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EXCERPTS FROM THE VERBATIM BECOEDS OF THE
TWENTY-FIFTH REGULAR SESSION OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

CONTAINING REFERENCES TO THE SECRETARY-GENERAL
AND TO THE SITUATION IN THE MIDDLE-EAST

Opening Meeting

The Temporary President (A/PV.1839 at page 2)

"In the real world, today as then, we are confronted with violence and

armed conflicts on almost every continent The Middle East crisis,

vhich a few weeks ago gave some glimmer of hope, would now seem to have

regressed into its uncompromising stand."

The President (A/PV.1839 at page 26)

"Certain events have occurred over the past few months which may have

given the anxious millions new hope . the United Nations role in furthering

a settlement of the Middle-East question was reactivated; "

General Debate

Mr. Gibson Barbosa (Brazil) (A/PV.l8«H at page 3)

"In the first place, I would cite the re-establishment of the cease-fire

in the Middle-East and the concurrent creation of better prospects for a

peaceful solution to the crisis. The developments of the last few days are

showing, however, how fragile and precarious is the present cease-fire regime,

which will be meaningful and effective only if accepted as a first step towards

the political settlement of the problem on the basis of resolution 2k2 (196?)

of the Security Council and of the purposes and principles of the Charter.

Time and again Brazil has stressed in the organs of the United Nations the

need for an open and frank debate on the fundamental causes of the conflict.
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For historical reasons, very special responsibilities devolve upon the United

Nations in connexion with the question of the Middle East. It is imperative,

therefore, that the Organization, with the support of all its members, fulfill

the obligations it has assumed."

Mr. Peirano Facio (Uruguay) (A/PV.1&%1 at page 27)

"In recent times the Middle East has been in the forefront of our attention.

This is an area in which, in spite of the undeniable efforts of the United

Nations and of Governments that have lent their co-operation, significant

progress has not been made towards a just and lasting peace. For this reason

we are pleased to point to the recent acceptance by States involved in that

conflict of the plans presented by the United States of America, which seems

to have had the beneficial effect of attenuating the dangerous spiral of

violence which has been a characteristic sign of recent times.

"Inspired by a feeling of solidarity with these peoples — many of whose

representatives live with us and are an important and conspicuous part of our

population — the Government of Uruguay invited its sister nations of Latin

America to co-ordinate their views on this subject and to offer in the United

Nations, if the opportunity presents itself, a contribution to the solution of

the disputes in the Middle East.

"This initiative should not be interpreted as a new source of disturbance

in the already difficult area where there are many forces at work on this problem.

The sole purpose is to prevent possible dispersion of effort which would ensure

if many Latin American countries, joined together by peaceful and universal

feelings, did not concentrate their actions and co-operate in a way which they
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deemed most effective — even silence could produce that — In the face of

this difficult problem which is not in keeping vith the Christian traditions

of our peoples."

General Mercado Jarrin (Peru) (A/PV.18U2 at page 26)

"Peru is following with grave concern the evolution of the crisis in the

Middle East. It is for this reason that we welcomed vith satisfaction the

opening of the conferences held in this building pursuant to Security Council

resolution 2h2 of November 1967. My country shares the hopes of the inter-

national community that the day will quickly arrive when the peoples of that

region will live together in harmony."

Mr. Aichi (Japan) (A/PV.1842 at page 31)

"In the Middle East, the foundation of lasting peace is yet to be established,

thought the first ray of hope for peace has been seen recently as a result of the

efforts made by the United Nations for many years

"When we look squarely at these realities of the international situation, I

am obliged to conclude that the United Nations has not so far fully responded

to the high expectation of mankind as the paramount Organization in the 'struggle

for peace1.

(at page 36)

"....With regard to the peace-keeping operations of the United Nations, the

Government of Japan estimates at a high value the role which the United Nations

has performed and is performing in various parts of the world, such as in Kashmir,

in the Middle East, in the Congo and in Cyprus. It is my ardent hope that the

peace-keeping operations of the United Nations performed in the future, with the

support of world public opinion and also with the consent of all parties concerned,

will render great benefit to world peace. I believe, therefore, that we should



make further efforts to explore methods to strengthen peace-keeping operations

on an even more effective, smooth and secured basis. It is true that we have

been working over the past several years in the Special Committee on Peace-

Keeping Operations. To our great regret, however, the Special Committee has

hardly achieved anything substantial, mainly due to differences of opinion

among the major Powers."

Mr. Schumann (France) (A/PV.18U2 at page 51)

"First the dialogue and rapprochment of the major Powers are desirable and

beneficial. Secondly, the international community cannot have guardians.

Thirdly, due to the very fact that they are immune to the temptation of guardian-

ship, a special duty falls to the countries which, though not among the highest

ranking Powers, are permanent members of the Security Council.

"Those three pr nciples are fully applicable to the crisis in the Middle

East. All of us welcome with relief the determination seen in the leaders of

the two Powers which possess the most fearful strategic weapons to replace

controversy by negotiation. As for France, we find involved, on the one hand,

our oldest ally and, on the other, a great friendly country with which France

has developed closer and closer bonds of co-operation. The President of the

French Republic, who has surely not forgotten his reception by President Nixon,

was a few months ago the guest of Washington. In a few days, he will be the

guest of Moscow. When, in one of the most troubled areas of the world, the

movement towards peace receives a new impetus from the dialogue happily re-

established between Moscow and Washington, it is only natural that we should

rejoice about it. That is our first point.

"And here is the second. The more we consider it to be indispensable,

faced with reappearing and growing threats, to do everything possible to ensure
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respect for the cease-fire and to do away with obstacles to negotiations, the

more we see that the sharing of power or influence cannot form a basis for

peace. 'If the situation is disturbing for the bordering countries,' a

high-level Arab official, the Foreign Minister of Tunisia, recently said,

'it is because it makes the Mediterranean one of the centres of encounter

or of confrontation of the two greatest world Powers — as was Europe during

the fifties — which means that its destiny is not completely its own.' Now

is not our basic maxim precisely this: that no one, except that country itself,

may decide the fate of a nation?

"How, then, to move away from trusteeships and guardianships, even invol-

untary ones, without losing the advantage of beneficial rapprochements? The

third and last point gives the reply. It is necessary that recommendations

be drawn up not for the advantage of one State or one ethnic group, one religion

or one culture, but In order to re-establish, in a region which has already

given so much to mankind, a zone of co-operation between all ethnic groups,

all religions, all cultures which exist there side by side, in the respect

for boundaries and the rights of all States. It is also necessary that these

recommendations be mutual. That is, far from becoming a means for one State

to put pressure upon another, they should propose procedures of implementation

which would be both substantial and well-balanced for all the rules laid

down by the Security Council resolution, whether it be a question of withdrawal

from conquered lands or guarantees of peace, freedom of navigation or the

rights of the Palestinian refugees.

Now who can permanently defend the spirit and letter of this resolution?

Who can somehow be the permanent representative of the international community,

if not precisely the whole formed by the permanent members of the Security

Council? "The area of agreement between the Four i&: much wider than the area
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of agreement between the Four Is much wider than the area of disagreement,"

our Secretary-General rightly said at a recent Press Conference. At

the same time he thus reminded us that the agreement of the Four is the

true way to arrive at our goal yet not divest the United Nations as a

•whole of the irreplaceable responsibilities it assumes and should continue

to assume in that part of the world."

Mr. Stray (Norway) (A/PV.18U2 at page 6l)

"It is the overriding purpose of the United Nations to ensure the

maintenance of international peace and security. Yet we meet today in

bitter realization of the fact that violent conflicts still prevail in

many parts of the world. A few weeks ago we were encouraged by the

restoration of the cease-fire in the Middle East and by the prospect that

fruitful discussions might come about concerning the enduring problems

of that area. Despite recent disappointing developments, it is still my

hope that all parties will enter into the discussions for which the stage

was set during careful preparations by interested Powers.
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Mr. Majdalani, Lebanon (A/PV.I.Qkk at pages 3-6):

"... The essential reason for the failure of the Security

Council is principally the desire of certain Powers to settle

international problems, not in the light of the legitimate interests

of the peoples concerned, but more often in the light of their wish

to maintain their zones of influence. Many conflicts have arisen

since the creation of the United Nations, and at the head of the

list we find the Palestinian tragedy.

"Israel, which is at the bottom of this tragedy, is responsible

for the convulsions running through the Arab countries today.

Because of its disregard of the resolutions of the General Assembly,

and particularly its refusal to implement resolution 2̂ 4-2 (1967) of

the Security Council, Israel continues to hinder peace efforts in

the Middle East.

"The problem in that region has been prolonged distressingly

for many long years. In twenty-five years everything that could

have been said on this subject has been repeated many times.

Unfortunately, the aggressive policy of Israel all through these

years has opposed a just settlement of the problem.

"If the United Nations had in good time taken the necessary

measures to compel Israel to accept and implement the resolutions

of the General Assembly and the Security Council with regard to

this problem, much tragedy could have been avoided and thousands of

human lives saved.
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"The painful events which are occurring today in Jordan and

which have occurred in other countries in the region are only one

of the consequences of Israel's refusal to implement the relevant

resolutions of our Organization and to recognize the inalienable

rights of the Palestinian people. Indeed, this continual refusal

has tested beyond endurance the patience of this people that has

fallen victim to repeated acts of aggression by Israel. For

twenty-two years international public opinion has remained indifferent

to the sufferings of the Palestinian refugees uprooted from their

motherland, and yet people are surprised today to see these exiles

becoming, in part or completely, fighters taking up arms in their

own cause.

"As my Government has so often pointed out, Israel, by its

threats and its acts of aggression, hopes to oblige Lebanon, under

pain of undergoing more acts of aggression by Israel, to constrain

indefinitely by force of arms the 500,000 Palestinian refugees to

which it has given refuge on its territory and force them to resign

themselves to the misfortunes of their exodus. Since 1968 the

Security Council has been convened four times on the request of

Lebanon. Warnings have been issued to Israel, measures have been

contemplated, condemnations have been pronounced; but Lebanon today

remains still vulnerable to acts of aggression by Israel, which

always go unpunished.

"Accordingly, Israel by its refusal is seeking nothing else but
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to destroy Lebanon from within and without, and this by forcing

Lebanon to choose between undergoing Israeli raids against its own

territory and population and carrying out, with regard to its own

brothers on its own territory, a continuous policy of violence

and civil war.

"The harmonious synthesis which has been achieved by Lebanon

is of a significance which goes beyond its frontiers. It represents,

in the final analysis, the solution for many problems in other

countries, including Israel. Internationally speaking, it amounts

to the ultimate aspiration of all human beings to usher in an era

of understanding and fraternal co-operation. If, because of the

Palestine tragedy for which Lebanon is not at all responsible, any

more than are the other Arab countries, and which involves justice

and the authority of the Security Council, this human experiment

which has so far been carried out successfully in Lebanon were to

be compromised, it would certainly amount to a condemnation of the

principles, the activities and the raison d'etre of the United Nations,

and in the eyes of history it would be an actual step backward for

mankind.

"... In this year of the twenty-fifth anniversary of our

Organization, we remain convinced that the United Nations will be

able to find an equitable and appropriate solution to the Middle

East tragedy. Lebanon, a co-founder of the United Nations, considers

that our Organization is the primary guarantee for all peace-loving
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and. justice-loving nations, particularly the small nations,

including Lebanon."

Mr. Fernandez G., Dominican Republic (A/PV.18H at page 32):

"In recent years the Dominican Republic has advocated a formula

to put an end to the conflict in the Middle East in accordance with

methods for the solution of situations of this kind. We are

concerned about the lack of progress under this effort for peace,

the effectiveness of -which is the responsibility not only of all

free peoples of the world but also of the Organization itself. The

renewal of the mandate entrusted by the Secretary-General to his

Special Representative, Ambassador Jarring, has not only helped to

reaffirm our faith in the instruments that we have available to

bring peace where it has been breached, but it has also served to

lessen to a considerable degree international tensions and has

strengthened the hope that, finally, it will be possible to come to

terms acceptable to the parties involved."
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Mr. Mungai, Kenya (A/PV.l8̂ 5 at page 26):

"... The Middle East crisis, despite numerous peace initiatives,

is far from "being resolved. Kenya believes that a negotiated

political settlement on the basis of the Security Council resolution

of November 1967 is the real basis for peace in this area so long

ravaged by war of attrition. Any durable solution must be based on

justice and realism.

"Kenya welcomes any initiative. The Rogers plan, resulting in

a limited cease-fire in the war zones, was worked out under the

auspices of the United Nations. I must congratulate Israel, the

United Arab Republic and Jordan for the remarkable courage and

statesmanship they displayed in accepting this proposal, and also

the United States of America and the USSR for supporting it.

"Despite the numerous difficulties faced by the Gunnar Jarring

mission, we sincerely hope that it will be rewarded with the success

that it so richly deserves. It is not to the advantage of any Power

to perpetuate a situation of armed confrontation which has already

led to a tragic loss of life and property. It is not in the

interests of any party to have the Suez Canal closed to international

trade and shipping. In the cause of world peace and security, it is

imperative that normality should be restored to this area."
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Mr. Vasquez Carrizosa. Colombia (A/FV.18H6 at page 8):

"... War is the natural atmosphere in which generations are

being raised. Nor have crises been lacking to show up the deficiencies

of the system, for the organisms entrusted with the preservation of

peace have been powerless or ineffective in preventing such situations

or have had insufficient authority to bring about an adequate solution.

In the Middle East and in Asia there are wars, which have come to be

considered an endemic state or a permanent situation, just as there

are acts of piracy which provoke universal protest."

Mr. Khoman. Thailand (A/PV.l8̂ 6 at page 32):

"... It is true that peace has not been restored in all parts

of the globe, nor has it been firmly secured in places where clashes

and conflicts have been a daily routine. In the Middle East soldiers

still remain with their loaded guns in the trenches and bunkers along

the Suez Canal, but at least a cease-fire has been more or less

observed by the parties most concerned. However, guerilla activities,

including hijacking and destruction of civil aircraft, as well as

detention of innocent passengers, and lately the fierce fighting in

Jordan, mar the prospects of peace in that highly explosive area.

"No doubt these rays of hope are only a beginning, but a

beginning to which we have not been accustomed for quite a long while.

Therefore, those who have contributed to bringing about this more

encouraging state of affairs should be congratulated and supported

in their worth while efforts towards a notable lessening in international
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tension. The United States should be commended for proposing and

urging a cease-fire in the Middle East; then the parties which

have accepted it, namely the United Arab Republic, Jordan and Israel;

and the United Nations mediator, Mr. Gunnar Jarring, who has been

working so patiently for peace in that troubled part of the world."

Mr. McMahon. Australia (A/PV.1856 at page 57):

"... the peace-keeping record has not, however, been wholly

bleak. Korea is an illustration, even without agreement among the

major Powers. In the Middle East, Kashmir, Congo and Cyprus, United

Nations forces and truce supervisory teams have in the past played

a significant role in critical situations which could have grown

considerably worse without their presence.

(at page 66)

"... A great deal has been said, and more is bound to be said

in the course of this Assembly, about the situation in the Middle

East. Emotions are running high as a result of difficulties that

have impeded the United States effort to restart peace talks and

because of the recent series of criminal acts against civil aircraft

and their passengers. But the present situation is extremely delicate.

In these circumstances I do not believe that any more detailed

comments by me at this stage would be helpful."

Mr. Guerrero, El Salvador (A/FV.18VT at page 3):

"... In the Near-East, where until a few days ago the horizon

looked bleak and forbidding, there has been a. promising opening which
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must "be preserved and, as far as possible, extended. My Government

conveys its best wishes to the friendly Governments of the United

Arab Republic, Jordan and Israel for their determination in regard

to the initiation of the dialogue. Long and thorny is the path

that these countries will have to tread. But precisely because of

the difficulties that those Governments will have to overcome, they

deserve the condemnation of the international community and should

be given encouragement to persevere in the stand taken. The appeal

addressed by the Secretary-General to all the Members of the Security

Council in July 1969 to exert all their influence in the United Nations

in order to make the cease-fire effective was especially timely and

has yielded, through a patient exercise of persuasion by friendly

Governments, the initiation of a dialogue within the framework of

the United Nations. For our Organization it is decisive that those

efforts be conceived and developed within the framework of its action

machinery and under its aegis."

Mr. Facio. Costa Rica (A/PV.lŜ T at pages 51-32):

"... The conflict in the Middle East continues to represent

a serious threat to world peace. No other local confrontation or

conflict is so loaded with the danger of being converted into a

world war. That is why the United Nations cannot overlook this

problem; not can it leave the solution in the hands of the big

Powers. By every means possible our Organization must seek a way
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to solve the crisis which, in the last twenty-two years, has

provoked three wars between Israel and the Arab States.

The Government of Costa Rica shared the satisfaction expressed

by the majority of Governments here when informed that the parties

concerned accepted the United States proposal for a temporary cease-

fire and the initiation of negotiations through the, mediation of

Mr. Jarring; and, like most of the Governments represented here,

that of Costa Rica regrets that it has not been possible to start

these negotiations owing to the partial lack of compliance of one

of the parties concerned with the terms of the cease-fire. Nevertheless,

my delegation entertains the hope that the violations will be

rectified in order that negotiations may begin. These negotiations,

led by Mr. Jarring, should create a favourable climate so that the

Arabs and Israelis at least could meet again as in 19̂ 9 — at that

time in order to negotiate an armistice, and now to negotiate a

peace treaty.

"Direct negotiation has no substitute as a means of putting a

final end to the hostilities between States and promoting a durable

peace. But in order that these negotiations should be true

negotiations, they cannot be subjected to prior conditions which

imply definite concessions by one of the parties. Negotiations must

be open and clear with a view to searching for a solution of all the

causes of a conflict.

"The Arab Governments declared in 19̂ 9 that the armistice lines
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should not be interpreted as "being political or territorial frontiers

and that these frontiers should be settled by means of agreements in

the movement towards peace. Since these agreements were never

achieved, the conversations through Mr. Jarring cannot be subjected

to the prior condition that Israel should withdraw its troops to frontiers

which have never truly existed. In order for Israel to be able to

comply fully with Security Council resolution 2k2 (1967), which calls

for the withdrawal of its occupation forces, it is necessary first of

all for these frontiers to be fixed by means of a peace treaty. Israel

has never refused to withdraw its troops to the 1967 cease-fire line,

but on the basis of the painful experience of three wars and twenty-

two years of constant warfare, logically it is necessary for the

withdrawal to take place to secure and stable frontiers which should

be fully recognized by the belligerent parties in a peace treaty.

Costa Rica considers this position of Israel to be a fair one and thus

decisively supports it.

"I repeat, the best way of fostering harmony in the Wear East is,

in the view of my Government, to achieve direct negotiations between

Arabs and Israelis, without any prior conditions, for the termination

of a conflict which for more than two decades has bathed the biblical

lands in blood. My Government believes that the United Nations should

use its full influence, should dedicate itself fully, should sharpen

its mind in order to achieve as soon as possible the initiation of

these direct negotiations. To this end it is necessary for the big
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Powers to abstain from participating in the conflict for the purpose

of fostering their own political or strategic interests. The Near

East is too explosive a field in which to play the game of spheres

of influence.

"If the Arab-Israeli conflict is isolated from the machinations

of the great Powers to tip the balance of world peace in their favour

it will be easier to get the parties to the conflictto sit at the

conference table and put an end to mutual hostilities, and to attain

a peace which will be the beginning of great co-operation, and even

of certain forms of economic integration, among the peoples who live

in the Near East."

Mr. Foray. Sierra Leone (A/PV.l8̂ 7 at pages kj-k&):

"... The Middle East continues to present a grave threat to

international peace. Great efforts have been made by the Security

Council, the Secretary-General and his Special Representative,

Ambassador Gunnar Jarring, as well as the four permanent members of

the Council, but little has been achieved towards the goal of a

peaceful settlement. With the worsening of the situation, a challenge

has been presented to the effectiveness of the United Nations, and

this has posed a serious threat to the Organization. The proposal

of the United States of America for a ninety-day cease-fire, which

was accepted by Israel, Jordan and the United Arab Republic, brought

a glimmer of hope. This cessation of hostilities in the area, though
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temporary, offered an opportunity for the reactivation of the Jarring

mission and the possibility of a break-through towards a peaceful

settlement. My delegation warmly welcomes these and other measures

aimed at providing a just solution to the Middle East crisis and

deplores all actions calculated to undermine the genuine efforts

made towards a peaceful solution. Peace cannot, however, be attained

in that region as long as the question of the status of the Palestinian

refugees remains undecided and their condition of living continues

to be unameliorated."
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President Jawara, Gambia (A/FV.1848 at page 12):

"... With regard to the Middle East, we in the Gambia believe

that the Security Council resolution of 22 November 1967 (2̂ 2 (1967))
/

offers a basis for an equitable solution to this difficult problem,

leading to lasting peace in that greatly disturbed area. The

initiative of Mr. Rogers, United States Secretary of State, was

most welcome to me and my Government at the time, as we saw in that

development the first signs of hope and a desire for a settlement,

particularly when the plan put forward by Mr. Rogers was accepted

by the parties directly concerned in the conflict. It is to be

deeply regretted that recent events and developments have brought

those initiatives to a halt — I hope only a temporary halt. The

situation in the area, as everyone knows, tends to become more and

more explosive with each passing day, and the danger of a general

conflagration starting in the area is graver today than ever.

"We are aware that diplomatic moves are afoot aimed at

containing the situation and bringing about a de'tente» I therefore

appeal to the great Powers to redouble their efforts in this

direction. I do strongly urge that all parties should refrain from

any action at this time which may further aggravate the situation.

I hope and pray that it will soon be possible to resume discussions

under the Rogers plan, and that during those discussions the spirit

of peace and brotherhood may touch the hearts of our brothers who

have been locked in conflict for so long — indeed, for too long —
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and guide them to a. mutually acceptable settlement which will

restore peace, security, goodwill and brotherly co-operation

among all the peoples of the area."

Mr. Sharp. Canada (A/PV.1848 at pages l8-2l):

"... Only a few weeks ago, the cease-fire in the Middle East

and the proposals for negotiations to settle the conflict there

gave cause for some cautious optimism. Today we are faced with a

deadly serious situation in the Kingdom of Jordan, a situation which

has already manifested itself in new violence and "bloodshed. The

struggle between forces within Jordan threatens to involve

neighbouring countries and there is a constant risk of widening

conflict involving more distant Powers. In the course of these

events we have seen new dimensions added to what is already a

growing threat to world order. I refer to acts of air piracy. In

the Middle East a significant new dimension is the holding of

innocent people hostage for ransom f@r political and other purposes,

one of these being to compound the difficulties already surrounding

the cease-fire.

"No government in the world today can fail to be concerned

about the far-reaching implications of this kind of international

lawlessness. It is ay strong conviction, and the strong conviction

of my Government also;, that legal and technical arrangements such

as those being discussed in ICAO, necessary as they are, cannot

produce the whole situation. Air hijacking must come to be regarded
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as abhorrent, never to be condoned or justified regardless of the

motives of the hijackers.

"Even without these new complications the peace talks in the

Middle East are stalled because of substantial charges and counter-

charges of cease-fire violations. The parties and the sponsoring

Powers that brought about the cease-fire must be aware of the

dangers implicit in this situation of deadlock and deterioration.

"I believe that the United Nations is on trial in the face of

an obvious threat to the peace in the Middle East. This means that

all of us, the Member nations, are on trial. If we are to meet this

challenge we must stand behind and support the efforts Ambassador

Gunnar Jarring and others are making to bring peace to that troubled

area.

"If the Middle East conflict, with all its new dimensions, were

the only threat facing the world, that would be sufficient to occupy

fully the energies, imagination and resources of the world community.

But in other parts of the world there are formidable obstacles to

peace and security."

Mr. Mwana Katwe. Zambia (A/PV.1848 at pages 36-37):

"... The Middle East is on the hot-beds of tension in the

world today. In that part of the world, peace is a strange bed-fellow.

Since 19̂ 8 — over twenty years ago — the region has been the scene

of repeated military clashes between Israel and its neighbouring

Arab States. The last major encounter between the two sides took
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place in June 196?. Since then, sporadic fighting has been a

characteristic feature of the region. The possibility of yet

another major conflagration cannot be ruled out, notwithstanding

the recent peace initiatives.

"The involvement of the two super-Powers in the conflict,

though somewhat indirect, raises the ominous possibility of a

nuclear exchange between the two giants over the issue. Such

an exchange would have incalculable consequences for mankind as

a whole. A nuclear war could very well result in the extinction

of all forms of life on our planet. This is more than a theoretical

possibility.

"Zambia's stand on the tragedy — that is, the Middle East,

has reflected our well-known desire for peace and justice in the

world. We have condemned recourse to violence and have called on

both sides to show restraint and scrupulously to observe Security

Council resolutions on the issue. Cease-fire violations can only

increase tension in the area and thus jeopardize the prospects of

peace which we all desire.

"It is the view of my delegation that there will be no lasting

peace in the region so long as the basic causes of the bickering

between the two sides are not given serious attention. The injustice

the Palestinian refugees have suffered is the main source of friction

in the region. It is, therefore, our considered opinion that in any

search for a lasting solution to the conflict, this fact should be
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taken into account."

"For its part, Zambia will continue, as it has done in the

past, to press for a negotiated settlement in accordance with the

provisions of Security Council resolution 2̂ 2 of 22 November 1967.

We reiterate our firn opposition to the acquisition of territories

"by military conquest. We once again call on Israel to withdraw

immediately from all Arab territories occupied after 5 June 1967.

"The current situation does not augur well for peace and

security in the area, and we can only hope that the parties to the

dispute will appreciate the need to co-operate to the full with

Ambassador Gunnar Jarring, the Secretary-General's Special

Representative, in his tireless efforts to restore peace to that

troubled part of the world. It is not in the interest of peace

for either side to refuse to be associated with current attempts to

find a lasting solution to the conflict."

Sir Alec Douglas Home. United Kingdom (A/PV.l8̂ 8 at cages 55-57):

"... After twenty years of intolerance and bloodshed in the

Middle East, the hopes of coexistence in place of belligerency

began to grow. We took a British initiative, and as a result of

it we have now a Security Council resolution which sets out the

essential terms of a settlement. A Special Representative for the

Middle East has been appointed in whom we all have full confidence.

In that forum, the four Powers in New York, we in Britain are ready

to play a full part. Mr. Maurice Schumann last week gave a most
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penetrating analysis of this work, which was started by his

Government, and so I need not repeat -what he said. The world

"began to breather again vhen, on the United States initiative

which the rest of us support, a cease-fire was agreed upon.

But there has been a breakdown, which could be fatal.

Violations of the conditions of an end to the fighting have been

alleged. I am not judging that issue today, except to say this:

that the minimum basis of trust has for the moment been destroyed,

and ways must be found to repair it. Otherwise we shall get back

into the situation where we were a few weeks ago, with the danger

of the Middle Eastern conflict always spreading to something much

wider than a battle or confrontation between Israel and Egypt.

"But all this ambition for the greater peace and security of

the area has been overlaid by the civil war in Jordan and it is a

doubly tragic development. These refugees in whose interest this

Organization has worked so hard now find themselves not only in

conflict with the Government of the country which has given them

refuge: they are also in declared and violent opposition to a

settlement whose basic elements have been endorsed by the Security

Council of the United Nations.

"The degree of desperation to which these people have been

driven is in some way a measure of the failure of our Organization

over the years to solve this problem in which it has been so deeply

engaged. But the use of force to try and solve it has already left
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a deep scar on Arabia.

"The immediate priority must "be to make an end to the tragic

strife in Jordan — and in that context we can welcome the apparent

withdrawal of foreign intervention yesterday from Jordanian soil —

and to ensure humanitarian treatment for all those who have been

wounded or made homeless by the conflict. Ve are relying on the

Arab Governments to achieve these minimum objectives.

"The larger task, though, is still before us, and the events

of the past two weeks have only added to its dimensions and complexity.

The surest basis for any hope of settlement in the end must still

be this: that all those concerned will support our efforts here in

the United Nations to achieve and guarantee a peace that will bring

security and justice to those concerned.

"It was that consensus which so recently seemed to be bringing

a settlement within our reach; it is that consensus alone which

can enable the United Nations to reach any major achievement; and

it is that consensus alone which can resolve the tragic history of

the last generation of all the people who live in that ?area of

violence, intolerance and hate."

Mr. Al Jaher. Kuwait (A/PV.lô  at pages 3-10):

"... An objective look at the development of history in the

Middle East over the last quarter of a century leads to the inescapable

conclusion that the United Nations bears the principal responsibility



- 26 -

for the rise of those conditions which formed the root cause of the

successive explosions in the region, and that it was responsible

also for the aggravation of those conditions as well as for the

failure to arrive at just solutions.

"This responsibility springs from the actions as well as the

inaction of the United Nations.

"At the outset, it was the actions taken by the United Nations,

in disregard of both the principles of the Charter and the

constitutional limitations of its own powers, that gave rise to

conditions which soon became, in turn, the cause of continuous

tensions and escalating conflicts. For it cannot be gainsaid that

the recommendation made by the General Assembly twenty-three years

ago to partition Palestine, in spite of the opposition of its

indigenous and rightful inhabitants, and to establish in Palestine

a political entity reserved for aliens and based on racial segregation

and exclusionism, was the initial cause of persistent trouble in

our region.

"This initial action was followed by United Nations inaction.

The United Nations failed to adopt necessary corrective measures,

even when such measures were called for by its Charter and would

have fallen within its competence. Such inaction gave rise to

continuing tension and escalating conflicts. Thus, the United

Nations refrained from taking decisive action when the alien, racist

body planted in Palestine proceeded to displace the indigenous
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population and take possession of their private and public property.

The United Nations refrained from intervening to implement its

successive resolutions calling for the return of the displaced

Palestinians to their homeland. It also refrained from intervening

•when the alien "body abrogated the armistice agreements it had

signed with neighbouring Arab States. And it refrained from

intervening when that alien body expanded by war, doubling and

redoubling the area of the territories it had originally seized.

"Had the United Nations taken the opposite course, had it

refrained from taking those initial measures which it was not

within its rights to take and had it actually taken decisive action

of a preventive or corrective nature when such action was both

right and mandatory, the Middle East would not have been burdened

by the turmoil and anguish from which it suffers today. Indeed,

the whole world would have been spared the anguish of those periodic

convulsions which have brought it several times in the past quarter

century and bring it again today to the very brink of danger. And,

above all, an entire generation of an innocent Arab people would

have been spared its tragedy: of coming into being, growing and

reaching its maturity in the shadow of injustice and deprivation;

of the resultant embitterment, desperation and rebelliousness; and

of the compulsion to travel the path of ascending violence towards

regaining lost rights.

"That then is the first lesson to be derived from a fair-minded
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review of the interplay of the actions and inaction of the United

Nations with the rise and exacerbation of problems in the Middle

East. The first lesson pertains to the past; the second, to the

future.

"The United Nations and all its Members have a special

responsibility of putting an end to the suffering of which the

Organization was the original cause, of achieving a just settlement

of the resultant conflicts and of paving the way for a secure and

happy future in the region.

"If the determination to discharge this responsibility faithfully

and adequately obtains, the following four fundamentals will

jointly constitute the appropriate starting-point.

"First, violations of international law and the principles

of the Charter must no longer be permitted, and past perpetrators

of such violations must not be permitted to continue to reap the

benefits derived therefrom.

"Secondly, no acceptable, secure and durable system can be

erected on the basis of those very wrongs which have so far produced

nothing save injustice, hate and turmoil,

"Thirdly, no solution can be found for the present crises

through continued disregard of the primary victim, which has had

thus far to pay the highest price for the wrongs committed by others.

I refer to the Palestinian people — its majority displaced, its

homeland occupied, its national wealth despoiled and its dignity

desecrated.
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"Fourthly, this people may not "be expected to acquiesce in

the fait accompli forcibly achieved on its own land at the expense

of its ovn rights and aspirations. Nor may it be asked to accept

and give its "blessing to that fait accompli nor to any solution

of the current problems which is predicated on the continued

displacement of that people and its continued deprivation of its

natural rights. The General Assembly, which rightly decided at

its past session to reaffirm "the inalienable rights of the people

of Palestine", must not permit that declaration to remain — as

countless other resolutions relating to the Palestinian people have

remained — purely verbal and therefore hollow.

"From those four fundamentals there emerges a procedural

principle which should guide the United Nations in its efforts to

resolve the crises of the Middle East.

"Progress towards that end cannot be achieved through the

attempt to formulate one comprehensive and integrated solution to

all facets of the problem at once, or a "package deal", which would

be put into effect at one and the same time. Progress can only be

achieved through identifying the root cause and the most important

ramifications of the whole problem, applying the principles of the

Charter regarding them, and thereby creating a climate conducive

to further progress in resolving the remaining issues.

"Two elements of the problem stand out as having absolute

priority, namely, continued Israeli occupation of territories of
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Arab States Members of the United Nations and continued dispersion

of displaced Palestinians who have been barred from return to

their homeland and homes.

"The United Nations does not possess the right to adopt

towards either of these issues any position other than that which

is prescribed by the Charter and repeatedly enunciated by competent

organs of the United Nations in formal resolutions. The only

solution to military occupation is withdrawal. The only solution

to displacement is repatriation, that is to say, the return of the

displaced to their homes, their resumption of normal life in dignity

in their homeland and the exercise of their natural right to self-

determination on their soil.

"When the determination to apply faithfully the principles of

the Charter with regard to these two issues comes to obtain at the

United Nations, and when this has been accomplished, it will be

possible to look forward to steady progress towards removing the

remaining obstacles impeding the achievement of a just peace.

"I have spoken thus far of the responsibilities of the United

Nations as a whole and all its Members. I must add a word about

the big Powers in particular. The big Powers, which initially

stood behind the "original sin" in the Middle East and therefore

bear special responsibility for the consequences thereof, have

aimed in fact at more than just that in pursuit of their interests

and ambitions in the region. They may have imagined, and still

imagine, that the liquidation of the Palestine problem in a manner
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which vould entrench the fait accompli without redressing wrongs

and restoring rights would usher in chaos and turmoil throughout

the Arab world, which would in turn serve as a golden opportunity

for safeguarding existing big Power interests or achieving outstanding

ambitions in the region.

"The big Powers hope to exploit the crisis of the Arab world

in Palestine through fomenting other crises for the Arab nation as

a result of which those Powers would be able to subdue the Arab

will and exploit the resources of the Arab world without fear of

effective resistance.

"Such planning will founder on the rock of reality. There is

sufficient alertness in the Arab world to such designs, coupled

with commensurate determination to safeguard Arab sovereignty and

dignity, to frustrate and defeat these designs whatever may be the

current manifestations of the possibility of chaos and turmoil

emerging as a reaction to the attempts to bring about an unjust

settlement to the problem of Palestine.

"The big Powers will discover that this road to the Arab world

is in fact a blind alley. They should know that legitimate, mutual

interests may be better and more fully and securely safeguarded

through stability resting on satisfaction and consent and that they

cannot be served by the ushering in of chaos and turmoil. As for

illegitimate ambitions, which elicit no Arab responsiveness or

consent, they can neither be attained nor safeguarded whether by the

exploitation or fomentation of crises or by resort to force in the
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aftermath thereof."

Mr. Hunlede. Togo (A/PV.lSl̂  at page 23):

"... The cease-fire which has just been instituted in the

Middle East should not lead us to forget the complexity of the

Israeli-Arab conflict.

"As you know, my; Government has always felt that there could not

be any just and lasting peace in the Middle East without the

effective implementation by the two parties of resolution 2h2 (1967)

of 22 November 1967 of the Security Council. The consistent attitude

taken by my Government on this issue leads me to state that we

support the last United States peace proposal — and I am referring

to the Rogers Plan — which as you know is not different from the

resolution of 22 Novemlier 1967, both of which look towards the

withdrawal of Israeli armed forces from the Territories occupied

during the recent conflict and the recognition on the right of all

countries of the region to exist.

"It is true that we can criticize the Rogers Plan for not having

expressly tackled the Palestinian problem. However, it seems to us

that it constitutes a step towards the settlement of the conflict.

that is why we invite Israel and the Arab States to make a realistic

appraisal of the situation and to accept this plan."

Mr. Oaglayangil. Turkey (A/PV. 1814-9 at pages

"... Once again, the Middle East crisis is our main preoccupation
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and constitutes the major hotbed of tension endangering peace and

stability.

"Two months ago, at a tine when the prospects were dark indeed,

the United States peace plan revived hopes for a peaceful

settlement of the conflict. The acceptance of the cease-fire within

the framework of this plan by the countries more directly concerned

has prevented an alarming military escalation of the conflict and

made possible the reactivation of the Jarring Mission. It must be

admitted that the joint efforts of the United States and the Soviet

Union to find a peaceful solution to the conflict, as well as the

concerted efforts of the four Powers under the auspices of the

United Nations, have contributed significantly to the attainment

of this result.

"The observance and maintenance of the cease-fire are the

primary requisite for the success of these efforts. At this

delicate juncture it is indeed important that the parties should

refrain from any provocation and show patience, sincerity and good

faith, without retreating from the right decision which they have

taken. This is the only way in which the climate of mistrust which

prevents progress can be dispelled. The second condition is that

Mr. Jarring should be given a chance to continue the conversations

with the parties to the conflict, so as to profit from the cease-

fire period and to undertake a frank and open discussion with them

on all aspects of the problem. If these two conditions were

fulfilled, the talks could proceed on the basis of Security Council



resolution 2̂ 2 (1967) of 22 November 19 7 in order to try to

find the elements of an agreement.

"I should like to reiterate here the position of my Government

on the various aspects of the conflict. We continue to "be firmly

opposed to the use of force to gain political advantage, acquire

territorial gains and impose unilateral solutions, since nothing

lasting can be based on enmity and injustice. Similarly, measures

intended to change unilaterally the status of the Holy City of

Jerusalem are unacceptable regardless of their motives. The change

in its status in fact far exceeds its narrow regional limits and

brings an emotional element to the problem the explosive nature of

which hardly needs to be emphasized.

"Our objective has always been and still is, the establishment

of a just and lasting peace that will finally bring a healthy

atmosphere to the region. War brings no solution to differences;

on the contrary, it complicates/ situation further. The problem of

the Middle East is no exception to the rule. This conflict which

has been going on for years has created a highly complex situation

and, as in similar cases, it brings in its wake hostility, mistrust,

destruction and related problems the elimination of which will

require arduous and patient efforts.

"Nevertheless, whatever the remaining difficulties, we must

always bear in mind that the alternative to success in this new

effort is perhaps nothing other than a major crisis with unforeseeable
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consequences. In view of the seriousness of the prospect, we

cannot afford a failure for which world opinion will not forgive

us. Neither have we the right to disappoint those who are experiencing

the daily hardships of the war and to whom the cease-fire brought

such a welcome relief.

"Speaking of the problem of the Middle East, one cannot pass

over in silence the dramatic situation prevailing in Jordan. War

is undoubtedly a dreadful thing, but I believe that civil war, which

causes bloodshed among people of the same nation, creating hatred

and desolation among members of the same family, far exceeds in

horror anything that one can imagine. The common and sacred desire

in the hearts of all the Jordanians should be to serve their country

better. My most earnest wiish is to see that fratricidal fight come

to an end without delay.

"I think that, in the present circumstances, this would be an

appropriate moment to avail ourselves of the exceptional skills and

talents of Mr. Jarring, whose discreet diplomacy and tact are

universally recognized and appreciated."

Mr. Camacho Omiste. Bolivia (A/FV.1&I4-9 at page 63):

"... The conflict in the Middle East is one of the worst

legacies of a similar past. Accordingly, we are sure that the

problems that we shall solve in our times constitute the evils that

we will be avoiding for future generations.
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"Bolivia has always refused to recognize the lawfulness of

territorial conquests achieved by force. We have not changed this

position of principle nor have we ever changed the criterion that

we supported when in 19̂ -7 we supported the creation of a new State

in the Middle East. If conquest and victory do not justify or

consolidate rights, much less can they justify situations of

injustice for the original people of a territory. All peoples,

large and small, should have an equal opportunity to organize

their societies and live in peace with their neighbours.

"Accordingly, any steps originating in the United Nations, or

any action of Governments acting with good will, which are designed

to find an adequate solution, will receive our support and

certainly that of the majority of the international community.

"¥e express the hope that the final outcome of these events

will bring peace to this region in turmoil."
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Mr. Nkundabagenzi. Rwanda (A/PV.1850 at pages -̂5):

"... And the Middle East? There again is a problem which

is of great concern — and for good reasons. It would have "been

a subject of legitimate pride for our Organization if at the

moment when we are celebrating our twenty-fifth anniversary, the

delegation of Israel and the Arab delegations, thanks to the

tireless efforts of Ambassador Gunnar Jarring, would have been

able to show us the picture of a newly found fraternity. The

acceptance of the Rogers Plan by Egypt, Jordan and Israel had given

rise to some glimmer of hope. But unfortunately here again we are

marking time and there is even the risk of a backward slide. In

this question of the Middle East the role of the great Powers is

particularly deplorable; similar to those who organized the circus

games in ancient times, after having forged and sharpened the swords,

they distributed them to the gladiators and became arbiters of this

tragedy, taking great care not to break the balance of power of the

belligerents. How could the latter then abandon their duel when
who

those/arm them take the ultimate decisions?

"Rwanda would like to reaffirm the position it has always

held that the solution to this serious question lies in the hands

of the parties concerned and that there should be no foreign

interference. This solution must take into account, it is true,

the right of the State of Israel to a fully guaranteed existence and

to secure and recognized boundaries, but at the same time it must
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recognize the right of the Arab States to the integrity of their

territories .

"My country would again like to address an urgent appeal to

the parties concerned that they abandon the language of weapons

and violence and move without further delay towards peace."

Mr. Carrillo-Flores. Mexico (A/PV.1850 at page 22):

"... After those reflections of a general nature upon the

occasion of the anniversary we are celebrating, I shall take up

certain aspects of the present international situation, which I

believe shows some encouraging signs despite the dark shadows cast

by the events in the Middle East. With regard to them, I shall

restrict myself to saying on behalf of my Government that we most

sincerely hope that the States directly concerned, as also the

great Powers, will find some means of resolving this conflict soon

and establishing peace. It would be absurd were it otherwise."

Mr. Tepavac. Yugoslavia (A/PV.1850 at pages

"... In spite of the decision of the Security Council and

ever wider dissatisfaction of the international community, Israel

continues to occupy vast territories of Arab countries. Even the

most recent developments in the Middle East serve as sufficient

evidence that Israel has actually not changed its policy. It would

be very dangerous to ignore this fact and to fail to realize that

the eleventh hour has struck for the undertaking of more decisive

steps while there is still time, for a peaceful solution on the
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basis of the well-known Security Council resolution.

"We must admit that, regardless of the immediate causes, the

recent bloodshed in Jordan also falls within the context of

broader consequences of the expansionist policy of Israel in this

area, a component part of which is also the failure to recognize,

over a number of years, the legitimate rights of the Palestinian

people. Our concern at the development of the situation in the

Middle East is even greater as the growing crisis is extending

the area of tension to the entire Mediterranean, and even to a

large part of Europe and is adversely affecting over-all inter-

national relations."

Mr. Galib. Somalia (A/PV.1850 at page Vf):

"e». People who desire self-determination and independence

are denied them and nations resort to violence and war, even when

the machinery for the peaceful settlement of their disputes

exists. The frustation of the wish for self-determination and

the denial of human rights lie at the heart of the dangerous

situations which exist in Viet-Nam, Cambodia, the Middle East, Korea

and southern Africa. There must be a new attempt by Members of

the United Nations to respond with sensitivity and honesty to the

needs of the times.

"The Middle East situation, which is like a festering sore

that has been allowed to go for too long without treatment,

endangers the peace and security of the whole world. It is a
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tragic example of the result of the lack of a commitment on the

part of Member States to take effective action to enforce United

Nations decisions arrived at Toy majority vote. The imposition of

an exclusive Zionist State on Arab lands was an historic wrong

which laid the basis for the troubles of the Middle East. That

injustice was compounded by the failure of the United Nations to

set right, at least in part, the injustice done to the dispossessed

people of Palestine.

"Since 19̂ 9 the United Nations has had on its books General

Assembly resolution 19̂  (V), calling for the repatriation or

compensation of the Palestinian refugees. Although it has been

clear for over twenty years that this issue, more than any other,

has led to continuing conflict, one opportunity after another for

resolving it has been allowed to go by. When the United Nations,

by a narrow majority, gave its approval to the creation of Israel,

even those States that supported an exclusive Zionist State in

Palestine approved resolution 19̂  (V) as an attempt to redress wrongs

that were clearly recognized. But in seizing the opportunity to

give Arab lands to the Jewish people who were being called in from

all over the world the Zionist leadership deliberately sabotaged

other opportunities to move towards a peaceful settlement. It then

became clear that only strong pressure from the major Powers, and

in particular from the United States of America, would persuade

Israel to conform with the United Nations resolution. Each time
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a new crisis threatened the peace of the Middle East, and indeed

of the world, it was recognized anew "by the major Powers that they

had been remiss in not acting strongly to "bring about a just solution

to the Palestine refugee problem. But as the crisis waned and

other interests intervened old attitudes of indifference or open

hostility towards the implementation of resolution 191* (V) would

be resumed. This ambivalent attitude, and the consequent loss of

opportunities, was vividly illustrated in the Suez crisis, in 1956,

the war of June 1967 and in the intervening periods. The people of

Palestine have now taken matters into their own hands, and an

already difficult situation has grown more complex.

"The tragedy that is now taking place in Jordan is a dangerous

consequence of our failure to solve the problem. The recent

hijackings are another consequence. But the world must at least

understand the long-standing frustrations that have led to such

desperate actions. The world must understand, too, that the

Palestinian people, will no longer rely on unenforced resolutions

in order to regain their birthright. If that is not recognized,

then there is no hope for peace in the Middle East. The Security

Council resolution of November 1967 (2k2 (1967)) contains all

the elements for a peaceful settlement, and every effort should be

made towards its implementation.

"We must not allow this situation to drift unresolved. In

the three years that have followed the adoption of that resolution,

the Zionist regime las conducted a vicious and continued series of
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people of the occupied territories with a:complete disregard for

human rights. Thirty years ago the nazi regime of Germany was

condemned by vorld opinion for the brutal treatment of the

Jewish population under its control and for its expansionist

policy at the expense of neighbouring States. The Zionists have

not yet reached the stage of adopting towards the Arab peoples

they have conquered Hitler1 s "final solution" to what he considered

to be the Jewish problem. But a pattern reminiscent of nazism is

emerging, composed of mass arrests, the expulsion of the population,

the brutal treatment of detainees and the expropriation of land

and property for the enrichment of the ruling community. How ironic

that today some of the victims of the nazi era should themselves be

architects of a campaign of terror and an expansionist policy against

the Arab people.

"The two prerequisites for a peaceful settlement of the

Palestinian problem are, first, the unconditional withdrawal of

Israel from the occupied Arab territories and, secondly, full

compliance with the provisions of General Assembly resolution 19̂  (v)."



Mr, Chalmers. Haiti (A/PV.2.851 at page 6):

"... Whether it be the powder barrel of the Middle East, whether

it be the unfortunate war of Viet-Nam, the threats of thermonuclear

conflict, whether it be chemical or bacteriological warfare, men of

goodwill, and those peoples who are wedded to peace, expect from

the United Nations a solution to their anguish. One is astonished,

one is irritated at its slowness, at its spirit of circumspection."

Mr. Nase. Albania (A/PV.1851 at page 3l):

"... The liberation movement at the world level against the

imperialist and colonialist Powers is at present making new strides.

The peoples have reacted to the policy of oppression and domination

practised by the imperialist Powers and their aggressions and plots,

by strengthening their just struggle for independence and freedom and

joining the ranks of the armed struggle against the aggressors. This

is shown by the struggle of the valiant Palestinians and other Arab

peoples against imperialist-Zionist aggression. The imperialist

Powers and their allies are suffering defeat after defeat. Powerful

blows have been struck against them everywhere by the peoples that are

struggling for their national independence, for their freedom and for

their sacred and inalienable right to be masters of their own destiny.

(at page 33):

"... in that connexion we can cite, simultaneously with the

secret negotiations of the two Powers through diplomatic channels,

the long meetings of their representatives in Helsinki and later
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in Vienna, meetings which certainly are not limited to the question

of the "limitation of strategic arms", the so-called Rogers plan

for a "peaceful settlement" of the Middle East problem, a plan

•which is the result of the American-Soviet plot designed to stifle

the legitimate liberation struggle of the Palestinian people and

other Arab peoples, which is at the origin of the bloody events

which have taken place recently in Jordan.

"In order to bring about this great anti-popular conspiracy,

the American and Soviet imperialists are applying a series of

political, economic and military measures, plots and actions

designed to divide the Arab peoples and countries and throw them

into bloody and fratricidal conflict and to repress by all means

possible, including armed force, the legitimate struggle of the

heroic people of Palestine.

(at pages 38 to V?):

"... A typical case which shows the ferocity of the great

American-Soviet conspiracy and the method of combining the most

diverse means of action on the part of these imperialist Powers in

order to carry out their policy of aggression and hegemony is the

tragic and serious situation which prevails at the present time in

the Near East. Concerned with implementing at all costs their

common plan of sad repute — baptized the Rogers plan — designed

to liquidate the Palestinian question and to divide the Arab

peoples, to legalize and to reward the imperialist-Israeli

aggression and to assure their imperialist interests in that area,



the United States and the revisionist Soviet Union have plotted

and put into effect the criminal collusion designed to stifle the

Palestinian liberation movement through the reactionary regime

of Jordan, thus trying to implement in the Near East the Nixon

doctrine aimed at pitting Asians against Asians. Thus Jordanian

reaction, serving American imperialism and Zionism, has used fire

and sword, cannons, tanks and aviation against the heroic Palestinian

fighters. Barbarous mass massacres have been perpetrated against

the Palestinian population in Amman and elsewhere. At the same time,

American imperialism, by statements from Nixon, Laird and other

leaders, threatens to intervene in the internal affairs of the

Arab countries and also threatens intervention by its Sixth Fleet,

thus trying, as always, to play the role of international policeman

to oppress peoples and suppress liberation struggles, to defend

those cliques which are in their pockets, to defend their rapacious

interests and to enslave peoples.

"American imperialism and world reaction consider as unfair

the fraternal assistance given by Syria and Iraq to their Arab

brothers who are struggling for a just cause, for their common

cause. According to their logic they have the right and the

freedom to intervene in all countries, everywhere; they can

utilize tanks, cannons, and their war fleets to oppress and

exploit the peoples of other countries, whereas Syria and Iraq

are not entitled to come to the aid of their brothers.
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"A vave of Indignation and resentment has been unleashed

throughout the progressive world. Quite rightly, the conscience

of the Arab peoples has revolted against the treachery of the

ruling clique in Jordan. And the world wonders: Why are tanks

and bullets being used against the Palestinians? Is it because

they are struggling for their liberty, for independence and for

their sacred land?

"The peoples of all continents, profoundly indignant, are

raising their voices in protests against the American imperialists

and the Soviet socio-imperialists; they are crying: "Hands off

the Palestinian people, the peoples of Jordan, Syria and the other

Arab countries."

"It is quite clear that the Palestinians are not obeying the

"Rogers plan". They know full well that the American plan, which

is based on the Security Council resolution of 22 November 1967

— which, as we know, is itself the result of bargaining in the

corridors between the Americans and the Soviets — is designed,

inter alia, to impose the elimination of the Palestinian question

and the recognition of Israel's right to annex part of the

territories which it invaded following its aggression of 5 June 1967.

This plan is also designed to reward the Zionist aggression by

guaranteeing the existence of the State of Israel, which has taken

over Arab territories which were also conquered by aggression, and

also by recognizing other rights. Still worse, the two "super-Powers"

want to use the new cease-fire to continue manoeuvres and
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in order once again to apply the tactics used by the imperialist

Powers after the Israeli aggression of 19̂ 8, with the aim of putting

off for ever the fulfilment of the sacred cause of the Arabs and

thus making a fait accompli out of Israel's new occupation of

their territories.

"No, the Arab people will never accept the United States-Soviet

diktat, which is designed to bring about their capitulation.

The Palestinian people and the other Arab peoples have rejected

this plot. The efforts of the United States imperialists and

the Soviet revisionists are in vain. The Arab peoples have a long

experience, and they well know the Israeli aggressors and their

masters. Never will they allow the two foreign Powers to decide

their fate, whatever be their machinations and their sharing of

roles, one presenting itself as the author of the criminal plan

and the other giving that plan its support.

"The Arab peoples know full well that any proposal by the

United States of America, which incited and assisted Israel to

unleash aggression three years ago and which continues to provide

Israel with armaments and encourages it to pursue its aggression

and provocation, is designed simply to serve the imperialist

interests of that Power in the area of the Near East, which is of

great strategic importance and is rich in petroleum deposits, as

well as the interests of Israel, its instrument. It is obvious

— and no one could deny it — that without the assistance and
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support of the United States Israel would never have been in a

position to initiate the aggression of June 196?» and even less

to continue to occupy the Arab territories.

"With regard to the Soviet revisionists, whatever mask they

may put on, the Arab peoples know their faces, especially since

the American-Israeli aggression, and they are convinced that what

they are interested in is penetrating into the Near East and the

Mediterranean Basin and creating conditions favourable for their

expansion in that area.

"The leader of the Albanian people, Comrade Ever Hoxha,

referring to this problem in his statement of 18 September to the

electors of Tirana, said, among other things:

"In the final analysis, the glorious revolutionary Arab

peoples will not have the wool pulled over their eyes by the

false friendship of Soviet social-imperialism, which has used

their temporary difficulties to occupy their ports and their

seas and to stifle their just liberation struggle against the

facist Zionists and the United States imperialists. The two

aggressive imperialist Powers are interested in planting their

roots deep in the Near East and in ensuring that they have

economic, political and military bases in that area; they are

interested in oppressing the peoples of those countries, lulling

them with words, demoralizing them and corrupting them in order,

finally, by the use of those bases, to go even further and invade

Africa, Asia and other regions, unleashing colonial wars



and depredations in various continents.

"The Albanian people love the Arab peoples, because they

are their brothers and their friends in good times and in bad.

At this time of revolutionary and liberation struggles, we are

at their side constantly; we have supported them and vill

continue to support them with all the means at our disposal.

We have confidence in the triumph of the just cause for which

they are struggling. But, in order to win an early victory

over the common enemy, a unity that is hard as steel must be

forged among all the Arab peoples in the armed struggle.

"The Zionists, the United States imperialists and the Soviet

revisionists are seeking to divide the Arab peoples, to disarm

then, to impose on them a peace that will be not theirs but

their enemies'. The arms that have been supplied to them are

controlled by the Soviets. They have not been placed in action

for the sacred Arab cause, but they are being used precisely

to deceive the Arabs, in order to tie their hands and send them

to the slaughterhouse. The 'Rogers plan1 of ill repute could

be called — to be more accurate — the 'Rogers-Gromyko plan'.

The Arab peoples will certainly never fall into the terrible

trap of that plan.

"The Soviet-United States armies can, by recourse to various

insidious means, succeed in establishing themselves on the two

sides of the Suez Canal, in which case one may wonder what

purpose the hardware supplied to the Arabs by the Soviet would
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serve. They have not heroically chased one imperialist from

the Canal only to see it occupied now by two others.

"The clamourings of Dayan are in harmony with the secret

manoeuvres of the Soviet revisionists, but the crackling of

the heroic guns of the Arab Palestinian brothers is the most

glorious reply, which will crush this great plot of their

enemies. Therefore, by all possible means, and firmly, we

must keep the partisan struggle of the Palestinians, a struggle

that is now in the forefront of the general struggle which must

be waged by Arab peoples everywhere. Our Arab brothers will be

able to raise high the banner of the liberation struggle against

the imperialists and the Zionists. They will be able to reduce

to nothing the plans of the Soviet revisionists and all the

provocations organized by the agencies of the CIA which are

conspiring against the liberation struggle of the people of

Palestine and all the Arab peoples."

"The Arab peoples have great revolutionary traditions and are

known for their bravery and their liberation struggles. They know

that they are not fighting against the Israeli aggressors only, but

also against the two imperialist Powers mainly responsible for the

situation in the Near East and, therefore, they will not allow

themselves to fall into the traps of those Powers.

"The events of recent days in Jordan have confirmed that,

as the leader of the Albanian people, Comrade Enver Hoxha, indicated

in his statement of 18 September, Soviet social-imperialism
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is pursuing aims that have nothing in common with the interests

of the Arab peoples. As on other occasions, they are not at

all concerned with the fate of the Arab peoples; their sole aim

is to consolidate their imperialism positions.

"In this particular case, the Soviet revisionist leaders,

replying to Nixon's appeal to bring in Moscow's fire brigade to

snuff out the revolutionary struggle of the Palestinians and other

Arab peoples, in order to subjugate and enslave them, hastened to

assume the role of firemen. By their official declarations and

by their propaganda organs, they came to the defence of the clique

in power in Jordan, threatening the Palestinians with the slogan

"Violence leads to violence", and addressing appeals to them and

other Arab peoples asking them to give up their struggle.

"All those facts have served to make even more obvious to the

Arab peoples the perfidious role being played by the social-

imperialists of Moscow and the real aims of the United States-Soviet

plan for the Near East.

"The Palestinians consider Jordan as the second homeland.

They are not the cause of the rupture in Jordan; rather, the

fault lies with the reactionary regime in Jordan and King Hussein,

who is in the service of United States imperialism and the "Rogers

plan". On the contrary, the Palestinians in Jordan are the healthiest

element in the common struggle for the annihilation of the common

enemy.

"The Albanian people is profoundly indignant, firmly condemns
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those criminal acts and supports the heroic struggle of the

Palestinians who are fighting for their sacred rights. We are

convinced that, thanks to their resolute struggle and to the

strengthening of their unity in combat, and enjoying the support of

their true friends, of all freedom-loving peoples, they will unmask

all the plots of their enemies and will gain final victory over the

aggressors.

"The ATbanian people, its party and its Government, have

supported and will continue strongly to support the legitimate

struggle of peace-loving peoples and countries against the aggressive

policy of the two imperialist Powers, their colonialist

collaborators and their lackeys of all kinds We have

supported and we shall continue unreservedly to support the legitimate

fight of the fraternal Arab peoples against the Zionists aggressors

and American and Soviet imperialists, who are mainly responsible

for the present situation in the Middle East."

Please see also A/PV.1851 attached for:

1) Statement made by Mr. Eban (Israel) at pages 56 to 85.

2) Statements made by Mr. El-Zayyat (United Arab Republic) and

Mr. Baroody (Saudi Arabia) in exercise of their right of

reply at pages 86 to 97 and 98 to 111.
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Mr. Jonsson. Iceland (A/PV.1855 at page 6):

"... In another part of the world the situation seemed to

have also advanced to the talking stage whatever the results of

these talks will be, and I am referring to the Arab-Israeli

conflict. But in these very last few days intra-Arab fighting

has broken out in Jordan and the world has watched the violent

actions of the Palestinian guerillas. In the Middle East the

situation for the past few years has been such, that one is

correct in calling it a war situation, even if the war has not

raged fully all the time and even if the war has been primarily

directed against military objects and ordinary citizens have for

the most part been left in peace. One will have to consider it a

great accomplishment that the Arab-Israeli war has ceased for the

time being and that conversations to solve the basic conflict of

the Middle East are hopefully about to begin through the good

offices of Ambassador Jarring, the United Nations mediator.

However, what I said about the German talks is also true of these

talks. Today it is not possible to say what the results will be,

but as long as talks continue, one is allowed to hope that some

results will be attained. But it was not my intention to commence

discussion here in the General Assembly about the Middle East

conflict because such a discussion will not contribute to the

possibilities of positive results, at this stage anyhow. The

so-called "Rogers peace plan" is considered by many to hold the
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all to try to the utmost to find out whether this is so or not."

Mr. Sein Win. Burma (A/PV.1853 at page 22):

"... I should also like to take note of the developments in

the Middle East which have brought about the stand-still cease-fire

agreement. The acceptance of the stand-still cease-fire agreement

would appear to reinforce the will for a political settlement on

the basis of resolution 242 (1967) of 22 November 1967, which was

adopted unanimously by the Security Council. We wish here to

express our confidence that a just and equitable solution can

still be formulated under the terms of that resolution. In so

doing we are not unaware of the grave new threat now imperilling

the peace not only of the region but of areas far beyond it. We

do not underestimate the difficulties inherent in the situation.

However, we believe that a realistic approach to the problem,

based on justice, will make it obvious to all concerned that there

can be no real positions of strength and no alternative to a

negotiated political settlement, which alone can ensure a stable

and lasting peace in the region. The problem indeed calls for

the most unremitting effort if a solution is ever to be sighted on

. the part of the parties to the conflict and of those other parties

whose interests have involved their direct participation in seeking

a settlement. The delegation of Burma is hopeful that the

unmitigated violence and hostility widespread in the region will be
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substantive discussions vill be possible on the issues central

to the conflict."

Mr. Rashid. Pakistan (A/PV.1853 at pages 51-53):

"... Pakistan's views on the Middle East situation have

been amply expressed both at the meetings of the Security Council

and in the past three sessions of the General Assembly. Based as

these views are, not only on our bonds of culture and sentiment

with the Arab people, but also on our best objective judgment,

they are liable to no change or dilution. The horrifying events

in Jordan during the last two weeks have brought us immeasurable

grief. How ironical that while the Middle East shook, the United

Nations remained immobile. Only the heads of the Arab States

concerned worked without respite in Cairo, with the late President

Nasser as the untiring host and inspiring guide, to stop the

fratricidal slaughter. While one is overwhelmed by the thought

of the carnage, while oneT s heart goes out to the bereaved —

chief among them, the people of Palestine — it is one's duty to

draw from the recent train of events the one lesson that it

incontestably conveys, and that is most pertinent for the

establishment of a durable peace in the Middle East.

"The lesson is that the heart of the grave Middle East

problem is the problem of Palestine, the problem of a people that

was ruthlessly and most unjustly displaced from its homeland, and
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no settlement of the problem will be lasting if it does not carry

the willing consent and acceptance of that people.

"To an objective observer, that is all too obvious; yet it

is astonishing how easily the diplomacy engaged in finding a

settlement loses sight of it. The conflict between the Arab States

and Israel, in all its seriousness, is but the effect of a cause.

How can the effect be removed unless the cause is eliminated.

"While, therefore, we commend the efforts of the four Powers

to achieve a settlement, we would be less than honest if we did

not warn them that any structure of peace that they erect will

rest on quicksand if they try to ignore the hunger for justice

which drives the people of Palestine, indeed the Arab nation. To

expect that any Arab leader, or Government, will acquiesce in a

settlement which does not promise restitution of the rights of

the people of Palestine is simply to close one's eyes to the

realities of the situation. The thousands dead in Amman — and here

we make no distinction between one Arab and another — bear witness

to the agony inflicted on the Arab nation by a late product of

colonialism, the establishment of Israel and the expansionist

policies it has pursued. How can such agony be allowed to endure,

and yet hopes be entertained of a stable peace?

"I must make it clear that by those observations I do not

mean to belittle the diplomatic initiatives which were taken recently

towards a peaceful settlement. Two facts, however, remain. Firstly,

the constructive plan for a temporary cease-fire and for the
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reactivation of the Jarring mission was obstructed only by

Israel's obduracy. Secondly, the potential it held for peace

could not be realized unless it envisaged the enlistment of the

people of Palestine in efforts towards a settlement. Such

enlistment cannot be obtained unless the objectives defined go

beyond the mere removal of the consequences of Israel's aggression

in 1967 — however difficult even that objective might be.

"Actually, the withdrawal of Israeli forces from Arab

territories is something that follows directly from the principle

that acquisition of territory by force is inadmissible. Though

this principle is but a corollary of the Charter, we must acknowledge

that it was the Latin American States which pointedly drew attention

to it, in the draft resolution sponsored by them at the emergency

special session in 1967, as a basis for the settlement of the

Arab-Israeli conflict. The principle was emphasized in the Security

Council resolution of 22 Noveember 1967 (2̂ 2 (1967)). No conflict

of interpretation regarding that resolution, no selective stress

on one part of it as against another, can detract from this principle.

Much is being made of the phrase "secure boundaries", but surely it

is applicable as much to the Arab States as to Israel •— indeed more,

because the Arab States do not possess Israel's military capacity

and its trained disposition towards taking the offensive. If the

principle is unreservedly upheld, a beginning will be made towards

peace. Because such a beginning has not yet been made, the

situation in the Middle East is fraught with tension and seethes
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vith frustration. Such a climate gives rise to desperate acts,

like the hijacking of planes, which, of course, are regrettable

and about which the Security Council's resolution of 9 September

(286 (1970)) was quite appropriate.

"I must also emphasize that one of the questions included

in the Middle East problem is the question of Jerusalem, which in

its seriousness yields to none. It is a question which, transcending

the claims and counter-claims of the parties, concerns the entire

Muslim world, as was evidenced by the Islamic summit conference held

in Eabat last year and by the Islamic Conference of Foreign

Ministers held in Jeddah in March last. Wo solution of this

question will facilitate peace and remove the sense of outrage

from the Islamic world if it tolerates the placing of the Holy City

under Israeli sovereignty or even quasi-sovereignty. Any such

arrangement would be contrary to the resolutions on Jerusalem

which both the General Assembly and the Security Council have

adopted since 1967. Again, it would negate the principle of

inadmissibility of territorial acquisition by war which the resolutions

of the Council emphasize with specific reference to the Holy City.

"We urge the great Powers not to be oblivious to the universal

religious interest in Jerusalem and the most cherished sensibilities

engaged by it."

Mr. Cwusu. Ghana (A/PV.1853 at page 77):

"... In the Middle East, since our last meeting here in this
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chamber under the gloom of a complete break-down of the Jarring

mission and the Middle East cease-fire, the Rogers plan has

revived our hope that a peaceful settlement of the Middle East

crisis might, after all, be possible. In spite of the accusations

and the counter-accusations by the parties to the Middle East

conflict, I believe that a final and lasting solution of the

Middle East problem guaranteed by the big Powers and consistent

with Security Council resolution 2h2 (1967) of 22 Wovemner 1967 is

a hopeful possibility. ¥e urge all concerned to redouble their

efforts in the search for peace and understanding based on the

just rights of all the States in the areas to a, secure existence."

Mr. Carias Castillo. Honduras (A/PV.1853 at page 87):

"... It is painful to observe that the situation in the

Middle East, far from improving, continues to be a focus of

violence which might well constitute the origin of a world

catastrophe. My delegation, as we have done on past occasions,

unreservedly supports the resolutions adopted by the General

Assembly and by the Security Council of the United Nations, and

we trust that wisdom will prevail among the leaders of the various

sides, thus avoiding the spread of a conflict which we can say

without exaggeration could lead to the destruction of mankind.

Mr. Scott. New Zealand (A/PV.185J at page 101):

"... In one critical area — the Middle East — we have

followed the patient efforts of Ambassador Jarring on behalf of the
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United Nations. We fervently hope that the cautious expectations

engendered by the United States peace initiative, and by the

stated willingness of the parties to enter into negotiations,

have suffered only a temporary setback. It seems to us that the

minimum conditions for further progress towards a settlement are

an agreed extension of the cease-fire and the resumption vithin

that time of endeavours to bring the parties to negotiations. In

these endeavours the four permanent members of the Security

Council will doubtless have to play a continuing, honest and

persuasive role in accordance with the principles of the Security

Council resolution of November 1967 (2*)-2 (1967))."
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Mr. Yost. United States (A/PV.lŜ  at pages 3-4):

"... Finally, nowhere in the world today is there more urgent

need to move from confrontation to negotiation than in the Middle

East. The legacy of "bitterness, hatred and suspicion there contains

the seeds of even greater tragedy not only for the Middle East but

for the world, unless there is early progress toward reconciliation

and peace based on the legitimate interests of all the States and

peoples of the region.

"As the United Nations community well knows, the United States

has made major diplomatic efforts in recent months and weeks to help

bring about at long last peace in the Middle East. While recent

developments in the area, including the tragic death of President

Nasser, have cast a shadow over the high hopes of just a few weeks

ago that a beginning toward that goal had been made, those hopes

have not been extinguished. For the most part, the guns remain

silent along the cease-fire lines. Security Council resolution 2̂ 4-2

stands as a beacon pointing the way to peace, and the parties

concerned, in accepting the United States initiative of June, have

committed themselves to carry out that resolution in all its parts.

Ambassador Jarring is ready to resume his mission whenever conditions

permit. ¥e earnestly hope that the parties themselves "and all others

concerned will now bend every effort to the task of building on the

beginning that has already been made.

"This will require above all serious steps to restore and

strengthen confidence in the integrity of the cease-fire and military
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standstill agreement along the Suez Canal. It will also require,

if negotiations are to move forward, a willingness by the parties to

move from their maximum positions on the elements of a realistic

and equitable peace settlement. In this spirit, my Government is

prepared to contribute to renewed efforts toward peace in the

Middle East."

Mr. Gurinovich. Byelorussian SSR (A/PV.1854 at page 26):

"... We are equally categorically condemning Israel's aggression

against the Arab States and demand the withdrawal of all Israeli

troops from all occupied Arab territories.

"For the last three years Arab Governments have done a great

deal to bring about a peaceful political settlement in the Middle

East. They have supported a set of measures proposed in the

resolution of the Security Council of 22 November 1967 (2̂ 2 (1967))

and have demonstrated their readiness to resolve the Middle East

crisis by using the services of Ambassador Jarring and have agreed

to a complete cease-fire for the sake of achieving the objectives

of the aforementioned resolution of the Security Council. For all

those years the Arab countries have enjoyed the unswerving support

and assistance of the socialist States in their struggle for an

early, just, peaceful, political settlement of the Middle East

conflict.

"On the basis of the support given by imperialist and warlike

Zionist circles of the United States of America, as well as of other
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Western countries, Israel is continuing to exacerbate the situation

in the Middle East. It not only refuses to carry out the resolutions

of the Security Council but is hindering the renewal of contacts on

this subject by the Special Representative of the United Nations

Secretary-General with the interested parties. Israel is continuing

to increase its arms strength with the help of forces which are not

interested in restoring the violated rights of the Arab peoples.

"The statement made on 28 September by the Foreign Minister of

Israel once ajain made it abundantly clear that Israel is waging a

struggle, not for its existence, not for its security, but for the

conquest of territory. Such a course of events is fraught with serious

consequences for the cause of peace.

"Ve in the Byelorussian SSR will continue to support the just

struggle of the Arab peoples for the total implementation of the

decisions of the Security Council to eliminate the consequences of

Israeli aggression in the Middle East, in the interest of international

peace and security, and will continue to work for the restoration

and fulfilment of the rights of the Arab peoples to independence,

sovereignty and free national development.

(at page 59)

"... It is noteworthy that the partisans of a revision of the

Charter do not see or do not wish to see that the aggression

of Israel in the Middle East are not the consequences of

any shortcomings of the Charter but rather the result of its flagrant

violation by imperialists. "
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Mr. Al-Shaikhly. Iraq (A/FV.l85̂  at pages k2 to Vf):

"I would have liked to "begin my statement at this historic

session, in which we are evaluating the achievements of the United

Nations through a quarter of a century of its life, with a tone

of optimism that could refresh the hopes which the various nations

pinned on the Organization when it was set up. But the atmosphere

of anxiety and danger, and the tragedy suffered by our part of the

world in particular as a result of the imperialist-Zionist aggression,

do not leave us with such an opportunity, unless we choose to speak

at the expense of ignoring the 6,ctual state of affairs.

"During the past few days our part of the world has witnessed

tragic events, the consequences and echo of which transcend its

boundaries and thus became the focus of world attention and concern.

Despite the dangerous implications and the heart-rending aspects

of these events, they are no more than another link in the chain of

tragedies which the people of Palestine is going through.

"We are at a great historical turning point which will determine

for coming decades the extent of the ability of the international

society and the world Organization to restore usurped rights and

permanent and just peace instead of allowing war and destruction to

go on. It is imperative to put the Middle East problem into its

correct perspective if we are to achieve a complete understanding

of the dangerous crisis and seek a just solution.

"There are two aspects to this crisis, the differences of which
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can clearly tie distinguished if one is objective, despite attempts

to confuse them.

"The first aspect is the Zionist aggression on the rights of

the Palestine people, which originated under British colonial rule

more than sixty years ago, and which, thanks to the forces of imper-

ialism led by the United States, was crowned with the establishment

of the Zionist imperialist enclave on the land of Palestine, whose

people were consequently evicted from their lands, and thereby

deprived of their right to self-determination.

"The second aspect is the Israeli aggression on 5 June 1967,

which resulted in the occupation of Arab territories of three United

Nations Member States: namely, Egypt, Syria and Jordan, an occupation

which has continued up to the present day. This Israeli aggression,

which is an inevitable consequence of the expansionist nature of

the Zionist enclave is a flagrant and grave violation of the United

Nations Charter, which deplores and condemns aggression and does not

recognize any gain resulting from the threat or use of force. Thus,

the condemnation of Israel, and the ordering of its complete and

unconditional withdrawal from all occupied Arab territories, is the

sole action which the United Nations and the Security Council should

have taken to protect international peace and security and ensure

compliance with international law and the Charter of the world

Organization. But such has not been the case, although more than

three years have elapsed since Israel occupied Arab lands and began

to establish new settlement therein. This lawless action led to the
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displacement of more Arab populations to be added to the hundreds

of thousands of people of Palestine who have already been living

in wretched conditions for over twenty years. The failure of the

world Organization and the Security Council to adopt a resolution

in accordance with Article 2k of the Charter stems from the

deplorable fact that a super Power, a permanent member of the

Security Council, firmly supports aggression and impedes its

liquidation.

"When the United States continuously declares through its

highly responsible officials that it intends to preserve the present

cease-fire lines between Israel and the Arab States, that means that

it will protect Israeli aggression lines and Israel's aggressive gains.

"When the United States declares that it will preserve the

present balance of power between the Arab States and Israel, this

means it will preserve the Israeli military superiority which

protects Israel's expansionist designs in the occupied Arab

territories. By the same token the United States is reponsible for

the eviction of more of the people of Palestine and participates in

preventing their return to their homeland.

"When the United States supplies Israel with fifty Phantom jet

planes and promises to give more, and when, as it did recently , it

grants Israel a loan for military equipment of k-50 million dollars,

it means that the United States is directly and effectively

responsible for the massacre of Arab workers in their factories and
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Egyptian children in their schools.

"Thus the Arab nation, in defence of its rights, not only is

dealing with Israel but has to confront the colossal var machine

of the United States."

"The United States and Israel intend to use the acquisitions

of the 1967 aggression to force the Arab nation to accept and submit

to the crime of 19̂ 8, vhen the people of Palestine were evicted from

their homeland and prevented from exercising their right to self-

determination and sovereignty.

"Standing strongly and decidedly by the side of sister Arab

States in their effort to liberate their territories, Iraq reaffirms

once again that the continuation of the so-called "Middle East crisis",

and the dangers to international peace and security resulting

therefrom, is a direct consequence of the deprivation of the

Palestinian people from the exercise of their natural rights in

their homelands. Iraq is firmly determined to support unreservedly

the struggle of the Palestinians for their legitimate rights.

"The Iraqi Republic, being fully conscious of the importance of

the present situation in the Middle East to international peace and

security, believes that a just peace — which is aspired to not

only by the Arab nation but by all nations of the world — is

unattainable without the full recognition of the rights of the people

of Palestine, and their participation as a direct party in the

solution of a problem which they alone have the inalienable right

to decide upon.
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"Plans that seek to impose the consequences of aggression

upon our nation and ignore the right of the people of Palestine

to a natural existence will only "bring further tragedies and will

end in total failure.

"The recent massacres which Amman and the rest of Jordan have

witnesses, in which thousands of innocent lives were sacrificed,

"bear tragic witness to the consequences and fate of such plans.

The suspicious role of the United States in this massacre was fully

and clearly shown when it alerted its troops and navy and began to

issue threatening announcements of its intention to intervene.

"Those events abundantly vindicated our "belief that a fundamental

price of the so-called American peace initiative is the complete

liquidation of the people of Palestine and their heroic resistance.

"The Palestinian problem has been an item on the United Nations

agenda for the last twenty years. Numerous resolutions, varying

in the depth of their understanding of the problem, have been adopted.

However the twenty-fourth session of the United Nations General

Assembly took an important and fundamental step in understanding

the reality of the Middle East crisis by adopting resolution 2535 B

(XXIV), which reaffirms the inalienable rights of the people of

Palestine. Despite the fact that a year has elapsed since the

adoption of that important resolution no positive measures have been

taken to implement it, as is the case with all the resolutions

concerning the rights of the Palestinians. But the mere adoption of
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this resolution represents a turning point in the understanding

of the Palestine question "by the world community. It has put the

Palestine question in its proper perspective because it has dealt

with both cause and effect instead of merely concentrating upon

the consequences.

"The affirmation of the inalienable rights of the people of

Palestine was an eloquent and humane expression of the appreciation

and recognition by the international community of the long process

of struggle and sacrifice endured by the Palestinian people and

their valiant resistance.

"Needless to day, the Republic of Iraq considers the Palestine

issue a corner-stone of its foreign policy. It is, in fact,

participating fully and effectively in the exorbitant price which

the Arab nation is paying for Zionist-imperialist aggression.

Therefore, Iraq declares its firm determination to continue to

render every possible assistance and support to the brave and

valiant Palestine resistance. Moreover, the Resistance Movement

proved under all circumstances its ability to grow, to perpetuate

its struggle, and to deepen its roots in the conscience of the

Palestine people. In the view of the Iraqi Government, this

movement is the sole legitimate representative of the aspirations

of the people of Palestine, and the only party which has the right

to speak on their behalf. The delegation of Iraq to the twenty-

fifth session of the General Assembly appeals from this rostrum
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to all States and nations valuing freedom and striving for peace

and justice to foster the legitimate aspirations of the people of

Palestine to self-determination and sovereignty in accordance with

the principles of the United Nations Charter."

Mr. De Pablo Fardo. Argentina (A/PV.l85̂  at page 68):

"... There can be no doubt that the conflict in the Middle

East is one of the typical cases that has not as yet found a

settlement within the framework of the United Nations. It is to

be hoped that the encouraging symptoms noticed lately will help to

allay the suspicions that have been felt by both parties. Thus the

first steps may then be taken toward the effective implementation

of resolution 2k2 (1967) of the Security Council, in the drafting

of which Argentina played a significant part. We believe that the

resolution points to the right road to peace. Furthermore, my

Government reaffirms its confidence in the Jarring mission as a

means towards understanding and, through the participation of

Argentine officers, will continue to co-operate in the supervision

of the cease-fire in the Suez Canal area."

Mr. El Zayyat. United Arab Republic (A/PV.lQjk at pages 78 to 82):

11... Mindful of the words with which the United States

Permanent Representative to the United Nations, Ambassador Charles Yost,

referred yesterday to relations between our two countries, and having

heard him today, with careful attention, I wish to refer to one of
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the paragraphs of his statement of today, although it will not be

a full quotation. He said that the resumption of Mir. Jarring's

mission "will require above all serious steps to restore and

strengthen confidence in the integrity of the cease-fire and

military standstill agreement along the Suez Canal", (supra.pA)

It is not a full quotation, but it is all on record.

"If Mr. Yost's statement is a reference to such allegations

as those made here the day before yesterday by the Foreign Minister

of Israel, then the United Arab Republic delegation deems it its

duty, for the benefit of the Assembly and its Members, including

the United States delegation, to throw some light on this allegation.

The Israelis seek, of course, to convince everyone that the Government

of Israel stood and stands rea.dy to enter into negotiations with the

Secretary-General's Special Representative, Ambassador Jarring, in

order to implement Security Council resolution 2l|2 (1967), providing

for withdrawal of its forces of occupation and a just settlement

for the Palestinians.

"It is stated and now reflected in the statement of the United

States delegation that because the United Arab Republic has allegedly

— and I repeat, allegedly — reorganized and put up SAM 2 and SAM 3

missile sites in the Suez Canal Zone, the road towards negotiation,

towards talks with Jarring has been blocked, that Israel find itself

in an impossible position, that it cannot do anything until that

block is removed. And this, even after the colossal supplies



- 72 -

of sophisticated arms given to Israel by the United States.

"I just want to put on record a declaration, from Tel Aviv,

Israel, reported "by the American Agency. Associated Press, by the

man who is, of course, primarily responsible for the military

strength and operations of Israel — General Moshe Dayan. It is

dated 5 May. 1970. The Assembly remembers, of course, that the

so-called America,n initative was made in the second half of June

1970- It was given to us in Cairo on 19 June. The Secretary-

General wrote to the Security Council on 7 August 1970 (S/9902).

Ambassador Jarring was not able to commence, what he called, the

formal beginning of his talks until 2k August, the same day on which

the Israeli representative went home, seeking instructions, and only

then after 27 August, were the missiles discovered; and indeed

the pretext for a way out of a dilemma was found on how to refuse

America's initiative without refusing its weapons and its military

and financial support. On that day, 5 May 1970? some long fifteen

weeks before this discovery, General Dayan was quoted in this

Associated Press report from Tel Aviv:

"Israeli Defence Minister Moshe Dayan has offered Egypt an

unconditional and unlimited cease-fire. "The Government' —

that is, the Government of Israel — 'is ready to re-establish

an unconditional and unlimited cease-fire even if this will enable

Egypt to reorganize and put up SAM 3 missile sites,' Dayan told

a student rally in Haifa last night. 'We are willing to accept
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this because we sincerely want a. cease-fire, because it would

end the war and open the corridor to some kind of arms

arrangements'."

"On 5 May the missile sites, SAM 3 — and, of course, SAM 2

are less dangerous — put up in the Suez Canal Zone, could have opened

the corridor for peace. But when discovered later after President

Nasser's statesmanlike acceptance of this American iritiative, a

pretext had to be found to withdraw, to escape confrontation, for

a State which is not yet complete, having boundaries facing peace

-- a block had to be found. The block was the same thing that

earlier, on 5 fey, the Minister of War, responsible for the safety

of Israel, had stated to be an opening or a corridor towards peace.

Mr. Romulo, Philippines (A/PV.1855 at page 22):

"... A paramount aim should be so to strengthen the peace-

making capacity of the United Nations that it could defuse the threat

of renewed war in the Middle East."

Mr. Benltes. Ecuador (A/PV.1855 at pages 37-38):

"... Finally, there is the Middle East, that cradle of culture

and religious life, where peoples of the same ethnic quality, linked

together by the inter-action of religious and cultural traditions,

are not able to find the means for the solution of their disputes,

possibly because external pressures, the game of spheres of political

influence and the hypocritical battle of the strategic interests of
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the great Powers keep the fires of discord alive.

"President Velasco Ibarra, the Head of State of Ecuador, has

frequently and enthusiastically expressed his admiration for the

Judaic people as an eternal spiritual force and his firm support

for Israel regarding its need to "be granted the right to a secure

and recognized existence. My country, which has a long tradition

of respecting the principle of the peaceful settlement of disputes

and international conflicts, considers it indispensable that a

negotiated decision be reached within the letter and the spirit

of the Charter. The Secretary-General himself, in his introduction

to the annual report on the work of the Organization, spoke with

realism about the need to start negotiations. He said:

"Only when the talks get under way and the parties begin to

deal with substance will it become clear whether they are

prepared, in the interests of peace, to accept those

compromises, and even to take what they believe to be those

risks to their vital interests, which are the inescapable

price for a peaceful settlement". (Ibid, para.̂ 8).

Mr. Ickouga. People's Republic of the Congo (A/PV.1855 at page 62):

"... The events in the Middle East and the tragic occurrences

there also carry the mark of the criminal work of imperialism, which

now intends to set Asians against Asians, latin Americans against

Latin Americans, Africans against Africans and Arabs against Arabs.

We favour peaceful solutions of disputes but as far as concerns the
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Middle East dispute, the fundamental interests of the Palestinian

people must "be protected. There will never be a solution to this

crisis as long as the Palestinian people, denied their rights, are

not associated in any possible negotiations."

Mr. Kirchschlaeger. Austria (A/PV-1855 at pages 72-73):

"... It is an undeniable fact that it has not become possible

to put an end to warfare in the Middle East or even to reduce the

hazards the situation in the Middle East presents to vorld peace.

There was no lack of earnest endeavour from various sides. In

particular one has to rate highly the efforts deployed by the great

Powers to reach a formula ecceptable to all parties for settling

the differences in the Israeli-Arab conflict. The cease-fire and

the renewed search for a political solution to the conflict through

the interposition of the United Nations mediator, Ambassador Gunnar

Jarring, were overshadowed by the sanguinary battles fought in

Jordan. In the long run, however, the only hope for a solution

would seem to lie in a settlement of the deeply rooted differences

among the peoples of the Middle East by peaceful means. Austria is

convinced that the Security Council resolution of November 19&7

points to a way that would lead to a peaceful living together of

the peoples of that area, a region so rich in cultural heritage and

economic potential. Austria is prepared to continue its contribution

to the United Nations peace-keeping operations in that area and is
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also willing, whenever it is deemed desirable, to provide observers

or contingents even on a larger scale."



Mr. El Khani. Syria (A/PV.1856 at pages 6 to 11):

"Just a few days ago a most honourable and distinguished Foreign

Minister of a great country spoke from this very rostrum of a return

to the law of the jungle. I wonder how one could describe the sale of

destructive weapons to South Africa. It seems to me that this

distinguished Minister forgot that the law of the jungle was established

by one of his illustrious predecessors more than fifty years ago when

he promised a land which he did not own to a people which did not exist.

He should have promised it a part of his own Kingdom. That would have

been much simpler and more logical and the world would not have suffered

for more than half a century the troubles which have kept the constant

threat of another world war hovering over our heads. For more than

thirty years this law of the jungle was established and carried out by

successive British Governments in Palestine. It continues now in the

hands of the Zionists and racists by what they so insolently call

collective punishment. These acts of pure barbarism were condemned by

our General Assembly last year in resolution 2535 B (XXIV) which speaks of:

"...collective punishment, arbitrary detention, curfews,

destruction of homes and property, deportation and other

repressive acts against the refugees and other inhabitants

of the occupied territories".

This is the law of the jungle which Great Britain established in Palestine

and which the United States is protecting, encouraging and supporting today

by every possible means.

"If apartheid in South Africa is an affront to human dignity,

discrimination in Israel is an abominable crime because it aims at the

total annihilation of the Palestinian people by the Zionists, colonialists,
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imperialists and their agents.

"These Palestinian peoples whom they want to liquidate by all possible

means have been living for some twenty years in tents, in an inhuman

atmosphere, in inhuman physical and social condition, in a pitiless manner.

The only harvest has been death, privation and poverty, poverty which

engenders hate, indignation and revolt against all institutions and in

particular against our Organization because it was this Organization

which was the source of these evils and the bases of the misfortunes of

these people.

"Twenty-two years ago the United Nations made its greatest mistake,

and by this very fact it committed the greatest injustice in the history

of mankind. After twenty-two years now the whole world has been reaping

the bitter harvest of this injustice and is becoming more and more aware

of the serious consequences of this mistake.

"If during the course of history certain examples of fait accompli

have been accepted, the artificial creation of Israel in Palestine will

never be agreed to. It is a grafting operation which will have no success.

Rejection is stronger and the patient who has been the subject of such grafting

will die sooner or later.

"The Palestinian people is aware today of its personality. As a nation

it has become entirely fedayeen. Its struggle for the recovery of its

usurped motherland is most just and noble. It is not alone in its struggle,

it has the whole Arab people behind it. All the forces of freedom in the

whole world are behind it. Even in the most reactionary and most

capitalistic of countries the free masses are supporting the struggle of

the Palestinians. It is no longer a refugee people who are living on
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and its future. It has been watiting in vain for twenty-three years to

see the awakening of the human conscience of the world and the principles

and the resolutions put into effect and the people responsible for the

crime punished. But the days go by, misfortunes accumulate and the

resolutions pile up. These resolutions recognize their inalienable rights

but remain dead letters because that is the wish of the imperialists and

the Zionists. Wot having succeeded in recovering their legitimate rights

from the United Nations, the Palestinian people will resort to all

possible means to liberate their homeland.

"I should like to take this opportunity to say how great, sublime, brave and

magnanimous is the attitude of Mrs. Bandaranaike, a lady full of courage and

dignity, or wisdom and humanity, when she so bravely corrected the mistake

committed by the previous Government of Ceylon and withdrew recognition

from the State of Israel.

"How great and praiseworthy is the attitude of the countries which

have refused to recognize this artificial creation and which have so bravely

resisted all imperialist pressure to recognize Israel.

"How great, estimable and praiseworthy is the attitude of the Soviet

Union and the socialist countries which, after the Zionist act of aggression

of 196? against Arab countries, broke off diplomatic relations with Israel and

are giving us all possible support and are at our side in condemning the

acquisition by force of Arab territories, and which are demanding the total

withdrawal of the forces of aggression from all occupied territories.

"How great and praiseworthy is the attitude of the non-aligned countries
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which, in the Dar-es-Salaam Preparatory Conference and in the Summit Conference

in Lusaka, recognized in unambiguous terms the inalienable right of the

Palestinian people and called for their resettlement in their usurped

motherland, and supported their national liberation struggle against

colonialism and racism. This Conference in Lusaka condemns in clear

terms the flagrant policy of the continuous use of force as a means of

exercising pressure and considers that it is inadmissible for Israel to

continue to occupy the territories of three soverign non-aligned States.

"I should not forget, either, the numerous resolutions adopted by

the Commission on Human Rights, all of "which recognize the rights of the

Palestinian people and condemn most severely the Israeli refusal to apply

the fourth Geneva Convention.

"I should not like to dwell further on the Palestine question because,

however important and delicate a question it may be, it should not cause

us to forget the other problems of the world for which the United Nations

should find a solution.

(at pages 12 to 1?)

"In the Middle East, the Syrian Government condemns Zionist racist

aggression and imperialist aggression against Arab countries.

"It demands the immediate and unconditional withdrawal of Zionist

occupation forces from all territories and all positions acquired after

5 June 1967, in order to prevent the aggressor from enjoying the fruits of

his aggression. The question is not one of evacuating certain territories

in order to maintain secure frontiers, because even the Atlantic Ocean in our

day does not constitute a secure frontier.
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"The Syrian Government fully recognizes the right of the Palestinian

people to self-determination and supports it in its legitimate struggle

to literate its land from the neo-Nazi colonialist occupiers.

"The will for peace mentioned by the Secretary-General in his report

is and remains the most ardent desire of my country and this has always been

the case. Its attachment to peace, together with the generosity and

hospitality which are very well known features of the Arabs, has earned

us for many centuries the reward of foreign domination.

"There is a peace imposed by force and based upon the denial of rights,

and this a fragile peace doomed to failure. The period between the two

World Wars was sufficient demonstration of this. There is also a peace

based upon right and justice, and this is the peace which lasts.

"Yesterday, from this very rostrum, the representative of the United

States, speaking of peace in the Middle East, said that his Government is ready to

contribute to a renewal of its efforts for peace in this region.

"With your permission, I shall explain to you how the American Congress

understands those efforts and carries them out. Two days ago there was

an article in The New 'York Times from which I shall read certain extracts:

it is entitled "Israelis get assurances from Congress that they can buy

missiles and tanks as well as planes". The article reads:

"Israel received explicit assurances from Congress today

that the arms she might !buy on favourable credit terms in the

United States would include missiles and tanks as well as

aircraft.

This clarification was contained in a. House-Senate conference

Committee's version of the $19.9-billion military procurement
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bill, which was sent to the two chambers and is

expected to win final approval later this week".

"The article continues:

"With the Tail! imposing no cost or quantitative limits

on Israeli credit purchases, the Administration had the specific

authority to grant Israel probably the most open-ended arms

buying program in the world.

"Because of Israel's shortage of foreign exchange, she

has been permitted under the bill to obtain military equipment

here on credit terms not less favourable less than those offered

other countries.

"In the past, Israel paid in cash for most of her purchases.

For the 50 Phantoms authorized in 19̂ 8, she paid two-thirds

in cash, with one-third covered in short-term credit. In addition

to the new credit arrangement, the Administration is preparing to re-

finance earlier Israeli defense purchase debts.

"Today's action in congress served to reassure the Israelis

of easy access to American equipment as the Middle Eastern crisis deepened".

(The New York Times, 29 September 1970• page 15)

"The United States, then, has offered Israel limitless funds and

enormous facilities to acquire tremendous quantities of aggressive arms to be

used against the Arabs. That is the American interpretation of the will to

peace. Happily, in the free world peace is not viewed in the same way, and

with your permission I shall also read an excerpt from an article by

Mr. George Montaron published on 13 August 1970 in Christian Witness:
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"Peace? But vhat peace?

"In 19̂ 7 a grave injustice was committed against the Palestinians,

They were driven out of the towns and countryside where they had

been "born. They have to live in exile. This injustice must be

redressed. These men and women have the right to live in their

own homes if they so wish. Since 19VT hundreds of thousands of

Israelis have been living as second-class citizens because they are

Arabs, Moslems or Christians — because they are not Jews. This

situation cannot continue. A growing number of Israelis are beginning

to resent this fact, and their action should be supported.

"Since 1967 Arab people have been living under an occupation

regime. They have been awaiting liberation, a legitimate demand

because there can no longer be — and I quote Pope John XXIII —

'people who dominate and people who are dominated'.

"It is these truths of which the Palestinian organization

ceaselessly reminds us, and does so vigorously, even if it is a little

annoying. How can they possibly be reproached for that? The super-

Powers are ignoring the Palestinians, as they did in 1947 when they

gave the Jews the land of Palestine as though it were uninhabited.

Many Governments fear them because they are poor and free of any

connexion with imperialists and because they have the revolutionary

ideal that is a cause for anxiety for feudal systems. As to world

public opinion, it is not too familiar with them because they have

hardly presented themselves to the world yet.

"But that is the root of : the question in the Middle East.



"They are told that armed struggle is not the only way for them to

make themselves heard and to recover their dignity. That may be true,

but so far they have had no alternative. Do present political trends in

the Middle East allow them to fight on the diplomatic and political

plane? That is not certain. However, the Palestinian leaders have the

duty to leave no stone unturned in seeking the best means of obtaining

their objective in the best possible conditions. Let them not forget that

sometimes war is, despite appearances and the suffering of those who fall

in battle, an easy way for leaders who lack imagination. Let them remember

that in recent history peoples have struggled for their liberation and

that they were able to use many different means. Revolutions are not

to be copied. Freedom struggles are not always the same. It is for

each to find its own way, and in this we can trust the Palestinian

leaders because they are very closely connected with their own peoples"

"̂ hat, then, is the peace professed here by the Israeli Foreign Minister?

Peace dictated by aggression? Peace based on annexation? The peace refused by

Dayan, Beguin and their colleagues? The peace of Deir Yassin and the other

monstrous massacres? Peace based on the complete denial of the legitimate

rights of the Palestinian people? What peace? And what confidence can we have

in the words' of the Foreign Minister of Israel, which have been refuted by the

threatening statements of his militarist colleagues?

"If Israel really wants peace, let it negotiate with the Palestinian leaders.

They are the ones most closely concerned in the matter. Let them begin by

carrying out the innumerable resolutions of this Assembly that have remained

dead letters in the archives. Actions and sincerity cause us to believe people,

not fine words, rhetoric or dialectics.



"The same Foreign Minister spoke of "the invasion of Jordan by the

regular troops of the Syrian army." I say this parenthetically, because

he mentioned it; I shall not reply to his false allegations, "but I would

refer you to the report of a Reuters correspondent who is neither Syrian

nor Palestinian; everyone knows that Reuters is a British agency. He

was on the spot when the fighting was going on, and he categorically

denied the participation of Syrian forces in the fighting.

Mr. Grimes, Liberia (A/PV.1856 at page 31):

"My delegation also welcomes the initiative of the Government of the

United States of America in obtaining a cease-fire in the Middle East. The

situation there calls for the establishment of mutual confidence and much

self-discipline on all sides if the negotiations now sponsored by the

United Nations are to achieve any success. And it is our hope that the

willingness to silence the guns and negotiate will bring about success in

the search for peace.

Mr. Kikhia. Libya (A/PV.1856 at page k):

"However, it should be noted that the United Nations has failed to achieve

the basic purpose for which it was originally founded: namely, to face up

to aggression and prevent occupation land annexation of territory through war

and usurpation. This failure is best illustrated by the Organization's

negative and inert stand towards Israel's persistent aggression against the

Arab countries, and its continued occupation of territories of three States

Members of this Organization.



"The situation, in the Middle East is deteriorating steadily as a

result of Israel's persistent efforts since its creation to undermine any

peace initiative in the area, for the simple reason that peace entails

putting an end to Israel's expansionist plans and its racial policy.

The painful events we witness today in the Middle East are but the direct

result of Israel's disregard for all United Nations resolutions calling

for the return of the Palestinian people to their occupied homes, lands,

property, and farms, or for compensation for those who do not wish to

return. These tragic events are also the result of Israel's violations of all human

rights in occupied Arab territories, and its disregard of United Nations

resolutions regarding the status of the city of Jerusalem. Meanwhile, Israel

seeks to erect "barriers to all efforts made inside and outside the United Nations

which may lead to a just and permanent settlement of the problem.

"In fact, Israel's decision to withdraw from the discussions scheduled

to start under the auspices of Mr. Gunnar Jarring, the Special Representative

of the Secretary-General, and its previous attempts to undermine the Four

Power talks, are clear indications of Israel expansionist aims in the area.

Furthermore, at a time when Israel openly declares its rejection of peace

initiatives and prepares to launch a new aggression against the Arab countries,

the United States of America, while pretending to be concerned about peace

in the area, does everything to encourage Israel's attitude, shipping to that

country Phantom and Skyhawk jets and large quantities of electronic

equipment, and extending other types of assistance and support. The United

States attitude can only be construed as an encouragement to Israel to pursue

its aggressive policies, annex new territories, and continue its occupation

of Arab lands. Such an attitude seriously imperils world peace and constitutes
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a "breach by the United States of America of its special obligations as a great

Power towards world peace and the United Nations.

"As a result of United States support of Israel the Arab States are

compelled to seek arms in self-defence and to devote for that purpose

substantial funds which otherwise could have been used for development plans.

"Allow me to point out briefly some facts pertaining to Zionism and

Zionist aims in the area, in order that one aay understand the crux of the

problem in the Middle East, knowing full well that Zionism is an ideology

dedicated to racism and expansionism.

"First, Israel will accept as borders only those designated as being

for "Greater Israel". The simple conclusion to be drawn here is that the

territories occupied by Israel in 19&7 Barely constitute the minimum under the

expansionist plans drawn by Zionist leaders.

"Second, Israel was created by force and knows no other means of imposing

its will and realizing its expansionist aims and racist policies. Consequently,

it is not surprising that Israel continues to ignore world public opinion,,

and adamantly rejects the resolutions adopted by the United Nations and

various international conferences.

"Thirdly, both Israel and Zionism have not so far recognized the rights

of the people of Palestine, nor have they admitted that they have inflicted

injustices on this people. Recently, Mrs. Meir was asked about the

Palestinian people. "The Palestinians? Who are they?" she reportedly

answered. "I have never heard of them before..." The lady should be reminded

that the Palestinians have lived in that country for thousands of years, long

before she and others set foot on the land of Palestine. It is the Palestinians

who opened their doors to receive the persecuted Jews, who later ungratefully
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denied that gesture, and plotted with the colonialist Powers to drive them

out of their lands. It is the Palestinians who, for the past twenty-five

years, have lived in persecution, misery and suffering, while awaiting

justice at the hands of the international Organization and the international

community, expecting it to aid them in recovering their legitimate rights.

"It is those same Palestinians who are now struggling to establish a

secular democratic State in Palestine where Jews, Christians and Moslems can

live in peace and harmony, that "being the most humanistic solution worthy

of the support of this Organization as well as of all peace and justice

loving peoples.

"Thus, it was with the full knowledge of the United Nations that the most

heinous crime of the century was committed with the creation of the State of

Israel, resulting in the eviction of a whole people and consequently the

deprivation of its basic human rights, its rights to its land and country,

and its basic right to self-determination. Yet, the United Nations has

recognized the injustice inflicted upon the Palestinian people, as it has

repeatedly taken cognizance of Israel's aggression. Such acknowledgement is

evident in the many resolutions that have consistently been adopted by the

Organization since its inception until now, both in the Security Council and in the

General Assembly.

"We believe that the only way to put an end to those violations of the

Charter and to Israel's continued attempts to impose its will on the whole

world is through the application of the sanctions provided for in Chapter VII

of the Charter, and by reconsidering Israel's membership in the United Nations,

before its aggressive acts become a dangerous precedent for those countries

which may be tempted to follow suit. Such a development would certainly



undermine world peace and the world Organization, while threatening the

future of all mankind."
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Mr. Luus. Netherlands (A/PV.1856 at page 56)

"But there is more to it. A thorough preparation of all the

subjects to be discussed and an assurance of progress is one thing,

tut the policies! climate is another. This climate is at present

conditioned mainly by three factors. ...

"The third factor is the development of the crisis in the Middle

East. It was, I am sure, a great relief for everybody when the fighting

in Jordan stopped and when the hostages were freed. Maybe now a new

possibility will arise for talks between the Arab States and Israel

under the patient guidance of Ambassador Jarring. However, the role

of the Soviet Union and the United States of America in promoting peace

in the region is — as you all will agree — truly a paramount one.

All of us should refrain from rendering more difficult the present

delicate situation. In this respect I earnestly hope that the cease-

fire between Israel and some of its Arab neighbours will be prolonged

after 5 November next.

"The development of the crisis in the Middle East will likewise

have its impact on the possibilities of a detente in Europe and on a

European security conference. The Middle East is a region whose

stability remains of prime importance to Europe."

Mr. Harmel, Belgium (A/PV.1856 at pages 80-81)

"Today we must make provision for the economic and social restoration

and rehabilitation of the regions affected by the conflict in the

Middle East. In that particular case my country is well aware that

no real solution will be forthcoming as long as the Palestinian

refugees have no home nor the economic means of development.

"Belgium announces that it will participate in any European plan

for rehabilitating the devastated areas which will enable those refugees

to settle in a stable and happy environment. We have submitted to the

European agencies the plan drawn up for this purpose by a Committee

headed by the President of the Belgian Senate. Once formulated a programme

of European co-operation would help the parties to the conflict in their

search for peace. "



On a more immediate and completely bilateral level and in swift

response to the moving appeal of our President and the Secretary-General,

the Belgian Government immediately decided to make a substantial

contribution in aid of the many victims of the recent events in Jordan.

"More generally, I cannot speak of the conflict in the Middle East

without once again reaffirming the Belgian Government's whole-hearted

support for all diplomatic efforts aimed at ensuring the swift and full

implementation of the Security Council's resolution of 22 November 1967.

Unfortunately, three years have already gone by since the essential

conditions for a political settlement of the Middle East question were

laid down. ¥e venture to hope that both the letter and the spirit of

the cease-fire agreement of 12 August, which we welcome as a happy event,

will be respected by the parties concerned. We are anxious to see the

early resumption of the talks initiated by Ambassador Jarring."

Mr. Zahedi. Iran (A/PV.1857 at page 17)

"The recent initiative in the Middle East, which has led to the

halt in the fighting and the reactivation of the Jarring mission, is

indicative of another move in this direction. Despite the emotions,

the complexity of the problem and the almost uncontrollable forces

operating in different directions, a basis for negotiations was found.

" It is, however, a matter of great concern that after much painstaking

preparation the talks are now at a standstill. The recent peace

initiative offered a ray of hope. ¥e felt it opened the door to a

peaceful settlement of the dispute. It continues to remain our earnest

hope that efforts to resume the talks will succeed. While the need

for seeking peace and tranquility through pacific means should remain

a cardinal consideration, due regard must also be paid to well-established

principles of conduct.
11 In the case of the Arab-Israeli conflict, those principles are

spelled out in the Security Council resolution of 22 November 1967

which provides the basis for a durable peace with justice in the area.
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In this context, Iran was the first country to declare that acquisition

of territory "by force is no longer admissible. This principle was

later embodied in the above mentioned Security Council resolution

which, inter alia, called upon Israel to withdraw its armed forces from

occupied Arab territories.

"It is my delegation's sincere hope that Ambassador Jarring' s

efforts in this direction will lead to the realization in this area of

the motto "Peace, Justice and Progress" which we have adopted for

this anniversary session."

Mr. Lupis. Italy (A/PV.185T at pages

"The hopeful note that has inspired my considerations on Europe

must yield to the most serious anxiety when I proceed to reviewing the

situation in the Middle East and the Mediterranean, at a time when we

must mourn the untimely demise of President Nasser.

"In joining in the unanimous tribute which has been paid to his

memory from this rostrum we express the firm belief that the new leaders

of the United Arab Republic will pursue the action undertaken with such

determination by President Nasser in order to find a political solution

to the conflict.

"All the recent events must spur us to renew our efforts towards the

re-establishment of peace in the Middle East with the observance of

Security Council resolution 2k2 (1967) and the need for security of all

parties involved in a balanced context in which the future of the

Palestinian people will no longer be considered solely in the light

of its humanitarian aspects but also of its political elements. The

security and integrity of the State of Israel, a Member of the United

Nations, is a permanent aim of the Italian policy as much as the security,

integrity and development of the Arab countries. Equally essential is

the need to set the desired solution of the conflict in the framework

of a system of guarantees to be completed by a system to monitor the

supplying of armaments. Along those lines Italy has directed its action

which is aimed at overcoming tension and radicalism in an area of the

world so near to it.



Mr. Malik, Indonesia (A/PV.1857 at page lf-3)

"The Middle East crisis, which constitutes perhaps the most dangerous

of our immediate concerns, not only remains unsolved but has even deteriorated.

"In August this year, with prospects for a settlement within our grasp,

we were full of hope when the initial efforts of the United Nations mediator,

Ambassador Jarring, did produce a ninety-day cease-fire. However, we feel

obliged to express our serious misgivings about some of the latest develop-

ments, which have caused the situation in the Middle East to become more and

more explosive. We have still time to arrest it. We began the cease-fire

with ninety days in which to work. There are still thirty-eight days left.

Indonesia's position on this Issue remains unchanged, and I can only repeat

what I said last year. We feel that our vital interests are involved with

the outcome of the struggle of our Arab brothers in the Middle East. We

cannot condone acquisition of another's territory by military force. We

believe that a just solution can be reached on the basis of Security Council

resolution 2̂ 2 of 22 November 1967. The withdrawal of Israeli forces to

the lines they occupied 'before the June war, therefore, constitutes a key

prerequisite for a negotiated settlement. Furthermore, no lasting solution

can be attained without the full restoration of the inalienable and lawful

rights of the Arab people of Palestine. My Government will continue to

give full support to the further efforts of Ambassador Jarring, and it

appeals at the same time particularly to the parties concerned to render

him the necessary assistance and co-operation to carry out his difficult

task."
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Mr. Alarcon. Cuba (A/FV.1858 at page 8):

"... The conflict created by imperialist aggression in the

Middle East continues unresolved. Cuba reaffirms its support of

the Arab peoples and once again calls for the withdrawal of Israeli

troops from all occupied territories in the United Arab Republic,

Syria and Jordan. Once again we express our solidarity with the

Palestinian people in their heroic struggle to exercise their

legitimate rights. ¥e express once again our feelings of grief

over the death of President Gamal Abdel Nasser, the great leader

of the Egyptian people and hero of the Arab nations. His passing

is a particularly severe blow for it has occurred at a time when

imperialists are threatening fresh aggression against the Arab people

while Nixon is rattling sabres around the Mediterranean."

Mr. Singh. India (A/PV.1858 at page 36):

"... West Asia is another region which is torn by bitter

conflict and has not seen peace for many years. Israel continues

to occupy large Arab territories seized in the 1967 conflict from

which they must withdraw. The human problem of Arab refugees exiled

from their homeland cannot be ignored and the just rights of the

Palestinian people must be respected.

"The determination of the international community to take

concrete steps to respect and protect the just and reasonable rights

of the Palestinian people would provide the most effective and

durable check against many desperate measures and the hijacking which

we all deplore and which cause much needless suffering to so many

innocent people. We are glad that all the hostages have been released.



"The foundations of a just and lasting peace in West Asia were

laid three years ago when the Security Council adopted resolution

2k2 (1967). This resolution must be fully implemented. My

delegation hopes that the talks under the auspices of the Secretary-

General 's Special Representative will take place without further

delay or procrastination. We share the general concern for peace in

this area and hope that the proposed talks will result in the

implementation of the Security Council resolution of 196? and a just

and lasting peace in the area."

Mr. Boutaleb. Morocco (A/FV.1858 at pages ̂ 1 to 46):

"... Three years have passed since the Israeli aggression of

June 1967. It is an illusion that the war in the Middle East lasted

only six days. In actual fact it has scarcely ever stopped. Israel

has almost incessantly intensified military operations inside the

occupied territories against Jordanian territory. It has carried

the war across the frontiers and into the villages of Lebanon and has

undertaken a series of aerial "bombardments of the town and industrial

installations of the United Arab Republic. The war has continued

without surcease on both sides of the Suez Canal and the opposing

artillery batteries in that zone have caused more damage than was

cause! on certain fronts in the Second World War. Yet in the United

Nations and in several capitals many efforts have been made to ensure

respect for the cease-fire and to start things moving towards the

quest for a solution.

The Tel-Aviv Government and its Chief of Staff have continuously
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opposed all these initiatives and have created political and

military situations which make the quest for peace even more difficult

and more remote.

"The Security Council resolution of November 196? nevertheless

defined the framework within -which this quest for peace might be

successfully pursued, but with its rhetoric the Israeli Government,

which has chosen to give that resolution as many interpretations as

it has members, has blocked the numerous efforts of the international

community, efforts that that community attempted to uphold with

optimism.

"During these three years of continuous warfare and tireless

efforts, the Israeli Government's policy has shown at least one

constant factor: the rejection of peace and the determination to

consolidate its present conquests as one stage in an expansion that

some of its members unabashedly proclaim from time to time.

"At the beginning of August 1970 the international community

welcomed with hope the latest initiative that had resulted from

great and concerted efforts. It may be said today, with deep

conviction and in the light of the latest events, that the dilatory

manoeuvres of Tel-Aviv are at the sources of the deteriorating

situation in the region. Since the acceptance of the Security

Council resolution by the Arab States concerned nothing has been

forthcoming from the Israelis to encourage them in their will to

peace. Indeed, the intensification of military operations on the

one hand and diplomatic intransigence on the other have justified
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the Arab world in its substitution of despair for hope.

"The new situation created by the tragic death of President

Nasser at a time when he was courageously doing everything possible to

bring peace closer renders still greater the responsibility of the

Tel-Aviv Government, which has done everything — and in the most

irresponsible fashion — to delay the process of arriving at a

political solution. In paying tribute to the statesmanship of

President Nasser the whole world without exception has alluded to

his desire of restore peace in the region and his courage in having

tried to do so. The Egyptian leader's death is more than cause for

profound sorrow for the Egyptian people. In him, the Arab world has

lost one of the most outstanding figures of its recent history, and

the international community also has lost one of the most dedicated

architects of the policy of peaceful coexistence and international

co-operation.

"The trial period of the cease-fire is now drawing to a close.

Must we again let it pass, to the satisfaction of Israel? If so,

what might be expected after 7 November? Must the international

community be a helpless witness first to aggression then to

provocations compromising all peace efforts and tomorrow, perhaps,

the resumption of a war that could only be more violent than it

was before?

"¥e must repeat here what we for our part have constantly

emphasized at all times and what His Majesty the King has also

repeatedly reaffirmed, namely, that the quest for a Just and lasting

solution in the region must necessarily be built on respect for the
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rights of the Palestinian people as such.

"The principles set forth in the Security Council resolution

and in the latest peace initiative should indeed make it possible

to eliminate the consequences of the aggression and to secure

respect for the principles of the Charter. But any peace effort,

no matter how praiseworthy, would remain inadequate if it ignored

one of the most pertinent realities of the Middle East situation,

namely, the existence of the Palestinian people and their legitimate

determination shoulder their own destiny.

"It is "because the peace-makers persist in regarding the

Palestinian factor as a simple refugee problem, to which a so-called

humanitarian solution could be found by assembling them in camps and

assuring them, for better of worse, of a marginal existence, that

they were more or less taken lay surprise by the tragic events that

lately rent Jordan. It would be criminal, above all after that

tragedy, to fail to recognize that the refugees have become combatants

and that those combatants are people who wish to recover their

fatherland.

"Resolutions that tackle this problem with euphemisms and peace

plans that ignore it will remain futile endeavours. If it is really

desired that peace be restored in the Middle East the restoration

of the rights of the Palestinian people must necessarily be envisaged.

The rapid and dangerous development of the situation in the Middle

East requires lucid and energetic decisions in the days ahead. Our

Organization has a legal and political framework within which to
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pursue a solution. The Secretary-General has a personal representative

whose qualities have been acclaimed throughout the world. The great

Powers are aware of what is at stake in this development.

"Must Tel-Aviv alone maintain a stubborn desire to perpetuate

a territorial occupation which is incompatible with the restoration

of peace, and must the international conscience continue to ignore

the rights of the Palestinian people whose tragic fate no longer

allows their existence to be ignored?

Mr. Shevel, Ukrainian SSR (A/PV.1898 at pages 62-63):

"In speaking about the need to strengthen international security

we can not forget that the aggresive forces of imperialism, resorting

to all possible means, aggravate international tensions and create

dangerous hotbeds of military conflicts which threaten to grow into

a new world war. An example of this is the present situation in the

Middle East, which is living through one of the most dramatic and

complex periods of its history.

"The just struggle of the Arab countries against the Israeli

aggression and for the elimination of its consequences graphically

demonstrates that the position-of-strength policy pursued by Israel

and encouraged by certain imperialist circles has no future. The

basis for a settlement of the Middle East crisis is well known; it

is the Security Council resolution of 22 November 1967.

"The temporary cease-fire and the reactivation of the go-between

mission of the Special Representative of the United Nations Secretary-

General, Gunnar Jarring, was an encouraging step. It became possible
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owing, above all, to the peaceful and constructive position taken

by the United Arab Republic. But the noble mission of the United

Nations is being essentially blocked and undermined by the

obstructionist activities of Israel, which is encouraged by influential

circles in the United States and some other countries. The imperialist

forces are now using any pretext to aggravate the situation, and they

count on sowing discord between individual Arab States. For their

sordid purposes, they try to make use of the outbreaks of internecine

animosity in Jordan and threaten direct armed intervention.

"In the circumstances the Unkrainian SSR delegation wishes to

draw attention to the fact that all peace-loving forces must maintain

a great vigilance and firmness in order to prevent armed intervention

from outside in the affairs of Arab States, to accomplish a peaceful

political settlement in the Middle East.

"We express the hope that the severe bereavement suffered by the

United Arab Republic will not break the determination of the people

of that country to seek the strengthening of their Mnity on an anti-

imperialist basis and that it sill promote their just and legitimate

struggle for independence and territorial integrity, for the

elimination of the consequences of the Israeli aggression and for

the establishment of lasting peace in the Middle East."

Mr. Yazid. Algeria (A/PV.1859 at page 6):

"... President Nasser continued:

"In our part of the world, the Arab East, the United Nations has

forgotten its Charter and disregarded its responsibilities towards
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the rights of the people of Palestine.

"Have the days and the years led to a solution of the problem?

Have the people of Palestine forgotten all about their country,

their land and their homes? Did the Arab nation forget the tragedy

of the Arab people of Palestine, against whom imperialism conspired

— with a mandate from the League of Nations — taking upon itself

to promise to certain groups a country belonging to another people?

Since when have the motherlands of peoples been the property of the

imperialist, to dispose of arbitrarily and to give to others?

"Imperialism has its own logic. The logic of imperialism, as

manifested in its crime against the people of Palestine, has been

to break the geographical unity of the Arab world, on the one hand,

and, on the other, to create for itself in the very heart of the

Arab world a base from which to threaten the Arab peoples. I believe

no stronger proof of this could be given than the conspiracy which

led to the tripartite aggression against us in 1956.

"Have the peoples of the Arab nation accepted the geographic

division imposed on them by imperialism?

"A phenonemon worthy of reflection is that the drive of Arab

unity has extracted its great power from this aggression; in fact,

we find that in its footsteps canethe birth of the United Arab

Republic.

"Have the people of Palestine accepted the loss of their mother-

land? Did the Arab nation accept that loss? It is certain that the

determination of the Arab peoples to restore the Arab rights in
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Palestine has since this aggression become one of the major driving

forces in the Arab East." (ibid., paras. 129, 130, 131, 132, 133, 13*0.

(at pages 12-13)

"The Palestinian people has taken its destiny into its own hands.

More than twenty years of joint acts of aggression on the part of the

imperialist-Zionist forces have not succeeded in eliminating the

national Palestine fact, which is the dominating factor in the Middle

East situation. This people exists and fights, but our Organization

continues to ignore its existence and its fight. It is today in the

vanguard of the liberation struggles, and that is why imperialism

has unleashed all its forces and strength against it. The initiators

of what is known as the Rogers plan had as their principle object the

elimination of Palestinian resistance. American-Zionist imperialism has

found in Jordan reactionary forces to carry out a dirty criminal task,

the massacres of tens of thousands of Palestinians, old men, women and

children. These massacres have been perpetrated under the cover of

the military umbrellas of Washington and Tel Aviv with considerable

logistic support from the United States. Never has the co-operation

and co-ordination of the imperialists, Zionists and Arab reactionaries

been so clear-cut and so flagrant as during the recent bloody events

in Jordan.

"The Algerian revolution, faithful to its principles and its

fundamental policies, has ceaselessly been behind all causes for

liberty throughout the world. It unconditionally backs the Palestinian

people and indeed supports all the Arab peoples struggling against the
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the Zionist aggressor and occupier.

"The problem of the elimination of the consequences of the

Israeli aggression of June 19̂ 7 is closely connected with that of

the restoration to the Palestinian people of its legitimate rights,

principally its right to self-determination and territorial integrity.

"The United States interventionism in the Middle East and in

the Mediterranean began with the installation in Palestine by force

and terror of a European settler colony, constituting a base at the

cross-roads of three continents, with the object of controlling the

natural resources of the region and fighting the Arab peoples'

emancipation movement. Israel and the Sixth Fleet have an identical

mission: that of subjugating, dominating and exploiting the Arab

peoples. The Zionist-imperialism threat and its alliance with the

Arab reactionaries in Jordan have strengthened the unity of the Arab

nation, strengthened its will to fight and developed its capacity

to resist."

Mr. Camara, Guinea (A/PV.1859 at page 22):

"A state of war continues in the Middle East — and we speak

with particular sadness and distress after the premature and unexpected

death of the great Arab leader, the late lamented President Gamal

Abdel Nasser — and the military occupation by Israel of Arab

territories remains a painful and distressing fact. The resolutions

of the Security Council, in particular its resolution of 22 November

1967 (2l*2 (1967)), have remain dead letters. If certain plans and

certain good offices gave rise to a ray of hope that hope was
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snuffed out very quickly by the adjournment sine die of the Jarring

mission.

"For our part, we remain convinced that peace in the Middle

East can be brought about only by the active and effective participation

of all the parties, particularly the Palestinians. Peace cannot be

restored in that part of the world without the total and unconditional

evacuation of all territories occupied by force."

Mr. Driss. Tunisia (A/PV.1859 at pages 36 tô l):

"... Our concern is even greater with respect to the Middle

East conflict. Our Organization is directly concerned in this problem

whose origins go back not only to the June 1967 war but also to the

resolution of 29 November 191<-T, which created Israel. The United

Nations at that time undertook a great responsibility to history. At

that time this act was justified by the suffering of the Jews in Europe

throughout the Second World ¥ar as a result of the nazi repression and

by the desire of the Zionist movement to provide the Jewish community

with a national homeland. Dr. Nahum Goldmann, one of the chiefs of

the Zionist movement, wrote in an article which was recently published

in the magazine Foreign Affairs:

"Theodore Herzl, the author of the Jewish States and the

founder of the Zionish movement, stated on one occasion that the

Zionist attitude was very simple. It consists simply of trans-

porting a people without a country to a country without a people.

"That formulation, like any simplification, is carried to

the extreme, false in its basic foundation. A large part of the



Jewish people after emancipation was already a people with a

country, and Palestine, which had been inhabited for centuries

by Arabs, was certainly not a country without a people."

"Unfortunately, the Arab people of Palestine who are today without

a country and a good part of the Jewish people have two countries,

and sometimes they even have two nationalities. Events of recent

weeks and the struggle which has taken place in Jordan has proved

this. While a large number of Palestinians are living under Israeli

domination in their own country, another part of them have been

living as refugees for more than twenty years and trying to organize

themselves so as to survive until the Palestinian people can recover

their legitimate rights to their country. In order to put an end to

the struggle of two nationalisms which are disputing fdr Palestine

- Arab nationalism and Jewish nationalism -and to promote reconciliation

and understanding, Yassir Arafat and the Palestine Liberation Movement

have proposed a solution which could well be studied. It is the

formation of a democratic State in which Arabs and Jews could live

under conditions of equality as in Lebanon, where Moslems and

Christians have a stable balance throughout the various institutions

of the country. This solution might seem hardly realistic to those

who could not imagine the possibility of a reconciliation between

Arabs and Jews, but it has the merit of providing possibilities for

discussion, provided the Israeli leaders cease to see in the Palestinians

merely an object for their domination. Israel, by viewing itself as a

religious state, does not permit of the inter-mixture of people of
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different religions. Everything that has been occurring in the area

is merely a series of aggressions: the war of 19̂ 8, those of 1956

and 1967, and expansionism, which is to be the detriment of the

countries of the Middle East.

"The Palestinian problem which opposes two nationalisms has

developped and become more complex, since today Israel and all the

Arab countries are facing each other. The generous movement of those

the latter to assist their Palestinian brothers who since 19̂ 8 have

been victims of Zionist aggression is not only distorted by all sorts

of propaganda but has also become a source of problems for all Arab

countries. Today while the Israeli troops are occupying the Goland

Heights, part of the West Bank and Jerusalem itself — which has been

the subject of special resolutions adopted by the General Assembly

and in the Security Council - Gaza, Sinai, the east bank of the Suez

Canal and Sharm-El-Sheikh, Israel - armed to the teeth and enjoying

a guarantee on the part of the great Powers which has been repeated

many times, claims that its main concern is to achieve a peace treaty

guaranteeing it secure frontiers. But who is the victim in the Middle

East? We have seen that although it has destroyed Ismalia completely,

Israel is still continuing its aggressive policies. Is that the best

road to follow?

"Resolution 2k2 (1967) of the Security Council was accepted by

the parties as an equitable solution. The Security Council did

indeed accomplish its task on 22 November 1967. It carried out its

functions perfectly. Although that resolution is a useful document
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it is the fruit of a compromise. It is vague. It is an expression

of weakness "because the four Powers tried after a very long period

of negotiation to pinpoint certain points of agreement which would

enable Ambassador Jarring to continue his efforts. The Rogers plan

has strengthened this mission which is still encountering great

difficulties. However, we must warn all parties concerned in the

Jarring mission against any attempt to solve the Middle East crisis

without taking into account the essential factor: the fate of the

Palestinian people. Any solution which did not take this factor into

account would, in the view of my country, be imperfect and would hold

great dangers for the future. I should like to recall here the

speech made by the President of the Tunisian Republic, Habib Bourguiba,

in this hall on 20 may 1968. Speaking of a solution to the Middle

East problem, he stated:

"In any case, whatever this solution may be, it can only

be conceivable with the participation and support of the principal

party concerned, the Palestinian people." (l658th meeting, p. 8).

"The problem which is still at hand is becoming ever-more

complicated. Once again we must, observe that a problem which is

not solved adequately at the first phase of its evolution may become

more complex.

"The efforts of the Big Four in this area would, in our opinion,

become more fruitful if they were itensified. Each Member of the

United Nations has a certain responsibility in this matter, although

the responsibility of some is more important than that of others.
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In any case, the time has come for Israel to respect the Charter

and the decisions of the United Nations. The time has come for

the international community to realize that the Palestinian problem

is not a refugee problem. For its part Tunisia has always viewed

those matters from that angle. It is tliat standpoint which, after

the events in Jordan, has guided my country in its recent efforts

for peace. In the present crisis the concern of Tunisia is to

contribute to the restoration of conditions of peace and brotherhood

between Jordan and the Palestinian community, thereby permitting

the restoration of peace in the area. However, in the view of my

Government that task falls once again on all peace-loving countries

and the Big Four in particular."

Mr. Khalid. Sudan (A/PV.1859 at pages 53 to 57):

"... First, the Middle East. Here again the authority and

prestige of this Organization is being exposed to a serious

challenge that threatens its very effectiveness as an instrument

for the maintenance and preservation of international peace and

security. We believe that the core of the so-called Middle East

Question lies in the proper understanding of the essential nature

of the Palestinian tragedy.

"The question is essentially related to the existence of the

Palestinians as a people and the right of this people to struggle

by every means at their disposal to maintain their national

identity and exercise their inalienable right to self-determination.
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The Palestinians are a nation who in consequence of the joint and

persistent collaboration of world imperialism and Zionism have been

physically displaced from their homeland and turned into a scattered

nation of camping refugees. This is a bitter reality which we have

to grasp before we should embark on finding ways and means to solve

the problem of the Middle East. The failure of the United Nations

in many of its efforts to deal with similar situations is precisely

due to its refusal to go into the roots of evil.

"Only very recently the Lusaka Summit Conference of Non-Aligned

States, representing more than half of the entire population of the

world, reiterated the views expressed by this Assembly in its

resolution 2353 (XXIV) of 10 December 1969, and passed the following

resolution:

"The Conference declares its full respect for the inalienable

rights of the Arab People of Palestine in their usurped homeland

and reaffirms its support in their struggle for national liberation

and against colonialism and racism, and declares that full respect

for the inalienable rights of the Arab People of Palestine is a

pre-requisite to peace in the Middle East."

"As we see it, the Palestinian people have a cause not only

recognized by this Assembly, but also by a sizable portion of inter-

national public opinion. We know of no freedom-loving people who

have withstood humiliation forever, and the Palestinian people are

no exception. The heroic struggle waged today by the Palestinian

Revolutionary Movement indicates the degree of the political
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awakening of a great people who have resorted to arms to face an

armed enemy.

"On the other hand, Israel still arrogantly insists on the

occupation of territories belonging to three States Members of

this Organization, thus creating a dangerous situation in the

Middle East and constituting a grave threat to world peace.

"Various resolutions have been adopted by this Assembly and by

the Security Council calling for the withdrawal of Israeli forces

from all occupied Arab territories since the June war of 1967. We

particularly refer to resolution 2k2 adopted by the Security Council

in November 196?» providing for the withdrawal of Israeli forces.

This resolution still remains unimplemented and will ever remain go

as long as the leaders of Israel still boast of their aggression and

cherish the dream of reaping its fruit and so long as they continue

to receive the unrelenting support of the United States both overtly

and covertly.

"¥e are firmly convinced that Israel could have never taken

this arrogant and defiant attitude had it not been for this continued

political, military and economic support accorded to it by the

Government of the United States of America. What we expect of a

great Power like the United States Government in this conflict is

a demonstration of impartiality and a genuine attempt to understand

the true nature of the Palestine people's problem. Without this the

desire for establishing a permanent peace in our area will continue

to be a remote one.
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"The concerned Arab countries which have accepted that

resolution — despite its shortcomings and the unusual circumstances

under which it was adopted — have displayed a marked degree of

moderation and flexibility in their sincere effort to reach an

acceptable solution. Contrary to these countries, Israel has

persistently obstructed all endeavours to implement this resolution

and sought to exploit its shortcomings to achieve its expansionist

goals and impose a settlement on the Arab countries tantamount to

surrender. But, as the late President Nasser has said, while the

Arabs are ready to knock at all doors that may lead to a just and

honourable settlement there is one door that they will never reach

to — and that is the door of capitulation.

We have been waiting to hear some happy tiddings from Tel Aviv

reflecting a change of heart. And only yesterday the Foreign Minister

of Israel came before this Assembly to elaborate on the Middle Eastern

problem with wit and word. But his speech, eloquent as it may have been,

was replete with inexactitudes and distorted through omissions. He

asked us to take as a point of reference for his analysis of the

problem what he called "the still unforgotten drama of 1967". But

to us and to all fair-minded people the inception of the drama was

not in 1967. The history of the Palestinian tragedy goes back to

19̂ 8 and beyond. It goes back to the days of the double dealings of

Wiitehall in the thirties and the tragic episodes of the forties

that ensued from it. It goes back to the days of the stealthy

usurpation of land through the connivance of the British administration.
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It goes back to the days of the criminal intimidation of which the

assassination of Lord Moyne in Cairo and the "blowing ot the King David

Hotel in Jerusalem -was but an example. It goes back to the days of

the wilful extermination of the Arabs in their villages of which the

massacre of Deir Yassin was just an episode. It goes back to the

days of the physical eradication of the more conscientious and vocal

against violence of which the slaying of Count Bernadotte was just

a sample. That is our point of reference, not to the unforgotten

drama of 196?» ̂ u* *° the ever-living tragedy of Palestine. And

because of this, Mr. Eban did not sound as convincing as he posed.

More deeds and a genuine change of heart are needed before anybody

can even dream to see the twilight of the peace depicted by the

Foreign Minister of Israel. And till the contrary is proved, we are

entitled to rest assured in our belief that peace-loving usurpers

are as probable as well-meaning burglars.

Mr. Amerasinghe. Ceylon (A/PV.1859 at pages 82-83):

"... Let me refer, in conclusion, to one of the most tragic

problems of our day, a problem for which the United Nations bears a

responsibility and which is a blot on the United Nations record. A

few months ago I had occasion to visit some of the refugee camps in

the Middle East. Here the United Nations Relief and Works Agency

and other humanitarian organizations are performing a heroic mission

with severely limited resources. Those who contribute towards the

maintenance of these — according to reliable estimates — more than
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a million refugees deserve our warmest thanks and appreciation. But

that is no answer and gives the United Nations no absolution. Here

are the human remnants of a people who once had a country of their

own — the British mandated territory of Palestine. It was created

at the end of one war only to be destroyed after the next. Their

experience is without parallel even in the shabbiest records of the

human race. They have been condemned to live in squalid shacks and

tattered tents in a wasteland of ruined hopes and empty dreams, most

of them for almost twenty-two years. They are without a State,

without a community and without an organization in which they can

lead a decent human existence, rear their children as other humans

rear theirs and rise above the degrading necessity of living on an

international dole.

"There are people all over the world living in huts below

subsistence level, but they belong somewhere. Not so the Palestinians.

They are being held up to ransom in a much cruder and more brutal form

than the airline passengers of hijacked planes. Their tribulations

are a life sentence from which only the United Nations can grant them

a reprieve. We would hope that something of the strenuous diplomatic

energy that is being displayed in regard to the problem of hijacking

would be diverted towards a search for a satisfactory solution of the

Palestine problem. The United Nations believes in justice. Here is

its opportunity to prove itself. This is only a part, though a very

important part, of the whole Middle East problem for which we hope a

just settlement will soon be found — a settlement just to all.
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"My Government continues to support without qualification the

form of aettlement contemplated in Security Council resolution 2k2

(1967) of 22 November 1967, which is founded on the inadmissibility

of the acquisition of territory "by force and the withdrawal of Israeli

armed forced from all Arab territories occupied after 5 June 1967."



Mr. Palamas. Greece (A/FV.1865 at page 33):

"... Clouds are hovering over the eastern Mediterranean, the

cradle of so many civilizations and the centre of so much light. We

share the general apprehension over the state of affairs prevailing

in the Middle East, an area close to us. For the sake of peace and

of our friends, who are many in this region, we do wish that the way

to a lasting and just peace will be open. Factual situations resting

on violence are precarious; they constitute a danger for all.

Sooner or later, they must yield to solution which could emerge from

today's realities only through negotiation carried on under the

auspices of the United Nations."

Mr. Barrow. Barbados (A/PV.1866 at page ll):

"... And what is the role of the United Nations in the Middle

East, where one of the gravest conflicts of our time has been raging

practically since the foundation of the Organization? Have the

permanent members of the Security Council, with their primary

responsibility for peace and security, used the Organization as a

centre for harmonizing the relations of the nations in that region?

No. They have favoured corridors, hotels and private apartments in

New York rather than the good offices of this Organization."

Mr. Helou. Lebanon (A/FV.1867 at pages 6-7):

"... But what matters far more than the specific elements which

are assets or liabilities, as it were, of the United Nations are the

methods and the criteria on the basis of which we make our value

judgments. To make such judgments, shall we compare our objectives



- 115 -

and our means of action, our declarations and our deeds, our demands

of others and our demands of ourselves? Twenty-five years is

certainly not a long time in the history of mankind. But let us ask

ourselves vhy these twenty-five years have made it possible to achieve

such exploits and such extraordinary successes in science and

technology, why they have been characterized "by so many leaps forward

in the discovery of the universe; while we move toward one another

so slowly on the road to mutual knowledge, with all that knowledge

means in mutual respect and love. For that is what is involved when

we talk about the essential conditions for progress and well-being.

Progress and well-being are achieved by a moral ascension and on this

level our balance sheet of today is and should be for each one of us,

even for the greatest, even for the most powerful, an examination of

our conscience.

"This is an opportunity to repeat that it is not a greater

abundance of motions and resolutions that will save us, and the

entire institution with us, but in many cases a change in the very

spirit which governs its functioning. Decisions are taken in which

one may seek in vain conformity with the proclaimed ideal of peace

and justice. Other decisions remain a dead-letter. How can Lebanon

fail to recall, as an illustration for everyone, the Palestinian

tragedy which continues to be played out on our frontiers and on our

territory, and to leave so many desperate victims?
\

"It is a cruel irony when formulas are presented as so many sins

against the mind: a land which has heard so many messages of charity

is being conquered, delivered to the most intransigent of racisms, to
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those very persons who, quite rightly, complained of the undertakings

of racism and called for human compassion in regard to their fate.

"More than a million Arab refugees have been suffering terribly

for many years, because of the pretext that it was necessary to find

a home for other refugees, and was in that way, a metropolis for an

empire.

"It is indeed strange that in the middle of the twentieth

century the armed forces of Zionism, putting napalm at the service

of their interpretation of the prophets, are frenziedly building and

enlarging a State, contrary to the course of history and to the

detriment not only of the Arabs, Christians and Moslem in Palestine,

but also perhaps of the Jews throughout the world who, whatever

their present homeland, have a suspicious allegiance to the Israeli

homeland.

"We certainly respect the Jews as members of the great human

family because we are in favour of freedom of religion and respect

for the human person. Those among our citizens who are of the Jewish

religion are considered by us to be one of the Lebanese communities.

But we refuse to accept an incarnation of Zionism in a State which is

oppressive and expansionist. ¥e denounce this as an enterprise of

spoliation and domination, the spoliation of the most accessible

neighbouring lands and the domination of the minds of persons who

are far away.

"In defending ourselves we have the conviction that at the same

time we are defending not only our spiritual and temporal patrimony, but

also the values of civilization which are the common heritage of all
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peoples. And it is our conviction that we are at the core of a

tragedy vhich threatens to extend step by step to all the countries

of the world in the form of the most cruel confrontations.

"The tragedy of Palestine, in its scope and gravity, has already

gone beyond the Palestinian people. The occupation of Arab territories

of Jordan, Syria and the United Arab Republic already jeopardize,

by way of an inexorable chain reaction, the security of our planet

and the future of the United Nations. That is so because any injustice

bears the seed of its own condemnation and, by continuing, provokes

and keeps alive an indefinite process of disorder and destruction;

and also because, through its objectives, its mystique and its violence,

the enterprise conquest, of which we are the victims and against which

we are in the forefront of the militants, te.nds to return the entire

human race to an obsolete era."

Mr. Lopez Bravo. Spain (A/PV.1867 at page 32)

"... We pay particular attention to anything that happens in

the Mediterranean especially so far as it affects the destiny of the

peoples along its shores. To this we add our feeling of brotherhood

with the Arab peoples and our conviction that their aspirations are

just. The United Nations will have the fullest support of Spain in its

efforts to reach a peaceful and just solution of the Middle East

conflict. What is needed is the full implementation of Security

Council resolution 2k2 of 22 November 1967 and all other relevant

United Nations resolutions. Together with the withdrawal of troops

occupying territories by force, the Government of Spain considers it
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to be of utmost urgency to activate Ambassador Jarring's mission.

We hope that he will meet with sincere and prompt co-operation from

all the Governments concerned. The legitimate rights of the

Palestinian people should be given due consideration."

Mr. Ismail. Malaysia (A/FV.1868 at page 12):

"... Another problem which required urgent solution is the

explosive situation in West Asia. For over two decades, the displaced

and dispossessed people of Palestine, who were evicted from their

homeland following the creation of Israel, have been languishing

under the agonizing ordeal of untold misery and injustice. I should

like to reaffirm here the conviction of my Government that for lasting

peace to be achieved in the Middle East there must be full and just

restoration of the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people. This

remains the crux of the West Asian problem, the just solution of which

is a prerequisite to lasting peace in the area.

"The continued Israeli occupation of Arab lands constitutes a

grave violation of the principles of the Charter and poses a grave

and immediate threat to peace. The implementation of Security Council

resolution 2k2 (1967) of November 196? is becoming increasingly urgent

in the face of the mounting tension and deteriorating situation in

that area. Recent developments, with the reactivation of the mission

of Ambassador Gunnar Jarring, offer some hope. My Government welcomes

the present initiative of the Jarring mission to work out a peaceful

settlement within the framework of the Security Council resolution.

However, we are gravely concerned at the current lack of progress in
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this initative and ve hope that the impasse may be speedily overcome."

Mr. Peter. Hungary (A/PV.1868 at page 35-56):

"... The Middle East situation, "Which is a result of agression,

is to a certain extent interlinked with the conditions in South-East

Asia. Had it not been for the general international situation,

aggravated by the aggression of the United States in Viet-Nam, the

militarists of the Israeli Government would not have ventured in 1967

to start an attack on the Arab countries. The continual acts of

aggression committed by the United States in South-East Asia give the

Government of Israel a certain courage to put off its acceptance of

the 1967 resolution of the Security Council, to maintain the conditions

of aggression and even to launch new attacks. Under the Charter of the

United Nations, if the Security Council is unable to provide protection

to the country which has been attacked, that country shall have the

right to any means of self-defense, including the use of force,

according to Article 51 of the Charter. The Israeli Government is

mistaken in its judgment of the conditions of internationa law if it

believes that it may negotiate on an equal footing with the neighbouring

Arab countries while holding illegal possession of territories

occupied by aggression. Israel first has to put an end to the

conditions of aggression, to leave the occupied territories, and only

then will a situation arise in which Israel can become a legitimate

party to negotiate on Middle East problems. Until then, however, the

Arab countries are entitled under the United Nations Charter to

prepare for retaking those territories even by force of arms.
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"The Arab countries, having regard for the interests of their

own peoples and for universal human interests, wish to find the

solution in a political settlement "by peaceful means. International

life has suffered a great loss by the death of the great Arab leader,

President Gamal Abdel Nasser of the United Arab Republic. Also in this

forum I express the Hungarian people's respect for the memory of

President Nasser and their profound sympathy with the mourning Arab

people fighting for their rights.

"The principles of a solution of the Middle East crisis are

formulated in the 1967 resolution of the Security Council. The way

to the application of the principles will be free when Israel withdraws

its troops from the territories occupied by the aggression. The ways

and means of this withdrawal ought to be fixed in international

agreements, and then all other provisions of the Security Council

resolution should be guaranteed by international agreement and

inte rnat ional a s surance s.

"Any step conducive to the solution of the Middle East problem

will have a favourable impact on the settlement of all other international

conflicts and problems in Asia, Africa. Europe and in Latin America."

Mr. Alaini. Yemen (A/PV.1868 at page 66):

"... I need not remind you of the problem of Palestine in order

to draw a comparison and a conclusion. The problem of Palestine could

cause a holocaust, the results of which no one would dare to contemplate.

"At the conclusion of the Second World War, the trusteeship system

was terminated in many parts of the world and the peoples of these
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territories were given the right to self-determination in order to

conduct their own internal affairs according to their free choice.

"This principle of self-determination was not applied in Palestine.

The British Mandate was terminated. Yet, in contravention of the terms

and obligations of the Mandate, the mandatory Power surrendered the

country to a minority group to the exclusion of the majority of the

population. Political pressure "by certain major Powers was exerted

on the United Nations to have it give its consent to this absurb

situation. Not only did the United Nations refrain from deploring

the expulsion of the Palestinians, but it accepted the establishment

of a Jewish State in complete denial of the right of the majority of

the Palestinians, Christian and Moslems alike, and in complete defiance

of the letter and spirit of the Charter.

"With the blessing of the United Nations and certain Powers, and

with methods which still remind the world of the facist and nazi

nightmare, the new racist authority in Palestine embarked on a two-fold

policy: terrorizing and displacing the indigenous Palestinians,

Christians and Muslims; importing and transplanting in their place,

aliens of a Jewish faith coming from countries where they and their

ancestors had lived for hundred and thousands of years.

"The Zionists continue their expansionist policy, not only in

Palestine, but even against the territorial integrity of three

independent Member States neighbouring on Palestine, while this

Organization has limited its role to the adoption of resolutions,

which we knew the aggressor would never heed; or to the collection



- 122 -

of charitable contributions for the Palestinians who have "been called

refugees, as if they were doomed to live forever in refugee camps or

else perish.

"And after a long, painful period of more than twenty years of

suffering and waiting, the Palestinians, living in camps and on charity,

have lost patience and hope in finding justice through this Organization.

So we see them now, trying with their own ways and means, their

sacrifices, their sufferings and their lives, to right the wrongs and

to regain their land and their rights. We are confident that the world

public opinion and conscience, which has started to listen to their

voices, will support their just cause. We are confident that despite

all the odds against them, victory at the end will be theirs.

"It is our earnest hope that the United Nations will reassess its

position with regard to the Palestinian problem and the people of

Palestine."
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President Figueres. Costa Rica (A/PV.1869 at pages 15-16):

"... The people of Israel have the right to enjoy in peace their

corner of earth both for historical reasons and because of the recent

efforts made over tvo long decades in the course of which they have

transformed the inhospitable rocky land into a home and the desert

into a garden.

"The Palestine refugees should be brought again into a normal

life, in territories that should not be lacking to them, and they

should cultivate arts and sciences instead of guerilla warfare and

hijacking."

Mr. Arikpo. Nigeria (A/PV.1869 at pages 21-22):

"... One of the most crucial of the world's present crises is

the conflict in the Middle East, a region with which Africa has a

very deep and special relationship. The Middle East crisis ominously

endangers world peace. For over twenty years two million hapless

re;fugees, dispossessed of their homelands, have had no homes besides

ragged tents in a desolate desert.

"Since June 1967» parts of the territories of Member States of

our Organization have remained under foreign occupation. Yet in spite

of the Security Council resolution of 22 November 1967, which provides

a balanced framework, indeed a package deal, for an equitable and

honourable solution of the Middle East crisis, all efforts to achieve

peace based on justice have remained blocked. In consequence, hope has

turned into despair; frustration into bitterness; and fear of the

future has led to acts of frightful desperation.



"My delegation recognizes the right of all States in the region

to exist within recognized boundaries; however, we do not recognize

the right of Israel to seize Arab territories by force. It is our

candid view that Israel's continuing occupation of Arab territories

as a result of the June 196? war is unjustified. We, therefore,

earnestly call for the withdrawal of Israeli forces from Arab

territories occupied since June 1967. We also make an urgent appeal

for a humanitarian solution of the Palestinian refugee problem.

"In this connexion, we support the efforts of Ambassador Jarring,

the Secretary-General's Special Representative, to implement the

Security Council resolution of 22 November 1967. We appeal to all

concerned to respect the existing cease-fire and to the four big

Powers to intensify their efforts for peace concertedly in the spirit

of, and in accordance with, the Security Council resolution. Nigeria

considers that the attainment of peace in the Middle East is particularly

central to international stability, and my Government firmly believes

that negotiations towards a settlement should not be stalled on any

grounds. Furthermore, a solution based on humiliation of one side by

another cannot last. Statemanship demands that negotiations between

contending parties must aim at peace with honour for all."

Mr. Jedrychowski. Poland (A/PV.1869 at page Jl):

"... The restoration of peace in the Middle East on the basis of

the resolution of the Security Council of 1967 depends exclusively upon

Israel's compliance with the United Nations decision. It is essential,
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however, that the Western super Power cease rendering support to

the State which is the aggressor in the Middle East and which continues

to occupy the illegally seized territories of Arab States."

Please, see also the attached copy of the statement made by

Mr. Eiad, United Arab Republic (A/PV.1869, pages 53 to 72).
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Mr. Rajbhandary. Nepal (A/PV.1870 at pages 5-6):

"... Another significant development concerns the Middle East,

a region "Which has not known a single moment of real peace in two

decades. The Middle East is a truly United Nations question: it

has been so since 19̂ 8. The recent peace initiative by the United

States has resulted in the re-establishment of the cease-fire for a

specified period of time. It has restored and revitalized the role

of the United Nations in the Middle East settlement. And, above all,

it has brought the parties together for talks.

"Despite the substantial charges and counter-charges of violations

of the cease-fire, the disorder and the violence in Jordan and the

unfortunate and untimely death of President Nasser — all of which

have introduced an element of uncertainty into the situation — the

value of the peace proposals has not decreased. We note with satisfaction

that the parties concerned have indicated their willingness to abide by

their commitment and, if necessary, to agree to the extension of the

cease-fire in order to facilitate the talks. The basis and framework

for a negotiated settlement have been laid down by the resolution of

the Security Council adopted in November 1967.

Mr. Kikhia. Libya (A/PV.1S70 at pages 16-17):

"... The people of Palestine has been victimized by a collusion

of the forces of colonialism, and imperialism and the interests of some

big Powers. Despite the passing of more than twenty years, it appears

that the world conscience has not awakened to the Palestinian tragedy.
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"The Palestine question has "been one of the outstanding issues which

the United Nations has taken up at every session for the past twenty-

three years, but a just and lasting solution in accordance with United

Nations principles has yet to be found. Zionism has managed to impose

its expansionist aims on the international community and to pursue

the policy of fait accompli, thus threatening world peace and security.

Twice within a period of slightly more than ten years Israel has almost

succeeded in bringing the world to the brink of a third global war.

"The United Nations has enacted resolutions to allow the Palestinians

to return to their homes or to be compensated accordingly. All efforts

to implement those resolutions have failed. Israel with its arrogance

has blocked all those efforts by systematic campaigns of aggression

in order to achieve its expansionist goals.

"In fact, Israel has been faced with a choice: either to accede

to United Nations resolutions, forgoing its dreams of expansion, and

thus allowing the achievement of a just and lasting peace in the area;

or to continue its policy of aggression and expansion. The first

alternative meant allowing the indigenous population to return to their

homes. That would have created a new society where Moslem, Christian and

Jew could live in peace. The second meant war, suffering and aggression,

but allowed for expansion. Israel chose the second to satisfy its

greedy appetite for conquest, resorting to criminal acts that shocked

the world: destruction of civil aircraft of one of the Member States

in the area; extending the boundaries of war in strafing civilian

institutions, killing helpless children in schools and uninvolved

factory workers; destruction of irrigation development projects; preying
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on peaceful villages and farms and murdering inhabitants by the use

of napalm; colonizing occupied territories; imposing collective

punishment; and setting holy shrines afire.

"The United Nations, which has recognized the inalienable rights

of the Palestinian people, would do well to support fully a realistic

solution, is sponsored by the Palestinian freedom-fighters: a just

and lasting peace for everyone in a democratic secular State of Moslems,

Christians and Jews living in harmony."

Mr. Loliki. Democratic Republic of the Congo (A/PV.1870 at page 26):

"... Why when peoples of the Middle have been calling our

Organization for almost twenty years to come to their assistance to

help them to live in peace and harmony, does the Organization remain

powerless to reply resolutely to those appeals?

Please see also the statements made in exercise of the right of

reply by:

1) Mr. Yost, United States (A/PV.1870 at pages 37 to 4l);

2) Mr. Tekoah, Israel (A/PV.1870 at pages k2 to 50);

3) Mr. El-Zayyat, United Arab Republic (A/PV.1870 at pages kQ to 56);

If) Mr. Baroody, Saudi Arabia (A/PV.1870 at pages 56 to 86).
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(The President)

We come now to the rights of reply. Every Government may ask for the

right of reply; I should, however, like to take this, opportunity to remind-those

representatives who participate in the debate or in the right of reply in this

particular issue that the United Arab Republic 'has asked for a debate on the- Middle

East in the week following the commemorative session, so.that all delegations

will have ample time and opportunity to put forward their views then.

I now call on the first representative who has asked to exercise

his right of reply, the representative of the United States.

•

Mr. YOST:(United States of America): My delegation and I listened with

close attention, but with considerable regret, to the statement of the Foreign

Minister of the United Arab Republic this morning. The Foreign Minister is an

eloquent spokesman of his country and we consider with the greatest care whatever

he chooses to say to us and to this Assembly. However, it is not our

view that the substance of the tone of his remarks this morning will

contribute to what we hope is his objective, as it is ours, to create a

lasting peace in the Middle East. Indeed it has been our conviction ever

since the adoption of Security Council resolution 2̂ 2 (1967) nearly three

years ago that the best hope for peace lay in carrying out that resolution

in all its parts and that the best, indeed probably the only, means of

carrying it out was through quiet diplomacy and patient negotiation.

I would suggest that the character of the Foreign Minister's statement

this morning goes far to confirm our belief that public debate is not the

way to solve this problem; indeed, that it is certain to heighten tension,

exacerbate tempers and raise even greater obstacles between us and our

common goal.

I do not think it likely that many delegations will accept the Foreign

Minister's thesis that the United States deliberately undermined its own

initiative of June of this year. My delegation does not believe that public

debate on who violated what provision of certain agreements and when is

likely to foster the end that all should be seeking: resumption of

negotiations under Mr. Jarring. ¥e regret that the Foreign Minister undertook



MW/j-ah ' A/PV.18TO
38-^0

(Mr. Yost)

to launch this debate this morning. Certainly we -were dismayed, as were

the rest of the peace-loving States of the world, when events in the area

brought about a suspension of Mr. Jarring's mission.

I should emphasize that, as a result of an intensive period of quiet

diplomacy this summer, the United States was able to work out with the

United Arab Republic, Jordan and Israel an arrangement whereby all three,

explicitly an(j without reservations, stated their agreement to carry out

Security Council resolution 2̂ 2 (1967) in all its parts, including mutual

acknowledgement of one another's sovereignty, territorial integrity and

political independence, and acknowledgement by Israel of its obligation

to withdraw from the territories occupied in the 19&7 conflict. This was

the first time such undertakings by all three parties had been entered into.

In order to reach agreement of the details of carrying out

resolution 2^2 (1967), the three Governments agreed to designate representatives

to discussions under the auspices of the Special Representative of the

Secretary-General, Mr. Jarring. The three Governments agreed to enter into

discussions under Mr. Jarring according to such procedure and at such

place and time as he might recommend, taking into account as appropriate

the preference of each side as to matters of procedure and previous experience

between the parties.

These were objectives which had long been sought and they were warmly

welcomed not only by the Governments but, more importantly, by the people

of all the States concerned, and indeed around the world. The arrangements}

including those concerning a standstill cease-fire, were clearly

set down on paper and freely accepted by all concerned. I shall read the

essential paragraph from the standstill cease-fire agreement which vas

accepted by the three parties:
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(Mr. Yost, United States)

"Both sides will refrain from changing the military status quo

within zones extending fifty kilometres to the east and thewest

of the cease-fire line. Neither side will introduce or construct

any new military installations in these zones. Activities

within the zones will "be limited to the maintenance of existing

installations at their present sites and positions and to the

rotation and supply of forces presently within the zones."

There can be no question, unhappily, but that this pledge was almost immediately

broken. New missile sites were constructed and more missiles were placed in

position, and SA2 and SAJ missiles were moved closer to the Suez, Canal in the

fifty-kilometre standstill zone. The inevitable crisis of confidence which resulted

understandably, though regrettably, produced an interruption of the talks

under Ambassador Jarring.

Over the past several weeks my Government has been making every effort to

create a situation wherein these talks could be resumed and the danger of a

breakdown in the cease-fire would be avoided. Past experience with the Middle

East has demonstrated that the only hope for progress lies in quiet diplomacy

rather than in harsh and contentious statements, as a result of which those

involved usually dig themselves into rigid positions, precluding movement and

compromise. We are continuing these efforts and we hope that others will see

the wisdom of joining us.

The United States remains convinced that peace can be achieved between the

Parties to the Middle East conflict based on the carrying out of Security Council

resolution 2 2̂ (1967) in all its parts and on agreement among the parties in

achieving a peaceful andacceptable settlement in accordance with the provisions

and principles of that resolution.

The PRESIDENT: I call on the representative of Israel in the

exercise of his right of reply.
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Mr. TEKOAH (Israel): Thank you, Mr. President, for giving me the

opportunity to address this Assembly in the exercise of my right of reply.

I have no intention to reply to the representative of Libya, who came

here to suggest that the United Nations should mark its anniversary by

entertaining the idea of dismantling one of its Member States and denying

its people their right to independence. It is sad indeed that the United

Nations should have to hear such aberrations from international law and

morality. After all, the eyes of the world are on us.

Heads of State and Government and envoys from all parts of the world

have assembled here to commemorate the twenty-fifth anniversary of the

United Nations, an anniversary dedicated to peace, justice and progress.

It is therefore regrettable that the Foreign Minister of the United Arab

Republic should have used this occasion to bring to the Assembly a message

of hostility and abuse, of denial of justice to the people of Israel; a

message auguring continued conflict and unhappiness in the Middle East.

This may not be surprising. For more than two decades Egypt has waged

relentless warfare against Israel, threatening its sovereignty, bleeding its

people, vowing total destruction.

In recent weeks, Egypt has time and again taken action that has beclouded

the international atmosphere, shaken, the prospects of progress towards peace

in the Middle East, and aggravated the tension prevailing in the area.

In complicity with the Soviet Union it has deliberately violated and

continues to violate the standstill cease-fire agreement, creating a new

military threat along the cease-fire line, knowing full well that it is

thereby crippling the peace initiative of the United States and the talks

under Ambassador Jarring's auspices.

While the entire world followed with fear these flagrant violations of

the agreement, watching the forward movement of missiles clearly recorded

by photography, studying eye-witness press reports on the actual transportation

of the weapons into the standstill zone, Egypt at first denied any knowledge

of these facts. It was undoubtedly aware that such denial must inevitably

further undermine its credibility.
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(Mr. Tekoah, Israel)

Then in utter disdain for the agreement, Egypt seemed to forego its own

denials, and its Foreign Minister declared on 6 October that not a single

missile would be moved out of the standstill zone. Two days ago, Egypt's

assault on peace-making efforts culminated in the demand to revive the

public contest of acrimony on the Middle East in the General Assembly. As was the

case with its other actions in recent weeks, Egypt has taken this decision fully

conscious of the fact that it would make it even more difficult to resume the

talks under Ambassador Jarring and to proceed with the search for understanding

and agreement between the parties to the conflict.

Mere words professing Egypt's interest in the talks under Mr. Jarring's authority

cannot conceal the gravity of repeated actions, dealing one blow after another to

this mission. If Cairo really desired to see progress towards peace

achieved in the discussions under the auspices of the Secretary-General's

Special Representative, it would not have violated the cease-fire agreement,

it would not have refused to rectify the violations, it would not have

chosen to replace the peace initiative by a tug-of-war in the Assembly,

by sterile propaganda polemics and by demands for new resolutions which

might sound the knell of the peace talks.

At this point I should like to state most emphatically that there have

been no Israeli violations of the cease-fire. The only Israeli activities

that have taken place in the standstill zone are those clearly permitted under

the terms of the agreement. In fact, as the Foreign Minister of the United

Arab Republic has himself indicated this morning, the Egyptian charges have

been rejected by the sponsor of the recent peace initiative and author of the

terms of the cease-fire agreement.

In any case,Egypt's attempt to explain away the introduction of SA2 and

SA3 missiles into the standstill zone by the allegations voiced today by

Mr. Riad, such as the claims that Israel is adding some concertina wires to

existing installations, is reminiscent of the manner in which Egypt tried in the

1950s to justify its attacks on Israeli patrols along the armistice line.

At that time the Egyptian response to Israeli complaints about almost daily

armed assaults on the Israeli forces was "Yes, we are shooting at the Israeli

soldiers, but they are making faces at the Egyptian soldiers".
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The essence of Mr. Riad's statement is as simple as it is extraordinary.

The Foreign Minister of the United Arab Republic asks the United Nations to

give its stamp of approval to Egypt's policy of twenty-three years of illegal

belligerency, to accept Egypt's violations of international obligations, to

endorse Egypt's view that the settlement of the Middle East crisis should be

made of broken undertakings, of repudiated agreements, of callous distortions

of the United Nations Charter and Security Council resolutions.

Egypt asks the United Nations to ignore and to forget that it is this

very attitude to international obligations that plunged the Middle East into

bloodshed twenty-three years ago and has kept the area in the shackles of

sanguinary conflict ever since.

It was utter disregard by Egypt and by other Arab States for their

Charter obligations that made them invade Israel in 19̂ 8 in defiance of the

United Nations, thus creating among others, the Palestine refugee

problem.

It was in repudiation of their obligations under the Armistice

Agreements concluded with Israel that the Arab States refused to end the

war and establish permanent peace as provided for in the Agreements.
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Wo single international problem is more symptomatic of the crisis of the

United Rations than the situation prevailing in the Middle East, where Israel

continues its aggression against three States Members of the United Nations and

its usurpation of Arab territories and of the rights of the Palestine people,

while the world Organization fails to meet that challenge.

The failure of the international community to apply the provisions of the

Charter against Israel, the aggressor, has been one of the factors which encouraged

Israel to continue its occupation and its policy of territorial expansion and to

defy the Security Council and General Assembly resolutions. This policy poses a

direct threat to the international order, based on the respect of the territorial

integrity of States, and challenges the collective responsibility for the

suppression of aggression.
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When taking stock of the activities of the Organization during the last

twenty-five years, it is relevant to recall that Israel, which today defies

the basic norms of the international community, came into existence as a

result of a resolution adopted "by the General Assembly of the United Nations

in 19̂ 7. This resolution, which in itself was a great injustice to the

people of Palestine, achieved only a part of the ultimate ambition of world Zionism

to create a greater Israel out of the whole of Palestine and the Arab territories

between the Nile and the Euphrates.

After the adoption of this resolution in 19̂ 7', Israel launched its
attacks against the Palestinian towns and villages with a view to expanding.

It expelled one million and a half Palestinians and turned them into refugees

who have been living in tents for the last twenty-two years. Israel did not

content itself with the territories it usurped from the people of Palestine,

but continued its process of expansion. It invaded Egypt in 1956, and

announced, through its then Prime Minister, Ben Qurion, "the annexation of

Sinai and the repudiation of the Egyptian-Israeli Armistice Agreement

concluded through the United Nations in 19̂ 9- Israel resorted again to

aggression in June 1967, and attacked Egypt, Jordan, and Syria in order to

achieve the Zionist design of seizing the whole of Palestine and parts of

the territories of neighbouring Arab States.

In fact, Israel's policy of territorial expansion needs no further

illustration'. Suffice it to refer to the latest statement by the Prime

Minister of Israel upon her return from Washington on 2 October 1970. She

stated that in any future settlement Israel would not return the Syrian

territories, Arab Jerusalem, Sharm el Sheikh in Egypt and the Gaza Strip.

As for Jordan's West Bank, Israel would return to Jordan only what remained

after satisfying its territorial objectives.

As regards the position of Israel on the Palestinian refugees, Israel declares

at every session of the General Assembly its refusal to implement any

resolution providing for the return of the refugees to their homes. This

refusal stems from the racist policy practised by Israel against the

people of Palestine.
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This expansionist and racist policy of Israel defies

the Charter of the United Nations and constitutes a continuous and direct

threat to international peace. This world Organization has no alternative

but to apply the provisions of the Charter concerning the suppression of

aggression, territorial expansion, and the right of peoples to self-determination.

It is incumbent upon the United Nations to prevent Israel or any other State

from pursuing a policy which flagrantly contravenes the basic provisions

of the Charter in order to achieve its plans for expansion and domination.

Israel's defiance of the will of the international community could never have

reached the dimensions it has assumed since that country's aggression against

the Arab States in 1967} had it not received the support and assistance

of the United States; a big Power which played, an important role in the

drafting of the United Nations Charter, and which assumes, in accordance

with its provisions, a special responsibility for maintaining international

peace and securing the effectiveness of the United Nations.

The United States policy of siding with Israel, the aggressor, has

been demonstrated on the various occasions when the United States acted

contrary to its obligations arising either out of the Charter or out of other

commitments it has taken upon itself.

Four Presidents of the United States have consistently affirmed throughout

twenty years that the United States was committed to support the territorial

integrity and political independence of all the States of the Middle East,

an undertaking which derives from the Charter of the United Nations. Shortly

before the Israeli aggression, the United States reaffirmed this commitment

to us, and added that it would oppose any aggression in the Middle East.

This was stated in an official memorandum presented to us in Cairo on

23 May 1967, which contained the following:

"In the present situation, the Government of the United Arab

Republic, as well as other Arab Governments, can rely on the certainty

that the Government of the United States maintains firm opposition

to aggression in the area in any form, overt or clandestine, carried

out by regular military forces or irregular groups."
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Only twelve days later, on 5 June 19̂ 7? Israel launched its aggression

against three Arab States. T-Fe expected the United States to act in accordance

with its own commitments. However3 not only did it ignore its obligation

to oppose aggression, but actually sided with the aggressor, when its

representative in the Security Council prevented the adoption of the draft

resolution calling upon Israel to withdraw from Arab territories. The

United States then proceeded to provide Israel with bombers, other weapons,

and economic assistance which enabled it to pursue its aggression against

the Arab States and its occupation of their territories.
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In the course of the consultations that preceded the adoption of

Security Council resolution 2̂ 2, (1967), the United States assured us that if we

accepted the resolution it would exert ail its efforts to have the resolution

implemented. The United States confirmed its position before the Council when the

resolution was adopted on 22 November 1967-

\Ie accepted the Security Council resolution from the very beginning and

co-operated with Special Representative Ambassador Gunnar Jarring towards its

implementation. We even proposed to him that he set up a time-table for the

implementation of all the provisions of the resolution. On the other hand., the

United States continued its supply of military aid to Israel regardless of

the fact that Israel had refused to carry out the Security Council resolution.

When the United States proposed, on 19 June lafiit^what was to be known as the

United States initiative, we did not find anything new in it. As a matter of

fact, that initiative was almost three years late, since it asked the parties

to carry out the Security Council resolution and to appoint representatives to

contact Ambassador Jarring. We had informed Ambassador Jarring at the outset

of our readiness to implement the Security Council resolution and to maintain

contacts with him either in Cairo or in New York through our permanent

representative to the United Nations.

What appeared to be the new element in the United States initiative was a

readiness on the part of the United States to act in favour of carrying out

the resolution adopted by the Security Council three years earlier and to

call upon Israel to implement it.

We accepted the United States initiative in pursuance of our policy to

implement the Security Council resolution and to establish peace in the Middle

East. We also accepted the temporary cease-fire as proposed by the United

States in order to facilitate the mission of Ambassador Jarring. To give

effect to this initiative, we appointed our permanent representative to the

United Rations to represent us in contacts with Ambassador .Jarring.

In the course of our contacts with the United States on the United States

initiative, it provided us with information on its monthly

deliveries to Israel of bombers, Phantoms and Skyhawks. In that connexion,

the United States pledged to refrain from providing Israel with additional

aircraft as long as the initiative was under way. That was another commitment

on the part of the United States.
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Israel, however, embarked on a policy of obstruction to impede the

implementation of the' initiative, announcing on 6 September that it would

suspend its contacts with Ambassador Jarring, thus for its part putting an

end to the United States initiative.

The United States initiative would'have implied that the United States

would carry out a more even-handed and less aligned policy towards Israel,

the aggressor. It seems, however, that Zionist pressure has succeeded in

putting an end to the United States initiative. The United States reneged on

its commitment' not to provide Israel with more aircraft and decided "bo supply

it with additional weapons and planes at the same time as Israel officially

announced its boycott of the talks with Ambassador Jarring. Thus the United

States joined Israel in suppressing the United States initiative.

When it "became apparent that the United States 'was totally aligned with

Israel, the aggressor, and was unable to perform the impartial and constructive

role required for the success of the United States initiative, we proposed that

the four big Powers pursue the talks initiated by the French Government with a

view to implementing the Security Council resolution and helping Ambassador Jarring

accomplish his mission. However, under Israeli pressure, the United States not

only put an end to its own initiative but also withdrew from the four big

Power talks at the deputy level. By this unilateral action the United States

seriously jeopardized a course capable of achieving peace in the Middle East.

This reveals its lack of seriousness with regard to peace efforts in the
I

Middle East.

I should now like to put before the Assembly the facts pertaining to the

cease-fire arrangements. We consider it necessary to do so in view of the wide

propaganda campaign launched by Israel to justify its refusal to enter into

peace contacts with Ambassador Jarring. The United States took part in that

campaign to justify the disavowal of its own initiative, the reneging on its

commitment to us not to supply Israel with additional planes while the initiative

was under way and its backing of Israel's attempts to impede international

efforts exerted to implement the peaceful settlement approved by the Security

Council.

When we accepted the United States initiative and the cease-fire for a limited

period we had expected that the arrangements for the temporary cease-fire and

its supervision would be discussed with the Special Representative of the

Secretary-General as an impartial party.
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The United States, hovever, had urged that an immediate date be set

for the cease-fire, and had demonstrated, at the same time, a keen interest

in having the supervision of the cease-fire in its hands. We realized that

the United States was seeking to cut short the time needed by our air

defense forces to complete the air defense system against Israeli raids,

using American planes to bomb our towns and villages. Thousands of innocent

civilians, including workers and children, were killed in those raids.

The cities of the Suez Canal region were destroyed, and more than half

a million Egyptians were made homeless.

But our air defense forces, in the weeks preceding the cease-fire,

had succeeded in setting up a considerable number of air defense units,

had shot down several American bombers, Phantoms and Skyhawks, and were in

full readiness to complete their air defense network before the cease-fire

came into effect, on 8 August 1970 — a task which they succeeded in

fulfilling. Our air defense forces were also able, before the cease-fire

came into effect, to set up tens of field and alternative positions, as

well as dummies for our anti-aircraft defense.

Having realized the failure of its plan aimed at obstructing the

setting up of our air defense network, Israel resorted to lies and deceptions,

alleging that we did not respect the cease-fire arrangements. That was

designed to justify Israel's refusal to contact Ambassador Jarring in

pursuance of its policy aimed at obstructing every effort exerted for the

implementation of the Security Council resolution.

¥e set forth all the facts of the situation to the United States when

it contacted us, on h- September, following its accusation that we had

violated the cease-fire arrangements. ¥e explained to the United States

that we had not introduced any new missiles in the Suez Canal region, nor

did we set up new positions. ¥e did, however, use concrete instead of

sand bags to protect some of'the existing positions. ¥e then asked the

United States to give us clarifications about its own violations of the

American initiative and the disavowal of its commitment to us not to provide

Israel with planes while the initiative' was underway. ¥e also asked the
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United States to clarify its position on Israel's blatant violations, its

setting up of new positions and fortifications on our territory, which have

"been described "by some of the world Press correspondents as resembling the

Maginot Line. The United States replied that it considered this as

maintenance work. The United States thus considers new positions set up

on our occupied territory by Israel, the aggressor, as permissible, while

maintenance work carried out on our positions of air defense - 200 kilometres

from our international frontiers — as illegitimate and as entailing the

suspension of Jarring's mission, and the obstruction of the four-Power talks.

In the light of the Israeli allegations, shared by the United States,

and used as a pretext to block the American initiative and to boycott

contacts with Ambassador Jarring, I wish to address a specific question:

On what basis has Israel withdrawn from contacts with Ambassador Jarring

regarding the Jordanian aspect in the American initiative? For Jordan has

accepted the American initiative, appointed a representative for the

Jarring talks, and has not been accused by Israel or the United States of

violating the cease-fire arrangements.

Secondly, would the United States explain its views on Israel's

boycott of the American initiative with regard to Jordan? By its

alignment with Israel, the United States has demonstrated, beyond any

doubt, its inability to play the role incumbent upon it to carry out its

own initiative. This role calls for an impartial and even-handed policy.

I will make available to you some Israeli violations of the cease-fire

that have been ignored by the United States to illustrate to what extent
>>

it sides with Israel, the aggressor.

¥e consider it essential that the General Assembly should be made

aware of the serious implications contained in the United States demand

that the United Arab Republic abandon its means of anti-aircraft defense

in the Suez Canal region as a pre-condition to setting in motion peace

contacts. Such an American position is based on the assumption that any

capability possessed by Egypt to defend itself against American bombers in

Israeli raids would restrict Israel's chances of imposing, its expansionist
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plans on the Arab countries. But the rule of the Charter should have required

that the United States demand withdrawal of the aggressive Israeli forces

from the occupied territories of Member States so that contacts for peace

could be held on a basis of equality.

The United States position means indeed that it does not seek a just

peace, but rather seeks to impose capitulation on the Arab peoples.
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I have tried to set before you briefly the facts of the situation in the

Middle East. You are undoubtedly aware of the responsibility devolving upon

the international Organization as regards the need to face the challenge

of Israel's aggression against Arab States for over three years. What is

before you raises grave questions with direct "bearing on world peace and the

future of the international order.

There can be no peace in the Middle East unless Israel withdraws from

all the territories it occupied as a result of its aggression in June 1967 and

recognizes the rights of the Palestinian people.

In view of Israelis determination to pursue aggression as a means of fulfilling

the Zionist expansionist objectives) responsibility for not achieving peace

rests with the big Power which provides the aggressor with weapons and funds.

When the United States officially declares that it will continue to supply

Israel with weapons and funds to enable it to maintain its military supremacy

over the Arab countries, it consequently assumes the responsibility for

Israel's continued aggression and occupation of Arab territories and for its

defiance of United Nations resolutions and the provisions of the Charter.

Thus, the United States bears squarely the responsibility for the continuation

of the state of war in the Middle East.

As we live the Middle East crisis hour by hour, we see the very grave

dangers it poses to world peace and to the future of the international order.

We have come to the conclusion that' the collective responsibility of the

entire membership of the United Nations must be assumed by taking up the

Middle East crisis, which is on the agenda of this1 Assembly, immediately

after the commemorative session.

¥e are convinced that the international community, through its collective

will, is capable of imposing respect for the rule of the Charter, which

provides for sanctions against any aggressor, and of compelling submission

to the rule of law. The Heads of State of non-aligned countries, who

represented all the continents of the world, met at Lusaka last September and

called for adequate measures to be taken against Israel if it persisted in

disregarding efforts to establish peace based on justice, in accordance with

the Security Council resolution of 22 November 1967. ¥e believe that the
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the General Assembly at its twenty-fifth session could play a positive role, whereby

the international community would act to suppress aggression in the Middle East,

safeguard world peace and ensure the survival of the United Nations order.

The General Assembly, in the course of this commemorative session, will

adopt important declarations with a view to reaffirming the principles of

the Charter concerning the strengthening of international security and

friendly relations among States. These principles, however, will acquire

their real value only when the General Assembly proceeds with their application

to grave international problems such as Israel's aggression and occupation of

Arab territories.

Just as we are confident that the General Assembly will fulfil its duty, so we

believe that; by so doing, it will reaffirm the effectiveness of its role,

regain the confidence of 'mankind and give ample proof of its adequacy

as an instrument for peace and justice for coming generations. The best that

the United Nations could offer, on the occasion of its twenty-fifth anniversary,

would be a firm stand to apply the rule of the Charter.

Our determination to liberate every inch of the occupied territories pulsates in

the being of every man and woman and child throughout the length and breadth of

the Kile Valley. Our people, who have contributed to the development of human

civilization and established a society where all religions coexist, refuse today,

as they have refused in the past, to relinquish one single inch of-the occupied

^territories. Our people will not permit the Israeli aggressors, as they have not

permitted previous aggressors, to besmirch our history and the dignity of our people

or to taint the values of our society. We strive for peace but do not beg for
it. We build progress as we build armed forces for our country and

the liberation of our territory. This we know, peoples and leaders of the

United Arab Republic; with the death of every Egyptian martyr, in Israeli

raids using American bombers, there is born a new determination to expel the

aggressor and liberate the land. This is not merely a right but a sacred duty

we owe to our past and present history and to the future of our coming generations.

It is also a commitment on our part to the values born out of the struggle of all

the peoples of the world against aggression, tyranny and injustice.
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The PRESIDENT: The Ambassador of Israel, Mr Tekoah, has asked

permission to exercise his right of reply "but, in deference to the request

of the President on the basis of a previous decision by the General Assembly,

he will defer doing so until the end of the afternoon's meeting.

The meeting rose at 1.10 p.m.


