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AGENDA ITEM 31 

Report of the Commissioner-General of the United Notions 
Relief end Works Agency for Palestine Refugees in the 
Necr Ecst (A/5136, 5214; A/SPC/74, A/SPC/L.89, A/ 
SPC/L.90) (continued) 

1. The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the two draft 
resolutions which had been submitted (A/SPC/L.89 
and L.90). In view of the limited time at the Com
mittee's disposal, he suggested that representatives 
might refer to those two drafts when speaking in the 
general debate, and that statements made in reply 
should not exceed ten minutes. 

2. Mr. LUQMAN (Mauritania) said that at the previ
ous meeting, the Chairman of his delegation had made 
a reference to the Jews of "Abyssinia"· In doing so, 
he had intended to cast no aspersions upon Ethiopia, 
a country for which the Mauritanian people felt deep 
affection, recalling the assistance and hospitality 
which that nation had granted to the Moslem pilgrims 
who had taken refuge there in the past. He had been 
somewhat surprised however at the remarks made by 
the representative of Ethiopia in reply. 

3. Mr. MOLTOTAL (Ethiopia) thanked the repre
sentative of Mauritania for his kind words about 
Ethiopia. He assured him that the Ethiopian Govern
ment and people felt the same high esteem for the 
Government and people of Mauritania. While Ethio
pia had probably been known by various names in 
travellers' journals and the like, it had only had one 
official name. His delegation's statement at the 
previous meeting had been made for the purpose of 
keeping the record straight in that respect. 

4. Mr. TARAZI (Syria) remarked that the question 
before the Committee arose out of a series of histori
cal events marked by an incredible, though none the 
less real, act of injustice. That act had been carried 
out by military, financial and monopoly imperialism, 
in league with a thoroughly reactionary movement, 
going by the name of international Zionism. 

5. Bearing that fact in mind, the Syrian delegation 
felt that certain comments were called for by way of 
clarification. In the first place, any attempt to divide 
the Arab world on the subject of Palestine was 
doomed to failure. Just such a tactic had been em-
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played by the representative of Israel at the 359th 
meeting in suggesting that the representative of 
Saudi Arabia had merely been speaking in a personal 
capacity. Such a statement could not be allowed to 
pass unchallenged, for no one had the right to dispute 
the representative nature of anyone speaking on be
half of his country. The members of the Committee 
were not assembled together in order to express 
personal opinions, and the conduct of the representa
tive of Israel had been contrary to all the rules of 
diplomatic and parliamentary etiquette. 

6. Secondly, the people and Government of Syria 
endorsed fully all that had been said by the repre
sentatives of the Arab countries in the course of the 
debate. They would not be misled by false distinc
tions between "extremist" and "moderate" positions. 
On Palestine the only possible position was that which 
upheld right, justice and equity. 

7. Thirdly, the situation on the Palestine Arab refu
gees affected the entire Arab world, for its origin lay 
in a coalition of sinister forces whose only aim was 
to prevent the Arabs from achieving their legitimate 
aspirations. 

8. Having made those remarks, his delegation wished 
to express its appreciation to the Commissioner
General of the United Nations Relief and Works 
Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near East 
(UNRWA) for his excellent report (A/5214). Mr. 
Davis had realistically acknowledged that the contro
versy went far beyond the mere distribution of aid to 
refugees. In paragraph 5 of his report, he had stated 
that it was the Arab people as a whole, and not just 
the million-odd refugees, who felt deeply that an in
justice had been committed against the Arabs of 
Palestine. 

9. In reviewing what he had described as the history 
of Israel, that country's representative had given the 
impression that all the Jews were entitled to return 
to Palestine and live there; that that right derived 
from the fact that the Jews belonged to a homogeneous 
nation and, lastly, that Zionism was a progressive 
movememt which deserved universal approval (362nd 
meeting). 

10. In reply to those contentions it should be said 
that national movements had never had religion as 
their basis. It would be recalled that even among the 
countries of the Holy Roman Empire, there had been 
a certain amount of national independence despite a 
common religion. Nowadays, too, ties or alliances 
between different countries were based on notions 
other than religion. Secondly, the idea that religion 
should form the basic unifying link between the citi
zens of a State was contrary to the provisions of the 
Charter, and verged on racialism. Even so, it was 
doubtful if that idea held good in Israel's case, for, to 
cite one instance, Dr. Robert Soblen's Jewish faith 
had availed him little when seeking refuge in Israel. 
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Indeed, when it came to defenceless individuals, 
Israel's policy was often inflexible, in contrast to its 
dealings with powerful allies-a fact that should be 
noted by those who had not yet understood the true 
nature of Zionism, Thirdly, if all the Jews in the 
world were to return to Palestine, there would be no 
room to accommodate them, and new territorial con
quests would have to be made. As Mr. Ben-Gurion 
had himself stated, Israel's present frontiers were 
only provisional. No wonder the Arabs felt threatened, 
for expansionism was inherent in Zionism, 

11. There was little doubt how the Jewish population 
of Palestine had managed to increase so much since 
the time of the Balfour Declaration,!! It was because 
England had encouraged Jewish emigration in keeping 
with its promise to the Jews, thereby committing the 
greatest act of injustice known to contemporary his
tory. For it was a generally accepted and elementary 
rule of law that one could not dispose of the property 
of others, Also, the people of Palestine had never 
been consulted about the future of their country. 
Furthermore, the policy pursued had been a clear 
manifestation of colonial ambitions. It had been born 
of the illegal actions and aspirations of a reactionary 
movement known as Zionism, which had placed itself 
at the service of imperialism so as to ensure the 
return of the world's Jews to what it regarded as 
their promised land, Taking advantage of those 
aspirations, Great Britain had decided to establish 
a bridge-head, that gave it access to the great com
munications routes of the world, In his autobiography, 
entitled Trial and Error,Y Mr. Chaim Weizmann had 
made it clear that the Zionists had guaranteed to the 
British that a Jewish Palestine would be a safeguard 
to England, particularly as regards the Suez Canal. 
That statement was illuminating since it clearly 
showed that Zionism was not the national liberation 
movement which Israel propaganda made it out to be, 
A people had every right to throw off the shackles of 
imperialism and colonialism, but there could be no 
justification for appropriating the territory of others 
and dislodging the original population. It was hardly 
consistent to condemn the Republic of South Africa 
for its white minority rule when, at the same time, 
Zionist minority rule in Palestine was condoned, 

12, Thus, by permitting Jewish immigration, Great 
Britain had found a means of maintaining its colonial
ist system, knowing that it could count on the loyalty 
of the Zionists. And, after the establishment of the 
State of Israel, Zionism had proved a faithful servant 
of imperialism, In 1956, for instance, Israel had acted 
as a spearhead in the attacks against Egypt to save 
the Suez Canal for capitalist and imperialist inter
ests, as Mr. Weizmann had promised. Without im
perialism Israel would be unable to exist, and without 
foreign aid it would be unable to continue its ex
pansionist existence. As for the Arab population, no 
attention had been paid to their aspirations at the 
time when England had decided to end its Mandate 
over Palestine. President Franklin D. Roosevelt had 
clearly understood that a Jewish State in Palestine 
could be established and maintained only by military 
force. After his death the United States Government 
had done all in its power to bring about the establish
ment of that State which, from its very inception, had 
committed atrocities against the Palestine Arabs. 

!! See Official Records of the General Assembly, Second Session, 
Supplement No. 11, vol. II, annex 19. 

'!:/New York, Harper and Brothers, !949. 

But not content with having helped to perpetrate such 
a serious injustice, imperialist interests continued 
to nurture their offspring, whose purpose in life was 
to protect the established order for their benefit. 

13, After the Second World War, the United States 
had emerged from its isolation and, making the most 
of the alleged communist danger, had proceeded to 
station watchdogs over the established order at 
strategic points over the globe, and in particular in 
the Middle East and in Asia. Israel had been the 
obvious candidate for the Middle East and, despite 
its disregard for United Nations decisions, had been 
admitted to the world Organization after undertaking 
to abide by its resolutions. Nevertheless, Israel had 
persisted in its negative attitude-and with impunity, 
since it was the guardian of neo-colonialism. When 
Egypt had decided to nationalize the Suez Canal, 
Israel had been there to safeguard the interests of 
the shareholders. When, in 1957, the Syrian Govern
ment had sought to obtain economic assistance from 
the Soviet Union, Israel had started a number of 
incidents in the demilitarized zone between the two 
countries. 

14. In February 1962, Israel forces had committed 
acts of aggression against Syrian forces. As a result 
of those attacks Israel was condemned in a resolution 
of the Security Council,li It seemed at times as if the 
zealous watchdogs had overstepped their orders and 
had to be brought to heel, However, despite the Secu
rity Council's condemnations of Israel, the latter 
went about its business undeterred. That was why it 
had to be depicted as representing total devotion to 
the cause of liberty and human rights and why its 
creation was regarded as such a significant event. 
The Syrian delegation fully shared the views ex
pressed by the representative of Saudi Arabia at the 
359th meeting concerning President Kennedy's recent 
message to the annual Jewish Conference, For, if 
devotion to the cause of liberty was to be viewed in 
that light, the whole idea of liberty must be re
assessed, The policy of oppression and discrimina
tion practised with regard to the Arab populatiop in 
Israel, under military administration, had been tell
ingly described by Mr. Don Peretz in his book Israel 
and the Palestine Arabs,il Such a policy was surely 
the prototype of racialism, and the Arabs would never 
forget the lesson that they had learnt from the situa
tion in Palestine. They now knew who were their real 
friends and who wished to maintain them in a state of 
subjection, They knew, for instance, that the West 
had wholeheartedly espoused the Zionist cause and, 
similarly, that the Soviet Union had no intention of 
harming the Arabs by allowing Jewish immigration 
to Palestine. Despite Western propaganda, the Arabs 
knew who was seeking to thwart their plans for the 
future; they were tired of being regarded by the West 
as pawns in the game of East-West relations, If the 
feelings of a people were to be assessed in terms of 
defence needs, then the principle of non-intervention 
would have to be erased from the manuals of inter
national law. To supply Israel with missiles was a 
threat to the Arab world, 

15, The Syrian delegation fully endorsed the state
ment made by Mr. Al-Ghouri at the 358th meeting on 
behalf of the Palestine Arabs. It accorctingly believed 

'}) See Offic1al Records of the Security Council, Seventeenth Year, 
Supplement for Apnl, May and June 1962, document S/5111. 

il Washmgton, The Middle East Institute, 1958. 
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that the Palestine issue should be settled through the 
intermediary of representatives of the Arab popula
tion of that country. Secondly, the appointment of a 
United Nations custodian of the property of the Pales
tine Arabs was an urgent necessity. Thirdly, the Arab 
refugees should be allowed to return to their homes 
in accordance with resolution 193 (III) of 11 De
cember 1948. That was a collective and not an indivi
dual measure, which the so-called security of Israel 
should not be allowed to impede. The security of the 
refugees themselves should be uppermost in the 
minds of those who wished to settle the question. 
Fourthly, it should be clearly understood that the 
Arabs were not opposed to the Jews; they were 
merely opposed to Zionism, which was an off-shoot 
of imperialism. 

16. Mr. DOSUMU-JOHNSON (Liberia) congratulated 
the Commissioner-General of UNRWA on his magnifi
cent work despite an inadequate budget and in par
ticular on the 13 projects for training men, women 
and children in new skills and the new vocational 
training schQOls at Wadi Seir and Ramallah. He 
hoped that the Agency's mandate would be renewed 
and that a way would be found to provide the $36.7 
million called for in its budget estimates for 1963. 

17. It seemed to his delegation that the issue could 
not be solved unless those concerned dispelled from 
their minds all preconceptions and prejudices and 
tried to view the question from the ethical and hu
manitarian rather than the legalistic standpoint. It 
would surely be agreed that both Israel and the 
Palestine refugees had a right to life, liberty and the 
pursuit of happiness and that it would be a travesty 
of justice to act in such a way as to prolong a situa
tion in which one side suffered from malnutrition and 
abject poverty while the other lived in constant antici
pation of destruction. The foundations of peace must 
rest upon a new social attitude that disregarded 
colour, race, religion and previous status. Indeed, 
science was only confirming the teachings of the 
Bible that the Jews, the Arabs and the Africans were 
of the same origin and were intended by the Deity
whatever the name by which he was called-to live 
together in peace and to give each other asylum from 
persecution and oppression. 

18. It was an explosive issue not only for the Middle 
East but for MriQa and the whole world, for any dis
turbance in that region was bound eventually to in
volve the Arabs in Africa and non-Arabs everywhere. 
The nations of Africa desired to preserve peace and 
consolidate their independence and thus they feared 
that an aggravation of tensions in the Middle East 
might lead to the disruption of all intercourse, trade 
and transport, with disastrous consequences for all. 
The example set by the thousands of Arabs and Jews 
living in Africa on friendly terms together and with 
the Africans should not go unheeded. Liberia, as a 
participant in the African-Asian People's Solidarity 
Conference~ and the African-Asian Conference,2/ 
could not but feel a deep concern that the issue was 
still unsolved. 

19. If decades of humiliating conditions under co
lonial rule and domination had not broken the will to 
survive of Asians and Africans, he failed to see how 
a handful of Jews, willing to work with their neigh
bours on the basis of political equality and economic 

~/ Held at Ca1ro from 26 December 1957 to 1 january 1958, 

2/ Held at Bandung 1n April 1955. 

inter-dependence, could prevent them from being 
what they wished to be. Who could say, indeed, that it 
was not the will of Divine Providence that Israel 
should come into being at a time when all of Africa 
and Asia was becoming independent and would benefit 
from having the accumulated experience of world 
Jewry concentrated in the Middle East? 

20. The two resolutions which constituted the crux 
of the issue were the resolution establishing Israel 
as a State (181 (II)) and the resolution to manage 
the refugees' property in Palestine (394 (V)). The 
parties to the dispute should be willing to implement 
both those resolutions in the spirit of give and take 
which was essential if peace was to be preserved. 
With the future of Israel's sovereignty at stake and 
the problem of rehabilitating the refugees still un
settled the United Nations could not afford to let 
itself be split into racial or ideological interest 
groups that supported irreconcilable positions. He 
appealed to the parties to the dispute under discussion 
to adopt an ethical and humanitarian approach and 
seek a peaceful settlement. He recalled that upon 
applying for membership in the United Nations each 
State had pledged to settle its differences with other 
Member States by peaceful means of their own 
choosing. In addition to direct diplomacy, which was 
hardly possible in the present instance, those means 
included conciliation, mediation and arbitration, as 
also recourse to the International Court of Justice if 
necessary. If it could be assumed that both parties 
sought a peaceful settlement, the United Nations 
should lose no time in helping them to achieve that 
end and do all to prevent the situation from reaching 
a point where the use of force might become unavoid
able. Issues of such magnitude as the North Atlantic 
Fisheries dispute, the Alaska Boundary Question and 
the Alabama claims case had been settled peacefully 
by joint commissions and independent judges. The 
services of the Secretary-General, who was a man of 
peace, of sympathy for oppressed peoples and of 
realistic and unbiased judgement, might be enlisted 
with a view to overcoming any deadlock to the estab
lishment of peace in the Middle East. His delegation 
would co-sponsor any resolution to that end. 

21. The CHAIRMAN said that as the two representa
tives who had still to be heard at that meeting had 
given their consent he would call upon the repre
sentative of the United Arab Republic to make a brief 
statement. 

22. Mr. SABRI (United Arab Republic), in reply to 
the Liberian representative, drew attention to the 
oft-repeated assertion of the Arab States that they 
had no quarrel with the Jews but only with the Zionist 
International which had invaded and usurped an Arab 
country and expelled its inhabitants. There could be 
no comparison between that situation and boundary 
disputes between established States. Israel had never 
honoured its own signature of the General Armistice 
Agreements. Many of Israel's violations of those 
Agreements were on record in decisions of the Secu
rity Council. Before a decision was reached on the 
draft resolution in question by Member delegations 
he would like them to accept the formal invitation of 
his country to visit the cease-fire demarcation line 
so that they might observe with their own eyes the 
truth of what he had said. As Israel would not want 
them to see precisely what they would have gone to 
investigate, the authorities of his country would pro
vide them with safe observation posts so that they 
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wouid not be in danger of suffering the fate of Count 
Bernadotte or have the same experience as the Prime 
Minister of an Asian State whose aircraft had re
cently been attacked by Israel fighters despite the 
fact that it had borne United Nations markings. 

23. Mr. MENSHIKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Re
publics) observed that the fact that the discussion of 
the Palestine refugee problem by the United Nations 
was now well into its second decade without the 
slightest sign of any progress towards a solution 
could not but arouse concern among all peoples who 
cared for peace in the Middle East and the prestige 
of the United Nations. The subject was of exceptional 
importance from the humanitarian standpoint because 
it affected the lives and fate of over a million people. 
At the same time it had great political significance 
because it directly influenced the international situa
tion in the Middle East. There could be little hope of 
solving it unless its fundamental political aspect was 
recognized and satisfaction was given to the demands 
of the refugees that they should be repatriated and 
enabled to support themselves by their own labour in 
their homeland. The General Assembly had clearly 
defined its position in the matter when it had adopted 
paragraph 11 of resolution 194 (III), confirming the 
inalienable rights of the refugees to repatriation and 
to compensation for the property which they had lost. 
Although the Assembly had since re-confirmed that 
stand year after year the provisions of the resolution 
had yet to be applied. The Commissioner-General's 
report (A/5214), which in paragraph 5 rightly de
scribed the plight of the refugees as •a tragic page 
ip human history•, showed that the refugees were 
still demanding that the resolution should be applied. 
That solution would be fully in conformity with the 
interests of the refugees, but the resettlement of the 
refugees in other Arab countries was unacceptable to 
both the refugees themselves and the States con
cerned. Such a solution would only consolidate the 
de facto situation created by the injustices which 
Israel had perpetrated against the indigenous Arab 
population of Palestine. Paragraph 5 of the report 
rightly stated that the situation of the refugees was 
of profound concern to the Arab countries. Failure to 
obtain a settlement of the situation would threaten 
not only the prestige of the United Nations but also 
the cause of peace and stability throughout the Mickile 
East and in the world as a whole. In fourteen years 
Israel had shown no sign that it intended to comply 
with the Assembly's decision. Obviously it could not 
have gone on defying the will of the United Nations 
and world public opinion for so long if it had not had 
the support of a number of Western Powers. The 
Soviet Union, on the other hand, had always called 
for recognition of the inalienable rights of the Pales
tine refugees and maintained that a settlement should 
be effected in accordance with resolution 194 (III). 
His delegation hoped that at the current session the 
Assembly would finally adopt effective measures to 
bring about a speedy, definitive and just solution. 

Mr. Fukushima (Japan), Vice-Chairman, took tbe 
Chair. 

24. Mr. DIMECHKIE (Lebanon) said that it was 
apparent from the report of the Commissioner
General of UNRWA that the question before the Com
mittee was twofold: firstly, it must consider the 
situation of the refugees in the light of the Agency's 
operations and act on the Commissioner-General's 
requests without delay, and, secondly, it must con-

sider what measures should be taken for a final solu
tion. In the section entitled "Background" (paras. 4 
to 13) the report eloquently described the plight of 
the refugees and revealed the woeful inadequacy of 
the funds which the Agency had at its disposal. His 
delegation wholeheartedly endorsed the Commis
sioner-General's request for an appropriation of 
$36.7 million for 1963, which would cover only a 
minimum budget, and likewise urged support of~ his 
appeal to Member States which had not so far con• 
tributed to reconsider their position and accept a 
share of responsibility towards the Palestine refu
gees. He would like to take the opportunity to re
iterate his Government's appreciation of the humani
tarianism and dedication of the Commissioner-Gen
eral and its complete confidence in his discharge of 
the responsibilities of his office. He wished also to 
express gratitude to the Agency staff and to the 
organizations throughout the world which had con
tinued their private efforts to assist in maintaining 
the refugees. 

25. The operations of UNRWA were primarily in the 
nature of relief and, as was pointed out in paragraph 
33 of the report, were not intended to solve the 
Palestine affair in its broader aspects. In para
graph 5 the Commissioner-General correctly de
scribed the feelings of the Arab people as a whole 
with regard to the question, the origins of which had 
been set forth by preceding speakers representing 
Arab States. For his own part he wished only to 
stress the following salient points. 

26. Firstly, the partition of Palestine envisioned by 
the General Assembly in November 1947 had not 
been carried out peacefully, a fact which delegations 
should bear in mind when considering the Israel 
representative's contention that it was the Arabs who 
were to blame for the war that had followed (362nd 
meeting). The answer to that contention was to be 
found in the events of the six-month period between 
the adoption of the partition resolution (181 (II)) and 
the British withdrawal from Palestine. No sooner had 
the partition resolution been adopted than the Zionist 
authorities in Palestine had proceeded systematically 
to terrorize the Arab population in an effort to drive 
them from the country. As a result of that campaign 
of terror and the well-advertised massacres which 
it had included, more than 300,000 Arabs had become 
refugees by the end of that period, in other words, 
before the entry of Arab troops into Palestine. 
Furthermore, hundreds of towns and villages within 
what was to have been the Arab State had been oc
cupied by Zionist terrorist gangs. The Zionist aggres
sion had not even stopped at the limits of the Arab 
State but had occupied areas falling within what was 
to have been the International Zone of Jerusalem, 
massacring hundreds of Arab women and children in 
the process. There was not the slightest doubt that 
those acts of aggression were part of a deliberate 
military manoeuvre, for the planning of the attacks 
by the leaders of the Haganah, the Irgun and the 
Stern gang was fully documented in the book The 
Revolt: Story of the Irgunl/ by Mr. Menahim Beigin, 
at that time Chief of the Irgun. Indeed, Mr. I:sen
Gurion himself had written in his book Rebirth and 
Destiny of Israeli~ that until the British had left, no 
Jewish settlement, however remote, had been entered 
or seized by the Arabs, while the Haganah had cap-

?J New York, Schwnan, 1951. 

Y New York, Philosophical Ubrary, 1954. 
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tured many Arab positions and "liberated" large 
towns, with the result that by "the day of destiny" 
that part of Palestine where the Haganah had been 
able to operate had been almost clear of Arabs. 

27. The charge that the Arab refugees had left at the 
instigation of their leaders had been categorically 
refuted by the published findings of Erskine Childers, 
who had made a study at the British Museum of the 
monitoring of all the Arab broadcasts of that period, 
The best evidence came, however, from a conscienti
ous Israel Jew named Nathan Chofski, who in a re
buttal of an American Zionist Rabbi's allegations 
that the Arab leaders had ordered the population to 
evacuate Palestine had eloquently described the way 
in which the Arabs had really been driven into exile. 
It was true that the Arab armies had entered Pales
tine in May 1948, but they had done so to save what 
they could from the insatiable greed of the Zionists. 

28. Secondly, the truth of Israel's position had been 
exposed by Connt Bernadotte in his last report to the 
United Nations,Y in which he had expressed doubts 
concerning the policy which Israel intended to follow 
with regard to the refugees, had urged recognition of 
the refugees' right to return to their homes and had 
noted the numerous reports from reliable sources 
concerning large-scale looting, pillaging and plunder
ing. The Israelis had murdered him in the hope of 
preventing his report from reaching the United 
Nations, but his suggestions had already been made 
known and a few months later had been incorporated 
into General Assembly resolution 194 (III). The 
United Nations had recognized in subsequent resolu
tions that the crux of the problem lay in the non
implementation of paragraph 11 of that resolution, 
and the matter had dragged on for fourteen years 
without a solution, while Israel, aided and abetted by 
other forces which had been instrumental in causing 
the tragedy in the first place, persisted in evading 
its obligations. 

29. The Lebanese delegation felt that the United 
Nations Conciliation Commission for Palestine had 
played a wholly unsatisfactory role ever since its 
inception. It had been set up in 1948 by General 
Assembly resolution 194 (III) in order to assist in 
settling the Palestine dispute on the basis of the 
United Nations resolutions. In its first year, the 
Commission had held several talks with the host 
Arab countries and with Israel, which had resulted 
in the Lausanne Protocol of 12 May 1949.!21 Accord
ing to that Protocol, General Assembly resolutions 
181 (II) and 194 (III) were to constitute the basis for 
a settlement of the various problems involved. No 
sooner had Israel signed the Protocol, however, than 
it proceeded to repudiate it, after first having used 
it as an instrument to gain admission to the United 
Nations. Israel's first application had been refused 
because the Organization was not convinced that it 
was a law-abiding State. At the Lausanne talks, 
therefore, Israel had deliberately given the impres
sion of bein'g willing to abide by the 1947 and 1948 
resolutions, and had actually signed the Protocol. 
As soon as Israel was admitted to the United Nations, 
however, it had repudiated the Protocol and shifted 
to a course of defiance. The Israel Yearbook, 1950/51 
admitted that Israel's attitude at Lausanne had helped 

'}) See OffiCial Records of the General Assembly, Th1rd SessiOn, Sur: 
plement No. II, Part I, chap. V. 

!.Q/ Ibid,, Fourth Session, Special Pollncal Committee, Annex, vol.II, 
document Aj927, annexes A and B. 

it to obtain the majority required for admission. The 
wording of resolution 273 (III), admitting Israel to 
membership, made it clear that the admission was on 
the assumption that Israel was willing to carry out 
the resolutions. Thus, Israel had found its way into 
the United Nations by sheer deception. After Lau
sanne, the Conciliation Commission had become 
dormant and since then practically nothing had been 
done to give effect to the resolutions. 

30. In view of the failure of the United Nations and 
its organs to make any progress towards a solution 
of the issue on the basis of the elementary principles 
of justice, it had become clear that the General 
Assembly must take specific steps to alleviate the 
misery of the refugees pending a final settlement. 
The most reasonable and obvious procedure would be 
to appoint a United Nations custodian to administer 
and protect Arab property, assets and property rights 
within Israel, and to pay the income from those 
properties to the rightful owners. There could be no 
doubt of the jurisdiction of the United Nations in the 
matter. General Assembly resolution 394 (V) had 
also specifically instructed the Palestine Conciliation 
Commission to take measures for the protection of 
the rights, property and interests of the Palestine 
Arab Refugees. Thus, the United Nations was bound 
not only morally but legally to defend Arab property 
rights. The Committee had approved provisions in 
that respect at the last two sessions, and the Leba
nese delegation sincerely hoped that it would do so 
again by approving draft resolution A/SPC/L.90. 

31. The situation of the Arab refugees was only one 
aspect of the much larger and more serious issue of 
international political Zionism and its goals. The 
essence of political Zionism was the creation in 
Palestine of an exclusive religious-racial State claim
ing the loyalty of all Jews throughout the world. All 
means were justified to attain that end, and all 
obstacles were to be eliminated. Since the main 
obstacle had been the presence of an age-old Arab 
national community of Palestine, that community had 
had to be destroyed. In order to achieve its aims, 
political Zionism had been willing to become the 
agent of imperialism in the Arab East. The relations 
between the Zionist leaders and the colonial Powers 
had already been described at length. The influential 
Jewish communities in the United States, Britain and 
France had been exploited in order to bring the 
policies of those Powers into line with Zionist ob
jectives. He quoted a passage from the memoirs of 
President Truman referring to Zionist pressure on 
the United States delegation during the debate on the 
partition of Palestine in 1947, and other passages 
from Zionist writings which went so far as to advo
cate anti-semitism as a means of putting pressure on 
Jews abroad and sought to justify double loyalty. The 
Zionists had been able to achieve temporary and 
partial success in their plan to destroy the Arab 
community of Palestine. They hoped to achieve com
plete success by gathering into Israel all the Jews of 
the Dispersion and by expanding their territory at the 
expense of the neighbouring Arab States. The Arabs, 
however, were determined to thwart those designs 
and to restore justice to the Palestine Arabs. 

32. Israel claimed to desire peace and to be willing 
to enter into negotiations. Its record, however, was 
one of deceit and hypocrisy. Yet Israel had repeatedly 
emphasized that it would not yield an inch of terri
tory, although it was now in occupation of 40 per cent 
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of what was supposed to be the Arab State and the 
major part of what had been intended to be the inter
national zone of Jerusalem. Only recently the Israel 
Parliament had declared that it would not permit the 
return of the Arab refugees. No nation had more con
sistently defied the United Nations than Israel, and no 
nation had been condemned by the Security Council as 
many times as Israel for acts of aggression and 
threats to world peace. Israel's only interest in 
peace was to legalize its crimes and violations. The 
Lebanese delegation would therefore oppose the draft 
resolution A/SPC/L.89 calling for direct negotiations 
between Israel and the Arab States and appealed to 
all friendly nations to do likewise. 

33. All the legal documents on which the Israel case 
was based, beginning with the Balfour Declaration 
and including all the relevant resolutions of the United 
Nations, had assumed that the rights of the Arab 
population would not be prejudiced. The Arab States 
had repeatedly warned that the creation of Israel was 
bound to infringe on Arab rights, and history had 
proved it beyond a doubt. Israel was now seeking to 
consecrate its infringement of those rights. Since 
those rights were fundamental and prior to the crea
tion of Israel, the Arab peoples would never acquiesce 
in their disregard. The responsibility of the United 
Nations was clear, ever since it had assumed the 
right to partition a country against the expressed 
wishes of the majority of its people. Unless it lived 
up to that responsibility and adopted a course of 
action that would lead to the correction of the grave 
injustices done to the Arabs and the complete resto
ration of their legitimate rights, there could be no 
permanent peace and stability in the Middle East. It 
was the Arab States' fervent hope that peace and 
justice would eventually prevail. 

34. Mr. LANNUNG (Denmark) felt that the contention 
of certain representatives that Israel was to be 
equated with the Nazis of Hitler Germany, and that 
the Israelis had behaved like the Nazis, could not be 
left unchallenged. Those who made such a contention 
were either unaware of the true nature of nazism and 
of the crimes committed by the Nazis or were in
different to nazism and its true character, which was 
even more deplorable. The Nazi treatment of all 
Jewish people was one of the darkest and most 
shameful chapters in human history. The Danish 
people, who had witnessed the horrors of nazism 
during five years of German occupation, and just out
side their borders, and who had in 1943 been con
fronted with the attempt of the Nazis to deport the 
7,000 Jews domiciled in Denmark, felt urged to re
call that the German Nazis had exposed the Jews to a 
treatment which in its inhumanity was unprecedented 
in all recorded history and had resulted in the ex
termination of 6 million Jews, including 1 million 
infants and children. It seemed indecent to equate 
Israel, whose people had suffered so much, with those 
who had inflicted so much suffering upon them. He 
did not think that by implying any similarity between 
those atrocities and the matters under discussion the 
representatives in question in any way strengthened 
their own case. He appealed to members of the 
Committee to refrain once and for all from such 
accusations. 

35. Mr. COMAY (Israel) expressed his appreciation 
of the Danish representative's statement which, he 
believed, voiced the feelings of all civilized men and 
women, regardless of race or State. 

36. A number of references had been made to the 
assassination of Count Bernadotte. The representa
tive of Iraq had asked what action the Provisional 
Government of Israel had taken (362nd meeting). On 
the day of the murder, the Government of Israel had 
cabled to the United Nations authorities the horror 
felt by the whole of Israel at the deed).!./ It had later 
submitted detailed reports to the appropriate United 
Nations authorities and to the Government of Sweden 
about the very sweeping action it had taken after the 
murder. The Government of Israel did not owe any 
account of its actions to the representative of Iraq, 
least of all fourteen years after the event, when Arab 
representatives were merely trying to exploit it for 
propaganda purposes. They had done the same thing 
in the First Committee immediately after the tragic 
event, and had been rebuked by Count Bernadotte's 
own countryman, the representative of Sweden. !Y The 
Arab representatives would do better to refrain from 
such propaganda and to concentrate on the merits of 
the case. 

37. The representative of Lebanon had repeated the 
old charge that Israel had adopted positions at the 
Lausanne talks in 1949 in order to gain admission to 
the United Nations by deceit, and had subsequently 
abandoned those positions. The allegation was com
pletely false. Israel had been admitted to the United 
Nations in May 1949 by a unique procedure. During 
the debate in the Ad Hoc Political Committee on the 
question of Israel's admission, the representative of 
Israel had made a long statement and had submitted 
to detailed interrogation on the policies of his Govern
ment. ill On each point, he had made a remarkably 
full and frank disclosure of his Government's posi
tion. On the refugee problem, for example, he had 
stressed that paragraph 11 of General Assembly 
resolution 194 (Ill) contained certain qualifications 
relating to peace and to practicability; that the refu
gee problem could not be taken out of the context of 
a general settlement; and that the main solution 
should lie in the resettlement of the refugees in the 
Arab countries and not in their repatriation to Israel. 
It had been suggested that a Protocol had been signed 
during the Lausanne talks by which Israel and the 
Arab States had agreed to the 1947 partition boundary, 
and that Israel had been admitted to the United 
Nations on the strength of that signature and had 
afterwards broken the agreement. That was also un
true. Israel had been admitted to the United Nations 
before the document was signed, and the document 
itself was not an agreement but a temporary pro
cedural statement for beginning the discussions. By 
1950, the Conciliation Commission had come to the 
conclusion that it could not serve as a basis for 
negotiations and had dropped the whole matter. 

38. The Committee had been told that it was untrue 
that the Arab refugees had been urged by their lead
ers to leave their homes. The representative of 
Israel quoted an extract from a Syrian newspaper of 
30 August 1962, attacking the Arab leaders for the 
appeal they had made at the time to the refugees to 
leave their country. 

W See OffiCial Records of the Secunty Council, Third Year, Supple
ment for October 1948, document S/ 1005. 

!Y See Official Records of the General Assembly, Th1rd Session, 
Part I, First Committee, 220th meetmg. 

~ ibid., Part II, Special Political Committee, 45th to 48th, 50th and 
51st meetmgs. 
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39. The Israel delegation had no particular interest 
in reviving the remote past. The Israel Government 
was deeply concerned about the plight of the refugees 
and would do whatever it could, within the limits of 
its sovereignty and security, to assist in solving it. 
It was prepared to discuss the matter and negotiate 
about it with the other Governments concerned. 

40. Mr. DIMECHKIE (Lebanon) said that according 
to the representative of Israel, the Government of 
Israel had promised to take all necessary action to 
punish those responsible for the assassination of 
Count Bernadotte. Whatever it had done did not seem 
to have impressed the United Nations at the time. The 
Security Council had twice condemned Israel for 
doing nothing about the murder. 

41. With regard to the Lausanne talks, he again 
quoted the passage from the Israel Yearbook, 1950/51 
describing Israel's attitude at those talks. Israel had 
undoubtedly given the impression that it was willing 
to abide by General Assembly resolutions 181 (II) 
and 194 (III). The preamble to resolution 273 (III) 
admitting Israel to the United Nations expressly took 
note of the declaration of the representative of the 
Government of Israel regarding the application of 
those resolutions. 

42. The representative of Denmark could rest as
sured that all the Arab delegations were aware of 
what nazism represented and grieved over the suffer
ing that it had inflicted. That did not mean, however, 
that they had to approve certain actions by some of 
those who had suffered under the Nazis if those 
actions were similar to the action of the Nazis. 

43. It was not the first time in history that ideolo
gies with much in common had come into conflict 
with each other. 

44. Mr. TARAZI (Syria) said that if there had been 
an appeal to the Arabs to leave Palestine, it would 
not erase the atrocities committed by the Israel 
authorities when they proclaimed the establishment 
of their State. The representative of Israel had said 
that the return of the refugees must be subject to the 
requirements of Israel sovereignty and security. The 
Arab State rejected that argument categorically. The 
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Palestine Conciliation Commission had been set up to 
solve the Palestine question. The point at issue was 
not Arab-Israel relations but the Palestine question 
in general. It would be impossible to solve that 
matter without recognizing the existence of an entity 
called Palestine. He wished to stress that point for 
the benefit of Members who had entered the United 
Nations after the Palestine question had first been 
dealt with by the Security Coun~il and the General 
Assembly. He addressed himself in particular to 
certain of the co-sponsors of draft resolution A/SPC/ 
L.89. 

45. Mr. COMAY (Israel) referred the Committee 
to the Security Council resolutions of 18 September 
and 19 October 1948 on the murder of Count Berna
dette. !.V The first confirmed the version of events 
given by the Foreign Minister of Israel, and the 
second requested the provisional Government of 
Israel to submit a report regarding the progress of 
its investigation. Neither resolution could be regarded 
as a condemnation of Israel. The Government of 
Israel had subsequently submitted a full report to the 
Security Council.ill 

46. Mr. DIMECHKIE (Lebanon) said that the resolu
tions quoted by the representative of Israel expressed 
the United Nations dissatisfaction with the Govern
ment of Israel's explanations. The se~ond of the two 
resolutions also requested the Government of Israel 
to make every effort to apprehend and punish anyone 
who was guilty of, or connected with, the murder of 
Count Bernadotte or attacks on :my represenbti ves 
of the United Nations. The representative of Iraq had 
asked what the Government of Israel had done in 
compliance (362nd meeting). The answer was that 
Israel had inflicted no punishment upon the persons 
guilty of the murder of Count Bernadette. 

The meeting rose at 6.10 p.m. 

!_tl See Official Records of the Security Council, Third Year, No. 110, 
358th meeting, p. 10, and ibid., Supplement for October 1948, document 
S/1045. 

ill Document S/1315 (mimeographed). 
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