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5. My delegation wishes to pay' a, tribute to.vthe
Secretary-General fot:'. responding promptly to the
General Assembly's request and reportmg, on the
expiration of the, five-day'time limit set by the resolu
tion, on Israel's position. There are two documents
before us: the aide-n'cmoirer dated 24 January ,1957
on the Israel position on the Sharm El Sheikh area
and the Gaza Strip [A/3511]; and the report by the
Secretary-General, also dated 24 January, in pursuance
of the resolution of the General Assembly 9f 19 Janu
ary [A/3512l. My delegation wishes to review "these
two documents and to discuss their contents. I shall
start with the'first~ . 0

Tribute to ,he memory 01 Mr. Mamor" ShlWO-O 6. In the first place, Israel's position on the Sharm
mitsu, former Foreign 1Jliniater 0/ Japan El Sheikh area has not change<i. Israelstill speaks of

, what it caUs "the simultaneous reconciliation of two
1. The PRESIDENT: I am sure' that my fellow objectives-the withdrawal, of Israel forces, and "the
representatives share the profound regret with which guaranteeing of permanent freedom .of. navigation",
I learned of the death of Mr. Shigemitsu, former [A/35~1tlparae . 6.] ,In essence,this amounts: to the.
Foreign Minister of Japan, whom we welcomed only imposition of a con,dition sinequa' non for the with-
the other day as the 'head of the Japanese delegation drawal of Israel forces from the Sharm El Sheikh area
leading Japan into the United Nations. I would there- and Egyptian territory. The imposiHon of such a prior
fore ask representatives to rise with me and observe condition is in directcontravention of ,the -letter and
one minute's silence as a tribute to his memory. spirit of all the previous resolutions adopted on this

rile representatives stood in silence. . ~ubject hythe General Assembly,in~uding theresolu-
2. Mr. SATO (Japan): May I be allowed to express tion adopted "o.n19 January.' c '

the heartfelt gratitude of my delegation for the Presi- 7. In, the 'second place, Israel, alludes- to Egyptian
dent's kind .words of sympathy in connexion with the compliance with the decision.of the Security Council of
death, of Mr. Shigemitsu, We were much moved by the 1,September 1951 as having .'~legaland chronological
tribute which he paid to Mr. Shigemitsu's memory. priority over Israel's duty to-fulfiLrecommendation~:
Coming, as it does, from him, it touches us deeply. in which Egjpthas an interest". [lbid.~.para.,8.1 Thi~

3. Mr. Shigemitsu was a diplomat of interna.tional argument is a .legal fallacy and, is equally contrary to
fame, "completely dedicated to the cause ofpea.ce. It the letter and spirit of ,previous' Genera1,.A.s~~bly
issad, indeed, for us to be deprived of this statesman resolutions. . , "" . '
at this juncture. However, the f~ct that he represented 8. In.the third' place, ,Israel .seeks to. Change,.;'0;" at
my country on the occasion of its admission to' the Ieast. to modify, the functions of the,'Upi~ed" Nations
United Nations was, I think. a fittipg end to a great Emergency Forc~! 110t, only',With regard to, the." G~za
career. I know that Mr. Shigemitsu was deeply Im- Strip, b,t,tt also, Wl~~ .regard to the. Sharm. ,~l ,SheIkh",
pressed by the United Nations and highly gratified' by a:rea.:,Israel"s,poS1t~on on the Gaza~tflP h~s not.'

: the cordial. friendship accorded by the representatives changed. In ,fact, Israel makes wild a~ertions, abpu~f
•assembled here. We who, are left behind, will endeavour its right to continue, the chril ,administration ,(lithe
to follow in the footsteps of Mr. Shigemitsu and .to area-and 'fot ntfother' reasonthan'that }to~cupled.
make, ourselves worthy of thispreciol,1s friendship, thearea~hro.ughc31cUlatedaggies,sioIi/" ,,"
Which we deem anJllheritimce from him.' ,.' ,'" ,~ ',' """., ,C" " ,',

. ' . , ~,' ,9•. these, ",vild aU~~tioti~'and'ass~tliOJ1~< bylsJ,'ae1:
AGENDA ITEM ~6 " hav.ebeenl1~gate4~mthe we,lI-cpnsl<lere4,and,~fa~tu., .

, ' " , ' .,' , . ' . ,'" ally and. legally d~umel1ted. reP<?Ft .'of Jhe S~etary.,
Question~onsideredby.the first .,mel,'gency spe- General; [A/35J.?h,l ,~mgr.eatly'gr~tified.at.thefact

cial session ~f the General ASBem~.yfrom.l to that .#le S~~etatY-Generalha.s,affirme4"beY()~~:1,a.ny
,10 November 1956 (continued); ',' d91!pt t};te ;4~seriptiop. of.him;wllichJ ga,veillmys~at~~..

4.' Mr. MAHGOUB (Sudan): When, on 171anuary, ment tothe Assembly on 17 Janua.t'yI~$,S)f1z~et.ng],
1957 and the following days, the General Assembly when I .said that Mr., Ha11l,mar.skjf:)ld\vasthe.elpbodi:"7 ;

,discussed the draft resolution !hich, it 'proceeded, to 'merit()frieutralitY~nthehi~hest'W0dd.()r.gailizat}op..
adopt on 19 January ,[resoluhon 1123 ';,(XI):h ··my His ·'rePort·.which.ds',"nowunder"revie"'i'is·fUl'ther
delegation had not the slightest doubt that Israel wqul<f evidence'\Jfthat'neutr'4ity, iwhich'riseS'!':abo~eanY

'never change its ~sitio~ or for a ~oment e~tertain sha,?ow ~fa~ou~tIIItrep'~es~~t~.the jU9gel11~nt)fa~'

'~b*~e~l~ti~s~~n~ to or respecti~ng~ As-~~~y~(7"'~\JUSti<el~}(O,".'?il,Y.,.; .. ~.,..,..o,.,~,:.e.:,..•."~":,,,L
. '" ' {J(;4 "9 ; ',,;." .. ,..;.....'·,·~/l:1V.~644'(e .
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irre£ugees and the violations of the armistice and its
~ machinery. ' Cl

26. It could not have been the intention of the United
Nations when it adopted the partition resolution [181
(II)] to displace the Arab inhabitants. On the con
trary, there were, what now look like wishful thinking,
provisions for them to remain in their normal places
of residence; and tney were, moreover, given the 'right
tQ opt for citizenship in the Arab State while residing
in the Jewlsh State. This is provided in the partition
resolution. But Israel saw to it thl\t one million Arabs
were forcibly removed from their homes and country.
This did not take place at a certain point in time. Some

.of the Arab refugees were frightened and began to
flee even before Israel formally proclaimed its existence
and became a State. Others, as a result of a campaign
of terrorization and expulsion, were f(;rciblyrernoved
from their homes and herded to the armistice demarca
tion lines.q:his was all premeditated and calculated.
27. The United Nations, which had never condoned
such expulsion~ and equally never condoned suchmass
pent;inent exiles, acted by General Assembly resolution
194' ~UI) of 11 December 1948. This resolution caned
tor 'the repatriation, settlemer,t and compensation of
those who did not wish tQ'!'e~urn~ This provision has
been recalled and reaffirmed by the General Assembly
at every regular session held since 1948--seven times
in the last seven years. cc

28.= Israel ha~' refused\tp comply with tile"ptovisions
of these resolutions concei'~ng repatriation 'or, compen
sation. As SOCln as the armistice agreements. had been
signed and the stage set for' progress' towards a final
settlement.Tsraeldeclared its opposition to therepatri
ation of the refugees. This tSas submitted in an official
memorandum to the Technical Committee on Refugees
of the United Nations Conciliation Commission for
Palestine in July 1949 and confirmed by a statement of
its representative in the Ad H QC Political Committee,
even as late.as 18 November 1955.1

29. Compensation did not. meet a better. fate.. Israel
Jail~ to provide for compensation £pr their property.
Even as late as March1956, according to 'thereport

.;of the Conciliation Commission [4/3199, annex A]
.the :Goverpment. of . Israel declared its. unwiUingnes~
"tq come forward with a programme forcompensa
tion"• The .Commission 'rep9rted that "it communicated
to. the Government <of .Israel ..its disappointment and

'r~gret over this newattitttde"li" . '
30. I have, so far, 'been dealing briefly~ith the
refugees, their. repatriation and 'compensation..But. ~et

us .lookat. the other siqe of' the ;picture. Israel's dis
respect for the. armisticeagreement~ .and demarcation:
lines-reveals its, 'teal int~nticns.beyond fny:·measure~of

.doui>t. The area.,of the par,ts of .Palestmeawarded by
,the G~n~ral AssemBly in its partition resolution to the
"Jewish. State" was approximately.5,600;sguaremiles.
But the. area.oLthe ,lsrael-eontrolledterritories.of
:ral~stiru~ 'foqay ]s8,~.,sguar€'miles.. The excess
te17r.itories .. fall'intot~ee'categories':. territoriesreServoo
in thepa17t1ti()n.1>Ia1~:for. ,~he.Arab $tat~; .paris Qfthe,
Jerq~l~tn'~refl; and t~ed~lital'~zed zones:" i'; .

31. :"'J:he'c:x;cup.ation: ..by. Israel'of,theseexcess terd
;to,riesl-toOkpl~iilfourstages:heforethe.,withdtawal·_
·pf.the;Bri~sl1..fo(Cesi;be'tween;mid-;May'1948 and the
"sigmngiof:tlic'armistice . agreements j~i1?49i,iQ\i'iiqg
:' ~',\, ... i;':'·.;;,;.:?>2'/, .':'Li

./ .•:,"'" ." ,'" "l;~.. .,\',Y('.,;., .'
.1QDi~wl·Re.(;(Wdsot't1W'GeiiiraJAssel1lbly; .Te,itlr$essidn.

AdHoc;PoliticalC.omlnitteeJ;l7th.'mee~ing; , '. ,>, i",;'"

6Mth mcetlna-28 JanulU'Y' 1957

~ Israel',s refusal to implement the "decisions of the
General Assembly "and its violation of the Armistice

. Agreement before and after 1951 throw serious doubts
on its right to invoke either the Armistice Agreement
or the Security Council's decision of 1951.• This record
may.account for the fact that the Security Council in
1954 refused to confirm its decision of 1951.
22. In my address on 17 January, I said that it was
not the intention of my delegation to present before
the Assembly a record of the previous convictions of
Israel, But now, after Israel has been given a further
chance to prove its good will and, to respond to world
opinion as expressed by the General Assembly by a
majority of 74 to 2, I have no alternative but to cite
the unpleasant and shameful record of Israel in the
United Nations. Tl;tis is not only to show that Israel
does not in fact adhere to any agreement, but it is
also aimed at proving that the conditions envisaged at
the times.of signing the Armistice Agreement on 24
February 1949 and at the time the Security Council
adopted its resolution ,of 1 September 1951 have funda
me.it~ly changed to an ~tent to de~ar ~sra~l from
involtmg any of the prOVISIons embodied m either of
them. This record includes breaches of the Armistice
Agreement and convictions by the Truce Supervision
Organization and the Security Council against Israel,
as wetl as utterances of leading responsible members
of the Israel Government.
23. Israel should not be judged by what its people
profess to do, nor by the ideals to which it pays only
lip service. The criteria of judgement should. be its
deeds since it came into being and the ways in which it
has carried out its .policies. No contrast is more vivid
than that between the 'statements of the Israel leaders
and their proclamations on the one hand, and what
has followed on the other. Their proclamation of

'independence declares: i

wi.'he State of Israel . ; . wilt promote the develop
ment of the' country for the benefit of all its inhabit- '
ants; will be based on the principles of liberty, justice
and peace as conceived by the'Prophets of Israel;
will uphold the full social and political equality of
all its citizens, without. aistinction of religion, race
or sex; will guarantee freedom ,of religion, con
science; education and culture: will safeguard the
Holy' Places of all religions ; and will loyally uphold
the principles of the United Nations Charter."

.The first President of Israel stated: .
HI am certain that the world will judge the Jewish

State by what~t 'will do with the.Arabs, just as the
. ,Jewish people at Iarge will he judged by what we

. I do or fail to do in this State," . .
The Prime Minister, who is its.present.Prime Minister
as well, wrote in..its first Year Book:

"The. State of Israel will 'be. judged not by its
wealth or military strength . nor .,py its technology,
,but by its .moral worth and human .'Value,S.::

24: These quotationsgive the ,impt~ssion'~f~-~ileter
mination for peace, equality and, self denial for the"
sake of human happiness.. Indeed, .some people ,have
beendupep by them and lulled into a E;leepwhich
'furned out'to·'be 'a nightmare. '. ..... " .

.'t 1 "'_:'" . 0 ". ~",' ,.',.',',. , "" ',',,", ~""" .- ."

2,5 1;hereis a. otong Ij,st ot-v~olation's,of defianceof
-the United Nations and for wliat it stands and defiance

"jifhmnansfandards, andvahtes:.,r'l\ill .not going".to
review this Iist in detail, .or;coVer.the ':numerous;items.
lwill<;onfine myselJ to the 'que'stion: .p£ ,the;,Arab
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casualties in, Egypt, Syria, Jordan and Lebanon nu~
bered 199 killed, 197 wounded and 8 captured, while
Israel casualties amounted to 58 killed, 160 wounded
and 3 captured.
36. It is a matter of 'record that all attacks conducted
by' the regular armed forces have come: irom the Israel
SIde. According to the records of the United Nations,
the regular armed forces of Israel have launched at
least twenty-two military attacks on neighboring Arab
countries . since the signing of the armistice in 1949.
There were four condemnations of Israel by the
'Security Coun~il: th~ resolution of 18 May 1951
[S/2157],J, the I'resolution ,of 24 November 1953 rs/
3139/Rev.2] J ,',the resolution of 29 March 1955
[S/3378] , and the resolution of 19 January 1956
[S/3538]. (
37. This is, briefly, Israel's record of achievement. It
cannot be denied. It cannot be contradicted. But, in
'spite of it, Israel tries to pose as a Government whose
only wish is peace and whose only desire is protection
against an aggressive Arab people. The, final utterance
which will, no doubt, debar Israel from invoking the
'provisions of the Armistice Agreement.xomes from'
its Prime Minister, Mr. Ben Gurion, 'when addressing
the Knesset on 23 January 1957 on his foreign policy.
He said: "But the' 1949 Armistice. Agreement has
been violated and broken and is beyond repair.", I~i.s

my respectful submission that the Prime Minister of
Israel 'should have added. that such violation and such
breach of the Agreement cClw,i'from Israel and ulti
mately culminated in the invasion of Egypt on 29
October 1956. '
38. A further point which was raised by Israel and
is alluded to by the Secretary-General in his report,
is the question of the Gulf of Aqaba and the Straits of
Tiran, The reference has been mainly made to the
right of innocent passage through the gulf and the
straits. I do not intend to enter into a detailed and
substantial discussion of the nature and extent of the
.right of innocent passage in international law. It is,
as is rightly pointed ,out by the Secretary-General,
still a legal controversy. The International Law Com
mission .and the Sixth Committee of the General
Assembly .have been trying hard during the last eight
years "to reach agreement on this and other contro
versial issues of the law of the sea, The controversial
character of innocent pasage is vividly illustrated by
the fact that the International Law Commission itself
has more than, once changed its stand on, the various
'issues involved. In the commentarv on article 24 con
'tained in the filial. repOrt, on, the ~Jaw .of the, sea, the
International Law Commission states that:

"At its sixth session, in 1954, the Commission
took the view, that passage' should .be ,grant<icl~to
warships without prior authorization or notificati&n,
At itsseyenth session, in 1955~ after. noting"tlle

'r comments of, certain Governments "and" revkwing
the question, the~Com~ission ,felt obliged 't<{amend
this' article .so as 'to ~tres~ the right of the coastal
State tonia~ethe right ofpassag'e of, warships
tnroughthe territorial Sea s1.1bjec\tto ;previous
,~uthorization •. ./','[A/3159J pp. 22 {tnd 23~] .. t

39; 'While theteis" this controversy, ~veT""h~e'iigl!t ,
of innocent, passage, it is, worth mentioning' that the

,right of,the>coastal State to. take. the, necessary steps
to.,defendits',~ecurity j$anestablishedittl~Qf' il1t~r·
~national 'law,. and, hasbeenreaffinnedby ,(artiole17
of the 'draft articles 011 the'l~w'of:the 'sea prep~redby
the'InternationaFLaw Commission [Ibid.,' ,p-. 19.]

General A••embly-Eleventh leee.on-Plena..:r Meetl....972

the armistice regime; and after the, invasion of Egypt
on 29 October 1956. I will confine myself to, the third
stage, that is, the occu1?ation of the excess territories
durinrnpe armistice re~lme. This stage shows a succes
sion oi acts of aggression by Israel while it professed
to be innocent' and non-aggressive. May I say in
passing that the occupation and annexation of these
excess territories has never been condoned by the
United Nations and that several orders have been
issued by the United Nations at each stage for the
withdrawal of Israel from these, territories, but in
vain.
32. Israel's seizure of territories while' the armistice
agreements were in force from 1949 until the repudia
tion by Israel of the Egyptian-Israel-General Armistice
Agreement in November 1956 was confined to the
occupation andthe remilitarization of the demilitarized
zones. These were given a clearly defined special status.
The ,Agreement provided in paragraph 5 of article
VIII:

"The movement of armed forces of either party
to this Agreement into any. part of, the area . . .
for any purpose .... when confirmed by the United

~Nations representatiyes,shall constitute a flagrant
v~olation of tfjis Agreemeilt./I ,

33. {Despite/al1 the safeguards and clear definitions,
IsraeP'"'h~s~"aSserted that these were integral parts of
the State. These claims were reported ,by the United
Nations Truce Supervision Organization on several
occasions. Needless to say, on each occasion the military
penetration of Israel forces into the, area took place
without any regard for the, agreements, reminders by
the United Nations or .its staff and at times over their
dead bodies. , '

,34. .The Israel forces occupied' areas' in' the demili
tarized zones established by the Egyptian-Israel Armi
'stice Agreement and the Israel-Syrian Armistice Agree-'
ment.. The reports of, the mixed armistice: commissions
and of -the Chief of Staff, of' the Truce Supervision
'Organization, and the ,resolutions of the Security Coun
cil during the period, are illustration enough. Each, qf
these by itself, shows ,the Israel behaviour and regard
for United Nations resolutions, the armistice agree
ments .and the 'Truce Supervision Organization. The
attitude of Israel towards United Nations personnel and
agencies in" Palestine manifested itself in concrete
action."Thefe was the assassination' ,of, the United
Nation,S'''Mediator, the ,late, Count FolkeBernadotte,
the hindrance of the work of the truce observers,
the firing at' them, the-obstruction and-restriction of
their.imovements, their detention and threat· to life.--.
all these are covered in therecords of the Conciliation
'Commission and the Security,Council. "
'35;',pnfortunately, ne. complete' '.tabulation . of .cas
ualtiessuffered, by all parties 'since 1949,has been pre
pared. or published by the. United Nations. Two. long~
term tabulations have, however,beenrecent1ymade
'publi~: one o£,' them' by the; Jordan"Israel "Mixed
Armistice ,Comniission, -shows that between 1949 and
1954 there were 34 Israelis killed. and 134wounded,
while.the Jordariianeasualties ,were:'127.killed.,~md,.118
wounded. .The 's~f.ond' tabulation is, embodied in the
.report of.17 Oct9b~r.1Q56:subrnitted:.by·.Major General
Burps, [:S/3685]. According to.this report,: the total
.ll.1.1l11berof 'Wil~taty and;civ.Hianca$u.alties'suffer~by
,$gypt, ,SYrIa, .Jordan :and·,.LebanOnm ,,1955 .were; 297
killed, .222 wounded and 120 captured, while Israel

0'.c::a~1,1a1ti~~.am~4n.tedto~3 killed,,172woul'lded.and 3\)
., <;apt,1,1rl;de ,From 1;.1,,~,a,fiuary,to ",30, S~Pte,mber 1956:. the
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made it go back on all 'its obligations and diso~ey all
the directions of ('he United Nations without being
condemned or 'reprimanded. ,'~

46. Israel has, in the past, threatened the peace in
the Arab coutttriesonly. It disrupted all, the Arab
families of Palestine and rendered one million Arabs
homeless, destitute '1'efl.tgees. Apparently the thirst of'
Israel for blood and the pleasure it takes in human
misery has not yet been sat(§;fi,ed. Israel now daunt
lessly strives .to threaten world peace. It will not hesi
tate to witness theatroclties of a third world war and
to render the majorityo£ the' human race homeless,
destitute refugees.
47. I appeal to the world conscience and public

,opinion, represented. in this General Assembly, to. con
demn Israel asmerctlessly as Israel has brought mIsery,
and is still trying to inflict misery op. the members of
the human race. I appeal to. all the repre8ent.ativc~ to
condemn Israel and to .WIthhold anyv assistance-«
financial, economic or military-from Israel. If Israel
alone stands to defy and disregard the United Nations,
it deserves nothing but condemnation, with the severest
penalties, and if possible to be disregarded and dis
carded.
48. Mr. GUNEWARDENE (Ceylon): I do not
propose to delve, deep into the history of Arab-Israel
relations on this occasion. There nave undoubtedly
beenviolations of.fhe Armistice Agreement on both '
sides: .Suffice it to/say that a state' <;If., belligerency had
existed for quite' a number of yei~srculminating .in.the
aggression on Egyptian territory 'Dj Israel forces.
49. .This Assembly was seized of this problem of
invasion and this Assembly, in unmistakable terms,
called upon the aggressors to' withdraw from Egyptian
territory. The resolution [1123 (XI)] of 19 January
1957, which I had the honour to move on behalf of
a number of delegations, was a further invitation to
Israel to comply with. the wishes of this Assembly.
That Was the fifth resolution dealing with the subject,
It is therefore a matter of great regret that Israel has
not seen fit to comply with the wishes of this Assembly,
in spite of the number of opportunities given to it to
show its good: faith. . '
50. . I would riot ea.i'l the aide me'inoire presented by
the representative of Israel [A/3511] a statement' of
conditions. I would call it a'statement. of his. case in
,which .he .tries to. make. out .that' Israel' does not
definitely 'refuse tO'carry' out the wishes of the As..
sernbly, and he attefl?pts to explain the conditions
which existed. before ':'l1nd. thosewh~ch exist. tod~y,
so that the AssemblY;"incortsidering ,the case, may

'give some. measure, of .justi~e to Israel." I am afraid
that that attitude,jsnot the correct one and that it
will not hell?': the 'peacef~lso~ution ,of the . problem.
Mutual recrimination iWiUtnot'help m\1,ch.,.eith~r.· Hard
words ·will.n6t'he1p us;·';~Veare, now ,·faced., by.· a.situa
tion. 'w~ich 'is'l}pregn~nt:,with <tangerousconsequ.ences
and which can;. materially- affect the·peace of the world.

l~t~~i~a~~~:O~i~:::d~~'igai1:;·f~r~i~(~Ji!~raieOfx~~= .
tionalism on either side WQuld 'Qply make the,. solution
moredifficulti::'\' ..L. " '. " • .•

'51. . I am sorry to say thatJhecase,of Israelis trlQstlY'
a' caseof.pasbhistory"iI!~oiinexion ,with the: two. areas
covered'bytheresolutionJof19;Ja~ttary1957,tl:iat·is,
the~r~as,of •the GUlfof.A.qaba.,(,:aha,theGa~\:;'$trip.
,It'isuseless','fotl{the tG6yetnmentof '. Israel".to maintailJ>
th~t itisnnec~ss~ry,fot :·it,f<t ·.liold.th~' "~arr0'W,stI'iP
along', the ,western, .. coa-stot the;i'oul£°ofAqapa'so'cas

40. I did not intend to go into all this legal discussion,
in the hope that a decision might be given by the
General Assembly on the disputed right of innocent
passage through the Gulf of Aqaba and the Straits of
Tiran or through the Suez, Canal-passage through
which is governed by the Constahtinople Convention of

II 18882 and regulated by public international law jo
r. which I need not allude here-but I have simp:l)"

reviewed the law to show how controversial the matter
is and that if any State is aggrieved or claims any
rights of innocent passage or otherwise, the right place
for such a dispute is the International Court of Justice
which was established by a Statute which forms an
integral part of the United Nations Charter. Those
who seek a decision on such matters in the General,
Assembly or 'the Security Council merely .intend to
obscure the issues before this Assembly and to delay

? unduly its deliberations. We are only concerned here
with the unconditional withdrawal, as provided for by
previous resolutions. .
41. It is my submission that Israel stands convicted
before this Assembly. It has utterly refused to carry
out any of its resolutions from 2 November 1956 up
to the present moment What are we to do? Shall we
close our eyes and, let Israel endanger world peace?
42. This case Is-no longer the case of Egypt alone:
It is no longer the case of. the Arab countries. It is
no longer the ·case of the 'African and Asian group.
It .has become,' through the uncompromising and
disrespectful attitude of Israel, the case of all the
Members of the-United Nations assembled here. Israel
has gone beyond all expectations-or perhaps has
.acted true to' its undisguised principle' of non-adherence
to logic or reason-and has defied the authority of the
United Nations. It has defied the principles and objec
tives set out in the Charter. and has stood alone to defy
thgUnited Nations, to which itowes its very existence.
43. I am not saying' this without reason, for Israel,
as I stated before, is an :artificial creation and a. child
of opportunity. It was created by the General Assembly
resolutions of 29 November 1947 [resolution 181
(ll)] and 11 December: 1948 [resolution 194 (ll!)].
In admitting Israel tovmembership of the United
Nations; the General Assembly did not neglect the
special relationshipwhichexisted between Israel's very
existence and previous, resolutions of that body, nor
the sp~cial obligation .of Isr~el to i~l?lement. th?se
resolutions, The preamble: of. ItS" admission resolution
[Z73.,(III)],adopted,~)U 11 .May 1949, -stated :

"Recalling. its'·.resb!utions,cof29. November 1947
and. 11 December '1948 'and taking note of the

,>dec1ai"ationsana explanations ma~e ,by. the represen
.'tative of the Governinentof Israel 'before the Ad

Hoc. Political Committee in respect of.the implemen:.
. tation ofthesaid resolutions ".':,!'

44: Bufwha1:<1id •Isr~~r<1o? Immediately" after its
, admission,. Isra:el'repiidla~edits' agreeti1~ntto,accep.t
the resolutions of 29 November 1947 and 11 December
1948 as a basis for discussions aimi~g. at, a final settle
ment of the, outstanding. prob1ents,.'',''', .• ' ...•. '.
45. In view oL~he,previou~ ~ec()rd. 'Of}sl'a~r,and9f
its behaviour .: in •. the. .present .inyasion ,,' 'of .Egyptian

c,J~rritbJy" in:ylew;.,cif., i~s. ,\1tter •,ref~s'al to. ltQn()ur,~tlY
.,'of, .theresqlutlQns of,thls General. Asseqlbly" .I,~nl. sU.J,"e
.h~one'.pf .• the"re&reSe~i;1tive!i,.here •will, ti~e 'to def~nd
Jsrael, 'despite ., 'the' •. Cha:rin and ,.magic'of Israel .whi~

.._.:::":7.:' "::", .,::'f::, _,{(", _";' ,', '_~" :~' _;_,._:;~,l",': :',' '.: ,'_'~_"_'." ,,",::' .',.':,,' :,': ',,>',',,",';',',:_' :":",i",,;.

'. 2 corivci~tio~r~~pectingI1ke ,f~ee'ri~vi~~tion of the', 'Su~z1l1ar~~
timeCanal, signed at Constantinople on 29 'October 1888; ,
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"expressed in such unequivocal terms. That will he tbe
first step that Israel should, take before tall"';ng ,9£
settlemen( of OJ~tst~nding' issues. It is. an elementary
reqttiremeut. . D " ,

I S8~ As I cfreely mahrtain, there aye many nations
thathave<expres~e<k:~ie\Vs in sympathy with the posi.
tion of Israel and in favour of li'sym~thetic considera
tion oftpe case for free navigation in the Gulf of Aqaba.
These views have been expressed here; But that does
~ctpy any means establish for Israel a right to free
na\{ig'dtion. If ISrael wish,!:s to obtain SUch a right, it
n{ust be ~p agreement with Egypt, Jordan and the other
c61mtries round about. For that purpose, an atmosphere
of go\~d will 'has .first to be created •.

. 59; R'i!;'in the interests of Israel itself that it should
hearken to the' voice of world public opinion. Small
States, &i'tch as Israel and Ceylon, must lean he.avily <

on the United Nations',oon the good will of the world..
It is therefore imperative that on this-occasion Israel
should hearken to the voice ofthe T]nitedNations, ex-

Cl pressed so emphatically. Then, and thenonly, can all
ot.her questions be considered. ' "c

60. It is also suggested that there' can be &imultaneou9"
withdrawal of Israel forces and deployment of "United
Nations forces. That,again, is a condition that cannot
beIf.stablish,ed except with the good. will, with the con
se~t and with the concurrence of Egypt. If it is con
ceded that the territory around the' Gulf of Aqaba is
Egyptian territory, whichadtnits of no doubt, then
no foreign forces, whether Israel forces or United Na
tions forces, can be there except with the express
consent of the Egyptian Government. The United
Nations cannot deploy, even the United Nations forces
without the expres"'S consent ~qt Egypt. Whether it is .
necessary in the interests of peace that the United
Nations forces should be deployed is *\matterfor con-o
si~ration, but that consideration can come only after
the Israel forces have been withdrawn. 'That is also
3:", matter for negotiation with Egypt.
61. No negotiation can take place between Israel and
Egypt unless: all the sovereign .rights of Egypt are
restored, That is a sine qoo non.· So. far I cannot see
the vestige of a legal or moral .. claim for the.position
that Israel takes. Israel certainly arouses oUT'sympathy•.
I certainly see that Israel has" many difficulties, buto

those difficulties cannot be solved. :by ,obstinately-ad
hering to a position which is not warranted byll.!1Y
.J&.~. ·That does not help it in'. the slightest degree.
62~ As regards the Gaza>Strip, the position is defined {I
by an Armistice. Agreement, the only legal document /)
we have, a document 'subscribed to ..by)both Egypt and
Israel, '. Even if :it,has beenviola:tedwitlh impunity, that
factdof3 not-establish any right f01~ ISta,el to tjlke the
>law, it:tt;o its 'own hands~ The· only way to :restore peace
j.~ by thepnited Nations insiStingitpon theobsenrance
of;t,he.Armistice ,Agreetnent. T'h(l fact· that the position
hli's(tet()riorated does not. warrant a,further deteriora·
~i<tlJ. The General, ASSembly m1,1st take cognizance of
thatfact. ,.' . .. , . .' . , ..,,'0
63. .It ismaiIltainM that the G&Z9. Sfrip is notEgyp.
tian •territory, and this has been submitted toUl ,in a
very 'subtle way,oy the,representativeo£ Israel. It has

'•.been :statedthat tbearea.hasn~v~¥en part ofE,gypt .
ah,dthat, itsjhhabitants.are ,notq~~tian:9tize~s.,I>~s
th~t"tllakeil:ddIerence?Is:;-a.el'andl!gyptf :voluntarIly
el1tere4.il1tq I th~;Arritistice Agreemel1t,asa.resqlt of'.
'whicllad~arcation 1ine.was drawn;Th~o$eereta:ry;.
Gen.•. ~I:',"'~.•L.,,-,.d.~¥,'}..~W.. ,i.t,h..:_.}.,h,'l.·.S, m.,.at.ter.,in pat.'...,a~aphs~Os~nd1.1·· '..
of hi~,yefY,cl.ear,report[AI3~121;;,:. ' "
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to ,have free navigaion~ That position W()uld be tanta~
mount to malting use ot the aggression order that

~.""'" Israel might"aCquire what it has not been able to
acquire by peaceful means. .

" 52•. Free n~vigatipn, of coufse~is something that most
nations''\voitld cori~cde in a;;s:!ven set of ciicull?sta~ces.
I have 'not the slightest dljubt that the Arab'nations
themselves would favoursucll a situation, provided
that, the circumstances existed which would make it
possible to allow free navigation to Israel.
53.. 'Therefore the first position that Israel should take
in . these clrcumst<\rlces' is to J'.Gthdraw, 'its forces
immediately from the area., .
54., I have no doubt that a state of' blockade "has
'existed f.Ot about giiYeah. We are quite sorry that
such a situation s~oul~ have existed•• But this is cer-

~, tainly~not the metf(pa 'for extracting rig:4ts. '.)(his would
be e~couraging ari~:.g!,Yfng moral.sanction ~o an illeg~l
and Immoral acto wh~~ we. Member -nations, of this
Assembly cann9t~Qri.,any accountcondotte. To make
use of .the Plctll$~sqit~ words of the Secretary-General
himself: "1,.0 .

"The: United Nations cannot .condone a change of
the stai:lts juris resulting from military action con- ,

, trary to the provisions of the. Chatter. The Organi
zationmust,theiefore, maintain that t'He status" juris
existing prior to such military action be re-established

,~hy a withdrawal of troops, and by the relinquishment
".~. or\Lnullification otrights asserted in territories cov

~·1 """'",/.' ' ered by the military action and depending upon it."
(j -r [A/351f' pg{.a.. S (a)~.'. " ri~' ,

.f 55., .ObvlOusl)',) that terntoryaround the Gulf of
.f\qab"a" is Egyptian territory i there, is," no vestige of
J:ight. by which Israel can retain its forces there in
'OI'derthata) fight. which is not available to it at law
can 'be Obtained." , .co' •

56. .I could quite understand the position, if,' after the
withdrawal of troops, Israel should state its case for
equitaBle treatment, Most of.us will-concede. that free
.dom of nav:igitioncin the 'Gulfof,Aq~ba, through the
Straits of Tiran, willbe necessary forthe«exis~~nceof
Israel, but that is an equitable cop.sideration which has.
.toJ>e,tak~,into account.,Whether itis a legal right Js
4e1?atable..As· was .pointed out)by the. represetttat~,veof;

o ''''the Sudan, .. the question Qf~ free "navigation involves
~otllpl.exitiesC?U~w. The Internatio.nalLiw Commis
,sionhasp.o~fComel:o~~l condusiou, ,Per.~aps.it would
,be a'.matter for. reference to the International.Court.of
)l1Stic~. Aca~e 'definjt~l~\i~Jhe~~Whil~, the,~gHt,s
of fre~~avilf'lti?lb;arejn?.2J.1b,!,c~?vs.tfor!Joth,par.ti,e~ .to
exercise-their rlghts;~gyp~ tq" ~:x('.t?Se71~~;'leg~ rights,
[\.rid, Israel Joexerclse th~ t:tghts.,,~t,:..ctl.!tl~S,lthas-"
<:autiously.and carefully. I tj~ ~m.atty..~;~:: \Xt~lt)ly.fora.r
.11""1gem~n!,an.d,~o.~ settle~etl'~· b.~tWe~~1~i~~\,two ttati~~s.

')(,the ;g1,1lteQ Nattonscl.\n.lh~~()f:m~ iliEf!!~~ll,~ thesoluti~p.
ot tl];~t~?ro1?lcw,.thayenof.thc',s~ghtestdoubt ,that It
win;ilccept~hatre~ponsibiHty. ',: ::"1 .i: o.c... ."

~7; .H~wev~ryiUs, not :sitllply;a\h1atteroftheUnited
.,iONations ..fO,rcing .il. deeisionon"Eg,yptor. IsraeL· ·Fora

!sOlittionof"aU:these'quest!o'Ils;'fdU:xgieement is ·essen-
ti~l. Surely. relations h~c"e~en ~tr3.itwd'so.tnuch be

,J~eel1~gyp~l~dIgael.~lllljt iti~lleces,sary.lbiltIsrael
,.~, ••..•~tl~a~t~shol1lcl·llow, rn,~k~a ges,titl'~.P£·.·obedien.ce· •. to 4he

.•...u,'\Vish~s. pi"theGJe,ne,r~rAs.$~bl~!,.tl'lle.resohitio~,.fhll.t
·"•• }V,lI.!!'KPass¥.·.0~'19/fJ~ull.ry;wa.$passe<iJ,)Y· .:,~n.,pv~

T',2a '·oco:wJ:t~lmie~;Jro~j9,fitY:., .•.•. by:~ey,entynfQur~:llati~Q~;; .·.~thJWO·
~.' •..•..0 ";,,;.~~ti()n!!.;aij,,~ulmgll.tt4 .'()111YihV~ :l1at~OJ1s~ga1l1~t. S~r~ly

.··.·,;~.i i~~ra~lm'tlWlle~k,~ et()·tIi,~. V()lce?ofwpl'ld';pubQ~ ,Op1l1.<m
:~. <: :_,', ' '. ,: . ,'- ,.:1- • . . . ... _-', . __'..,-', ,': -",." """ ":. ": . :.; ',,:,", . .-,. " . '.: . '. . .• . " ,
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, 64. According"\o the terms of the Armistice A~ee- the conventlons, observe the Artl1istice Agreement and

ment; it admits of no doubt that the Gaza Strip is give the fuUesteffect to all moral considerations. '.
within the control 001Egypt. That is a positiop. that was 70. In those circumstances, I would address "yet an-

",created by the c~~mcm co~sent of both parties, What- other appeal to the' Gov~rntne.nt of Israel. not to ~n-
ever the re~son biay be, ~f, after that, "Israel ~om~5 danger the peace of the world In the pursuIt of fanCIed
i~topossesslOn of th,at ~~np and sa)'spossesslOn IS rights. It is a dangerous position in whi?t t~ pla.ce the
nm:-tenths •of th~ law, we, as Members of ~he whole world. We all know that the situation 111 the
Umted ~atlons, should not. be prepared to subscr,~be Middle East is pregnant with dangerous consequences;
to a wIlful and wanton violation of the ArmiBtice I think that Israel will be big-hearted enough to coil-
Agreement. . , sider that the peace of. the :world.deserve~~ .more
65. Of course, the fact that a change'i~C1rcumstances careful and cautious consideration ,of Its own position; I
has taken place is, if necessary, again a matter for do not have the slightest doubt that, if the matter; is
consid.eratil)n ,by the United Nations and a matter for dispassionately and calmly considered, the Israel Gov-
~lle~otiation between Egypt and Israel. Israel cannot ernment will find that it has a duty which"it owes to
'clalm as a-matter of ,right that it should remain there the United Nations, a duty which it owes to the world,
and be responsible for the administration and control and. a duty which it owes to the preservation of peace
of that area, It has been further stated by the Israel in this world, not to persist in the-attitude it has taken.
Government !hat. bef?re it mevesIsrae] .forces out of 71. I am not at this stagerasking the United Naaons
t1i~,Ga1:aIStnp, It will be !lecessa1)-;; f?r It to ?,me to whatshould be~'done. No purpose is served through
a workml~ arrangemet;1t WIth ~he U.mt~ Nations. In retaliatory (lmeasures; I am not urging or arguing for
ot~er. words, th~ Umt~ ~atlons I!) called

rl
upon to that, lam asking .for a peaceful consideration of the

S~?C~IO~ .an action w;hl<:h IS not w,arrante,. by the whole subject. I know that the problem is not a simple
A:.:nU~t1CEl.Agreement." It ~s called upon ,to be a party to one. T·he whole Middle East question, including the
toe violation .?f the ArmIstice Agreement and to help Palestine question, . requires careful consideration. I
,Israel .to;' ~ontmue to take advantage ,of the results of would be the first to plead for that; but that: con-
that vlO~~tlOn. siderationbecomes impo-ssil>le while Israel persists in
66. It is certainly not a matter fornegotiation in that its presentattitude. . .
sense. 1~lra~ must go behind the armistice lines. There 72: As a preliminary condition for the examination of
can be ·ho alternative for it. Once Israel goes 'behind all outstanding issues, Israel must; in conformity with

'\ the armistice lines, surely it would be' a matter 'for Jaw, in confonnity with the resolutions' of this As-
Egypt again, and for the UnitedNations,to.considersemblY, withdraw its forceswithoutc::onditions, with-
·what 'Stf~PS can be taken for the better protection of the out demur. o .

interest~i of, the people who live in. that region, 73. I must congratulate the Secretary-General on the
67. THe fact that Israel has conferred certain benefits very dear document which he has placed before us in
onthe]>eople of that area does not in itself constitute a 'his 'report, which sets out .most clearly-the legal posi-
valid, .llegal, material or moral ri~ht for it to remain ti~n on the question ?t isspe. He has also presented.us
there. It would be like the case of a person who forcibly WIth some constructive news. I,fot;\ one, would like
enters somebody's Iand, puts up a fine. b~i1ding and . to endorse f~ly the objectives ",hi'ch t~e Secretary-
then-says "the land belongs to me, t~e butldmg.belongs General ·has. In mm~. Ih3lve .notl~he sbghtest ~oubt
to me, and I' shall not move out .of It". I do not know that the Umte<! Nations ,!1l1 grve \!um full authority to
of any law which permits such a situation. Improve- ~arry. out the aims and 'JbJectivesJhat he has envisaged
ments have been e~eCted in the name ofhumanity, says .m this report, .
the Israel Government. It contends that it is satisfied 74. Theposition is not soir;ipossible as one would
.that it has done a humane job so far"that the interests imagine. What does Israel d(~mand? Israel's case is
of humanity have been served, and that the people Iiv- that the moment its forces niove out of the narrow
ing-in that area h~,.e been cared for, strip-along the Gulf of Aqaba,. Eg)'ptian" forces will
68. But it is time for Israel to quit that territory and move in and will continue t~",,!>lQckad~. Israel. O.n .the
to leave the management of that area to those who are other..hat;1d,Eppthas not sent one smgle. soldier to
entitled to it, namely, the Egyptians. I have not the t~e Sinai .peninsula .up to now,althou~~ It. has Jhe.
slighfest doubt that Egypt wilt 'be only too ,glad to r~ght to,;sen9.~em. Th~rehas been nOtl}lhtary.oc~pa-
come to working terms with fhe United ·Nations and! tion..ofthe:pempsula slp.ce.theIsraelwlthdrawal.fl'om
perhaps, to seek Uoite~""Nations assistance. But that "the area which .1~occuple4, there are onlya/ewmeDl
!s not.a .matter, again, for. Israel to stipulate. Israel c. ber~ ofth'e:mllitary :pobce. If c.ther~ shl;)u.d .be ~ny
cannot stipulate that. Egypt shall enter into negot~a:- effort;pn the:\lart of Egyp~ to .attack.lsrael, th~~ would
tions, with .regard to the dispositiono£ that area, with c'; b.e the ~ca~,on for Isr;le1 tOiap~al t~the.umted l\Ta-
the United Nations, because Israel is a party to the tio,n,~.)f. a,ndw:h~n EgyptIan forces J~<1,1n that ·area
.\nnistice Agreementwhi~h determines the contrpl of ~d·rn*e ,t,t ~. sp'nngboardfgractlon a.~1Dst Isr~el;.th~n
the.G'cl21a.. Strip. In" those' drcumstances, ,it is a matter It ,WIR~A()r lsrll:,el.t~appeal to the,Umted Natlons;\
.of.great reg.ret that· Israel should persist in this ?5.· .I am'af~~d that I~rael isprej'udging.· th~,wlWle
att~tt1de. ." ...•. (r-=~ ,\. ' . •.. . ,,'",lssue,and asking th~ Umted Nations to go along wIth
69.1 Speak as 'a.;friend of I·sra.el,'keen on cultivating its ju.dgement~.We'are1!-0t going to pe.llartiest.!to}t,
.friendlyrelations.., I feel a·'~ea~ deal for tne'diffieult .~t 'flIt Th~ ,sa1l1e ~~hes~nthe ~ of .the,pazaStrlp
.position ,in which Israel' finds itself, but that does' not 1£ ..1t£OIltInues to.. ~" a.:pla.ce. from whichulroads pare
'warrant its taking a.dvantage'.lfthe sympathy .Qfinlany ~a4e~~n"I::;raelte~rItorY" ' .•..•........•..•.•.•........• :: )<0\/.'. .'

'nalionsof·this 'world to defy'law,~cb1l.vention,:;anda1176~··:'Bl1t surely we aren()}v'reconsidering the wh~le '.
:thafone may' ~llmoral.· th~t- is' the 'grellt~r.itea.son 1;P,lJs~Jo~.~r'a.mpe~ectlyc01l.yinc~"tha~boththe.~ :."()

,,~\VhrI$rael,d. It de~l1ds on' the goodwIll' of. the ~!lanJio'vern!J1entan~\theIsrat:1~",~pt1'l1~tare aJltC- '. ,;
. nations of thewor1d,,!snould' observe the law;' obs~rvelous t<l avoId any' k~nd .of border,ratds, andthat:an'c'L.
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undertaking in that dlreetlon will be given. If the
Armistice Agreement is observed, article 1 thereof
constitutes a non-aggression pact. All that is required
is a reaffirmation to the effect that both parties would
abstain from border raids. There is a Truce Super
vision Organization functioning in' that area, so that
the United Nations will be informed immediately
regarding the development of a situation.
77. ~n "my opinion, it would be wise for Israel to
accept the assumption that Egypt is just as anxious
for peace as Israel, and is prepared, to assist in main
tainmg the peace of the world. We. must proceed on
mutual trust. If we do not, there will' be a repetition
of the old story. I am not prepared to go deep into
the history of the relations which existed between the
two countries. On this occasion, we should take steps
to see that the whole history of the situation is for
gotten.,
78. Israel has a classic chance to prove its good faith,
an opportunity ,to' comply with the resolutions of the
Gen~ra~ AssemJJl)p~ ,to have its position considered by
the nations of t,he world. When that 1S done, I have not
the least doubt)J~hat Egypt will accept its responsibility.
That is 'theonly way in which Israel and Egypt,as
well as the other Arab, nations, can achieve a durable
peace. Therefore I would make one further appeal to
Israel to carry out the requirements oi the resolutions
on which the Secretary-:Generalhas reported so

. dearly.
79. Mr. RIFA'I (Jordan) : For the past three months,
the Assembly' has beerrdiscussing the question of the
military aggression against Egypt, which aggression
continues to be maintained by Israel' on Egyptian
soil. Certain representatives, 'in the course of the debate,
have ventured into various avenues . and dealt with
several- matters aside -from the specific issue under
consideration.. The Israel representatives have followed
a, system of deviating from the real issue,and divert
ing .the, attention of the Assembly to other-problems.
The Jordan delegation wishes' to point out that the

.only item on the agenda of the General Assemblyfor
todav is that which was transferred by. the Security
Countl:~t() the first emergency-special session. '
80. What· we are discussing today, is the same topic
that was discussed by the Security Council at its meet
ings on 29 and 30 October 1956: At that time, the
.discussion did not involve the questiorr of Israel's right
to free"nllvigation in. the Gulf of Aqaba or in the Suez
Canal; nor'wa.s the debate concerned with the future
and administration of Gaza; neither 'did it include the
problem of the Pil1est1n~refugees,(jr any other major
aspeetof the. Palestine question as a whole. We were
only considering,as. we are still considering, a state
of emergency' aris,ing from military' OPrratio.nscon.~
ductedagainstEgyptby"Israel, '.francearidthe Unit~

Kingdo!p.. The' 'French and, British forces ·ljaving with:'
drawpunconditiQnally;' the' only matter which .remains
{or,orir' consideration is the failure of Israel' to comply
unconditionaUy::wi~IJ..,the .A.&semblyrs l'~solijtion 'regard
ingwithdrawaI. J)' 'd" '. . ',' ..'

81. ', Therefore' ~ny' attempt .to switch, our' ',pr~serit
debate in thedir~t.i(m:of.the .issues, which I have '. just
mentioned' will •• not.only,.be, a':d,i'V~rsional.,tnethod ,of
,aJ?pr()ac~bl1t also ,\vi!l n?t.fa11\vJ.tJl1noth~ scope of the

,p~(l~,~nt,lte~'!1J~4ert'(;b~cu~Sl~u.•... ,.>,.;" ...•.. '. ." •...
8~·'N{e~~ttb1111ti:Wat·.tb~dl!;~U!1~ton'.of proRl~ws"such'

'as thos~.Jnclud~du:1the~s~a~1(Jid~.,mem()~re~t",'lV3511]
,shOWd: not .be.~llowed,since.·.. th()se'pro,blems .do ,not'.".,' .(; ""~": .....". .." ',- .'.. '. ',;.'.. '.... .... ' .. - .......- -.. .. .. -.., .'.... ..'.: .. ~

constitute a subJect for a general debate. This is not
the place or .the \time ,for discussing those side. issues.
Our immediate problem is to see Israel invading
for~es behind the .armistice lines, witho~t attaching any
strmgs to such WIthdrawal. Moreover, m our debate in
this Assembly last week, there were no arguments
which, stood on solid ground ,against the basic argu
men,t that Israel's withdrawal should' be complete, un
conditional and immediate, and not linked to any other
problem.
83. The General Assembly, in. a vote which was
unanimous except fQ~' France and Israel, adopted a
resolution which called upon Israel to complete its
withdrawal unconditionally. That clear-cut resolution
was the outcome of a long debate during which the
Israel arguments were exhausted. Forty-nine speakers
joined in that debate of last week. There remains no
justification whatsoever for the expression or repetition
of any views if they. are going to contradict the basic
rule of prompt and unconditional Israel withdrawal
behind the armistice lines.
84. We meet today to discuss the Israel refusal to
withdraw, in the light of the report of the Secretary
General and the Israel aide-metnoire. From these two
documents, and from the statement which Mr. Ben
Gurion, the Israel Prime Minister, made before the
Israel Knesset on 23 January, it becomes clear that
Israel refuses definitely to evacute the territories it
occupied beyond the armistice demarcation line.

85. The present Israel defiance would not have been
expressed so vigorously, had the General Assembly
taken adequate. measures against Israel when the Is
rael non-compliance was brought to its attention last
week The Jordan delegation was quite convinced that
mild resolutions would have no effect on Israel, but
we readily accepted the advice of our friends, who
preferred to give Israel another chance to acconiplish
its withdrawal. <

86. Now We come here again to face a more serious
situation; The position of Israel before,23 January was
not Clear enough as to its final stand in respect of the
decision on withdrawal. Israel used that occasion to
make vague 'an4 contradictory statements and to follow
tricky methods with the purpose of escaping its .re
sponsibilities, This time Israel emphatically declares its
determination not to leave the Gaza Strip and hot to
withdraw from-Sharm El Sheikh without guarantees.
Furthermore, Israel wishes to charge the United Na
tions Force with additionalpowers which 'it claims are
necessary, ,ang at the. same time takes ,the liberty' of
determining tIle position and tasks of that •Force.
87. The procedure which Israel, follows in refusing t?
withdraw indicates that its plans' are notaccidental but
ate part of 'wider schemesmeant to sewe distant ob
'Jectives. We witnessed at the' endofOeti)ber how
Israel was used as a tool for aggression again~t. :Egypt
with the 'aimofret~rding, Arab progress. We do not
W!1nt to believe now that Israel 'is being 'used ag<iin
as a means to transform the United Nations Emergency,
Force into an international force of occupantion. It
would "be r~diculot,ts'tQend the military ~cupationby
France, .t\te.United Kingdom and Israel ..of Egyptil,tp
t~rritory :'a,lldJ;"~pla.ceitby :the.military pccupationpf
a, forCe .: repre~entiIlg; eighty Members ,pf the United
':N:ations,./fhesoVereignty. ofEgyptaIl<f ,tqa.t. of.:~ll~ ,.'
other Statec'~o4Jdnev.erb~sttNecteqto Stl<;p~tteIt:lptf.
1,\ny; Me~,ber, wpom.tght,TI.e thmktng: a.1pngt,hese lmes ..... ,
WP1.1Id, be<Ilot.pnly «:ontrlil4icting rtFeprillci1)l~s rofr:~hce ,.
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Otnrterbut also risldng the future of the United the hard measures taken t\l;ninst him by the Arab
Nll.tions and the complete collapse of the Organization. t~ovel'llmental authoritics, a 16dayccIl crosses the line,
88. The functions of the United Nations Emergency he does 'so to reach his uwn property nndbis own
Force were clearly defined in the report of the Sec- homeland, If these fcdayccn are disturbing Israel,
retnry-General of 6 No •ember 1956 [11/3302J and in Israel in turn is disturbing the whole Arab world. If
his present report [11/3512]. They are limited in scope the fudayc8tl have previously made certain incursions
and tempolary in nature, with a specific task to ac- across tlie armistice demarcation line, Isrn9!sso-caUed
complish. The Force was not meant to influence the army has launched scores of open murdero'us attacks
mUitary or political balm'lee in the area. Nor was upon defenceless Arab villages and has killed as many
it meant to serve aims other than that of securin~ a persons as it hasbeen able to kill. Israel cannot corn-
cease-fire and the immediate withdrawal of foreign plain when it is accused i Israel can claim no rights
troops from Egyptian territory behind the armistice since it has denied all rights to others.
llnes. The position which the Force finally takes up 93. Israel proposes a change in the stahlS qllo ,,~hjch
will be at the Egyptian-Israel armistice line, in such existed in Gaza. It is trying to determine a new
a way as to bestrlde that line. Therefore it cannot be future and a new administration for that area, in order
transferred, under the terms of its present task, to make matters easy and convenient for Israel. It
to other armistice lines in the Palestine area,but appears that Israel's thoughts are finding an ent~ into
must be confined to the Israel-Egyptian line. It also the minds of some delegations here. I should Iike to
cannot take up a final position on .Egyptian territory tell those who feel sympathetic towards such ideas that
with which Israel has no armistice line whatever. We Gaza is a part of Arab Palestine, that it belongs only
should remember, in this connexion, that the Shann El to its own Arab inhabitants, and that the Arabs alone
Sheikh area is an Egyptian territory on an Egyptian will determine its future. Neither the United Nations
coast where no armistice line exists, and that no Israel nor any other authority can change the Arab .regime
borders extend to that point. The area is far beyond the of that part of Palestine and place it under foreign
scope of the permanent 'stationing of the United Na- .administration,
dons Force, and beyond the claims.0'£ Israel under the 94. Before the status of Gaza is determined, the
provisions of the Armistice Agreement. status of other areas under Israel occupation must be
89. The United Nations Force which would follow determined. Israel cannot claim any right as regards
the withdrawing Israel forces from Sharm El Sheikh those areas, even under the partition scheme. These
would move thereafter to take up Its-final position at areas exceed the amount. of Iand given to Israel in the
the armistice line, which does not extend to any point 1947 resolution. They are governed by an armistice
along the western coast of the Gulf of Aqaba. Thus the arrangement. If Israel. has declared that the Armistice
Force cannot be used to linfluence any military or Agreement is no .longer valid, then Israel must relin-
political balance in the area, or to force a 'settlement of quish those areas and withdraw behind the partition
political conflicts or legal issues recognized as contro- lines, The fact that Israel has declared the Ar:nistice
versial} or to take ultimate positions in .territories other Agreement to be invalid means that the only fomal
than those on both sides of the Egyptian-Israel armi- line which- is left for defining the. territories under
stice line. These principles were fully illustrated by the Israel control is the Iine setby the United Nations in

) Se~retary-gener~1 in his latest report a,:,d in t~ose 1947...,;. .
which preceded It. In other words, the United Nations 95. It might be useful to remind Israel that it has
Force cannot be used to bring about any change in the no right to establish itself in any ,part of Palestine. If
status quo which existed in the area prior to the Israel 'Israel tries to challenge Egypt's right in Gaza,it had
aggression of 29 October 1956.' better remember that, under the Iaws of justice and
90, It should also be noted that the Palestine area is equity, it is denied every political right in Palestine.
governed by an' armistice system dictated exclusively The n:iie years that have passed since Israel's usurpa-
by military considerations. This fact keeps the political tion of Palestine are too' short a period of time for
rights. in the .Palestine question recognized and safe- Israel to seek additional pieces of land in Palestine.
guarded, and at the same time does not allow further In reading Israel's note to the Secretary-General, one
military advantages. This/.point is thoroughly explained is amazed to find the statement' that the Gaza area
In paragraph 13 of the Secretary-General's report has never been a part of Egypt-s-as if Israel means to 0((
[A/3512]. To these rules we might add the principle say that it is a part of Israel." r').. o. .

which has been stated in successive, cease-fire orders 96. On 15 October 1956, Mt~ Ben Gurion declared
of the Security Council and ,reaffirmed on 'several oc- in the'.IsraelParliament that'Gaza did not belong to
casions the principle that no party is entitled to gaino Egypt and 'thal Jordan had no right in Palestine. It
military or political advantage through a violationo£ looks to me as though it is part of Israel's programme
the. truce. ,., to turn, to the western bank of the. Jordan afte,r it has
91. Thus, there remains no argument under which finished with Gaza, 'and apply in .Jordan the same
Isr;letcould ask for any. advantage or any change in methods which it -has applied in Gaza, At any ;rate,
the situation existing prior. to its latest aggression. we are fully aware of Israel's intentions in the 'Arab .
:92., The Isra,eltheory on,the Gaza area is indeed homeland.' .'.. . ".
ridicul()us.Isra~l complains that Gaza has: ·~cm a 97. Indeed, the Istael.n6teusesrttde langUage in
centre •• of what: it qtlls fe(iayeen gangs; The presence critkizingEgypt· for: not :~aVing developed-to use the
of.tM Unite<:t. Nations ¥~ergency(Force.astride ~e words of Israel.,.-uthe~Iitical freedom oro economic
ar.. l11~:.-,tl.·.C~ ..1...1.·.ne...w.m..·.~ ... !n ...a,p.lra.c.'t.l."Ca... l.. ,m.,~ne.1", pre.v.. ,.e.pt these welfare'~~of the.' 1"efugeei' popu1ation.and .the permanent .
ff1day,etm from~1"ossiug, ~he J~tle. aut, Israeltmowsresicients,ofthe ;Gaxa. zQne. T'he note goes on' to say
'~tte,..;,thananYC)t1eel~ tha~ 'thesefedayeena,re the thabIsr90el"wil1,co~tribute to the permanent .settlcinent
.p~~~t"'Lo,~e1"~.Qt' the~l1ntry . w.here,. Is!a,el,1>Y ..a '0.. £.' th~se ..r.. ef.ugee~~ .Wh.~.t...h...o.sp... itaJi.~y. .1.....Wh.''•..'l1.t.: ,g.e1!~O~.'t5(.,1).;;
~erI~$'.~f.wan.to~~~t~"of., aggreSS1,QPt ~es~kljsh~.W'hat the, '.Z;.9ms!·~v~r!M1~~t ~s .nowOoffertng.~~~rab~ Qt;'
~~.';~lIs toClay the ..State .of Israel; Whe.t1,.c:lesplteall :pa,lestipe.ln:~elr .own native.Jancll.ls 1$ ~()t'en911gh

,........ ";',,-...
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that Israel drove out hundreds of thousands of Arabs the rights' of the Palestine Arab refugees to repatria~
to meet their sad destiny? Israel does not need to add tion and compensation.
to this the fate, of 300,000 Arabs in the Gaza Strip. 109. Besides the denial by Israel of the rights of the
98. What is happening in the towns of Gaza, Khan Palestine Arab refugees, Israel adopted...Jmeasures and
Yunis, El Arish and Deir el Balah and other villages promulgated the laws 'enabling its, authorities to seize, ['
in the Gaza area, undeJ;" Israel's occupation character- control, confiscate, and ·sell Arab refugees' property f

Ized by atrocities and crimes, is as barbaric and brutal under its 'Control. .
as what happened during the past incidents o'f·Peir HO. Israelis violating basic human rights. The small
Yassin, Lydda, Kafr Qasim, and others. The aged Arab minority in Israel ·live under specially prom~l-
and respectable are killed publicly. Young men are gated laws whercbf their personal freedom is restricted,
assassinated before the very eyes of their:lparents. and they are considered Class :B~,citizens.
Houses are inspected day anii\ night by :Israel~o!giers. 111. Under the armistice system which governed the
Women are beaten to death. We receive letters and situation in the Pafestine area, Israel never followed a. D

other reliable informationreporting the killing of Jndl- proper conduct. The Israel authorities interfered in
viduals whom we know and other individuals about or "mterrupted the functions of the Mixed Annistice"
whom we know. But still Israel wants to administer Commission. They detained United Nations observe;....._
Gaza for the welfare of its Arab population~\. on several occasions, fired on them and threatened'!.'
99. Israel's defiance as regards withdrawing uncon- them. Israel alSl) paralysed the' Mixed Armistice Corn-
ditionally not' only l,'S directed against Egypt or against mission. In various cases, the Israel delegates walked,
the Arabs,but also is a Challenge to the authority and out, boycotted or did not permit meetings.
pr"estige ,of:;the United Nations. It is achallenge to the 112. The murderous and unprovoked military attaCks
General Assembly, to the Secretary-General and to by Israel against the Arab borders are well known,
every Member Stat~which called upon Israel to with- and the condemnations of the Security Council are
draw immediately~andunconditionally behind the on record. ',-
armistice lines. In our meeting today, we should 113, Th~-climax of Israel's 'viol~tions was the last
determine what effective measures the General As- wide-scale aggression against Egypt, which was de-
sembly should take against Israel to convince Israel nounced by the whole world.
that. it must obey the decisions' of ·the international 114. Israel has declared that the Armistice Agree-
corhmunity. ment with Egypt has become a fiction and .no longer
100. To uphold the dignity of this Assembly, Members has validity, By so doing, Israel has returned, matters
should consider whether Israel is qualified to maintain to a state of war, since it ·has repudiated the armistice,
itstnemhership of the United Nations, or whether puni- ,system. iJ. ~ '.' 121.
tive measures should be taken against it for its per- 115. Lastly, there is the present defiance by Israel the po
sistent defiance and continued violations. . of the resolution adopted last week 'by seventy~four as Ion
101. I should now like to give a brief sketch of Is- Members and the preVIOUS similar resolutions in which ~1i~~
rael's record of violations, which proves that I-srael is it, was called upon. to withdraw unconditionally.
unsuitable for membership, of the United Nations, 116. This is the history' of Israel,' in short, it is a agreeserency,
102. Before Israel came into existence, there were chain of serious violations. If we overlook one, we either.
merely terror.istic organizations which led wide cam- cannot overlook the other. The question therefore arises .fi Sheikh
paigns against the peaceful Arab inhabitants Qf Peles- as to whether this General Assembly will yield to the should
tine and caused them muchdeath and <l~stm~tion. arrogance of Israel and keep siient about its cha:ll~ges. gation
103. T1}.e moment it was born, Israel applied methods 117. It has become quite easy to understand the con- which,
of murder and intimidation and succeeded in uproot- duct and attitude of Israel. Mr. Ben Gurion, the P.rime which
ing the whole-!?Arab nation of Palestine and throwing Minister of Israel, explained his policy in a clear and 122.'
out 900,000 Arabs: short manner, In his book, Rebirth and Desti,~y of Nation
104. Af&r the.Annistice Agreement of 1949 was Israel,he states: "Force of arms, not formaJ. resolu- and in;
concluded, Israel continued to expel more ,of the Arabs tions,' determine the issue." pointin
who were left within the territory heldi'by Israel. ' 118. While it is easy. to understand Israel's policy, it. in defi
105. Israel occupied territories ~ceeding the amount is. not easy to understand the attitude o£some big 1) the-du
a.llotted to it under the.,resolution;,:'.of 1947, namely, Powers in view of the latest defiance by Israel. Wha,t:Jteiinin

h . th f J -is the stand of these Powel,"s,which seem concerned It

western GalJJeean~.t eteiTltory to, e west 0 erusa- al;)(:~ut the Middle East in~ respect to, the ag~res,sive~ '" ih.lZ3·b
lem, including Lyd~;;hRamleh, Jaffa and other villages. poli"cy. l)f Israel] Ho,w ,w.,o.uld they pro,:ve thel,.r good,. -r / as
It should be recalled: in this ,respect that the land, owned Wh' . Egypt
J>y the Jews in,. Palestine at t.li~{timeof -pa.rtitionwas -intentions towards the Middle East? at ,IS seen ·

1 87 f th ' e . I el b th no~~adays is, that ,the Arab world has become,a target '
on y ; 'per cent 0 ,e-'area/glven to ' sra ," y e 0,£, agar".essio,n from,',- ,e,v,er'll,rw,here, ag'gr.ession ,a,ga,inst", tb,e " .
resolution of 1947, and 5;8 pt'I' cent of ~ the total area C:O-." •
pf Palestine. . . Z. ':.' , . Arabs in Algeria, aggression against Egypt, aggression

. in :Pale~tii1e,."" and 'aggression in Yemen, Impena1is~ '.
106. It occupied theWest~f.n: sector of Jerusalem and andwotld Zioni~iti: j6in.hand in hand todeclare War
lleclat ed' ;tpe ' ~ty to ,betbe .~pita:l.of i.ts. Stat~,in against the' Atabson all fronts. Itis;notdiffieult .to
'completedisregardofthe~Yerdkt of·theUmtedNa,tions, understand Israel. Ifis a d,estructive.element that ,haS

,107., It. occupied areasAnthe demilimrizoo.zonc:s in "invaded 'the'Middle· East 'andundennined staMUty
thesouth;andJn the' n~~of )?alestine, in violation of' andrpeace. in our area.Bl,ttit is difficult to understand
the 'provisions of." thcrr<.¥neral ,~rJ11is*e ,t\gt'eemc:nt" why"those,. Po~ers 'wljichdecl~their'c<mcerq'a~util
and"In ,defianceo{:thei,relevantdectS10ns.of·the,·Secunty , ,tI!~ .• vvelfare,c)!: ~e' ?iIid~~ ,Ea~t ,,1<et:P;t()~,')a~5,1n~,'
'C-oundt:·, ..;..:,".. }:.,J{ '.'". :..;.',;' .-.<::""'Y·,,,r Israetandtrytngto solve':ltsdlfficultle$,tgnOl'lug:tMo
")08:~''';IrChallenged'· alr':·the repeate<l>and -,ieaainned' ·st1fferingIbHhe,Ar8.1)sandiorgettirig'tht9l':~rig1its·tEV'en.
res'olutions~ofl th~!'Seneral Assembly whiCh ,recognized in the preseJitdef3a,nce;of ,Israel,: the:tren.~;/6f~houg~t" c ,1

::::~".'~=:~: I._.t'tt.51•. ·J.ltl1JInP?1n all'y tempt! '1' 'r't1th' " '5."
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of these Powers is how to meet the requirements of We know that the Armistice Agreempnt cannot rec..
-, Israel, the ag~ressor, and not how to compensate ognize a change in tht:ilc facto regime in any case. The
Egypt, tile victim, for its heavy Iosses, bypassing of that ngreement will not only 'Seriously
119.·The present situation created by Israel is a. test," jeopardize the peace of the Middle East but will also
and a major one, for those who uphold the principles create a serious world situation.

[) Qfthe Charter and who care for safeguardmg peace 124. We pointed out before that the first thing that
in the Middle East. The test is whether to accept the the Government of Israel should do was to withdraw
chnllenge of Israel and allow its aggression to pay, or its forces. All othermntters are quite irrelevant to
whether to force it to ilnplement the terms of uncon- the question of withdrawal, which should take place
ditional withdrawal. On our ·~rt, as Arabs, we will immediately. We have also stated that any Jegitimate
not compromise our rights and sovereignty. We .will claims of the Government of Israel-c-for example, the
never accept the settlement of matters by aggression right of free navigation in the Gulf of Aqaba and the
or the threat of force. Israel must withdra.w uncondi- Straits of Tiran-<:ouldbe decidedafter the withdrawal
tionally because it has' committed an act of aggression. takes place.
n it does not carry out its obligations, and if this 125. If Israel .persists in occupyIng these territories,
General Assembly fails to defend its own word and I.·t wiH Jose the moral 'support of the other nations. In

!. prestige and compel Israel to withdraw immediately case Israel does not withdraw and seeks to lay down
, and unconditionally, then, I am afra.id, hostilities wiU conditions for the withdrawal of its troops from the
~break out again in the Middle East. Egyptian territory which is at pr~sent under its QCCU-

120. Mr. SHAHA (Nepal): We have before us the pation-namely, the Gaza. Strip and Sharm El Sheikh
SecretarYrGeneral's report in pursuance of the resolu- area-we feel that the settlement of the whole question
tion of t1,l,e General Assembly of 19 January. We were will be delayed, to its own disadvantage.
pained to hear that at the expiration of the time limit 126. Secondly, we think that it would be inconsistent
set by the General Assembly in that resolution Israel with the prestige of the United Nations and with the
had not yet complied with the 'r~ue&t of the Assembly, canonsof international morality to allow the aggressors,
and that its forces were still stationed in Egyptian terrl- as it were, to reap the fruits of their aggression. If the
tory. In the light of paragraph 5. (a) of the Secretary- United Nations were .to consider now the 'question of
General's report, 'it is incomprehensible that the United guarantees for Israel, it would appear to the world
Nations could possibly enter into any negotiations that Israel had actually been allowed to gain certain
prior to the withdrawal of the .Israel troops behind the benefits as a direct consequence of its invasion. In
armistice 'line. other words, the Israel invasion would seem to stand
121. We have carefully studied the aido-om6omoire on vindicated. , \'f

.the position of Israel. That position seems to be that. 127. It is for this reason that we feel there should be
as long as a policy of belligerency .is maintained by an unconditional withdrawal of the Israel forces. All
Egypt, and until Egypt suspends the economic boy- other matters should be considered only after the
cott and blocka?e of s~lpping to Isr~el,.an4 until ~pt withdrawal 'has taken place.
agrees to a pohcyof Simultaneous hCI,uldatlon of belfig.. 128. As I have repeatedly suggested, this is not the ,.
erency, Israel will not be able to Withdraw its forces. time for the Assembly to attempt a political settlement
either. from the Gaza Strip or from the Sharm El of the issues involved, which rtiust await the cooling c

j Sheikh area. In short, Israel's contention is that there down of passions which ·have been-aroused by" the
should be a guarantee of 'permanent freedom of navi- act of invasion on the part of Israel. ..
gation in the Straits of Tiran and the Gulf of Aqaba, 129. The question of the United Nations Emergency-
which, in .its opinion, are international waterways in Force is a delicate one. In any case, the Force should
which the right of innocent passage exists. not be allowed. to assume the functions of an occupy..
~22. In this connexion, the question of the United ing force in a foreign territory. If such a situation is
Nations Emergency Force becomes' extremely delicate created, the United Nations prestige Jtself will suffer,
and important. The Israel delegation is quite right in as it would be contrary to the principles of the Charter
pointing out that "more c1ar~~y and precision are needed to allow any agency created by the General Assembly
indefining its character, its functions and! above all, to infringe upon the ·sovereignty of.EgyptJan territory.
thtrduratioll of its tenure' and the conditions for the 130. We therefore firmly believe'~~that 'the General

'termination of its assignments". [A/3511~ para. 12.] .A,ss~mbly should give this 'matter careful considera-
123. With regard to the GaZa Strip, I'srael's approach tion and arrive, at a 'decision which will .prompt Israel

~._I;J 'has been that this territory has never been a ~rt of to comply with the decision of this Assembly. 00.

• Egypt and that its inhabitants are not Egyptian CItizens. The meeting. rose at 12.55 p.om.
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