Repertoire of the Practice of the Security Council

38. Theresponsibility of the Security Council in the
maintenance of international peace and security

Initial proceedings

Decision of 14 May 1998 (3881st meeting):
statement by the President

At its 3881st meeting, held on 14 May 1998 in

Decision of 29 May 1998 (3888th meeting):
statement by the President

At its 3888th meeting, held on 29 May 1998 in

accordance with the understanding reached in ii@r praccordance with the understanding reached in isr pr

consultations, the Council included in its agenta t consultations,

item “The responsibility of the Security Council ihe
maintenance of international peace and security”.

the President (Kenya) made the

following statement on behalf of the Coungil:

The Security Council strongly deplores the undeugrd

At the same meeting, the President (Kenya'),UC'ear tests that Pakistan conducted on 28 MayBl@@spite

made the following statement
Councilt

The Security Council strongly deplores the
underground nuclear tests that India conducted biMay 1998,
and the two further tests conducted on 13 May 19@8pite
overwhelming international concern and protestse Touncil
strongly urges India to refrain from any furthest® It is of the
view that such testing is contrary to the de factoratorium on
the testing of nuclear weapons or other nuclear lasipe
devices and to global efforts towards nuclear nowliferation
and nuclear disarmament. The Council also expresigs
concern at the effects of this development on peawk stability
in the region.

The Council affirms the crucial importance of theeaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty. The Couagipeals
to India, and all other States which have not yehel so, to
become parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferatf Nuclear
Weapons and to the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Baeaty
without delay and without conditions. The Councils@a
encourages India to participate, in a positive ispim the
proposed negotiations with other States for a fessiaterial cut-
off treaty in Geneva with a view to reaching eaalyreement.

With a view to preventing an escalation in the arrace,
in particular with regard to nuclear weapons andirttdelivery
systems, and to preserving peace in the region, Gbencil
urges States to exercise maximum restraint. The n€ibu
underlines the fact that the sources of tensionSouth Asia
should be eliminated only through dialogue and lbptmilitary
build-up.

The Council reiterates the statement by its Peasidof
31 January 1992, in which it was stated, inter ,atlaat the
proliferation of all weapons of mass destructiomsiituted a
threat to international peace and security.

1 S/PRST/1998/12.
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thdlon-Proliferation

on behalf of th@verwhelming international concern and calls forstraint.

Reaffirming the statement by its President of 14yM#98, on
Indian nuclear tests of 11 and 13 May, the Courstibngly

thredrges India and Pakistan to refrain from any furttests. It is of

the view that testing by India and then by Pakissnontrary to
the de facto moratorium on the testing of nucleaapons or
other nuclear explosive devices, and to global réfdowards
nuclear non-proliferation and nuclear disarmam@ite Council
also expresses its concern at the effects of thisebpment on
peace and stability in the region.

The Council reaffirms the crucial importance ofeth
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapoasd the
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test -Ban Treaty. The Couappeals
to India and Pakistan, and all other States whiakehnot yet
done so, to become parties to the Treaty on
of Nuclear Weapons and to
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty, without yeknd
without conditions. The Council also encourages idn@nd
Pakistan to participate, in a positive spirit, ihet proposed
negotiations with other States for a fissile-makdut-off treaty
in Geneva with a view to reaching early agreement.

the
the

The Council calls upon all parties to exercise maxm
restraint and to take immediate steps to reduce wardove
tensions between them. The Council reaffirms theet $ources
of tension in South Asia should be reduced and ielated only
through peaceful dialogue and not by the use otdoor other
military means.

The Council urges India and Pakistan to resume the
dialogue between them on all outstanding issuesluding all
those that the parties have already discussedcedpematters
concerning peace and security, in order to remdwe tensions
between them and to enhance their economic andtigali
cooperation. The Council calls upon India and P@iiso avoid
any steps or statements that could lead to furthstability or
impede their bilateral dialogue.

The Council will remain seized of the matter.

2 S/PRST/1998/17.
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Chapter VII1. Consideration of questions under
theresponsibility of the Security Council for the
maintenance of international peace and security

Decision of 6 June 1998 (3890th meeting): At the same meeting, the President further drew
resolution 1172 (1998) attention to a letter dated 4 June 1998 from the
.representative of India addressed to the Presidktite

At its 38.9Oth meeting, hel.d on 6 Jung 1?98 Iaouncil,9 stating that the tests conducted by India were
accordance with the understanding reached in msrprnot directed against any country, nor had Indiakero

consultations, the President (Portugal), with tbesent o .
T g . any treaty obligation by conducting the tests. Batt
of the Council, invited the representatives of Artiea, . .
. . . letter, the representative of India also asked sdve
Australia, Canada, Egypt, the Islamic Republic i@nl, . ) . . .
. . uestions regarding the draft resolution, including
Mexico, New Zealand, Norway, Pakistan, the Republi : . . .
) . : .~ Inter alia on what basis the Council reserved its
of Korea, Ukraine and the United Arab Emiratesthatr . - : .
. . . . . . readiness to consider further action, contingentttom
request, to participate in the discussion withd tight . : )
implementation of the resolution, when no Charter

to vote. The President then drew the attention hef t - L

i ) . . provision or treaty obligation had been breached by
Council to a draft resolution submitted by Costadi .
Japan, Slovenia and Sweden those to whom it was addressed. The letter alstedta

' ’ that the tests conducted by India were not directed

At the same meeting, the President also drew thgainst any country and were a defensive measude an
attention of the Council to a letter dated 1 Ju®®8 noted that the right to take measures in self-deden
from the representative of the United Arab Emiratesas an inherent right of Member States under the
addressed to the Secretary-Gendrad; letter dated Charter.
2_June 1998 from the representative of the United The representative of Japan stated that there was
Kingdom addressed to the Secretary-Generalletter . . . .

. serious danger that the tensions in South Asiddco

dated 2 June 1998 from the representative of tﬁ%i hten further and escalate to a nuclear
Philippines addressed to the Secretary-General; 9

letter dated 3 June 1998 from the representative %?nfrontatlon. There was also a danger that thdeauc

Belarus addressed to the Secretary-Genérahd a non prohfera_tlon regime itself was being thre_atdne
. and that the international community could driftaran
letter dated 5 June 1998 from the representatifes 0 . .
controllable world of nuclear proliferation. He

. . ! U
China, France, the Russian Federation, the Unité . . .
Kingdom and the United States addressed to tﬁe[essed that the Council, which was entrusted with

. . . fimary responsibility to maintain international guoe
President of the Security Counéil. and security, was duty-bound to take action toiful$
responsibility under the Charter. He maintained tha
35/1998/476. international regime for nuclear non-proliferatiomith
4 Letter transmitting a statement by the Ministry of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear

Foreign Affairs of the United Arab Emirates condeq Weapons and the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban
the underground nuclear tests recently conducted by Treaty regimes, needed to be maintained at allsgost

India and Pakistan (S/1998/450).
5 Letter transmitting a statement by the Presideoicthe for that was the only guarantee that could prevent

European Union concerning the nuclear tests coredict NUclear weapons from spreading on the globe. It was
by Pakistan, which urged both India and Pakistasigm Out of that conviction that Japan had lodged strong
the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty protests with both India and Pakistan and had fndze
(S/1998/458). economic assistance for new projects. The

© Letter transmitting a statement issued by the Ghan  representative of Japan further stated that his
of the Association of South-East Asian Nations Real  4q1aqation was firmly convinced that through thefdr

Forum, concerning the recent nuclear tests condiugye . . .
India (S/1998/463). resolution the Council needed to demonstrate its/gr

7 Letter transmitting a statement issued 1 Junehby t concern about the challenge that the nuclear tests
Ministry of Foreign Affairs in connection with the conducted by India and Pakistan constituted to
nuclear tests conducted by India and Pakistan iy Ma international efforts aimed at strengthening thebgll
1998 (S/1998/468). regime of the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons,

8 Letter transmitting a joint communiqué adoptedidgr
the meeting of their respective Ministers for Fgrei
Affairs, which condemned the nuclear tests thatewver
carried out by India and Pakistan and asked thagsato
refrain from further testing and deployment of rean

weapons and to put a hold on provocative statements
(S/1998/473).
95/1998/464.
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and needed to urge them to become parties to tinéormed the Council that the United States hadechl
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty and theupon India and Pakistan to take steps to avertrarsa
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty without delagce and reduce tensions. Both nations neededgto si
or conditions. It was also the considered view afpan and ratify the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Tyeat
that in parallel with efforts to promote the intational immediately and without conditions; refrain from
regime for non-proliferation, steady progress fodeploying missiles of all types; cease productidn o
nuclear disarmament was essential for a safer wiérld fissile material and enter into negotiations onissife
0qgaterial cut-off treaty; formalize their pledge ntt

The Russian Federation informed the Council L
i - export dangerous weapons and technologies; and
the results of the meeting of the Ministers for €ign . . .
refrain from missile testing of any sort. He also

Affairs of the United Kingdom, China, the Russian : !
Federation, the United States and France, held sHessed that India and Pakistan needed to unaefsta

Geneva on 4 June, which had then been endorsedt‘Bat their tests and subsequent declarations did no

the Council. Having condemned the nuclear tes@gke them nuclear-weapon States. The United States

carried out by India and Pakistan, the five perrmlneWOUId npt ;upport amendment Of. the Ngclear
. . Non-Proliferation Treaty to permit their accessias

members of the Council had firmly stated that ne#t nuclear-weapon States. because to do so would

to stability should come out of South Asia and the P '

conflict between India and Pakistan should not d@ve 'complet.ely undermm.e 'ts. Very —purpose and the
) . : - international non-proliferation regime. He notedath
into a nuclear scenario. The five Ministers hadlezl

the Kashmir region had the potential to be the kpar

on both countries to refrain from carrying out newh . ignited a conflict no one might be able topstble
nuclear tests, from the deployment of nuclear weapo .
also expressed the belief that there were a number

and nuclear-capable missiles and from the produactio
. . Steps they could take to reduce the chances that a
of fissile material. They had also appealed to Dahd . . . .
. miscalculation or misunderstanding would lead to a
Islamabad to adhere to the Comprehensive Nuclear: . . . .
. ~Situation neither side wanted. These steps included
Test-Ban Treaty and to the Nuclear Non-Proliferatio - . .
. . avoiding threatening movements near the line of
Treaty, based on the fact that India and Pakistan, . . . X
. . . control, any crossing of the line by military orcseity
accordance with those treaties, did not have theust s . X
. forces, cross-border infiltrations or other provtica
of nuclear-weapon States. Stating that the Russian,_ .
) - . acts in the are&2
Federation was convinced that points of contactlatou
be found in the approaches of Delhi and Islamalmad t The representative of the Gambia stated that
resolve their conflicts, the representative of theontinued adherence to the international regimehen
Russian Federation noted that his country vieweal thon-proliferation of nuclear weapons would depead t
adoption of any type of sanctions against thosdeStaa large extent on the equal treatment of all States
as unjustified from the international legal, palél and Having one set of rules for some and another foe
humanitarian points of viewt could not be justified and was therefore unhelEnb

3
The representative of the United States statetl thuantenablel.

nuclear tests conducted by India and Pakistan The representative of France condemned the tests
represented a profound blow not only to the stapiliand stressed that it was a matter of priority tesgrve
and security of the region but also to the inteiorzdl and strengthen the non-proliferation regime esthigd
non-proliferation regime. Referring to the meetiofy under the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty France
China, France, the Russian Federation, the Unitedlled on India and Pakistan as well as the othateS
Kingdom and the United States on 4 June 1998, Heat had not yet done so, to accede to the Nuclear
noted that all five States would be engaging addai Non-Proliferation Treaty without delay or conditgn
concerned States in a shared effort to bring peaxe Noting that the disputes between the two countries,
stability in South Asia, and that adoption of theafl particularly on Kashmir, were at the root of the
resolution was an important step along the path. Heoblems, he stated that it was essential thatlatiso

10 S/PV.3890, pp. 2-4. 12 |bid., pp. 8-9.
11 |bid., p. 5. 13 |bid., p. 10.
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Chapter VII1. Consideration of questions under
theresponsibility of the Security Council for the
maintenance of international peace and security

be sought through direct bilateral dialogue, aslvasl maintaining that the proliferation of weapons ofgsa
through the establishment of confidence-buildindestruction was a threat to international peace and
measures. He stated if they were to attain all ehosecurity. Speakers expressed strong support for the
objectives, France felt that it would be desiralbtbe Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty and the
continue to promote dialogue and cooperation witRuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty. Many speakers
India and Pakistan and to avoid coercive measurestessed that the acquisition of nuclear weaponslavo
However, those two countries needed to displayt give them the status of nuclear-weapon Stages.
restraint and demonstrate, by acting in accordavite number of representatives called on India and Rakis
the requests of the Council, their willingness tonenit to exercise restraint and to refrain from carryiogt
themselves to that patH. further testst” Canada, New Zealand and Ukraine drew

attention to the fact that United Nations Membeat8s

. The representa_tlve of Gabon stated that in Slm”%at were not members of the Council had not been
circumstances, the ideal would be for the Counoil t..

adopt a consistent attitude of firmness and disaypgl given the option of expressing their positions e t
oHen debate before the resolution had been addfted.
regardless of who stood accused. He noted that

. - everal speakers also called for the establishro&mat
certain cases, however, the Council’'s assessmeeite w : .
, X . o . nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East orezhll
subject to equivocation and some subjectivism, Whic ; .
. ! on Israel to accede to the Nuclear Non-Prolifematio
was why Gabon would have preferred, inter aliatth L
: . reatyand rid itself of nuclear weapons.
paragraph 1 of the draft resolution under consitiena
be worded in the same terms as the statementsedlopt At the same meeting, the draft resolution was put
by the Council in similar circumstancés, to the vote and adopted unanimously as resolution

The representative of China stated that thle172 (1998), which reads:

serious development of events had posed grave The Security Council,
challenges to international peace and securityhie t Reaffirming the statements by its President of 14 May and
post-cold-war era and had aroused the concern ®f % may 1998,
whole international community. He noted that to ! ) . .

revent an arms race in South Asia. halt the furth Reiterating the statement by its President of 31 January
p . . . . ’ ?992, in which it was stated, inter alia, that gheliferation of
_escalatl_on of tensmns_ n the reglo_n and Safegu_b-e‘j all weapons of mass destruction constituted a threa
international non-proliferation regime, the Ministe international peace and security,
for Foreign Affairs of the five permanent membefs o
the Council had issued a ioint communiaué on 4 Jun Gravely concerned at the challenge that the nuclear tests

) . . q . _c%nducted by India and then by Pakistan constitibe
In order to defuse the tensions in the region, @hiR,ernational efforts aimed at strengthening thebgll regime of
called upon India and Pakistan to be calm angbn-proliferation of nuclear weapons, and also efav
restrained, to resume talks between them, to h@yt aconcerned at the danger to peace and stabilitheérrégion,
statements or movements that might further escalate . .
. . . . Deeply concerned at the risk of a nuclear arms race in
the tensions and to refrain from engaging in an |AIMoth Asia, and determined to prevent such a race,
race. In Kashmir, they needed to respect and adtoere o o
the control line, and should under no circumstances Reaffirming the crucial importance of the Treaty on the
. Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and the Corhpresive

step across the control line or seek to changestate
of affairs in the region unilaterally. In conclusiohe . )

. . S 17 |bid., p. 4 (Sweden); pp. 5-6 (Slovenia); pp. §6€bsta
noted th.at in the light of t.he nature of the digpirt Fhe Rica): pp. 7-8 (Kenya); and pp. 9-10 (Brazil): aftbe
sgbcontment, the Council needed to play a majat an vote: pp. 12-13 (the Secretary-General); pp. 17-18
pivotal role16 (Republic of Korea); pp. 18-19 (Canada); p. 23 (New
Zealand); pp. 24-25 (Mexico); pp. 25-26 (Ukraine);

A number of other speakers made statements bp. 26-27 (Argentina): p. 27 (Norway); and p. 28

condemning the nuclear tests by India and Pakiatah (Kazakhstan).

B R 18 |bid., pp. 18-19 (Canada); p. 23 (New Zealandd an
14 |bid., pp. 10-11. pp. 25-26 (Ukraine).
15 |bid., p. 11. 19 |bid., p. 11 (Bahrain); and pp. 22-23 (United Arab
16 |bid., pp. 11-12. Emirates).
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Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty for global efforts towardsiclear 8. Encourages all States to prevent the export of
non-proliferation and nuclear disarmament, equipment, materials or technology that could iy aray assist
Iprogrammes in India or Pakistan for nuclear weaponsfor
ballistic missiles capable of delivering such weapo and
welcomes national policies adopted and declaretthimrespect;

Recalling the principles and objectives for nuclea
non-proliferation and disarmament adopted by th851Review
and Extension Conference of the Parties to the tyrem the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, and the ssstel 9. Expresses its grave concern at the negative effect
outcome of the Conference, of the nuclear tests conducted by India and Pakista peace

d stability in South Asi db d;
Affirming the need to continue to move withan stabiiity in->ou sia and beyon

determination towards the full realization and effee 10. Reaffirms its full commitment to and the crucial
implementation of all the provisions of the Treapn the importance of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferatioh Muclear
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, and welcomitiye Weapons and the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Bantyieesathe
determination of the five nuclear-weapon Statesfulfil their cornerstones of the international regime on the-pmiiferation
commitments relating to nuclear disarmament undéicla VI  of nuclear weapons and as essential foundationgherpursuit

of the Treaty, of nuclear disarmament;

Mindful of its primary responsibility under the Charter of 11. Expresses its firm conviction that the international
the United Nations for the maintenance of interomadl peace regime on the non-proliferation of nuclear weapaimuld be
and security, maintained and consolidated, and recalls that coetance with

. the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weag neither

1. Condemns the nuclear tests conducted by India Y P

oNndi : .
ndia nor Pakistan can have the status of a nuekesapon State;
11 and 13 May 1998 and by Pakistan on 28 and 30 M98; ! ! v u u

12. Recognizes that the tests conducted by India and
Pakistan constitute a serious threat to global re$fadowards
nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament;

2. Endorses the joint communique issued by the
Ministers for Foreign Affairs of China, France, thHReussian
Federation, the United Kingdom of Great Britain aNdrthern

Ireland and the United States of America at theigeting in 13. Urges India and Pakistan, and all other States that
Geneva on 4 June 1998; have not yet done so, to become parties to thetyrea the
. . . Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and to the
3. Demands that India and Pakistan refrain from

Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty without delayd

further nuclear tests, and in this context callemll States not without conditions:

to carry out any nuclear weapon test explosion oy ather

nuclear explosion in accordance with the provisioafs the 14. Also urges India and Pakistan to participate, in a
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty; positive spirit and on the basis of the agreed naaed in
negotiations at the Conference on Disarmament ineSa on a
n1reaty banning the production of fissile materiar fnuclear
weapons or other nuclear explosive devices, witlview to
reaching early agreement;

4. Urges India and Pakistan to exercise maximu
restraint and to avoid threatening military moveitsencross-
border violations, or other provocations in orderpgrevent an
aggravation of the situation;

. . 15. Requests the Secretary-General to report urgentl

5. Also urges India and Pakistan to resume the d y P gently

. S ) to the Council on the steps taken by India and #aki to
dialogue betweep Fhem on all outstandlng_lssgeslmﬂarly on implement the present resolution:

all matters pertaining to peace and security, ideorto remove

the tensions between them, and encourages theming f 16. Expresses its readiness to consider further how best
mutually acceptable solutions that address the maises of to ensure the implementation of the present resmiyt

those tensions, including Kashmir; . . . .
17. Decidesto remain actively seized of the matter.

6. Welcomes the efforts of the Secretary-General to

encourage India and Pakistan to enter into dialpgue Speaking after the vote, the representative of the

United Kingdom made a statement on behalf of the

European Union and associated and aligned
S countries2® The European Union condemned the

weaponization or from the deployment of nuclear p@ss, to . .

cease development of ballistic missiles capabledefivering nuclear teStS_’ Wh'ch ran counter to the W'!l expets

nuclear weapons and any further production of fissnaterial DY the 149 signatories of the Comprehensive Nuelear

for nuclear weapons, to confirm their policies ot export Test-Ban Treaty to cease nuclear testing and tortsff

equipment, materials or technology that could cibnte to

weapons of mass destruction or missiles capabléedivering 20 |pid., p. 13 (Estonia, Hungary, Lithuania, Poland,

them and to undertake appropriate commitments ah tegard; Romania, and Slovakia; and Cyprus and Iceland).

7. Calls upon India and Pakistan immediately to stop
their nuclear weapon development programmes, toaieffrom
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theresponsibility of the Security Council for the
maintenance of international peace and security

to strengthen the global non-proliferation reginiéhe have contributed to the existing situation. He exgsed
European Union remained fully committed to théhe belief that the resolution would have been more
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty as the essentiafffective and representative of the views of the
foundation for the pursuit of nuclear disarmamemgd international community had it reflected the broade
called on all States which had not yet done so tmncerns of non-nuclear-weapon States. Those
become parties to it. The European Union also hadncerns include the fulfillment of the commitmeoft
remained committed to the early entry into forcetttd nuclear-weapon States to nuclear disarmament by
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty. He statagreeing to commence international negotiations on
that the European Union urged India and Pakistan noclear disarmament within a time-bound framework,
take early steps to demonstrate their commitment tfoe necessity of ensuring the universality of the
international efforts on non-proliferation and ne&t Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty in an expeditious
disarmament by signing the Comprehensive Nucleananner through urging all States to join the Treaty
Test-Ban Treaty and moving to ratify it; bywithout exception and a speedy commencement of
contributing actively and without conditions toward negotiations at the Conference on Disarmament on a
the opening of negotiations at the Conference dreaty banning the stockpiling and production afsfle
Disarmament in Geneva for a treaty banning theaterial for nuclear weapons or other nuclear
production of fissile material for nuclear weapoarsd explosive devices. Despite the setback in inteorti
other nuclear explosive devices; by exerting steimg efforts to prevent nuclear proliferation in the iy,
controls over the export of material, equipment artthe representative stressed that his country, party
technology controlled under the Nuclear Suppliers$d the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty and a sitmpng
Group trigger and dual use lists and the Missilef the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty,
Technology Control Regime annex; and by committinggemained fully committed to its international
themselves neither to assemble nuclear devicesmorobligations under those regimes. He also noted tttet
deploy such devices on delivery vehicles, and tasee developments in India and Pakistan had highlighted
development and deployment of ballistic missilesnperative of ensuring the universality of the Nesol
capable of delivering nuclear warheads. He stresshdn-Proliferation Treaty. That imperative also dpgl
that the European Union would follow the situatiomd to the Middle East, where Israeli intransigence in
take appropriate action should India and Pakistah rrefusing to accede to the Nuclear Non-Proliferation
sign and move to ratify the relevant internationah- Treaty and to accept International Atomic Energy
proliferation agreements, in particular  theéAgency safeguards had endangered the entire reffion.
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty, withowras therefore necessary to develop a non-
conditions. The European Union also urged India amscriminatory approach at the international leteethe
Pakistan to engage in a dialogue that addressetbtite issue of non-proliferation and to exert pressure on
causes of the tension between them, and to trytlb Israel to heed the call of the international comityn
confidence rather than seek confrontat?dn. and, by joining the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Trgat

The representative of the Islamic Republic of Iratn0 allow for the establishment of the Middle Easta

stated that inadequate attention and the failuradopt nuclear-weapon-free zorfé.

concrete actions on global nuclear disarmament, the The representative of Australia stated that nuclea
unpopular insistence on the part of the nuclearpo®a proliferation constituted the worst possible threat
States to remain on the same course, particuldtbr a international peace and security and it was theeefo
the indefinite extension of the Nuclear Nonessential that the Council, with its primary
Proliferation Treaty and despite the wish of theesponsibility for the maintenance of international
international community to make progress on theidhapeace and security under Article 24 of the Chaitteke

of the near universal consensus on the illegalityhe action on the issue and remain seized of it untivas
threat or use of nuclear weapons, and the selectinesolved?3

approach to the implementation of the Treaty’s

provisions were among the reasons that were said 022|b|d., op. 14-15.

23bid., pp. 15-17.
21 bid., p. 13. PP
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The representative of Egypt underscored that nuclear option in its supreme national interest to
was urgent to establish an effective regime of vacti restore the strategic balance and to preserve p&éee
and passive safeguards by which the Council woutdpresentative of Pakistan further maintained tiat-
unequivocally decide that the use or threat of ofe proliferation could not be pursued by creating or
nuclear weapons constituted a threat to internafioracquiescing in a situation of a security void, whic
peace and security in accordance with Article 3@h&f continued to be a major failure on the part oftabbse
Charter. Such a threat would require the intern@ntdf who had sought to promote the goal of non-
the Council to deter it within the framework of theproliferation. He stated that non-proliferation wase
collective security regime laid out in Chapter Vfithe longer an issue in South Asia, as it had been
Charter. In that respect, the responsibility of theuclearized thanks to the encouragement and
Council for providing urgent and comprehensivacquiescence of major Powers. He also stressed that
assistance to States subject to such a threat detosde Pakistan was convinced that a comprehensive approac
be clear and indisputable. He also stressed that tio the issues of peace, security, confidence-bogdi
Council should in no circumstances be subject ® tltonventional imbalance, and conventional and nuclea
veto, since the destructive power of nuclear weapoarms control was the only realistic way whereby the
required that the effectiveness and credibilitytbE Council and the international community could
Council’'s measures be preserved. The voting rudéd | contribute to defusing the security crisis in SoAsia,
out in paragraph 3 of Article 27 of the Charter glio which had endangered global peace and stability.
not be in force in cases of the use or threat & a6 Regarding the resolution, he stated that the resoiu
nuclear weapons. He also expressed his countryms deficient in several aspects. Regarding procddu
concern vis-a-vis the consequences of the failuwre points, he noted that under Article 31 of the Chart
realize the wuniversality of the Nuclear Nonany Member of the United Nations which was not a
Proliferation Treaty, and reiterated their deemember of the Council might participate in the
conviction that if Israel were to remain outsidee thdiscussion of any question brought before the Sgcur
framework of the Treaty that would lead to grav€ouncil, without a vote, whenever the latter coesét!
consequences not only for stability and securityha that the interests of that Member were specially
region but also for international peace and seguaitd affected. He expressed deep regret that the Cotacil
for the credibility and continuity of the non-disregarded that Charter provision by not giving
proliferation regime. He stated that under the entr Pakistan an opportunity to participate in the
circumstances Egypt had expected the Council thscussions on this resolution. He stated that the
single out Israel by name and urge it to adher¢hto adoption of this resolution would “further margied
Treaty instead of merely introducing a generdhe role of the Security Council, not only in deayi
reference in paragraph 13 of the resolut?én. effectively with the security crisis in South Adiait on

The representative of Pakistan stated that h%Obal security issues as a whole,” and that the

country had kept the Secretary-General and t? progch that the Secu_nty Council had adopted was

) . . . “devoid not only of realism but also of legality dn
Council fully informed of the developments pertaigi morality” The resolution was not an expression of
to the security crisis in South Asia. He suggesteat v P

to some extent, it had been the dereliction of i%Iobal concern about the failure of non-prolifeoatti

responsibilities by the Council that had emboldene t a transparenF exercise in self-.assurance ey .th
; . o . . official nuclear Five to seek legitimacy for their
India to implement its “hegemonic and aggressive

designs” by crossing the nuclear threshold, thrsiag possession of lethal arsenals of weapons of mass
9 y 9 i L d%struction”. Reiterating that Pakistan had acquiits
the use of nuclear weapons against Pakistan an

resorting to nuclear blackmail to impose a militarnuCIear capability only in reaction to India’s stya

solution on Kashmir. Faced with the Ominouélevelopment of its nuclear weapons programme, he

developments resulting from India’s deliberate an%[ateOI that Pakistan reserved the right to mainta@

calculated actions to alter the strategic equatio‘%b”'ty to deter aggression by conventional or non-

Pakistan had been left with no choice but to exssdis conventional means:

24 |bid., pp. 20-21. 25 |bid., pp. 28-32.
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Chapter VII1. Consideration of questions under
theresponsibility of the Security Council for the
maintenance of international peace and security

Decision of 19 October 1999 (4053rd meeting): The representative of Malaysia stated that it was
resolution 1269 (1999) pertinent that in defining the term “terrorism”, it

At its 4053rd meeting, held on 19 October 199Beeded to be differentiated from the legitimateigtie

in accordance with the understanding reached in g peoples under colonial or alien domination and

prior consultations, the President (Russian Fedmmat oreign occupation for §e|f-determ|pat|pn and natib

X . . liberation, although this did not justify the usd o
drew the attention of the Council to a draft resano terrorist methods by any grod
prepared in the course of the Council's prior yanyg '
consultationé At the same meeting, the draft resolution was put

All members of the Council expressed thei&ozgge(lggge) al?cﬁfggéiq unanimously as resolution

abhorrence of acts of terrorism, and lamented the

death, injuries, fear and destruction of propergatt The Security Council,

resulted fro.m S_UCh_ acts. They Cal_led for C(_)ope_ratlo Deeply concerned by the increase in acts of international

and determination in the fight against terrorismailh terrorism which endangers the lives and well-beirg

its forms, whatever their justification. Speakersdividuals worldwide as well as the peace and siéguwof all

highlighted, inter aliathe complex roots of terrorism; States,

the idea of a comprehensive convention 0N  congemning all acts of terrorism, irrespective of motive,

international terrorism by the General Assemblye thyherever and by whomever committed,

need for the Council to identify those situations . )

. . . Mindful of all relevant resolutions of the General

involving acts of terrorism that amounted to theetd ) . .

. ; . . ssembly, including resolution 49/60 of 9 DecemHl®94, by

international peace and security and act accorgting hich it adopted the Declaration on Measures tomkiate

the criminal nature of terrorism; the need for Me&mb |nternational Terrorism,

States to become party to existing international . . . . . .

conventions adgainst terrorism: and the role of t Emphasizing the necessity to intensify the fight against
o 9 . ’ . r}grrorism at the national level and to strengthemder the

Council in creating durable safeguards aga'”St tréﬁspices of the United Nations, effective interoaél

threats to peace and security emanating froBdoperation in this field, on the basis of the pijres of the

terrorismz7 Charter of the United Nations and norms of inteioal law,

. . including respect for international humanitariamvland human
The representative of Slovenia stated that whejyys

terrorist acts reached proportions, or had effethat _ _ S
made them comparable with the use of force proaibit_ Supporting the efforts to promote universal participation
by the Charter, the question of lawful countermeasu and implementation of, the existing internagbnanti-
Y . ! q ) . . _~ terrorist conventions, as well as to develop newerinational
might arise. In such situations, available optiongsiuments to counter the terrorist threat,

needed to be considered on the basis of the aiteri )

established in international law, including thosé o Commending the work done by the General Assembly,

necessity and proportionality of resporége relevant United Nations organs and specialized asnand
y prop y P ) regional and other organizations to combat inteomsl

The representative of the Netherlands noted thigtrorism,
when the use of violence was indispensable to nedpo Determined to contribute, in accordance with the Charter,
to terrorism, it needed to be proportionate anditBih to the efforts to combat terrorism in all its forms

to the requirements of the maintenance of public Reaffirming that the suppression of acts of international

orderz9 terrorism, including those in which States are ilved, is an
essential contribution to the maintenance of ina¢ional peace
26 5/1999/1071. and security,
27 S/PV.4053, pp. 2-3 (Brazil); pp. 3-4 (Argentinap. 4-5 1. Unequivocally condemns all acts, methods and
(Slovenia); pp. 5-6 (Canada); p. 7 (United Statps@ practices of terrorism as criminal and unjustifiablegardless of

(France); pp. 8-9 (United Kingdom); pp. 9-10 (CHina  their motivation, in all their forms and manifestats, wherever
pp. 11-12 (Gabon); pp. 12-13 (Bahrain); p. 13 -
(Namibia); and pp. 13-14 (Russian Federation). 30 |bid., pp. 10-11.

28 |bid., pp. 4-5.

29 |bid., pp. 6-7.
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Repertoire of the Practice of the Security Council

and by whomever committed, in particular those whiould — To take appropriate measures in conformity witte
threaten international peace and security; relevant provisions of national and internationaw)
. including international standards of human righisfore

2. Calls upon all States to implement fully the g gruisf

granting refugee status, for the purpose of enguthmt

international anti-terrorist conventions to whidtey are parties, the asylum-seeker has not participated in terraiss;

encourages all States to consider as a matteriofigradhering

to those to which they are not parties, and encgesaalso the — To exchange information in accordance with intgronal

speedy adoption of the pending conventions; and domestic law, and cooperate on administratind a
3. Stresses the vital role of the United Nations in Jtl;?rlglr?;t :(itst.ers In order to prevent the commissiof

strengthening international cooperation in combaftierrorism, '

and emphasizes the importance of enhanced cooidimamong 5. Requests the Secretary-General, in his reports to

States, international and regional organizations; the General Assembly, in particular those submitted

accordance with its resolution 50/53 of 11 Decembh®85 on

measures to eliminate international terrorism, tay pspecial

attention to the need to prevent and fight the dhreo

— To cooperate with each other, particularly thgou international peace and security as a result abtést activities;
bilateral and multilateral agreements and arrangemeo 6
prevent and suppress terrorist acts, protect thatronals :
and other persons against terrorist attacks andgbto
justice the perpetrators of such acts;

4. Calls upon all States to take, inter alia, in the
context of such cooperation and coordination, appede steps:

Expresses its readiness to consider relevant
provisions of the reports mentioned in paragrapbbve and to
take necessary steps in accordance with its resiitities under

the Charter of the United Nations in order to caunterrorist

— To prevent and suppress in their territoriesulgh all lawful threats to international peace and security;

means the preparation and financing of any acterobrism; 7 Decides to remain seized of this matter.

— To deny those who plan, finance or commit testacts
safe havens by ensuring their apprehension and
prosecution or extradition;

39. Children and armed conflict
Initial proceedings

Decision of 29 June 1998 (3897th meeting): Council lead the way by sending forth a clear mgesa
statement by the President that the targeting, use and abuse of children were
) . unacceptable. He also recommended several inigativ

At its 3896th meeting, held on 29 June 1998 ip, mitigate and prevent the suffering of childrexught
accordance with the understanding reached in ||lm;rprup in the midst of ongoing conflicts. He requestedt
consultations, the Council included the item “Chéd \yhenever the Council considered the imposition of
and armed conflict” in its agenda. The Council ted sanctions, to take into account the needs of céildr
the representatives of Argentina, Burundi, Candte, the impact of sanctions on children and how best to
Czech Republic, EI Salvador, Germany, Indonesigrotect children in those circumstances. He recpokst
Italy, Latvia, Morocco, Mozambique, Namibia,that whenever the Council considered peacemaking
Norway, Romania, Slovakia and Ukraine, at theiefforts, peacekeeping mandates and peacebuilding
request, to participate in the discussion withohé t plans, the central needs of children be there ftbhm
right to vote. The Council also extended an invataf outset and inform the plans and the action taken.
under rule 39 of its provisional rules of procedute

the Special Representative of the Secretary-Gerieral . The representative of _Chi_na §tated that C_hina was
Children and Armed Conflict. in favour of the Council issuing a presidential

statement on the question of children affected tyed

Speaking before the Council, the Specialonflict, so as to demonstrate the importance that
Representative described the suffering of childrem council attached to this matter. He, however,

the impact of armed conflict around the world. Hevg
data on numbers related to children killed, orplhne 1 S/PV.3896 and Corr.1, pp. 2-5.
injured, disabled and displaced, and proposed tihet ’

1036 09-25533



