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At the same meeting, the representative of Yugoslavia
a draft resolution ‘liy according to which the
Security Council would dccidc to call an emergency
special session of the General Assembly, as provided
in General Assembly resolution 377 A(V) of 3 Novcmber 1950, in order to make appropriate recommendations.
submitted

The reprcscntativc of the United Kingdom contended
that the Yugosl;~v draft resolution was not in order and
asked for ;L vote on his contcntion.‘;O
The motion was rejected by 6 votes in favour and
I against, with 1 abstention.‘;’
At the same meeting, the draft resolution submitted
by the rcpresentativc of Yugoslavia was adopted by
7 votes in fnvour and 2 ugainst, with 2 abstcntions.‘~’
The resolution IX read :
“ Consitfcring that ;I grave situation has been
crcatcd by action undcrtakcn against Egypt,
“ Tuking irrto u~orrnt that the lack of unanimity of
its pcrmnncnt mcmbcrs at the 749th and 750th
meetings of the Security Council has prevented it
from exercising its primary responsibility for the
maintenance of international pcacc and security,
“ fhc~idc~sto call an emcrgcncy special session of
the General Assembly, as provided in Gcncral
Assembly resolution 377 A(V) of 3 Novcmbcr 1950,
in order to make appropriate recommendations.”
The rcprcscntativc of the United Kingdom and the
President, as the represcntntive of France, reserved the
positions of their Governments concerning the legality
of the resolution.‘;’
The question remained on the list of matters of which
the Security Council is seized.
TllE

INDIA-PAKISTAN

QUESTION

By letter ‘X dated 2 January 1957 to the President
of the Security Council, the Minister for Foreign Affairs
of Pakistan stated that India had refused, on one pretext
or another, to honour the. international commitments
which it had accepted under the resolutions of the
United Nations Commission for India and Pakistan
dated I3 August 19.58 and 5 January lY4Y. The statcmcnts of the Prime Minister of India and the steps taken
by the so-called Constituent Assembly of Jammu and
Kashmir in collusion with the Government of India in
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regard to the disposition of the State of Jammu and
Kashmir had further forced Pakistan to the conclusion
that continuance of direct negotiations between the two
Govcrnmcnts held no prospect of settling the dispute,
and had created an explosive situation which constituted
a serious threat to peace in the ;Irc;l. It wils most
csscntial that cilrly action should bc tnkcn to implement
the two resolutions of the United Nations Commission
for India and Piikistim which constituted an international agrccmcnt bctwccn India and Pakistan that the
question of the accession of the State of Jammu and
Kashmir to India or Pakistan would bc decided by
means of a free and imp;~rtial plcbiscitc under United
Nations auspices. The Minister for Foreign Affairs of
Pakistan thcrcforc rcqucstcd the President of the
Security Council to call ;m citrly meeting of the Security
Council.
The question was considered by the Security Council
iit the 76lst to 774th meetings held bctwccn I6 January
and 21 February IYS7, at the 79 1st meeting on 24 Scptcmbcr 1957, and at the 7YSth to 805th. 807th and
808th meetings held bctwcen Y October and 2 Dcccmbcr 1057. The rcprcsentatives of India and Pakistan
were invited to take port in the discussion.
At the 76lst meeting on I6 January lY57, the rcprcsentativc of Pakistan * stilted that “ all the processa for
pcilceful scttlcment” of the dispute laid down in
Article 33 of the United Nations Charter had been
cxhaustcd. In view of this situation, the rcprcscntativc
of Pakistan requcstcd ths Security Council : (I) to call
upon India to refrain from accepting the change
envisaged by the new constitution adopted by the socalled Constituent Assembly of Srinagar ; (2) under
Article 37 (2) of the C’h;irtcr,‘~” to spell out the obligations of the partics, under the terms of “the intcrnational agrccmcnt for i1 plebiscite as cmbodicd in the
United Nations resolutions “. The rcpresentntivc of
Pakistan suggested further that the Security Council
should : (1) call upon the partics to withdraw iill their
troops from the Stiltc and :IISO ensure that the local
forces which remained behind should be placed under
the rcprcscntative of the Security Council iind suitiibly
reduced, if not disbanded altogcthcr ; (2) entrust to ;L
United Nations force, which should be introduced into
the arca at once, the functions of protecting the State
and ensuring internal security ; IiT (3) disband all other
forces, Indian, Pakistani and local, and rc’movc all nonKashmiri nationals. cvcn in the police force. from
Kashmir ; (4) fix an early and firm date for the induction
into office of the Plcbiscitc Administrator.“’
At the 762nd meeting on 23 January 1957, the reprcscntativc of India * stated that the question which his
Government had brought before the Security Council
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by its letter lim of I January 1948 was a situation involving an Xt of aggressionIhoagainst India and not a
dispute ; this question was still pending bcforc the
Security Council I” and called for immcdiotc action by
the Security Council for avoiding a breach of international peace. Moreover, part II of the resolution of
the Commission for India and Pakistan of 13 August
I948 relating to truce arrangements had not been carried
out by Pakistan and part III relating to the holding of
a plebiscite had thercforc never come into force. The
resolution of the Commission for India and Pakistan of
5 January 1949 which had been accepted by India concerned the implementation of part Ill of the carlicr
resolution and like that part and for the same reasons
had ncvcr come into force. The Indian Government,
which had accepted the resolution of the Commission
for India and Pakistan on conditions concurred in by
the Commission, was bound by resolutions of the
Security Council only to the extent that they flowed
from the Commission’s rcsotutions and no further. The
acts of the Constituent Asscmbty of the State of Jammu
and Kashmir wcrc municipal and not international acts
and, therefore, no concern of the Security Council. The
act of accession of Jammu and Kashmir to India was
an international act, the legality of which, however, was
beyond challenge and not in question and which involved
no issue of international peace and security. The only
issue of the latter kind was the aggression committed
by Pakistan.
Decision
of 24
January
1957
(765th
meeting):
Reminding
the Governments
und u1tthoritie.s
concerned of the principle
embodied
in certain resolutions
und re-uf firming
the uf firmution
in the resolution
of
30 March
1951

At the 764th meeting on 24 January 1957, the
Security Council had before it a joint draft resolution ‘“l
submitted by the representatives of Australia, Colombia.
Cuba, the United Kingdom and the United States.
At the 765th meeting on 24 January 1957, the joint
draft resolution was adopted by 10 votes in favour and
none against, with 1 abstention.‘“:’
The resolution In4read :
“ The Security

Council,

“ Huving hcwrd statements from representatives of
the Govcrnmcnts of India and Pakistan concerning
the dispute over the State of Jammu and Kashmir,
” Reminding
the Govcrnmcnts and authorities
concerned of the principle embodied in its resolutions
of 2 I April 1948, 3 June 1948, I4 March I950 and

-

30 March 195 I, and the United Nations Commission
for India and Pakistan rcsotutions of I3 August 1948
and 5 Jimuary 1949, that the final disposition of the
State of Jammu and Kashmir wilt bc made in
accordance with the will of the people cxprcssed
through the democratic method of il fret and impartial
plebiscite conducted under the auspices of the United
Nations.
“ 1. Reuffirms
the affirmation in its resolution of
30 March 195 1 and dcclarcs that the convening of a
Constituent Assembly as rccommcnded by the
Gencrat Council of the ‘All Jammu and Kashmir
National Confcrcncc ’ and any action that Assembly
may have taken or might attcnlpt to take to determine the future shape and affiliation of the entire
Stotc or any part thereof, or action by the parties
concerned in support of any such action by the
Asscmbty, would not constitute a disposition of the
State in accordance with the above principle.
“ 2. fkidc~,s
to continue its consideration of the
dispute.”
Decision
of 20 Februury
I957
(773rd
meeting):
Rrjt~ction
of the joint draft resolution
submitted
by
the representutives
of Austruliu,
Cubu, the United
Kingdom
und the United Stutes

At the 768th meeting on 15 January 1957, the reprcsentativc of the United Kingdom introduced a draft
resolution Insjointly with the rcprcscntativcs of Australia,
Cuba and the United States. In the joint draft resolution
it was provided that the Security Council would : (I)
request the President of the Security Council, the rcprcsentativc of Swcdcn, to examine with the Governments
of India and Pakistan proposals which, in his opinion,
were likely to contribute to the achievement of dcmititarization or to the cstablishmcnt of other conditions
for progress toward the scttlcment of the dispute, having
regard to the previous resolutions of the Security
Council and of the United Nations Commission for
India and Pakistan, and bearing in mind the statements
of the representatives of the Governments of India and
Pakistan and the proposal for the use of a temporary
United Nations force ; (2) authorize him to visit the
subcontinent for this purpose ; (3) request him to report
to the Security Council as soon as possible but not later
than IS April 1957 ; (4) invite the Governments of India
and Pakistan to co-operate with him in the performance
of thcsc functions ; (5) request the Sccrctary-Gcncral and
the United Nations rcprcscntative for India and Pakistan
to render such assistanceto him i\s he might request.

At the 770th meeting on 18 February 1957, the
reprcscntativc of the USSK submitted amcndmcnts INa
to the joint draft resolution to : (1) rcpl;lcc the preamble
1~ S: 1100. Annex
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of India and Pakistan the situation in respect of Jammu
and Kashmir, and to consider the progress that could
be made towards the settlement of the problem, bearing
in mind the statements of the representatives
of the
Governments
of lndia and Pakistan;
and (3) delete in
paragraph 3 of the opcrativc part the words “but not
later than I5 April 1957 “.

those resolutions of the Security Council under Chap
ter VI of the Charter which it had accepted. However,
the President of the Security Council would always be
welcome in India.

At the 77 1st meeting on 18 February
1957, the
representative of Colombia submitted an amendment I”’
to the joint draft resolution to : (1) replace the preamble
by a different text ; (2) amend paragraph
1 of the
operative part to provide that the Security Council
would request the President of the Security Council, the
representative
of Sweden, to examine with the Governments of India and Pakistan proposals, which, in his
opinion, were likely to contribute to the achievement of
the provisions
contcmplatcd
in the resolutions
of
13 August 1948 and 5 January 1949, of the United
Nations Commission
for India and Pakistan, or to the
establishment
of other conditions for progress towards
the settlement of the problem, bearing in mind the
statcmcnts
of the rcprcscntatives
of the Governments
of India and Pakistan, the proposal for the use of a
temporary
United Nations force, if accepted by the
parties, or the possibility to rcfcr the problem to the
Intcrnationnl
Court of Justice ; and (3) replace in paragraph 3 of the opcrativc part the last words by the
following : “ if possible not lntcr than 15 April 1957 “.

“ Reculling its resolution of 24 January 1957, its
previous resolutions and the resolutions of the United
Nations Commission for India and Pakistan on the
India-Pakistan question,

At the 773rd meeting on 20 February
1957, the
Security Council voted on the USSR amendment, the
Colombian amendment and the joint draft resolution.

On 29 April 1957, the representative of Sweden submittcd to the Security Council the report ‘O’ he had
prepared in pursuance of the resolution of the Security
Council of 21 February 1957, in which he stated that
he had inquired of the two Governments whether they
would be prepared to submit to arbitration the question
of whether part 1 of the resolution of 13 August 1948
had been implemented. The Government of Pakistan
had fallen in with the suggestion in principle. The
Government of India felt that the issuesin dispute were
not suitable for arbitration.

The USSR amcndmcnt
was rejected by 1 vote in
favour and 2 against, with 8 abstentions.‘“’
The Colombian amendment was rejected by 1 vote in favour and
none against, with IO abstentions.‘“” The joint draft
resolution was not adopted. There were 9 votes in favour
and 1 against, with 1 abstention (the negative vote being
that of a pcrmancnt nlembcr).lgo
Decision of 21 February I957 (774th meeting) :
Requesting the President of rhe Security Council, the
representative of Sweden, to examine with the Governments of India and Pakixtan any proposals likely to
contribute to the sertkment of the dispute
At the 773rd meeting on 20 February 1957, the
representative of the United States, jointly with the
representatives of Australia and the United Kingdom,
submitted a draft resolution ID1 which, at the 774th
meeting on 2 I February 1957, wu adopted by IO votes
in favour and none against, with 1 abstention.‘g* Before
adoption of the resolution, the representative of India
observed that his Govcrnmcnt felt engaged by only
I*’ S/3791/Rev.l,
O.H.. 12111yew, Suppl. for Jan.-Mar.
pp. 8-9.
lt~~ 773rd meeting : para. 124.
lHs 773rd meeting : para. 125.
ls” 773rd meeting: para. 126.
‘9’ S/3792 and Corr.1, 773rd meeting: para. 130.
I@*774th meeting: para. 79.

1957,

The resolution lesread :
” The Security Council,

“ 1. Requests the President of the Security Council,
the representative of Sweden, to examine with the
Governments of India and Pakistan any proposals
which, in his opinion, are likely to contribute towards
the settlement of the dispute, having regard to the
previous resolutions of the Security Council and of
the United Nations Commission for India and
Pakistan ; to visit the sub-continent for this purpose ;
and to report to the Security Council not later than
15 April I957 ;
“ 2. Invites the Governments of India and Pakistan
to co-operate with him in the performance of these
functions ; and
“ 3. Requests the Secretary-General and the
United Nations Representative for India and Pakistan
to render such assistanceas he may request.”

“While I feel unable to report to the Council any
concrete proposals which, in my opinion, at this time
are likely to contribute towards a settlement of the
dispute, as I was requested to do under the terms of
reference of the Council’s resolution of 21 February
1957 (S/3793), my examination of the situation as
it obtains at present would indicate that, despite the
present deadlock, both parties are still desirous of
finding a solution to the problem. In this connexion
the Council may wish to take note of expressions of
sincere willingness to co-operate with the United
Nations in the finding of a peaceful solution, which 1
reccivcd from both Governments.”
Decision of 2 December 1957 (808th meeting) :
Requesting the United Nations Representative of India
and Pakistan to make any recommendations fo the
parties for further uppropriare action with a view fo
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of Sweden, on the mission undcrtitkcn by him pursuant to the Security <‘uuncil resolution of
2 I I+bl u;iry lYS7,
At the 791~ meeting on 24 September 1957, the
Council, at the rcqucst of Pakistan, rcsumcd considcration of the question on the basis of the report
submitted by the rcprcsentativc of Sweden under the
Security Council resolution of 2 I February 1957.“‘”
Consideration of the question continued at the 795th
to 805th meetings from Y October to 2 I November 1957,
and at the 807th and XOHth meetings on 2X November
and 2 Deccmbcr 1957. rcspcctivcly.
At the 707th meeting on 25 October 1957, the
representatives of the United Kingdom :md the United
States urged that the Security Council call upon the
United Nntions Kcpresent:ltivc for India and Pakistnn
to consult ag;Iin with the port& in order to bring about
progress toward full implcmcntation of the resolutions
adopted by the Commission for India and Pakistan.

-

“ I:‘xprr.s.si,rg its tlrmlX.s to Mr. J ;lrring for the care
and ability with which hc h:ls carried out his mission,
” Ohwrvin~
,c.it/r upprwilltiotl
the cxprcssions made
by both p;trtics of sinccrc willingness to co-opcratc
with the United Nations in finding ;I pc;lccful solution,
“ Oh.wn~ir~g
frrrtlwr
that the Govcrnmcnts of lndilt
and P;lkistan rccognidc ;md accept the provisions of
its resolution d;ltcd I7 J;muar)f lY4t( ;md of the resolutions of the United Nations C’ommission for India
and P:tkistan dated I3 August tY4X and 5 Jnnu;rry
lY49, which cnvis;tgc in :lccord;tncu with their terms
the dctcrmimttion of the future status of the State of
J;mlmu ;md Kashmir in ;tccordance with the will of
the pcoplc through the dcmocr;1tic method of ;I free
and impartial plcbiscitc, ;md th:lt Mr. Jarring felt it
appropri;ltc to cxplorc wh;~t W;IS impeding their full
implcmcntation,

At the 803rd meeting on 18 Novcmbcr 1957, the
Council had bcforc it ;I joint draft resolution I”” submittcd by the rcprescntativcs of Australia, Colombia,
the Philippines, the United Kingdom ;rnd the United
States to rcqucst the United Nations Keprcscnt;ltivc for
India and Pakistan to m;\kc any rccommcndations to the
parties for further action which hc considcrcd desirable
in connexion with Part I of the United N;ttions Commission for India and Pakistan resolution of 13 August
IY48, and to enter into negotiations with the Govcrnmcnts of India und Pakistiln in order to implcmcnt
Pnrt II of the s;mlc resolution, and in particular to
rc;tch agreement on ;I reduction of forces on each side
of the ccusc-fire line to ;I spccificd number arrived at
on the basis of the rclcvant Security Council resolutions.

“ C‘orlcwncd
over the Inck of progress towards a
scttlcmcnt of the dispute which his reports mnnifcsts,
“ C’or~.sirlcrir~~ the importance which it has attached
to dcmititarization of the State of J;nnmu and Kashmir
:I5 one of the steps tow:irds a scttlcnicnt,

“ Hcwrlliry
its previous resolutions :rnd the rcsolutions of the United N;ltions Commission for India
and Pakistan on the ImiLl-Pakist;m question,
“ I. Kc~c~~rr~.sr.s
the Government of India and the
Govcrnmcnt of P;tkistan to refrain from making any
statcmcnts and from doing or c;lusing to bc done or
permitting ;Iny acts which might aggravate the
situ;ltion ;lnd to
their rcspcctivc peoples to
assist in crc;lting :md m;lintaining an atmosphere
favournbtc to the promotion of further negotiations ;
ilj?pCil

At the 807th meeting on 28 November 1057, the
rcprescntativc of Swcdcn submitted an amcndmcnt Iyi
to the fourth paragraph of the prc;unblc, and an amcndment to the second paragraph of the operative part of
the joint draft resolution bcforc the Council.

“ 2. Kcyr~sf.s the United Nations rcprcscntative
for India and Pakistim to m;tke any rccomIncndations
to the p;utics for further ;qq”oprintc action with a
view to making progress toward the implcmcntation
of the resolutions of the United N;itions Commission
for Indi;t and P;tkist;m of I3 August 1948 :md
S January lY3Y :md toward ;I pcnccful scttlemcnt ;

At the 808th meeting on 2 December 1957, the
amendments submitted by the rcprcscnt:itivc of Sweden
were adopted by IO votes in favour and none qqinst,
with 1 abstention.‘“” The joint draft resolution. as
amended, W;ISadopted by IO votes in f;lvour and none
against, with 1 ;lbstcntion.‘“”

“ 3. Aut/rori:r.s
the United Nations representative
to visit the sub-continent for thcsc purposes ; and
“ 4. /nstruc.ts
the United Nations rcprcsentative to
report to lhc Security Council on his efforts iis soon
as possible.” *O’

The resolution L0oread :
” The

Sccuritp

C’omrYl,

” Having received and noted with uppreciution
the
report of Mr. Gunnur V. Jarring, the representative
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