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A . Pursl;zn-t to Rule 11 of the Fmvisianal Rules of Procedure of the 

Securitjr Zxncil, I submit the follgwin,- smdr statezzent of metters of 

whrhich the Security Couxxil 53 seized me of the stage reache(i ir. their 

consi&eraticn on 3 Octsber 1947. 

1. The irsnian Qiestion 

The 1rmie.n ap~lixt+,ion, dated 19 January 1946 (Fag= 13, Security 

Council Journal lYo. 2), ~2.7 ccnsiderec? at the 3rd and 5th meetkgs of the 

Comcil k Lordor on 28 ed. 33 Jenusr; 1946 ana a reso>dion unedmously 

a&opted requesting Ike perties to inform the Council of any results achieved 

io negotiations betrjeez them. 

By letter dated 18 Xarch 1946 (dccument S/15), the Iranian Ambassador 

ma& a further application, which wss considered at the Securit.y Council's 

25th, 2&h, Y{th, 28th, 29th an8 30th meetings from 26 March to 4 April 1946 

amI after v&ious premedma decisiGns, it was regolved by nine votes 

t;* die represenidive 31 tke LWR bein Ebsent and tix repxesentetive cf 

Austrt,raliz abstaining) to defer furtker prroceedings until 6 Mey, nt which 

time the Scviet Goverz?mfd. and the ?%anian Government were requested to 

report to the Courzil (gages 458-9, Security Council Journal Eo. 24). 

By letter aatea 6 April 1946 (ckc *zxent S/30), the representative of 

the LXZZi ?rcpbsed that the irsdsn qQe6tion be removed from the agenda cf 

the Council, aa by letter dztes 9 >%zrrl 1946 addressed to tine 

Secretar--General (dxment S/33), the Irvlian Ambassaclor oppose< this 

Fr,roposal. The letters were discuss& at the 32nd meeting on Il.5 April. 

By letter Aztec 15 A&i1 1946 (- cocument S/37), the Irenisn Ambassador 

comxznicetei_ tne text of s teleGrsm frcn his Govemxcent stat& tkt it 

:ri.th&ew its complA=t from t!le Council. 

j?%% t'-* 33-f;- z:eetln;_ cn 16 AyYil, t!:e Secreter;:-General submittec! 2 
nemrer,il:;11 -,c the 3esiCent of ti:e Cozr.cil (~ow~.ent S/39) concerning the 

1~;~1 efze+; if ti?e above letters I'rrJrz the rerrresentative of the USSR and 

tl;.e irani z- .~~‘j2~ccf.:i*. Tk 30uncil referred this memcjranaum to the 

Ccrxittee .zf zxgert~ 1-n~ ccnsi<ered its resort (document S/42) at the 

36th r!.eet;_r.; ,>~'2: :.r,ril. :. reoclxti: r. sutnitted. by the representative of 

I+ I rcnce 



Frence (page 522, SeCqWitY Council Journal No. 27) providing that the 

Secretary-General collect information to complete the Security Council's 

report to the General Assembly received three votes (France, Poland and the 
USSR) and was declared lost. The representative oi" the USSR said that tile 

decision of the Council to retain the Iranian question on its agenda 5151s 

contrary to the Charter, and accordingly, the Soviet delegation did not 

consider it possible to take eny further part in the discussion of the 

Iranien question in the Council. 

By letter dated 6 May 1946 (document S/53), the Iranian Ambassador 

reported on the withdrawal of Soviet troops. At the 4Cth meeting on 8 ~&lay 

the Council resolved to defer further proceedings and requested the Iranian 

Ambassador to submit a complete report to the Security Council immediately 

upon the receipt of the information which would enable it to do so (page 635, .._ 
Security Council Journal No. 33). 

By letters dated 20 May and 21May 1946, (documents s/66 and S/68), 

the Iranian Ambassador submitted reports of additional information with 

respect to the matters brought to the Council's attention by the Iranian 

Government. 

At the 43rd meeting on 22 May lg.946 the Council resolved to adjourn the 

discussion of the Iranian quo&ion, the Council to be called together 

at the request of any of its members (page 711, Security Council Zournal 

NO. 36). 
By letter dated 5 December 1946 (document S/2&) the Iranian Ambassador 

in Ilashmon, D.C., forwarded a report concerning the state of affairs in 

the province of Azerbaijan. 

2. Special Agreements under Article 43 and the Organication of the 

Armed forces me,de available to the Security Council. __. 
At its 23rd meeting on 1% February 1946, the Council directea the 

Hilitary Staff Committee, as its first task, to examine the provisions of 

Article 43 of the Charter, and to submit the results of the study and any 

recommendations to the Council in due course. 

At its logth meeting on 13 February 1947, in its resolution concerning 

the implementation of the resolutions of the G&era1 Assembiy regarding 

the Erinciples Governing the General Regulation and Reduction of Armements 

2nd Izformation on Armed Borccs of the United Nations (document S/268/Rev.l/ 

Corr.l), the Council requested the Military Staff Committee to submit, 

2s socc 28 possible, its recommendations in pursuance of Article 43 ad, 

cs 2 first ctep, to s:Jbmit not later than 3C April 1947, its recommendations 

:tith regard to the basic primiples which should govern the organisation 

of armed forces made available to the Security Council. 
Ry letter dated 30 April 1947 (document S/336), tho Military Staff 

/Ccmnittee 
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COP!ELi.ttCY3 fOXWZ3Xdd its report on "&3neXa,l Principles governing the 

oxgankzation of the Axmcd Forces made available to‘the Security Council by 

Member Nations of the United Nations. ” 

A general discussion on the report was commenced atthe 138th meeting 

on 4 June and. continued at the 13(&h, 140th and llklst meetings through 

16 June 1946, Discussion on the separate articles of the report was taken 

up at the 142nd meeting on 18 June and continued at the 143rd, 143th; 146th, 

149th and 157th meetings from 20 June to 15 July. The Council adopted 

various articles of the report including several amendments submitted by the 

represenba~ioesdf A'tmtralia and Be&#xu. 

Several questions raised during the discussion on the articles of the 

repoxt were referred to the Military Staff Committee, and replies were 

received (documents s/380 and S/395), At the 146th meeting the Council 

xequ 
? 

sted the Military Staff Committee to submit an estimate of the over-all 

strength of the armed forces to be made available to the Security Council, 

indicating the strength and composition of the separate components and ,the 

proportions that should ‘be pxovided by the five permanent members. At the 

149th meeting the Council considered the Military Staff Committee’s estimate 

(document, S/394) and also decided to request the interpretation Of the 

Militaxy Staff Committee of the initial contribution of armed forces referred 

to in Articles 10 and 11. The answer from the Military Staff Committee was 

circulated as document s/408. 

At its last meeting on this mattes the Council was discussing Article 11 

of the report and proposals submitted by the representatives of the 

United Kingdom and Australia. 

3. Rules of Procedure of the Security C0u.nCi.l 

As instructed by the Council at its lst, 6th, and 23rd meetings, the 

Committee of Experts drafted provisional rules of procedure and 

recommendations concexning communications from private individuals and 

non-governmental bodies. After minor amendments the Council adopted these 

pxovisional rules of procedure and recommendations at the 3lst meeting and 

agxeed that the Committee of Experts should formulate additional provisional 

XUhs for submission to the Council. 

Additional provisional rules of procedure drafted by the Committee of 

Experts were aaopted by the Council at its klst, 42nd, 44th’ and 48th meetings, 

At the 138th meeting the Council adopted a rule on the election of Members 

Of the International Court of Justice. The Provisional Rules of Procedure 

adopted by the Council to date are given in document S/g6 and Addendum 1. 

By letter dated 5 September 1947 (document S/540/Corr.l) the 

representative of the United Kingdom suggested several additional rules of , 1 

procedure concerning meetings of the Security Council. This letter has not 
i 
; 

/yet been 
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yet been considered by the Council. 

4. Statute e.nd~Rules of Procedure of the Military Staff Committee . 

At the 23rd meeting on 16 February 1946, it was agreed. to postpone 

consideration of the report of the Military Staff Committee concerning its 

Statute and Rules of Procedure (document S/l@ as revised in S/115). The 

Committee of Experts was instructed to examine the report. It was agreed 

that pending the approval of the report the Military Staff Committee was 

authorized to carry out its business along the lines sug;_6ested in its report, 

At the 25th meeting on 26 March 1946, consideration of the report was further 

postponed pending examination by the Committee of Experts. 

On 17 July 1947, the report of the Committee of Experts was circulated 

as document S/421 but has not yet been placed on the agenda of the Security 

Council, 

5. Rules governing the admission of new Members 

At its 81st meetin on 29 November 1946, the Council considered the 

resolution of the General Assembly requesting the Security Council to appoint 

a committee to confer with a committee on procedure of the General Assembly 

with a view to preparing rules governing the admission of new Members which 

would be acceptable both to the General Assembly and to the Security GOLmcild 

(document S/196) The Council instructed the Committee of Experts to name 

a small committee from its own number to meet with the committee which WOUM 

be appointed by the Assembly, and to report any proposals back to the Council 

for further instructions. At the 83rd meeting on 12 December 1946, the 

President announced that a Sub-Committee had been appointed consisting of 

the representative of China as Chairman, and the representatives of Brazil 

and Poland. 

The General Assembly and the Security Council Committees held- a series 

of four conferences between 28 May and 12 June 1947. The General Assembl3i 

Committee then drafted its proposals and transmitted them to the SecuritY 

Council Committee with an explanatory letter dated 30 June 1947. 
At its 197th meeting on 27 Aumst, the Council considered a report of 

its Committee of Experts on the proposed rules (document S/520). Amendments 
submitted by the representative of Australia (document S/520/A&.1) were not 

accepted. .The Council adopted by ten votes with one abstention (Australia) 

a resolution submitted by the representative of China embodyinG the 

recommend-ations of the Committee of Experts (document s/528). 
6. The General Regulation and Reduction of Armaments and Information on 

Armed Forces of the United Nations 

BY letter dated 27 December 1946 (document s/229), the representative 

of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics submitted a proposal regarding 

the implementation of the resolution of the General Assembly on the 

/"Principles Governing 
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"Drinciples 3~Vernicg tT:e ~5antral !aay.lati in and Reduc%,n of .Wxs::,ents" 

(document s/231). AZ it.s ,%th meeting on 31 I)ecember 194%. the C.;wcil glaccd 

the Union of Soviet %,-cialist ceyA'?lics' crcposal cn it@ agenda, and at ths 

90th meeting on 9 Januer$ 1947, it t:as agreed to fxmaII:y accept the 

resolutior of the Gene ral .\sseuiol.:' and proceed to the questi,:n 21' its 

implementation. 

FlIrther discusei~2n tcok glace at the 92nd and 93rd meetings :n 

1-5 January and the ":tii meeting on 20 Jarwar::. &raft resolutisns were 

submitted by the representatives of tne United States (S/233), France (S/243), 

Australia (S/249) and Colombia (S/251). 

3-t the 95th meetir?q on 20 January, the Cmncil adented by nine votes 

to two a resolution submitted by the renresentative of the United ?tates to 

defer consideraticn of these items and the Erst Report of the Atomic En?r@y 

COlUIUiS2i~n Ulltil 4 February 1947. 

Discussion was resumed at the g&h and 99th meetings on 4 ?ebr,iary 1947. 

A new draft resolution vas submitted 3y the representative of the United States 

(dccme~A S/2643. The Ccuncil agreed that the authors of the varixs draft 

resolutions would meet unofficially with the Tresddent to try to work out a 

common text uson wEoh -unanimous agreement of the Council could be obtained. 

The draft resolution resulting from the ccnsultation of the President 

with the authors of previous draft resolutions (document S/268), was 

discussed at the 102nd, pd, 4th and jth meetings on 11, I.2 and 

L3 February 1947. !i!he Security Council resolved (document S/268/I?ev.l/Corr.l), 

inter alZa, to set up a Commission for Conventional Armaments to be composed 

of re>resentatives of the members of the Security Council to submit to the 

See-urity Council, ?&thin the space of not more than three month, poposals 

(a) For the general regulation and reduction of armaments and 

armed forces; and 

(bj For graot5cal and effestlve safeguards in connection witn the 

general regulat%n and reduction of armaments. 

By letter dated 25 June 1947, jlocument Z/387), the Chairmen Jf the 

Coaaaission transmdtted a report to the Council, attaching a @an of work and 

a p-ago&e1 for the organizatisn of the work of the Commission. At its 159th 

meeting the Council adopted by nine votes to none (Union of Soviet .%cialist 

Republics and 3oland abstaining) the oian of work adopted by the Commission 

for Conventimal.kmaments (kner .; to document S/3?7). The C:uncll took 

note of Yce Cou&ssi?n's plan of xganization of its future work (.%xnex B 

to document S/397). 

7. AanoinWnt of 2 Governor of the Free Territory cf Trieste 

Y3.y letter dsted I.3 June 1947, the representative of the United Kingdom 

requested that an early date be fixed for the discussion by the 

/Securltj C xmcil 



Security CCLUIC~~ 3;' the qucstisn of the appcintmenz III a Gverner of the 

Free Territory :f Triesye. The q:iestizn was placad In the agenda at the 

14$rd meeting of the Zacurity Cormcil, and discussad in private at the 144th 
and lq‘th meetings SR 2C J:*ne L&7 and 1C UTilly 'S&7. / I The Co.uncil set up a 

sub-committee composed of the rogresentatives of ;.z.tralie, Colombia and 

Roland to collect additional infarmetion about the candidate. 

.tt its 2Opd meeting h eld in private on 24 September 1947, the Council 

examined the report zf ::a sub-committee and also examined a new candidate 

proposed by the repl-eentative of China. The Council decided to ask the 

permanent members to hold en informal consultation and to have the next 

meeting of the Council on this subject in a few days. 

8.. The Es?yntian LQaestion 

By letter dated 8 July 1947 (document S/410), the Prime Minister and 

Minister of Foreign -Affairs of Egypt stated that British troops were 

mainta-tned in Egy@ian terrftory against the unanimous will of the people 

and contrary to the letter and spirit of the Charzer and to the resolution 

adopted by the General Assembly on 14 December 1946. He aJ.so complained 

of British policy in relation to the Sudan and stated that the facts set 

out had given rise to a dispute between the Egyptian Government end the 

Government of the United Kingdom, the continuance of which waa likely to 

endanger the maintenance of international peace and security, He stated 

that negotiations had been attempted pursuant to Article 33, but had failed 

to achieve their end. Consequently, the Egyptian Government brought their 

dispute with the Government of the United 'kingdom to the Security Council 

under Articles 35 and 37, requesting the Security Council to direct: 

(a) The total and immediate evacuation of Erltish troops from 

zgypt, including the Sudan; 

(b) The termina tion ~3 the present admitistrative regime in the 

Sa. 

At its 159th meeting the Security Council placed this question on its 

agenda. It was agreed that the application vould not be discussed before 

3 August, to afford sufficient time for preparatfon. 

The Council commenced its discussion of the question at the 175th 

meeting on 5 August and it was continued a t the 17&h, l@th, 193rd, 196th, 

1998th , LsStln arz.3. 2OOtii meetings. The Brazilian representative introduced 

a dra+t r=soiution (S/:07) and I . accented several which had been submitted 

by tine rtgresentativs of China (S~O7/.Xd.~), Belgium (S/507/Add.l) and 

Australia (S,:Sl6), ?he rensinder were put to a vote. The @mended draft 

resolution received six votes in favour, one against (Tolana) with three 

abstenticna (Cciombla, Syria and the Union of So-riet Socialist Republics), 

the &inft& King&m r=greser.tativo not participating :II accordance with 
/Article 27 
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Arldle 27 Of’ the Charter; the resolution was not adopted; The representative 

of Colombia then submitted a new draft resolution (s/530). 1% was voted on 

in parts and was not adopted. 

The Council further considered the question at its 2Olst meeting on 

10 September 1947. A draft resolution submitted by the representative of 
China (document s/547) and amendments thereto submitted by the representative 

of Australia (document S/549) failed to receive a majority of votes and were 
not adopted. The President then stated that the Egyptian question would 

remain on the agenda and that the Council would continue its consideration 

of' the question at the request of any member of the Council or of either 

of the two parties concerned, 

9 4 ---.- The Indonesian Question 

BY letter dated 30 July 1947 (document S/447) the Government of India 

drew the attention of the Security Council, under Article 35 (I) of the 

Charter, to the situation in Indonesia, stating that in its opinion the 

situation endangered the maintenance of international peace and’ securi,ty. 

ThoGovernmont of India requested the Council to take the necessary measures 

provided by the Chartor to put an end to the present situation, 
/ By letter dated .30 July 1947 (document S/449) the Australian Government 

\ 
also brought the hostllitles in progress in Java and Sumatra to the attention 

of the Council, stating that it considered these hostilities constituted a, 
I 

breach of peace under Article 39. It urged the Council to ta,ke immediate 

action to restore international peace and security. 

The Council placed the Indonesian question on its agenda at the 17lst 

meeting on 31 July 1947, The Council invited the representatives of India 

and the Netherlands to participate in the discussion. After discussing the 

quost1on at the 172nd and 173rd meetings on 1 August, the Council adopted a 

resolution (document’ S/459) calling upon the parties to cease hostilities 

forthwith, and. to settle their disputes by arbitration or by other Peaceful 

means, keeping the Security Council informed about the progress of the 

settlement. 
By letters dated 3 and 4 August the Netherlands representative infomed 

ths council that, orders had been issued to the Netherlands Rzces in the 

areas concerned to ‘cease hostilities (document s/466). By ,cablw~ dated 

5 August (document s/469) the Vice-Premier of the Republic of Indonesia 

informed the Council that his Government had decided to order cessation of 

hostilities, Be requested a Committee be appointed by the Council to secure 

effective implementation of cessation of hostilities. 

Further discussion of the Indonesian question commenced at the 178th 

’ meeting of 7 August and continued at the L8Wt, 1884,th, 185th, 187th, 192ndj 

lp3rd, l(j&%h and’ 195th rneot~x~gs -thx&gb 26 August. 
,/By t&gram 
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By telegram dated 1 August 1947 (document S/458) the permanent 

representative of the Philippines to the Unj.ted Nations expressed the defd.re 

of his Government to participate l.n the discussion of the Indonesian question, 

This request was rejected at the 178th meeting but at the request of the 

representative of the philippines (document S/485) was reconsidered and an 

invitation approved at the 184th meeting. At the 181st meeting it was decided 

to invite a representative of the Republic of Indonesia to participate in 

the discussion. At the 184th meeting a Belgium proposal to invite the 

representative of East Indonesia and Borneo to participate in the discussion 

was re jetted. At the 193rd megtlng a Belgium proposal to invite 

representatives of East Indonesia and Bornso to participate in the work of 

the Council on the same basis as the representatives of Indonesia was 

re jetted. 

At the 181st meeting the representative of Auslralia introduced a. draft 

resolution (document S/488) and amendments to this resolution were submitted 

bY the representative of Poland (document S/488/Add.l) and China (document 

S/488/Add.2) at the 185th and 187th meetings. At the 192nd meeting the 

repreSSnta.tiVeS of Australia and China introduced a Joint draft resolution 

(document S/513) and the representative of .Australia introduced a now 

separate draft resolution (document S/5X?). The representative of the 

United States also submitted a dra.ft resolution (document S/514). At the 

193rd meeting the representative of Belgium intrbduced a draft resolution 
(document S/517). 

At the 195th meeting the draft resolutions were put to a vote. An 

amendment submitted by the representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics to the joint Australian-Chinese resolution (S/513), prOVidin&fO~ 

the establishment of a Commiusion of the Security Council to supervise the 

"cease fire" order received seven votes in favour, two against'(BelgiW and 

France) kth two abstentions (China and the United Kingdom) and was not 

adopted since one of the permanent members voted against it. The joint 
Australian-Chinese resolution was then adopted by seven votes in favour with 

four abstentions (Colombia, Poland, Unitea Kingdom and the Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics), 

The Polish amendment (S/488/Add.l) to the original Australian draft 
." 

resolution was re-submitted as an amendment to the second Australian 

resolution (S/512). The Polish amendment received three votes in favour, 
four against (Belgium, France, United Kingdom and the Uni$ed States) with 
four abstentions (Australia, Brazil, China and Colombia), and was not 
adopted. The Australian resolution received three votes -in favour (Austbalia, 

Colombia and Syria), none against with eight abstentions, and was not 
adopted, 

/The United States 
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The TJnited States draft resolution (S/514) received eight votes in 

favour, none against with three abstentions (Poland, Syria and the Union of 

Soviet Socialist Republics) and was adopted, 

The Belgian draft resolution (S/517) received four -votes in favour, 

(Belgium, France, United Kingdom and the United States) one aga-lnst (Poland) 

with six abstentions and was not adopted. 

A new draft resolution submitted by the representative of Poland 

(S/521) received ten votes in favour, one against (United Kingdom) and was 

adopted. *. 
The President announced that he considered the discussion on the 

Indonesian question closed for the present stage, but that the question would 

remain on the list of matters of which the Council is seized, 

The resolutions on the Indonesian question adopted at the 194th and 

195th meetings are given in document S/525. 

By letters dated 4 and 18 September 1.947 (documents S/545 and s/564), 

the representatives of the Netherlands and Indonesia informed the Council 

that the Governments of Belgium and Australia had accepted their invitation 

to serve on the Council’s Committee of good offices on the Indonesian 

question, By letter dated 1.8 September 1947 (document s/558), the 

representatives of Australia and Belgium informed the Council that the 

Government of the United States had agreed to be the third member of this 

Committee. By letters dated 26 September, 1 and 2 October 1947 (documents 

s/W, s/571 and S/570), the representatives of Australia, United States and 

Belgium informed the Council of the representatives appointed to this 

Committee by their Governments. 

At its 207th meeting on 3 October 194*7, the Council- discussed. the 

interim report from the Consular’s Commission at Batavia (document S/573), 

and telegram from the Consular’s representatives dated 1 October 194’7 

(document s/572), informing the Council that the work had begun’ on the - 

draft&g of the main report which should be completed within a fortnfght. 

The Council adopted a, resolution submitted by the representative of Australia 

(document S/574), requesting the Secretary-General to act as convener of the 

Committee of Three on the Indonesian question and requesting the Committee 

to proceed to exercise its functions With the utmost dispatch. A draft 

resolution was also submitted by the representa.tive of the USSR 

(dock& S/575 ) , calling on the Governments of the Netherlands and the 

Indonesian Republic to withdraw their troops to the positions which they 

occupied before the beginning of the military operations. Discussion was 

a.djourned until 7 October. 

10, Vot_ing Procedure in the Security Council -..- ^.. 
At the 197th meeting on 2’7 August, the Council discussed the resolution 

‘/adopted by the 
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adopted by the General Assembly at its id.XtY-first plenary meetin& he1d On 

13 December 1946, concerning voting procedure in the Security cOunCiz 

(document S/237). It was decided to refer the resolution to the Committee 

of Experts t7ith instructions to consider the matter and to make 

recommendations as to action the COLUIC~~ might take to ComPlY dth the 

recommendations. 

B. Consideration of the following item was completed On 1 October, and 

the Council is no longer seized of it. 

Applications for Membership 

By cablegram dated 19 September 1947, (S/359) the Minister for Foreign 

Affairs of Finland requested admission to membership in the United Nations* 

By letter dated 20 September (~/'562) the Deputy United Stm*es 

representative requested that the reconsideration of the admisszi-on of Italy 

be placed on the agenda. 

By letter dated 22 September 1947 (s/563) the Minister of Foreign 

Affairs of Poland requested that the reconsideration of the ad&.ssibn of' 

Hungary, Italy, Roumania, Bulgaria and the application of Finlarx3 be placed 

on the agenda. 

The applications referred to above were discussed by the Council at its 

204th, 205th, and 206th meetings on 25 and 29 September and 1 October. A 

draft resolution recommending the admission of all'of these app3-icants Was 

introduced by the representative of 'Poland (s/565). The Council+ decid.ed, 

however, to discuss and vote separately on the five applications in order 

of their receipt, i 

The application of Hungary received five votes in favour (Colombia., 

France, Poland, Syria and USSR), none against tith six abstentiozls, and ITas 

not adopted, having failed to receive the necessary majority. 

The.aPplication of Italy received nine votes in favour, two against, 

(Poland and USSR) and was not adopted, having received the negative vote of 
one of the permanent members. 

The application of Rownania received four votes in favour, (China, 

Colombia, Prance and SYka), none against with seven abstentions and was not 

adopted, having failed to receive the necessary majority. 

The application Of Bulgaria received one vote in favour (Syria), three 

against (Belgium, France and United Kingdom) with seven abstentions, and 
waB not adOPted, having failed to receive the necessary majority. 

The aPPlicatiOn Of Finland received nine votes in favour, t'FrT0 aga.inet 

(RoZand and usSR) and was not adopted havfng received the negative vote of 
one of the Permanent members. 

-..-m_ 
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