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AGENDA ITEM 66

Question considered by the frst emergency special
session of the General Assembly from 1 to 10
November 1956 (continued)*. .

1. Mr.'KIDRON (Israel): In connexion with the
debate on the present item, the Israel delegation will
Jbe in a position to make a statement on Israel’s plans
for the withdrawal of its forces at a meeting of the
General Assembly tomorrow afternoon. I should there-

fore be grateful if arrangements could be made io enable

my delegation to make that statement tomorrow at that
time. - o
2. Mr. FAWZI (Egypt): I must confess that the
United Nations—and each and every one of its Mem-
bers—has been for too many months placed in an
extremely awkward and humiliating position, Not
content with being an aggressor against Egypt, Israel,
with world political Zionism, is proceeding to destroy
‘the ‘United Natiosis and to make of it the most pitiable,
the mo'stf‘n‘i,@serable,' mockery of all time.

«3, - Do we in the General Assembly and in the United
Nations accept or reject the assumption that force of
arms is our Jaw and that world political Zionism is our

.lord and master? Since the momernt we accepted and
signed the United - Nations Charter, ‘we have Sup-
posedly .answered the first part of that question and-
have forsaken the use of force to settle disputes; The

second part of the question has.been answered in the .

Assembly, and beyond it, since the ‘beginning of time-.
and for eternity, as God Almighty—not world political
Zionism—is.our Lord and Master. L
*4. “Yet. Israel, a spearhead of political Zionism, is
acting, and- a few capitals are reacting, as if that were

-.mot+so, They want us to assist and to rejoice;in having .

the United Nations and the whole worid lie prostrate

and helpless - before Israel’s -arrogant, posture and.
. eruptions of war, - ... : cee

* Resumed -from the 661st meeting.

than seven adjournments, without debate, of previously
scheduled meetings—adjournments cauged by Israel's
playing for time and by Israel’s"abuse of the seemingly
inexhaustible patience of the Assembly, particularly of
some of its powerful Members. While we ‘believe none
of Israel’s promises to reform and behave, and although
we do not share the hopes entertained by a few .circles,
but share instead, with many others, serious misgivings
about the" dignity and effectiveness of the United
Nations in view of this most dangerous and most un-
becoming procedure, we have reluctantly agreed to
these adjournments lest it be said that we did not
allow sufficient scopi for effcrts outside the meetings
of the Assembly to find a solution and peacefully to
secure Israel's immediate, complete and uncenditional
withdrawal, in implementation of the Assembly’s
resolutions. -

6. Yet, instead of contributing honestly to these
efforts, Israel is still playing for time, is still playing
tricks, is still going ahead with this system and policy
of deceit. As we expected, and as practically everybody
else expected, it has used the time afforded by the
many successive adjournments to sow more seeds of
strife and cunflict, and to disseminate more copiously ,
the untruths, the distortions and the: falsehoods for
which it is an unchallenged master. There was prac-
tically not a single statement made by any responsible
official which Israel did not like which was not meth-
odically and completely distorted and falsified. Even

‘the official documents presented to the United Nations

were subjetted to such twisting, such distortion and
such misleading processes by Israel, o

- 7. Parallel to this, Israel, after attacking Egypt, after

committing its aggression, is not satisfied or content

-with the destruction and havoc it has caused in Egypt,

but it attacks Egypt’s reputation. It claim:__that Egypt
is a source of mischief. It claims that Egypt is nobody
at all. Why? Because Israel, so it says, has defeated
Egypt in war. As for the question.of who is the source
of mischief, I really do not need to tell the Members of
the- Assembly that it is Israel. As for a country like
Israel defeating Egypt in war—which has been pub-
licized day and ‘night by Israel—this has been said
for the obvious purposes of humiliating Egypt and
hurting its reputation, and as a means. of getting more
and more money from those good samaritans, or misled
samaritans, who venture to-help Israel in this aggressive-

- policy. S T
.8, We do not come here to compare the strength of ©

one .with the-strength of the other. The fact of the
matter is that what happened recently in Egypt was _

onot a war between Israel as such and Egypt; it was™

a war forced upon Egypt by the United Kingdom,

‘France, Israel, world Zionism and many others whom

I would rather not mention specifically now. This
reminds one of an aspect of mediaeval . life. In ‘the

Middle Ages, when a man had a misunderstanding, 2

N

o e



1248

General Assembly—Eleventh session——Plenary Meetings

conflict of words or something like that with someone
who was far stronger than he was, they used to arrange
what was then called judicim Dei, God's judgment.
What was meant by that? Well, the powerful man,
who was usually rich, rode on a horse with all the
paraphernalia of armour, while the poor man, the less
powerful one, had to make his way on the ground and
was hardly armed at all. It was said, “Well, God is
just, and if the less powerful man is right, God will
give him victory over the other”. :

9. This time, it was Egypt against three empires, the
British empire, the French empire, and the empire of
world political Zionism. That is what happened, and
that is what still creates a smell of burning in the air
up to the present moment when I am addressing the
Assembly and, through it, the world beyond. In spite
of all this, and in spite of an almost interminable list
of aggressions by Israel, Egypt is still accused, formally
and officially, of being the aggressor. If anyone has any
. doubts about this, he should read the newspapers pub-
lished on 26 February 1957. In those newspapers it was
stated in. large letters that it was Egypt who \\was(tiig
aggressor, and this was also broadcast over many ;}gdio
‘stations. Well, sometime in 1956 there was an episode
in a court in the United States in which the accused,
though it was clearly proved that their hands were
dripping with the blood of guilt, defended themselves
.50 robustly and so cleverly that the judge told the ac-
cused, “You know, fellows, I am beginning to think
that T did it all”. '
10. The way the United Nations and its Members
have been treated—or rather, mistreated—during these
last eventful months is something of which we should
all be ashamed. I.am sorry to have to. say this, and I
include myself, of course, and I bear my share of the
responsibility and the shame. OQur work here has been
virtually, stymijed and paralysed.-for many long, im-
patient weeks in the matter of efforts and-consultations

aimed at finding a way out of the present intolerable °

-situation and at securing Israel’s withdrawal and its
agreement to abide by the: resolutions of the General
.Assembly. Undoubtedly, there have been some-com-
~ mendable contributions made to these efforts, but it is
- generally, and rightly, felt that what has taken place and
‘is still taking place in this connexion has largely ignored
the very existence of Egypt and. the United Nations,
-and has, on the contrary, gone to every extreine to sat-
isfy and be at the service of Israel and of Israel aggres-
sion. Egypt has barely béen consulted, Egypt has barely
been informed of vital developments concerning none
' other ‘than Egypt itself. The General AsSembly has
. neither been informed nor consulted on these events.
"Those who are consulted, those who are taken inti-
‘thately into the ‘confidence .of those who are making

. attempts outside thé United 'Nations—for which they -

- should be thanked by everyone—those who are allowed

- into the holy of holies of the temple of thought and of .

_policy in some capitals, are not Egypt or the General
- "Assembly, but are none other: than the ‘group of con-
spirators’ and aggressors who, during these days, .are
most - conspicuously “and- blatantly = represented - ‘in

~ ‘Washington. - *© 7

11} "Certain’ trends’ and certain  views which have

- emanafed . from those consultations .and Have been
‘thfown into everyone’s -face are nothing but a replica

- of the policies. of the aggressors, nothing but an echo : ha nd
of tl ua .. small army, could balk décisions of :the United Nations |
.. 'by the Prime Minister of France who, some people feel,” * 'and not be driven -out of the territory which it ha

“ has succeeded ‘in’ softening the robustness and even - annexed?

« of the speech made in Washingion on 27 February 1957

_ment, were—despite the threat to their prestige, despite

~ ‘the 'wake:‘of the ‘failure: of their action, despite !

. the -domesticand foréign ‘political - upheavals: whic

" would: inevitably.: follow - their * withdrawal—forced  to.
-leave Egyptian  territory within a short ‘time, while -

the hard core of the stand of somé Members of this
Organization on principle and on the Charter of the

"United Nations, The Prime Minister of France could

scarcely qualify as a model and guide in matters of
justice, of constructiveness, and of high ideals, as he
appears with his hands still dripping with Algerian and
Egyptian blood. And, of all people, he levels irrespon-
sible and false'yaccusations against Egypt and its
Government. This posture of self-complacency, self-
forgiveness and mud-slinging at others is; I venture
to say, entirely unbecoming, even to a Prime Minister
of France, , C
12. However,, we remain undaunted, We remain
staunchly deiermined, unshaken in our faith, standing
on our rights and on the Charter. Let them connive
and conspire, Let them stay up at nights cooking up
more mischief and.planning more destruction, What-
ever they do, they cannot make us swerve from our
rights and our ideals,

13. It is natural for the General Assembly to see to
it that compliance with its resolutions should be com-
plete, honest and free from elements which would
render such compliance a mere link in a chain of
trickery and deceit and would show it at its face value
as something entirely contrary to its real content and
its real contention.

14. I trust that the General Assembly will bear with
me when I state further that Israel’s withdrawal must
not be the result of a bargain, an exchange, for a price,
for something which might have been promised by
people who have no warrant whatsoever, no right of

. any kind, to give any such promise. Neither Egypt nor

the United Nations can possibly recognize the validity
of any such bargain, of any such deal. , ‘
15. The resolutions of the General Assembly are per-
fectly clear. So are Egypt’s rights, We shall stand on
these resolutions and on our rights under the letter
and the spirit of the Charter of the United Nations.

-~ Mr. Urquia (El! Salvador), Vice-President, took
the Chair. .

16. Mr. VOUTOV (Bulgaria) : The meetings of the
General Assembly of the United Nations in connexien
‘with the Anglo-French-Israel aggression have been
numerous. There have been more than half. a dozen
resolutions adopted. by the Assembly demanding that
Israel.should withdraw from all Egyptian territory.
occupied by its forces, including the Gaza and Agaba
areas. Nearly three weeks have passed since the setting
of the last time limit' within which Israel was to with-
‘draw from Gaza and Aqaba, but in the meantime there
has been .no sign. that the Israel Government intends
to comply with the decisions of the United Nations... -
17.. 'Public opinion and” the ‘representatives of many
‘countries insist that an end mist be put finally to'the .

“protraction ‘of this question, But: still there are no re- -

sults, Everyone is asking the teason for this. How did.
it ‘happeri 'that ‘the ‘chief aggressors, Frarice and ‘the - .
United Kingdom, 'well armed -with ‘up-to-date equip-

the: “economic . difficulties:.: which : would ' follow i

Israel, a small country with a small population and 3 |
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18. The .reply is clear. The main reasons are two:
first, the further concessions that were made to the
aggressors in some General Assembly decisions, and
- secondly, the firm support which the United States
rendered to Israel aggressive circles, Here I do not have
in mind the role of the United Kingdom and France.
Under the pressure of the main Western countries,
some concessions were made to Israel, Thus, resolution
1125 (XI) of 2 February 1957 partially satisfies some
of Israel’s demands, in particular the demand for the
stationing of United Nations armed forces on the armi-
stice demarcation line established by the General
Armistice Agreement between Egypt and Israel of 24
February 1949 [S/1264/Rev.1]. '

19. The condemned aggressor, Israel, was allowed to
play with the largest world organization, the United
Nations, by putting forward incessant demands for
elucidation of the conditions for withdrawal, elucida-
tion on the administration of Gaza, elucidation on the
positions of United Nations forces, elucidation on navi-
gation in the Suez Canal, and all sorts of other elucida-
tions. After the elucidations were given—which wasted
lots of time—Israel started putting forward conditions
which the United Nations was to fulfil beforehand, if
the aggressor was to withdraw. Thys, the Israel tactics,
“of postponement were imposed on'the United Natidns.

20. All this is a result of the attitude of appeasement
of the aggressor. It is below the dignity of the United
" Nations to tolerate this any longer or to negotiate with
those who, in a most flagrant manner, trampled upon
_the basic principles of the United Nations, violated
“world peace and kindled a war in the Middle East.
But if the situation is to be explained still further, if
the truth is to be reaffirmed more strongly, we have

to point to the second and, as a matter of fact, the most

important reason for Israel's non-compliance: the un-
conditional support which the United States ruling
+ circles are rendering to Israel, which has encouraged
Israel to adopt provocative conduct with regard to the
United Nations., ‘ »

21.  Obviously Israel does not draw courage from the
“strength of its army which, without the aid rendered
to it by the United Kingdom and France, would not
have been in a position to do what it did at the end of
October 1956 in the Sinai Peninsula, Evidently, it does.
not have the support of world public opinion, as world
public_ opinion- condemns- the aggression clearly and
categorically. Obviously Israel draws courage only from
"the: United States. L S

22, In its short history, Israel, unfortuﬁately, has

. never undertaken any independent action. It has always
rélied on the support of the main imperialist Power,
or it took action -on the instructions of the Western
- great. Powers, An' excellent example in this respect
was the latest aggressive adventure in the autumn of
1936. The role Israel is now playing is dangerous and

contemptible, After Israel served the British and French
imperialists in their striving to seize the Suez Canal— -
+ fortunately. this: was not achieved—Israel is now work- .

ing :for the: self-proclaimed successor to the British -

-and ‘French imperialists who have been driven out of
Middle East, the imperialist circles of the United

- over and to realize that they are playing with fire, that

om. this high. rostrum e again address the
atesmen and ask: them ‘once more to think it:

“the destiny of their people and "

he conflagration of a horrible new *  at present.. . .~ .. .

war not only in the Middle East and in the Near East,
but all over the world.

24, But, as I have already stressed, the greatest blame
for the non-settlement of the Middle East crisis lies,
above all, with the real leaders of this game, the United
States. Despite all machinations, despite the false propa-
ganda in the Press, on the radio and on television, in
spite of the hypocritical -speeches of the representatives
supporting the United States, every political-minded

- person knows who it is that pulls the strings backstage,

the strings of tlie puppet show now in progress. The
doul})lle plgy of the United States has been exposed
to the end. o

25. In recent weeks the United States leaders assumed‘

the role of peacemakers and of statesmen gravely con-
cerned over the settlement of the Middle East crisis.
Without the United Nations assigning to them the role
of mediators, they have appointed themselves mediators
in allegedly liquidating the dsrael aggression against
Egypt. Before I analyse in brief what prompted this

self-assumed initiative and what its aim is,“I should

like to draw the sttention of the Assembly to the fact’

that, in this_case, the United States is acting the way

the United Kingdom and EFrance did in their’aggression .

against Egypt in. Qctober 1956. The United Kingdom
and France miide Israel invade Egypt, and right after
that, despite the existing international organs for the

cil—they appointed themselves mediators in order to
lay hands on the Suez Canal. The United Nations
condemned these self-appointed mediators and forced
them to withdraw. This is the fate which should befall
everybody who would follow the example of the British
and French aggressors. This must be demanded in
respectof the United States too. Nowthe United-States
ruling’ circles are encouraging Israel not to comply
with the United Nations decisions, and without any-
body having' assigned any, task to it, the United States
has proclaimed itself a United Nations representative

~and is allegedly conducting some talks.

26. The aggressor takes the attitude of an angry,
dissatisfied partner in a firm ,who has been deprived
of his rights. And so an endless comic play ‘of assur-
ances, of conferences, of distant flights, of postpone-

‘ments of meetings of ‘the United Nations General

Assembly and so on and 'so forth is now in progress.
Again, the United States riling ‘circles are presenting

‘Preservation of peace—for example, the Security Coun- -

the United States—the strongest capitalist country in

every respect—as weak and helpless to influence one of
the smallest and weakest capitalist States of the world,
Israel” Nobody could be so ‘naive as to‘think. that a

great Power like the United States cannot influence

Israel, a country in whose 1956 budget one-fourth of

the income. was derived, in the form of loans and othef, -

with far less “sacrifice”, plays a decisive tole in shaping

--aid, from the United" States. We know of many other -
cases in a number of countries where the United States,

their home and foreign policies. That is why we cannot
believe, in this particular. case, in the helplessness of.
the United States, no matter how it tries to convince us:”

27. Since we do not beli

27, Since we do not believe'the explanation of tie
- helpléssness-of the United States, let us now see why

all this is taking place hefore the world. The reply to-

same role as that which the United States

- this® question lwill 'be found if we turn to the ‘answer .

_ to the analogic question’ put a few months ago tothe .

- United- Kingdom and 'France, which had assumed’ the
is playiig ...
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28, At this mornent, the United ‘States Congress and
the Press are debating the so-called Eisenhower doc-
trine, This doctrine, worked out, as it was officially
announced, by the United States Secretary of State,
Mr, Dulles, aims at filling- the so-called vacuum which
was allegedly created after the Araly peoples chased
awsy the British and French.imperiplists; or, in other
words, this doctrine has been fabricated to facilitate the
invasion by. the American imperialists of the Middle
East and in this way to place.a new, though old, yoke
of imperialist domination on the Arab peoples. Irrespec-
tive of all the ornamentations and vagueness which are
part of this so-called doctrine, the whole world knows
that American menopolists want to enslave the peoples
of the Middle East for many years to come,

© 29, With a view to penetrating the Middle East,
American imperialists want to make use of two means.
One means is to give some economic and military aid
in order to repel the alleged Communist danger, which
is non-existent, The second means is Israel. Through
the Truman doctrine, the United States got into some
countries of the Near and Middle East. Now, through
the Eisenhower doctrine and with the aid of Israel
aggressive circles, the United States wants to enslave

other peoples<in_that area and to get hold of other.

key positions, Through the so-called new proposal for
managing the Suez Canal, the United States endeavours
~ to gét a foothold in Stuiez, while through its “noble”

proposal to send its fleet to the Gulf of Aqaba—allegedly
_in order to ensure undisturbed -navigation for Israel
vessels—the United States wants to seize a key posi-
tion in Suez, Agaba and the Sinai and Arabian Penin-
sulas. These ‘are the reasons for the United States’
endless protriction and systematic hindering of the
settlement .of /Middle East problems.

30. Before I deal with the question of the methods
which the United Nations must adopt to compel, the
aggressors to fulfil its decisions, I would like to say
a few words on tlie proposal of Canada on this question.
The representative of Canada, Mr. Pearson, at the
660th meeting offered a-plan whose implementation

would satisfy Israel. Israel troops would withdraw, =

according to this plan, and peace would come to this
part of the world. We do not doubt that the adoption
of such a plan would be greeted by Israel with satis-
faction hecause the Israel ruling circles and their over-
_seas collaborators .desire precisely such a plan. Mr.
. Pearson offers a new form of annexing other people’s
territories—under the United Nations flag, the military
occupation and administrative severance from Egypt of
living parts of its territories. It is known that Israel
offered to take over the administration of the Gaza

area-on behalf of the United Nations.

31. As you can see, the representative of Canada
wants us to punish the aggressor by giving him a prize,
a compehsation, for the “great feat” he achieved. But
what - is the difference between this proposal and the
positions of the:United Kingdom and France when
they invaded Egypt? They addressed ultimatums to
Egypt and Israel—that is to say, to the attacked and
the attacker—but bombed only the territory of the
aggressor’s victim. They killed the population of Egypt
only, while they helped the attacker with aircraft, am-
munition and’ food. Now Canada is telling us that
~measures must be taken to prevent the two sides from

repeating the.events of 1956, while it proposes punitive

" measures, not against the aggressor, but against the

victim-of ‘the ‘aggression. To this I would like to add
that the representative.of Canada, with his:proposals

“supported by the principal imperiulist Powers, wants

to involve the United
contrary to its Charter,

32, At the propesal of the Canadian delegation

[4/3276], United Nations troops were assembled and

later sent to Egypt, contrary to the Charter and in

disregard of the Security Council. Now the Canadian,
delegation proposes that the United Nations should

take on itself new and unnatural rights—in flagrant

contradiction of its Charter—in order to annex terri- .
tories of independent countries, Members of the United
Nations. Such an initiative, undermining the founda-

tions and international prestige of the United Nations,

must be decisively rejected, ° .

ations more and more in acts .

33. The Bulgarian delegation considers that it is hig

time that more concrete and. practical measures were
taken against Israel to force it to withdraw its troops
from Egypt, That is why we shall support all measures
and all decisiofis of the General Assembly—including
the recommendations for sanctions against the ag-
gressor—which will finally put an end to the aggression
agzinst Egypt. In this connexion, I declare that the .
Bulgarian delegation will vote for the draft resolution’
submitted by Afghanistan, Indonesia, Iraq, Lebanon, °
Pakistan and Sudan [4/3557] ‘which envisages a re-

. fusal on the part of States Members of the United

Nations to render any military; economic or financial
support to Israel so long as it does not withdraw its

- troops from Egypt.

34. Mr, RIFA'I (Jordan) : Before I proceed with my
statement today, I should like to invite the attention
of the representatives to the delaying tactics of Israel
that were expressed in the few words spoken by the
Israel representative at this meeting. The Assembly has
lately been slighted to the extent that its debate on
the very serious problem of today has been put off from
one day to the other, waiting on the grace of Israel,
the aggressor. It is most regrettable that a state of
stagnation in our debate has taken place bécause the
leading Powers, who seem to be directing the activities
of this august Organization, are being influenced by
the wishes of Israel. Talks and discussion are taking
placeé between Israel and other States outside of the
Organization, with complete disregard for the com-
petence and authority of the United Nations and the
views of its Members. It is for the sake of the prestige
and the dignity of the United Nations that we must go
ahead with our discussion and dwell on the necessity
for taking immediate and effective measures against
the aggressor. For this we do not seek, and we do not
need, the endorsement of any State, no matter how
influential it may be.

35. At the 660th meeting, after my delegation made
its statement, the Secretary of State -for External
Affairs of Canada put forward certain proposals on
which I wish to make certain comments sinceé Mr.
Pearson suggested them as a programme to the
Assembly. I would not have made particular reference
to the Canadian statement were it not for the fact that
the views of Mr. Lester Pearson sometimes find an
entry into the minds of some of us and sometimes areé *

o

an expression of the thoughts of others, . C

36.. The Canadian representative declared at the outset |
of his speech that he tried to be impartial and he said:
“We are not influenced by a desire to suipport either
of the contestants at the expense of the other .....".
[660th meeting, para. 30]: I wish to remind the Cana-
dian representative that the two contestants here are
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an aggressor and a victim, a criminal and an aggrieved
party. The two. parties are Israel, which violated the
principles of law and order, and Egypt, which has
always been on the defensive and- whose territory ‘is
still partly occupied, The two parties, as events have
developed, are the United Nations and Israel, which
is challenging the Organization and defying its verdicts.
We expect Mr, Pearson, in such a situation, to take
sides and to defend right, justice and peace.

37. Mr. Pearson based his theme on the following
argument: “The problems with which we are dealing
go deeper than the immediate issue of withdrawal of
military forces. They have their roots in thé past...”
[660th wmeeting, para. 31]. But to me, and perhaps to
the great majority of Members of the Assembly, there
are no other problems before us except the immediate
issue, which is the non-withdrawal of Israel, That is the
probletn about which . we are holding the present debate
and on-which we hope to take action. oo

38. We expected to hear the Secretary of State for
External Affairs of Canada express the same views he
-did on 3 November 1956 when he said:

. “The immediate purpose of our meeting tonight is
to bring cbout as soon as possible a cease-fire and a
withdrawal of forces, in the area which we are con-
sidering.” [563rd meeting, para. 102.]

But it seems now that Mr, Pearson wishes to. relate
matters to their roots in the past. How far back does
he wish us to go in tracing the roots of these problems?
I am afraid that, whenever we try to stop at a certain
stage in the past, events will take us to an earlier date.
We will have to go back to a date prior to the creation
of Israel in 1948 and prior to the partition scheme of
1947. Events will take us back to 2 November 1917,
the date of the Balfour Declaration regarding the estab-
lishment of a Jewish® national home in Palestine, at
which time the Jews in Palestine were only 57,000 in
number, most of whoni were Arabs of Jewish faith,
not crowds of Zionists converging from all corners of
the world, Lo ' ‘

39. The Palestine question is so wide and so deep-
rooted that no one can start discussing it from any

" recent date. It must go back to the days when Palestine
was Palestine and when the Arabs were the rightful -
masters of the country, not when it was usurped by

the Israel invaders. The basic causes lie there., There-

fore, it would be better for all purposes, for all practical’

. purposes, to deal with the immediate issue before us
as it stands today, -without drowning it in the deep
past. The immediate issué is the failure of Israel to
withdraw behind the armistice line promptly and uncon-
ditionally,  Here again, the Canadian representative
sees the problem from ‘a different angle. He said that
the problem “is one of securing a fair and agreed basis
for the withdrawal of Israel from those places which
it still occupies beyond the armistice demarcation line.”
[660th meeting, para. 37.) . :

40, 'In the report of the 'Secfeté.ryJGehefal of 26

February 1957, Mr. Hammarskjold repeated what he
had stated on more than one occasion, Mr, Ham-
marskjold said: ‘ s B .

" “According to the decisions ‘of the General As-
~senibly, the withdrawal would have to be uncon-
} : dltmn’al’-‘”' [A/3563,pa/mc4] o T T

o That is what the Secretary-General said, but Mr.
‘Pearson says that “a fair and agreed basis for the

5 withdrgw;il’f 'should be secured. The reptesentative:iof -

Wl

Canada, furthermore, envisages certain arrangements

and recommendations and states: &

YIf Israel refuses to withdraw its. forces imme-
diately—not on the implementation but on the adop-

- tion of such recommendations by this Assembly—
‘it ‘would be taking on a very heavy responsibility

{indeed . . .” [660th meeting, para. 42].

This statement bases Israel’s withdrawal on the adop-
tion of recommendations set forth by him, that is to
say, the recommendations envisaged should be a pre-
requisite for immediate withdrawal. In other words,
according "to the ideas of the Secretary of State for
External Affairs of Canada, the recommendations
should come first and the withdrawal should follow.
Such a view looks strange indeed to my delegation.

4], Turning to his proposals, Mr: Pearson presented
the following suggestions. First, he admits that the
armistice demarcation lines do not prejudice or confirm
any political right or claim or boundary.-But while he
denies Egypt the right of territorial sovereignty over

+ Gaza, he does not apply the same rule to Israel. If the

Armistice Agreement does not give Egypt any sove-
eign rights over Gaza, then the same Agreement does
§ot give Israel any sovereign rights over the territory’
f Palestine which: Israel occupies on its side of the
rmistice demarcation line. The same conditions which
pply to- Egypt's control of Gaza technically apply to

srael’s contro] of Palestine territory, except for one

istinction, nawicly, that Gaza is an Arab territory in-
abited by a totally' Arab population and. governed by
‘Arab. government, which is the Governnient of
gvpt. The case of the Israel-held territory of Palestine
is different, : o

\42' The establishment &z Israel in tﬁis area 'is‘lillegal

hecause it is based on invasion, -aggression and' usur-
ation. Therefore, while Egypt’s presence in Gaza is

‘for the protection of Arab rights and Arab existence,

srael’s presence in Palestine is for usurping. such
ights and exterminating the Arab inhabitants.

3.. Mr. Pearson:calls for scrupulous observance of
he Armistice Agreement. But at' the same time he
advocates a departure from this adherence when he
tecommends . changes. in- the military and legal status
of Gaza -which cannot be allowed under the Armistice
Agreement if scrupulous obseryance isk.‘his'demand;‘ ‘
44. A second proposal by Mr. Pearson relates to the
‘Gulf of Aqaba and the Strzits of Tiran. He said:

\ 1 . . . it should be agreed and affirmed .. . that
“there should be no. interference with innocent: pas-
- € ! ‘ pas-

sage' through or any assertion of belligerent rights in
the Straits of Tiran, L T o

.} “Israel . troops, on ctheir withdrawal from- the ' -

General puts it ‘in- his report” of 24 January,- ‘be

followed by the United Nations ‘Emergency Force

" in the same way as.in other parts of Sinai’ in order -

to assist in maintaining quiet in that area . ...”

" [660th meeting, paras. 48 and 49]. .

. 45 My delegation’s. views on this matter; which we 7

have expressed on previous occasions, are as follows.

{The functions of the United Nations Emergency Force
. were clearly defined in the report of the Secretary-
- General of 6 November 1956 [4/3302] ‘and’ in, his = -
' report of 24 January 1957 [A4/3512]. Those functions -
“are limited in scope and temporary in--nature, with ..
.specific tasks to accomplish. The: Force was 'not meant

to influence the political or military balance.in the area. - -

. Sharm el Sheikh area, should, as ‘the Secretary-
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" The posxtnon whxch the Force will take up will be at
the Egyptian-Israel armistice line in such a way as to
bestride that line. It cannot take up a final position on
Egyptian. territory, with which Israel has no armistice
line whatsoever. Thie Sharm el Sheikli area is Egyptian
territory on the Egyptian coast where no Egyptian-

" Israel armistice line exists and no Israel border ex-
tends. The area is far beyond the scope of the stationing
of the United Nations Emergency Force and beyond
the claims of Israel under the provisions of the
Armistice Agreement. I

46. The United Nations Emergency Force, which
would follow the withdrawing Israel forces from
Sharm el Sheikh, would move thereafter to take up
its final position at the armistice line, which does not
-extend, as I said, to any point along the western coast
of the Gulf of Aqaba This being so, it becomes clear
that the deployment of the United Nations Emergency
Force in Sharm el Sheikh is not within the functions
of that Force.. These functions are clearly stated in
z_leverall reports . and = statements by the Secretary-
eneral

. 47. -On the other hand we must point out agam—» ‘

and it seems that we neea., to stress this point—that

no claims by Israel on any' Arab lands can be discussed
" until the Arab rights in Palestine are restored in full.

hW; have no equlvocatlon on thns point and nothmg to
.o mae.” I =

‘48 Ever since the Palestme problem was known, the
"Arabs always and on every occasion were the victims
and the party to pay the price. Never has Israel lost,
and: never was it other than an aggressor. Today e
_are again asked to pay the price—the price for justice

“and redress. It would indeed be tragic for the United
‘Nations to retreat in the face of the aggressor and yield
to his demands. Those who may accept the respon-

sibility of rewarding aggression -shall ever be blamed
by humamty in the days to come.

49. Any action that we may take to deal effectively

- with the aggression by Israel is a moral act, more
moral than political. How sad it is to see Israel the
aggressor, the violator, ‘making - headlmes in‘the news.
How sad it is to see all the.public opinion and the whole

- governmental machinery of the greatest courtry in the
. world engaged day and night in talks and discussions
" on Israel’s withdrawal, And how sad indeed it is that
" the Umted Nations General Assembly, with its eighty

_nations, is prevented from proceeding with discussions -
on this problem until one of its Member States receives .

a satisfactory answer from Israel. This is a derogatlon
- from the prestige of this’ {Organization, and 1t has
il ‘already caused great drsappomtment

isto remove aggression and to suppress deﬁance But

+" if 'we want to pay a price for thls——whlch is, in fact,
* _the responsxb1hty of ‘every Member in this citadel of

. justice and' peace—then we had better look: to some

‘other ‘markets outsrde the United Nations and outsnde. '

“:;ffof New York. If ‘'we have to pay the price of justice
" and redress, we ‘had better pay it in a manner which
& _‘would at least preserve our’ honour and our prxde

51.; The th:rd proposal of the representatlve of Canada
spect to the Gaza strip.. Mr.

X luston

“To. co—ordmate and make eﬁectwe arrangement§
thls end the Secretary-General mlght decrde to

. 50; What is it that we are askmg for?. What We want -

dp ‘Pearson, in
detaJIe explanatxon, came out w1th the followmg .

'55 A to -the deployment of the 'United Nations
‘Emergency Force, the representatlve of Ind:a saids g

appoint & United Nations Commissxoner for Gaza.

Working with the Commander of UNEF and the
Director of UNRWA, and after consultation with
‘Egyptian and Israel representatives as well as with
refugees and other local Arab leaders, he coud ar-
range to bring about with all poasible speed the
replacement of the present Israel civil administration
of the area,” [660th meeting, pars. 72.]

<92, Mr, Pearson, who was quite active in 1947 in
winning support for the partition of Palestine, is trying
now, in 1957, to take the Gaza strip away from its
Arab udmlmstratxon and-to put it under an interna-
tional régime. He is trying not only to make a major
change in the status of the territory under considera-
tion, but also to widen the functions and tasks of the
United Nations Emergency Force in such a way that
it will become able to solve territorial problems, This
definitely goes far beyond the Force’s functrons which
should not touch on any controversial pohtlcal ot legal
issue. If a solution is to be given along this line, we
suggest that the Force should be deployed in the terri-
tory on the Israel side of the line from which the mur-
derous attacks by Israel have always come and from
which this last aggression: was launched. Why deploy
the Force on the Arab side of the line? :

53. The Canadian representative said that the reso-'

Jutions of the General Assembly embodied the “pro-

posals which he set forth. The record of the General

. Assembly, and in particular the statements of the spon-

sors of the draft resolutions to which Mr. Pearson
referred, prove beyond doubt that nothing of his pro-
posals was incorporated. in these resolutions;

54. In this connexion, I should like to recall some

- relevant comments made by the representatives of India

and the United States as co-sponsors of  the draft

‘resolution - [4/3518] which became resolution 1125

(XI) of 2 February 1957, I am reiterating these ex-
tracts because they embody the principles on which
further development will be based in respect of the
situation resulting from the aggression committed by .
Israel agamst Egypt. As to the point of the immediate
and specxﬁc problem with which we are dealing, the.
representative of India, Mr Knshna MenOn, saxd on
2 February 1957:

“I should like further to say “that the sub]eet be-
fore this Assembly, from the begmmng of the first
emergency special session till now, is not the resolv-
ing of. what, has been' known as' the -Arab-Israel
question. We were faced with the i issue of invasion,
the issue of aggression, and that is what we wese
‘dealing with.” [651st meeting, para 106.}

Then Mr. Krlshna Menon, whose views were identical
with - the views of the- representatlve of the Umted
States at that ttme, said also:-

“We cannot accept the" posmon that the mvvadmg
forces would lay down the’ conditions, ostensibly in -
the interest of the invaded party. If we do that, -we -

~put ourselves in the position of justifyingthe inva-

- glofi’ 1tself Anid’that is a position which my Govern-’ |
ment - is not - ready to accept 2 [567th meetmg;i
para. 153.] .

- Then;- with regard' to Gaza, Mr., Krrshna Menon sald :

- “Therefore, there can be 1o ‘question’ of cwxhan}:‘
“forces or civilian authorities or any- kind of pro;ec-*é
. tion whatsoever ? [651st, meetmq, para. 110]
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- “iBut there is ne suggesnon, ahd there can be no

suggestion, that foreign forces, which are United

Nations forces, can be stationed anywhere on Egyp-
tian territory. Here I want to go into the facts and
into what might be called the law of this

uestion , .

L
LK)

“There must be Egyptian consent for that process.

" It has been basic to the whole functioningoof the
United Nations Emergency Force that it could not
set foot anywhere on Egyptian soil except in full
accordance with international law and practice and

\ in .conformity with recognition of the sovereignty

" of Egyptian territory.” [Ibid., paras. 121-123]

Mr. Krishna Menon went on to say:

“My Government has repeated ‘time and again
and has made a basic position in regard to UNEF,
that at no time can it become an occupying force in

another country, Therefore, its movements, its func-"

tioning in a territory that is Egyptian must depend
‘upon the agreements that have \been made before Y
[Ibid., pare. 135

“d e} b
He went_on to say further

“The present operat:on is merely to move the in-
vading forces from the area to which reference has v

. been made.” [Ibid., para 140.1 o

56 In commentmg on ;the dlscussxon on that date, .

the representative of thegUmted States said:
“Some of these poxnts ‘have been dlscuSSEd ‘and

I think very ably disciissed, by the fepresentative of
' India in a manner with which I find myself in sub-
‘stantial agreement " [Ibzd para. 146.]

57. Tlus is the situation—and .I am sure that Méh-
bers of the Umted Nations will see 1t—-wlnch I belxeve
still governs our deliberations, There is no doubt in

my mind that nothing has happened since the Assembly -

adopted these . resolutions which would divert the
Members of this august body from these basxc and
fundamental principles.

58. - Lastly, my “delegation ﬁnds it on thrs occasion
fitting, and perhaps necessary, to reaffirm its stand on
the issue before us. This is an issue_of prmclple With-
drawal must be unconditional and. immediate. Aggres-

sion.muist. be not rewarded, but penahzed We hope .

" that all Members will share with us these views, and
we look forward to the eﬁectwe actron of the General
Assembly P

59." Mr, HANIFAH (Indones:a) It is now almost

four months since this question was first considered by -

the first ¢ emergency special session of the General As-
sembly from 1 to 10 November 1956, At that time—
~ on 2 Novemiber 1956, to be" ‘exact—the Members “of
the Assembly overwhelmmgly ‘called . upon Israel to

withdraw all ‘its forces' behind the armistice - ‘lines

[resolution 997 (ES-I)]. Subsequently, ‘in numerous

~ resolutions of : the Assembly, adopted by the same
- overwhelming- majority, this call was reiterated. Yet
today, four months: later,: Istael fotces are still: occu-,

pying Egyptian territory, in defiance of ‘the clearcall

" “of the: ‘Assembly : to - withdraw: ‘all forces behind ‘the -

amustlce lines: This is, indeed, a‘disturbing situation.

It is. dxsturbmg first because the withdrawal of- gll - dist
‘the - in:

3 Israel forces’ from: Egyptlan soil: is, in ‘our- view;:
essential step ‘tor securing’ ‘the réturn of normal condi-

Secretary-General stated in one of his reports to the

Assembly, on, 15 January 1957

“Withdréwal s a preliminary and essential phase
in a development through which a stable basis may

be laid for peaceful- condntxons in the ‘area, When
- the General Assembly, in_its various resolutions

concerning the yecent crisis in the Middle East, gave

. high priority. to the cease-fire and the WIthdrawal

61,

the position of the .Assembly reflected both basic
principles of the Charter and essential - political
considerations.” [4/3500, para. 15.} )

Israel forces were and still are. occupymg Egyp—

tian territory as a result of aggression. If our’aim is

- the strengthening and promotion of peéace, thén that
. aggression must be undone, Peace cannot be built

on the fruits of aggression. Such a peace cannot in-any
case have any real meaning, nor can it endure, The

- road to real and lasting” peace can only be sought in

first undoing the aggression that has been commrtted

,against a State Member of this Organization.

62. However, as my delegation has already pomted
out [649th meeting], while-the intent of the resolu-
tions adopted by the General Assembly was to undo

“physically, as far as possible, the aggression commit- .

l

ted against hgypt there are consequences of that ag- .
gression. which, of course, cannot be reversed by any
resolutions . adopted here—the tragic loss of life, the

de

struction of property, the harm done to the economy,

drawal of all forcgs is, consequﬁnﬁy, ‘the least on which-
the United Nations must msr‘s‘ In fact, this is, as I
have said, the clear meamng and_intent of all the As-

V_sembly resolutlons adopted on this question.” o
63. It is also well to recall what this would mean in

actual terms. Juridically spea.kmg, .the situation has to .
revert back to. the status quo’ prior to the aggression;
that 1s, the nullification-.of the advantages seized by
aggression. Here there can be no question of whether
the former status quo was good or bad. In fact, we

readily admit that it wa$ quite unsatisfactory., But the

crucial and essential first' step must bé to undo the .
aggression physicaily, as far as. possible, not only as a
matter of principle, -but, indeed, in order to create
and make possible condmons more satisfactory than
the former siatus guo, in the. interest of the area con-

- cerned’ and the world as a whole,
.64
“to

the former sta

the status juris, since, even after ‘the’ complete and

uncondltlonal withdzawal. of all forces, there can Abe
no going ‘back to the status quo before the aggression: ,
in
cerfied. I have in. this respect
-suffered irreparable damage d

-that 'the situation obtammg a

‘th_e-wrthdrawal requirements ‘will resemble th

terms of real conditions affecting ‘the parties con-

‘e}'-aggressmn, .
n phance-

tlons and ‘stability in that 1mportant region of the world: . refle

It is’ the . basis—the" onl -basis—on ' which peace can' . .repor
- be. built: @nd. further. strengthened It remains, theres  th:
as the

fore the strong opmlon of my- delegatlon that‘°

‘that Egypt has -

- -and-so. forth. The- complete Gandz ‘unconditional -with-—

Woreover, -it ‘cannot be: overlooked’ that a return\ -
guo, can only mean a return to

e
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. contmued and continuing disregard by Israel of the'! )

Assembly's resolutions must inevitably reflect adversely
’Ipon the authority and prestige of the United Nations.

his is a matter which must be of immediate concern
to every Member State, regardless of its posxtxon on
the qw‘stxon ‘of the Middle East.

(66, If i Member State can'with i impunity neglect and
even defy compliance with -resolutions a opted by the
Assembly—resolutions reflecting principles of the /
Chatter—and thereby set an example of defiance for
others to follow, then the very existence of the United
Nations is indeed placed in the balance. It is not then
xmpossrble, as I have warned in a previous intervention

on this item [640th meeting], that the United Nations _

. may go the same way as the former League of ‘Nations,
that is, the way of non-existence. We must surely pre-
vent this: from happenmg Despite .its shericomings,
the United’ Natigns is the only organization in the
- world to which countries. can come .seeking justice.
But if we haveUfauth, in the United Nations, and I

think we.all dog. ‘then we must also keep faith with

_ the United Nations. . o
" 67. Until the -aggression has been undone, at least
physxcally, and until the resolutions of the Assembly
\ ‘iave been fully complled with, the situation in the
Middle East will femain one fraught with dangerous
consequences, demandmg the gravest consideration.
Only when the aggression has been nullified, when' the
forces have been withdrawn completely and uncondi-

ticnally, and when, the Assembly’s resolutions have -

heeii fully complied with, will _those conditions exist
_ which will make possrble the seeking of peaceful solu-
- tions to othet drobleniy)in the area which, my delega-
tion recoghizes, deserve the concern and attention of
“ tha" "United’ Nations, ©~ *
68, “We have, before us the report of the Secretary-
General -dated” 26 February 1957. I should like to
stress, in partrcular, the . Secretary—General’s clarifi-
catron5w1th regard to pos’sxble de facta developments
in,Gazar * - -
,’;’; “A Jndgment on thxs de facto development would
_ be premature,’ sirice it depends on decisions to be
taken after the withdrawal of Israel from“athe Gaza
area [A/3563 pare. 4.1 ,
And the Secretary-Generalx relterated, in thls con—
nexion, that :

v+ > “According.. to the dEClSIOAlaK of the General As-'

& .sembl the wrthdrawal would’ have to be uncon-
chtronal L% [Ib M 5

) 69 rfFrom ali thatt T ‘have~ statﬂd 1t should t‘\e TElear:
that my. delegatlon concurs fully’ with-the. clarxﬁcatlons
. and ‘statements of the Secretary-General on’ this:matter.
” Our futuré attitude towsrds the prog x5tEof the. repre-
: sentatlve ‘of Canada must: be seen- 1 As* lxght

s de’ fe »ments, especrally
3‘concem the United: Nationis Emergenicy. Force,
only (are’ premature Before the  ‘complete . with-
o drawal of Israel forces has been secared, but also mitst’
be governed?v new. decns:ons taken by, the Assembly

‘The United T$agons Emergency ‘Force was “create

~becaiise of "thi¢) aggression against- Egypt and its task
- was ta curc’a cease-fire and the w1thdrawa1 of foreign:
“forcestro

" entered ~Egyptian: territoty wi the ' consent of the -
Egyptlan Goveérnmé . ‘Unquestion bly it is not meant -

K) ‘be an: occdpatlon,force, even on a temporar v basis.
- AS'm

' 76;,'

~ as a whole.. But, let me emphasize again. that this will

»m>..q,,yr1an terrrtory t’}Il‘hat is ‘'why the Force' .

delegatxon ‘has stressed all along, it is our. ander-
“”that the estabhshment of the Force 1s a tem~ 5

porary, emergency measure, whxch must not influence
the rilitary balance in the present conflict, and thereby
the political balance, as that would affect effortsto
settle the confiict.

}I‘ I should also hke to reiterate' that it is on the
- ‘clear understanding’of the temporary, emergency na-
- ture of the Umted Natxons Emergency Force that my
*Government is partlclpatmg init, =

o

72 As for the situation in the Gaza and the Sharm

‘el Sheikh areas, the entry of the United Nations
Emergency Force into these areas is clearly within its
mandate in so far as this is necessary for securing the
withdrawal .of all Israel forces. This, too, however,
should ke only ‘on a temporary basis. While we niay
agree that it may take some time to secure stability in
these regions after complete withdrawal, it nevertheless
cannot “be the intentinn of the Force to remain there
for any length of time, since it would thus be exceeding
the temporary functions for which it was established.
Any change in these functions wGuld, as I have said,
jrequire new decisions by the Assembly and would ha.ve
to receive the consent of the party dnrectly concerned
namely Egypt.

73.: In conclusxon, I should hke to emphasxze again,
tha.t it is our convrctlon that a s:tuatlon conducive to,
further efforts in resolving the remaining problems in
that vital area can be attained only after all the forces )
of Israel are withdrawn behind the lines stipulated in )
the 1949 Armistice Agreement, in accordance with the .'
provisions.of .the relevant resolutions of the Assembly.
We sincerely: hope that Isracl, not only for its own
sake but, indeed, for that of the continuing" prestige
and authorrty of this Organization and for, the sake of
the “beginning .of a lasting peace in this area, will
promptly heed these requests, which reflect! the con-
sidered opinion of .the ove"whelmmg maJor:ty of
Member States. '

74 Our\ aim is to ‘see peace and stablht restored in-
that imporiant region of the world, the {'Irddle East. .
My delegation, aware and appreclatrve of all the efforts
being -made, to attain a peaceful and Just séttlement—
and in thrs respect may I mention in particular' the
persistent” and’; "untiring effoits of our ,‘Secretary-
General, ‘which certainly deserve our deepest gratltude ‘
—will do everythmg to further and co-operzte in the
-achievement of such a settlement, which,’ consonatit
with the principles of the Charter, 1s of such v1ta1
lmportance ‘to the world, ; Lo

b75 "For thoqe reasons, we have co-sponsored the

draft. resolution contained, in' document A73557, which
was introduced [659¢th" 'meetmg] s0 eloquently by the
 repres: ntatlve of Lebanon : ’

~In that llght w\e smcerely hope that the efforts .
- n¢'w- being made outside the United: Nations—and;-I
hope, for the ;'Q,ake iof the: United. Natlons—wﬂl be

productxve and th a.,/ with the co-operatlonz of all the
- parties-conéefned,  they will lead to. 2. speedy.and just
‘solution: and w111 resalt ultrmately in, restoring peace .
in this area in brticular and in‘the interest of mankind .

‘not be' achneved) until and. unless the’ immediate with-’
drawal of all Israel forces from the territory of Egypt;
including the Gaza.strip, 1s accomphshed The: United
Nations - stiould: be able. 'to.. obtain thls end by all-
avallable meangiurider the. Charter b

7. Mr. JAMALL (Ttag): T woild ‘not yave ke
the rostrum agam and taken up the t:me -of the A
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embly were st not for the fact that developments have.

forced my delegation to do so. , ‘

78, The matter’ before us is very simple;. the issue is
very clear indeed. It is Israel's invasion of Egypt.
Israel’s invasion of Egypt is very clear and very simple.
ust as.there was a British attack on Egypt and an
invasion of Egypt, just as there was a French attack
~ and French invasion of Egypt, so was there an'Israel
attack on Egypt. The General Assembly adopted a
resolution which was obeyed by the United Kingdom
and France, But Israel did not obey. Israel defied the
General Assembly. .

79, Had we been firm, had ‘we stood on principle, the
question would have been solved long ago. It is exactly
four months since the invasion took place. It should
not have taken even four days to end it,

80. We are not dealing with the gamut of Palestine
problems here. We are not dealing with the interna-
~ tionalization of Jerusalem; we are not dealing with the

refugee question; we are not dealing with territorial -
adjustment; we are not dealing’ with the boycott; we

are not dealing with the blockade. All:thesé are aspects
of the Palestine problem, and we are not dealing with
. the Palestine problem here. We are dealing with one
single . issue, one simple issue—and.that is Israel’s
invasion of Egyptian territory, ‘

81, Had we been: firm, the issue would have béen:
solved long ago. Unfortunately, however, some power-
ful Members here decided not to -treat Israel as an
invader, not to treat Israel as an aggressor. They be-
gan fo appease Israel, to listen-to Israel, to engage in
giviﬁan'd-take with Israel, They treated Israel as a

vicfor, Israel actually is being dealt with as a victor -
imposing its conditions. This is certainly detrimental to-

this great Organization. This policy which is being

followed by certain great Powers vis-d-vis Israel is-

detrimental to peace. R . : .
82, - Israel should have been-told one thing, and one
thing-only: “Get out’—nothing more and nothing less.:
That- should have been. the attitude of the General
Assembly. But to sit-down and listen to'the aggressor,
to treat him as a victor, to listen to his conditions,
certainly andermines the prestige of this Organization

-and undermiries- peace in the Middle East and in the

world. e . .
83. After-withdrawal, if Israel has any complaints or
any problems, it can come to this.Organization with.

them, It has problems to raise; the Arabs have prob-

lems to raise; But. problems are not to be settled
- through invasion.and are not to be dealt with while

the ‘invasion is still in force, while Israel forces are

stiil on non-Israel. territory.:’ .

84, This Organizatior is faced with a grave danger,
a grave choice, We Have to choose-between right, jus-
tice'end ‘the Charter on the one hand, and power poli-
tltcﬁ?,ftpre§sure,. groups . and -colonial intervention on the
O er. * . . v t e e s 3 .
85. ‘Israel’s demands. or conditions consist of .two
major items: passage through the Gulf of Aqaba and
the matter of the Gaza strip.’ SR L
86, As far as the first is concernéd, we believe that
the question of passage through the Gulf of Aqaba has
- tothiing to’ do. with the issue before us. It is one item

inthe ganiut of ithe Palestine problem; it i§ one of

 the many items which should be"dealt with when we -
sit"down to - seitle -the problem of Palestine, But to -

give fréédom of ‘passage to. Israel through the Gulf is
to.reward it by giving it something of which it has
% ' . w @ SR Q\ E

been deprived for the past eight.years because it de-
prived the Arabs of their homes and property. Those
who are tiying to please Israel, to compensate it, by
giving it this freedom, are certainly prejudicing the
Arab cause; they are working in an anti-Arab, anti-
right, anti-justice direction, Why give Israel passage
through the Gulf of Aqaba and not give the refugees
passage to their homes? The refugees want passage
in order to return to their homes. And, if there is to.
be any settlement, the two matters should be placed
side by side. There should be no partial treatment.

87: As for the Gaza strip, Israel has already ex-
pressed its colonial intentions. We never doubted for
a moment that Israel had come to Palestine under -
colonial banners, is staying there with colonial backing
and is pursuing colonial policies. Israel is not an out-..
post of democracy.in the Middle East, as propaganda
here attempts to paint it. Israel is an cutpost of cola-
nialism in“the Middie East. ' - : '
88. We ‘wish o appeal to the delegation” of the |
United States—that delegation with which we have
so miitch in common in ideology and policy. We wish”-
to appeal ‘to that delegation to realize that this is no
time to act in an anti-Arab, anti-right, anti-justice
manner. This is a time«for impartiality. This is a
time when the principles enunciated by the great
President of the United States: should be pursued in
their letter and their spirit.." .. B T
89.” However; to yield to local pressure, to Zionist
propaganda and. to .Frénch cclonial interests and to
adopt a:policy based on such action is<certainly detri-
mental to the prestige of the United Nations and det-

_rimental to peace in the Middle East arid.in the-entire *

world. ‘We certainly believe that,  when Mr. Eisen-
hower, the President of the United States, in a recent
speech, came out in support of the United Nations and
its principles, denounced .aggressio: and 'said that.ag-
gression was not. in the spirit of the Charter, but .was
a violation of the: Charter, he was representing. the
true spirjt .of the United States of America. If, how-
ever, Utited States policy behind the scenes, working

“in collusion with Mr.: Mollet, Prime - Minister of

France, andin ‘collusion with. Israel, has.the effect:of
giving Israel advantages and rewards for -its aggres-:
sion, I think that the United States will be -under-
mining not only-its own interests and: prestige, but also -
world peace and this very Organization for which
President Eisenhower. showed so..muich - concern and

_so. much: appreciation, - .|

90.. I wish to place it on record that, a5 régards the -
Israel-Palestine “problem, ‘all the ‘Arab " countries, - in
cluding ‘my own, "stand on -one._ policy-~tiamely, ‘that
Israel aggression shotild ‘not be ‘réwarded. There is
only-one thing to be said-to Istacl: “Get ouf’—nothing

91y

We are told that Tsrael is a democracy. We are

* told that Tsidel is carrying the torch 'of democracy and

civilization to'the Middle East. We submit that the
contrary is true.sIsrael is the bearer of aggréssiopn, of
anaichy; of war to-the. Middle ‘East. Israel-: 3‘5 ‘not

y PN

~ respected the -Charter of ‘the United Nations” Israel °

has 'violated  the ‘Charter.: Israel's invasion ‘of Egypt
was;nothing but a violation:of the Charter. Israel has -

denied hiiman rights to the 1-million Arabs of Pales--

tine, Israel" does- not recognize and. respect the Uni-.

versal, Declaration of Human Rights. Israel does not s

recognize.the United Nations resolutions on Palestine. -

Israe! has torn to ‘pieces the résolutions’of 1047 aﬁ&? ‘

.
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‘1948. Israel has violated these resolutions, Some of us

have counted the number of resolutions on Palestine
which Israel has violated—and the figure is seventy-
. four, > Seventy-four resolutions of United Nations or-
-gans on the question of Palestine have been defied by
Israel. Some Members of the Assembly have shown
an interest in counting the number of vetoes which the
Soviet Union has cast in the Security Council: I do
not- Know how many are interested in counting the

number of United Nations resolutions which Israel has*

defied. Finally, Israel has torn to pieces the Armistice
Agreement with Egypt. To Israel, that Agreement does
not exist.

92. Thus, for Israel there is no Charter, no human
rights, no. United Nations resolutions and no Armistice
Agreement, What; then, is the law or the order under
which this so-called symbol of democracy in the
Middle ‘East lives? It i1s this symbol of democracy,
this symbol of civilization which attacks, with military
force, one Arab State one day, a.second Arab State
‘the second day, a third Arab State the third day, and
so-on—one day this one day that, depending upon
from Zionist sources and colonial Powers.
93. I must say that this Israel democracy treats its
citizens of Arab descent in accordance “with truly demo-
cratic. rule$ and a truly democratic spirit. In this con-
nexion, I shculd like to read out ‘an excerpt from a
o statement made by an Arab member of the Knesset:
“I consider it my duty to lay bare thesé ghastly
facts before the public through this message, after
the Government "had attempted in various manners
to conceal this massacre. S
©  “Rigorous censorship prohibits the publication of
" facts in the Press. (A member of the Knesset made
an attempt to raise the case in the Knesset'on Tues-
~day, 13.f1.1956, but she was stopped, and every-

Israel's might“and the backing which Israel receives -

thing she said about the case of Kfar-Qasim was .-

" wiped out from the minutes of the House.)"”
This is democracy; this is freedom of the Press.’
94. After referring to the tragedy of Kfar-Qasim, of

“ whichk mention has already been made here, this Arab.

member of the Knesset stated: . _
" “But not those who directly committed the crime
are alone responsible for it. Those primarily respon-
‘sible are the makers of the policy of persecution of
" the Arab inhabitants—those who- follow the policy
‘of racial persecution and have for eight successive
years been imposing the horrible military rule, treat-

- ing the Arab citizens as enemies who have no rights:

"~ and who should be harassed and persecuted. The

_ugly crime of murder at Kfar-Qasim village is the
- result of the official policy of the Government to- -

_ ' wards the Arab citizens, of the continuous disregard
. of their rights, and of the racial indoctrination the
-~ » State’ authorities promote against the Arab citizens.

i

~.decision: referring to a closed military tribunal the

' officers of -the Frontier Force unit, Yehuda Alcxém—

.. 'drovitch and some of his' subordinates. . >

3 -“These criminals should be tried before a Fpul’)?lié; B
~court to 'ex{_)bse‘ ‘everything’ that lies hidden' behind

_this dastardly. crime of murder” "’

'“The Governnient has no moral right "to;' take a ‘

THi “‘v‘:%'. o & Sorac s Israel ' \ \ .dd”E t.‘ . ¥
This s the democracy. of Tsrael in the Middje East. . dom and France—were withdrawn from-Egyptiansol

95. We are concerned not only with peace in the

Middle East, but also with the future of this Organiza-
tion and of world peace. We believe that the policy of
treating Israel as a dear child, of yielding to Israel’s
aggression and of rewarding Israel for what it has done
in collusion with France caunot lead to peace. The
dangerous effects of this policy will, spread not only
to Egypt, but to the entire Arab world, including my
country, ‘ v
96, We should like to submit that it is time for this
Organization to decide the question: To be ot not to

be? If this Organization wishes to continue to exist—

and its existence is vital to peace—then our policies,

in this Organization must change. We cannot™work
behind the backs of the nations concerned and produce -

policies which are aggressive, unfair and unjust, poli-
cies which would reward the aggressor,

97. I wish to say again that we Arabs have exhibited
a great deal of patience and have done a great deal of
waiting. We are noted for our impatience, but in this
case I assure you we have shown the world- that we

2
i

have almost inexhaustible patience. But I am afraid .

that our patience is not really inexhaustible; it has its .
limit and- it will reach its end.

98. I wish to say again that we have nothing against
the Jews.=We are not anti-Jewish and we are not
anti-Western. We are not against those colonial
Powers belonging to the West. We are against Zio-
nism, we are against colonialism when it denies our
rights, when" it invades our lands. We are not anti-
anybody. ‘ ‘ '
99, It is for us to ]
whether we want-right and justice to prevail. We
have to decide whether we want a settlement to be
made by mediation, not by invasion. Do we want the
Israel prophet of war, Mr, Ben-Gurion, to haye his
way and say, supported by Mr. Mollet? We hiive to

decide whether this. world Organization is moving in

the path of justice and fairness, which looks at the
whole and. recogiizes the whole. Or are we going. to
atomize the Palestine problem and, with .it, human
morality, sense of justice and conscience? e

100. I appeal to this august body to work:in the light

of its highest principles, and to be guided by.morality, -
- not by expediency or by power politics. In-the long

run, expediency and power politics will not provide
us with peace. President Eisenhower’s pclicy is an

excellent one and follows the true spirit of the Charter. -

Anything less than that will certainly lead us into more
trouble and .more unrest and, believeZme, -the news
we read in the newspapers of the activities which are

taking place behind our backs' may plunge us into
bloodshed in the Middle East: I hope: that will never.

“happen.. Lo ‘, e
101, Mr. KIZYA ' (Ukrainian Soviet - Socialist' Re- ¢
public) (translated from.'Russian) : More than three
months have passed since the General Assembly
‘adopted its first resolution calling for a cease-fire in’ "
the Middleé East and the.withdrawal of United: King- |

dom, French and Israel forces from Egyptian terti-,

the forces of two of the aggressors—the United .Kingl,,

decide in this Organization

‘tory. [resolution 997 (ES-I)]. Under the pressure of "
world .public opinion, which harshly condemned 'the
-aggressors, ‘the United Kingdom, France and Israel |
‘were constrained to halt hostilities against Egypt, and:

" “Those who champion Isracl as an-outpust of dermoc-
" oracy and civilization in the 'Middle East should know

102: f.:Q;QNg\férthq]éss;athé‘ éeneral “Assembly ' is' having
to revert again'and again to this questionbecause:tht’
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third aggressor Government goes on stubbornly ignor-
ing Egypt's legitimate demands for the restoration of
all the territory which belongs to it and the final, com~
lete and unconditional withdrawal of all Israel forces -
'gehind the armistice demarcation line. Such conduct
on the part of Israel is bound to stir up public opinion,
which rightly holds that the continued presence of
Israel's troops in Egypt increases international tension
and threatens new complications and conflicts in the
Middle East in furtherance of interest of certain im-
perialist circles. ]
103, The request for postponement of the discussion
made at this meeting by the representative of Israel is
nothing but an attempt to evade responsibility and

mislead the United Nations and world public opinion.

That is why. my delegation shares the indignation
about which the representative of Egypt has spoken
here.

-104. Israel, as the facis clearly indicate, is unwilling
to pay heed to the United Nations Charter and per-

_sists in violating the standards of international law.
That is borne otit by the fact that the Prime Minister
of Isrzel, in hishstatement of 23 January 1957 and in
subsequent speeches, made proposals concerning - the

Gaza strip and the Gulf of Aqaba which run.counter
to the Egyptian-Israel General Armistice Agreemeiit=_111.

trench itself in the

declared that the Israel forces would not hand over
full control of the Gaza area to any other administra~
tion and that Israel was prepared to co-operate with
the United Nations Emergency Force in administering
that area, Such plans can be regarded only as attempts
on the part of Israel to perpetrate further aggression
against the Arab countries. : ’

T

109. While the United Nations fruitlessly wastes time
and effort on repeatedly considering this questicn,
Israel, as reported in The New York Times of 8 Feb-
ruary 1957, is holding everything in its power to en-
aza area and Sharm_el Sheikh
through military and administrative measures.” Ac-

" cording to the Jerusalem correspondent of iiiat niews-

paper, in the eyes of the military and civilian officials
in charge of the Gaza area there are no ifs” as far as
Gaza is concerned, so sure are they that Israel will
retain its position in that annexed area, %

" N
110, The General Assembly should resolutely con-
demn the unworthy conduct of Israel and demand full
and unconditional withdrawal of Israel’s forcesfrom
Egypt. We all know that such.a demand has already
been put forward in six resolutions adopted by ‘the

General Assembly at-the various stages of its discussion -

of the aggressipn against Egypt. . S
I think it would be appropriate to recall here

of 1949. It is further borne out by the informatiqmat\the delegation of the Ukrainian SSR; when voting

given in the latest report of the Secretary-General of
the United Nations [4/3527]. - :

and more conditions fci carrying out that measure.’
In addition, it demands ‘that Egypt and thé General
Assembly should make “mutual concessions”. This is
not the first time we have heard the representative of
Israel in the General Assembly make such speeches
and baseless proposals. During the latest discussion of
the Egyptian question the representative of Israel again
. put forward claims which border on blackmail. He did
> not: hesitate to apply the word “occupation” ‘to the
- exercise by Egypt of its rights in the Gaza strip under
the 1949 Armistice Agreement. We are following an
extremely dangerous path when we heed the dictates
of the aggressor and his protectors. '

106.  Alongside the so-called - Canadian delegation
plan, about which the representative of Bulgaria has
already spoken here, the Press’ reports that Israel is
concocting a scheme for an Tsrael-United Nations
condominium over the Gaza area. In accordance with
that plan, Israel would join to its own territory the
Gaza area and_certain important strategic points in
the Sinai desert, such-as El-Qusaimg, El-Kuntilla and
El-Ahaim, In the south, Israel’s territory would “be.
broadened at the expense of the whole Egyptian coastal
strip and the islands «at the mouth of the Gulf. In
particular, Israel would build ‘military’ bases on.the

island of Tiran and at Sharm el Sheikh. .
107.. In accordance with another. plan, described re-
cently- in ‘the Israel Press, Israel wishes {o propose a
- tripartite administration in the Gaza area consisting of
representatives of. the Israel administration, the local -

“Arab population, and ‘the United Nations, Such ‘plads

fave their origin, as the facts show, among official -

ruling circles in Tsrael, - . U
: ) (1108 ‘As an- éxample 1. might cite the- television: ad--

ael 6n 17 February 1957 in which. it was openly .

/

105. Instead of withdrawing its troops from Egyptian /
soil without delay, Israel -continues to submit more /

using the above resolution as

aress smade - by ‘the Minister. for Foreighi Affdirs: of

for ‘those resolutions, referred to the inadeqiiacy of
mere appeals and requests to Israel. In our opinion,,
the General ‘Assembly should resolutely condemn Is-
rael as an aggressor under the terms of the United
Nations Charter and should apply vigorous measures,
including sanctions if necessary, inasmuch as that
Government has for months now and on various pre-=
texts been refusing to withdraw its forcés from
Egyptian soil. o . R

112. The delegation of ‘thé Ukrainian SSR likewise
pointed out ‘the dangers of a policy of concessions to
Israel, such as those envisaged in General Assembly-

resolution 1125 (XI), 'a resolution which was -

adopted, asswe know, under strong pressure from the

delegation of the United States. The adoption of that

resolutiofi . created a ‘precedent which is fraught with
ser’bus consequences, for it would permit an aggressor
to profit from his lawless act at the expense of the -
victim of aggression. The effect of such measures_can

only be to encourage the aggressors ahnd lower the

prestige of the United Nations. This is demonstrated -
by the record and is confirmed in the latest report of .
the ‘Secretary-General, which”indicates that Israel has-
now-adopted an even more intransigent attitude and is -

i

and moré¢ conditions,

to wage aggressive war against Egypt and obdurately
had. support ‘ from abroad. Imperialist circles in the

-aggregsive, desigris 'againsg:e“thgfpéople_s__'oﬁ the Near.dand

Middle East.

@

pretext for' setting.miore . .
“113. By this time it must be apparént to everyone
~that a State as small as Israel would not have dared -
~ y+ignore the demands of the General Assembly and world:
- S public opinion for: more than three months if it had not -

- West ‘are now; trying to use the forces of the aggressor;
Israel; which are occtipying territory tha,__t_"belongs;tdq\g
‘Egypt, :as a trump- card in the furtherance of their Q :

“114, “Tn its statements the delegation'of the Ukrainian

SSR has already drawn-the, attention of the Genetal =

Assembly to:facts’ which demonstrate the existence of:
_collusion between ‘the :uling?‘cjrclesi of I(gs‘rafélb.t'aﬂﬁdc im=
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perialistic circles in the United States. Recently, the
newspapers have been publishing more and more re-

rts to the effect that certain circles in the United

tates are conducting secret negotiations with Israel
concerning the allocotion to that country under the
Eisenhower doctrine of enormous quantities of arms
and military equipment worth a total of more than
$100 million. 5 s

115. In the light of those reports Israel’s-position
with regard to Egypt and the other Arab countries
becomes clear, Without the support of influential cir-

~ cles in the United Siates, the United Kingdom and

a

" or white, a dog is a do,

France, Ysrael would never have dared to .challenge
the whole Arab world and the United Nations to boot,

116, Tt is perfectly obvious'that imperialistic circles in
the ‘United States, taking advantage of the weakened
position of the British and French imperialists, are now
trying to establish their own supremacy in’ the Near
East. They are using’ Israel as an instrument of in-
trigue and blackmail in their efforts to create tension
in that arsa. : ‘
117. ‘There is an Arab Proverb which says, “Black
’. Colonialism, whoever the
colonizer may be and whatever the label it wears, is
still colonialism and inevitably goes hand in hand with
suppréssion of the.national liberation movements of
subject peoples, harsh exploitaticn-and the plundering
of the natural resources of the dependent countries.
118. Theé new United States plans with regard to the
countries of the Middle East are fraught with serious
dangers, not only for the independence of the peoples
of that area, but for the cause of peace throughout the

~world. The intention of the United States to intervene

in\'the iriternal affairs of the countries of the Middle
Eat, even to the point of using armed force, is creating
a situation of tension in that area which may- lead to
serious “international di-\{ned‘n'c‘onﬁict, ,

119, In the statement of the Minister for Foreign
Affairs of Israel to which I have already referred, it
was proposed that Israel’sinterests in the area of the
Gulf of Aqaba and .elsewhere -should be ghiaranteed by

the United States Navy. This proposal testifies to new

efforts on the"part of the United States to take ad-
vantage of the conflict in the Middle East to penetrate
even further into ‘that area. Small wonder that Cairo

" Radio should kave reporied on 15 February 1957 that

. .should. give the most serious attention to the possible

the United ‘States. had become the ringleader in the
conspiracy against Egypt in particular.and against
Arab nationalism as 2 whole. =~ 7
120.- In these circumstances, the General Assembly

results of the aggressive policy pursued by the United
States.in the Middle East and act to- forestall eventu-
- alities . which. would Ve disastrous for. the peoples of
those countries and {“o‘r the cause.of peace throughout
lheworld L Ll Ee g
- 121. ".:The delégation of the Ukrainian. SSR. has' al-
‘ready voiced its misgivings with regard to the increas-

_ ingly frequent attempts to" transform the United Na-

tions-armed forces into-occupation troops and use them,
-1t gettling. the Middle East problem, to.wring from

" the~Arab’ countries . concessions which  would :benefit

- of our.misgivings. . .

~ the imperialistic States. The facts cdqﬁ_fm -thei‘»'v’a]idity :

122, 'In that connexion I-should like once again to

~draw attention to the fact that the ‘General Assembly,
< .‘un_c‘ler“;Ci{aptér'_;VIVI Jof: thew.rUnited' Nations' Charter, -

_recalcitrant attitude of the Israel authorities,

does not enjoy the right to take decisions regarding
the establishment and utilization of international armed
forces, That is a matter which falls exclusively within
the competence of the Security Council, Hence any
attempt to extend the functions of such forces in the
territory of a victim of aggression are illegal and dan-
gerous, inasmuch as they constitute intervention in
}\}Im internal affairs of a State Member of the United
ations, ‘

123. In the statements made by the representatives of
several Western Powers, it has been clearly suggested
that the forces of the United Nations should be used
to promote imperialist eﬁansion under the United
Nations flag, This is the only possible interpretation of
the attempts which are being made to use those armed
forces for the occupation of the Gaza and Aqaba a.- .
on the pretext of so-called “internationalization”, The
same idea is to be found in the proposal-made by the
Canadian delegation, Can we, I ask, acquiesce in such
a scheme?

124. The delegation of the Ukrainian SSR continues
to hold that complete withdrawal of Israel’s forces
from Egyptian territory should automatically be fol-
lowed by prompt withdrawal from that same territory
of the forces of the United Nations, Only in this way
can justice be secured for the victim of aggression,
Egypt. If this is done, the General Assembly will have
achieved its purpose, which is to maintain interna-
tional peace and security, and will have enhanced its
prestige in the eyes of peace-loving peoples.

125.. In the course of our discussions on this question
some delegations have been trying to divert the General
Assembly from its primary and most urgent  task,
namely, to secure the complete withdrawal of Israel's
forces from Egyptian soil and to condemn those impe-
rialistic forces which have supported the aggressor and
are hatching new colonialist schemes. Such efforts have
néthing in common with any sincere desire to
strengthen peace and security in the Middle East, for
it is cleat to everyone that until those forces have been

“withdrawn from Egyptian territory no other Middle

Eastern problem can be solved. - ;
126. For that reason the delegation of the Ukrainian
SSR expresses the hope that the General ‘Assembly
will not allow itseif to.be diverted from the primary
task which confronts it and’ will prove capable of
restraining the aggressor by securing the complete and
unconditional withdrawal of Israel’s forces from. Egypt.
The, General Assembly. should fulfil the task, entrusted
toit by the peoples of the world. In so doing, it would
;:t;engthen the cause of peace in the Near and Middle
st.. - o
127. Mr. SHAHA (Nepal): Six resolutions have
been adopted by this ‘august body ‘calling ‘for Israel’s
complete and immediate withdrawal from the Egyptian

* territory it occupies. It is highly regrettable' and unfor-

tunate that the Government of Israel has not thought
it preper to withdraw its armed forces from the Sharm
el Sheikh area and the Gaza strip, despite the adoption
of two resolutions by the General Assembly on'2 Feb- -
ruary 1957 {resolutions 1124 (IX) and 1125 (IX)):-

~ the second of which tended to give Israel some guar: .

antees upon its withdrawal from that aréa, It appears
that the commendable efforts of the Secretary-General
and of ‘the United States Government outside ‘the.
General  Assembly to bring :about: Israel’s withdrawal,
seemed to have been frustrated by the intransigent aanf{ '
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128. Israel's defiance of the moral authority of the
United Nations has confronted the Organization with
a really unpleasant and grave situation, It would have
been much better for Israel itself and the world Or-
ization had Israel followed the example of the
ritish and French in withdrawing its forces from
Egyptian territorIy in response to the will of the Gen-
eral Assembly. Israel is, after all, a small country
which needs the protection of the United Nations more
than relatively bigger and powerful countries, If Israel
has not thought it fit to rely on the assurances of the
United Nations and of the United States for the
-protection and safety of its legitimate rights in the
uture, upon whom else can Israel possibly rely?
Israel has been insisting on the adoption of
concrete measures beforehand which might safe-
" guard its rights of navigation in the Gulf of Adaba
and prevent alleged raids against its people and terri-
tory from Gaza. But whatever substance there might
be in its demands for these guarantees of security, the
United Nations certainly cannot allow Israel to set a
price for its withdrawal under the present circum-
stances, because in that way Israel’s invasior of Egypt
will stand vindicated, and its defiance of the authority
of the United Nations so far will also appear to have
“been justified. L
129. How can we allow the aggressor, the invading
country, to reap the benefit of aggression by laying
down conditions for its withdrawal and by providing
for guarantees prior to withdrawal? We cannot allow
Isrpel's defiance to go unchallenged and unscathed if
the “high moral authority of this Organization is to be
maintained intact. : _ N ‘
130. If the United Nations fails to do anythin; to help
the victim of aggression, that is, Egypt in this"case,
what can'the latter do, other than fall back on its own
strength’ for. the restoration of lost territory and the
exercise of the inherent right of self-defence provided
for in the Charter? The non-compliance of Israel with
the Assembly’s resolutions has already charged the
political atmosphere in the"Middle East with very great
tension, which ‘might lead to a breach of the peace at
any moment, ‘ ' o L
131, . If Israel, at this critical ‘and historic juncture,
fails to comply with the recommendations of the United
Nations, it might have to bear the entire responsibility
for endangering the ‘peace of the world. I am sure that
the Government of Israel is not unaware of the gravity
of the situation. It is not fear of sanctions, but respect
for the moral authority of the United Nations that
shotild have led Tstael to comply with the Assembly’s
resolutions. .« . ‘ R
132, " Rightly did -the President of the United States
bring out in his talk to the nation on the, night of 20
February 1957 that: “If we agree that armed attack can

properly achieve the purposes of the assailant, then T,

order.” . vt ;
133, - Israel, by refusing to withdraw from the terri-

“tory of Egypt which it has occupied, has harmed not
only its own interests but also. the prestige of the United
Nations and has endangered. the prospect for the settle-
ment of ‘the Middle East question, which is” already
ff‘%ug_ht:_,w{th grave ‘consequences to world peace.. These
considerations will determine the attitude of my dele-
gation toward the draft resolution that has been sub-

mitted. [4/3557] and any which might be submitted in

2‘6 _fult)tlxre for discussion and vote in ‘the General

fear we will hiave turned back the clock of internatiorial

P

A AGENDA ITEM 63
Question of West Irian (West New Guinea)

Reporr or THE First Comnurree (A/3565)

Mr. Maisch (Austria), Rapportewr of the First
Commiittes, presented the report of that Commitice
(A/3565) and then spoke as follows:

134, Mr. MATSCH: (Austria), Rapporteur of the
First Committee: In the debate, & majority of dele-
gations held the view that the United Nations should

.lend its good offices to assist in negotiations between

Indonesia and the Netherlands in order that a just
and peaceful solution of the question of West Irian
might be achieved in conformity with the principles and
purposes of the Charter. Other representatives were
of the opinion that such negotiations would not lead to
any positive results because for many-years the two
parties concerned have been defending points of view
diametrically opposed to each other. The debate has
shown that there are juridical and political aspects
involved in this dispute between the two States which
have been interpreted in different ways by a great
number of representatives,
135. The resolution included in the report was adopted
by the First Committee by 39 votes to 25, with 9
abstentions and is recommended by the First Com-
mittee to the General Assembly.

In accordance with vule 68 of the rules of procedure,
it was decided not to discuss th? report of the First
Commitiee, . é t ~

'136.  The PRESIDENT. (iranislated jrom Spanish):

I will now give the floor to any representatives who
wish to explain their votes on the draft resolution-in
paragraph 7 of the report of the First Committee.

137. Mr. .BELAUNDE (Peru) (translated froin
Spanish) : It was very painful for Peru to vote in the
First Committee against the draft resolution which has
already, been adopted by that Committee and which is
now before the General Assembly. - - Co

138. My delegation has close ties with the delegations
of Indpnesia and the Netherlands. It welcomed the
admission of Indonesia to the United Nations with
enthusiasm and. on several occasions paid tribute to
the great -cultural achievemeénts of the Netherlands.
The Peruvian delegation cannot forget that the Gov-
ernments of the Netherlands and Egypt worked
together: to achieve the admission of eighteen ngw
Members to the United Nations. '3 == 7o
139." Our fies with ‘these two delégiitions are ‘equally
strong and we would have liked to have abstained during
the voting, since the problem was very difficult and we

3

could not find-a solution which was satisfactorygto us, -

and in strict compliance with the Charter. We™ hoped
for a-coriciliatory*proposal' which, as in the cases™ of .

_ Algeria and’ Tunisia, would' have expressed the desire

and "contained the hope of a solution to this dispute
between two friendly Powers, Unfortunately no such
draft resolution was submitted.. -~ . .

140. Filled with the best intentions and magnanimity;
thifteen Powers submitted a draft resolution [4/C.1/
L.173]%>which proceeded, as I -zknowledge, from the
mést - Fenéfous motives,  but - the® Peruvian delegation .
was prevented from voting in favour of it by 'a legal -
scruple ‘which: I hope the Assembly will understand.. +
141, The "delegation of Peruhelped to draft ‘the
United ‘Nations Charter at’the ‘San Francisco, Con= -

ference in 1945; there we were careful to ensure that "
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the Organization should advocate the solution of all
problems according to methods recommended by in-
ternational law. This principle is set forth categorically
in Article 33 of the Charter, which states that the
United Nations—that is, either the Security Council
or the General Assembly—should call upon the parties
to solve their disputes by peaceful means, by ne-
gotiation, mediation, conciliation, arbitration and
judicial settlement. In other words, the United

ations should favour ali the means known to
international law and all the institutions of inter-
national law which have evolyed during the juridi-
cal development - of the world: negotiation, which
presupposes direct contact between the parties; and
recourse to good offices, which means intervention of
a third party, yet with the consent and on the spon-
taneous motion of the party lending its good offices
and with the agreement of the parties concerned. This
constitutes mediation and conciliation. .

142.- Later, in pursuance of this Article of the Charter
as all representatives who were present at the second
part of the third session at Lake Success will remember,
the Assembly adopted resolution 268 D (III) pro-
viding. for the establishment of a panel of conciliators
and mediators—prominent men—to whom the parties
could have recourse for the settlement of their disputes
if they were unable to find a solution by direct nego-
tiation. This means that the Assembly may recommend
that a situation requires good offices, just as it should
recommend at the same time conciliation proceedings
or arbitration. In my view, however, it is not'in the
nature of the good offices method to designate those
who are to carry out this function unless they receive
an express' mandate or there is at least -an express

- acceptance from the parties concerned. .

143.  Recourse to good offices is an institution‘fouhd.ed
on the confidence and assent or agreement of the parties
concerned and is a delicate and subtle instrument which

cannot be converted into an institution to be imposed

by a decision of the United Nations; we must keep in

- mind that, according to the draft resolution, three per-
-sons may be designated and these persons may not be

able to rely on the consent of the parties ‘concerned. -

144, The Peruviandelegétionwbﬂld have voted gladly

for any other draft resolution recommending that the
parties should seek to settle this dispute by any of the
methods enumerated in Article 33 of the Charter. This
is the legal scruple which prevented the : Peruvian
delegation, to its great regret, from joining the other
Latin-American delegations in sponsoring this draft

resolution. R - . :
145. In conclusion, I would express my fervent hope

that contact between the Netherlands and, Indonesia

may be resumed and that. these, iwo Powers, which

“have done so much for European and Askiaqiki};iviliza,-

 tion,. can,achieve a solution .in conformity /with the
Purposes.and Principles of the United Natioris Charter.
146, Mr. BIOY (Argentina) (translated from Span- .
ish) : We are dealing here with the quéstion: of West

=

Irian;=a. dispute  about territories. Questionis ‘of this

- each other. Some of them are exclusively ‘territorial,

A\

and,geography ‘and. history are, the'sole det

- nature present differences which distinguish.them from

€rminants -

. +in;seeking a:solution. Others are in the maiﬂ,hpmgn'
...+~ and require other €lements and criteria; for:their solu-

tion. In nearly. all cases it is very difficult to find.a

-+ solution without a direct agreement between the parties.
- For this reason my delegation cannot support a, draft

" Assembly of the United Nations, it can rally a numbet
_ of delegations to support its viewpoint for one reason .

~effect of such a stand on the part of the majority of

0, of opposition’ to negotiations in this particular case

~ rather thanlet them.drag in the manner in, ‘which, they,
. have been dragging up to now.. i ;

resolution, such as the one submitted by the First Com-
mittee, which does not restrict itself to expressing the
hope that the parties will reach a peaceful settlement
by direct negotiation in conformity with the principles
of the United Nations as set forth in its Charter,

147, Mr. ZEINEDDINE (Syria): My delegation
was among those delegations which sponsored the
draft resolution adopted by the First Committee. We
also took part in bringing the issue of West Irian to
the United Nations [4/3200 and Add.1]. Our actions
in introducing this issue and in sponsoring the draft
resolution and in voting for it are a sequence in an
attitude based upon the following facts. =~ =~~~ -
148. ‘We believe that the question of West Irian offers

the General Assembly at one and the same time more

than one matter to be considered, due to the complex

nature of -the issue, On the one hand, the question is

a dispute between two Member States which has existed

previously and which has not been solved; it is also

a colonial issue of liberation from foreign rule. But

it has another nature, which is of particular importance
in the world affairs of today.

149, The question of West Irian has caused and con-

tinues to cause international frictions which are con-

tinuing to widen more and more, particuiarly after

the African-Asian Conference, held at Bandung in 1955,

had taken a stand on that issue. We were told in the

Committee, but we were not convinced—and it was

again stated at this meeting—that this issue brings with

it to some delegations some juridical scruples that they

cannot overcome because the consent of both sides is

needed for negotiations to take place. That is very true.

But in the present circumstance, where the Netherlands.
refuses to negotiate on an existing dispute, a real one,

where the Netherlands claims one thing and Indonesia

. claims another—when there is international friction.of

of* this nature, it is not, in our view at least, in any.
way the ground for any juridical scruple whatsoever.
This scruple, and I want to be frank, is not in our .
view a juridical one, but rather a political attitude of
being ready to support the interests of certain Powers
out of solidarity with them for various reasons, par-
ticularly in order to support the policy of some colonial .
Powers. This is a fact which really saddens us indeed.

150.  This draft resolution received forty votes in the
First- Committee [863rd meeting]—thirty-nine, and "
then a delegation that was delayed expressed its desite '
to support it—with twenty-five against it. It received |
this vote because there was a general feeling in the |
Committee that the Netherlands is trying to evade nego-
tiations and is able to do so because, in the General :

or another. That saddens us indeed because, the moral
the Committee and the detrimental effects, if I may say
is something that teaches many countries a lesson of
how to look to the realities of the world situation .

existing today.” - A L R
151, I for.oné have been opposed to the Assembiys .

‘adopting any draft resolution which does not call for -

negotiations and good offices—in other words, a mild# |
one. We would .prefer .to know the position "of the"

‘various countries on such issues so. that we would

know how to deal with these issiies better in the futuré.
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152, - We have appealed before and we would like.to
appeal again-—not in this particular instan:.,'but as a
matter of general policy in the United Nations—'"o0
some countries to go along with history and with the
development of liberation of the countries which are
not yet liberated. I appeal to them to be ready at:least
to condescend to negotiate with the people who have
the right, which has been recognized, to administer
their own country, as in the present case, in which the
Netherlands has recognized that sovereignty over the
whole of Indonesia, including, of course, the Residency
of West. Irian, was . transferred unconditionally -and
irrevocably to Indonesia. We say so, not because a
draft resolution is or is not going to be adopted, but
to explain our attitude and our vote and, at the same
time, to be able to make an appeal in the most sincere
manner that it would be well to reconsider some of the
stands that have been taken by some delegations on
this issue. ‘ _

153. Mr, LALL (India): I wish to explain briefly
the attitude of my delegation regarding this matter
and also, in this context, the vote which we will very
shortly cast.

154, As the representative of Syria has said, the
draft resolution before us on the question of West
Irian puts before the General Assembly the minimum
requirements of the case in the present situation.

155. We all know that this is an issue on which nego-
tiations have taken plice. We also know that there
has been much sympathy expressed previously in the
Assembly for the process of negotiation, which has
been, pursued in the past by the two countries concerned.
156, In the opinion of my delegation nothing would
‘be miore tragic than a negative vote on a draft reso-
lution which asks that negotiations be resumed in order
that a just and-peaceful solution of the question may

159, It has been argued that article 2 imposes a.
limitation upon the transfer of sovereignty. But what
does article 2 say? It merely states—and I would now
like to quote the relevant part of the article:
“That the status gquo of the Residency of New
"Guinea shall be maintainéd with the stipulation that

within a year from the date of transfer of sovereignty -

to the Republic of thc United States of Indonesia
the question of the political status of New Guinea.
be determined through negotiations between the Re-
public of the United States of Indonesia and the
- Kingdom “of the Netherlands™ - = o
160. This article, in our view, cannot be read as a
limitation of sovereignty. On the contrary, it can only
be read as a postponement in the administrative field
of its application to a certain area. The n?oﬁagions
envisaged in article 2 were not intended to decide the

. question of Indonesian sovereignty over West Irian,

‘be achieved. What could be more tragic than to reject -

such a request? It might he argued that the parties
have failed to reach agreement by negotiation. It is for
that: reason that the draft resolution before us very
wisely suggests that weask the President of the General

Assembly - to-appoint a good offices commission con-

sisting of three members with a. view to -helping the
parties. It seems to'the delegation of India—and we
would request the Assembly to consider this view—that
this, is a very minimiim which the General Assembly
of the United Nations should undertake to
juncture in this matter. ‘

157. It is necessary, I think, to mention some points -

of substance which have been raised, especially by those
who. had not found it possible in the First Committee
to support this draft resolution. The first point which
I sheuld like to mention is that the transfer of ‘sove-
reignty, which occurred on 27 December 1949, was
complete, unconditional and irrevocable: In fact, these
are precisely the words used in article 1 of the Charter.

nized as such in the Constitution of the Netherlands;

of the Transfer of Sovereignty .[S/1417/A4dd.1, ap- -

do at this

since that had already been decided in article 1, but

A

o‘hlyvto determine the meth;:od of transfer to Indonesia.

(¢

It 1s significant in this conjiexion that article’2 refers

to the “Residency” and not/to the “territory” of New
Guinea. A residency, as we all know, was an adminis-

trative sub-division. In other words, the very language .
s an

of the article is an admission that West Irian is
integral part of Indonesia. So much for that point.
161.
sentative of Australia at the First Committee’s 862nd
meeting, thatthe letter, which was signed by two Indo-
nesian representatives and ‘which accompanied the

Charter of the Transfer of Sovereignty, the relevant .

articles of which we have just been mentioning, im-
poses, either by itself or in conjunction with article 2,
a limitation on this transfer of sovereignty. What is
the text of that letter? It is as follows: I
“We have the honour to acknowledge receipt of
.your letter and we can inform you that the dele-
gations of the Republic of Indonesia and the Federal
Consultative Assembly to the Round Table Con-
- ference state that the following has been agreed
‘upon by the delegations to the Conference.
. “Tke clause in article 2 of the draft Charter of
. .Transfer of Sovereignty reading: ‘the status quo' of
the residency of New Guinea shall be maintained’
- means: ‘through continuing under the Government
‘of, the Netherlands.” [S/1417/4dd.1, appendix
XXIv,A41 o Lo
162. This text does no more than define the status
quo. I do not see by what stretch of interpretation it
can be used to perpetuate the status,quo. Article 2 of
the Charter of the Transfer of Sovereignty makes

_to.be only for one year and was thereafter: to be

and it was administered as such by the Netherlands

Government prior fo the transfer of sovereignty. .

158, Since the trafisfer. of sovereignty over Indonesia -

Wwas complete in terms of the instrument of 27 December -

1949, it -must obviously have included West Irian.

can be admitted at this stage.. . .o

.35 it was unconditional and irrevocable;,no limitations

. There was nio. provision in it for any“exclusion. Also,

“argument which has been brought into this picture. Tt -
- ‘has been. argued .in the First! Committee that, in de- '

terminated . by - a  negotiated agreement. -This' agree- -
ment ‘can’ only be in terms of article 1, which is -
" unconditiotial “and - qverriding. In. - the absence ..of
such a’ negotiated agreement, it-is -article .1 and
not  the status quo which: becomes legally effective. -

In, short, we have. here an -unconditional transfer of

sovereignty,, its application to a certair area-is .post=

poned for one year and, following the expiration  of

that time limit, it becomes effective whether or ‘mot ' -

there.is a negotiated :agreement. The position is thus

in no. wayaltetd by the letter which
by certain. delegations. .. .7

{63. :We feel it -necessary totake n

It has further been argued, notably by the repre- -

«it plain that. the ‘maintenance of the, status quo was®

g

as beeri quoted
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ciding the future status of the territory of West Irian—
which, as a matter of fact, has already been decided
by the Churter of the Transfer of Sovereignty—we
have to take into acccunt the strategic interest of other
Powers. This view was expressed most clearly and
forcefully by the representative of Australia, who, at
the 858th meeting of the First Committee, said that
Australia had a cardinal interest in the whole area of
New Guinea and in its future and that New Guinea
_ represented the very key to Australia’s defence.
164, My delegation was very disturbed to read these
.statements and to listen to them, because the clear im-
plication is that, in the question of West Irian, strategic
grounds and grounds which are important to a third
Power should be brought prominently into the picture.
It seems to us totally irrelevant to this issue. This
issue concarns a colonial question which was decided
in 1949 by a document agreed upon by the Nethérlands

and Indonesia. What remains to be done in the area’

covered by the document concerns the relatively small
part which is known as West Irian or West New
Guinea. That into this matter should now be introduced
the idea that other countries have a strategic interest
in West Irian, over ' which they have no political,
historical or other claims, is, in our view, bringing
into the.issue a. totally irrelevant idea and one that
cannot possibly” be allowed to affect the decision of
the Assembly. .~ R L
165. In fairness to the representative of Australia I
should like to say that, in a later statement in the First
Committee [862nd mecting], he said that he wished
_only to express his country’s concern and did not
suggest that this concern over the strategic importance
~ of West Irian should be decisive.. Nevertheless, we
still take the view that that concern is not one which
should be permitted to sway the views of this Assembly.
166. I have already said something about the draft
‘resolution. It is simple and direct. It uses language
that. we have used in other resolutions which have
been adopted and which have helped to take us further,
we hope, to a solution of other difficult problems. We
-now commend this draft resolution, which, we were
happy to- sponsor with twelve other countries in the
" First Committee, to the Assembly, We trust that it will
be adopted by a handsome majority and that the process
of negotiation, ‘which has unfortunately been inter-
- rupted, will go forward, with the help of three coun-
tries which will lend their good offices for the purpose.
167." Mr. GARIN (Portugal): The Portuguese dele-
gation “will vote against the present draft resolution
because of juridical principles which have been ex-
plained at length by other delegations diring the dis-
-cussion in the-First- Committee and which my - dele-
gation strongly believes. should bé respected. In saying
this, I wish to emphasize the strong ties of friendship
which link Portugal to both Indonesia and the Nether-
lands and which Portugal will always continue to do
its umost to'develop, =~ * .. o
168." :NIr. MANGASHA (Ethiopia) : I shall be very
brief. My delegation had the pleasure of co-sponsoring
the draft resolution that is now before the house. In
_co-sponsoring i, we took note' of the desires of the

“Indonesians.and also of segments of the Netherlands-

people "as expressed by their representatives in''the
Netherlands Parliament. My delegation feels that the
.proposed: good offices commission,” which "will ‘woik
in’ conformity-with ‘the United Nations Charter, will

do much ‘to reconcile the ‘differences thatf'now:f/"ﬁist ;
NSt

“between Indonesia and. the Netherlands. » =

169. Mr. GUNEWARDENE (Ceylon): It was my
privilege in the First Committee to introduce [858th
meeiing], on behalf of the co-sponsors, the draft reso-
lution that is now hefore the Assembly, and I have
also had the advantage of twr :interventions in that
Committee, so I shall be necess. :ily brief,

170. It is the conviction of my Government that West
Irian is historically, geographically, politically and ad-
ministratively a part of Indonesia. ‘That being so, it
defies my understanding why one part of that territory
should be excluded. It is fairly clear that the Nether-
lands Government meant to convey the entirety of this
territory to the new Republic of Indonesia. Abundant
proof may be found in the official pronouncements made
in the articles of agreement and in various utterances
of people who are qualified to speak on behalf of the
Government of the Netherlands, ‘

171, We are aware of the bloody struggle that went
on from 1945 to 1949. In the meantime, in December
1946, the Lieutenant Governor-General of the Nether-
lands Indies, Mr, van Mook, who obviously was quali-
fied to speak on behalf of the Netherlands Government,
made it quite clear at the Conference of Den Pasar
in Bali that West Irian was definitely not to be ex-
cluded from Indonesia. Then we have the amendment
made in 1948 to the Netherlands Constitution, in which,

- instead of “Netherlands Indies”, we firid “Indonesia”,

and the definition of Indonesia is well known. We have™
the reports submitted by the Netherlands to the United
Nations in 1948 and 1949 in which Indonesia is
described, and ‘West Irian is included in that group

of island§. R
172. - If that is the case, what did the Netherlands

> purport to convey in 19497 According to the Nether-

lands Constitution, West Irian is a part of Indonesia,
and according to the utterance of the Governor-General
it was meant to be conveyed. According to the Ling-
gadjati Agreement of 25 March 1947, the position was
the same: the entirety of Indonesia was to be conveyed.
In the Charter of the Transfer of Sovereignty of 1949
—and the words have.been quoted before by the repre-
sentative of India—the\words are quite clear, Article 1
undoubtedly conveys dé' jure and de facto sovereignty
to Indonesia. Article 2 only states that West Irian is
a residency; it is described as such. A residency has
not, of course, any independent entity; the word: itself
connotes that it is a part of a whole. The political
status of the residency of West Irian was to be the s
subject of negotiations within one year, " 7

173. 1If that is so, then the only interpretation that I
can put on it is that the transfer of de facto sovereignty
—in other words, any arrangements for the administra-
tive transfer of the area—should take place within
one year by negotiation. Negotiation was undertaken -
and failed. However, there is always room for nego-
tiation. It was in that spirit that many Govérnments
felt it was their duty to place' this draft Tesolution.
before the Assembly, so that negotiations might again
be undertaken. O o A B
174, 'We know that both Indonesia and the Nether- .
lands are peace-loving countries, We know that, even
in the Netherlands, there is-a ¢értain 'amount of ‘public

" opinion ' it fayour of a .negotiated settlement.” That
‘opinion. has been expressed by intellectuals, by mem-

1 Non-Self-Governing. Territories:. -Suminqré‘ei v¢'z‘n‘d> an}zl&.s-j'e..s" g
of. information sransmilted. to.’the . Secretary-General during
1948; ibid,, -1949 (Uniled Nations _publications, ' Sales  No.:

1949.VLB. and 1950.VLB.L, Vol. D).
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beis of “Parliament, by the Labour Party, by various

organizations and church groups—there is a volume
of public opinion in the Netherlands in favour of such
a settlement. There is also (j<volume of public opinion
among the Datch settlers in J:donesia in this respect,
and they have made represcntations to the Netherlands
Parliament, There is also a desire on the part of the

" Dutch residents in the whole of the territory in that
respect. :

175. In view of all this, we felt that the atmosphere

was_right for talks, In point of fact, quite recently
statements were made in the Netherlands Parliament
which indicated that'a negotiated . settlement® was de-
sirable in the best interests of Indonesia and the Neth-
erlands. I quoted statements from the Rapporteur of
the Second Chamber of the States-General which clearly
indicated that some kind of settlement was desired.

176, If there is public opinion in the Netherlands and
in Indonesia is in favour of a settlement—quite recently
the Indonesian Parliament unanimously adoptec a reso-
lution requesting United Nations intervention for a
negotiated settlement—if there’is this frame of mind
on both sides which will enable a settlement to be

" sticcessful, I think it is right that we should make one
further effort. It is in that spirit that our draft reso-
lution was introduced.

177. The statements that were made in the First Com-
mittee by the representatives of the Netherlands and
Indonesia were also marked by restraint, moderation
and a sincere desire for a search for a useful settlement.
It was in that spirit that this draft resolution has been
submitted to this house; I trust that it will be possible
for the General Assembly to adopt it so that we might
start a fresh chapter in Indonesian history.

178. The PRESIDENT (iranslated from Spanish):
‘With regard to the vote which is shortly to take place,
I would like to remind you of the following: During
the ninth session, before proceeding to a vote on a
draft resolution which had been submitted by the First
Committee on the question of West Irian (West New
Guinea), the President of the General Assembly made
the following statement: "

 “T should like to inform the Assembly that the
" delegation of New Zealand, as well as some other
* delegations, have called my attention to the fact that,

i’ the light of the precedents, the vote on this ques-

tion should take place on the basis of the two-thirds
majority rule”. [509th meeting, para. 294.]
On that occasion the Assembly decided that the vote
should be.on the basis of the two-thirds majority rule.

179. At the tenth session of the General Assembly,

as a result of a compromise between the parties con-

cerned in the First Committee, the Assembly- adopted
a draft resolution without speeches and without holding .-

a formal vote [559th meeting, para. 117].

180, Therefore, on the subject of West Irian, we
'have the immediate preceédent that the vote was taken -

“-on the draft resolution at the ninth session on the basis

of a two-thirds majority. If there is no objection, we-
shall apply the same procedure during the present vote. -

It was so decided.

181, The PRESIDENT (trar

lution recommended by the First Committee [4/3565,
pare 71 Lty
« A vote was.taken by roll-call. s

(grans’zated. from Spamish):
- We shall now proceed. to the vote on the.draft reso- -

Thailand, having been drawn by lot by the President,
was called upon to vote first. - ‘

In favour: Thailand, Tunisia, Ukrainian Soviet So-
cialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
Yemen, Yugoslavia, Afghanistan, Albania, Bolivia,
Bulgaria, Burma, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Re-

ublic, Ceylon, Costa Rica, Czechoslovakia, Ecuador,
igypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Greece, Guatemala,
Haiti, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Japan, Jordam,
Lebanon, Liberia, Libya,” Morocco, Nepal, Pakistan,
ls-“'hil_ippines, Poland, Romania, Saudi Arabia, Sudan,

yria. . : ‘

Against: Union of South Africa, United -Kingdom
of Great Britain and .Northern Ireland, Australia,
Austria, Belgium, Brazil, Canada, China, Cuba, Den-
mark, Dominican Republic, France, Honduras, Ice-
land, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Luxembourg, Netherlands, -
New Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway, Peru, Portugal,
Sweden. : o S

Abstaining : Turkey, United States of America, Uru-
guay, Venezuela, Argentina, Cambodia, Chile, Finland,
Laos, Mexico, Panama, Paraguay, Spain. :

The result of the wote was 40 in favour and 25
against, with 13 abstentions. o

The draft resolution was not adopted, having failed
to oblain the required iwo-thirds majority, '

182. Mr., SOLE (Union of South.Africa): The
Union of South Africa has, on this occasion, partici-
pated in the vote on a draft resolution before the Gen-
eral Assembly solely because the request of the Gov-
ernment of Indonesia for thé Assembly -to take action
on its claim to sovereignty over West New Guinea
represents, in our view, an infringement of the rights
of the Netherlands under Article 2, paragraph 7, of
the United Nations Charter, rights which were formally

. reserved by the Netherlands Minister - for - Foreign

Affairs when the item first came before the Assembly:
at its ninth session, nearly three years ago [477th
meeting, para. 12]. We hold this view since we recog-
nize that the Netherlands exercises full sovereighty .
over West New Guinea. We must therefore regard
any intervention by the United Nations which calls
that sovereignty into question as. contrary to the in-
junctions of Article 2, paragraph 7, the observance of
which we regard as of fundamental importance to the
future of the Organization. We therefore registered

our vote accordingly. : .

183. " Mr. SUDJARWO (Indonesia) : The draft reso-
lution submitted by the First Committee on the ques- .
tion of West Irian—a draft which my delegation sup-
ported—has just been 'voted on by the Assembly.” ’
While it was not adopted, on account of the rule re-
quiring a two-thirds majority, my. delegation.is satisfied
that the draft resolution which was adopted by the

First Committee, recommending the appointment of a .*
good - offices commission . “with a .view to assisting in -
- negotiations - between - the  Governments: of - Indonesia
‘and the Netherlands in order that a just and peaceful -

solution of the question may be achieved, in conformity - (
with the Principles and Purposes of the Charter of the
United Nations”, has received the support of -a sub- = .
stantial majority of the nations of the world, - .. . -

“184.: We believe the draft resolution; in the given
- circumstances, since bilateral negotiations have always' ' :
failed, offers ‘the most appropriate” way under the .
Chaszter for the resolution of a dispute which has not ©
‘only..inhibited ‘for too.long the.relations between. my .-
- country ‘and the Netherlands, but has, also;disturbed
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the peaceful development of relations between impor-

tant parts of the world,

185, We naturally regret that the General Assembly
-has not been ready at this moment to support fully the
peaceful course of action recommended by the First
Committee, However, my Government and people will
remember gratefully that so great a body of opinion in
the General Assembly supported the cause which we
deeply believe to be one of justice and freedom for our
fellow countrymen in that part of our country called
West Irian and which we also believe to be in the best
interests of the peace and welfare of that part of the

wg}'ld.' Co .
166, Unfortunately, the grave dispute will continue
to.exist, with all its ramifications. But let us hope that

. some day wiser counsels will prevail and that people
cin look for peaceful solutions of, international dl.i)s~
putes to -the United Nations, in the real interests of
peace and co-operation among nations. i

187. Mr. ARENALES CATALAN (Guatemala):
{ wish to explain my vote briefly. For reasons which
we sE;gted in the First Committee [863rd mieeting],

N

Y

————

my delegation voted in favour of the draft resolution -

which has just been rejected by the General Assembly,

188, I have asked for the floor in order to refer to a
point of procedure brought up by the President before

" putting' the draft resolution’to the vote. The President

asked wheiher there was any objection to our follow-
ing the same procedure as that adopted at the ninth

session of the General Assembly when the draft reso-
lution on this same item was considered as a substan-

tive question requiring a two-thirds majority, My dele-

gation did not object to the procedure suggested by

the President, A)articularly as none of the parties di-
rectly concerne

raised any objections, I should like to

make it understood, however, that the fact that the

Guatemalar:"delegation did not object to the procedure
suggested by the President does not mean that we
support the thesis that the appointment of a commission
is a question of substance. The Guatemalan delegation
believes that the appointment of a commission is purely
a question of procedure and that a simple majority is
sufficient for its approval in plenary meeting.

The meeting rose at 6.45 p.m.

et USA

o
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