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1 abstention (China), as resolution 1207 (19%8), 4.  Reiterates its call upon the authorities of the
which reads: Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, the leaders of tkesovo
Albanian community and all others concerned to arape fully
The Security Council, with the Prosecutor in the investigation of all piige violations
Recalling all its previous relevant resolutions concernind\'Ithln the jurisdiction of the International Tribah
the conflicts in the former Yugoslavia, in partianlresolution 5. Requests the President of the Tribunal to keep the
827 (1993) of 25 May 1993, Council informed about the implementation of theegent

Recalling also the statement by its President of 8 Ma);esolutlon for the further consideration of the @oil;

1996, 6. Decides to remain seized of the matter.

Recalling further the General Framework Agreement for

Peace in Bosnia and Herzegovina and the annexesgtthein : ; ;
particular its article IX of the Agreement and akéi X of annex E. Thesituation in the former Yugosl av

1-A, Republic of Macedonia

Having considered the letters dated 8 September,
22 October and 6 November 1998 from the Presiddnthe
International Tribunal for the Prosecution of Perso
Responsible  for Serious Violations of International
Humanitarian Law Committed in the Territory of thHermer
Yugoslavia since 1991 addressed to the PresidettieSecurity
Council,

Decision of 13 February 1996 (3630th meeting):
resolution 1046 (1996)

On 30 January 1996, pursuant to resolution 1027
(1995), the Secretary-General submitted to the €dun
a report on developments on the ground and other
) ) ) ~circumstances affecting the mandate of the United
Deploring the continued failure of the Federal Republic ONations Preventive Deployment Force (UNPREDEP)
Yugoslavia to cooperate fully with the InternatibAaibunal, as in the former Yuaoslav Republic of Macedonia ant al
described in those letters, g g pu’
aspects of UNPREDE®® In his report, the Secretary-
Reaffirming the commitment of all Member States to thgGeneral noted that the deployment of the Forcehin t
sovereigr_lty and territorial integrity of the FedeRepublic of former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia had played a
Yugoslavia, significant role in preventing the conflict in tiermer
~ Acting under Chapter VII of the Charter of the Unitedyugoslavia from spreading to that Republic and had
Nations, contributed to alleviating serious concerns about
1. Reiterates its decision that all States shall€xternal security threats. He stated that, as the
cooperate fully with the International Tribunal aitd organs in continuation of the UNPREDEP mission was an
accordance with resolution 827 (1993) and the s¢awf the important contribution to the maintenance of peand
Tribunal, InCIUdlng the Obllgatlon Of States to C]U)Im with Stab”'ty |n the reglon’ he recommended that the
requests for assistance or orders issued by a Tidmber mandate of UNPREDEP should not only be continued
under article 29 of the statute, to execute arrestrrants but that it should become an independent mission
transmitted to them by the Tribunal, and to compiith its . . . . P o
requests for information and investigations: reporting dlrectly to United Nations Headquarters i
» cal _ e Federal Reoublic  of New York, effective on 1 February 1998.He noted
. alls again upon e Federa epublic o s :
Yugoslavia, and all other States which have no¢adly done so, that_’ despite its new status, the operation WOdeeh. .
to take any measures necessary under their domémticto Pasically the same mandate, strength and compasitio

implement the provisions of resolution 827 (1993)dathe

statute of the International Tribunal, and affirthat a State may 228 §/1996/65.

not invoke provisions of its domestic law as juistition for its 229 yNPREDEP was established as a distinct operatirigye
failure to perform binding obligations under intational law; in the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia punstua

3. Condemns the failure to date of the Federal to Security Council resolution 983 (1995) of 31 ar
Republic of Yugoslavia to execute the arrest watsdasued by 1995. However, in view of the interconnected natofe
the International Tribunal against the three indixals referred the problems in the former Yugoslavia and in ortter
to in the letter dated 8 September 1998, and dematie enhance coordination, overall command and contfehe
immediate and unconditional execution of those strrearrants, United Nations presence in the former Yugoslaviswa
including the transfer to the custody of the Triaumf those placed with the United Nations Peace Forces
individuals; Headquarters and exercised by the Special

Representatives of the Secretary-General and thet/n
227 For the vote, see S/PV.3944, p. 3. Nations Theatre Force Commander
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of troops. In respect of ongoing programmes, a key  The Security Council,

priority would be engineering operations, and he  pecaiing all its previous relevant resolutions, in
therefore proposed making provision for a permanepirticular resolution 1027 (1995) of 30 November939by
arrangement for engineering assets in an indepéndenich it extended the mandate of the United NatiBneventive
UNPREDEP mission, which would require an increadeeployment Force in the former Yugoslav Republic of
of the authorized strength by approximately 5blacedonia until 30 May 1996,

personnel. Another major priority would be the Having considered the report of the Secretary-General of
communications infrastructure. 29 January 1996 and his letter dated 6 February6 1@9the

President of the Council and the annex thereto,
By a letter dated 6 February 1996 addressed to

the President of the Security Coun@ll the Secretary- 1.  Decides to authorize, for the duration of the present
General expressed his appreciation for the fact tie mandate, an increase in the strength of the Uninadions
. . .Preventive Deployment Force by fifty military perstel in
members of the Security Council concurred in h ; . . L
o . . ) order to provide for a continued engineering capghbiin
principle with his recommendation that UNPREDER, 5ot of its operations:
become an independent mission with basically the _ N
same mandate, strength and composition of fottes. 2. Approves the establishment of the position of Force
t T . Commander of the United Nations Preventive Deplogme
He stated that he intended to submit concrete palso Force:
on the financial and administrative requirementdof ' _
proposed change in the status of UNPREDEP, in 3. Requests the Secretary-General to submit to the
conjunction with the financial and administrativec"“”c" not later than 20 May 1996 further recomui@tons on
arranaements for the liguidation of the United Mat the composition, strength and mandate of the Famcehe light
.g . q ) _ . of developments in the region;
Confidence Restoration Operation in Croatia, the ‘ _ _
United Nations Protection Force and the United 4.  Decidestoremain seized of the matter.
Nations Peace Forces Headquarters, as well ashéor t o )
new missions in Bosnia and Herzegovina and Croatia, ~Decision of 30 May 1996 (3670th meeting):

to the relevant United Nations bodies. He requested resolution 1058 (1996)

that the Council approve the proposed increasenef t On 23 May 1996, pursuant to Security Council
strength .of UNPREDEP by 50 military personnel anghsgolution 1046 (1996), the Secretary-General
the appointment of a Force Commander. submitted to the Council a report giving further

At its 3630th meeting, held on 13 February 1998®commendations on the composition, strength and
in accordance with the understanding reached in fig@ndate of the United Nations Preventive Deployment
prior consultations, the Security Council includge Force, in the light of developments in the regfdhin

report and the letter of the Secretary-General ts iNiS report, noting that UNPREDEP was the first
agenda. preventive force deployed by the United Nationsg th

) . _ Secretary-General stated that the mere presenca of
At the same meeting, the President (Unitednited Nations force had undoubtedly had a
States) drew the attention of the Council to a drafeassuring, stabilizing and confidence-buildingeett
resolution prepared in the course of the Coung@fi®r |, aqdition, the Force’s military operations hadpres
consultations which was then put to the vote andg reduce tensions on the country’s borders and to
adopted unanimously as resolution 1046 (1996), Whignsyre that stability was not impaired by unintehde

reads: military confrontations or by the activities of aewh
smugglers. He expressed his agreement that
230 5/1996/94. UNPREDEP had been, and continued to be, a success

231 Letter dated 1 February 1996 from the Presidenthef ~ for the United Nations, for the former Yugoslav
Security Council addressed to the Secretary-General Republic of Macedonia and for the region as a whole
(S/1996/76). He noted that the view of the Government of the

232 S/1996/96. former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia was that ¢her

was a continued need for UNPREDEP in order to

233 5/1996/373 and Add.1.
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maintain stability, preserve the gains already acéd The representative of the former Yugoslav
and avoid undermining the still-fragile structuré oRepublic of Macedonia stated that it was the opined
peace in the Balkans. He added that this view whs Government that the situation in the region hatl
shared by the leadership of other political partéesl changed to the extent that the mandate of the orissi
of various ethnic groups in the country, and by tnafs should be restructured or terminated. He noted theat
the Governments that had expressed views to tbayton Agreement had not been implemented; the
Secretariat, including the Governments of the troophreats to his country by the potential explosidrtie
contributing nations. He expressed his belief thett, crisis had not been overcome yet, in view of theues
the moment, it would be imprudent to withdrawof Kosovo?*® the northern border had not been
UNPREDEP, although the question of whether itsutually demarcated; and his country had been left
mandate could be implemented with fewer resourcesth a significantly reduced defensive capability a
remained. However, he noted that, while it had be@onsequence of the withdrawal of all armaments and
suggested, he was convinced that the UNPREDHMERIlitary equipment following the departure of the
infantry should not be replaced with military obgers. former Yugoslav army and the Security Council
He stated his intention to review questions relgtio resolution imposing an arms embargo. For those
the concept and strength of UNPREDEP at regulegasons and others, the mandate of UNPREDEP should
intervals and to inform the Security Council ass@s be further extendetf’

he judged that developments in the region and/dhén . .
former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia itself The representative of Italy, speaking on behalf of

permitted further economies. Meanwhile, hthe European Union and the associated countries,

recommended that the mandate of the Force, in glgarla, the Czech Republic, Estonia, Hungary,

present confguaton, should be extended for a1 ST, Al Ponsne Saiinact
period of six months to 30 November 1996. y 9

in the Secretary-General’s report of 23 May 1996d a
At its 3670th meeting, held on 30 May 1996 imoted that it represented an important precedenhén
accordance with the understanding reached in ii@r prpreventive deployment of United Nations forces.
consultations, the Security Council included thpa' Although the report of the Secretary-General refec
of the Secretary-General in its agenda. Followihg t an unquestionable improvement in the situatiorwas
adoption of the agenda, the President (China), With equally clear that the situation still contained
consent of the Council, invited the representatiféhe troublesome elements of precariousness, and thetepe
former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, at hisand stability within the borders of the former Yisfav
request, to participate in the discussion withohé t Republic of Macedonia were still largely dependent
right to vote. developments in the rest of the former Yugoslavia.
. . Therefore, the circumstances made any withdrawal of
At the same meeting, the President drew tlI(JJNPREDEP forces at such a delicate stage premature

attention of members of the Council to the textaof . : .
. . and potentially dangerous and risked sending the
draft resolution submitted by France, Germany,yltalWrong signaf®®

the United Kingdom and the United States, with Rdla
joining as a sponsdt? He further drew the attention of The representative of the Russian Federation
the Council to a letter dated 11 April 1996 fromethstated that, while the United Nations could be ljust

representative of the former Yugoslav Republic gfroud of the success of the operation, the current
Macedonia addressed to the Secretary-Gerfétal
transmitting the text of a letter dated 8 April B9Bom 236 For purposes of this Supplement, the term “Kosovo”
the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the former Yudas refers to “Kosovo, Federal Republic of Yugoslavia”,

Republlc Of Macedonla addressed to the Secretary_ without pl’ejudice to issues of status. In Otheltanses,
the terminology originally used in official documerhas

General.
been preserved to the extent possible.
- 237 S/PV.3670, p. 2.
234 §/1996/392. 238 |celand, Liechtenstein and Norway also aligned
235 5/1996/389. themselves with the statement.

239 S/PV.3670, p. 3.
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situation in the region of the former Yugoslavia svawould determine how the operation should be dealt
radically different from the one that prevailed 1892 with in the future®®®
or even a year previously. He suggested that itldou

be stange i UNPREDEP were o be maintaned n the 11 [ePessriaive of e sed et st
form in which it existed at the height of the htisigs q

in the territory of the former Yugoslavia and that, former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and the

that connection, it would be fitting and properrtise situation in the region, his country would conseat
. ' - g prop the extension of the mandate of UNPREDEP. At the
the question of reconfiguring the whole structufele

operation. He noted that the report of the Secyetarsame time, the Chinese delegation maintained that t

General had analysed the possibility of replacihg tUrr;\t/Z?qtiV’\éat:joenslo ?ﬁgﬁfkg?g?ognsmfesfdnesd t'gﬂ%ﬂg‘\/%
military contingents of UNPREDEP with miIitaryp ploy '

observers, and that, despite certain reservatione, some established principles and be terminated upon

conclusion had been reached that this option ngmpletlon .Of thelr mandates. He expre;seo! hope tha
. . L . ith a continued improvement of the situation ireth
feasible in principle, from both technical an

operational viewpoints. He went on to say that 9'o": UNPREDEP ~would reduce its strength

considering the fact that in 1992, at the peak hdé t?nc}:girc?r;ni?] Eg ét;c?(;:ttﬁz:\#anneneeolﬁland finally terminase
crisis, the Security Council had established the ’

personnel strength of the operation's military Taking the floor before and after the vote, a
component at approximately 700, and given that thmumber of speakers noted that, considering thetfeat
armed struggle in Bosnia and Herzegovina had endedability in the region remained fragile, they wadul
his delegation’s belief was that it would be lodita support the extension of the mandate of UNPREDEP.
revert at least to the original personnel strendtle. Most speakers also noted the importance of comigui
also suggested that several of the functions beibgreview the composition, strength and mandatéhef
performed by the civilian component of UNPREDERorce in the light of the situatiofi?

could be entrusted to the Un!te_d Nations D_evelopimen The draft resolution was then put to the vote and
Programme and the specialized agencies of th

Organization. At the same time, he recognized that a%opt;—rd by 14 yotes to none, . with 1 abstention

= : ) o (Russian Federation), as resolution 1058 (199%),
positive changes in the region were not yet irrsilde which reads:
and pointed out that his delegation had not raided ’
question of winding up or of withdrawing UNPREDEP The Security Council,
and had taken part'CUI"_"r account _Of the ongoing Recalling all its previous relevant resolutions, in
concerns of the Macedonian leadership. As a reelt, particular resolutions 1027 (1995) of 30 Novemb&93a and
expressed his belief that, while it would have beer46 (1996) of 13 February 1996,
possible to extend the mandate_ In its pr(_esent ftom Reaffirming its commitment to the independence,
four months*.so that the Security C.:o.uncn could €0Myqyereignty and territorial integrity of the formefugoslav
back to the issue and take a decision that would Republic of Macedonia,
consonant with the real state of affairs in theioeg ) ) - .

Noting with appreciation the important role played by the

the other members of the Council had not SUpp,Ort%%ited Nations Preventive Deployment Force in cimiting to
these propo§als and §0 they W'ere not reflectechén the maintenance of peace and stability, and payiibgite to its
draft resolution. As his delegation had not heany a personnel in the performance of their mandate,

convincing arguments in support of the view thawis
the only correct decision in the current situatidre
stated that his delegation would therefore be aditp a1 1k
. . . Ibid., pp. 13-14.
abstain from voting. He expressed his hope thatrmwh 242 |pid.. before the vote: pp. 3-4 (Germany): pp.Uited
the mandate was taken up again, account would be kingdom): pp. 6-7 (Chile); pp. 6-7 (Indonesia); b8
taken of their concerns, and, on that basis, thenc (Republic of Korea); p. 9 (Botswana); pp. 9-10 (ea-
Bissau); pp. 10 (Honduras); pp. 10-11 (Egypt); apd
10-11 (Poland); after the vote: p. 12 (France); 113
(United States); and pp. 13-14 (China).
243 For the vote, see S/PV.3670, p. 12.

240 |bid., pp. 8-9.
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Noting that the security situation of the former Yugoslayvnandate and future of UNPREDEB.He noted that,
Republic of Macedonia has improved, but recognizihat it is \while much progress had been achieved in the region
too early to be confident that stability has beetablished in since the signing of the Dayton Agreement, it whsac
the region, and expressing the hope that futureelbgments in that the international community’s poiitical and

the region will not undermine confidence and stiapiin the o ) . .
former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia or threatensecurity, ~Military involvement in the former Yugoslavia would
necessarily continue for some time in order to

Welcoming the signing of the agreement between the,ngoligate peace and security. Moreover, it had

former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and the Fadter . . - .
Republic of Yugoslavia on 8 April 1996, and urgibgth parties become increasingly evident that the primary thrieat

to implement it in full, including the demarcatiof their mutual the. .CountrY’_s stability might come from internal
border, political tensions. He stated that, as the Govemnod
Welcoming also the progress achieved in improvingthe former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia had
relations between the former Yugoslav Republic oddddonia requ_eSted the extension of the UNPREDEP mandate
and Greece on the basis of the Interim Accord ofSEptember for six months beyond 30 November 1996, he would
1995, recommend that the mandate of the Force be extended
i ) for a further six months, to 31 May 1997, with a
Welcoming further the close cooperation between the hased reduction of the military component by 300 a
Force and the mission of the Organization for Siguand P - . y P y _
Cooperation in Europe, ranks by 1 April 1997. During the mandate period he
_ o ~would consult United Nations agencies and other
Taking note of the letter from the Chargé d'affaires a.i. ofyg|ayant organizations on the modalities for couitiry
the Permanent Mission of the former Yugoslav Repuldf international support to the former Yuaoslav Redabl
Macedonia to the United Nations addressed to thereSary- . PP . 9 ,pm
General dated 11 April 1996, of Macedonia, and would submit recommendations to

the Council on the type of international presenicatt

Having considered the report of the Secretary-General ORNOU|d be appropriate from June 1997
23 May 1996 and, in particular, his assessment bé t '

composition, strength and mandate of the Force, At its 3716th meeting, held on 27 November
1. Takes note with appreciation of the report of the 1996 in accordance with the understanding reached i
Secretary-General of 23 May 1996; its prior consultations, the Security Council indéd

) Decides to extend the mandate of the Unitedthe report of the Secretary-General in its agenda.
Nations Preventive Deployment Force for a periodrnieating l(:Izg?)vxlens?a;h?Ni?f?qtﬂtelogozfsetrl:te o?gtir;d%ohhnecilprie:vli?ent
on 30 November 1996; ’ ’
) the representative of the former Yugoslav Republic
3. Calls upon Member States to consider favourablyMacedonia at his request, to participate in the
requests by the Secretary-General for necessaigtasse to the discussion ,Without the right tO’ vote. The Presidi
Force in the performance of its mandate; X ol .
P drew the attention of the Security Council to atdet
4. Requests the Secretary-General to keep the Councijated 19 November 1996 from the representativéef t
regularly informed of any developments on the gmband other ¢, 6 yygoslav Republic of Macedonia, transmitting
circumstances affecting the mandate and also reguése the text of a letter dated 18 November 1996 from th
Secretary-General to review the composition, sttenand Minister for Foreign Affairs of the former Yugoslav
mandate of the Force and to report to the Coungil 30 : \
September 1996 for its consideration; Republic of Macedonia addressed to the Secretary-
GeneralP* which expressed his opinion that the
situation in the region had not changed to an extieat
. would allow either the reduction or termination of
r[:g;'t?r?n)ﬁgﬂg‘éﬂ%&ﬁgﬁ;gn&h UNPREDEP. The President further drew the attention
9- of the Council to a draft resolution submitted by
On 19 November 1996, pursuant to Securitfrance, Germany, Italy, the United Kingdom and the
Council resolution 1058 (1996), the Secretary-GaherUnited Stateg?®
submitted to the Council a report giving his

recommendations regarding the composition, strength 244 5/1996/961

245 5/1996/983.
246 5/1996/979.

5. Decides to remain seized of the matter.
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The representative of the Russian Federation Recalling all its previous relevant resolutions, in
stated that the original objective of the deploymeha particular resolutions 1046 (1996) of 13 Februarg9@ and
United Nations preventive mission in the formet058 (1996) of 30 May 1996,

Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, averting the Reaffirming its commitment to the independence,
spillover into that country of conflicts from othersovereignty and territorial integrity of the formefugoslav

regions of the former Yugoslavia, had been achievé&gpublic of Macedonia,

and that the mandate given by the Security Couimad Noting with appreciation the important role played by the
been fulfilled. He expressed his belief that it waSnited Nations Preventive Deployment Force in cimtting to

therefore right and justified to raise the questioih the maintenance of peace and stability, and payiitgite to its

shutting down UNPREDEP, and noted that if theersonnel in the performance of their mandate,

Council acted out of inertia and transformed the  Taking into consideration the fact that the security
operation into something inviolable by maintainiitg situation of the former Yugoslav Republic of Macei®n

the Council ran the risk of wiping out all the earl continues to improve, but that peace and stabitityhe broader
positive achievements of the operation and of nglli 'égion have not yet been fully achieved, and exgrgsthe hope

into question the unique experience of preventi\}aat developments in the region will contribute itecreased
confidence and stability in the former Yugoslav Rbfic of

peacel_<eep|ng. He _nOted that, while the substanti cedonia, permitting the further drawing down dfetForce
reduction of the size of UNPREDEP and the draj},,ards its conclusion

resolution’s oblique reference to the possibiligr fa

full drawing down of the operation were definiteegs

forward, his delegation felt these were insuffidien

Considering the evolving situation in the regiondan _ o _

the current trend towards a further pOSItlve evmllm’t Relteratlng its call on the former YUgOSIaV Republlc of

his country did not see the point of maintainin%acedonia and the Federal Republic of Yugoslaviarplement
full their agreement of 8 April 1996, in partiewm regarding

UNPREDEE afte.r May 1997. For that reason, he h de demarcation of their mutual border,

proposed including a clear statement in the draft

resolution that the present extension of the  Welcoming the continued cooperation between the Force

UNPREDEP mandate was its last. He noted that rﬁ@d the mission of the Organization for Securitydan

., .. ’ . Fooperation in Europe,

delegation’s position was not reflected in the tra

resolution and that, having taken into consideratioe Taking note of the letter dated 18 November 1996 from

positions of the other members of the Security Galyn the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the former Yuglav Republic

the leadership of the former Yugoslav Republic Ocrf Macedonia to the Secretary-General requestirgetktension

Macedonia and the troop-contributing countries, hlosfthe mandate of the Force,

delegation had decided to abstain on the vote. He Having considered the report of the Secretary-General of
reiterated that the Russian Federation believed itha 19 November 1996, and noting his assessment of the
was the final extension of the UNPREDEP mandat&2mposition, strength and mandate of the Force,

although this in no way reflected an underestinratd 1. Decides to extend the mandate of the United
the real problems in the country or excluded th¥ations Preventive Deployment Force for a periodmieating
possibility of a further international presence t8" 31 May 1997 with a reduction of its military cponent by

support and maintain programmes being implementdtjee hundred all ranks by 30 April 1997 with a wido
with international assistanc&” concluding the mandate as and when circumstancesipe

Welcoming the improvement in the relations between the
former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and its ndigtring
States,

2. Calls upon Member States to consider favourably

The draft resolution was then F’L!t to the vote a_r}gquests by the Secretary-General for necessaiytasse to the
adopted by 14 votes to none, with 1 abstentictyrce in the performance of this mandate;

(Russian Federation), as resolution 1082 (199%),

which reads: 3. Requests the Secretary-General to keep the Council
’ regularly informed about any developments and fworeto the
The Security Council, Council by 15 April 1997 with his recommendations @

subsequent international presence in the former o%lay
_— Republic of Macedonia;
247 S/PV.3716, pp. 2-3.

248 For the vote, see S/PV.3716, p. 3. 4, Decides to remain seized of the matter.
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Decision of 9 April 1997 (3764th meeting): the discussion without the right to vote. The Pdesit

resolution 1105 (1997) then drew the attention of the Security Councilao

By a letter dated 4 April 1997 addressed to thder.aft resolqurP preS%)ared In the course of the (Iplun

. ; : prior consultation$>® He further drew the attention of
President of the Security Council, the Secretar

General stated that peace and stability in the mrm¥nembers of the Counc.|l to a letter dated 1 Aprib19
from the representative of the former Yugoslav

I\i(rzjlggjl?g tE:%liger“Osfitul\gggﬁdionmtaheV\;Er?or:ngrznmg;ehhepublic of Macedonia addressed to the Secretary-
9 General, transmitting a letter dated 1 April 199@n

recent developments in Albania and the resultq%e Minister for Foreign Affairs of the former Yuglav

situation of lawlessness and banditry in certaingaf . .
that country had demonstrated that stability in thReIOUbIIC of Macedonia addressed to the Secretary

Balkan region remained extremely fragffé.He noted &eneral, reqqgsting that  the reducti%%ld of the
that, while there appeared to be no imminent damngerUNPREDEP military component be suspen )

the problems in Albania spilling over to the former At the same meeting, the draft resolution was put
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, the current crisito the vote and adopted unanimously as resolution
was a source of great anxiety in that country. THELO5 (1997), which reads:

Minister for Foreign Affairs of the former Yugoslav

. . . : The Security Council,
Republic of Macedonia had underlined the seriousnes Y

of the situation and requested that the reductibthe Recalling its resolution 1082 (1996) of 27 November
UNPREDEP military component be suspendec}.g%’
Considering the volatility of the situation in thegion, Reaffirming its commitment to the independence,

the Secretary-General’s Special Representativethed sovereignty and territorial integrity of the formefugoslav
Force Commander of UNPREDEP had temporaril§epublic of Macedonia,

suspended the drawdown of the military component  Having considered the letter dated 3 April 1997, and the
and had conveyed their concern to him about thecommendation contained therein from the SecreGeweral
timing of the downsizing of the Force. However,itif to the President of the Security Council,

were t_o mget the 30 April deadline for the mandated 1. Decides to suspend the reduction of the military
reduction in force levels, UNPREDEP would b&omponent of the United Nations Preventive Deplogtngorce
required to resume the drawdown in the coming dayeferred to in its resolution 1082 (1996) until tkad of the
He advised that, while UNPREDEP had been @rrent mandate on 31 May 1997;

succeslsful m!SS|0n, prqceedlng with the pla}nned 2. Welcomes the redeployment of the Force already
reduction during a period when further regionaichieved in the light of the situation in Albanind encourages
instability continued to be a possibility could pat the Secretary-General to continue further redepleymof the
risk the credibility of the international commungy Force taking into consideration the situation ine thegion,
first serious effort at preventive deployment. Imist consistent with the mandate of the Force;

light, and on the basis of the advice of his Splecia 3.  Requests the Secretary-General to submit to the
Representative, he recommended that the Securityuncil by 15 May 1997 a report containing recomuhaions
Council approve the suspension of the reductiothef on a subsequent international presence in the forvogoslav
UNPREDEP military component until the end of th&epublic of Macedonia referred to in its resolutitdB2 (1996);
current mandate on 31 May 1997. 4.  Decidesto remain seized of the matter.

At its 3764th meeting, held on 9 April 1997 in . .
accordance with the understanding reached in i@ pr Demsqn of 28 May 1997 (3783rd meeting):
consultations, the Security Council included th&de resolution 1110 (1997)
in its agenda. Following the adoption of the agertte On 12 May 1997, pursuant to Security Council
President (Portugal), with the consent of the Caluncresolution 1082 (1996), the Secretary-General
invited the representative of the former Yugoslagubmitted to the Council a report on the statughef
Republic of Macedonia, at his request, to partitepia

_— 250 5/1997/290.
249 §/1997/276. 2515/1997/267.
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United Nations Preventive Deployment Foféé.He the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the former Yudas
stated that recent developments in Albania hdepublic of Macedonia addressed to the Secretary-
demonstrated that stability in the Balkan regioGeneral, which proposed extending the mandate of
remained fragile. Uncertainty still prevailed arttete UNPREDEP with its full composition of troops.

had been doubts about the possibility of holdingefr
and fair elections in June. He stated that the latlk
perceptible and early change in the situation ibaXlia
could lead to another explosion of internal violenc
which might have a negative impact on neighbori
countries. In that regard, the large number of voeep
circulating in the region posed a risk to the slipin
the region that could not be neglected. He exprs
his opinion that, in the light of the strong viewsthe

The representative of the former Yugoslav
Republic of Macedonia noted that, in spite of the
success of UNPREDEP and the stability of his cogntr
nthe present negative developments in the region,
[9articularly in Albania, had made the extensiontlod
mandate of UNPREDEP an obvious necessity. He
Semphasized that the preventive tasks of the misgion
the coming period would not be easier than what had
Government of the former Yugoslav Republic Opegn the case So.f‘f’“- The .complex. §ituation .in the

pegion and the difficulties in predicting precisely

Macedonia for a continued presence of UNPREDE . . .
- . - coming developments required the continuous and abl
and the continuation of the conditions that ledthe A
coordination of all peace efforts. In that regatte

suspension of the drawdown of the military compdnen . L . o
and the challenges in the region, it would be i capacity of the mission and its ability to perfotime

to recommend that UNPREDEP be terminated or {ﬁSkS It was best quahﬁed for neeqled to be wdiz
: : . ogughtfully and effectively. He reiterated thateth

recommend any immediate changes in the mandate or ": . .

. ission should continue to act as an important dorc

size of the Force. He therefore recommended that t r peace in the reqiofss

mandate of UNPREDEP be renewed for an additional " glof:

six months until 30 November 1997 and the present At the same meeting, the draft resolution was put

strength of the Force be maintained for a periofioof to the vote and adopted unanimously as resolutidro1

months. At that point, taking into account prevagi (1997), which reads:

conditions, a two-month phased reduction of the

military component to the 750 troop level foresdmn

the Council in resolution 1082 (1996) could begin. Recalling all its relevant resolutions, in particular
resolutions 1082 (1996) of 27 November 1996 and511®97)

At its 3783rd meeting, held on 28 May 1997 inf 9 April 1997,

accordan.ce with the uno!erstandmg .reaChed In sr pr Recalling also its resolution 1101 (1997) of 28 March
consultations, the Security Council included thpaw 1997, in which the Security Council expressed iéepl concern
of the Secretary-General in its agenda. Followihg t gver the situation in Albania,
adoption of the agenda, the President (Republic of _ . i .
Korea), with the consent of the Council, invitedeth Reaffirming  its commitment to the independence,

’ . ! sovereignty and territorial integrity of the formefugoslav
representatives of Germany, ltaly and the formeye, piic of Macedonia,
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, at their request, t ] o o ]
participate in the discussion without the rightvote. " th':e'tsr;tt';? 'tfl;?g;ic'a;':’e”\/;?:ﬂfge 'I;"é’;gj;ternot'elf;?g:di
The PreSIdem_then dre\_N the attention of the Cdubaci contributing to the maintenance of peace and stgbibnd
a draft resolution submitted by France, Germarsjy|t aying tribute to the personnel of the Force in pregformance
Japan, Portugal, Sweden, the United Kingdom and tggtheir mandate,
United State$>® He further drew the attention of the
Council to a letter dated 1 April 1997 from th
represent.atlve to the former Yugoslav Republic %nd the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia in develgpitheir
Macedonia addressed to the Secretary-Gerf&talmutual relations in many areas, and reiteratingcit upon the
transmitting the text of a letter of the same dften two Governments to implement in full their agreemeh8 April
1996, in particular regarding the demarcation oéithmutual

The Security Council,

Welcoming the significant progress made by the
overnments of the former Yugoslav Republic of Maaeia

252 .5/1997/365 and Add.1. _—
253 5/1997/405. 255 S/PV.3783.
254 5/1997/267.
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border in the light of the willingness shown by tin¢o resolve former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia. The crigis i
the matter, Albania had heightened the need for the continumatio
Taking note of the letter dated 1 April 1997 from theOf UNPREDEP, but, in his delegation’s view, there
Minister for Foreign Affairs of the former Yugosla&®epublic of were other sources of instability and tension ir th
Macedonia to the Secretary-General, requestingettiension of region which also reinforced the current importamée

the mandate of the Force, UNPREDEP. He expressed full support for a message
Having considered the report of the Secretary-General o0f sustained, undiminished international commitment
12 May 1997 and the recommendations contained there to UNPREDEP and the region. He also expressed the

Noting his observation that recent developments in thgeIIef that the resolution quld st.re.ngthen' th.em%bl
region, in particular in Albania, have demonstratkdt stability of UNPREDEP to carry out its difficult mission and
there remains fragile, enhance the collective efforts by members of the

Council in the regiorf>’
1. Decides to extend the mandate of the United 9

Nations Preventive Deployment Force until 30 Novemtk997 The representative of Japan stated that, while the
and to start as ofl October 1997, taking into account thegjtyation within the country had stabilized to some
conditior_l_s prevailing at that time, a two-month pad reduction degree, owing to the deployment of the multinationa
of the military component by 300 all ranks; protection forces and to the efforts of various
2. Requests the Secretary-General to keep the Councihumanitarian agencies, it was anticipated that the
regularly informed about any relevant developmeats] further restoration of political, economic and social order
requests the Secretary-General to review the coftipas o ,|d take time, even after the election. Considgri

deployment, strength and mandate of the Force #med in his this. his deleqation shared the views expressethén
report, taking into consideration the situation \iding at that ’ 9 P
reports of the Secretary-Genefal.

time in the region, in particular in Albania, inclung in the
context of elections in that country, and to subaniteport to the
Council by 15 August 1997 for its consideration; Decision of 28 November 1997 (3836th

3. Welcomes the redeployment of the Force already meeting): resolution 1140 (1997)
achieved in the light of the situation in Albanand encourages At its 3836th meeting, held on 28 November
the Secretary-General to continue further redepleymof the 1997 in accordance with the understanding reached i
Force taking into consideration the situation ine thegion, it . Itati the P ident (Chi hatib
consistent with the mandate of the Force; ItS prior consulta Ions_’ - e_ resident ( ma)’_ €
‘ ‘ _ consent of the Council, invited the representatiV¢he
4. Decidesto remain seized of the matter. former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, at his

Speaking after the vote, the representative of tﬁgquest, to participate in the discussion withohe t
Russian Federation noted that the initial goal d&fghtto vote.
UNPREDEP, which was to prevent conflicts in other At the same meeting, the President drew the
regions of the former Yugoslavia from spreadingd hagttention of the Council to a draft resolution paepd
been attained. Considering that the main reasonffer i, the course of the Council’s prior consultatidisHe
extension of UNPREDEP was the complicatefpted that, while the informal consultations wet#l s
situation in Albania, he suggested that the mogent continuing on some remaining technical aspectshef t
task was to work out ways to properly restructurgiandate of UNPREDEP, the mandate would expire on
UNPREDEP, concentrating it in the area of Albaniagg November 1997. As a result of the informal
He noted that a realistic analysis of the functi@msl consultations, the members of the Council had dztid
tasks of UNPREDEP at this stage should include thg aqopt the draft resolution to allow time for the
question of a speedy reduction of its militaryompletion of consultations. The President thenwdre
componzesrgt as soon as circumstances in Albanige attention of the Council to a letter dated
allowed: 3 November 1997 from the representative of the farm

The representative of the United States exprességgdoslav Republic of Macedonia addressed to the
the belief that UNPREDEP played an important and———

highly effective role in promoting stability in the 2°7bid., pp. 3-4.
258 |bid., p. 4.

259
256 |pid., p. 3. S/1997/932.
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Secretary-Generdf® which expressed the belief that UNPREDEP mandate for a period of 12 months, citing
UNPREDEP should be extended with the curremis Government’s concern at the continued sourdes o
mandate and composition for a period, which coutd lbestabilization in the region. The Secretary-Gehera
for the following 12 months. suggested that the reduction of the military comgran
The draft resolution was then put to the vote ant%jy 300 all ranks, which had been initiated, coul@ll b.
. : .Viewed as the commencement of a phased exit in
adopted unanimously as resolution 1140 (1997), twhic . . . . .
reads: fesponse to the improved S|tu_at|o!1 in the regioe. H
also suggested that the Council might wish to obser
The Security Council, the effectiveness of the initial reduction before
Recalling its resolution 1110 (1997) of 28 May 1997, ~ contemplating its next step. He stated his intemtio
revert to the Council in due course with appropriat
recommendations for further reductions on the basis
a careful assessment of the situation in all ilevant
aspects. He then recommended that the mandate of
2. Decides to remain actively seized of the matter. UNPREDEP be extended for an additional period of
o ) six months with the strength and configuration tal h
Decision of 4 December 1997 (3839th meeting):  gytlined. His Special Representative and the Force

resolution 1142 (1997) Commander would monitor the situation closely so as

On 20 November 1997 pursuant to Security® b€ in a position to advise him as soon as coomst
Council resolution 1110 (1997), the Secretary-GaherP€rmitted a further reduction.
submitted to the Council a report on UNPREDEP At jts 3839th meeting, held on 4 December

covering developments in the mission area since hi§97 in accordance with the understanding reached i
last report6® The Secretary-General stated thgts prior consultations, the President (Costa Riwéjh
UNPREDEP had successfully contributed to preventinge consent of the Council, invited the represenéat
the spillover of conflicts elsewhe_re in the regi'm’uo_ of Germany, Italy and the former Yugoslav Repulafc
the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedoniayacedonia, at their request, to participate in the
promoting dialogue among the various political 8¢ giscussion without the right to vote. Following the
and ethnic communities, and providing humanitari:’:tz§.10|opti0n of the agenda, the President drew the
assistance. However, he noted that peace and isyabihitention of the Council to a draft resolution sutied

in the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedoni:aoy Costa Rica, France, Germany, Italy, Japan, Raitu
continued to depend largely on developments in Othge Russian Federation, Sweden, the United Kingdom
regions. He noted that there were concerns over thgq the United State®2 He further drew the attention
uncertainty of the outcome of the presidential 88t 4f the Council to a letter dated 3 November 19Shir

in Serbia and the possible repercussions that ulcco he representative of the former Yugoslav Republic
bring to the area. Increased violence in Kosovo ha@acedonia addressed to the Secretary-Ger?éral,
also raised fears of a spillover effect on ethniggating his views in connection with the need for
Albanians in the host country. Similarly, the S|OV\éXtending the stay of UNPREDEP in the Republic of

progress in implementing the civilian aspects o€ th\jacedonia after 30 November 1997.
Dayton Peace Accords in Bosnia and Herzegovina had

underscored the need for a longer-term commitmgnt b~ The representative of the former Yugoslav
the international community in that country. Witttine Republic of Macedonia expressed the view that the
former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, the effegts Situation would not improve as much as his delemati
inter-ethnic relations on long-term stability remad a Wished in the coming nine months. For that reasod a
matter of concern. He noted that the Minister fofith the aim of preventing new conflicts, implemiry
Foreign Affairs of the former Yugoslav Republic of® Dayton Agreement, developing better good-
Macedonia had requested an extension of theighbourly relations among Balkan States and

1. Decides to extend the mandate of the United
Nations Preventive Deployment Force for an addaioperiod
terminating on 4 December 1997;

260 5/1997/838 and Corr.1. 2625/1997/948.
2615/1997/911 and Add.1. 2635/1997/838 and Corr.1.
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integrating them in the European structures, At the same meeting, the draft resolution was put
determined efforts by the international communifyda to the vote and adopted unanimously as resolution
the United Nations were needed and had to continuel42 (1997), which reads:

He stated that those were the main reasons for his
Government’'s view that a 12-month extension would

be appropriate. He emphasized that the extensidgheof Recalling all its previous relevant resolutions concerning
W@ conflicts in the former Yugoslavia, in partiaulresolutions

UNPREDEP mandate represented an importa .
contribution of the Security Council to the effom 1105 (1997) of 9 April 1997 and 1110 (1997) of 2&1997,

maintain peace and security in the Balk&rs. Recalling also its resolutions 1101 (1997) of 28 March
) 1997 and 1114 (1997) of 19 June 1997, in which @waincil
The representative of Germany noted that th&pressed concern over the situation in Albania,

mission had started out as a preventive effortrevent _ ) ) .
. . . Reaffirming its commitment to the independence,
a spillover from conflicts in the other parts ofeth ) Lo )
. . . . sovereignty and territorial integrity of the formefugoslav
former Yugoslgyla and |lts focug had shifted f|rs,§epub|ic of Macedonia,
towards the civil unrest in Albania and then to the o o _
situation in the Kosovo region of the Federal Rejub Reiterating its appreciation for the important role played

of Yugoslavia. which ave rise to fears O]by the United Nations Preventive Deployment Force i
g ! g ntributing to the maintenance of peace and stgpibnd

het . . . C
destabilization also in the _area of operatlpn§ (E)gying tribute to the personnel of the Force in peeformance
UNPREDEP. He noted that, with preventive missiongt their mandate,

of which UNPREDEP was a model, it was always ) N
Reiterating its call upon the Governments of the former

_partiCUIa_rly_ difﬁcu_lt _tO gauge th_e degree of sumefand Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and the Federal Rédpuof
it was similarly difficult to decide when a prevérg v, gosjavia to implement in fulfilling their agreemieof 8 April
mission had satisfactorily completed its task. MNgti 1996, in particular regarding the demarcation oithmutual
that there seemed to be general agreement thatder,
UN,PREDEP had been ,a success story, he expressed his Welcoming the phased reduction and restructuring of the
bell'ef that .the CQU“C" S.h.OUId take no .Chances l?%op strength of the Force, which has taken plpaesuant to
ending the international military presence in tbenfer resolution 1110 (1997),
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia before a sufficient )

Taking note of the letter dated 31 October 1997 from the

degree ,Of Sta,bllltgs was achieved throughout thﬁinister for Foreign Affairs of the former YugoslaRepublic of
surrounding regiof Macedonia to the Secretary-General, requestingettiension of

Speaking before the vote, several delegatioff§€ Mmandate of the Force,
expressed their support for the extension of the Having considered the report of the Secretary-General of
mandate of UNPREDEP and looked forward t80 November 1997 and the recommendations contaimemtin,
receiving the Secretary-General's recommendatiéns. Taking note of the observation of the Secretary-General
number of speakers maintained that significant Siskhat there have been a number of positive develogs the
remained in the region, particularly in Kosovo andverall situation in the area, in particular thatstization of the
Albania, which made the extension of UNPREDERPtuation in Albania, but that peace and stabilitythe former
necessary. Several delegations also mentioned {f#goslav Republic of Macedonia continue to depeargély on
importance of an appropriate successor mechanismn tfevelopments in other parts of the region,
would ensure that the gains made by UNPREDEP were Bearing in mind the intention of Member States and
not jeopardize®s6 interested organizations to consider actively thetituting of

possible alternatives to the Force,

The Security Council,

264 S/PV.3839, pp. 2-3. 1. Decides to extend the mandate of the United
265 |bid., pp. 3-4. Nations Preventive Deployment Force for a finalipéruntil

266 |bid., pp. 4-5 (Italy); pp. 5 (Portugal); p. 5 (iDa); p. 6 31 August 1998, with the withdrawal of the militacpmponent
(Japan); p. 6 (France); p. 7 (Sweden); p. 7 (Potand immediately thereafter;

pp. 7-8 (Kenya); pp. 8-9 (Egypt); p. 9 (Republic of 2. Requests the Secretary-General to report to the
Korea); pp. 9-10 (Chile); p. 10 (United States)dan Council by 1 June 1998 on the modalities of themieation of
pp. 10-11 (Costa Rica). the Force, including practical steps for the cortgleithdrawal

of the military component immediately after 31 Awsgul998,
and to submit recommendations on the type of irggomal
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presence that would be most appropriate: for themér Albania and the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia.
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia after 31 August 1,998 Expressing his concern that the peace and statolity
3. Decides to remain seized of the matter. the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia could be

) ) endangered, if the military component of the Fonas
Speaking after the vote, the representative of t%thdrawn, the Minister had recommended an

Russian Federation stated that developments in t@ftension of UNPREDEP for an additional period of
situation in the former Yugoslav Republic of

. . - six months, with the same mandate structure analptro
Macedonia and the region, particularly after th@omposition.
successful handling of the acute political crising @ahe
stabilization of the situation in Albania, confirchéow The Secretary-General also noted that discussions
relevant and timely it was to restructure UNPREDEMere under way within the framework of NATO and
with the withdrawal of a military component frometh elsewhere concerning the possible need for an
operation. The mandate established in 1991, whiak wexpanded international military presence in theioeg
already successfully implemented, could not be &% a consequence of the situation in Kosovo.
effective instrument for neutralizing the curregks to Consultations were also continuing with a view to
stability within and around the country. Therefdhee adopting a decision on the establishment of a
centre of gravity should now shift to the civilimmea, comprehensive regime to monitor the implementation
bringing into play non-military international struges. of the arms embargo on the Federal Republic of
He noted that, while his Government had consisyent¥ugoslavia imposed by Security Council resolution
supported this approach, it had taken into accabat 1160 (1998). The outcome of either might well have
position of interested parties, primarily that dethost implications for both the former Yugoslav Repubtt
country and the recommendation of the Secretarylacedonia and UNPREDEP. Therefore, he suggested
General, and agreed to the final extension of tfieat proceeding with a decision to withdraw
mandate of UNPREDEP, with the withdrawal of th&/NPREDEP would be premature. He added that he

military component immediately thereaf®s, also did not yet possess the requisite information
submit recommendations on the type of international
Decision of 21 July 1998 (3911th meeting): presence that would be most appropriate after the
resolution 1186 (1998) withdrawal of UNPREDEP. He suggested that one

i possible option that the Security Council could

O_n 1 June 1998, pursuant to Security Councélonsider was to extend UNPREDEP with its mandate
resolqtlon 1142 (1997_)’ the S("'CrGt""ry'Generia,ulnchanged for a further period of six months, wtle
submitted to the Council a report on UNPREDER: il reviewing its decisions, if the outcome toke

add(;elgzglng fthr? Coupcﬂg ret‘gusst t.o .reportdbor] tr}:ﬁorementioned international discussion affectedHi¢
modalities of the termination of the mission an@sut ., suggested that, as any further escalationhef t

rﬁcommelgdstlons on the typ_e of |?ternat|;nal preeﬁncrisis in Kosovo could have negative operational
that wou € most appropriate alterwards, as \&e consequences for the Force at its current strenifith,

covering developments in the mission area since I'{F?e Security Council wished, he would submit spiecif

last report268 The Secretary-General noted that thﬁroposals on a possible strengthening of the fsrce’
Minister for Foreign Affairs of the former YugOSIaVo(Yerall capacity

Republic of Macedonia had referred to the change
circumstances in the region which mitigated against On 14 July 1998, the Secretary-General
any weakening of the international presence in tiggibmitted to the Council a report containing specif
country. In particular, he had expressed higroposals on a possible strengthening of the oleral
Government’s concern over the negative developmerg@pacity of UNPREDEP, taking into consideration the
north of the border, especially in Kosovo, the yegituation in the region and the relevant Security
unmarked border with the Federal Republic ofouncil resolutions, including 795 (1992) and 1160
Yugoslavia, and the tensions along the border betwe(1998)2¢° He reiterated that it seemed premature to
proceed with a decision to withdraw UNPREDEP and

267 |bid., p. 11. -
268 5/1098/454. 269.5/1098/644.
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that, therefore, the Council might wish to considlee regional peace and security. He stated that the
extension of the mandate of UNPREDEP for a furthé&uropean Union fully subscribed to the provisiorfs o
period of six months, until 28 February 1999. Heoal Security Council resolution 1169 (1998), which,ent
recommended that, in view of the constraints plased alia, imposed an arms embargo on the Federal Republ
UNPREDEP, the Council might wish to consideof Yugoslavia. He declared that UNPREDEP would
increasing the troop level of UNPREDEP by 350 aplay an important role in the monitoring of and
ranks and increasing the military observer and theporting on illicit arms flows and other activisighat
civilian police elements by twelve and twenty-fouhad been prohibited under Security Council resoluti
personnel, respectively. 1160 (1998r73

At its 3911th meeting, held on 21 July 1998 in Speaking before the vote, the representative of
accordance with the understanding reached in itgrprChina emphasized that, while his delegation had
consultations, the Security Council included theotwalways been of the view that United Nations
reports in its agenda. The President (Russigeacekeeping operations should have both a proper
Federation), with the consent of the Council, iedit beginning and a proper conclusion, China had taken
the representatives of Austria, Germany, Italy ahe into account the request by the former Yugoslav
former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, at theiRepublic of Macedonia and the concern expressed by
request, to participate in the discussion withohé t other countries of the area and would not objecth&
right to vote. The President then drew the attentdd further extension of the mandate of UNPREDEP.
members of the Council to letters dated 15 May arifowever, his country wanted to reiterate that in
9 July 1998, respectively, from the representatofe assisting in the maintenance of stability and sigun
the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedoniathe former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, the
transmitting letters of the same dates from theibtar international community should respect the politica
for Foreign Affairs of the former Yugoslav Repubbif independence, sovereignty and territorial integraty
Macedonia addressed to the Secretary-Ger?&fal. the country concerned, namely the former Yugoslav
. Republic of Macedonia. He expressed hope that the
The representative of the former Yugoslav ;. .

. . . - adjustment of the mandate of UNPREDEP to enable it
Republic of Macedonia stated that his Minister foy . L
to be responsible for monitoring the border areas

Foreign Affairs had reiterated that his Governmkeat : .
. . . etween the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, the
endorsed the option of an eventual increase in the

- L ormer Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and Albania
military component, maintaining the same mandate . L
. . . would help effectively contain illicit arms flowsnd
structure and proportion and taking into account in . L . L
. . o terrorist activities in the region. On that basisdain
particular the internal specifics of the countrye Had . o ce
. X - . the interest of maintaining peace and stabilitytle
also stated that reinforcing the civilian policeutd be ; ; :
. .. _grea, China would not object to the adjustmenths t
successful and could contribute to more efficien

N . .. mandate and would vote for the draft resolution.
monitoring. The representative also stressed that h . .

. . However, he noted that such a vote did not contitu
delegation welcomed the recommendations of the

i L any change in China’s position of principle with
Secretary-General in his report dated 14 July 1398. respect to resolutions 1101 (1997), 1114 (1997) and

The representative of Austria, speaking on behdfi60 (1998874

of the European Union and associated and aligned . .
. 272p . 9 The representative of the United States stated

countries? stated that, while UNPREDEP was L .

s . . . that, despite its successes, the mission of UNPREDE

initially intended to prevent a spillover from cdicfs

in the former Yugoslavia, the focus had shiftedthe was not over. In Kosovo, Belgrade had failed tdfiful

S . . the calls of the international community to ceastam
conflict in Kosovo which posed a serious threat to_~ . - .
against the civilian population, return forces to

barracks and begin meaningful negotiations on an

2705/1998/401 and S/1998/627. :
enhanced status and a substantially greater degfree

271 5/PV.3911, pp. 2-3.

272Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Estonia, Hungary, Latvia —
Lithuania, Poland, Romania and Slovakia; and Cyprus ~ 273S/PV.3911, pp. 2-3.
Iceland and Norway. 274 |bid., p. 6.
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autonomy for Kosovo, which had led to a deteriargti shall prevent the sale or supply to the Federal uRép of
situation in Kosovo that threatened regional siapil Yugoslavia, including Kosovo, of arms and rglgtedtemiel .of
He emphasized that the current crisis in KOSO\/%JI _types and shall prevent arming and training ferrorist
reinforced the need for an increase in and extensfo 2C /! there,
the current mandate of UNPREDEP. Noting that the  Reiterating its appreciation for the important role played
strength of UNPREDEP would be increased b@y the _United Nation_s Preventive Deployment_ F_orcmz i
300 troops, he stated that his delegation had rf@"tibuting to the maintenance of peace and sitghiand
excluded consideration of a further increase, ie tH2YNg tribute to its personnel in the performana® their
situation in the region requireddt5 mandate,
Commending the role of the Force in monitoring the

The representative of the Russian Federati®rder areas and reporting to the Secretary-Generalany
stated that his delegation shared the view exprebye developments which could pose a threat to the forvgoslav
the Secretary-General that the continuing compld3epublic of Macedonia and by its presence detertimgats and
situation in Kosovo, Serbia, and the Federal Re'mub|preventing chshe_s, including monito_ripg and repaton illicit
of Yugoslavia made it advisable to extend the mamde"™s flows within its area of responsibility,
of the operation. He remarked that it was cleat tha Reiterating its call on the Governments of the former
direct reason prompting the members of the Securitygoslav Republic of Macedonia and the Federal Rdipuof
Council to adjust the Council's decision on terniing _Yugosl_avia to imple_ment in full their_agreeme_nta)I-\priI 1996,
UNPREDEP after 31 August related to resolution 1160 particular regarding the demarcation of theirtoal border,
(1998), which authorized the imposition of an arms  Taking note of the letters dated 15 May and 9 July 1998
embargo and called for the cessation of externfidm the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the formefugoslav
support for “the Kosovar terrorists”. He expresddsd Republic of Macedonia to the Secretary-Generaluesging the
belief that UNPREDEP could and should make %?ten_sion of th_e mandate of the Force and endorfiegoption
useful, practical contribution to carrying oyt”' nIncrease in its troop strength,
monitoring functions in line with resolution 1160 Having considered the reports of the Secretary-General of
(1998), and noted that an appropriate provision hédJune and 14 July 1998 and the recommendationsaiwu
been included in the draft resolutigré therein,

Also speaking before the vote several speake Reaffirming its commitment to the independence,
P . 9 i p ggvereignty and territorial integrity of the formefugoslav
expressed their support for the extension and esipan peppjic of Macedonia
of the mandate of UNPREDEP?
1. Decides to authorize an increase in the troop
At the same meeting, the draft resolution was petrength of the United Nations Preventive DeploymEarce up

to the vote and adopted unanimously as resoluti¢;m 1,050 and to extend the current mandate of theed-for a

1186 (1998), which reads: period of six months until 28 February 1999, undeérich the
_ _ Force would continue by its presence to deter tisreand
The Security Council, prevent clashes, to monitor the border areas, angéport to the

Recalling all its relevant resolutions concerning theSe(‘,retary-GeneraI any developments which could poslereat

conflicts in the former Yugoslavia, in particulaesolution 795 to the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, irdihg the

(1992) of 11 December 1992, in which it addressedsible tas!<s_ _Of monitoring an_d _reporting on iIIicit_arn’lsWs and other
developments which could undermine confidence bility activities that are prohibited under resolution AX6998);

in the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia oreéaten its 2. Expresses its intention to consider further the

territory, and resolution 1142 (1997) of 4 Decemh@87, recommendations of the Secretary-General in hisontemf
Recalling also its resolutions 1101 (1997) of 28 March14 July 1998;

1997 and 1114 (1997) of 19 June 1997, in whichxjiressed its 3. Decides to remain seized of the matter.

concern over the situation in Albania, and its tedon 1160

(1998) of 31 March 1998, in which it decided thdt States Decision of 25 February 1999 (3982nd meeting):

- rejection of a draft resolution
275 1bid., pp. 6-7.

276 |bid., pp. 7-8. On 12 February 1999, pursuant to Security
2771bid., p. 4 (Sweden); pp. 4-5 (Slovenia); p. Spda); Council resolution 1186 (1998), the Secretary-Gaher
and pp. 5-6 (Brazil). submitted to the Council a report covering

developments in the mission area of UNPREDEP since
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his reports of 1 June and 14 July 19981n his report, force, constituted an irreplaceable reassuranceaky)
the Secretary-General informed the Council that thmportant was the mandate that the Council gave to
Minister for Foreign Affairs of the former YugoslavUNPREDEP to monitor illicit flows of arms and other
Republic of Macedonia had presented argumentstor activities prohibited under resolution 1160 (1998).
extension of the mandate of UNPREDEP for alght of these issues, his delegation supported the
additional six months, with its existing compositio extension of the mandate of UNPREDEP for a further
and structure. He also drew attention to the fhat the six-month period, until 31 August 1999, with its
Contact Group on the former Yugoslavia was engagedisting composition and mand&d@t
in seeking a political solution to the Kosovo csisind .
. . o L The representative of the former Yugoslav
discussions were continuing within the framework 0|£ . ! : .
. . . epublic of Macedonia emphasized that it could be
NATO concerning the deployment of an international _— . .
1 . . . argued that the contributions of the United Nations
military presence in the region. Considering these : .
were more necessary than when the Security Council

d?Ve'Opme”‘S' he su_ggested tha_t the Security Cbun(f]écided to extend the mandate of the UNPREDEP the
might wish to consider extending the presence 0

UNPREDEP, with its existing mandate andrevious year. The situation _contmued tq be very

o . . . _difficult, dangerous and unpredictable, and it cbbk
composition, for a further period of six months ilint felv considered a serious threat to the peace and
31 August 1999, on the understanding that it woultf oY P

review its decisions should the aforementione%ilECurIty of the Balkans. The possibility of a new

. . . . . . oody war in the Balkans needed to be considered a
international discussions result in developmentscivh . .

S eal one. He reiterated that extension of the memadé
would affect the role and responsibilities o

UNPREDEP. NPREDEP needed to be seen as pr_oviding imp(_thant
support to the peace forces in the region. Prevenoif

At its 3982nd meeting, held on 25 February 1998 new war in the Balkans was of utmost urgency and
in accordance with the understanding reached in Mery serious obligation of the Security Council end
prior consultations, the Security Council includgte the Charter of the United Nations, in particularden
report of the Secretary-General in its agendarticle 24, in which the Council was requested i a
Following the adoption of the agenda, the Presideah behalf of the Member States. He asserted that
(Canada) with the consent of the Council, invitbe t Member States fully supported the extension of the
representatives of Bulgaria, Germany, Italy and theandate of the first successful preventive
former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, at theipeacekeeping mission of the United Nations. He diote
request, to participate in the discussion withohe t that the main argument against the use of the wat®
right to vote. The President then drew the attentdd that the Security Council acted on behalf of all
members of the Council to a draft resolution sulb@dit Member States, not of an individual Member State. |
by Canada, France, Germany, lItaly, the Netherlandbe case of UNPREDEP, he stressed that the extensio
Slovenia, the United Kingdom and the Uniteaf its mandate was supported by all Member States
States?z7® He further drew the attention of members oéxcept one, and that was because of bilateral
the Council to a letter dated 2 February 1999 fritv@ considerations, something that his delegation
representative of the former Yugoslav Republic dafonsidered to be in full contradiction of the Clearof
Macedonia addressed to the Secretary-Genertile United Nationg82

transmitting a letter dated 29 January 1998 frora th Speaking before the vote, the representative of

M|n|ster for Foreign Affa'rs of the former YngOsIavthe Russian Federation stated that his position thhat
Republic of Macedonia also addressed to tl}% ) oo
e tasks of UNPREDEP regarding the monitoring of
Secretary-Gener&go . . .
compliance with the arms embargo and with the
The representative of Argentina stated that, sin@é@gunctions established by resolution 1160 (1998)
the situation in Kosovo had not yet been resolwded, should become the main component of its activities,
presence of UNPREDEP, which was a preventivnd that this should have been more clearly higttéd

278 5/1999/161. 281 S/PV.3982, pp. 2-3.

2795/1999/201. 282 |pid., pp. 3-4.
2805/1999/108.
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Chapter VII1. Consideration of questions under
theresponsibility of the Security Council for the
maintenance of international peace and security

in the mandate of the operation. Guided by that the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia. He
approach, his delegation had proposed correspondistgessed that it was essential that Council members
amendments to the draft resolution on the extensifondealt with specific situations from the standpouit
the mandate of UNPREDEP. He stated that, as themgsuring peace and security in the world and from t
amendments were unfortunately not duly reflected perspective of the Organization as a whole. Thas wa
the final text of the draft resolution, his deleigat essential for the realization of the responsibility
would not be able to support the draft resolut?gs. conferred upon the Council by the United Nations
ember States and enshrined in Article 24 of the
harter of the United Nations. He stated that the
of the draft resolution, the Council would, inteliaa S|tuqt|on inthe immediate  vicinity —of KOS.OV.O
. L . continued to represent a threat to peace and ggduri
have underlined the continuing importance of th . . .
role of the UNPREDEP in monitoring the border areaise region and gave additional importance and Lweyen
0 the role of UNPREDEP. Therefore, Slovenia

Govelopments which Could pose a hreat to the formg/oMdlY Supported the idea of continued consuotas
P P among the Security Council members and with thenéor

Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and, by its presen . .
deterring threats and preventing clashes, includicr?u905|av Republic of Macedonia to lead to an aremnent

monitoring and reporting on illicit arms flows withits a%ceptable to 6.1”’ which could ensure the continpiauit
Lo i . - of the tasks which made UNPREDEP necessgty.
area of responsibility. The resolution receivedvbses in

At the same meeting, the Council proceeded
vote on the draft resolution. Under the preambplart

favour to 1 against (China), with 1 abstention (&as The representative of China, explaining the vote
Federation), and was not adopted owing to the negatagainst the draft resolution, stated that his datiep
vote of a permanent member of the Security Council. had always maintained that United Nations

Speaking after the vote, the representative of tﬁgacekeeplng operations, = including  preventive

United States stated that very real regional tlereat deployment missions, should not be open-endedhas t

. . ituation in the former Yugoslav Republic of
the security of the former Yugoslav Republic 0[s\/lacedonia had apparently stabilized and the Segreta

Macedo.ma} remained. He emphasized that h neral had clearly indicated that the original Igofa
delegation’s vote to extend the mandate of UNPRED : S o .
e Security Council in establishing the preventive

was a vote of confidence in a mission that was rded

as much as ever. He expressed regret over theideci mission had been met, there was no need to extend
) P ) 9 S %urther the mandate of UNPREDEP. He also reiterated
of one member of the Council to exercise its veie.

expressed his belief that the overall interests g?at as Africa and other regions were still plagusd

oo . -~ conflict and instability and needed greater attemtiit
security in the region should have been sufficigntl . . .
. : ; : would be neither reasonable nor fair to continue to
compelling to outweigh other considerations andt th%ssess Member States for UNPREFEP
the role of UNPREDEP was indispensable. His '
delegation therefore hoped to begin work with Several speakers expressed support for the eatensi
members of the Security Council to find a way toal of the mandate of UNPREDEP, their regret that the
the international community to continue to meetsthiSecurity Council was unable to do so, and theirceom

critical need, without disruptiofg4 over the possible escalation of the crisis in Kast§v

The representative of Slovenia expressed regret The representative of China took the floor a sdcon
that the Council was unable to adopt the necessditye to reply that he had taken note of the stamgsnmade
decision to extend the mandate of UNPREDEP. Hwy several representatives and expressed the Hbkef
stated that the situation around the former Yugwslaleciding one’s own position on the merits of a eratvas
Republic of Macedonia was fraught with instability
and potential threat, which called for an array of 2sslbid., p. 6.
international responses, among them the preventive®®lbid. pp. 6-7.

deployment of the United Nations peacekeeping force **”Ibid., p. 7 (Canada); pp. 7-8 (Germany, on bebélhe
European Union and the associated and aligned State

Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Estonia, Hungary, Latvia,
Lithuania, Poland, Romania and Slovakia; and Cyprus
Iceland and Norway); and p. 8 (Bulgaria).

283 |bid., p. 4.
2841pid., pp. 5-6.
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the right of every sovereign State. He also stétedl the for an endorsement of terrorist actions by the Kaso
accusations that some countries had made agairnigt Cliberation Army (KLA) or any other group or
were totally groundles%s individual. In the light of the deplorable violende
Kosovo, they felt compelled to take steps to
demonstrate to the authorities in Belgrade thatythe

F. Itemsrelating to the situation could not defy international standards without fegi

in Kosovo, Federal Republic
of Yugoslavia

L etter dated 11 March 1998 from the Deputy
Permanent Representative of the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern

severe consequences. The Contact Group welcomed the
continuation of consultations in the Security Coilinc

in view of the implications of the situation in Koo

for regional security. Owing to the gravity of the
situation, they endorsed the following measuresbeo
pursued immediately: consideration by the Coun€i o

Ireland to the United Nations addressed to the
President of the Security Council

Letter dated 27 March 1998 from the
Permanent Representative of the United States
of Americato the United Nations addressed to
the President of the Security Council

comprehensive arms embargo against the Federal
Republic of Yugoslavia, including Kosovo; refusal t
supply equipment to the Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia, which might be wused for internal
repression, or for terrorism; denial of visas femior
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia and Serbian
representatives responsible for repressive actign b
security forces of the Federal Republic of Yugo&av
in Kosovo; and a moratorium on government-financed
Decision of 31 March 1998 (3868th meeting): _export_ credit support_ for _trade ar_1d _invgst_ment,
resolution 1160 (1998) mcluglmg government financing for privatizations
Serbia. The Contact Group further noted that the
By a letter dated 11 March 1998 addressed to tRaissian Federation could not support the last two
President of the Security Counéf?the representative measures mentioned above for immediate imposition.
of the United Kingdom transmitted the text of a&owever, if there was no progress towards the steps
statement on Kosovo, Federal Republic ofalled for by the Contact Group, the Russian
Yugoslaviaz9 agreed by the members of the Contadiederation would then be willing to discuss all the
Group?et at their meeting in London on 9 March 1998measures. The Contact Group also called upon
The Contact Group expressed their dismay tha&yesident Milosevic of the Federal Republic of
although they had called upon the authorities iviugoslavia to take rapid and effective steps tqdiwe
Belgrade and the leadership of the Kosovo Albaniawgolence and engage in a commitment to find a
to join in a peaceful dialogue, rather than takstgps political solution to the issue of Kosovo through
to reduce tensions or entering without precondiiom dialogue. If President Slobodan Milosevic took thos
dialogue towards a political solution, the Belgradsteps, they would immediately reconsider the messur
authorities had applied repressive measures in ¥@sothey had adopted. If he failed to take those steps|
They stressed that their condemnation of the astimin repression continued in Kosovo, the Contact Group
the Serbian police should not in any way be mistakevould move to further international measures, and,
specifically, pursue a freeze on the funds heldoabr
by the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia and Serbian
Governments. The Contact Group stressed that they
supported neither independence nor the maintenafice
the status quo. As they had set out clearly, the
the terminology originally used in official docuntsrhas principles for a solution Of,the, K(,JSOVO, problem ded
been preserved to the extent possible. to be based upon the territorial integrity of thedEral
291 The Contact Group was composed of France, GermanyRepublic of Yugoslavia, and in accordance with the
Italy, the Russian Federation, the United Kingdaml a ~ Organization for Security and Co-operation in Ewop
the United States. (OSCE) standards, the Helsinki Principles, and the
Charter of the United Nations. A solution also had

Initial proceedings

288 |pid., p. 9.

2895/1998/223.

290 For purposes of this Supplement, the term “Kosovo”
refers to “Kosovo, Federal Republic of Yugoslavia”,
without prejudice to issues of status. In othetanses,
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