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The ~eeting was called to _order at 11.05 a.m. 

THE SITUATION IN THE OCCUPIED ARAB TERRITORIES 

The PRESIDENT: Before calling on the first speaker I wish to 

inform the Assembly that the following countries have become sponsors of 

draft resolution A/ES- 9/L.l: Congo, Ethiopia , Mali, Sri Lanka and . Zimbabwe . . 
Mr. ALBORNOZ (Ecuador) ( interpret at ion from Spanish) : To Ecuador 

the defence of its territorial integrity is a right and a primar~ duty of every 

sovereign State. That right is exercised consistently by our Government and 

is reflected in our individual and collective conduct as a people and as a 

country that is a member of the legally constituted world community. That 

is why Ecuador rejects all violations of that right anywhere in the world, any 

occupation of the territories of others and any use of force for the acq_uisition 

of territory and maintains that armed force does not create rights. From the dawn 

of our existence as an independent country Ecuador has maintained the Sucre 

doctrine according to which armed victory confers no rights. 

For all of these reasons , we cannot accept a so-called normalization of a 

territorial occupation through a unilateral declaration which, as in the case 

of the Syrian Golan Heights, is intended to cloak with legality the annexation 

of territory by force. 

Ecuador 1 s international position is based on strict observance of the 

essential principles of international coexistence - that is, non- use of force 

in relations between countries, non-intervention, the self-determination of 

peoples and the peaceful settlement of disputes. 

No parliamentary decision to annex a territory can have effect or be 

accepted by the international community, which would be contrary to the 

United Nations Charter and would disregard the resolutions of the General 

Assembly and the Security Council. It would be contrary to the law of treaties 

and it therefore conflicts with the principle of jus cogens. Apart from being 

null and void, such action does nothing to promote detente or a peace settlement 

in the area, whose explosive potential affects the peace of the entire world . 
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Only through peaceful negotiations in a climate of goodwill, with the 

participation of all interested parties may lasting solutions be attained. 

Furthermore, Ecuador, a founding Member of the United Nations, trusts the 

world Organization Rnd considers that its universality is its essential 

characteristic reflecting the bonds among peoples in the maintenance of peace. 

In all United Nations forums Ecuador defends that universality which is basic 

to the democr2.tic exercise in which all countries of the world take part. It 

has done that by promoting the decolonization process since its o~tset, a process 

which means progress towards universality. It maintains that position on 
! 

important issues such as human rights and the operational progra.mmes of the 

Organization . That is why it has supported the admission of alf new Members 

and will not agree with any step aimed at the disintegration of the Organization. 

At the same time we are staunch defenders of the Charter and committed 

to strengthening the Organization . .Any General Assembly resolution within the 

present legal context must respect the principles of the Charter and the terms 

of reference and spheres of action of each of the main organs of the United Nations. 

We believe in freedom of expression and therefore in the presence and 

participation of all countries in dealing with all items in the quest for 

peace. Such a forum for understanding) such an open opportunity for debate 

and criticism may lead to solutions to the crisis which beset relations between 

countries today. To tha.t end any action by the General Assembly must aim at 

uniting and not at dividing the international community. 

That is why Ecuador, which maintains cordial relations with the countries of 

the Middle East and wishes to expand and not reduce its range of international 

contacts with all nations of the world according to a philosophy of peaceful 

coexistence, ideological pluralism and respect for the national and international 

conduct of every State, hopes that the Security Council will find appropriate 

measures for dealing with the serious situations in the Middle East, stressing the 

actions already set forth in Security Council resolution 497 (1981), adopted on 

17 December last. It hopes that Israel and the other countries in the region will 

come to the neGotiating table fully recognizing the interested States, with the 

participation on an equal footin8, of the State of Israel and the Palestinian people, 

whose inalienable rights must be recognized by all, including the right to 

self-determination and to establish a nationality, the return of the Palestinians 
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to their homeland and the establishment of an independent State so that all 

the countries in the Middle East may live in peace within defined boundaries. 

To that end detente must be promoted and hatred and intemperance overcome, 

in seekinG 2. comprehensive s.nd equitable solution as should be the case among 

peace-•loving countries which ha,ve committed themselves to behave in keeping 

with the norms of the United Nations Charter and the resolutions and 

recommendations of the world Organization. 

Mr. MARTINI URDANETA (Venezuela) (interpretation from Spanish): 

Mr. President, I wish to begin by expressing the gratitude of the delegation of 

Venezuela to you for the very skilful and competent manner in whi~h you have 

conducted our deliberations at the thirty-sixth sesssion of the General Assembly. 

We also wish to express our satisfaction at seeing you lead the work of this 

ninth emergency special session which has been convened in order to consider 

the annexation of the Syrian Golan Heights by Israel. 

I wish -t o take this opportunity, since this is the first time for me to 

address the Gener al Assembly this year, to express, on behalf of the Government 

of Venezuele., the warmest congratulations to Ambassador Javier Perez de Cuellar 

on his well-deserved appointment as Secretary--General of the Ore;anization, which 

is recognition of his excellent diplomatic and personal qualities. We place our 

trust in the Secretary-General and in his capacity to contribute to the quest 

for new pa.ths towards universal peace and understanding. 

The President of the Republic of Venezuela, Mr. Luis Herrera Campins, stated 

before the thirty-sixth General Assembly: 
11Thirty-six years of United Nations life have led to the identification 

of its pathway, the consolidation of its perspectives 9 and the evaluation 

of its achievements and fuilures.rv (A/36/PV.5, p. 21) 

In the face of such historical reminiscences, the international situation 

continues to show us that the Ort;'lnization' s capacity to perform its fundamental 

role rests bo"ch on the political will of States to find formulas for understanding 

and on the readiness of our nations to overcome individual interests for the 

benefit of the corr.man good and in strict observance of the United Nations Charter, 

having in mind the lofty objective of international peace and social justice. 
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Unfortunately we are gathered here at this ninth exr..er~ency s1_~ecial session 

in order to consider once a ;;ain the serious situation in -the :.lic7.dle East resul·cing 

froTI the inpl::rnentat:1'.Jn of the decision of the Government and P2.rlie.ment 

of Israel to extenr:1. its la,rn, jurisdi ction anc7 adminstration to the Syrian noJ.an 

IIeiGhts in violation of the m,:rr,s anc1 basic princi:9les of international law , 

which have been established and are accepted by all States. This neu 

initia,t ive by Israel aiaed at cha.nginc; the lec;al status of the Golan Heights 

is of s pecial concern to us as part of the complex situation in the Middle East. 

Faced with that deplorable actw Venezuela ? as a democratic 2:µd. peace,,,lcv:i.nr•; 
\, 

country , reaffirms its clear conviction that a just and lastine; solution 

to the problem of the MiclcUe East rrrnst be based on the acce:::itance by all of the 

following princi:;_::,les and elements: first , the inadr,1issibility~f the acquisition 

of territories through war and the cessation of the policy of occupation , secondly ~ 

withdrawal b;-,r Isr2.-2l from th::: territories occupied in 1967 and a return to its 

borders prior to that date, as an essential step towards proGress to peace; thiTc1.ly , 

the rie;ht of all States in the r'2r_:,;:,.on to exist and to live jn pe'.:tce within S'::-cure 

anc1 recoc;nized boundaries: fourthly O res11ect for the lec;itimate ri sllt s of th12 

Palestinian !?eople , inclu.dine; seJ.f. determination anc1. its existence as a nat ion J 

together ,Tith its other nat:t -:,n·:'11 :r.i p:hts: fifthly 9 respect f or the special status 

of Jerusale,n, based on the General l\ssembly decision which fully recoa:;nizetl the 

enormous and special significr,nc c: and the profound spiritu?l value of the 

Holy City for Christianity ,, Judaism and Islain. 
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In accordance with this position, Venezuela supported Security Council 

resolutions 242 (1967) , 338 (1973) and, more recently) its resolution 497 (1981) 

as well as General Assembly resolutions 35/122 E and 36/226 B, which declared 

Israel's decision to annex the Golan Heights was null and void and without 

legal effect and demanded that the decision be rescinded forthwith. Consequently , 

we feel that the illegal decision adopted by the Government and Parliament of 

Israel introduces a new element of instability which directly and seriously 

threatens the precarious path to peace and understanding in that strife-•torn 

region , which continues to be one of the greatest concerns of the itlternational 

community. 

There is no doubt that the latent and potential problems which threaten 
.\t 

international peace and security cannot be eliminated unless States comply in 

good faith with their international obligations and commitments and with the 

agreements they have entered into. Attitudes opposed to this which depart from 

solemn obligations ; undermine the legal basis of relations between States and 

obviously threaten international peace and security . 

Since the Security Council unanimously adopted resolution 497 ( 1981) ,, 

Venezuela calls upon the entire international community to reflect and 

particularly calls upon the parties concerned to find appropriate formulas that 

will effectively contribute to the implementation of that resolution , without 

going beyond the purposes that the international community had in mind. 

Finally, I should like once again to appeal to the Assembly to bear in mind 

the need to maintain a spirit of conciliation. That is why we believe that Israel 

should without delay comply with the decision of the Security Council that it 

rescind its decision to extend it~ laws , jurisdiction and administration to the 

Golan Heights. 

We wish once again to express the hope that with perseverance and flexibility 

it will be possible to overcome the obstacles to a just and lasting peace in the 

Middle East . 
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Mr. SHELDOV (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) (interpretation 

from Russian) : The delegation of the Byelorussian SSR would like to join 

in the many wishes for your further success, Sir , in this lofty and responsible 

post that have been addressed to you. 

Our delegation would also like to take this opportunity to welcome the 

Secretary- General of the United Nations ~ Mr . Perez de Cuellar . We should like 

to say that the Byelorussian SSR, as in the past , will persistently and 

consistently support the efforts of the United Nations in the interests of 

fulfilling the noble purposes and principles of its Charter and in the interests 

of peace , international security and the co""operation of peoples .·. 

The General Assembly is holding an emergency special session1 dictated by 

the extraordinary situation created in the occupied Arab territories as a result .,. 
of Israel vs annexation of the Syrian Golan Heights and by the fact that the 

Security Council was unable to adopt appropriate measures against the aggressor 

because of the United States veto. 

Tel Avivvs decision to extend Israeli legislation to the Syrian Golan 

Heights occupied by it is a new expansionist step towards achieving the old 

aspirations of the Zionists, namely , the creation of a so- called Greater Israel 

extending from the Nile to the Euphrates. And as this discussion ,. which is now 

drawing to an end, has sho~m , it has been decisively and universally condemned. 

Israel I s act of annexation - the annexation of a part of Syria I s territory •-

is a flagrant violation of the United Nations Charter and of international law 

and runs counter to the principle of the inadmissibility of the acquisition of 

territory by force , and it completely disregards the resolutions of the Security 

Council and the General Assembly of the United :Nations on questions relating to 

a Middle East settlement. It is an open act of defiance of the world community. 

This hostile , anti - Arab action by Tel Aviv has led to an even sharper 

deterioration in an already explosive situation in the Middle East and has 

increased the danger of another war there, as well as exacerbating the 

international situation as a whole . 
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Occupied Jerusalem is a gaping wound in the heart of every Arab . As 

representatives are aware , last year the Israeli Knesset declared Jerusalem the 

eternal and indivisible capital of Israel. Now 9 the aggressor is lopping off an 

ancestral territory from an Arab country --· the Syrian Golan Heights. 

On 17 December 1981 the Security Council unanimously adopted 

resolution 497 (1981) 0 which declared that Israel ' s decision to extend its laws , 

jurisdiction and administration to the occupied Syrian Golan Hei8hts was null 

and void and without international legal effect and demanded that Israel rescind 

its decision forthwith. 

But Tel Aviv ; as before , with its usual cynicism - a cynicism typical of 

its representatives here - turned a deaf ear to the just demands~of the world 

community and brazenly disregarded the relevant decisions of the United Nations -

in particular , that Security Council resolution I mentioned. 

Israel ' s annexation of Syria 1 s ancestral territory is another act of 

aggression which proves that Tel Aviv ,, relying on the all--round assistance and 

support given it by Washington ~ is continuing on its path of international 

banditry. The aggression against Lebanon , which is now of a permanent nature '. 

the increased and accelerated 0 development 11 of the occupied Arab territories 

by ousting Arabs from their lands and creating militarized Israeli settlements 

on them , the change in the status of Jerusalem, the absolutely unprovoked bombing 

of the nuclear reactor in Iraq , aggressive acts against other Arab countries 

and , finally ~ the annexation of the Syrian Golan Heights - all these are links 

in a single chain of crimes, a direct consequence of the anti - Arab Camp David 

conspiracy and the policy of separate deals, 
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In carrying out its policy of creeping annexation, Tel Aviv consistently 

relies on the practice of fait accompli and, if that practice works once, why 

not try it again? In this case~ it has been tried with regard to the Golan 

Heights. 

Israel has long been the virtual partner and ally of the United States in 

its pursuit of its militaristic course in the l1iliddle East, which is now a part 

of the general strategy of the United States to increase international tension, 

to intensify the arms race and to try to gain military supremacy, in order -co 
' 

attempt to impose jts will on other peoples. The imperialist interests of the 

United States and the expansionist ambitions of Israel complement each other 

perfectly in their anti - Arab activities. The United States••-Is:lltael anti-Arab 

conspiracy is becoming ever more sinister; no one can be misled by all the 

various staged actions such as the "suspension'1 of the strategic co~operation 

agreements between the United States and Israel. Similar political charades 

are acted out each time Israel openly perpetrates another act of aggression 

against the Arab States. But the present political farce - the bogus 

condemnation by the United States of Israel I s annexationist acts -- has not gone 

on for very long. Before the beginning of the Security Council 1 s meetings on 

Israel 1 s annexation of the Syrian Golan Heights, Washington officially reassured 

Tel Aviv that the United States would exercise its veto against any measures 

the Council might impose against Israel. As from a cornucopia, pledges have 

been lavished on Israel from the very highest levels of the United States 

administration regarding the unshakeable nature of the United States-Israel 

alliance and of the all--embracing support by the United States for the Zionist 

ally and aggressor. 

That is not surprising. The all-embracing ties between United States 

imperialism and Zionist Israel remain firm and are, indeed, always expanding. 

The military alliance between Israel and the United States of America was formed 

long ago. Israel continues to receive from beyond the ocean an inexhaustible 

flow of weapons. The United States helped Israel to create its own military­

industrial complex, which is organically linked to United States military 

monopolies. Washington arms the Israeli aggressors with the most sophisticated 

types of weapons. The Pentagon is planning during the coming fiscal year to 

provide military assistance to Israel to the tune of ~n. 7 billion, an increase 

of $300 million over what Tel Aviv received in the two previous years. The annual 
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assistance given by the United States to Israel amounts to over (µ3 billion. 

Without that massive aid , Israel - called by certain persons ,;the only 

genuine democracy ' in the Middle East - would simply go bankrupt. 

Israel is experiencing three•-digit inflation , and unemployment there is at 

catastrophic levels while military expenditures rise astronomically. 

What Israel is trying to do to the Golan Heights constitutes another act of 

annexation, but it is certainly not the last that will be attempted with regard to 

the Arab territories it has occupied. The whole course of events in the Middle East, 

the acticns of Israel and the United States show quite clearly that Israel , with 

United States support, is relying primarily on a policy of force in ' its attempt to 

resolve the Middle East crisis. TodE),Y Tel Aviv is en:.exir:g the Syritm Golen Heights; 

tomorrow it could be the West Bank and the Gaza Strip. Indeed , Israel has been 
\t 

moving in that direction for a long time. In an open letter to United States 

Secretary of State Haig published J.n the Washington Post of 26 January this year 

the editor of h_i: Fs.l:i; S' \)'S that in 1981 alone the Israeli authorities confiscated 

more than 15,000 acres of Palestinian soil in various parts of the occupied West 

Bank and Gaza. Since 1967 about 1,300 houses have been demolished. 

Israel and its overseas ally, protector and tr1e mentor of its expc.nsicnist 

ambitions, are rushing to consolidate and further to develop the annexationist 

attack on the occupied Arab lands. Washington has now hastily despatched highly 

placed emissaries to speed up the settlement of the question of so-called Palestinian 

autonomy in the West Bank and Gaza - autonomy, that is, a la Camp David, whose main 

goal is to deprive the Palestinian people of their inalienable right to self­

determination and to the creation of their own national State. It would seem that 

Washington and Tel Aviv think that Israel 1 s annexation of the Syrian Golan Heights 

is a stage that has been passed, but however Israel may try to consolidate its 

position in the occupied Arab territories , there is no possibility of that happening. 

ifo one can deprive the Arab peoples of their inalienable sovereign rights" There is 

no doubt that history will eventually have the last word to say in this matter. 

It is high time to stop the overweening Zionist aggressor, to put an end to 

the annexationist policies of Israel. Israel must be compelled forthwith to rescind 

its decision in respect of the Syrian Golan Heights. It is necessary that the 

Security Council be called upon again to convene i~nediately in order to adopt 

against Israel comprehensive mandatory sanctions in accordance with Chapter VII of 

the Charter cf the United Nations. 
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The Israeli expansionists, who juggle with the fate of the world in 

the Middle East, must be curbed. They must be forced to respect the purposes 

and principles enshrined in the United Nations Charter. 

Mr. FARAH DIRIR (Djibouti): It is gratifying to see you, Sir, presidin8 

over the deliberations of the General Assembly during this emergency special 

session, which has been convened to preserve the credibility of this Organization. 

It is also a great pleasure for me to pay a special tribute to the Secretary-• 

General on his well - deserved election to that post. We are indeed fortunate to have 

him as head of our Organization, as we are confident that his eminent qualities as 

a jurist -and diplomat, his wide experience in the affairs of this ,Organization and 

his dedication to the ideals on which it was founded will assist,him in undertaking 
,; 

the difficult but noble task of furthering the cause of this Grganization. 
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Those who question the propriety of convening this emerc:ency special session 

should remember that, 0 ',rhen o. country, no matter how sure it Eay be of its own 

might, tries to establish the rule of brute force in international relations) 

the world community must take appropriate action to restore the 

rule of law. What prompted the convening of this emergency s:oecial session is 

the failure of the Security Council to take appropriate ~ction on the non-comp+iance 

of Israel with Security Council resolution 497 (1981) of 17 Decemoer 1981,in which 

the Council demanded that Israel rescind its decision to impose its laws, 

jurisdic~ion and administration in the occupied Syrian Golan Heig~ts. That . 
Israeli action by itself constitutes o.n act of age:ression asainst [mother State 0 as 

def~cned by G\::neral A.ss-_,:,:bly resolution 3314 (XXIX) 0f 14 December 1974, ,rhich 

could have very serious implications for international peace and~security, It is 

also a flagrant violation of international law and the established norms of 

international behaviour. 

'rhe Government of the Republic of Djibouti has condemned. ancl totally rejected 

the unilateral decision of the Israeli Knesset to change the status of the Golan 

Heights. 

In these circumstances '.• ·j t is the opinion of rny deleE;ation that, in ad.clit ion to 

t)~c fc convenine: of this emerr:-ency special session of tl,e 0eneral Asser·blv , appropriate 

emerc.;ency action ought to have been taken by the whole Organization, including 

the Security Council. 

Ever since its creation by the United Nations, Israel appears to have ac~epted 

only one decision of the General Assembly - that which provides for the establishment 

of a Jewish State in Palestine. l\.11 the resolutions of the G·C::ncral 

Assembly and Security Council that are not consonant with the goals and ob,jectives 

of Zionism seem to be considered by Isra.el as null and void. 

No Hember State in this Assembly is more indebted to the United Nations than 

the State of Israel , which owes its very existence to the Orrr&-nization" It was a 

United E::i.ticns decision t11at took the land o:f P8-lest i:c.e e.way from its rightful 

inhabit2cnts and e;ave it to Zionist iru:1ic;rants from every corner of the c;lobe. 

Ironically, no HelT,ber State h0,s been so blatant cs Israel in violo,tin:.:; the 

fundamental principles of the Charter on which the Orc;anization is founded · and 

international ccnvE:ntions and ncrms of behaviour, in utter ccntempt of world 

public opinion. Israel, more than any other State, sr.culd res~ect the decisions 

of the United Nations. 
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F-•:-eu the moment it was created, Israel established a new modus vivendi in the 

Middle East, inasmuch as it was an alien culture grafted on to the region. It 

introduced terror and violence 2.s a means of implementing its policies based 

on expansion, colonization, pillage, usurpation of land and property and 

alienation of the original inhabitants by systematic terrorism and collective 

punishment. 

Israel's expansionist policy made it inevitable that it would clash with its 

neighbours. Its illegal and provocative armed. encroachments led to the escalation 

of tension, first with the Arab farmers, and very often with the Syrian defence 

forces on the Golan Heights which tried to help the Palestinian farmers wh0 faced 

certain massacre at the hands of the first Isre,eli colonizers. '1;111:1,,t Israeli 
·,t 

encroachment continued eastward through the demili~arized zone to the Syrian border; 

the Israelis chased out the Arabs by every conceivable means e,nd perpetrated armed 

incursions into Syrian territory itself until the tension reached the point of 

explosion which sparked the June 1967 war, with the consequences that we all know. 

Palestinian and other Arab territories occupied by Israel during the war 

are subject to the provisions of the Fourth Geneva Convention of 12 Ausust 1949 

relating to the protection of civilian persons in time of .war. Any action 

Israel may undertake to change the institutional structure, demo~raphic nature 

or geographic character of the occupied Arab territories is regarded by the 

international community as completely illegal and rejected as rtull and void.. 

It has been the ferv2nt nope of the international conLmunity that a just ~nd 

lasting peace would be restored in the Middle East ever sinc e the United Nations was · 

first seized of the rratter mere than three decades ago, Of late there has been a 

growing hope of achieving a just and equitable solution to the explosive 

situation in that area, but ,just when pe:ice efforts and initiatives 

were gaining momentum, Israel, within '\ relatively short period of time , ei.ibarked. 

on a number of spectacular measures in utter defiance of the United Nations, of 

the principles enshrined in the Charter and of international law. 

The first measure was the enactment by Israel of a law aimed at altering 

the political and legal status of the Holy City of JerusaJ.em and declaring it 

the unified and eternal capital of Israel. The international. community was 

unanimous in condemning that violation of the status of the Holy City. Instead 
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of complying with Security Council resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980, 

Israel was planning a fresh outbreak of defiance which came about later in the 

form of the unwarranted act of aggression against the Iraqi nuclear research 

facilities at Tammouz. Israel did not care what the international community 

might say about that . The following month there was the bombing of Beirut 

and the refugee camps with the slaughter of innocent Palestinians and the known 

record of civilian casualties. Then, just over a month ago, Israel announced 

that it had extended its laws, jurisdiction and administration to the occupied 

Syrian Golan Heights. 

There is no need to elaborate on the political and legal implications of 

those actions. The situation that we are facing is crystal-cl~ar . The question 

now is whether the international community will shoulder its responsibility 

and take appropriate action to safeguard the principles of the Charter and 

restore legality to .· international relations. 

It goes without saying that unless in its collective wisdom the international 

community represented in the General Assembly and the Security Council reassesses 

the situation and the appropriate measures to be taken with regard to this phase 

of Israeli aggression against Arab rights, not only the Middle East, but the 

whole world, will enter an era of calamitous confrontation. 

Mr. OYONO (United Republic of Cameroon) (interpretation from French): 

Mr. President, I should like first of all to express the satisfaction of my 

delegation at seeing you presiding over our work. We are sure that thanks to 

your competence and authority, our work will be successful. 

I take this opportunity also to reiterate my warmest and most cordial 

congratulations to our new Secretary-General, Mr. Javier Perez de Cuellar, on 

his election as head of our Organization. We are extremely pleased since we 

know him and appreciate his competence, his qualifications and his commitment 

to the third world and to the most pressing problems of our time. We are happy 

to be able to assure him of the full co-operation of our delegation. 
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I also wish to take this opportunity to renew our deep gratitude to 

Mr. Kurt Waldheim, his predecessor in that important office and whose competence, 

dedication and commitment have won him the respect and admiration of the 

international community. 

For several days now the General Assembly in-an emergency special session 

has been considering the situation in the occupied Arab territories.· after 

Israel's decision to extend its laws, jurisdiction and administration to the 

Syrian Golan Heights 3 as it has occupied other Arab territories since the 1967 war. 
\ ... 

That decision to annex, as is known , has aroused emotions and the debates which 
' have taken place in the Security Council and at the thirty- sixth session of the 

General Assembly have clearly shown that. That unilateral meaf,ure suddenly 

brought back to the collective memory of the international conrraunity the sad 

memory of those blows inflicted by those power-crazy people of other times who 

tried to prove that mi,ght is right in international relations. 

We know that the international community created the United Nations with a 

commitment to act in accordance with the principles and objectives contained in 

the Charter in order to forestall a repetition of such acts which had led to the 

well-known conflagration. 

Israel's decision to annex the Golan Heights is a dangerous breach of the 

very principles of the Charter on which the fragile balance of contemporary 

international society rests. Actually, that decision undermines the sovereignty 

and territorial integrity of Syria , a State Member of the United Nationss a 

member of the Non-Aligned Movement and of the Islamic Conference. It is a 

flagrant violation of the Charter, which prohibits the acquisition of territory 

by force, of the norms of international law; and of the Geneva Convention 

Relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War, of 12 August 1949 :, 

the provisions of which fully apply and should be complied with in the occupied 

Arab territories. 

With the aim of finding a just and lasting solution to the Middle East 

question , the international community 3 which recognizes Israel 1 s right to live 

within secure and internationally recognized boundaries and the Palestinians 1 

right to a homeland in Arab Palestine , has continually, but not very successfully :, 

called upon Israel to withdraw first from all the Arab territories occupied 
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since 1967. Security Council resolutions 2Lr2 ( 1967) and 338 ( 1973) are 

particularly illuminating in this regard. 

While the agreement reached on Israel's forthcoming withdrawal from Sinai 

may have been gratifying, the annexation of the Golan Heights suddenly highlights 

Israelis persistent will to consolidate by all mea,ns its hold on the occupied 

Arab territories. 

It is to be feared that the second step, which is the annexation of the 

Golan Heights following that of East Jerusalem in 1980 ? the intensification of 

its settlements policy is nothing but the continuation of a process of 

progressive annexation of other territories. No reason of security can justify 

action by a State to expand its territory by dismembering its n¢ighbour. That 

would be an extremely dangerous precedent and would set a trend unless the 

international community went beyond a strong condemnation of principle and. 

showed resolve in using means to enforce and apply the law. 

Cameroon , which condemns the annexation of the Golan Heights , welcomes the 

firmness shown by the Security Council towards Israel in its resolution 497 (1981) , 

which declares null and void and without international legal effect the decision 

adopted by Israel to annex the Golan Heights. However _ we deplore the fact that 

the same Security Council , in the absence of unanimity a,r.,_ong its permanent 

members ,, was unable to follow that by adopting sanctions a8ainst Israel in order 

to :i:irevail upon it to rescind that decision forthwith , as it had decided and 

had to refer the issue to the General Assembly. 

That was a major failure of an organ , the principal responsibility of which 

is the maintenance of international peace and security. No one doubts that 

international peace and security are seriously threatened in that region which is 

especially vulnerable and unstable and where a state of war has existed for more 

than 30 years . 

The fact that the Security Council is showing a trend to consider questions 

brought before it, with regard not to their substance but to other aspects , can 

only increase frustration and the tensions which today encourage intransigence ) 

violence and conflict. We have deplored this in the case of some pressing 

matters and tense situations, such as the question of the Middle East, which 

continue to be a major source of constant concern for the international community. 
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The serious upheavals in the Hiddle East and the policy of force and of 

faits accomplis of the J·ewish State can only increase our scepticism about Israel's 

constantly professed desire to live in peace with its ne ighbours . 

That is why our Assembly must fully shoulder its responsibilities under the 

Charter and recommend the application of sanctions against Israel to force it to 

rescind forthwith its decision of 14 December 1981 and to comply with the 

decisions taken by the United Nations to secure a just, lasting and comprehensive 

settler.1ent of the Middle East question . 

Mr._ SUJA ( Czechoslovakia) ( interpretation from Russian): It is 

becoming ever more obvious that the more Israel disregards th; opinion of the 

international community and violates the principles of the United Nations Charter 

and the fundamental norms of international law and transforms the resolutions 

of this world Organization:, including the decisions of the Security Council 

into scraps of paper, the more remote a final and ,iust settlement of the 

Middle East problem will becor.1e . At the same time , there is the growing dan0er 

of a new explosion in the region of the Middle East which; in the present 

circumstances , could seriously undermine the foundations of international peace 

and security. We are deeply convinced that those are not mere theoretical 

considerations , but are very real thTeats which we cannot confront unless the 

Israeli policy of territorial expansion is stopped . We therefore listened very 

attentively . to the statement made by the Deputy Prime Minister and Minister for 

Foreign Affairs of the Syrian Arab Republic , Mr. Khaddam 1 and we fully share his 

concern and alarm at Israel ' s annexation of the Golan Heights. 

Czechoslovakia has always supported the just struggle of the Arab peoples 

against Israeli a.:mression. Today from this rostrum we should like to express 

our solidarity with Syria , a country which has consistently pursued a policy 

of principle in defending the legitimate rights of the Arab peoples and a 

country with which we enjoy close ties of fraternal friendship O mutual respect,, 

and fruitful co- operation, which was highlighted at the meeting of the Heads 

of our respeq_tive Governments in May 1979. 
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My dele6ation has already stated its position on this item in the 

Security Council of the United Nations 0 where it decisively condemned the 

Israeli annexation of the Syrian Golan Heights. He fully supported General 

Asser:1bly resolution 36/226 B and Security Council resolution ~-97 (1981 ), in 

,,rhich Isre,el I s anne;mtion was o_eclared to be ille0al. Fe support . to13ether 

with the r,1aj ori ty of the Members of the United Nations 9 the imaediate 

rescinding of the Israeli decision recardinc; the Golan Heights. The Israeli 

act of annexation must be described as a hostile act aimed against the 

sovereignty and territorial integrity of the Syrian Arab Republic and as 

a violation of the fundanental principles of the United Nations Charter. 

There is no doubt that the annexation of the Golan Heights is an act 

of ac;0ression in accordance with the definition set out in Genffral Assembly 

1 t . -:,.-,14 (x-riv) reso u ion J~ .x A . Furthermore, the attempt to change tbe status of 

the Golan Heizhts from that of an occupied territory to that of an annexed territory 

constitutes a double act of a~,;c;ression which threatens the basis of the 

e:::istin6 international system. By flouting the fundamental principles of 

international law 9 which pr0hibit the acquisition of territory by forcej 

Israel , by its political short--sie:;htedness, has doomed the whole region of the 

Middle East to instability and insecurity, and hence must bear the responsibility 

for all the consequences ensuing from it. If we say this ac~ain today , it is 

because we know from our mm historical e:x:oe1 ience t _hat peace is indivisible. 

It is clear that the anneJ~ation of the Golan Heights ancl ti1e annexation 

of the Arab part of Jerusalem perpetrated in the summer of 1980 are part and 

parcel of the policy of territorial expansionisr.1 aimed at perpetuating and 

,'..rac1ually consolidating the results of three previous acts of ai;:cression 

perpetrated by Israel against the Arab countries. Furthermore , that policy 

is accori1paniecl. by the acl.option of further measures to trample on tbe interests 

of the Arab population in the occupied Arab territories ~ by new o..cts of 

ac;gression against Lebanon and by the attack on the peaceful nucleo,r research 

centre in Iraq. If the international community does not firmly reject 

that kind of expansionist rolicy, which jeopardizes the chances 

of a comprehensive, just and lastinp: peace in the Mic_dle East :, then 

the annexation of the Golan Heights will not be the last act in a long list of 

acts of violence against the vite,l interests of the people of that ree;ion. 

It has become well lmm-m that Tel Aviv no-w has its eyes on the TTest Bank and 

the Gaza Strip:• which may become the next target for annexation. 
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The statement made by the Minister for Foreie;n Affairs of my country., 

u.ated 22 DeceE1ber 1981 0 emphasizes that: 

;;The United States also bears full responsibility for the annexation 

of the Golan Heights. This new aggressive attack is a direct 

consequence of the policy of separate negotiations and the anti~Arab 

Canp David agreements, It is the result of the American-Israeli 

agreement on strategic co--operation'. which has not at all been altered 

by the fact that the United States has suspended its validity. The 

Israeli Government could not pursue its anti-,Arab e;:pansionist policies 
. •·. 

without all-round American support and aid.;: 

As everyone knows, on 17 December 1981 the delegation of the United States 

voted~ alo;_1g with other members of the Council~ in favour of 'lSecurity Council 

resolution 497 (1981). But, in the licht of the United States veto, cast on 

20 Jo,nuary this year, it is clear that the former vote was onl~r a tactical 

trick intended to placate indi::nant world public opinion. Hhen it 

came to practical measures with respect to the aggressor 0 the United States used 

its veto a~ainst the draft resolution submitted by Jordan, thus d.emonstratinc; 

that it bears direct responsibility for the dangerous developments in the 

Middle East. 
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The imposition of sanctions a0[dnst Israel would doubtless run cou..Y1ter to 

the American Biddle East strategy in which the major stakes are being placed 

on Israel. As is well known, it consists precisely in claiming for the 

United Sta,tes the exclusive right to control over the natural resources of that 

region and to the approaches thereto and, in addition in consolidating its 

military presence there. 

WE believe thR.t a. halt to this dangerous policy can be brought about 

only by the adoption of effective measures against Israel, under Chapter VII 

of the United Nations Charter. The peoples of the Middle Ecist, like'those of 

all countries, are anxious to eliminate this chronic focus of tension and 

need a just and lasting peace in the region. T-Je are convinced that peace and 
1; 

security in the Biddle East can be brought about only by the following: first, 

the total unconditional withdrawal of Israeli troops from all Arab territories 

occupied in 1967, including Jerusalem; secondly, the exercise of the inalienable 

national rights of the Arab people of Palestine, including its right to create 

its own independent State; and, thirdly, the enjoyment of sovereignty and security 

for all States of the region. Ue believe that a genuine settlement of this 

kind could be achieved within the framework suggested by the Soviet Union, 

namely a special international conference convened with the participation of all 

parties concerned, including, of course, the Palestine Libera,tion Orga,nization. 
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Mr. COUTURIER ( Peru) ( interpretation from Spanish): Sir, I should 

like to begin my statement by expressing my delegation's satisfaction at 

seeing you presiding over this special session. Your proven ability and 

well- knovm e:i-...rperience guarantee that our proceedings will be guided competently 

and that we shall achieve the successful result we expect on the delicate matter 

under consideration. 

We should also like to take this opportunity in the General Assembly 

to express the satisfaction of the people and the Government of Peru at 

the recent election of Arabassador Javier Perez de Cuellar as Secretary-General 

of the United Nations. We are sure that his exceptional talents ; and capabilities 

will fully justify the trust placed in him by the international. community with 
• • regard to the ;:1::1. intemmce of intern3:tional peace and security and the promotion 

of friendship and co-operation among peoples. 

He wish also to pay a tribute to the work done by Mr. Kurt Waldheim, 

who tirelessly devoted his best efforts to the cause of our Organization. 

The convening of this emergency special session to consider the situation in 

the occupied Arab territories illustrates the gravity of the measure recently 

adopted by Israel to annex the Syrian Golan Heights and highli.=;hts Israelis 

rashness in :csfusin r, to rescind its decision to impose its laws, jurisdiction 

and administration on that territory, in disregard of the provisions of Security 

Council resolution ~t97 (1981), adopted on 17 December last. 

The enactment of that law, through which Israel annexed part of Syria's 

territory , violates the basic norms of peaceful coexistence embodied in international 

law and cr':::c1t ·:cs a c;rave situation disrupting the intensive anc1 

prolonged efforts of the inte:mational community for pea.ce and 

understanding among the peoples of the Middle East. 

At a time when the international situation is going through a critical 

period of increased' tension and localized and global conflicts .. . the result of 

a combination of material and destructive interests and of blatant and widespread 

political short- sightedness ., P1:cru,- a country deeply committed to peace and 

respectful of international law, wishes to e:i-...rpress its firm condemnation and 

rejection of this unilateral act which, like others which are of major concern 

to us, violates the principles of the United Nations Charter, the 1949 Geneva 

Convention, the Declaration on Friendly Relations and Co-operation among States 

and other relevant provisions adopted by the United Nations. 
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This position of principle is in keepine; with our status as a 

Member of the United Nations, whose Charter conde:rn.ns and prohibits the 

acquisition of territory by force, as well as with my country's full commitment 

to the concerted action and solidarity of the Non-Ali~nec1 I~ovsnE::nt 9 nne of uh:) se 

basic tenets is precisely the defence of the principles whose violation has 

prompted the convening of this emere;ency special session - respect for the 

sovereignty and territorial integrity of States and for the self,-determination of 

peoples. ~ 

We wish to join in the urgent appeal of the international community 

adc7-ressed to Israel calline: on it not only to rescind its l atsst. dangerous decision 

" but also to abandon a counterproductive policy which, far from ensurin~ it 

recognition as a sovereiE,n State and the just security to which it aspires~ 

increases its isolation and encourages retaliation and reactions commensurate 

with the damage done. 

Peru mentions these concerns so that Israel, a country with which we 

maintain cordial relations, may reconsider and devote its efforts to 

finding , through dialogue and negotiation, formulas of understanding with 

its Arab neighbours leading to a just, comprehensive and lasting peace in the 

J"-.1iddle East. With regard to this need to open up a dialogue, we direct a similar 

appeal to the Arab countries involved in this tragic confrontation, for, 

without their resolute co--o::_::eration and political particip2·'d.cm., it will no-l: 

be possible to bring about the necessary establishment of a Palestinian Arab 

State , in :c-2coc;ni·tion of th-2 :i.m l i.-2nable right of that peOJ)l e to self--deter:rnins.tion 

and independence. 

In keeping with this position, my country has maintained and continues 

to maintain that Security Council resolutions 2lr2 (1967) and 338 (1973) provide 

an appropriate framework for the solution of the Middle East problem, since 

they protect the right of all the States of the area to live within secure and 

recoe;nized boundaries. That is why attitudes such as the one we are considering 

today undermine the political feasibility of those texts which are based on 

the reaffirmation of the principle of the inadmissibility of the acquisition of 

territory by force and on the withdrawal of Israel from the occupied Arab 

territories. 
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He appreciate and supyio3~-s any effort by the parties conceYned peacefully 

to promote understanding in the Middle East, just as we respect the right 

of States freely and sovere i e;nly to conclude agreements aimecl.. at consolidating 

peace between their nations. Jvzy- country has also, out of soliclarity 1 tirelessly 

defended the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people, whose self-determination, 

independence and establishment as a sovereign State in Palestinian Arab 

territory continue to be the basic conditions for any realist ic and pragmatic 

approach to the Arab-Israeli problem. ·• 

It is never pointless or superfluous to reaffirm carQinal'principles of 

international la,r on which relations between States are based. The 
~ 

international community is in a.uty bound not to condone acts which may involve 

the use or threat of use of force. Were we to permit such disregard of basic 

norms for international coexistence, we would be consentinG to actions seriously 

jeopardizing the accepted universal juridical order. In this context the 

annexation and acquisition of territory by force acquires dimensions which endanger 

international peace and security. We also consider that the se·ttlement of 

disputes between States should be achieved through exclusively peaceful means and 

uith sincere respect for the oblic;s..tions arising from int":::rnat5-ona.l 

instruments f reely accepted by the parties. 
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We consider that, because of its nature and purposes and in order to be 

credible and effective, the United Nations must find a meeting of minds that 

will lead to the definitive disappearance from the international scene of 

this deplorable conflict, which continues to have unpredictable consequences 

for international peace and security and which commits the military establishments 

of many nations outside the Middle East that should be devoting their energies 

to more effective forms of co--operation for human development. There is no 

doubt that a resolute spirit of concertation, equanimity and mutual respect 
~ 

is required, as is a basic commitment by all the parties directly involved 

to agree to a moratorium on irrational actions that may further obstruct the 

path to understanding and once again delay fulfilment of the int~national 

community's desire to achieve peace among the nations of the Middle East. 

Mr. TRAORE (Mali) (interpretation from French): Mr. President, 

allow me to congratulate you on behalf of the delegation of Mali on your 

continuing to preside over the work of the General Assembly. 

I should also like to pay a sincere tribute to Mr. Perez de Cuellar 

on his unanimous election to the post of Secretary-General of the United 

Nations. We congratulate him because he is a son of the third world and comes 

from that part of the .American subcontinent that has been fighting ardently 

within the non-aligned movement to bring about the triumph of the ideals of 

peace and progress throughout the world. Furthermore, his personal competence 

and his long experience, acquired in the quest for just solutions to 

international problems both within the United Nations Secretariat and in his 

own country, make him eminently equipped to help the United Nations in 

remaining faithful to its ideals, purposes and principles. His statement here 

on 15 December 1981, when he took his oath of office, reflected the common 

concern to humanize international relations. My delegation pays him a tribute 

and assures him of its active co-operation. 

Our congratulations to you, Mr. President, and to the Secretary-General 

should have been conveyed by my country's Minister for Foreign Affairs and 

Co-operation. He apologizes for being unable to be present for reasons of 

national concern. 
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Before its its thirty--sixth session was suspended, the General 

Assembly , havins examined the situation prevailinc in the i-iidd.le East, 

vhich grows more explosive every day, adopted its resolution 36/226 B, 

in which it expressed its grave alarm at 'Israel 's decision of 14 December 1901 

to apply Israeli lau to the occupied Syrian Golan Heights'' and, in 

opera,tive paragraphs 1, 4 and 6, declared that 

Israel's decision to apply Israeli law to the occupied Syrian Arab 

Golan Heights is null and void and has no legal validity whatsoever;; 

and demanded that 

Israel, the occupying Power, rescinds forthwith its decisioi11 and all 

administrative and other measures relating to it, which cor1stitute a .. 
flac;rant violation of all relevant principles of international law 

and requested the Security Council 

:, in the event of .Israel 1 s failure to · implement the present resolution 

to invoke Chapter VII of the Charter of the United Nations•:. 

In keepinc; with that provision of resolution 36/226 B:, the Security 

Council unanimously •· I stress the word :unanimously;' ... adopted its 

resolution 497 (1981) , operative parac;raphs 1 and 2 of which have almost 

exactly the same 1-rording as operative parac;raphs 1 anc.'. l1. of General Assembly 

resolution 36/226 B. 

In its resolution 497 (1981), the Security Council demanded that Israel 

rescind forthwith its decision to annex the Golan Heights. 1'ne primary 

responsibility conferred on the Security Council by the Charter for the 

maintenance of peace:, the procedures for the adoption of decisions by that 

body and the acuity with which it examines questions before it lead one 

to believe that the terms it used in drafting resolution 497 (1981) 

concerninG ur~ency and speed reflected the existence of an extremely grave 

international situation, which is ~ furthermore, confirmed by operative 

paracraph J_, of that resolution, which states that in the event of 

Israel 1 s non·-compliance with the resolution the Security Council would meet 

urc;ently 9 and not later than 5 January 1982 to consider taking appropriate 

measures in accordance with the Charter of the United Hations. 
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Israel did not comply with that resolution, which it had already 

rejected in the Security Council. It reaffirmed that rejection in the letter 

the Israeli representative addressed to the United Nations Secretary-General 

on 29 December 1981. 

Meeting in January in accordance with the provisions of operative 

paragraph 4 of resolution 497 (1981), the Security Council, notwithstanding the 

moderate provisions of the resolution, completed its work on 20 January without 

being able to adopt a text that might at the very least have provided 

for ;1appropriate measures in accordance with the Charter", 

whereas, and I would stress this, the General Assembly had recommended that 

Chapter VII of the Charter be invoked. 
't 

The Council was paralysed despite the grave situation created by the 

annexation of the Golan Heights, a situation whose gravity it had recognized, 

and its unanimous commitment to going beyond the provisions of resolution 

497 (1981) by proposing solutions in accordance with the Charter in order to 

defuse the crisis. 

In the absence of provisions other than those adopted by the Council in its 

resolution 500 (1982), the General Assembly is seized of this question in 

accordance with the general mandate conferred on it by the Charter in matters 

concerning the maintenance and safeguarding of international peace and 

security. 

Exceptional situations call for exceptional measures. The convening 

of the ninth emergency special session of the General Assembly is, we 

repeat•., in all respects in keeping with the Charter and in particular the 

provisions of its Article 12, and it is called upon once more to take up the 

question of the occupied Arab territories or, to put it clearly, the continuing 

Israeli aggression against its neighbours. 

Indeed, Israel's decision to annex the Golan Heights unfortunately 

illustrates the statement I made here on 4 December, in which I spoke of 

Israel's policy of territorial expansion in terms of concentric circles and 

said" ... today, Palestine and a thrust towards the Dead Sea, tomorrow the 

neighbours of Israel 11
• (A/36/PV.85, p. 17) 
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Yesterday it was the Golan Heights. How many sacrifices will have to be 

made by the people of the occupied Arab territories and how much must peace be 

mangled in order to stop the Israeli Government from dreaming of establishing 

a State whose borders will only be known to it and of which it will be the sole 

master when it comes to deciding what means are to be used to assure its security? 

It is fitting for my delegation to reaffirm, on behalf of my Government, 

the inadmissibility of the acquisition of territory by force and to condemn 

the annexation of the Golan Heights , which is an integral part o.f Syrian 

territory. 

Throughout the debates on the Middle East question Israel has never stopped 

talking about peace :, it has constantly been calling on its Ar~ neighbours to 

let peace prevail. The statements by the representatives of Israel regarding 

their wish for peace must be analysed in the light, on the one hand , of their 

respect for their commitments vis-a-vis the Charter and international law and 

on the other hand , the way in which they implement those commitments in actual 

fact. What does the Charter say? Does it not recommend the peaceful settlement 

of international disputes? Does it not order States to fulfil in good faith 

the obligations into which they have freely entered? 

The delegation of Mali has repeatedly stressed the act of reparation which 

led to the creation of the State of Israel. Mali was among the States which 

believed that the leaders of this new State would have been stubborn defenders 

of the Charter and of the decisions of the international community. But the 

facts were very different. It would tire the General Assembly to enumerate 

the dozens and dozens of resolutions it and the Security Council have adopted 

on the Government of Israel's continual and disquieting blocking of the efforts 

of the international community to safeguard peace in the Middle East. Have we 

already forgotten that at its 715th meeting, on 19 January 1956, the Security 

Council adopted a resolution on the Lake Tiberias affair enjoining Israel to 

discharge its obligations in the future - that means obligation under the 

United Nations Charter - in default of which the Council would have to 

consider awhat further measures under the Charter are required to maintain 

or restore the peace 11 ? ( Security Council resolution 111 ( 1956)) 
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More than 35 years ago , therefore . the Security Council , faced by an action 

that endangered the security of a Member State, used the same terms that it used 

recently when this act .. in flagrant violation of the United Nations Charter and of 

international law ~ further jeopardized peace, 

The Geneva Convention of 12 August 1949 Relative to the Protection of 

Civilian Persons in Time of Uar and the numerous resolutions adopted by the 

international Orc;anization: incl udine: inter ali1:l:_, resolution 181 (II) ,, Security 

Council resolutions 2~.2 ( 1967) , 338 ( 1973) and -497 ( 1981) . have only served to 

sharpen the Israeli Government's appetite for territorial expansiod. 

Unfortunately the Security Council was unable . althour h it condemned the 

annexation of the Golan Heights , to draw the logical conclusion from that 
't 

conder.mation. This cannot fail to have repercussions on peace in the Middle East. 

Thus we should be gettin['.; off the subject now before the Assembly if we 

narroued it down to a futile debate on the consequences of implementing sanctions 

against a Eember State which has deliberately and constantly violated the Charter 

and international law . But the Assembly cannot award prizes for aggression . 

And , the annexation of the Golan Heights 9 discussed in wording used throu6hout 

history by all invaders .to deceive international public opinion , is and remains 

an act of aigression. It is an act of aggression when it is analysed in 

relation to the Charter and the principles of international law .. it is certainly 

an act of aggression in the terms of the annex to resolution 3314 (XXIX) on the 

definition of agc;ression . In the terms of article l of that annex , the 

occupation of the Golan Heights is most certainly an attack on the soverei~nty and 

territorial intec;rity of Syria , whose bounc7.aries have been internationally 

recognized and which uas admitted to the United Nations with those same boundarieso 

The relations which do or do not exist between States in no wise impair the legal 

validity of the definition of aggression . because the explanatory note to 

article 1 mentioned above says quite clearly that the term State " is used without 

prejudice to questions of recognition.".!) (rE:solution 3314 ( XXIX) , annex 

article L . explanatory note _(a)) 
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It is the imperative duty of the General Assembly to preserve peace. At the 

end of this current session we are convinced that it will adopt the necessary 

measures to stop the Middle East being a trouble spot , a spark from which will 

one day set off a world conflagration . 

It must , of course ) once again condemn the act of annexation of the Golan 

Heights and advocate measures likely to speed up the return , not only of that 

Syrian territory to Syria but also of all Arab territories occupied since 1967 

to their mother countries , including the Holy City of Jerusalem 1 and likely to 

enable the Palestinian people to exercise all its inalienable rights. The 

Assembly cannot allow a crime against peace to be committed. And each day that 

passes in the Middle East , which is in a fever of armed conflicts and mounting 

preparations for war, is a sad day for peace. 

~1r. RABETAFIKA (Madagascar) ( interpretation from French) : 

Mr. President , my delegation is pleased to see you presiding once again over this 

session of the General Assembly. We are familiar with your quiet authority , 

your impartiality and your diplomatic skills. Those qualities, plus our 

friendship , enable me to look towards the successful conclusion of our work. 

I should like to express to Mr. Javier Perez de Cuellar on my Government's 

and my own behalf ~ our most sincere congratulations on his election to the post 

of Secretary- General of the United Nations. Seeing that we have known each other 

for so long ~ I hardly need to assure him that I and my delegation will 

co-operate with him as much as be wishes in carrying out his lofty functions. 

In a message on 17 December 1981 to the Secretary- General of the United 

Nations , the President of the Democratic Republic of Madagascar set forth the 

position of my country on the law by which Israel decided to extend its laws, 

jurisdiction and administration to the Syrian Golan Heights. 
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This message, circulated as an official document of the Security 

Council, S/14815, states: 

"We have learned with indignation and concern that Israel has 

once again, rivalling its South African counterpart in aggressiveness, 

decided deliberately to threaten world peace and security by an action 

which defies international law and the relevant resolutions of the 

United rTations. The annexation of the Syrian territory of the Golan 

by the Zionist State confirms that it has an unceasing desire f·0r 

expansionism ·which it has not stopped pursuing since its creation to 

the detriment of Arab territories, in violation of United Nations 

decisions. In the face of this act of irremediable hostility~ which we 

vigourously condemn because it aggravates a situation already made 

dangerous by a long series of Israeli provocations and acts of 

ag~ression (bombing of southern Lebanon and Tamouz, violation of 

Saudi air space), we consider it our duty to call upon the United 

Nations to demonstrate its solidarity with the Arab peoples and 

Governments, in particular by denouncing the involvement and responsibility 

of Israel's allies in the puruit of its present policy. We must also 

remind the international community that the allies of the Zionist 

State are also the last bulwarks of the racist South African State, 

which has recently outdone itself in terrorism against its neighbours 

and in its c1efiance of United Nations resolutions. 11 (S/14815) 

On that same day - 17 December - the General Assembly stated its 

position on that important question by adopting by a very comfortable 

majority resolution 36/226 B, which my delegation is honoured to have 

co-sponsored. 

He also noted with particular satisfaction that, at almost -the same time 

and by a unanimous vote, the Security Council endorsed the main decisions and 

recommendations of the General Assembly. 
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These were that the law of 14 December 1981 adopted by the F.nesset 

was declared null and void and without international legal effect .: that all 

States, specialized agencies and other international organizations were 

asked not to recoGnize Israel's decision~ that Israel was enjoined to 

rescind forthwith the despised lav; and that, in the event of non--compliance 

by Israel, the Security Council would meet to consider taking appropriate 

measures against it in accordance with the Charter. 

Israel's refusal to comply uith resolution 36/226 Band Secur:ity Council 

resolution 497 {1981), as well as the veto cast by a permanent me~ber of 

the Council against measures 1rh:1.ch had been ar:;reed to by conn:non accord, gave rise 

to a situation which, for us, is a serious one to which the ~ 

international community must r~spond. Regardless of the contrary opinion 

expressed by the representative of the Zionist State, the convening of 

this session was truly necessary and is in no way an exercise in futility. 

After the negative positions we have witnessed, it seems to us useful 

at least to allow Member States the opportunity to reaffirm their attachment 

to the :politfo?.lly just and jm·:Lclically irrefutable position that is set 

forth in th-= two above-mentioned r<.:solutions. 

As shown by the statements of the numerous delegations which spoke earlier, 

no C-overm1ent is ready to acquiesce in the most recent act of force by 

the Zionist authorities or to ignore the challenge they have posed to the 

authority of the United Nations. That, too, must be mentioned at this session 

and must be repeated as often as is necessary. 

We have noted in the course of this debate that no delegation has wished 

to sanction the serious injustice done to the Syrian Arab Republic and that 

all delegations have rejected the vain attempts of the Israeli delegation to 

minimize the significance of the law of 14 December 1981, to rationaJ.ize 

the decision by its Government and even to shift responsibility onto its victims. 
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It has been rie;htly recalled that the principle which prohibits the 

acquisition of territory by force cannot brook any exception under any 

pretext, and that - as the crmm:i.ng irony - the Zionist authorities have 

deliberately violated in that matter Security Council resolution 2lr2 (1967), 

to which they so insistenly appeal. 

The ~r~u.m~nt of normalization or re~ularization has not deceived anyone~ 

because the status of an occupied territory can only be normalized by the 

return of that territory to the State to which it belongs. 

In line uith the decision to devote our agenda to th,2 situation in the 

occupied P.rab territories and not just to the question of the Golan Heights, 

the most widely shared concern in the course of this session is1'that of 

the doubt rece.rding Israel: s 'lrillingness to evacuate these territories. It 

is well lmm-m that the only cliflerence between Jerusalem, the Golan Heights, the 

Gaza Strip and the Fest Banl~ · of the Jordan is one of the c;r'.:cater or lesser dee;ree of 

FLdvancemt:n-t ::if the process of ann21:2.tion~ the same policy applies and 

everywhere there are indications - very clear indications . . of that ~Till 

to annex: they take the form of settlements, cultural, economic 

and political measures of de-Arabization and attacks on the physical and 

demographic structure. of the territories in question. Neither in the 

Security Council nor in this Assembly has the representative of Israel said 

anything which could allay the fears felt in this connexion by all the 

dele~ations. On the contrary, at the same time as they endlessly repeat 

their willingness to nec;otiate, the authorities in Tel Aviv also proclaim 

that they have C::xhausted their capacity for concessions and that, 

among other things, they are absolutely opposed to the cree,tion of a new 

Arab State in Palestine, thus rejecting outright the inalienable national 

rights of the Palestinian people~ the recognition of which would, however, 

provide the key to the Middle Ee.st problem. 
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Under those circumstances, one could say without risk of contradiction 

that the pacifist protestations of the Zionist State and its ritual calls 

for direct negotiations have once again been met with _r;_:;eneral scepticism. 

Many delegations before us have reminded the Tel Aviv authorities tha,t 

their acts belie their words 2.nd are more convincing than are their words. 

Others have stressed - and ri~htly so - that there is a consensus in this 

Assembly for the view that the law of 11( Decemver 1981 - the last in a long 

series of acts of aggression, injustice ancl humiliation directed•.against 

the Arabs - has brouGht us furthf:::r from peace, instead of brine;.ing us closer 

to it. 

Some have said that that law, bearing the stamp of arroga:t'!ce ancl defiance, 

points to Israel I s desire not to accept any peace in the ~'!iddle East except 

on its orn tc::cns ?.na. its mm terus alone. Fe f ear that they might be right. 

There are cynics who remind us that after all the latest ac·b by 

Israel was foreseeable , not to say expected, and that it could not worsen 

any further 8n P.lrea.dy despe1'.'Pte situation. 

If the implications of tlnt attitude are that nothinr•; more c2n 

be done or that nothinr; more should be tried, we of course reject them. 

On the contrary, we b'2lieve- that the question of the Golan Heir;hts underscores 

the impor·bmce of the other dimension of the problem of the Midc.le East -

and of any international :r:;olitfoel problem as well •~ which is that of the 

authority of the United nations. 

Israel has defied that 2uthority and has found a.-rnong the permanent nemebers 

of the Security Council accomplices and complaisant partners uho 

enable it to :pc:r.S':::vere in that attitude. 
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I do not need to dwell on something which has already been emphasized 

by so many delec;ations, the unfortunate timing and the logical sequence of the 

following events: the recent formalization of the strategic alliance between 

Israel and the United States of America, the adoption by Israel of the law of 

14 December, Israel's refusal to comply with Security Council resolutions 

497 (1981) and the vetoing of voluntary, non-mandatory sanctions. 

Attempts have been made to explain that veto by the necessity of choosing 

either persuasion or recourse to sanctions, but no one explained ~hich problems 

were preferably dealt with by persuasion and which demanded the i~position of 

sanctions. 

We are afraid that all this is nothing but a handy way of dbvering up Israel's 

repeated failure to meet its obligations under Article 25 of the Charter, 

a failure which is a glaring indication of its bad faith and its reprehensible 

predilection for nmethods of settlement" which ensure it an opportunity to impose 

its diktats. Those that have prevented the Security Council from adopting the 

me~'lilres demanded by the circumstances have weakened the authority of the 

United Nations with respect to Israel and have undermined their ovm credibility 

in the eyes of the Arab nation, thus greatly weakening its ability to have any real 

influence on the settlement of the problems of the Middle East. It seems to us 

this weakening of our power to act explains our inability to reach the 

just, comprehensive and lasting settlement that we all desire. The time 

has come for us to react and allow the Organization, in this case as in all others, 

to play its proper role under the Charter. 

The delegation of Madagascar is a sponsor of the draft resolution which 

is about to be adopted. We have sponsored it because of our natural solidarity with 

the Syrian Arab Republic and with the Arab nation as a whole. We have done so 

to protest against the reckless behaviour which led to the convening of this ninth 

emergency special session. 1·Te have done so because the draft resolution reaffirms 

the validity and relevance of the decisions adopted in December both by the General 

Assembly and by the Security Council. The draft resolution responds to the need 

to do justice to the direct victims of the law of 14 December. It emphasizes the 

specific responsibilities of all parties and proposes :rr:easures which, it accepted 
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and implemented in good faith,. would compel Israel to recognize the weight and 

the influence of the United Nations and to reconsider its constant defiance 

of the international community a G a whole , and even ,. perhaps - why not? ,._ to 

show more respect for the rights of its Palestinian and Arab neighbours, 

The meeting rose at 12:55 p.m. 




