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Ministers of the League of Arab States, held at Cairo
between 8 and 17 December 1947, it was decided that
the Arabs were determined to enter battle against the
United Nations decision and to take decisive measures
to prevent the implementation of the General Assem
bly's resolution.

46. The acts of violence perpetrated in Palestine with
the active assistance of the neighbouring Arab States
reached such proportions that, on 16 February 1948,
the United Nations Palestine Commission, in its first
special report to the Security Council, bluntly notified
the Council that

"Powerful Arab interests, both inside and outside
Palestine, are defying the resolution of the General
Assembly and are engaged in a deliberate effort to
alter by force the settlement envisaged therein."!

47. Similarly, in its report dated I()April 1948 to the
General Assembly at its second special session, the
same Commission advised the Assembly that

"Arab opposition to the Plan of the Assembly has
taken the form of organized efforts by strong Arab
elements, both inside and outside of Palestine, to
prevent its implementation and to thwart its objec
tives by threats and acts of violence, including re
peated armed incursions into Palestinian territory.' '6

48. With the termination of the Mandate over
Palestine on 14 May 1948, the armies of seven Arab
States illegally crossed the international boundaries, in
clear violation of the Charter of the United Nations.
The Arab Governments which dispatched them had the
effrontery to make formal announcements of their il
legal action to the Security Council. Their armed ag
gression was aimed at crushing the newly-established
State of Israel.

49. Arab violence against the fledgling State ofIsrael
persisted throughout 1948. While this aggression was
successful in destroying General Assembly resolution
181 (11), it failed in its other avowed purpose, namely
that of crushing the Jewish State. The fact that the Arab
States failed in their armed aggression aimed at destroy
ing Israel does not legitimize their violation of interna
tional law. At the same time, that armed aggression
precludes them from invoking in any form the benefits
of a General Assembly resolution which they both re
jected and destroyed by force of arms.

50. When, in a letter dated 20 May 1948 addressed to
the Security Council," Transjordan sought to evade a
discussion of the illegal military intervention of itsarmy
beyond its borders, the representative of the United
States stated that the position of the King of Trans
jordan was characterized

. 'by a certain contumacy towards the United Nations
and the Security Council. He has sent us an answer to
our questions. These were questions addressed to
him, as a ruler who is occupying land outside his

s See Official Records ofthe Security Council, Third Year, Special
Supplement No. 2, document S/676 (para. 3(c)ofdoclImcnt A/AC.21/
9 annexed thereto).

• See Official Records (ffthe General ASJl!/Ilbl), Second Special
Session, Supplement No. I, document A/532andAdd.I, sect. Ill. B.

7 See document 5/760.

domain, by the Security Council, a body which is
organized in the world to ask these questions of him....

"The contumacy of that reply to the Security
Council is the very best evidence of the illegal
purpose of this Government in invading Palestine
with armed forces and conducting the war which it is
waging there. It is against the peace; it is not on
behalf of the peace. It is an invasion with a definite
purpose.

''Therefore, here we have the highest type of evi
dence of the international violation of the law: the
admission by those who are committing this
violation. "8

51. That view was also supported by the majority of
the members of the Security Council. The representa
tive of the Soviet Union, for example, expressed
surprise

"at the position adopted by the Arab States in the
Palestine question, and particularly at the fact that
those States-c-or some of them, at least-have re
sorted to such action as sending their troops into
Palestine and carrying out military operations aimed
at the suppression of the national liberation move
ment in Palestine."?

May I remind representatives that the Soviet rep
resentative who spoke those words was the present
Foreign Minister of the Soviet Union, Mr. Gromyko,
and that the national liberation movement to which he
referred was the Zionist movement, the nationallibera
tion movement of the Jewish people.

52. Notwithstanding the progressive realization ofthe
national rights of the Arabs, the Arab States were and
have been unable to reconcile themselves to the ex
istence of one sovereign Jewish State in the Middle
East. They begrudged and still begrudge its very pres
ence on a minuscule sliver of land associated with the
Jewish people throughout the millennia and recognized
also by the international community as the national
home for the Jewish people.

53. Everything that we have witnessed in the Middle
East since 1947 flows from this fundamental fact: the
unwillingness of Arab Governments to accept, and
coexist with, a sovereign Jewish State. That is the core
of the Arab-Israel conflict, and everything else is pre
text or subterfuge. That is the reason why the Arab
States have launched four major wars against Israel
with the express purpose ofdestroying it, and that is the
reason why they have developed a ramified series of
battlefronts and a variety of weapons against Israel.

54. Those weapons have involved, for example, an
economic boycott against Israel, which has been eX
tended into a secondary boycott on third parties trading
with Israel. As is well known, various countries have
been blackmailed into joining this campaign against

.8SeeQJfi!-ifil Records ofthe Security Council, Third Year, No. 72,
302nd meeting. . .. .

9 tu«; No. 7J. 299th meeting.




















