-Dec. 1985). 

9See the letters dated 25 February 1986 from the Islamic Repub- 
lic of Iran (S/17864, OR, 41st yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March 1986); 
letter dated 5 March 1986 from Iraq (S/17897, ibid.); letter &ted 
28 July 1986 from Iraq (S/l 8243, ibid., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1986); 
letter dated 24 August 1986 from Iraq (ibid.); letters dated 17 and 
20 July and 7 August 1988 from the Islamic Republic of Iran 
(S/20020, S/20041 and S/20094, OR 43rd yr., Suppl. for July-Sept. 
1988); letters dated 18 July and 2 August 1988 from Iraq 
(S/20023 and S/20082, ibid.); letter dated 10 August 1988 from 
Greece (on behalf of the European Community) (S/20107, ibid.); 
letter dated 24 August 1988 from Paraguay (S/20148, ibid.); let- 
ter dated 25 August 1988 from the USSR (S/20153, ibid.); and 
letter dated 17 October 1988 from the five permanent members 
of the Security Council (S/20224, ibid., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 
1988). 

‘*See the reports of the Secretary-General of 6 September 1985 
(S/17442, OR, 40th yr., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1985) and of 31 
March 1987 (S/18767, OR, 42nd yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March 
1987); letter dated 12 June 1986 from the Secretary-General to 
the Minister for Foreign Affairs of South Africa (S/l 8150, OR, 
41st yr., Suppl. for April-June 1986); letter dated 24 June 1986 
from the Philippines (S/l 8 179, ibid.); letter dated 23 July 1986 
from India (S/18235, ibid., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1986); letter 
dated 28 July 1986 from South Africa (S/18241, ibid.); and letter 
dated 5 June 1987 from the President of the United Nations 
Council for Namibia (S/18901, OR, 42nd yr., Suppl. for April- 
June 1987). 

1 ‘See the letter dated 12 February 1988 from Argentina (S/19500, 
OR, 43rd yr., Suppl. for Jan. -March i988); letter &ted 25 February 
1988 from the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ire- 
land (S/ 1954 1, ibid.); letter dated 29 February 1988 from Colombia 
(S/19559, ibid.); letters dated 2 and 4 March 1988 from Argentina 
(S/19564 and S/19579, ibid.); and letter dated 16 March 1988 from 
Zimbabwe (S/l 9649, ibid.). 
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Nicaragua;12  in connection with the situation in the Middle
East including the occupied Arab territories;‘j  and in con-
nection with the situation relating to Afghanistan.”

References to prior efforts at peaceful settlement were
made during opening statements in the initial phase of
the Council’s consideration of the letter dated 28 Janu-
ary 1985 from the representative of Chad,lS  the letter
dated 6 May 1985 from the representative of Nicara-
gua/ the situation in Namibia,” the Middle East prob-
lem including the Palestinian question,‘* the letter dated
6 December 1985 from the representative of Nicara-
gua,19 the letter dated 22 July 1986 from the repre-
sentative of Nicaragua, 2o the letter dated 17 October
1986 from the representative of Nicaragua,2’  the letter
dated 13 November 1986 from the representative of Chad,22
the situation in Cyprus, 23 the situation between Iran and
Iraq,24  the letter dated 11 March 1988 from the repre-
sentative of Argentina regarding the question concem-
ing the situation in the region of the Falkland Islands
(Islas Malvinas), 25  the letter dated 17 March 1988 from

12See the letters dated 15 June and 5 December 1985 from Nica-
ragua (S/1 7277, OR, 40th yr., Suppl. for April-June 1985 and
S/l 7674, ibid., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1985);  letters both dated 21
March 1988 from Nicaragua (S/l9660  and S/19666, OR, 43rdyr.,
Suppl. fir Jan.-March 1988); and letter dated 2 1 March 1988 from
the member countries of the Contadora Group and the Support
Group (S/19663,  ibid.).

13See the letter &ted 5 April 1988 from Mongolia (S/19742, OR,
43rd yr., Suppl. for April-June 1988); letter dated 5 April 1988
from  the Nordic States (Denmark, Finland, Iceland, Norway and
Sweden) (S/19754, ibid.); letter dated 13 April 1988 from the Act-
ing Chairman of the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable
Rights of the Palestinian People (S/19769, ibid.); and letter dated
14 April 1988 from Japan (S/19779, ibid.).

%ee the letters dated 15 and 30 November 1988 from Afghani-
stan (S/20270 and S/20305,  OR, 43rd yr., Suppf.  for Oct.-Dee.
1988); and letters dated 22 November and 3 1 December 1988 from
Greece (on behalf of the European Community) (S/20286  and
S/20365,  ibid.).

15S/PV.2S67:  Chad and Libyan Arab Jamahiriya.
‘6s1PV.2577:  Nicaragua; S/PV.2578:  Peru, United States and

Mexico.
l’S1PV.2583:  India, Peru, United Republic of Tanzania, Egypt,

South Africa, Nigeria and South-West Africa People’s Organization
(SWAPO); S/PV.2624:  India, Mauritius, South Africa;  SfPV.2755:
Madagascar, Mr. Gurirab (SWAPO). See also further report of the
Secretary-General &ted 27 October 1987 (S/19234, OR, 42nd yr.,
S u

ft
1. for Oct. -Dec. 1987).

SiPV.2618:  India, United States (President), PLO and Egypt.
19S/PV.2633:  Nicaragua, United States; S/PV.2634:  India, Peru

and Mexico.
2%/PV.2700:  Nicaragua, El Salvador; S1PV.2701:  United States,

India and Democratic Yemen.
2%/PV.27  15: Nicaragua; SiPV.27  16: United States, India, Peru,

Ira9 , Mexico and Argentina.
2 SiPV.2721: Chad, Congo, Zaire, France, United States and

Libyan  Arab Jamahiriya.
* See the statement by the President of the Council on behalf of

its members (S/pV.2607. See also S/I 7486, OR, 40th yr., Suppl.
for July-Sept. 1985).

2%/PV.2663:  Mr. Chedli Klibli (Secretary-General of the League
of Arab States), Iraq and Yemen; S/PV.2664:  Jordan, Saudi Ara-
bia, Kuwait, Tunisia and Oman; S/pV.2709:  the Secretary-General
of the United Nations; Mr. Chedli Klibli (Secretary-General of the
League of Arab States), Iraq and Egypt; S1PV.27  10: Senegal, Zam-
bia and Oman. See also report of the Secretary-General (S/l 8480,
OR, 41st  yr., Suppi.  for Oct.-Dec. 1986); and presidential statement
(S/PV.2730).

2sS/PV.2800:  Argentina, United Kingdom, Colombia, Unrguay,
Brazil and Mexico.

the representative of Nicaragua26  and the situation relating
to Afghanistan.27

In exercise of its responsibility to bring about the
peaceful settlement of a dispute or situation, the Council
may adopt decisions which refer, explicitly or implicitly,
to Article 33. The one case history entered in this part
of the present chapter covers proceedings in the Council
that have some bearing on such exercise by the Council
to bring about pacific settlement of a dispute or situ-
ation.

During the period under review, none of the resolu-
tions or decisions adopted by the Council contained ex-
plicit references to Article 33, but a number of them con-
tained provisions emphasizing to the parties the urgency
of finding a peaceful settlement to their conflict,28  call-
ing upon the parties to resume the dialogue they had
been holding with a view to reaching accords favourable
for normalizing their relations and regional d&ente,29 or to
submit immediately all aspects of their conflict to media-
tion or to any other means of peaceful settlement of dis-
putes,30  stressing to the parties concerned the urgent need
to reach a just, durable and peacetil settlement of their
conflict,31 or expressing concern that certain practices by a
party to a situation had adverse consequences for the
search for a peaceful resolution.32  In connection with the
situation in the Middle East, the Council called upon the
parties on a number of occasions to implement immedi-
ately resolution 338 (1973),  in which the Council had de-
cided that, concurrently with the ceasefire, negotiations
should start under appropriate auspices aimed at estab-
lishing a just and durable peace.33

On one occasion, in connection with the situation in Cy-
prus, the Council heard an oral report from the Secretary-
General following which the Council called upon all the
parties to make a special effort in cooperation with the
Secretary-General to reach an early agreement?’ On a
number of occasions, also in connection with the situation
in Cyprus, the Council requested the Secretary-General to
continue his mission of good offices.3s Ultimately, the Coun-
cil supported the effort that had been launched on 24 Au-
gust 1988 by the Secretary-General in the context of the
mission of good offices in Cyprus, welcomed the readiness

26s/PV.2802:  Nicaragua, Honduras, United States, Brazil, Argen-
tina Costa Rica and Peru.

*%ee  the letters dated 14 and 22 April from the Secretary-
General to the President of the Security Council and the letter dated
25 April 1988 from the President of the Security Council to the
Secretary-General, respectively (S/19834, S/19835 and S/19836,
OR, 43rd yr., Suppl. for April-June 1988).

28Presidential  statement issued on 5 March 1985 in connection
with the situation between Iran and Iraq (S/17004).

2%esolution  562 (1985),  in connection with the letter dated 6
M;

h
1985 from the representative of Nicaragua.
esolutions 582 (1986),  588 (1986),  598 (1987) and presiden-

tial statement (S/18538) read out at the 2730th mtg., held on 22
December 1986, in connection with the situation between Iran  and
Iraq.

3 Resolution 605 (1987),  in connection with the situation in the
occupied Arab territories.

32Resolutions  560 (1985),  610 (1988) and 615 (1988),  in connec-
tion with the question of South Africa.

33Resolutions  563 (1985),  576 (1985),  584 (1986),  590 (1986),
596 (1987),  603 (1987),  613 ( 1988) and 624 (1988).

3‘%ee presidential statement (S/17483) read out at the 2607th
mt .,

45
on 20 September 1985.

Resolutions 565 ( 1985),  578 (1985),  585  (1986),  593 (1986),
597 (1987),  604 (1987),  614 (1988) and 625 (1988).
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of the two parties to seek a negotiated settlement of all as-
pects of the Cyprus problem by 1 June 1989 and called
upon all the parties for full cooperation with the Secretary-
General in ensuring the success of the process then under
way.36

In connection with the situation relating to Afghanistan,
the Secretary-General, by a letter dated 14 April 1988 ad-
dressed to the President of the Security Council,37 in-
formed the members of the Council that the Governments
of Afghanistan and Pakistan had concluded, on the same
date, a set of agreements which together constituted a set-
tlement bringing to a successful conclusion several years
of difficult negotiations. The Secretary-General further
stated that, while the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
and the United States of America had been designated as
guarantors to the effect of which they had made a formal
declaration, all the instruments constituting the settlement
of the situation relating to Afghanistan would enter into
force on 15 May 1988.

On the occasion of the tenth anniversary of the adoption
of resolution 435 (1978),  containing the plan for the inde-
pendence of Namibia through free and fair elections under
the supervision and control of the United Nations, the Se-
curity Council noted developments in efforts by a number
of parties to find a peaceful solution to the conflict in
south-western Africa that were reflected in the joint state-
ment3*  of 8 August 1988 by the Governments of Angola,
Cuba, South Africa and the United States. The Council
urged the parties to display the necessary political will to
translate the commitments they had made into reality in
order to bring about a peaceful settlement of the Namibian
question and peace and stability in the region.39

There were implicit references to Article 33 contained
in a number of draft resolutions that were considered by
the Council but were either not put to the vote or voted
upon and not adopted:

(a) During the Council’s consideration of the com-
plaint by Angola against South Africa at the 26 14th meet-
ing, on 4 October 1985, the representative of South Africa
submitted a draft resolution40 by which the Council would
have requested the various factions within Angola to settle
their differences through a process of peaceful negotiation
and in a spirit of national reconciliation. The draft resolu-
tion was not put to the vote;

(6) When the Council resumed its consideration of the
situation in the Middle East at the 264 1st meeting, on 13
January 1986, the representative of Jordan submitted and
subsequently revised a draft resolution4’ by which the
Council, inter alia,  would have demanded that Israel desist

36presidential  statement (S/20330) read out at the 2833rd mtg.,
held on 15 December 1988.

31S/19834,  OR, 43rd yr., Suppi.  for April-June 1988. See also
letters dated 22 and 25 April 1988 exchanged, respectively, bc-
tween the Secretary-General and the President of the Security
Council (S/19835  and S/19836, ibid.); and resolution 622 (1988) of
31 October 1988.

3%/20109,  annex OR, 43rd yr., Suppl. fir July-Sept. 1988.
3%residential  statement (S/20208) read out at the 2827th mtg.,

held on 29 September 1988.
%/17522,  OR, 40th yr., Suppi.  for Oct.-Dec. 1985. For the pro-

cedural requirements which must be met in order for such proposals
or draft resolutions to be put to a vote, see chapter I, under rule 38
of the provisional rules of procedure of the Security Council.

41S/17730/Rev.2,  OR, 41st  yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March 1986.

from its practices and measures against the civilian popu-
lation in southern Lebanon, which were impeding the res-
toration of normal conditions in the area and threatening
the reconciliation efforts towards restoring peace and se-
curity in the whole country. The revised draft resolution
was voted upon and not adopted owing to the negative vote
of a permanent member of the Council;42

(c) During the Council’s consideration of the letter
dated 12 April 1986 from the representative of Malta re-
garding the “. .  . threat of use of force, as well as the im-
minent resort to armed attack in the central Mediterra-
nean”, at the 2763rd meeting, on 14 April 1986, the
representative of Malta submitted a draft resolution.43 Un-
der operative paragraph 4 of the draft resolution, the Coun-
cil would have entrusted the Secretary-General to take im-
mediate appropriate action with the parties concerned to
ensure that only the peaceful means which had been envis-
aged by the Charter of the United Nations were utilized to
reconcile any differences between them. The draft resolu-
tion was not put to a vote;

(d) At the 2674th to 2680th, 2682nd and 2683rd meet-
ings, between 15 and 24 April 1986, the Council consid-
ered the letters, each respectively dated 15 April 1986,
from the representatives of the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Burkina Faso, the Syrian Arab Republic and Oman, re-
garding the attack on Tripoli and Benghazi by the United
States forces. 44 In the course of those considerations, at the
2680th meeting, on 18  April 1986, a draft resolution,45 sub-
sequently revised, was submitted by the representatives of
the Congo, Ghana, Madagascar, Trinidad and Tobago and
the United Arab Emirates. Under operative paragraph 4 of
the revised draft resolution, the Council would have called
upon all parties to refrain from resorting to force, to exer-
cise restraint in the critical situation and to resolve the dif-
ferences by peaceful means in keeping with the Charter.
The revised draft resolution was voted upon and not
adopted owing to the negative vote of a permanent member
of the Council;46

(e) In the course of the Council’s consideration of the
situation in southern Africa at the 2685th meeting, on 23
May 1986, the representatives of the Congo, Ghana, Mada-
gascar, Trinidad and Tobago and the United Arab Emirates
submitted a draft resolution,47 subsequently revised, by
which the Council would have imposed, under Chapter VII
of the Charter of the United Nations, selective economic
and other sanctions, bearing in mind, inter alia, that South
Africa had ignored numerous calls by the international
community to effect peaceful change in South Africa. The
draft resolution, as orally revised, was voted upon and not
adopted owing to the negative vote of a permanent member
of the Council;4a

u>  During the Council’s consideration of the letter
dated 22 July 1986 from the representative of Nicaragua

4%or  the vote, see S/PV.2642.
4%  17984, OR, 41st  yr., Suppl. lor  April-June I986.
@See also letter dated 14 April 1986 from the representative of

the United States (S/17990,  ibid.).
4%/18016/Rev.l,  ibid.
*or the vote on the revised draft resolution (9 votes in favour

to 5 against, with 1  abstention), see SIPV.2682.
47S/18087/Rev.l,  OR, 41st  yr., Suppl. for April-June 1986 (see,

in particular, thirteenth preambular paragraph).
8For the vote on the revised resolution (12 votes in favour to 2

against, with 1 abstention), see SIPV.2686.
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regarding the dispute between the United States of Amer-
ica and Nicaragua, which had been the subject of the Judg-
ment of the International Court of Justice of 27 June
1986,4g  a five-Power draft resolution5*  was submitted at the
2703rd meeting, on 3 1 July 1986. Under the draft resolu-
tion, the Council would have expressed awareness that,
according to the Charter of the United Nations, the Inter-
national Court of Justice was the principal judicial organ
of the United Nations and that each Member undertook to
comply with the decision of the Court in any case to which
it was a party; recalled all the relevant principles of the
Charter, particularly the obligation of States to settle their
disputes exclusively by peaceful means; reaffirmed the
role of the International Court of Justice as the principal
judicial organ of the United Nations and a means for the
peaceful resolution of disputes in the interest of intema-
tional peace and security; and made an urgent and solemn
call for full compliance with the Judgment of the Intema-
tional Court of Justice of 27 June 1986 in the case of Mli-
tary  and Paramilitary Activities in and against Nicaragua.
The draff  resolution was voted upon and not adopted ow-
ing to a negative vote by a permanent member of the Coun-
cil;5’

(8) In connection with the letter dated 17 October 1986
from the representative of Nicaragua regarding a request
for a meeting of the Security Council, in accordance with
the provisions of Article 94 of the Charter, to consider the
non-compliance with the Judgment of the International
Court of Justice dated 27 June 1986 concerning military
and paramilitary activities in and against Nicaragua, a five-
Power draft resolutions2 was submitted to the Council at
its 27 18th meeting, on 28 October 1986. Under the pream-
bular  part of the draft resolution, the Council would have
expressed awareness that, under the Charter of the United
Nations, the International Court of Justice was the princi-
pal judicial organ of the United Nations and that each
Member undertook to comply with the decision of the
Court in any case to which it was a party; and considered
that Article 36, paragraph 6, of the Statute of the Court
provided that “in the event of a dispute as to whether the
Court has jurisdiction, the matter shall be settled by the
decision of the Court”. Under operative paragraph 1 of the
draft resolution, the Council would have urgently called
for full and immediate compliance with the Judgment of
the International Court of Justice of 27 June 1986 in the
caSe  of Military and Paramilitary Activities in and against
Nicaragua in conformity with the relevant provisions of
the Charter of the United Nations. The draft resolution was
voted upon and not adopted owing to the negative vote of
a permanent member of the Council;s3

4’)Letter  date d 11 July 1986 from Nicaragua transmitting the  text
of the Judgment of the International Court of Justice dated 27 June
1986 in the case Milirary  and Paramilitary Activities in and against
Nicaragua (S/ 1822 1, OR, 4 Ist yr., SuppI.  for July-Sept. f986); for
the letter dated 22 July 1986 from Nicaragua, see S/18230,  ibid+

%/18250  (draft  resolution submitted by the Congo, Ghana,
Madagascar, Trinidad and Tobago and the United Arab Emirates),
ibid.

S*For  the vote on the draft resolution (11 votes in favour to 1
against. with 3 abstentions), see SIPV.2704.

Ws2S/18428  (draft resoluiion  submit ted  by the  Congo,  Ghana,
Madagascar. Trinidad and Tobago and the United Arab Emirates),
Ol$4h  yr.: Suppl.  for  Oct.-Dec.  1986.

For the vote on the draft resolution (11 votes in favour to 1
against, with 3 abstentions), see SIPV.2718.

(h) When the Council resumed its consideration of the
situation in the occupied Arab territories, in connection
with the report of the Secretary-General dated 21 January
I 98854  in accordance with resolution 605 (1987),  the rep-
resentatives of Algeria, Argentina, Nepal, Senegal, Y ugo-
slavia and Zambia submitted a draft resolutions5 at the
2790th meeting on 1 February 1988. Under operative para-
graphs 7 and 8 of the draft resolution, the Council would
have affirmed the urgent need to achieve, under the aus-
pices of the United Nations, a comprehensive, just and last-
ing settlement of the Arab/Israeli conflict; and requested
the Secretary-General to continue his endeavours to pro-
mote such a settlement. The draft resolution was voted
upon and not adopted owing to the negative vote of a per-
manent member of the Counci1.56

There were a few occasions whereby Article 33 was ex-
plicitly referred to during the deliberations of the Council.
In one instance, in the course of the Council’s deliberations
in connection with the letter dated 6 May 1985 Tom  the
representative of Nicaragua, Chapter VI of the Charter was
invoked with sufficiently clear indication that the refer-
ence was to Article 33. It was emphasized that, in the
search for genuine solutions to problems, the constant
norm in Member States ought to be scrupulous respect for
the principles of law and the practice of diplomatic nego-
tiation. Further, economic coercion was incompatible with
the objectives of the process initiated by Contadora and
that, despite the aggressive designs still standing in the
way of the Contadora peacemaking efforts in Central
America, all States were called upon once again to respond
effectively to the diplomatic action that they had under-
taken and the countries concerned were invited to resume
the dialogue that had been interrupted.57

Article 33 was tirther  invoked to emphasize, on the one
hand, the obligations of the parties under the Charter pro-
vision to seek a peaceful solution. On the other hand, the
Charter provision was invoked also to emphasize the duty
of the Council to urge the parties to abide by the Charter
and by the procedures for a peaceful settlement as set out
by the Council itself under Article 36 of the Charter?*  In
connection with the letter dated 12 April 1986 from  the
representative of Malta, Chapter VI of the Charter was in-
voked to underline that the request for a meeting of the
Council had been made with the conviction that all dis-
putes between States should be settled by the peaceful
means of the Charter, namely, negotiation, enquiry, media-
tion, conciliation, arbitration, judicial settlement, resort to
regional agencies or arrangements, or other peaceful
means of their own choice. In the same context, it was em-
phasized that “the grave and dangerous situation” which
had arisen in the central Mediterranean called for immedi-
ate action by the Security Council under Articles 33 and
34 of the Charter.59

5‘%/19443,  OR, 43rd yr., SuppI.  for Jan.-March 1988.
5%/1 9466, ibid.
5$or  the vote on the draft resolution (14 votes in favour to 1

against, with no abstentions), see WPV.2790.
57For  the text of the relevant statement. see UPV.2578:  Mexico,

pp. 41 and 42.
s8For  the texts of the relevant statements, see SPV.2665:  Mo-

rocco, pp. 12 and 13; and WV.2713:  Morocco, pp. 21-23.
%or the texts of the relevant statement, see WPV.2672:  Malta,

pp. 3 and 4.
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During the Council’s deliberations in connection with
the letters each respectively dated 15 April 1986 from the
representatives of the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Burkina
Faso, the Syrian Arab Republic and Oman, concerning the
attack on Benghazi and Tripoli by United States forces,
Article 33 was invoked to demonstrate and signif),  that the
action had been taken at a time when the Security Council
was discussing the possibility of preventing the use of
force and resolving the problem through peacefbl  settle-
ment in accordance with the provisions of Articles 33 and
34 of the Charter. Moreover, Article 33 was also invoked
to underline that resort to the use of force had taken place
without exhausting the provisions, arrangements and
guidelines for the peaceful settlement of disputes set forth
in Article 33 as well as in the Declaration on Principles
of International Law concerning Friendly Relations and
Cooperation among States.4o It was further emphasized
that the world faced a bleak future if use of force should
be substituted for settlement of international disputes by
peaceful negotiation. Without insisting upon any spe-
cific provision, the Council should seek guidance and
objectivity in the provisions of Articles 33, 34, 35 and
36 of the Charter, which, together with the above-
mentioned General Assembly Declaration and the Assem-
bly resolution on measures against ferrorism,6’ provided
sufficient legal tiamework  and principles for dealing with
inter-State disputes. It was fLrther  emphasized that the me-
diation and conciliation offices of the Secretary-General,
to which immediate resort could be made, were also avail-
able?j2

In the course of the Council’s deliberations regarding the
letter dated 27 June 1986 from  the representative of Nica-
ragua concerning the situation in Central America, Article
33 was invoked twice to underscore two aspects of the sig-
nificance of the Charter provision. The first referred to the
settlement of disputes by resort to regional agencies or ar-
rangements, since they better understood the circum-
stances and causes of a given conflict. In that context,
it was stressed that the Contadora Group as a regional
group of Central America had shouldered a special re-
sponsibility and that, by communicating with the parties
including the United States and in cooperation with the
Support Group, it had succeeded in formulating the Pan-
ama message of 7 June 1986, which reiterated ten prin-
ciples and nine forms of action that must be realized if
peace, democracy and security were to be secured in
Central America. The second aspect of the significance
of Article 33 was that it also called for the settlement of
disputes by peaceful means and set forth the means and
machinery to that end in such a way that unilateral action
outside the framework  of those means and machinery-
most importantly, the Security Council-constituted a
breach of the Charter?

During the Council’s consideration of the letter dated 22
July 1986 from  the representative of Nicaragua, concem-
ing the dispute between the United States of America and
Nicaragua, which had been the subject of the Judgment of

%eneral Assembly resolution 2625 (XXV), annex.
%eneral Assembly resolution 40161  ‘of 9 December 1985.
6%or  the t e x t s  of the relevant statements,  see WPV.2678:

Czechoslovakia, pp.  12-14;  and S/PV.2680:  Ghana, pp.  33-38.
63For the text of the relevant statement, see WPV.2697:  United

Arab Emirates, p. 37.

the International Court of Justice of 27 June 1986,64  Article
33, paragraph 1, of the Charter was quoted in its entirety
as the primary principle for the pacific settlement of dis;
putes contained in Chapter VI of the Charter. It was then
emphasized that, based on that principle and on the rele-
vant articles of the Statute of the International Court of Jus-
tice, Nicaragua had submitted to the Court its complaint
against the United States of America for the violation of
the relevant rules of international law. It was further stated
that the International Court of Justice, which was the organ
with the mandate to settle the disputes that had been sub-
mitted to it according to the rules of law, had acted upon
the complaint, following which the role of the Security
Council should be to work towards gaining the acceptance
of the Court’s judgment by the party concerned in order to
spare the Central American region any further escalation
of tension and to ensure the establishment of conditions of
peace and stability in that region.65

The Council’s deliberation in connection with the letter
dated 17 October 1986 from  the representative of Nicara-
gua, regarding the non-compliance with the Judgment of
the International Court of Justice dated 27 June 1986,
was characterized as one involving the following four fun-
damental principles of overriding importance: (a) The
Court’s decision clearly stated that customary international
law, including the provisions of the Charter of the United
Nations, prohibited intervention in the affairs of other
States; (b) the second principle related to the right of all
States to decide freely their own political, economic and
social systems, including their international relations,
free from outside interference, subversion, coercion or
threats; (c) in accordance with the Charter, the Interna-
tional Court of Justice was the principal judicial organ
of the United Nations and under Article 94, each Mem-
ber had undertaken to comply with the Court’s decision
in any case to which it was a party; and (d>  the obliga-
tion of the parties to any dispute, the continuation of
which was likely to endanger the maintenance of intema-
tional  peace and security was to seek a solution by peaceful
means. Paragraphs 290 and 291 of the Court’s judgment66
emphasized that the fourth principle was enshrined in
Article 33 of the Charter, which indicated a number of
peaceful means which were available to the parties. The
Court’s decision, it was stressed, also referred to the need
to cooperate with the Contadora efforts in seeking a de-
finitive and lasting peace in Central America, in accord-
ance with the principle of customary international law that
prescribed the peaceful settlement of international disputes!’

There have been other instances of what might be
considered implicit references to Article 33 in the
proceedings of the Council. Article 33 was implicitly
touched upon during the Council’s deliberations in con-
nection with the letter dated 28 January 1985 from the
representative of Chad,68  the situation in the Middle

66For the text of the Judgment of the International Court of Jus-
tice dated 27 June 1986 in the case Military and Paramilitary Activi-
ties in and against Nicaragua (Nicaragua vs. United States ofAmer-
icadG

set S/18221,  annex, OR, 41~ yr., Suppl.  Jar  July-Sept. 1986.
-or the text of the relevant statement, see UPV.2701:  Demo-

cratic Yemen, pp. 24-26.
66see  note 64 above.
67For  the text 0 f the relevant statement., see WV.27 16: Iraq, pp. 26-28.
68For the text of the relevant statement, see WPV.2567:  Libyan

Arab Jamahiriya, p.  26.



East,69  the letter dated 6 May 1985 from  the representative
of N icaragua,‘O the situation in Cypru~,~~  the complaint by
Angola against South Africa,‘* the question of South Af-
rica 73  the situation in the occupied Arab territories,74 the
s&ion  in southern Africa, 75  the situation between Iran
and Iraq, 76 the letters dated 25 March 1986 from the rep-
resentatives of Malta and the USSR, respectively and letter
dated 26 March 1986 from  the representative of Iraq,”  the
letter dated 27 June 1986 from the representative of Nica-
ragua,‘* the letter dated 13 November 1986 from the rep-
resentative of Chad, 79  the letter dated 11 March 1988
from the representative of Argentina regarding the ques-
tion concerning the situation in the region of the Falk-

@For the texts of the relevant statements, see WPV.2568:  Leba-
non, pp. 7 and 8; Israel, p.  32; WPV.2570:  India, p.  27; United
Kingdom, p.  41; Denmark, p. 43; United States, pp, 49 and 50;
S1PV.2573:  Senegal, p.  38; WPV.2575:  United Kingdom, pp. 130
19; S/PV.2605:  Mr. Maksoud (Arab League), p. 11; Denmark, pp.
84 and 85; S/PV.2646:  Ghana, p.  27; USSR, p,  17; UPV.2647:  In-
d ia ,  pp .  34-36;  Sudan,  p . 52;  WPV.2450:  Austra l ia ,  p .  31;
SIPV.2699:  United Kingdom,  p.  8 ;  SjPV.2777:  Israel ,  p .  6;
SlPV.2785:  Jordan, p. 2 1; Federal Republic of Germany, pp, 22-30;
SIPV.2787: Kuwait, p.  31; Algeria, p. 36; Argentina, p. 48; China,
p. 52; Israel, p.  71; Sudan, p. 81; Malaysia, p.  86; WPV.2790:  In-
donesia, p. 12; India, p. 17; United States, p.  41; S/PV.2804:  Al-
geria, p.  12; Jordan, p. 47; Senegal, p. 48; Zambia, p. 56; India, p.
67; United States, p.  91; Israel, pp. 64 and 65; S/PV.2806:  Mr. An-
sae (Organization of the Islamic Conference), p. 18; China, p.  37;
USSR, p.  43; France, p. 8; Italy, p.  53; and United States, p. 56.

‘$0,  the texts of the relevant statements, see S/PV.2577:  Nica-
ragua, pp. 27-36; YPV.2578: United States, p.  32; Mexico, pp.
37:41-; China, p. 44; Australia, p. 63; and Algeria, p. 86.

“Throuahout  the period under review the need for a negotiated
settlemenrwas  stres’sed  and the Secretary-General was requested
to continue his mission of good offices in connection with the
adoption of resolutions 565 (1985),  578 (1985),  585 (1986),  593
(1986),  597 (1987),  604 (1987),  614 (1988) and 625 (1988). On
two occasions, the President of the Council made statements on
behalf of the members of the Council noting the Secretary-Gen-
eral’s assessment that a settlement in accordance with the prin-
ciples of the Charter was in sight and welcoming the readiness
of the parties to seek a negotiated settlement; see, respectively
ZYPV.2607  (20 September 1985) and SIPV.2833  (I5 December
1988).

‘$0,  the tex ts of the relevant statements, see S1PV.2596:  Aus-
tralia, p.  47; S/PV.2597:  South Africa, pp. 22 and 23; France, pp.
7 and 8; and SlPV.2612:  South Africa, p. 13.

73For the texts of relevant statements, see S/PV.2600:  United
Kingdom, pp. 12 and 13; S/PV.2796:  France, p.  7; and SjPV.2797:
United Kingdom, p.  6.

74For  the texts of the relevant statements, see SIPV.2646:
Ghana, p.  27; SJPV.2647:  India, p. 36; Sudan, p. 52; WPV.2649:
Afghanistan, p. 12; Yugoslavia, p. 14; S1PV.2804:  Algeria, pp. 11
and 12; Saudi Arabia, p. 28; Jordan, p. 47; Zambia, pp. 56 and 57;
Israel, p. 63; India, p.  67; S1PV.2805:  Nepal, pp. 26 and 27; Tuni-
sia, pp. 48-50;  S/PV.2806:  Italy, p,  53; Federal Republic of Ger-
many, p.  41; United States, p. 56; and Bangladesh, pp, 34 and 35.

‘jFor  the texts of relevant statements, see S/PV.2652:  South Af-
rica, pp. 49-51; S/PV.2657:  Australia, p. 19; WPV.2662:  United
States, pp. 38-40;  WPV.2684:  Zambia, pp. 17 and 18; South Africa,
pp. 23-25; and S/PV.2686:  United Kingdom; and France, p.  7.

‘6For  the texts of the relevant statements, see WPV.2666:  United
Arab Emirates, p. 12; Thailand, pp. 16-19; United Kingdom, pp.
19 and 20; and China, pp. 29.30.

“For  the texts of the relevant statements, see SiPV.2669:  Ku-
wait, p. 12; and WPV.2670:  China, p.  26.

‘*For  the texts of the relevant statements, see WV.2696: China,
p. 12; El Salvador, p. 21; Czechoslovakia, p. 51; Nicaragua, p.  72;
and S/PV.2697:  Madaaascar. p.  18; and France, p. 26.

‘%or  the text of the kevak’statekents,  see SjPV.272  1: Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya, pp. 28-36; USSR, p.  41; Chad, p.  8; Congo, pp.
1 l-13;  and Zaire, p.  18.

land Islands (Islas Malvinas)*O  and the letter dated 17
March 1988 from  the representative of Nicaragua!

CASE 1

The situation between Iran and Iraq

(In connection with three draft resolutions each drawn
up during consultations among the members of the Coun-
cil, voted upon and adopted, respectively, on 24 February
and 8 October 1986 and 20 July 1987)

The Council resumed its deliberations in connection
with the situation between Iran and Iraq at the request of
the Committee of Seven of the Council of the League of
Arab States**  to consider the “disturbing developments”
regarding the conflict between the two parties and to take
practical measures to put an end to the war and to solve
the conflict by peaceful means, in accordance with the
Charter of the United Nations and international law. Dur-
ing the discussions, the members of the Council and other
participants were unanimous in their expression of concern
at the escalation of the conflict and in emphasizing the
need for both parties to cooperate with the Secretary-
General in his efforts to end the war and to resolve the
problems by peaceful means through a process of compre-
hensive negotiations in accordance with the Charter. Sev-
eral speakers welcomed the readiness on the part of Iraq
to settle the conflict through negotiated means in conform-
ity with the Council decisions and the principles of the
Charter. On the other hand, it was asserted that the other
patty, the Islamic Republic of Iran, was primarily responsible
for the continuation of the conflict by rejecting all the medi-
ating efforts of the international community and that the
Council must urge the Islamic Republic of Iran  to abide by
the procedures for a peacefil  settlement in accordance with
the obligations it had entered under the Charter, including
Articles 33 and 36?

At the 2666th meeting, on 24 February 1986, a draft
resolution which had been prepared in the course of prior
consultations among the members of the Council was
voted upon and adopted unanimously as resolution 582
(1986).84 The resolution reads, in part, as follows:

The Security Council,

Recalling the provisions of the Charter and in particular  the obliga-
tion of all Member States to settle their international disputes by

*%or  the texts of the relevant statements, see S/PV.2800:  Ar-
gentina, pp. 7-l 1; United Kingdom, pp. 18-20;  Colombia, pp. 2 1
and 22; and WPV.2801:  Zambia, pp. 13-17;  Senegal, pp. 17 and
1%  China, p. 21; Yugoslavia, pp. 46-47; and Argentina, p. 52.

SIFor  the texts of the relevant statements, see WPV.2802:  Nica-
ra

0
ua, pp. 12-14; and S/PV.2803:  Zimbabwe, pp. 6-13.
letter  dated 12 February 1986 from the representative of Iraq

(S/17821, OR, 4ist  yr.,  Suppl.  for Jan.-March 1986).
83For the texts of the relevant statements, see WPV.2663:  Mr.

Chedli-Klibli (Secretary-General of the League of Arab States),
pp. 7-17;  Iraq, pp. 18.21  and 36; Yemen, pp. 38-42; WPV.2664:
Jordan, pp. 7-14; Saudi Arabia, pp. 20-23;  Kuwait, pp. 26-3 1; Tu-
nisia, pp. 35-38;  Oman, p. 43; WPV.2665:  Morocco, pp. 1  I-13;
Bahrain, pp. 16-22;  Egypt, pp. 26-28; Mr. Terzi (PLU), pp. 33-36;
SIPV.2666:  United Arab Emirates, pp. 10-12;  Thailand, pp. 16-18,
United Kingdom, pp. 20-22;  USSR, pp. 23-26; United States, pp.
27 and 28; China, pp. 28 and 29; Australia, p.  32; Madagascar, pp.
35-37; and France, p.  38,

%or the vote on the draft resolution (S/17859), see SiPV.2666,
pp. 39-40.
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peaceful means in such a manner that international pace  and security
and justice are not endangered,

kking  note of the efforts of mediation pursued by the Secretary-
General,

. . .
1 I Deplores the initial acts which gave rise to the conflict between

the Islamic Republic of Iran a n d  a n d  Iraq and deplores the continuation of
the conflict;

. * .

5 . Calls upon both parties to submit immediately all aspects of the
conflict to mediation or to any other means of peaceful settlement of
disputes;

6. Requests the  Secretary-General to continue his ongoing efforts,
to assist the parties to give effect to this resolution and to keep the
Council informed;

* . .

By a IetteP dated 25 Febnwy 1986, the representative
of the Islamic Republic of Iran transmitted to the Secre-
tary-General his Government’s response to the adoption of
resolution 582 (1986). It was asserted that the Security
Council had finally come to realize the fact that in order
to tackle the whole matter of the war, in accordance with
the provisions of the Charter, the Council should consider
the initial aggression by Iraq; but that the absence of a
clear-cut position on the part of the Council showed that it
did not yet possess the necessary political will for such a
measure. Further, despite the imbalances, resolution 582
(1986) was a positive step towards the condemnation of Iraq
as the aggressor and a just conclusion to the war. While it
referred to the need for peacehI  settlement of disputes, the
resolution nevertheless failed to mention Iraq’s violation of
the principle by resorting to aggression against the Islamic
Republic of Iran and that omission was a discrepancy which
constituted the major defect of the resolution.

The Council resumed its deliberations at the request of
seven Member State?  claiming that there was an immi-
nent threat of military attack by the Islamic Republic of
Iran against Iraq, which confirmed the determination of the
Government of the Islamic Republic to continue the war
despite resolution 582 (1986),  by which the Council had
called for the termination of the conflict and its settlement
by peaceful means in accordance with the provisions of the
Charter. They thus requested the Council to consider the
grave situation and to adopt measures to ensure the imple-
mentation of resolution 582 (1986). During the Council’s
deliberations, it was repeatedly stressed that the escalation
in attacks on commercial vessels from third countries and
the declared intention of the Islamic Republic of Iran to
launch another major offensive to bring the conflict to a
military conclusion, despite the provisions of paragraph 5
of resolution 582 (1986) calling on both parties to submit
all aspects of the conflict to mediation, had given renewed
urgency to the situation. Emphasizing that the continuing
war between Iran and Iraq was becoming a serious threat
to international peace and security, the Security Council
was called upon to discharge its responsibility under the
Charter and to ensure the implementation of the provisions
of Article 2, paragraph 3, and those contained in Chapter
VI, particularly Articles 33, 36 and 37, which not only de-

85S/17864,  annex, OR, 41~ yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March 1986.
*letter  dated 30 September 1986 from the representatives of

Iraq, Jordan, Kuwait, Morocco, Saudi Arabia, Tunisia and Yemen
( S / 1 8 3 7 2 ,( S / 1 8 3 7 2 ,   OR, 4lst  yr.,  Suppl. for Oct.-Dee.  1986).

manded that States resolve their disputes by peaceful
means, but also provided various means for the peaceful
settlement of disputes.*’

At the 2713th meeting, on 8 October 1986, a draft reso-
lution, which had been prepared in prior consultations
among the members of the Council was voted upon and
adopted unanimously as resolution 588 ( 1986).88  The fifth,
sixth and seventh preambular paragraphs and paragraphs I
and 2 of the resolution read as follows:

The Security Co until,

Recalling the provisions of the Charter of the United Nations and
in particular the obligation of all Member States to settle their inter-
national disputes by peaceful means in such a manner that interna-
tional peace and security and justice are not endangered,

Recallingfurther that, under the Charter, Member States have con-
ferred o n  o n  the Security Council primary responsibility for the mainte-
nance of international peace and security and to this end have agreed
to accept the role of the Security Council in the settlement of disputes,

Commending the efforts of the Secretary-General
a peaceful settlement of the conflict,

in the search for

1 . Calls upon the Islamic Republic of Iran and Iraq to implement
fully and without delay resolution 582 (1986) adopted unanimously
on 24 February 1986;

2 . Requests the Secretary-General to intensify his efforts with the
parties to give effect to the above-mentioned resolution and to report
to the Council no later than 30 November 1986;

it ;he 2730th meeting, on 22 December 1986, the Coun-
cil considered the report of the Secretary-Generala  and, at
the same meeting, the President made a statemenP  on be-
half of the members of the Council reiterating their call for
the implementation of resolutions 582 (1986) and 588
(1986) and for the resolution of the prolonged conflict by
peaceful means. The members of the Council emphasized
once again the obligation of Member States to settle their
disputes by peaceful means and, in that context, to coop-
erate with the Security Council. They further urged the
Secretary-General to continue with his efforts and called
upon the parties to cooperate with him.

At the 2750th meeting,9i on 20 July 1987, the Council
had before it a draft resolution that had been prepared in
the course of prior consultations among its members.
Speaking before and after the vote, the members of the
Council noted that the draft  text was based on resolution
582 (1986); that, as a culmination of intensive consult-
ations among the five permanent members at the initiative

**or  the texts of the relevant statements, see SIPV.2709:  the
Secretary-General of the United Nations, pp. 7 and 8; Mr. Chedli-
Klibli  (Secretary-General of the League  of Arab States). DD. 11 and
12; Iraq,  pp. 17-23;  Egypt, pp. 2702g;  WPV.2710:  Se&$&  pp. 7-
12; Zambia, p. 14; Oman, pp. 21-26;  PLO, pp. 3 I and 32; Argen-
tina, p. 36; Jordan, pp. 41-43; UPV.27  11: Saudi Arabia, pp. 8-l  2;
Kuwait, pp. 17-22; German Democratic Republic, pp. 25 and 26;
Cuba, pp. 28 and 29; Mexico, p. 33; SIPV.2712:  USSR, pp. 12-13;
Australia, pp. 16 and 17;  China,  p. 18; Tunisia, pp. 33-36;
SIPV.2713:  Venezuela, pp. 6 and 7; Yemen, pp. 1347; Morocco,
pp. 20-23;  Uruguay, pp. 32 and 33; France, pp. 38 a n d  a n d  39; United
Kin

88
dom, pp. 42 and 43; and United States, pp. 44-46.

For the vote on the draft resolution (S/18383), see SiPV.27  13,
p. 4 7 .4 7 .

h/18480,h/18480,   OR, 41~ yr., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1986.
%/18538,  OR, 4Ist yr., Resolutions and Decisions of the Secu-

rit Council, 1986; see also SfPV.2730.
&even  members of the Council, including four permanent mem-

bers, were represented at the level of Foreign Minister and one
member at the level of Vice Minister for Foreign Affairs.
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of the Secretary-General, it expressly fell under the terms
of Chapter VII of the Charter calling for mandatory action
in a balanced and even-handed manner; and that it was
aimed at strengthening the roles of the Council and the
Secretary-General by providing an unprecedented frame-
work for mediation and a peaceful settlement of the con-
flict through negotiation in accordance with the principles
of the Charter and international law.92

At the same meeting, the draft resolution was voted upon
and unanimously adopted as resolution 598 ( 1987).93  The
eighth and tenth preambular paragraphs and paragraphs 1
and 4 of the resolution read as follows:

The Security Council,d

Recalling the provisions of the Charter of the United Nations, and
in particular the obligation of all Member States to settle their inter-
national disputes by peaceful means in such a manner that interna-
tional peace and security and justice are not endangered,

Acting under Articles 39 and 40 of the Charter,
1. Demands that, as a first  step towards a negotiated settlement, the

Islamic Republic of Iran and Iraq observe an immediate ceasefire, dis-
continue all military actions on land, at sea and in the air, and withdraw
all forces to the internationally recognized boundaries without delay;

4. Cufls  upon Iran and Iraq to cooperate with the Secretary-
General in implementing this resolution and in mediation efforts to
achieve a comprehensive, just and honourable settlement, acceptable
to both sides, of all outstanding issues in accordance with the princi-
ples contained in the Charter of the United Nations;

At the 2779th meeting, on 24 December 1987, the Presi-
dent made a statement,% on behalf of the members of the
Council, noting the assessment of the Secretary-General

9+or t h e tex t s  of the relevant statements,  see WV.2750:
China, pp. 7-9; United Arab Emirates, p,  12; United Kingdom, pp.
I5-17,  United States, pp. 19-23;  Federal Republic of Germany, pp.
28-29; Italy, pp. 3 1-34; Ghana, pp. 40 and 41; Argentina, p. 47;
Congo, pp. 51 and 52; Venezuela, p. 57; the President (France),
pp. 60 and 61; the Secretary-General, pp. 62-64; and USSR, pp.
67-76.

93For the vote on the draft resotution (S/18983), see S/PV.2750,
pp. 61 and 62.

%/19382,  OR, 42nd yr., Resolutions and Decisions of the Se-
curity Council, 1987; see also SfPK2779.

concerning the implementation of resolution 598 (1987)
and expressing their grave concern over the slow pace and
lack of real progress.

At the 2823rd meeting, on 8 August 1988, the Secretary-
General statedg5  that, as a result of the intensive diplomatic
activity in exercise of the mandate he had been given by
the Council, he had been assured by the Islamic Republic
of Iran and Iraq that they would observe a ceasefire in the
context of the full implementation of resolution 598 (1987)
starting at 0300 (GMT) on 20 August 1988 and that the
two parties had also agreed to the deployment of United
Nations observers as of the time and date of the ceasefire.

At the same meeting, the President of the Council made
a statement,” on behalf of the members of the Council,
endorsing the announcement that the ceasefire demanded
by resolution 598 (1987) was scheduled to come into effect
on 20 August 1988 and that direct talks under the Secre-
tary-General’s auspices between the two parties were
scheduled to begin on 25 August 1988; and also reafI%m-
ing the Council’s full support for the continuing efforts of
the Secretary-General towards the implementation of 598
(1987) as an integral whole.

On 28 September 1988 the Foreign Ministers of the five
permanent members of the Security Council held a meet-
ing with the Secretary-General, following which they is-
sued a joint statement. 97 The Ministers declared that they
placed particular emphasis on efforts to resolve regional
conflicts in accordance with the principles of the Charter
and noted with satisfaction the improvement in intema-
tional relations at the global level and the general trend
towards dialogue and the peaceful settlement of disputes.
They further welcomed the ceasefire and the start of direct
talks between the Islamic Republic of Iran and Iraq under
the auspices of the Secretary-General in order to secure
full implementation of Security Council resolution 598
(1987).

9%/20095,  OR, 43rd  yr., Resoiubons  and Decisions of the Se-
curity Council, 1988; see also S/PV,2823.

%/20096,  ibid.
97S/20224,  annex (letter dated 11 October 1988 from the repre-

sentatives of the five  permanent members of the Council: China,
France, USSR. United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ire-
land and  United States of America), OR, 43rd yr., SuppLfor  OCL-
Dec. I988.

Part II

CONSIDERATION OF THE PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE 34 OF THE CHARTER

NOTE

During the period under review there were three in-
stances of explicit references to Article 34 in the proposals
and the debates of the Security Council.

Resolutions adopted by the Council in connection with
five agenda items and one draft resolution which was not
adopted implicitly invoked the provisions of Article 34.98

*here  were several incidental implicit references to Article 34
which are not reflected in this chapter.

The five case histories included in this part relate to the
function of investigation by the Council as envisaged in
Article 34. First, in connection with the situation between
Iran and Iraq, the Council encouraged the Secretary-Gen-
eral to carry out promptly investigations in response to al-
legations concerning the possible use of chemical and bac-
teriological or toxic weapons. Secondly, in connection
with the situation in the Middle East, the Council ex-
pressed appreciation to the Secretary-General for his im-
mediate dispatch of a mission to carry out an examination
of the measures enabling the United Nations Interim Force
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in Lebanon (UNIFIL) to carry out its mandate under reso-
lution 425 (1978). Thirdly, in connection with the com-
plaint by Angola against South Africa, the Council decided
to appoint and send immediately to Angola a commission
of investigation to evaluate the damage resulting from the
invasion by South African forces and requested the Com-
mission to report urgently on its evaluation of the damage
from South African aggression, including the latest bomb-
ings. Fourthly, in connection with the letter dated 17 June
1985 from Botswana, the Council requested the Secretary-
General to send a mission to visit Botswana to assess the
damage caused by South Africa’s aggression and ex-
pressed appreciation to the Secretary-General for having
arranged to send a mission to Botswana and endorsed the
report of the mission. And fifthly, in connection with the
complaint by Lesotho against South Africa, the Council re-
quested the Secretary-General to establish an appropriate
presence composed of one or two civilians in Maseru, and
to keep him informed of developments affecting the terri-
torial integrity of Lesotho.

In connection with the United Nations for a better world
and the responsibility of the Security Council in maintain-
ing international peace and security, the representative of
Thailand stated that one of the steps the Council could take
to enhance its ability to maintain international peace and se-
curity was provided in Article 34, which authorized the Se-
curity Council to investigate any dispute or any situation
which could lead to international friction or give rise to a dis-
pute W  The representative of India, in connection with the
same item, stated that India placed considerable emphasis on
the Council’s role in preventive diplomacy and that measures
such as informal attempts on a regular basis to control crisis
situations and the dispatch of fact-finding missions and pri-
vate meetings with parties concerned were worth considering?
The representative of the United States of America maintained,
in connection with the same item, that the Security Council
required greater and more systematic involvement at early
stages of developing conflicts, wider capacities for fact-
finding, observation and good offtces  to make Security Coun-
cil work for peaceful solutions as effective as possible.**’

In connection with the complaint by Lesotho against
South Africa, the representative of Senegal, speaking on
behalf of the Organization of African Unity (OAU), called
for a mission of enquiry to be sent to Lesotho to assess the
damage resulting from the act of aggression and to evaluate
the cost in human casualties. lo2  In connection with the same
item, the representative of Peru stated that in its discharge of
political responsibilities the Council needed to investigate the
origin of weapons that made it possible for South Africa to
continue its internal and external aggressionY3

was not put to the vote, did not contain provisions which
might be considered as falling under Article 34.

In connection with the letterslo each dated I5 April 1986,
respectively, from representatives of the Libyan Arab Jama-
hiriya, Burkina Faso, the Syrian Arab Republic and Oman,
the representative of Australia pointed out that the Security
Council had wide powers under Chapter VI of the Charter,
particularly Articles 33, paragraph 2, Article 34 and Article
36, paragraph 1, to assume its responsibilities and avoid
further tensions in the central Mediterranean.1o*

On a number of occasions in 1985, the Secretary-General
dispatched inspection teams to investigate allegations by
one or both parties regarding military “attacks” on civilian
populations. All investigation missions were followed by
reports lo9 by the Secretary-General transmitted to the
Council and, in some cases, the President on behalf of the
members of the Security Council issued statements*1o  urg-
ing both parties to exercise restraint and continue to honour
their undertaking of June 1984 not to attack civilian tar-
gets. In February 1985, in connection with the situation be-
tween Iran and Iraq, the Secretary-General dispatched in-
spection teams to investigate allegations by one or both
parties regarding the situation of prisoners of war. All in-
vestigations were followed by reports of the Secretary-
General transmitted to the Council, and in some cases the
President, on behalf of the members of the Security Coun-
cil, issued statements urging both parties to abide by the
Geneva Convention with regard to the treatment of prison-
ers of war. l l 1 In April 1985, the Secretary-General was re-
quested by the President of the Security Council to exam-
ine the feasibility of establishing arrangements to conduct
a prompt investigation of any further allegations of the use
of chemical weapons. ‘I2  However, in spite of allegations
made by the Islamic Republic of Iran and subsequently re-
jected by Iraq, a new investigation at that stage was not
considered to be warranted. II3  In February 1986, while re-
iterating its allegations of Iraq’s use of chemical weapons,
the Government of the Islamic Republic of Iran requested
the dispatch of an investigation mission to the areaY4
While members expressed their support for the Secretary-
General’s approach, they urged that he dispatch an inves-
tigation mission at the earliest opportunity. Immediately
upon the adoption by the Council of resolution 582 (1986),
the Secretary-General gave instructions for the missions to
assemble in Vienna and to proceed without further delay
to the Islamic Republic of Iran. The specialists submitted
a joint report to the Secretary-General on 7 March 1986.
On 12 March, the Secretary-General submitted his report*15

In connection with the letter lo)  dated 12 April 1986 from
Malta regarding the threat of use of force, as well as the im-
minent resort to  armed attack in the central Mediterranean, the
representative of Malta called for immediate action by the Se-
curity Council under Articles 33 and 34 of the Charter of the
United Nations. lo5 However, the draft resolution,106  which

9?YPV.2608,  p. 41.
‘*qbid.,  p. 67.
L0’lbid., p. 117.
‘**S/PV.2639,  p.  4.
to31bid.,  p. 27,
‘O%/17982,  OR, 41sr
‘*%ffV.2672,  p. 4.
‘%/  17984, OR, 41sr

/ yr.,

y r . ,y r . ,

Suppl.

SUppi*

April-June 1986.
1 i %/I 79 11, OR, 4 Jst yr., Supplement for Jan.-March J 986.
11‘%/17822 9 S/17829 ? S/17833 9 S/17835,  S/17836  and S/17843,

ibid.
April- June J 986. i 1 5S/l  79 11 and Add. 1, ibid.

lo7S/17991,  S/17992,  S/l7993 and S/17994,  ibid.
‘“%/pV.2676,  p.  2 1.
1o%/1  6897 Sf  16920 OR 40th yr Suppl. fir Jan.-March 1985.
t %esidential statemen;  dated 5’March  1985 (S/17004,  ibid.).
t i is/l  6962, ibid.
1 *%or  the first time, the Islamic Republic of Iran, in a letter dated

3 November 1983 to the Secretary-General (S/16128), alleged that
chemical weapons were being used by Iraq. The Secretary-General,
in light of the spirit of humanitarian concern, requested four emi-
nent specialists to undertake a fact-finding visit to the Islamic Re-
public of Iran between 13 March and 19 March 1984, The Stcre-
tary-General, in a note, transmitted the report of the specialists
(S/16433).
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to the Security Council. By a note dated 8 May 1987,116
the Secretary-General transmitted the report of another
mission dispatched under his authority to investigate alle-
gations of the use of chemical weapons in the conflict be-
tween Iran and Iraq. The President, on behalf of the members
of the Security Council, issued a statement’l’  expressing dis-
may at the repeated use of chemical weapons against Iranian
forces by Iraqi forces, in open violation of the Geneva Protocol
of 1925. On 25 April 1988, the Secretary-General fLrt.her  sub-
mitted to the Council another reporP*  of the mission dispatched
under his authority to investigate allegations of the use of
chemical weapons in the conflict between Iran and Iraq. On
9 May 1988, the Security Council considered the report and
unanimously adopted resolution 6 12 (1988)l  l9 (see case 1)
by which it condemned vigorously the continued use of
chemical weapons in the conflict between Iran and Iraq as
contrary to the obligations under the Geneva Protocol.

During the Council’s deliberations in connection with
the situation in the Middle East, a draft resolution submit-
ted by Lebanon would have implicitly invoked the provi-
sions of Article 34. Under the draft resolution,*20  the Coun-
cil would have requested the Secretary-General to establish
a fact-finding mission and to report to the Council on the
Israeli practices and measures in southern Lebanon, the west-
em Bekaa and the Rashaya district. At the 2573rd  meeting,
held on 12 March 1985, the draft resolution was voted
upon and not adopted, owing to the negative vote of a per-
manent member of the CounciI.121

In connection with the situation in southern Africa, the
representative of the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya recalled the
report of the Commission of Investigation established by
Security Council resolution 571 (1985) which contained an
assessment of the material and human damages caused by
South African forces against Angola.12*  In connection with
the same item, the representative of Australia also recalled
his delegation’s participation in the Security Council’s
Commission of Inquiry into Angola, which had given them
first-hand experience of South Africa’s actions towards its
neighbours. 123

In connection with the complaint of Angola against South
Africa, the representative of South Africa asked why the
Council could not decide to send a fact-finding mission to An-
gola to establish the facts for itself.124  The representative of the
United States, in connection with the same item, referred to
South A&a’s  proposal and stated that it would perhaps have
been worthwhile to consider dispatching a fact-finding com-
mission to investigate thoroughly the Angolan charge. 125

During the Council’s consideration of the letter dated 9
December 1986 from  Nicaragua,126  the representative of

Nicaragua stated that he had suggested to the Secretary-
General that even though the Government of Honduras had
rejected the Nicaraguan proposal that a United Nations
fact-finding committee be sent to the border area between
Honduras and Nicaragua, perhaps a commission could be
sent to the bombed areas to corroborate the facts presented
by Nicaragua. lz7  On the other hand, the representative of Hon-
duras stated that at the time his country was unable to accept
the on-site presence of a United Nations commission.*28

In connection with the situation in the occupied Arab ter-
ritories, several delegations proposed that the Security
Council send a fact-finding mission to investigate the situ-
ation in the occupied Arab territories.12g In one instance,
in connection with the same agenda item, in resolution 605
(1987),  paragraph 6, the Council requested the Secretq-
General to examine the situation then prevailing in the oc-
cupied Arab territories by all means available to him and
to report to the Council within a specified period, including
recommendations on ways and means for ensuring the
safety and protection of the civilians under occupation.‘3o

In connection with the letters both dated 10 February
1988 from the observer of the Republic of Koreal’l and
from the representative of Japan/*  concerning the blow-
ing up of a Korean Air liner over the Andaman Sea off the
coast of Burma, on 29 November 1987, a number of the
participants in the Council’s discussion stated that an op-
portunity given to the International Civil Aviation Organi-
zation (ICAO) or another independent organization to es-
tablish the exact cause of the incident would serve the
Security Council better.*33

During the Council’s consideration of the letter dated 17
March 1988 from Nicaragua, the representative of Nicara-
gua stated that his Government had formally requested the
Secretary-General and the Organization of American
States (OAS) to send as speedily as possible a mixed tech-
nical mission to investigate the border incidents that had
occurred in the Bocay sector on Nicaraguan territory.134
However, the representative of Honduras stated that his
Government did not consider that the establishment of
such a commission was necessary.135 The representative of
Brazil maintained that his Government would take a fa-
vourable view of the request to send a verification mission
to the area of conflict.136

During the Council’s consideration of the letter13’  dated
5  July 1988 from  the representative of the Islamic Republic
of Iran, a number of delegations stated that they were open
to any proposals for investigation and also noted the

11%/18852  and Corr. 1, OR, 42nd yr., Suppl. for April-June 1987.
117S/18863,  ibid.
1?W9823  and Corr. 1, OR, 43rd  yr., Suppl. for April-June

1988.
l&or  the vote on the draft resolution (S/19869), see SiPV.2812.
‘2%/l  7000.
121For  the vote on the draft resolution, see SJPV.2573, p.  83. For

the detailed procedural history, see chap. VIII, part II, sect. 2, of
th: resent Supplement.

Rs /PV.2657,  p. 17.
‘2%/PV.2657,  p. 21.
12%JPV.269  1, p. 26.
12%ee SPV.2693,  United States, p. 48. For the detailed proce-

dural history with regard to draft resolution S/l  8 163, see chap.
VIII, part II, sect. 2, of the present Supplement; see also chap. I,
under rule 38.

‘2%i18513,  OR, 41st  yr.,  Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. I986

‘*‘S/PV.2728.  DD. 3 l-32.
12qbid.,  p.  3i.’  ’
12%/PV.2774,  pp. 12, 68; SlPV.2775, pp. 27, 53 and 71.
13qhe  Secretary-General dispatched a mission in order to exam-

ine on the spot the situation in-the  occupied territories and to ex-
plore ways and means that he could consider recommending to the
Security Council to ensure the safety and protection of the Pales-
tinian population of the territories and submitted a report (S/19443)
dated 2 1 January 1988. See also chap. V of the present Supplement.

13’S/ 19488, OR, 43rd yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March 1988.
i3%/19489,  ibid.
13%/PV.2791:  Federal Republic of Germany, p.  63; WPV.2792:

France, p.  11; United Kingdom, p. 13; Bahrain, pp. 40-46; Zambia,
pp. 53 and 54.

13%/PV.2802:  Nicaragua, p.  11.
13?bid.,  p. 18.
1361bid.,  p. 3 1.
13’Si19991,  OR, 43rd  yr., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1988.
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process of investigation that was already under way by
ICAO. 138

Security Council resolution 6 16 (1988),  adopted in con-
nection with the letter dated 5 July 1988 from the repre-
sentative of the Islamic Republic of Iran, constituted an
instance whereby the Security Council welcomed the de-
cision of the International Civil Aviation Organization, in
response to the request of the Islamic Republic, “to insti-
tute an immediate fact-finding investigation to determine
all relevant facts and technical aspects of the chain of
events relating to the flight and destruction of the aircraft”
and further welcomed the announcements by the United
States of America and by the Islamic Republic of Iran of
the decisions to cooperate with the ICAO investigation.L39

CASE 2

The situation between Iran and Iraq

(In connection with draft resolutions prepared in the
course of the Council’s consultations and adopted, respec-
tively, on 20 July 1987, 9 May and 26 August 1988)

At its 2750th meeting, on 20 July 1987, a draft resolution
that had been prepared in the course of consultations
among the members of the Council was voted upon and
adopted unanimously as resolution 598 (1 987).14*

Paragraphs 2, 6 and 8 of the resolution read as follows:
The Secwity Council,

. . .

2. Requests the Secretary-General to dispatch a team of United
Nations observers to verify, confirm and supervise the ceasefire and
withdrawal and further requests the Secretary-General to make the
necessary arrangements in consultation with the parties and to submit
a report thereon to the Security Council;

6 . Requests the Secretary-General to explore, in consultation with
Iran and Iraq, the question of entrusting an impartial body with inquir-
ing into responsibility for the conflict and to report to the Council as
soon as possible;

8. Further requests the Secretary-General to examine, in consult-
ation with Iran and Iraq  and with other States of the region, measures
to enhance the security and stability of the region;

At its 28 12th meeting, on 9 May 1988, the Council consid-
ered the reporV4’  of the mission dispatched by the Secretary-
General to investigate allegations of the use of chemical
weapons in the conflict between Iran and Iraq and adopted
resolution 6 12 ( 1988). The resolution read in part as follows:

The Security Council,

Having considered the report of 25 April 1988 of the mission dis-
patched by the Secretary-General to investigate allegations of the useuse
of chemical weapons in the conflict between the Islamic Republic of
Iran and Iraq,

. * *

3 . Expects both sides to refrain from the future use of chemical
weapons in accordance with their obligations under the Geneva Pro-
tocol;

13%ee S/PV.28  19.
*%ee paragraph 3 of resolution 616 (1988),  OR, 43rdyr.,  Reso-

lutions and Decisions of the Security Council, 1988.
14q;‘or  the vote on the draft resolution (S/18983),  see SiPV.2750,

p. 61. For the detailed procedural history, see chap. VIII, part II,
sect. 3, of the present Supplement.

141Sf19823,  OR, 43rd yr., Supplement for April, May and June
I988.

4 . Calls  upon all States to continue to apply or to establish strict
control of the export to the parties to the conflict of chemical products
serving for the production of chemical weapons;

l * .  .

At the 2825th meeting, on 26 August 1988, a draft
resolution submitted by the Federal Republic of Germany,
Italy, Japan and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland was voted upon and adopted unanimously
as resolution 620 (1 988).142

The resolution reads in part as follows:
The Security Council,

Recalling its resolution 6 12 (1988) of 9 May 1988,

Having considered the reports of 20 and 25 July and of 2 and 19
August 1988 I43 of the missions dispatched by the Secretary-General
to investigate allegations of the use of chemical weapons in the con-
flict between the Islamic Republic of Iran and Iraq,

Deeply dismayed by the missions’ conclusions that there had been
continued use of chemical weapons in the conflict between the Islamic
Republic of Iran and Iraq and that such use against Iranians has be-
come more intense and frequent,

. . .

1 . Condemns resolutely the use of chemical weapons in the con-
flict between the Islamic Republic of Iran and Iraq, in violation of
obligations under the Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use in War
of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological
Methods of Warfare, signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925, and in deli-
ante  of its resolution 6 12 (1988);

2. Encourages the Secretary-General to carry out promptly inves-
tigations in response to allegations brought to his attention by any
Member State concerning the possible use of chemical and bacterio-
logical (biological) or toxic weapons that may constitute a violation
of the 1925 Geneva Protocol or other relevant rules of customary in-
ternational law,  in order to ascertain the facts of the matter, and to
report the results;

3. CaUs upon all States to continue to apply, to establish or to
strengthen strict control of the export of chemical products serving for
the production of chemical weapons, in particular to parties to a con-
flict, when it is established or when there is substantial reason to be-
lieve that they have used chemical weapons in violation of interna-
bona1  obligations;

4. Decides to consider immediately, taking into account the inves-
tigations of the Secretary-General, appropriate and effective measures
in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations, should there be
any future use of chemical weapons in violation of international Iaw,
wherever and by whomever committed.

CASE 3

The situation in the Mddle  East

(In connection with a statement made on 5 September
1986 by the President of the Council on behalf of its mem-
bers)

At its 2705th meeting, on 5 September 1986, the Council
heard a statement made by the Secretary-General in which
he informed the members that, as a result of a series of
serious incidents in the area of deployment in southern
Lebanon of UNIFIL,  he had decided to send to the region
a mission of inquiry to consider, together with the Govem-
ment of Lebanon, measures to be taken to ensure that the
Force was able to carry out effectively, in the required se-
cured conditions, the mandate entrusted to it by the Secu-
rity Council in its resolution 425 (1978).

141;‘or  the vote on the draft resolution (S/20 15 l), see WPV.2825.
14%/20060  and Add. I, S/20063 and Add. 1 and S/20134, OR,

41st yr., Suppl.  for July-Sept. 1986.



Following the Secretary-General’s statement, the Presi-
dent made a statement on behalf of the members of the
Council (S/18320).  The statement reads in part as follows:

The members of the Security Council express their appreciation to
the Secretary-General for his immediate dispatch of a mission led by
the Under-Secretary-General which is to carry out, in consultation
with the Lebanese Government, an in depth examination of the meas-
ures to be taken to enable the Force to carry out its mandate, as laid
down in Council resolution 425 (1978),  effectively in the necessary
conditions of security.

The Secretary-General submitted a special reportl”
&ted 18 September 1986 on the United Nations Interim
Force in Lebanon in which he described the conditions un-
der which UNIFIL was operating and the security measures
already taken and set out his observations on the future of
the Force.

CASE 4

Complaint by Angola against South Africa
(In connection with a draft resolution submitted by Burk-

ina Faso, Egypt, India, Madagascar, Peru and Trinidad and
Tobago, voted upon and adopted on 20 September 1985)

During the Council’s consideration of the complaint by
Angola against South Africa, the representative of Angola
stated that the South African forces had launched an attack
on Angola on 17 September 1985. At the 2607th meeting,
on 20 September 1985, the Security Council unanimously
adopted, as orally revised, a draft resolution submitted by
Burkina Faso, Egypt, India, Madagascar, Peru and Trini-
dad and Tobago, as resolution 571 ( 1985).145

Paragraph 7 of the resolution reads as follows:

Tire  Secwify  Council,
. . .
7 . Decides to appoint  and send immediately to Angola a commis-

sion of investigation, comprising three members of the Security Coun-
cil, in order to evaluate the damage resulting fkom  the  invasion by
South A&an  forces and to report to the Council not later than 15
November 1985;

At its 26 17th meeting, on 7 October 1985, the Security
Council unanimously adopted resolution 574 (1985)?
The resolution reads in part as follows:

The Secufity Council,

7 . Reques&r the  Security Council Commission of Investigation ts-
tabWed in pursuance of resolution 571 (1985),  consisting of Austra-
lia, Egypt and Pcnr,  to report urgently on its evaluation of the damage
resulting from South African aggression, including the latest bomb-
i n g s ;

In a note’*’  dated 15 November 1985, the President of
the Council stated that the Chairman of the Security Coun-
cil Commission of Investigation established under resolu-
tion 57 i (1985) had informed him that the Commission
was still in the process of finalizing its report and that it
had requested an extension of the date of submission of its

‘9/l 8348, ibid.
lqsFot  the vote on the draft resolution (S/1748  l),  see WPV.2607,

pp. 52-55.  For the detailed procedural history, see chap, VIII, part
II, sect. 8, of the present Supplement.

116For  the vote on the draft  resolution (S/17531), see S/PV.2617,
p. 49. For detailed procedural history, see chap. VIII, part II, sect,
8, of the present Supplement.

t47S/17635,  OR, 40th yr., Suppl. for  Oct.-Dec. 1985.

report until 22 November 1985. The President further
stated that, after informal consultations on the matter, it
had been found that no member of the Council had any
objection to the request.

At its 263 1st meeting, on 6 December 1985, the Security
Council considered the reporV4’ of the Commission of In-
vestigation. At the same meeting, a draft resolution sub-
mitted by Burkina Faso, Egypt, India, Madagascar, Peru
and Trinidad and Tobago was voted upon and unanimously
adopted as resolution 577 ( 1985).i*9  The resolution reads
in part as follows:

l%e  Skcurity  Council.
l . .

7 . Demands  that South A&a pay full and adequate compensation
to the People’s Republic of Angola for the damage to life and property
resulting from the acts of aggression;

8. Requests Member States and international organizations IX-
gently to extend material and other forms of assistance to the People’s
Republic of Angola in order to facilitate the immediate reconstruction
of its economic inkastructure;

9 . Requests the Secretary-General to monitor developments in this
situation and report to the Security Council as necessary, but no later
than 30 June 1986, on the implementation of the present resolution
and, in particukr,  of paragraphs 7 and 8 thereof;

CASE 5

Letter dated 17  June 1985  jkom  the Permanent Repre-
sentative of Botswana to the United Nations addressed
to the President of the Security Council

(In connection with a drafi resolution submitted by Burk-
ina Faso, Egypt, India, Madagascar, Peru and Trinidad and
Tobago, voted upon and adopted on 21 June 1985)

During the Council’s consideration of the serious situ-
ation arising as a result of South Africa’s military attack
on the capital of Botswana, Gaborone, at the 2599th meet-
ing, on 21 June 1985, a six-Power draft resolution was
adopted unanimously as resolution 568 (1985)Y The reso-
lution reads in part as follows:

Tire  Senuity  Council,

8: l Requests the Secretary-General to send a mission to visit Bo-
tswana  for the purpose of:

(a) Assessing the damage caused by South Af&a’s  unprovoked
and premeditated acts of msion;

(b) Proposing measures to strengthen Botswana’s capacity to rc-
ceive  and provide assistance to South African refugees;

(c) Determining the consequent level of assistance required by
Botswana and to report thereon to the Security Council;

9 . Requests all States and relevant agencies and organizations  of
the United Nations system urgently to extend all necessary assistance
to Botswana;

10. RequeJlJ  the Secretary-General to monitor developments rc-
lated to this question and to report to the Security Council as the situ-
ation demands;

1*%/17648,  ibid.
14%or the vote on the draft resolution (S/17667) see WV.263 1,

pp. 31-32. For detailed procedural history, see chap. VIII, part II,
sect. 8, of the present Supplement.

ls%or  the vote on the draft resolution (S/17291), see SIPV.2599.
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The Security Council considered the Secretary-Gen-
eral’s reporP at its 2609th meeting, on 30 September
1985, held in response to a request contained in a letter
dated 26 September 1985 from the representative of Bo-
tswana. At the same meeting, a draft resolution submitted
by Botswana, Burkina Faso, Egypt, India, Madagascar,
Peru and Trinidad and Tobago was voted upon and adopted
as resolution 572 (1985). IS2  The resolution reads in part as
follows:

The Shurity  Ccufncil,
. . .
2 Expresses its appreciation to the  Secretary-General for having

arranged to send a mission to Botswana to assess the damage caused
by South Afica’s  unprovoked and premeditated acts of aggression and
for proposing measures to strengthen Botswana’s capacity to receive
and provide assistance to South African ref@ees  as well as for detcr-
mining the level of assistance required by Botswana to cope with the
situation resulting from the attack;

3 . Edorses  the report of the mission to Botswana  under resolution
568 (1985);

4 . Remands  that South Africa  pay Ml and adeqate compensation
to Botswana for the loss of life and damage to property resulting fkom
its act of aggression;

5 . Requests Member States, international organizations and finan-
cial institutions to assist Botswana in the fields identified in the  report
of the mission to Botswana;

6 . Requests the Secretary-General to give the matter of assistance
to Botswana his continued attention and to keep the Security Council
informed;

‘s’S/l 7453 OR 40th yr., Suppl. for July-Sept. 1985.
tsqor  the ;ote  on the draft resolution (S/17503),  see SfPV.2609.

CASE 6

Complaint by Lesotho against South Apica

(In connection with a draft resolution submitted by Burk-
ina Faso, Egypt, India, Madagascar, Peru and Trinidad and
Tobago, voted upon and adopted on 30 December 1985)

During the consideration of the complaint by Lesotho
against South Africa, which had suffered armed aggression
by South Afkica on 19 December 1985, a draft resolution
submitted by Burkina Faso, Egypt, India, Madagascar,
Peru and Trinidad and Tobago was voted upon and unan-
imously adopted as resolution 580 ( 1985).ls3  Paragraphs 9
and 10 of the resolution read as follows:

me searity Council,
. . .
9. Rques&s  the Secretary-General to establish, in consultation

with the Government of Lxsotho,  an appropriate presence comprising
one or two civilians in Maseru,  for the purpose of keeping him in-
formed of any development affecting the territorial integrity of LAXO-
tho;

10. Further  requesti  the Secretary-General, through appropriate
means, to monitor the implementation of the present resolution and
the prevailing situation and to report to the Security Council as the
situation demands;

ls*or  the vote on the draft  resolution (S/17701), see WV.2639.

Part III

CONSIDERATION OF THE PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE 35 OF THE CHARTER

N O T E

During the period under review, 39 questions involving
the maintenance of international peace and security were
brought to the attention of the Security Council, In one
case, a request for a meeting was submitted by a non- mem-
ber State. In all other cases, the requests under Article 35
were submitted by Members of the United Nations. The
relevant data regarding the submission of these questions
are summarized in the tabulation.

Article 35, paragraph 2, was explicitly invoked in one
communication from a non-member State;lU  one letter of
submission explicitly invoked Article 94 of the ChartcrY
During the debates in the Security Council, Article 35 was
explicitly cited four times in the course of the deliberations
of the CounciP

l%ee the letter dated 10 February 1988 from the Republic of
Korea ($09488,  OR, 43rd yr. ,  Suppl.  for Jan.-March 1988).

1  %ee  the letter dated 17 October 1986 from  Nicaragua, request-
ing an emergency meeting of the Security Council to consider the
non-compliance with the judgment of the International Court of
Justice (S/18415,  OR, 41st  yr., Suppl.  for Oct.-Dee. 1986).

t%PV.2617:  Angola, p. 55; SfPV.2636: Madagascar, p. 6;
WPV.2677:  Madagascar, p. 16; SffV.2680: Ghana, p. 38.

The Council continued to consider, at the request of the
parties or other Members of the United Nations, questions
that had been included in its agenda prior to the period un-
der review: the situation in the Middle East, the situation
between Iran and Iraq, the question of South Africa, the
situation in Namibia, the situation in Cyprus, complaint by
Angola against South Africa, complaint by Lesotho against
South Africa, the situation in the occupied Arab territories,
the situation concerning Western Sahara, letter &ted 20
February 196 1 from the representative of Liberia addressed
to the President of the Security Council, and the Middle
East problem including the Palestinian question.

SUBMISSIONS BY MEMBERS OF THE UNITED NATIONS

Members of the United Nations generally submitted
questions to the Security Council by means of communi-
cations to the President of the Council. In two instances,
communications were addressed to the Secretary-Gen-
eraP7 During the period under review, Article 35 was not

‘s7See the letter dated 17 December 1988 from Angola and the
le t te r  &ted 17 December 1988 from Cuba (S/20336  and S/20337,
OR, 43rd  yr.,  Suppl. for Oct.-Dee. 1988).



Part III. Consideration of the provisions of Article 35 of the  Charter 399

explicitly cited by Member States as the basis of such sub-
missions.

One question was submitted as a dispute. Is8  In 22 in-
stances questions were described as situations.1s9 In 12
cases the letter of submission contained terms similar to
those of Article 39J60

In connection with the situation between Iran and Iraq,
the Council was requested to discuss the report of the mis-
sion dispatched by the Secretary-General to inquire into the
situation of prisoners of war in the Islamic Republic of Iran
and the Republic of Iraq; to discuss the grave situation aris-
ing from the Iranian aggression and to take serious practical
and speedy measures to put an end to the war and to solve the
conflict by peaceful means; and to adopt measures to ensure
the implementation of Security Council resolution 582
(1986),  concerning the fkther  acute escalation of the con-
flict.

With regard to the situation in the Middle East, the
Council was requested to consider the situation of UNIFIL,
in the light of the Secretary-General’s report; the situation
in and around the refugee camps in Beirut; the continuing
acts of aggression and practices of the Israeli occupying
forces in southern Lebanon, the Western Bekaa and the
Rashaya district; the continued escalation of violence in-
volving the civilian population in and around Beirut, af-
fecting the safety and security of the Palestinians in the
refugee camps; the aggression against Lebanon, which had
assumed the proportions of an invasion of the southern part
of the country; and the aggression against Lebanese terri-
tory by Israeli naval, air and land forces on 9 December
1988.

In connection with the question of South Africa, the
Council was requested to consider the serious situation in
South Afkica  resulting from the murder of defenceless  Af-
rican demonstrators; the concern at the continuance and
worsening of the human suffering which the apartheid sys-
tem caused in South Africa; the serious situation on the
occasion of the commemoration of the tenth anniversary of
the Soweto massacres; the question of the death sentences
passed by the regime of South Africa, as well as the deci-
sion of the Pretoria Supreme Court to reject the appeal; and
the question of the death sentence passed by the regime in
the light of the intention of South African authorities to
implement that decision.

In connection with communications from Chad, the
Council was requested to resume consideration of the com-
plaint against the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya made by the
Government of Chad on 2 August 1983; to consider the
serious situation prevailing in the country; and to consider
the serious situation prevailing in the northern part of Chad
occupied by the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya.

In connection with the communicationP  from Nicara-
gua, the Council was requested to convene for the purpose

%te  tabulation, section A.
1 ?bid.,  section B.
16qbid.,  section C.
16ketter  dated 6 May 1985 (S/l 7156, OR, 40th yr., Suppl. for

April-June I985); letter &ted 6 December i 985 (S/  1767 1, OR, 40th
yr., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1985); letter dated 27 June 1986 (S/1  8 178,
OR, 41st  yr., Suppl. fir April-June 1986); letter &ted 22 July 1986
(S/18230,  OR, 4Ist  yr.,  Suppl.  fir July-Sept. 1986); letter dated 17 Oc-
tober 1986 (S/l  84 14, OR, 4lst  yr., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1986); letter
&ted 9 December 1986 (S/18513, ibid.); letter dated 17 March 1988
(S/19638,  OR, 43rd yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March 1988).

of considering the extremely serious situation which the
Central American region was facing at that time; to con-
sider an extremely serious situation created by the escala-
tion of acts of aggression, the repeated threats and new acts
of provocation directed against Nicaragua by the United
States Government; to convene an emergency meeting, in
accordance with the provisions of Article 94 of the Charter,
to consider the non-compliance with the judgment of the
International Court of Justice; to convene a meeting ur-
gently and immediately, in order to consider the serious
situation created by the escalation of threats and aggression
against Nicaragua and by the decision by the United States
Government to send American troops to Honduran terri-
tory; and for the purpose of considering the serious inci-
dents occurring in the Central American region which en-
dangered international peace and security.

In connection with the situation in Namibia, the Council
was requested to consider further, following the decision
of the Extraordinary Ministerial Meeting of the Coordinat-
ing Bureau of Non-Aligned Countries to call for an urgent
meeting of the Security Council, the question of Namibia
and to give effect to its own resolutions in that regard, in
particular resolution 435 (1978).

In connection with the complaint by Angola against
South Africa, the Council was requested to deal with the
situation, in view of the threat to regional and international
peace and security represented by the continuous acts of
aggression and violence perpetuated by the armed forces
of South Africa, resulting in violation of the tenitorial  in-
tegrity and national sovereignty of Angola; to deal with the
situation, in view of the armed invasion perpetrated against
Angola and the threat it posed to regional and international
peace and security; to deal with the situation, in view of
the acts of aggression and threats to regional and intema-
tional peace and security by the armed forces of South Af-
rica, resulting in the violation of the territorial integrity and
national sovereignty of Angola; and to convene urgently
for the purpose of considering the renewed acts of aggres-
sion by South Africa against Angola.

In connection with the letter dated 17 June 1985 from
Botswana, the Council was requested to consider the situ-
ation that had arisen as a result of South Africa’s military
attack on the capital of the country, Gaborone.

In connection with the situation in the occupied Arab
territories, the Council was requested to consider Israeli
practices against the civilian population; to consider the se-
rious threat to international peace and security resulting
from Israeli acts of profanation committed against the
sanctuary of Haran al-Quds (Jerusalem); to consider the
situation in the Israeli-occupied Palestinian and other Arab
territories, including Jerusalem; to consider and adopt the
report of the Secretary-General pursuant to Security Coun-
cil resolution 605 (I 987); to consider the situation resulting
from Israel’s aggression and take steps as were required by
the situation; and to condemn the deliberate act of aggres-
sion in the strongest terms, to require fair and fir11  compen-
sation for all the damage and to take measures to prevent
such acts from recurring.

In connection with the Middle East problem including
the Palestinian question, the Council was requested, on be-
half of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries and fol-
lowing the decision of the Conference of Foreign Minis-
ters, to convene urgently.
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In connection with the letter dated 16 December 1985
from the United States, the Council was requested to con-
sider the important matter of hostage-taking, in view of the
serious situation created by those acts.

In connection with the complaint by Lesotho against
South Africa, the Council was requested to deal with the
grave situation created by an unprovoked armed aggres-
sion against Lesotho by South Africa.

In connection with the situation in southern Africa, the
Council was requested to convene an urgent meeting to
consider the situation and South Africa’s aggression
against Botswana, Zambia and Zimbabwe.

In connection with the letters dated, respectively, 25 and
26 March 1986 from Malta, the USSR and Iraq, as well as
with the letter dated 12 April 1986 from  Malta, the Council
was requested to convene an urgent meeting to discuss the
grave situation which had arisen in the central Mediterra-
nean and to consider what action could be taken to reduce
tension and restore peace and stability in the region; to
consider the question of the United States aggression
against the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya; and to consider and
take action to stop repeated threats of use of force, as well
as imminent resort to armed attacks in the central Mediter-
ranean.

In connection with the letter dated 4 February 1986 from
the Syrian Arab Republic, the Council was requested to
consider the Israeli act of air piracy carried out against a
private Libyan civilian aircraft flying in international air-
space and carrying an official Syrian delegation.

In connection with the letters each respectively dated 15
April 1986 from  the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Burkina
Faso, the Syrian Arab Republic and Oman, the Council
was called upon to consider and adopt urgent and effective
measures with regard to the attack on Tripoli and Benghazi
by United States forces.

By the letter dated 10 February 1988 from  Japan, the
Security Council was also to consider the destruction on
November 1987 of the Korean Airlines passenger aircraft,
flight 858, which claimed 1 I5 victims.

In connection with the letter dated 11 March I988 from
Argentina, the Council was requested to consider the situ-
ation created in the South Atlantic by the United Kingdom
Government’s decision to conduct military manoeuvres in
the region of the Falkland Islands (Islas Malvinas) .

In connection with the letter dated I9 April 1988 from
Tunisia, the Council was requested to consider the situ-
ation created by the Israeli attack on the territorial integrity
and sovereignty of Tunisia; and invited to condemn Israeli
terrorism and to take appropriate steps to avert and prevent
the repetition of such acts. Further, the attention of the
Council was drawn to the nature of those deplorable acts,
which portended other attacks unless the Council took se-
rious measures to counter such acts.

In connection with the letter dated 5 July 1988 from the
Islamic Republic of Iran, the Council was asked to con-
sider the massacre of 290 innocent civilian passengers of
Iran Air flight 655 by the naval forces of the United States.

By identical letters each, respectively, dated I7 Decem-
ber 1988 from Angola and from  Cuba, the Secretary-Gen-
eral was informed of the intention to sign an agreement
between the two countries and was requested to take nec-
essary steps to recommend to the Council that a United

Nations observer group be set up in order to carry out the
verification of the agreement.162

SUBMISSIONS BY STATES NOT MEMBERS OF THE
UNITED NATIONS

During the period under review, the observer for the Re-
public of Korea to the United Nations requested that an
urgent meeting of the Security Council be called, in ac-
cordance with Article 35, paragraph 2, of the Charter, to
consider a serious situation arising from the explosion of
Korean Air flight 858Y

SUBMISSIONS BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OR ITS
SUBSIDIARY ORGAN+

In connection with the question of South Africa, the
Council was requested to conclude its consideration of the
recommendations of its Committee established by resolu-
tion 42 l( 1977),  with a view to blocking the existing loop-
holes in the arms embargo so as to render it more effective,
and prohibiting, in particular, all forms of cooperation and
collaboration with the racist regime of South Africa in the
nuclear field. On another occasion, the Council was re-
quested to consider immediate action under Chapter VII of
the Charter with a view to applying comprehensive and
mandatory sanctions against South Africa, with a call upon
Governments which were opposed to the application of
such sanctions to cease their opposition.165

In connection with the situation in the Middle East, the
General Assembly requested the Council to consider the
situation in the occupied Palestinian territory, taking into
account the recommendations contained in the report of
the Secretary-General. Finally, the Council was requested
by the General Assembly to consider measures needed to
convene the International Peace Conference on the Middle
East, including the establishment of a preparatory commit-
tee for that purpose.166

SUBMISSION BY A SUBSIDIARY ORGAN OF
THE SECURITY COUNCIL

On one occasion, the Chairman of the Security Council
Committee established by resolution 42 1 (1977) transmit-
ted to the Council the text of a draft  resolution recom-
mended by the Committee.167

PROCEDURAL CONSEQUENCES OF SUBMISSIONS
UNDER ARTICLE 35

Communications submitting questions for consideration
by the Council were dealt with in accordance with rules 6
and 9 of the provisional rules of procedure; material relat-
ing to the application of these rules is contained in chapter

l%ee  the letters both dated 17 December 1988 from Angola and
Cuba (S/20336 and S/20337,  OR, 43rd yr., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec.
I9!! .

4 ee the letter dated 10 February 1988 from the Republic of
Korea (S/19488,  OR, 43rd  yr., Suppl. for Jan.-March f988).  See
also sectjon  E of the tabulation, below.

I-or recommendations made by the General Assembly in the
form of resolutions, see chap. VI, part I, of the present Supple-
ment.

*%ee  tabulation, entry 36.
%ee tabulation, entry 37.
%raft resolution S/18474,  adopted at the 2723rd meeting, held

on 28 November 1986, by consensus as resolution 591 (1986).
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II, parts II and III, of the present Supplement. In a few
cases the Council did not take up the questions or commu-
nications for a discussionP*

On one occasion, in connection with the letters both
dated 10 February 1988, respectively, from the observer
for the Republic of Korea and from the representative of
Japan, one delegation stated that his Government did not
consider it useful to include in the agenda of the Security

Council the question submitted to it, and that they wanted
their position to be reflected in the records of the Security
CounciP9  In other cases, the Council did not consider
whether or not to accept the designation of any of the new
questions submitted for its consideration for the first
time. Nor was any question raised as to the appropriate
designation for a question included in the agenda at an ear-
lier date.

l@‘For  the text of the relevant statement, YPV.2791:  USSR. For
l%or  the submissions from Member States, see section B of the more details, see chap. II, part III, case 1, of the present Supple-

tabulation. merit.



TABULATION OF QUESTIONS SUBMITTED TO THE SECURITY COUNCIL, 1985-1988 

Section A. Questions submitted by Members as disputes 

Smbmitatd SWtS 

bY imehwd Akttilqp 

1. Letter dated 22 July 1986 Nicaragua United States Requesting the convening of a mcct- 27OOtb27O4th meetings, 29. 
(S/18230) ing of the Security Council on 29 

July 1986, for the purpose of con- 
31 July 1988 

sidering the dispute between the 
United States and Nicaragua, 
which was the subject of the judg- 
ment of the International Court of 
Justice 

Section B. Questions submitted by Members as situations 

Subnutied 

bY 
sbks 

mwhud 

Atticks brwlrd 
aldiakfiar 
SlidSSiCWl 

Acmn rtptsfud of 
lk Stcurrty CbwmsiI M&llngS 

2. Letter dated 28 January 1985 Chad Libyan Arab Jamahiriya Requesting that the Security Council 
(S/1691 1) convene as a matter of urgency in 

order to consider the serious situ- 
ation prevailing in the country 

Letter dated 25 January 1985 Chad Libyan Arab Jamahiriya Informing of the illegal occupation 
(S/16906) by the Libyan Arab Jarnahiriya of 

Chadian territory which consti- 
tutes an act of aggression and a 
constant threat to peace and stcu- 
rity in the subregion; and rcqucst- 
ing the convening of the Security 
Council to resume consideration 
of the complaint against the Lib- 
yan Arab Jamahiriya made by the 
Government of Chad on 2 August 
1983 (S/ 15902) 

3. The situation between Iran 
and Iraq 

(a) Letter dated 24 February 
1985 (S/16980) 

Requesting that a meeting of the Se- 
curity Council be convened during 
the first week of March 1985 to 
discuss the report of the mission 
dispatched by the Secretary-Gtn- 
eral (S/ 16962) to inquire into the 
situation of prisoners of war in the 
Islamic Republic of Iran and Iraq 

2567th meeting, 30 January 
1985 

2569th meeting, 4 March 
1985 



(6) Letter dated 12 February 
1986 (S/17821) 

(cl Letter dated 30 
1986 (S/18372) 

September 

(d) Letter dated 7 March 1988 
(Sf 19589) 

4. The situation in the Middle 
East 

(a) Letter dated 4 September 
1986 (S/18318) 

(6) Special report of the Sccrc- 
tary-Gtnera.l on UNIFIL 
(S/18348) 
Letter dated 18 September 
1986 (S/18353) 

(c) Letter dated 3 April 1987 
(S/18781) 

5. The question of South Africa 
(a) Letter dated 28 February 

1985 (S/16991) 

(6) Letter dated 24 July 1985 
(S/17351) 

Letter dated 
(S/173 56) 

25 July 1985 

lr4 

Iraq, Jordan, Kuwait, 
Morocco, Saudi Arabia, 
Tunisia, Yemen 

Islamic Republic of iran 

USSR Islamic Republic of Iran, Iraq 

France 

France 

Egypt, Iraq 

Egypt 

France 

Mali 

Iran, Saudi Arabia, Jordan, 
Kuwait, Morocco, Tunisia, 
Yemen, League of Arab States 

Lebanon 

Lebanon 

Lebanon (Ekirut) 

South Africa 

South Africa 

South Africa 

Transmitting a letter from the States 
members of the Committee of 
Seven of the Council of the 
League of Arab States, requesting 
an urgent meeting of the Security 
Council to discuss the grave situ- 
ation arising from the Iranian ago 
grcssion and to take serious ptac- 
tical and speedy measures to put 
an end to the war and to solve the 
conflict by peaceful means 

2663rd-2666th meetings, 
1986 

Requesting that M urgent meeting of 
the Security Council be convened 
to consider the grave situation be- 
tween Iran and Iraq and to adopt 
measures to ensure the implemtn- 
tation of Security Council resolu- 
tion 582 (1986) 

2709th-27 13th meetings, 3, 
6-8 October 1986 

Requesting M urgent meeting of the 
Security Council in connection 
with the further acute escalation of 
the conflict between Iran and Iraq 

Requesting M urgent meeting of the 
Security Council to consider the 
situation of UNIFIL 

2705th meeting, 5 Stptem- 
bcr 1986 

Requesting M urgent meeting of the 
Security Council to consider the 
situation of UNIFIL in the light of 
the Secrttary-GeneraI’s report 

2706th.2708th meetings, 19, 
22,23 September 1986 

Requesting M immediate meeting of 
the Security Council to consider 
the situation in and around the 
refugee camps in Beirut 

No meeting 

Requesting, as Chairman of the 
Group of African States, the con- 
vtning of an urgent meeting of the 
Security Council to consider the 
serious situation in South Africa 
resulting from the murder of de- 
fenceless African demonstrators 

Requesting that the Security Council 
be convened immediately to con- 
sider the continuance and worstn- 
ing of the human suffering caused 
by the apartheid system in South 
Africa 

Requesting, as Chairman of the 
Group of African States, that M 

urgent meeting of the Security 
Council be convened to consider 
the situation in South Africa 

257lst,2577th meetings, 8, 
12 March 1985 

2600th2602nd meetings, 25, 
26 July 1985 



QuestIon 

Submrtred SWleS 

bY rnwhvd 

Actron requested oj 

the kmrrty councrl Mee trngs 

(c) Letter dated 10 June 1986 
(S/18146) 

(d) Letter dated 24 November 
1986 (S/18474) 

(e) Letter dated 10 February 
1987 (S/18688) 

v) Letter dated 2 March 1988 
(S/19567) 

Letter dated 2 March 1988 
(S/19568) 

(g) Letter dated 15 March 1988 
(S/19624) 

Zaire, on behalf of African 
States of the United Na- 
tions 

Chairman of Security Coun- 
cil Committee established 
under resolution 
(1977) 

Egypt 

South Africa 

Sierra Leone 

Zambia 

Zambia 

Zambia 

421 

South Africa 

South Africa 

Requesting that the Security Council 
convene as a matter of urgency to 
consider the serious situation in 
South Africa on the occasion of 
the commemoration of the tenth 
anniversary of the Soweto massa- 
cres 

Transmitting the text of a draft reso- 
lution recommended by the Com- 
mittee for the implementation of 
the arms embargo on South Africa 

Requesting, on behalf of African 
States, that an urgent meeting of 
the Security Council be convened 
to consider the situation in South 
Africa 

Requesting, as Chairman of the 
Group of African States, an urgent 
meeting of the Security Council to 
consider the question of South Af- 
rica, on Thursday, 3 March 1988 

Requesting that an urgent meeting of 
the Security Council be convened 
to consider the item entitled “The 
question of South Africa” 

Requesting that an urgent meeting of 
the Security Council be convened 
to consider the item entitled “The 
question of South Africa”, regard- 
ing the question of the death sen- 
tences passed by the regime of 
South Africa 

Requesting that an urgent meeting of 
the Security Council be convened 
under the item entitled “The ques- 
tion of South Africa”, to consider 
the question of the death sentences 
passed by the regime of South Af- 
rica, as well as the decision of the 
Pretoria Supreme Court to reject 
the appeal 

(h) Letter dated 16 June 1988 
(S/19939) 

(i) Letter dated 23 November 
1988 (S/20289) 

Zambia Requesting that the Security Council 
convene urgently under the item 
entitled “The question of South 
Africa” to consider the question of 
the death sentences passed by the 
regime in the light of the intention 
of the South African authorities to 
implement it 

2690th meeting, 13 June 1986 

2723rd meeting, 28 Novem- 
ber 1986 

2732nd-2738th meetings, 
17-20 February 1986 

2799th meeting, 16 March 
1988 

2817th meeting, 17 June 
1988 

2830th meeting, 23 Novem- 
ber 1988 



6 . Letter dated 6 May 1985 Nicaragua
(S/17156)

7 . The situation in Namibia
(a) Letter dated 23 May 1985

(S/17213)
India

Mozambique
Letter dated 23 May 1985
(S/17222)

Further report of the Secrc-
Uuy-Gcneral concerning the
implementation of Security
C o u n c i l resolutions  4 3 5
(1978) and 439 (1978)

(b) Letter dated 11 November
1985  (S/17618)

India

Letter dated 11 November
1985 (S/17619)

Mauritius

(c) Letter dated 25 March 1987
(S/18765)

Gabon

Letter dated  3 1 March 1987
(S/18769)

Zimbabwe

(6) Letter dated 23 October 1987 Madagascar

(Sf 19230)

Letter dated 27 October 1987
(S/19235)

Zimbabwe Namibia

(e) Lcttcr dated 27 September
1988 (S/20203)

Zambia

Namibia

Namibia

Namibia

Namibia

Namibia

Requesting an urgent meeting of the
Security Council to consider the
extremely serious situation which
the Central American region is
facing

On behalf  of the  Movement of Non-
Aligned Countries, requested that
the Security Council convene to
consider fkthcr  the  situation in
Namibia following the decision
of the Extraordinary Ministerial
Meeting of the Coordinating Bu-
reau of Non-Aligned Countries on
the  question of Namibia, held at
New Delhi from 19 to 21 April
1985, which called for an urgent
meeting of the Security Council to
resume considtration  of the  qucs-
tion of Namibia and to give cffkct
to its own resolutions in that rc-
gard, in particular resolution 435
(1978)

Requesting, pursuant to a decision of
the Conference of Ministers for
Foreign Affairs of Non-Aligned
Countries (S/17610), an urgent
meeting of the Security Council to
resume i t s  considerat ion of  the
situation in Namibia

Requesting,  as  Chairman o f  t h e
Group of African States, an urgent
meeting of the Security Council on
the question of Namibia

Requesting, on behalf of the Group
of African States, that an urgent
meeting of the Security Council be
convened to consider the situation
in Namibia

Requesting, on behalf of the  Group
of African States, that an urgent
meeting of the  Security Council be
convened to consider the question
of Namibia

Requesting, on behalf of the Group
of African St&s,  that an urgent
meting  of the Security Council be
convened to consider the situation
in Namibia

Requesting the convening of 1p1  w
meeting of the Security Council to
consider the question of Namibia

Requesting that the  Security Council
be convened to consider the situ-
ation in Namibia

2577%258&h  meetings,
8-10 May 1985

2583rd-259&h, 2592nd,
2593rd-2595th  meetings,
lo-19  June 1985

2624th-2626hJ62M@Q9th
mcttings,  13-l 5 Novcm-
bcr  1985

2740th-2747th  meetings,
6-9 April 1987

2755th-2759th  meetings,
28-30  October 1987

2827th meeting, 29 Scp-
tembcr 1988
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10. The situation in the occupied 
Arab territories 

(a) Letter dated 1 I September 
1985 (S/17456) 

Qatar Israel 

(b) 

(4 

Letter dated 
(S/l 7740) 

Letter dated 
(S/17741) 

16 January 

16 

Letter dated 4 
1986 (S/l850 1) 

January 

December 

Morocco 

United Arab Emirates 

Zimbabwe 

(d) Letter dated 11 December 
1987 (S/19333) 

Democratic Yemen 

(4 Letter dated 
(S/19402) 

4 January 1988 

u> Letter dated 29 March 1988 
(S/19700) 

Tunisia 

11. Letter dated 26 September 
1985 (9 17497) 

Botswana 

Israel 

Requesting, as Chairman of the 
Group of Arab States, an immedi- 
ate meeting of the Security Coun- 
cil to consider Israeli practices 
against the civilian population in 
the Palestinian occupied territories 

Drawing attention, as Chairman of 
the Organization of the Islamic 
Conference, to the serious threat to 
international peace and security 
resulting from lsraeli acts of profa- 
nation committed recently against 
the sanctuary of Haran al-Quds 
(Jerusalem) and requesting the 
convening of an urgent meeting of 
the Security Council to consider 
the situation 

Calling attention, as Chairman of the 
Group of Arab States, to the grave 
situation created in al-Quds by Is- 
raeli actions violating the sanctity 
of the Haram al-Sharif 

Requesting, as Chairman of the Co- 
ordinating Bureau of the Move- 
ment of Non-Aligned Countries, 
an immediate meeting of the Secu- 
rity Council to consider the situ- 
ation in the Israeli-occupied Pales- 
tinian and other Arab territories, 
including Jerusalem 

Requesting, as Chairman of the 
Group of Arab States, an immedi- 
ate meeting of the Security Coun- 
cil to address the situation in the 
occupied Palestinian and other 
Arab territories 

Requesting, as Chairman of the 
Group of Arab States, an immedi- 
ate meeting of the Security Coun- 
cil to address the situation in the 
occupied Palestinian and other 
Arab territories 

Requesting, as Chairman of the 
Group of Arab States, an urgent 
meeting of the Security Council to 
discuss the situation in the occu- 
pied Arab territories 

Requesting that a meeting of the Sc- 
curity Council be convened to con- 
sider and adopt the report of the 
Secretary-General pursuant to the 
Security Council resolution 568 
(1985) (S/17453) 

2604th, 2605th meetings, 
13 September 1985 

12, 

2643rd-2650th meetings, 
2 l-30 January 1986 

2724th2727th meetings, 
8 December 1986 

5, 

277Oth, 2772nd-2777th meet- 
ings, 1 l-22 December 
1987 

2780th 
1988 

meeting, 5 J 

2904th2806th meetings, 30 
March, 14, 1 5 April 1988 

2609th meeting, 
tember 1985 

30 Sep- 
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12. The Middle East problem in-
&ding the Palestinian Ques-
tion

Letter  dated  30 Septtmbcr
1985 (5117507)

1 3 .  Lcttcr &cd 6  Dcccmbcr
1985 (S/17671)

14. Letter dated  16 December
1 9 8 5  1 9 8 5  ( S / 1 3 6 8 5 )( S / 1 3 6 8 5 )

15. Complaint by L e s o t h o
against South Africa

(a) Letter dated 23 December
1985(S/17692)1985(S/17692)

16. The  situation in southern
Africa
Letter dated 29 January 1986
(9 17770)

17. Letter  dated 25 March 1986
(S/17940)

I n d i a

Nicaragua

United States

Lesotho

S u d a n

Mal ta

USSR

United States

South Africa

Requesting, on behalf of the Move-
ment of Non-Aligned Countries
and following the decision of the
Conference of Foreign  Ministers,
an urgent convening of the Stcu-
rity Council

Requesting the convening of an
urgent meeting of the Security
Council to consider an cxtrcmcly
serious situation created by the es-
calation of acts of aggression, the
repeated threats and the new acts
of provocahon  dirccttd  against
Nicaragua by the United States
Government

Requesting, in view of the serious
situation created  by acts of hos-
tage-taking and abduction, a meet-
ing to consider  that important mat-
ter

Requesting that a meeting of the  Se-
curity Council bc convened, pref-
erably on the morning of 30 Dc-
ccmber  1985, to &al  with the
grave situation created by an
unprovoked armed aggression
against Lesotho by South A f r i c aA f r i c a

Requesting, on behalf  of African
States at the United Nations, that
an urgent meeting of the  Security
Council be convened  to cons&r
the situation in southern Africa

Rcqucsting  an urgent rnecting  of the
Security Council to discuss the
grave  situation which has arisen in
the central Mediterranean and to
consider what action could bc
taken to reduct  tension  and restore
peace and stability in the  region

Requesting that an urgent meeting of
the Security Council be convened
to consider the situation in the
southern  Mediterranean

26 18th.2622nd  meetings, 9-
11 October 1985

2633d,2634th,2636thmat-2633d,2634th,2636thmat-
iw,iw, lo-12  Dcccmber
1 9 8 5

2637th meeting, 18 Deccm-
b c rb c r  1 9 8 5 1 9 8 5

2 6 3 8 t h ,2 6 3 8 t h ,  2 6 3 9 t h   2 6 3 9 t h  meetings,
3 0  3 0  Dcccmbcr  1 9 8 51 9 8 5

2652nd,  2654th,  265&h,
2662nd  meetings, S-13
February 1986

2668th-267  1 st meetings, 26-
31 March 1986



Letter dated 26 March 1986
(S/I 7946)

Iraq

18. Letter dated  17 October 1986 Nicaragua
(S/18414)

19. Letter dated 13
1986 (S/18456)

November Chad

20. Letter dated 11 March 1988 Argentina

2 1. Letter dated I7 March 1988
(S/19638)

Nicaragua

22. Letter dated 19 April 1988
(S/19798)

Tunisia

23. Letter dated 17 December
I988  (S/20336)
Letter dated 17 December
1988 (S/20337)

Angola

Cuba

United States
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya

United Kingdom

United States, Honduras

94

Requesting, as Chairman of the
Group of Arab States, the conven-
ing of an urgent meeting of the
Security Council to consider the
question of the United States ag-
gression against the Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya

Requesting an emergency meeting of
the Security Council, in accordance
with the provisions of Article 94 of
the Charter, to consider the non-
compliance with the judgment of
the International Court of Justice

Requesting an urgent  meeting of the
Security Council to consider the
serious situation prevailing in the
northern part  of  Chad occupied  by
the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya

Requesting a meeting of the Security
Council to consider the situation
created in the South Atlantic by
the Unrtcd Kingdom Cjovtm-
ment’s decision to conduct mili-
tary manocuvres in the Malvinas
Islands from 7 to 3 1 March 1988

Requesting that a meeting of the Sc-
curity Council be convened ur-
gently and immediately, in order
to consider the serious situation
created by the escalation of threats
and aggression against Nicaragua
and by the decision by the United
States Government to send Ameri-
can troops to Honduras territory

Requesting an urgent meeting of the
Security Council to consider the
situation created by the Israeli at-
tack on the territorial integrity and
sovereignty of Tunisia; inviting
the Security Council to condemn
Israeli terrorism and to take appro-
priate steps to avert and prevent
the repetition of such acts; draw-
ing the attention of the Security
Council to the nature of these de-
plorable acts, which portend other
attacks unless the Security Coun-
cil takes serious measures to
counter Israeli terrorism

Informing the Secretary-General of
the intention to sign an agreement
between the two countries and re-
questing him to take the necessary
steps to recommend to the Secu-
rity Council that a United Nations
military observer group be set up
in order to carry out the vcrifica-
tion of the agreement

27 15th-27  18th meetings, 2 1,
22,27,38 October 1986

272 1  st meeting, 18 Novem-
ber 1986

28OOth,  2801 st meeting, 17
March 1988

2802nd,  2803rd  meet ings ,
18-22 March 1988

2807th-28 10th meetings, 2 l-
25  Apr i l  1988

2834th meeting, 20 De-
cember I988



Section C. Questions submitted by Members as threats to the peace, breaches of the peace or acts of aggression 

24. The situation in the Middle 
East (see also entry 4 above) 

(a) Letter dated 25 February 
1985 (S/16983) 

(Ii) Letter dated 30 May 1985 
(s/17228) 

(c) Letter dated 6 January 1986 
(S/17717) 

(d) Letter dated 7 January 1988 
(S/19415) 

(e) Letter dated 5 May 198% 
(S/19861) 

v) Letter dated 9 December 
1988 (S/203 18) 

Lebanon 

Egypt 

Lebanon 

Lebanon 

Lebanon 

Lebanon 

Israel 

Lebanon 

Israel 

Israel 

Israel 

Requesting an urgent meeting of the 
Security Council to consider the 
continuing acts of aggression and 
abusive practices of the Israeli oc- 
cupying forces in southern Leba- 
non, the Western Bekaa and the 
Rashaya district 

Requesting an urgent meeting of the 
Security Council on the continued 
escalation of violence involving 
the civilian population in and 
around Beirut, affecting the safety 
and security of the Palestinians in 
the refugee camps 

Requesting an urgent meeting of the 
Security Council to consider the 
continuing acts of aggression and 
abusive practices of the Isfaeli oc- 
cupying forces in southern Lebanon 

Requesting an urgent meeting of the 
Security Council to consider the 
continuing acts of aggression and 
abusive practices of the Israeli oc- 
cupying forces in Lebanon 

Requesting that the Security Council 
convene urgently to consider the 
Israeli aggression against Le& 
non, which has assumed the pro- 
portions of an invasion of the 
southern part of the country 

Requesting the convening of an 
urgent meeting of the Security 
Council to consider the aggression 
against Lebanese territory by Is- 
raeli naval, air and land forces on 
9 December 1988 

25. Complaint by Angola against 
So~hAf+a(stxalsoentry8 
h) 

(a) Letter dated 19 November 
1987 (S/19278) 

Angola South Africa 

Letter dated 20 November 
1987 (S/19286) 

Zimbabwe South Africa 

Requesting 811 urgent meeting of the 
Security Council in connection 
with the South African aggression 
against Angola 

Requesting M urgent meeting of the 
Security Council for the purpose 
of considering the renewed acts of 
aggression by South Africa against 
Angola 

2568th, 2570th 2572nd, 
2573rd meetings, 28 Ftb- 
mar-y, 7, 11, 12 March 
1985 

2582nd meeting, 31 May 
1985 

2640th.2642nd meetings, 139 
17 JMU~U~ 1986 

2782nd-2784th meetings, 15- 
18 JMUIU~ 1988 

281 Ith, 2813th 2814th meet- 
ings, 6,9, 10 May 1988 

2832nd meeting, 14 De- 
cember 198% 

2763rd-2767th meetings 



26. The situation in the occupied 
Arab tcnitorics (see also cn- 
try 10 above) 

(a) Letter dated 16 January 1986 Morocco 
(S/17740) 

27. Letter dated 1 October 1985 
(S/1 7509) 

Tunisia Israel 

28. The situation in southern 
Africa 
Letter dated 2 1 May 1986 
(S/18072) 

StlUgd 

29. Letter dated 4 February 1986 Syrian Arab Republic 
(S/1 7787) 

30. Letter dated 12 April 1986 
(S/17982) 

Malta 

31. Letter dated 15 April 1986 
(S/17991) 

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 

Israel 

South Africa, Botswana, Zambia, Zimbabwe 

Israel, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 

United States 

Drawing attention, as Chairman of 
the Organization of the lslamic 
Conference, to the serious threat to 
international peace and security 
resulting from lsracli acts of profa- 
nation committed recently against 
the sanctuary of HUM d-Quds 
(Jerusalem) and requesting the 
convening of M urgent meeting of 
the Security Council to consider 
the situation 

2643rd-2650th meetings, 2 l- 
30 January 1986 

Requesting M immediate meeting of 
the Security Council to consider 
the situation resulting from ls- 
r&s aggression and take steps as 
required by the situation to con- 
demn the deliberate act of aggrts- 
sion in the strongest terms, to rc- 
quire fair and full compensation 
for all the damage and to take 
measures to prevent such acts 
from recurring 

261Oth, 261 lth, 2613th, 
2615th meetings, 2-4 Oc- 
tobcr 1985 

Requesting, on instructions from the 
President and current Chairman of 
the Organization of African Unity, 
the convening of an urgent meet- 
ing of the Security Council to con- 
sider South Africa’s aggression 
against Botswana, Zambia and 
Zimbabwe 

2684th2686th meetings, 
22, 23 May 1986 

Requesting the Security Council to 
summon M immediate meeting to 
consider the Israeli act of air pi- 
racy carried out this morning 
against a private Libyan civilian 
aircraft flying in international air- 
space and carrying M OfficiaL Syr- 
ian delegation 

265 Ist, 2653rd, 2655th rn&- 
ings, 4-6 February 1986 

Requesting M immediate WtWtning 
of the Security Council to consider 
and take action to stop repeated 
threats of use of force, as well as 
imminent resort to armed attack in 
the ccntrd Mediterranean 

Requesting the immediate convening 
of the Security Council to consider 
and adopt urgent and effective 
measures against the armed ag- 
gression staged by the United 
States against the Libyan Arab 
Jamahiriya 

2672nd, 2673rd meetings, 
12 April 1986 

2674th~ 268br4 2t583ld 
mattings, 15-18, 21, 24 
April 1986 
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Letter dated I5 April 1986 
(S/l 7992) 

Letter dated I5 April 1986 
(S/17993) 

Letter dated 15 April 1986 
(S/17994) 

32. Letter dated 27 June 1986 
(918187) 

Burkina Faso 

Syrian Arab Republic 

Oman 

Nicaragua United States 

33. Letter dated 9 December 1986 Nicaragua 
(918513) 

34. Letter dated 5 July 1988 
(S/19981) 

Islamic Republic of Iran United States 

Letter dated 10 February 1988 
(S/19489) 

Japan 

Requesting, following the attack by 
the United States forces on Tripoli 
and Benghazi, that the Security 
Council be convened immediately 
to consider and take appropriate 
and urgent measures with regard 
to the situation 

Requesting an immediate meeting of 
the Security Council to consider 
and take appropriate and urgent 
actions with regard to new United 
States aggression against the Lib- 
yan Arab Jamahiriya 

With reference to the urgent requests 
submitted by the Libyan Arab 
Jamahiriya and the Syrian Arab 
Republic for the convening of an 
immediate meeting of the Security 
Council to consider the question of 
United States aggression against 
the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, re- 
questing, as Chairman of the 
Group of Arab States, the conven- 
ing of an immediate meeting of the 
Security Council to consider the 
question 

Requesting an emergency meeting of 
the Security Council to consider 
the escalation of the United States 
Government’s policy of aggres- 
sion against Nicaragua, which 
threatens international peace and 
security 

Requesting that an urgent meeting of 
the Security Council be convened 
immediately to consider the seri- 
ous incidents occurring in the 
Central American region which 
endanger international peace and 
security 

Requesting an urgent meeting of the 
Security Council to consider the 
massacre of the 290 innocent civil- 
ian passengers of lran Air flight 
655 by the naval forces of the 
United States 

Requesting that an urgent meeting of 
the Security Council be convened 
to consider the destruction on 29 
November 1987 of the Korean 
Airlines passenger aircraft, flight 
858, which claimed 1 15 victims 

2694th2698th meetings, 
l-3 July 1986 

2728th meeting, 10 Decem- 
ber 1986 

28 I8th-282 1 st meetings, 14- 
20 July 1988 



** Section D. Questions submitted by States not Members as disputes 

Section E. Questions submitted by States not Members as threats to the peace, breaches of the peace or acts of aggression 
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35. Letter dated 10 February 
1988 (S/19488) 

Republic of Korea (observer) 3w Requesting than an urgent meeting of 279 1 st, 2792nd meetings, 
the Security Council be called to 16, 17 February 1988 
consider the serious situation aris- 
ing from the destruction by an ex- 
plosion of a commercial passenger 
airline of the Republic of Korea 

Section F. Questions submitted by the General Assembly or its subsidiary organs 

Qwstm 

Submmtted 
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36. The question of South Africa 
(see also entry 5 above) 

(a) Resolution 41155 B, 3 De- 
cember 1986 

(6) Resolution 43150 C, 5 DC- 
cember 1988 

General Assembly 

General Assembly 

South Africa Requesting the Security Council to 
conclude expeditiously its consid- 
eration of the recommendations 
of its Committee established by 
resolution 42 1( 1977) concerning 
the question of South Africa 
(S/14179), with a view to block- 
ing the existing loopholes in the 
arms embargo so as to render it 
more effective and prohibiting, in 
particular, all forms of cooperation 
and collaboration with South Af- 
rica in the nuclear field 

South Africa Chapter VII Urgently requesting the Security 
Council to consider immediate ac- 
tion under Chapter VII of the 
Charter with a view to applying 
comprehensive and mandatory 
sanctions against South Africa and 
calling upon those Governments 
which are opposed to the applica- 
tion of comprehensive and manda- 
tory sanctions to reassess their 
policies and cease their opposition 
to the application of such sanc- 
tions by the Security Council 

Note by the Stcretary- 
General (S/l 8665) draw- 
ing attention to paragraph 
9 of General Assembly 
resolution 4 l/55 B 

Note by the Secretary- 
General (S/20483) draw- 
ing attention to paragraphs 
4 and 5 of General Assem- 
bly resolution 43150 C 



37. The situation in the Middle
East (see also entries 4 and
24 above)

(u) Resolution 43/57 1,  6 De-
cember 1988

General Assembly Urging the Security Council to con-
sidet  the cunent situation in the
occupied  Palestinian territory, tak-

(b) Resolution 43158  A, 6 De-
cember 1988

General Assembly Israel

(c) Resolution 43/I 76, 15 De-
cember 1988

General  Assembly

ing iko  account the recommenda-
tions contained in the report of the
Secretary-General (S/l  9443)

Urging the Security Council to con-
sider the current situation in the
Palestinian territory occupied by
Israel since 1967, taking into
account the recommendations
contained in the reports of the
Secretary-General (S/  19443 and
A/43/806), and with a view to se-
curing international protection for
the defenceless  Palestinian people
until the withdrawal of Israel, the
occupying Power, from the occu-
pied Palestinian territory

Requesting the Security Council to
consider measures needed to con-
vene the International Peace Con-
ference on the Middle East, in-
cluding the establishment of a
preparatory committee, and to
consider guarantees for security
measures agreed  upon by the Con-
ference for all States in the region

**Section G. Questions submitted by the Secretary-General

Note by the Secretary-
General (S/20436) draw-
ing attention to paragraph
3 of General Assembly
resolution 43/57  I

Note by the Secretary-
General (S/20437)  draw-
ing attention to para-
graphs 12 and 13 of
General Assembly reso-
lution 43/58 A

Note by the Secretary-
General (S/20490)  draw-
ing attention to paragraph
5 of General Assembly
resolution 43/I 76
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Part IV

CONSIDERATION OF THE PROVISIONS OF ARTICLES 3638  AND OF CHAPTER VI IN GENERAL

NOTE

This part deals with any discussion in the Security Coun-
cil regarding the Council’s responsibility for the settlement
of a particular dispute or situation in the light of the pro-
visions of Chapter VI of the Charter.170 It also covers
instances in which Articles 36, 37 and 38 or Chapter VI
were invoked or where proceedings of the Council had
a bearing on the interpretation of those provisions.

During the period under review, there was no sub-
stantive evidence of the constitutional discussion relat-
ing to the interpretation of the provisions of Chapter VI
of the Charter. For the most part, debates preceding the
Council’s decisions in this field continued to deal
mainly with the actual issues before the Council and the
relative merits of the proposed measures without discus-
sion of their relations to the provisions of the Charter.
The provisions of Articles 36, 37 and 38 were not ex-
plicitly invoked in the texts of any decisions of the Se-
curity Council during this period. However, there were
both explicit and implicit references to these provisions
in the discussions in the Council and in the communica-
tions submitted to it.17’ For the most part, when Articles
36, 37 and 38 and Chapter VI as a whole were cited it
was, as in preceding periods, to recall or affirm the prin-
ciples embodied therein.

A number of the Council’s decisions implicitly invoked
the principles or called for steps and measures using lan-
guage similar to that of the provisions of Chapter VI.*72  In
one instance, in connection with the complaint by Lesotho
against South Africa, the Council in resolution 580 (1985)
called upon the South African Government to resort to
peaceful means in resolving international problems in ac-
cordance with the Charter.173

In the instances indicated below, the discussion in the
Council might be viewed as having touched upon the in-
terpretation of the provisions of Chapter VI.

*‘%or  general criteria for entries in this part, see Repertoire of
the Practice of the Security Council, f946-J951,  pp. 296 and 4 10.

“‘For  explicit references to Article 36, in connection with the
situation between Iran and Iraq, see WPV.2665:  Morocco; and
UPV.2663:  Secretary-General of the Arab League; in connection
with the letter dated 6 December 1985 from the representative of
Nicaragua, see SIPV.2636:  Madagascar; in connection with the let-
ter dated 15  April 1986 from the representative of the Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, see UPV.2676:  Austria; SfPV.2679: Venezuela;
S/PV.2680:  Ghana; S/PV.2682:  Venezuela; in connection with the
letter dated 17  October 1986 from the representative of Nicaragua,
see WPV.27  15: Nicaragua. For explicit references to Article 37, in
connection with the situation between Iran and Iraq, see
WPV.2663:  Secretary-General of the Arab League; for explicit ref-
erences to Article 38, in connection with the letter dated 6 Decem-
ber 1985 from the representative of Nicaragua, see WV.2636:
Madagascar.

*‘*See  relevant parts of chap. VIII, part I, of the p-nt  Supptement:
Anafytical  table of measures adopted by the Security  Councrl.

I7  Resolution 580  (1985),  Resolutions and Decisions of the Se-
curity Council, 40th year, 1985.

During the Council’s consideration of the letters from
Nicaragua”’ concerning the situation in the Central Ameri-
can region, nearly all the participants expressed their sup-
port for the use of diplomatic means, negotiations and
peaceful settlement through the efforts of the Contadora
Group. On one of those occasions, in connection with the
letter dated 17 October 1986 from the representative of
Nicaragua, the provisions of Chapter VI were invoked,
both explicitly and implicitly, wherein a number of the par-
ticipants in the Council’s discussion stated that the Nica-
raguan complaint to the International Court of Justice was
in accordance with Chapter VI and Article 33 of the Char-
ter of the United Nations.‘75

In the course of the Council’s deliberations in connection
with the situation in the occupied Arab territories, several
speakers expressed support for peaceful negotiations and
called for the convening of a peace conference on the Mid-
dle East with the participation of all parties concerned, in
order to achieve a lasting and just peace in the region.i76

On two occasions, during the Council’s deliberations re-
garding the problems of the central Mediterranean region,
the representative of Malta called upon the parties to settle
their differences in accordance with the provisions of
Chapter VI in order to achieve a just and lasting solution.177

With reference to the letter dated 11 March 1988 from
Argentina, Panama called upon the Security Council to act
without delay in keeping with the principles envisaged in
Chapter VI of the CharterJ7*

In connection with the situation between Iran and Iraq,
while several participants in the deliberations of the Coun-
cil called upon the parties to abide by the Charter and by
the procedures for peaceful settlement, there was also a call
by one participant upon the Security Council to implement
the provisions of Chapter VI concerning the peaceful set-
tlement of disputes.‘79

17%ee  letters dated 6 May 1985 (S/l  7 156, OR, 40th yr.,  Suppl.
for April-June 1985); 6 December 1985 (S/1767  1, OR, 40th yr.,
Suppl. fir Oct.-Dec. 1985); 27 June 1986 (S/18187,  OR, 4fst  yr.,
Suppl. for April-June 1986); 17 October 1986 (S/18415, OR, 41st
yr., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1986); 9 December 1986 (S/18313,  OR,
41st  yr., Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1986); and 17 March 1988 (S/19638,
OR, 43rdyr..  Suppi.  for JanMarch  1988).  See also: chap. VIII, part
II, sects, 6, 15, 26, 27, 28, 30 and 34, of the present Sqpplement.

17sFor  the texts of the relevant statements, see WV.27 16: Nica-
ragua, India, Peru, Iraq (explicit), Mexico, Yugoslavia, Argentina;
WV.2717: Venezuela, Bulgaria, Ghana; WV.2718: Spain, Congo,
Guatemala, Democratic Yemen (explicit), and Islamic Republic of
I r a n .

&/PV.2770:  PLO, Mr. Sam&  Chairman, Committee on the Ex-
ercise of Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People; WPV.2777:
Japan, Israel; WPV.27116: Morocco, Egypt, Nepal; WPV.2787:
USSR. Yunoslavia.  Argentina. China. Zambia. Malaysia. Kuwait;
S/PV.i789%mbabwe.Y  I - - - * -

177S/PV.2668  and 2672: Malta.
17$/PV.2801  : Panama.
17%/PV.2663:  Iraq; S/PV.2665:  Morocco; WPV.2709:  Iraq, Mr.

Klibi (Secretary-General of the Arab League), Egypt; UPV.2710:
Senegal, Zambia, Oman; WPV.2711:  Saudi Arabia, Bangladesh,
Kuwait, Mexico; WV.27 12: Australia, Mada ascar;  SlPV.2713:

ItVenezuela, Morocco, Peru and the President ( nited  Arab Emir-
ates).



4 1 6 Chapter X. Consideration of the provision of Chapter VI of the Charter

With reference to the letter dated 19 April 1988 from
Tunisia, concerning its complaint against Israel, a number
of participants in the Council’s discussion advocated dia-
logue and negotiations between the parties, and settlement
of disputes by peaceful means.lsO

In connection with the question of South Africa, the rep-
resentative of the United Kingdom recalled the statement
by the President of the Security Council and reiterated his
country’s preference for a peaceful and just settlement of
the question of South Africa.181

In connection with the Council’s discussion on the
agenda item entitled “United Nations for better world and
the responsibility of the Security Council in maintaining
international peace and security”, nearly all the partici-
pants expressed their support to the Charter provisions for
the peaceful settlement of disputes. 182

The principles enunciated in Article 36 and its reference
to the role of the International Court of Justice were a sub-
ject of deliberation in the Security Council in connection
with a draft resolution that was voted upon and not adopted,
owing to a negative vote of a permanent member of the
Counci1.‘83

In connection with the situation in Cyprus, where the
Council was called upon to ensure the implementation of
the earlier decisions on peaceful settlement, language simi-
lar to that of Article 36 was employed.‘84 -

The terms pertinent to the principles of Article 36 were
used in the text of the letter from Cuba, which stated that
the tripartite agreement between Cuba, Angola and South
Africa contained elements for the achievement of peace in
the region.ltS

‘8%/PV.2807:  France, Senegal; WPV.2808:  USSR, Japan, Ar-
gentina, Italy; UPV.2809:  Federal Republic of Germany, Mozam-
bi 4 UC, Laos; WV.28 10: Sudan.

81S/PV.2690: United Kingdom, and S/18157, OR, 41st yr., Sup-
plement for April-June 1984.

182S/PV.2608:  Ukraine, Thailand, Madagascar, India and Den-
mark.

183For  the text of the draft resolution, see S/18250,  OR, 41st  yr.,
Suppl. July-Sept. 1966. For the vote on the draft  resolution, scc
WV.2704.  For the texts of relevant statements, see WPV.2700:
Nicaragua, El Salvador; WV.270 I : Democratic Yemen; WPV.2702:
Cuba, Viet Nam, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, USSR;
SlPV.2703:  Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, United Repubiic  of Tanzania,
Ukrainian SSR, Zimbabwe; S0W.2704:  Congo, Honduras, Mada-
gascar, Venezuela, United Kingdom and United States. See also
the letters respectively &ted 11 and 18 July 1986 from Nicaragua
and United States (S/I  8221 and S/l  8227, ibid.).

18%ee  chap. VIII of the present Supplement, under the same
heading, for more details and references.

‘IlsLetter  dated 22 December 1988 from  Cuba (S/20345,  OR, 43rd
yr.,  S u p p i .S u p p i .  f o r   f o r  Oct.-Dee.  1988). See also note 155 above.

The obligations of Member States under the Charter, in-
cluding Articles 33 and 36 on the peaceful settlement of
disputes, were explicitly mentioned in connection with the
situation between Iran and Iraq. The Security Council was
also called upon by a group of States to implement urgently
the provisions of the Charter, in particular Articles 36 and
37 of Chapter VI and Chapter VII.186

In other instances where Article 36 was explicitly cited,
the Council was called upon to discharge its responsibili-
ties by recommending appropriate procedures and methods
for the peaceful settlement of a conflict, in accordance with
the provisions of that Article of the Charter?*’

be
In cases dealing with continuing disputes which might
deemed to fall under the provisions of Article 37, the

Council was asked to take appropriate actions or to recom-
mend the appropriate terms of settlement. In that context,
Article 37 of the Charter was explicitly invoked in connec-
tion with the situation between Iran and Iraq.‘**

Resolutions adopted by the Security Council during the
period under review, as well as draft resolutions that were
considered by the Council but not put to a vote or were
voted upon and not adopted, contained provisions that
might be interpreted as falling within the framework of
measures of pacific settlement. In this respect, special at-
tention should be drawn to part I of the present chapter
since the material contained in it deals with the interpreta-
tion and application of the basic instruments of peaceful
settlement of disputes as stipulated under Article 33 of the
Charter. Furthermore, the appropriate headings in the ana-
lytical table of measures adopted by the Security Council
contained in part I of chapter VIII of the present Supple-
ment, as well as the materials in the other parts of chapter
X, should be consulted as a guide to the relevant decisions
of the Council. For the discussions bearing on procedural
aspects relevant to the pacific settlement of disputes under
chapter VI of the Charter as a whole and Article 36, the
relevant parts of chapters VIII and X of the present Sup-
plement should be consulted. Reference should also 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.

‘%ee note 17 1 above.
%id.
18qbid.


