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The meeting was called to-order at 10.55 a.m. 

The FRGSIIDENT (inteagretation from Spaniah)r It is my rad duty to draw 

the attenticn of rarbera of the Asaetily tc the new6 of the death of 

Parr . Frcder ick &land of Ireland, which cnxurred yesterday. 

Frederick Roland was Presidmt of the fifteentb session of t&e General 

Assemly, in 1960, a former Secretary+eneral of the Bbroign H.ianiutry of Ireland 

and the first Permanent ~~~ptesentative of Ireland to the thitecl Fbtiaa8. Be playsd 

a prominent role in this Organization and made a major eontributim towar& the 

attainment of the abjectives ret out in the Charter. 

Cm beh8l.f of the Genecal Ibsembly I should like to expeesr ta the malbrra of 

the family of Frederick Doland and tu the Gcwsnment ad people of Srolmd Our 

deeps t and oY)st sincere conblencea. 

f invita represmtittives to stand and sboervr 8 ~fnut.e of 6Llmee in t.rLb&~ 

b? the mumy of Frmdrrick Roland. 

The mlberr of the Genwrl krrrbly observed a a~nute of oilace, 

tribute which you have paid to the mem.&y of the late A&as~ador &land. Ny 

delegation is grateful. also for the sympathy shown here t~d.ay by all delegations0 

I think it ‘is particularly appropriate that you, Sir, should convey this 

tr ibutt? since I know that you sat in th ia Assembly under Ambaosa8or B~land ‘a 

presidency, as a member of your aauntry’e delegation. It is perhaps also fitting 

that P should now be replying to yo~+r tribute 8 E ince I we& here et that time BE a 

junior member of the Irish delegation. 
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Ambassador Eoland was one Qf the outatandiug public servants of the young 

Irish Btate. f3a played a met important role in the daveloment of the Srfsh 

Foreign 6ervice and esmtributed greatly to the profile of Srelend in this 

Organisation and in the international arena gencrally. His dedication to the 

purposes of the TJndted Nationa and his applPuatior, TV its ptastical mtk wtre an 

indication to all of Ireland’s firm coanitmnt to ths Unftad Nations. 

Freddy, aa he wa8 knwra to hPa eonterulEn;rraPits and, I aat afraid, ~1s he WEE 

wnetiraer rsferrad to by frrcverent juniors, will long k renmbercd. 

I know that Asbasnador Boland's family, to whom I will convey your tribute, 

Xr.Prsoident, would wish no to thank you aost warraly, and ry Government would also 

w6nt M to express it6 deep appreciation to you. 

AOEUDA XTEM 38 (contfnuad) 

SXTUATLQN IN THl5 LE EAST: RRPQRTS OF TN0 SECRETARY-CTERRRAL (A 
O/666 and Add. I.# /799 and Corr. 1) 

Mr. I%-FATPAL (Syrian Arab Republic) (fntsrprrtatim frim Arabtc)r 

B6fOt6 making w Statment, uy f  b6 Qarrafttd to sxtend to thr Allbr866dor of 

ft6l&ld OUf ROrt aincrr6 condolanc66 on tha d6rth of Mr. Bofmd, whem ~6 knew &6 6 

gr6at rtrtc6mn, Rir t&Sk vi11 rlwyr ba 8ppr6Ci6t6d intemattonrlly. WC r6qu6Ot 

the Aakbassador of Ireland, through you, Mr. President, to convey OUT condolences to 

the bereaved family of Mr. Boland. 

The crisis of the Middle &me, the crux of whilh io the question of Palestirrer 

is one of the first crises that came about after L founding of the Uni:ed 

Nations. One of the constant factor5 of this crisis is the continued Israeli 

escalation of its policy of aggression against the Arab people and expansion of ita 

WCS@ to threaten the security and peace of rll Arab countries. 
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While consolidating its aggretlaion againet the maple of Palestine, an 

aggression which started in 194R, 18rael ia eqsalating its "long-arm" policy 

against the Arab countriee. One of the most recent manifestations of this policy 

was its attack against the Tunieian aapital, whiuh demonstrates the qualitative and 

geographic extension of Xsraeli aqgreseion, since Israel believes that through its 

nnailad fiat* policy, on the one hand, and its *long--arm” policy on the other, it 

oan reduce on our Arab nation to despair and irake it submit. 

If3rael’s increaeingly aggressive policy has been carried out simultaneously 

with the adoption by the United States administration of its current policy of 

force to achieve its universal and regional objectives. One of these objectives is 

to extend its hegemony over all parts of the Middle East , which contains the most 

impoftint strategic ait8 land and water routea. It is also aituated at the 

crosrroadr of three continent6 and is endowad with most of the world's oil teserVc?s~ 

The latest United States threats against the Libyan Arab Samahiriya, revealed 

by the Warhinqton FO6t of 3 November 1985, which are accacqanisd by military 

prep&rations to @omit aggreorion against th6 Libyan Arrb Jmmhfriya, are but a 

qualitrtive e8calation that falls within the context of’ extending frperislist 

hegemony to tealfze the objectives of United States foreign policy through the use 

of forxx?, violation of the sovereignty of States, ard intervention in their 

internal affairs. 

We in Syria have decided to stand up to and confront this conspiracy against 

the Libyan Arab damahiriya with all the means necessitated by the confrontation 

prox?ss. The conspiracy against the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya is not simply directed 

against this Arab country; rather, it is aimed at achieving the acquiescence and 

capitulation of the entire Arab nation. ‘In implementing its “long-arm” policy, the 

Israeli air force has been violating the air space of several r\rab countries dnd 

breaching their inviolability in a blatant and provocative manner. 
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The force option choaan by the United States of ZIlletica and ita ally Xaoael 

will be mat with intensive Arab reaiatanco”to theit designs. We believe that the 

United State8 has not yet learned the lessor\8 of its nilitary intervention in 

Lebanon, despite its ignominious defeat and the defeat of its ally Israel in the 

land of fraternal Lebanon. 

One Of the sost dangerous develoments threatening our area is the strstegic 

United States-Israeli alliance, because it is an allianue that is not cotlffned to 

the support of Israeli expansionism and all its means of aggression against 

Palestine, Syria and Csbanon, but it is an integrated allianae aimed at threatening 

the Arabs individually and collectively, since its objeotive is to expand the 

sphere of Israeli-United States influence to include all countries of the region. 

TM8 strategic institutionalised allianae, directed against the Arabs, today 

covers all spheres, such as cwrcial, econocsic and military, to the point that 

Israeli strength has beconc part and parcel of the strength of the United States of 

AMriCa. While United States strength finds in Israel an advance military outpost, 

this alliance has been broadened recently to include so-operation between the two 

muntries in ostat wars’ matters. 

The Tel AJiv-Washington axis brings to mind axes which led to the outbreak of 

the Second World War. This poses the most grave threat to the independence, 

liberty and territorial integrity of our region as a whole. It also constitutes a 

threat to international peace and security. Undoubtedly, the seeds oE this 

alliance were planted as a result of the capitulation policy initiated by the Camp 

David accords, which led to an imbalance fn the area. 



LP Prrmol jpersirto An using fsrce against rha Arab c~ntrfacr, it ia Qnly 

8Ujf. It wao undw tha Am~icm umbrella %hat Urael declared Jeruualem its 

eternal ospital. It al@@ annexed the Golan Height@ in 19Ql. Then it waged a 

brutal war against Lebarton in P982s which led to thb blwkade and ocmpatbon of the 

first &ab aapftal, Beirut, and the destruction of the cultural, ecrcial and 

eeono8l~c! Pn2r8st~ucture in Rebanon. Farto of that fraternal aountzy are still 

today languishing under Israeli owupation and ito appression, ter~ariem and 
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The people in southern Eebanorr ate subjected to syeteeaatic brutal raids by the 

Israeli forces against defenoeles8 aivilians. Th8ir cftio8 ar;d villagee both 

within and outsids the occupied zone are kmbarded. The objective of these a 

military operations is to prevent tne Lebanese from resuming their normal life, to 

consolidate the ocaupation , to keep the sword of Damaols8 hanging over the heads Of 

the Lehnnese pe@e end to hflmpes the process of national d&ente, which is 

deepening day by day. 

Organic relations axisted between Israel and the United States until 1900, but 

once the new Administration took office in 1981 those rePathn8 becm?9, 

instftutionalized. They were described by Mr. Shulte in a statement he olihde on 

21 April 1985 as followsr 

“Strategic co-operation between the United States and Xcrael. has heoome 

an instftutionalized official pt=ess. we have set up a joint military 

political group to improve co-operation in order to face the threat against 

our joint interests in the Middle East. This co-operation is long overdue and 

today it is an important part of our strategic relations.a 

This Israeli-American alliance@ supported by vast sum of money and a steady 

flow of sophisticated weapons, is almost an intgration of the economies and 

military capabilities of the two countries. No other Arw?rican Rdministration has 

ever employed the financial resoutce~ of (the American people in the 8ervPce of 

~arael'e objectives to the extent that the current Adminfetration has, on the basis 

OF the American imperialist theory that Israel ia a atrateqtc capital, This 

administration grantad Xsrnel $900 mf.Plion to help it develop the Levi jet fighterr 

which tcx?ay is competi;q with American fighters in the American and internotisnat 

markets. 
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Since 1984 a22 kin& of Ameoican financial aeafetance have been given to 

Ioeael as geants and outstanding debts hovelbeen cancelled. Ae frortl fiscal yeaD 

1985 Amtxican financial acreistance has been given in a lum@ sum. Fuzthermoreo the 

Lne~ zone agreexdent of Hay 2985 @ado the Amenican market a fruitful autlet for 

Iecaeli goods, which compete with American producte. 

Congreee promulgated a law guaranteeing that American aseistanae to Iarcael 

would nst fall below the repayment by Israel of outstandir,g debts. This ceiling i- 

$1.1 billion. Wlthough at $6,290, ierael’e per capita foreign debt is the highest 

in the world, Israel currently receives 17 per cent of overall Wmerican fore&P 

assistance. In the fiwal years 1995 and 1906 Israel will receive mote than 

67 billion. AB for the current fiscal year, Israel has been granted financial 

a8si&ance to the tune of $2.6 billion as a grant, of which $1.4 billion is 

earmarked for econasric assistance and the rest for so-called defence, in addition 

to the em of $800 million ae emergency assistance. It is estimated that American 

assistance to Israel will &aount next year to $4.5 billion. That means that the 

Israel’s per capita share of this aid exceeds $1,000, whereas the majority of the 

developing countries throughout the clforld have an average per capita income of at 

bar&t $400. 

These figures show clearly that the American economy supports Israel in 

consolidating its aggressian and occupation and rewards it for t-he use of force 

against the Arab States. Wll. of this fall6 within the concept of the strategic 

aPPimce and is baaed on the fact that Israel is an asset to American imperiali5m. 

The gravity of the situation in the Middle East is not due to anything newt it 

is the inevitable result of the development af the aggressive expansicnist 

character of Israel. Since Israel.‘s irlception its aggressiveness has been growing 

with the expansion of its territory and its greed for Arab land, Once Zionism 
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found a foothold for the settlers in Arab Raleotine in 1917 and anee the settle 

colonialist racist Stata was estrlblishti in 1948, it procxmdad swiftly by means of 

violen~e~ forca and terrorism to d@lace the indigenous population, annex the land 

and seiee Arab properties. Israelws record is replete with such a&s. Pt waged 

ware of agqreusion against the Arabs* suah as the 1909 war against the Palestinian 

People, the war of 1956 against Egypt, the aggression of 1967 against Syria, Jordan 

and Egypt@ and the 1982 war against Lebanon, all as part of the plan to areate 

Greater Israel, 

Israel has never concealed its expansionist intentions although it pays 

Pip-service to peaae. For it, peace is merely a truce that allowe it to assimilate 

the fruits of its continuous acts of aggression and to maintain the possibility of 

eonmitting further acts of aggression in the name of religion, race or history, 

although it doee not believe in religion and has no values or history, except the 

distorted hietory fabricated by the theorists of Zionism to give it a counterfeit 

birth certificate, The Zionist movement is simply a colonialist movement that wus 

born with the inception of the European colonial expansionist movement. It ir the 

other side of the coin, parallel in terms of development, ideoloqy and tactics with 

the European expansion in the third world in the 19th century. 

Israel, since its inception, alizhough it has harped constantly on the wrd 

‘p@ace*, has rejected all @ffcxts at genuine peace, It understands pence as the 

consolidation af the fait accompli it creates by force of arms after each war it 

wages, at which time it calls for peace an the basis of the spoils of the last War. 

Like any expansionist, racist, settler colonialist entity, Israel plans and 

acts to crush the Arabs., dehumanfze them and threaten their cultural and national 

existence. Force is Israel’s optimum means and in that exclueivist, racist aocfety 



to put ~alaetine and ita mmundiage on the inteocmfonal real-eetake register as 

itcr ptopprty. The anmcatfcm of Palastine was aimply designed to eliminate one of 

the mat iqwxtsrnt: aapecte sf @he Christian and Islan~c cuPtureE oince the 

exclueiviot JcwPeb State must: be w&o9ly Jewish in teqxxal and secrular terms. ARd 

the animxatfon of! the Golan Peighti uas a prelude eo further expansionist acts, 
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The awe Xeeael caPle fsx peace the more it expand8 at the expanm of 0~ bmd 

and pecrple. Twday we find Urael, havfng’occupfed the whole of Belestine and the 

Syrian Golan Heighte, ie atill in parts of south Lebanon which it callo the 

“Seuurity M.tn but which has beocxm the *death tilta for the Iaraebi invader@ ati 

their lackey& Therefore, the Riddle East orieie is a conflict between a oa6iBtI 

factional, settler colonialist group and a Chtictian-Islaesiu-Arab cu&ure of 

mivermal orientation which flows into the mOnetream of universal culture. 

History shows that the Arabs contributed to the building of that sulture in 

the servioe of humanity. That confliat is therefore a fateful one0 beaaWe it 

threatens all aapeots of the Arab presence in all area8 waugiad by Iatael, or 

those aeeas that it plane to occupy. tt is a fateful conflict, becauee the Zionist 

dog- does not even acknowledge the existence of the Arabs. Regardless of their 

affiliations, parties and orientations, Imaeli leaders never cease to claim that 

Israel had not occupied the West Bank, including Jerusalem, the Gaza Strip and the 

Golan Heights, but *liberated* them. 

Since 1967 Israel f-.as established 41 settlements in the Syrian Golan Heights 

on behalf of the so-called liberation, 172 settlement8 in the West Bank o(I &half 

of liberation, and 19 eettlsments in the Caza Strip in the nave af 1iberatkx-1. 

Their liberation and the displacement of millions of persons from and Into the 

occupied Arab territories are but war crimes under the rulea of contsmpurasy 

international law and the Fourth Geneva Convention which was codified a&cl develop-d 

in the wake of the Second World was to prevent a repetition of the Nazi CZ~FW?@ 

being perpetrated today by Israel before us all. 

The Israelis claim that the AP;abe who defend their land, homes, pKopC3Kti@6 and 

entity are terrorists and have imposed a state of emergency on the population Iso 
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supprese the heroic resistance of! the Araba under occupation in defence of their 

K ighttl. Naturally, the Ieuaelia and the W&tern world EocgeQ: that the right to 

resist the aggrrerPsor 4e an international BMIW right a&nowledged by all. I& Who 

doaa not reaist wcupsthm is dmed to extinction. 

The Europan re3sistance againet nazism was not terrorism but heroiam thu 

praise of which the world sings. As equal humn being&?, we cannot but regard the 

resistance against Ioraeli occupation a8 heroiem and an epic written by young lR@A 

and women. sacrificing their live8 to write .a clew Arab hietory. It behoves us to 

pay a tribute to their sacrifice and acts. 

We find no difference between South Africa aAd Inrael. Both have adopted a 

dogma based on the genocide of the indigcrnous population and the deprivation of 

their rights. The white settlers occupied fertile African land, plunder the 

natural resources and dismemkted the country into bantustons in which they force 

the indigenous POpUlatiOA to deprive them of citizenship. They have created large 

concentration carq>s with millions of persons and deprived the& *f equality, 6~ 

though the only connection between them and their land is their services to the 

white minority. 

There is absolutely not a single difference between South Africa and Israel. 

In South Africa the White oettlers neize the land of the Africans, with the 

assistance of impeeialism and colonialism , enslave or displace the population, and 

herd them into closed pockets. In Palestir ? there are alien oettlers brought in to 

expel the Arabs and to annex and occupy their land. There is no difference between 

‘Israel and South Africa, since they both threatw and seek to extend hegemony over 

the surrounding States and serve world imperialism, which in turn serves them. 

Pretor ba occupies Namibia and maintains a military presence in A part of 

AlVJOlL3 + R8 for Israel, it extends from the coast-al. part 0E Pale8tine to the hills 
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acd naw occupies the whole country) it irao alma extended into Syria and lebneh* 

both r6gimes jwtify their existence as based cm culture and their acts as inspired 

by Bfvine will. 

The ralations between tlx &~imc# gf Pretoria and Tel Aviv are growing 

stronger, especially in the military field, since the two seek to develop numrOUs 

joint projects. One of the most recent examples is Israel’s use of steel fscxn 

§outh Africa to armourplate ita tanks, in return for which South Africa obtained 

licence from Israel to manufacture Kfir aircraft. They also have a joint project 

to build submarines. What is even more dangerous than all that is the use Of 

Namibian uranium in the development of Israel’s military industry. 

The nature of the Middle East conflict dictates that we, the Arabs* must 

increase our strength and reinforce our solidarit- and unity to repel this 

expansionist invasion designed to establish Greater Israel from the Hile to the 

Euphrates. Today the Arabs face a vicious attack designed, first, to dismember 

them, prevent their unity and even their genuine solidarity. It is designed to 

Prevent them from defending themselves against the expansionist Zionist enemy and 

stand up to its political and military designs and to strengthen Israeli 

capabilities in all fields to enable it to preserve its territorial gains and 

extend its hegemony over the entire region. But, despite the current Arab 

fragmentation and Israel’s growing aggressive capability, the Arab people will nor: 

cease resisting - be it in Palestine, the Golan Heights or Lebanon. 

The Palestinian peoples supwrted by the Arab masses, confronted Israeli 

genocide in 1948. In 1967 Israel occupied the whole of Palestine, the Sinai and 
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the Golm Heights, and felt that it was finakly able to force the Arabs to submit 

once and for all and that it had becom the ruler of the region. No~evor, it soon 

ran into Palestinian resistance in the occupied Arab and Palestinian territories, 

as well aa that of the population of the Syrian Golan Heights. 

By joint Arab action, the 1973 war proved that Ierael was not invincible and 

neither was its army a8 801~e had thought. Israel18 defeat wae imminent but for the 

imperialist intervention on its side , on the one hand, and the failure of the 

largeat Arab country to act, on the other. 

The Lebaneea nationalist resistance which fstarted with the Israeli invasion of 

Labanon in June 1992, as well as the the attendant foreign intervention, is now 

proving that it ie possible to regain land and dignity when the people stand as one 

in the struggle against the aggressors. 

Today no one fails to acknowledge that Israel and its allies have lost the war 

in Lebanon since they have been prevented fron reaping the fruits of aggression of 

that war, one of which is the attempt to impose hegemony and submission on Labanon. 

The entire world tck-Iay recognizes the Palestinian people’s right to return t0 

its homeland and exercise its right to self-detemination, and establish an 

independent State on its nltfonal soil. It also calls for Israel’s complete 

withdrawal after the serioue changes brought about in the balance of forces by the 

gror IOU6 octobe* (rar. 
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Aamg these changea ie the conviction of the majority of the international 

rvlaruvlity that it is 8w longen posluible to condone Saraeli adventures, that tbeoe 

eri&a a real and dangerout confhict between the Arab13 end Israel, that the Middle 

East conflict directly threatens peace amI security thnroughout the region, awl that 

that peace and security is vi-1 to the peace and security of the we-18 at large. 

Wtiortunately world iqerialism was soon able to undermine Arab soPidarPey, 

uhich had been cryekrllized in positive changee and new fact6 after 1973. World 

iqenialim used agent8 to defy the will of the Arab masses and to usurp theft 

freedora, but they were able to stand up to expansionist aggression. Those agents 

joined in the plan of surrender. 

The Camp David agreeaent toa8 ooncluded at the expense of the dignity of tku 

people of Egypt and of the right of the struggling Palestinian peopPe and the Arab 

States, that believe in the unity of their nationality and destiny and in their 

ability to stand up to the aggressor and reoover their rights. 

However, Arab Syria stood up against the surrcndor deal, which it considered a 

move fra the Arab cw to the Israeli camp. 

Sinoe then, out of solidarity, Syria has had to bear great burdens. It 

expressly states that a permanent and just peace is our requirement. It was on 

that basis that in 1862 in Fez we stood by the fraternal Arab States to reach a 

joint Arab peace plan based on unanimity. That plan is based on Israeli. withdrawal 

frm all aocupied Arab territories and on recovery of the inalienable national 

rights of the Psleatinian people, forefirost among which is the right to return and 

to exercise self-determination and establish their own independent, sovereign Stat@ 

on their national soil, 
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b&2 BPh SW that the internetional conference ie 2or ua a requirement. At 

ths oasm time we firmly oppuee all attmpti to rule out or aircumvent the 

internatimml oonfexence decided on by the General Assembly in its resolution 

38/58 C of 13 IrewIpber 1983. 

As in the pact, Syria unequivocally oppmea partial and unilateral aolutions. 

It believes that the Amman agreement signed OH 11 FaQIcuary 1985 vould liquidat@ the 

inalienable rights of the Palestinian people, foremoat awng which i8 that people’@ 

right to establish ita own independent state on itri national soil. We reiterate 

what the Syrian Foreign Minister said on 1 Cktober 1985 in the Cenesal Asaatably 

qenet al debate : that giving up that independent State rendera the conoept of 

@elf-determination rPeaningles8 and useless, 

ArPong recunt positive developPent in the Arab arena in this respect was the 

issuance of a joint $yrian-Jordanian statement on 13 Novegber 1985 m agreement On 

the fOllCWfngt first, the need to strengthen joint Arab work in different fields 

to bring abuut a lasting, canprehensive and just peace and to face up to Israeli 

aggression; secondly, the belief of both parties that th@ cjueation of Palestine is 

the central Arab question, both rejecting paetial and unilateral solutions and 

direct negotiations with Israel, and reiterating that just, compreheneive and 

p6xmanent peace cannot be realized save through thhe convening of ian international 

confer ewe, under the auspices of the United Nations, with the participation of abl 

all parties cmcexned, including t.hhe soviet union and tie United States; andr 

tiiKdly, that plitical niovemnt necesaikates continued 8erbou6 work to enhance the 
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self-defawa capdaity of the Arab nation vii31 a view to roahizing theis objective 

of liberating the land and recwerr tighta. 

The right to s@lf-doteeraination and to the establishment of an independent 

PaleEltinfan State on Palestinian national soil constitutes the corner-stone of 

United Nations Yesolutions on the situation in the Middle East and the queeetion of 

Palestine. ft also provides the basis for the efforts of the non-aligned countries 

and the Non-Aligned Peovement in purmit of a just peace. The Luanda Confetence and 

preceding ccnferences, especially the Non-Aligned Summit in t&w Delhi, cei terated 

this basis in several paragraphs of their final statements. 

A permanent and just peace is not an abstract calroept. Ws cannot all- the 

enemy and its allies to dictate conditions. We do not accept American attempts 

aimed at imposing surrender cn us. Israel and the mited States were not satisfied 

with rejecting the Fez concept; they also rejected the call to participate in the 

peace ccrrference acr the Middle East, ccntainad in general Asse&ly resolution 

38/58 C of 1983. The most important elements of that resolution, which was adopted 

by a majority of 124 to 4# with the United States and Sersel against, are the 

guidelines in paragraphs 3 and 4, which call upon all parties to the Arab-Israeli 

conflict, the United States and the USSR and all other parties concerned t.o 

participate in the conference cm an equal footinq and with equal rights. 

The American and Israeli rejection of every constructive initiative testifies 

to their per8ist:entze in pur.suLnq a path that serves the aggression and 

self-interest of each and ruling out the constructive role of the Soviet Union and 

some other fmuntr ies, ecpecially the non-aligned countries, to achieve peace. Xt 

is also their aim to stifle United Nations resolutions relative to the’question of 

PdeStiI'ie and the role of thP Secretinry-Generai of the United Naticms or any role 

for the Organization in that endeavour. 
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ebet iLOportant of all is the chli tetathan of the natiarral Palestinian Arab 

identity. In his statemmt in Crystal City, Virginia, on 21 April 1985 HP. Shultz 

confirmed the opposition of the mited States to the internatiaml 1egitiGaUY 

represented in United Nations reaolutims, in gatticular Genczsl Asasably 

resolutlion 3W58 C of 13 December 1983, cm the need to establish a Palestinian 

State, a8 followm 

‘We will net support the estiblishlnent of an independent Palestinian State in 

the West Bank and Gaza.’ 

Xe also ruled out any role for the United Nation8 w!xtn he stated that 

*The onJ.y path to justice, progress md peace in the Middle East is the mth 

of dire& negotiations.” 

The peace for which Washington i8 calling is but a new Cmp David; it has been 

carderned by the General Assembly, the Non-Aligned Movement, the OrganizatiCnI Of 

the Islamic Ca~ference and Arab sunmit meetings. That peace uould reward the 

aggressor given the rrtrategic iarbalance, the redressment of which would constitute 

a basic requirement to reach a perlaanent, just and lasting peace in the region. 
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But, in the light of surrender and unflateml action, &me this peace! not mean 

the obrrtruation of the role of the United Watiam and the circumvention of its 

regolutdons? Uoes it not mean a policy of forcing the Ambe to their knees Snd to 

threaten their rights in order to create a strategic Axeriaan alliance on a wider 

saale agaimt the people of Palestine, against Syria, Lebanon am3 the Arab people 

as a whole? The SupeEior patriarohal view of the United States Administration, 

whiah pursue8 towards the Middle East a policy of aoneideriny the region es a 

backyard warehouse for Amriaan-Israeli interests, is ootepatdble and consistent 

4th the view of the Zionist Lobby, which rules the leaders of Washington and the 

rsemberrs of Congress. It also aontrole, through its policy of give-and-take, both 

parties at a given mment and on certain is8ues, be they damestic or international. 

The Zionist lobby, whiah is working under the umbrella of the American-Israeli 

Public Affairs Committee (AIPAC), clarified this synchronisation of interests in 

the form of requests from the United States concerning the interests of Israel and 

requests from Israel concerning the interests of the United States. The list of 

priorities was something like “Duties and aomitments*. It was presented in a 

statement of that Colnnittee on 21 April 1985, to include the followingr first, to 

continue providing economic and military assistance from the United States to 

Israel on the basis of grantat secondly, to oppose any United States sales of 

mMzmed weapona to the ~rcrb States which consider themselves in a state of war 

with Israel; thirdly, to work towards direct negotiations between 1srae1 and the 

Arab States and to urge the normnlfzatisn of diplamatie relations as well as trade, 

cultural and political relations between Israel and the Arab States; fodrthlyr to 

strengthen the framework of strategic co-operation and to continue the total 

military and politic=al alliance between the United States and Ioraelq fi.fthly, to 

tmPl@m@nt the establishment of the free-trade zone between f.hp UnitPA stakes a. 
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Israel; and, finally, to arove the United States E&aesy to Jemmalem, the capital 

of Israel. : ’ 

ThL new 2fonist pragramae will aontrsl United States foeeign policy in the 

foreseeable future. ~enc~e we cannot imgine or conceive of any ddtente in the 

Middle East crisis and we see that self-reliance, solidarity and building a defence 

capacity are the only means of achieving the permanent and just peace for which we 

are all woeking. 

We e~~pect the General Assembly, wfiioh has auppocted our causet to continue to 

support our legitimate struggle against Ieraeli ocaupation and expansion and to 

increase its support in this critical era of our history by taking the following 

steps: first, to reiterate and to recognize fully and totally the inalienable 

rights of the Palestinian people, foremost among which is its right to return, to 

self-determination and to the establishment of an independent State on its soil; 

secondly, to call upon the Security Council to take the necessary measures that 

make it incumbent on Israel to withdraw uncon&itionally from all the Arab and 

Palestinian occupied territories in accotdance with the relevant United Nations 

resolutions; thirdly, to confirm the call for the convening of an international 

conference on peace in the Middle East, for which the General Assembly, in its 

resolution 38/180 0 called, anC to urge all parties directly concerned in the 

conflict to participate in the conference under the auspices of the United Nations, 

including the United States and the Soviet Union, because the conference is the 

only internationally acceptable road by which to reach a just and permar.ent 

settlement of the conflict; fourthly, in the event of Israel’s failure to heed 

these requests, which ate internationally supported, to call upon the Security 

Council to i~~osc? sanctions under Chapter VII of the Charter, because Israel would 

have proven its persistence in defying ehe provisions of the Charter and its 

failure to abide by the purposes and ob-jectives of the United Natiolc 
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Armb rights are not a commdity fole sale or exchange. We are confident that 

WQ want to redat ctccupalion, hovever Pong it takes or whatevelc prim it costs, and 

no ratter how great the sacrifices. In our gereietent and tireless pursuit of a 

fUet peaae w will not give up our right, nor the rfghte of our Arab brothera. I 

would like to cmfirm that he who allies hiaself vith Israel and provides it with 

afP kinds of assistance obstructs the work foe: peace. 

Syria wants a just and permanent peace. H.E. Wafez Al-Assad, the President, 

reiterated that when he said8 

*We in Syria have raised the banner of peace for years. We worked for that 

end a8 much a& far ae we could in order to teeover the territories mxupied by 

Israel and to recover the lsgitimata rights of the Paleotinian people, 

including their right to self-determination and to the establishment of its 

independent State. a 

His Excellency the President described many attempts, made under different 

pretexts, as follows: 

@‘These am atterqt to undermine the Arabs, to weaken them and to make 

them murtender to the Israeli plans.” 

Ha ala-o saidr ’ 

‘I~~oel does not want the international conference for two reasons: 

first, because it does not want to fat@ the united Arabs and secondly because 

it does not want to surrender to limitations and guarantees resulting from 

such a conference because such guarantees might limit its expansionist 

freedom, which conetftutes for 1erae.l its very base. Expansion is the basis 

of the Israeli ideolqy.* 

Mr. MKIEL (Brazil) : - My delegation has each year renered its expression 

of concern with regard to the continuous worsening of the situation in the Middle 

East, aggravated in rf3cent years by the lack of concrete, practical ~neasureti to 
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deal with &he probPeao. r”hia oeemingly endlsee suaceef3i~n of debates on the wtter 

in 0IIfc OPganimttsn has eresxed for little hut to accentuate the vivid contrarst 

batwasn tie tragedy oE i&mm W?t.!ering in the Middle Fact and ouo inability to deal 

effeutdvely with this prsblera. 

In the course of 1985 the tragedy mmtinued to unUldl and is best exompli4MI 

by the allot uaintorrupted series of violent aate in Lebanon. My country enjoy@ 

very fruitful ties with Lebanm , ties which am etremad by the praeence in Brazil 

00 a gsceat n&m cif Lebaneso and their descendants. For this reason we follow 

even note olosely the brave struggle of the Lebanese people to restore 

ind6pendenceo territorial integrity and sovereignty, an essential step in the 

rseruption of that ewntryDs prosperity and traditional roles in regional and 

international affairs. 

Cast year, I had the -portunity to mention, during t?de debate on thfsl 

gueJtion, the impmtance tkot Brazil attributed to the talk8 between Xsraal and 

Lebanon on the withdrawal of Israeli occupation forcea fram occupied Lebanese 

t8rritories, It is thus with satisfaction that I tecognize that poagress was 

pcrasible in thir regard and should serve as a conetructive example. It must be 

said9 hmeverr that not only tebanon*s future, but also the future of all countrfes 

in the region, depends on the strict observance of the principle of non-use of 

force fn international relation8 by all parties. 
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This yeae the debate on the situation in the Middle East has also been marked 

by an encouraging note: the fact that new praatical and concrete proposals related 

to many of the ~mplex aspects of the crisis in the region have started to emerge. 

l’he international community has witnessed the long overdue resumption of the 

discussion of alternatives capable of leading to a just, comprehensive and lostin 

settlement in the Middle East. Moreover, my delegation notes that most of the 

proposed alternatives seem to take duly into account the essential elements for a 

lasting settlement, which are: first, complete withdrawal of all forces of 

occupation from the occupied Arab territories, in accordance with Giecurity COUncil 

resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973)y secondly, respect for the rights of the 

Palestfnian people to return to Palestfne , and recognition of their right to 

self-determination, independence and sovereignty; thirdly, participation by the 

Palestinian people, through the Palestine Liberation Organization, their sole and 

legitimate representative, in any negotiations regarding their future; and, 

fourthly, recognition of the right of all States in the region, including Xsrael, 

to exist within internationally recognized boundaries. 

St is difficult for the international community to say how negotiations could 

be conducted. But it is our obligation to fnsfst that they should be conducted, 

that there are enough grounds to put the process in motion if the will is present. 

I f  there is only one lesson to be drawn from the extensive destruction we have 

witnessed in the Middle East., it is that there must be a determination to @xpPoFe 

new ways crut af the situation, that there can be no excuse for the absence of 

negotiations. There are, obviously, imprtant procedural quavtions which have 

substantive importance also, but we are confident that they can be solved by an 

honest attempt to conduct business on the basis of the assessment of the real 

priorities and national. interesets, unrestrained by worn-out formulas of a previous 

period. 
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It bae been eaid that ohe of the mairr reeponsibilitiee of the etatefman is to 

ask the right qieationa, in tire ca8e of the Middie Earrt, all tile queetisne aeem to 

bave been aeked, and it is now tilde tQ obtain the aneowerb 

It is my delefsation’e sincere hope that all parties from tbe region will spare 

no effort in exploring all alternativee, in negotiating with a minimum of 

P~eoonditions and 3n ehowing flexibility and E spirit of comprombse. The entire 

international comuhllty also has an obligation to Bugport by all mean8 at if61 

diUposa1 every bona fide effort that could lead to a poeitive outcome of the peaae 

prweae in the Middle East. 

Allow me to stress the isnportanae of the role of the United Nations in the 

Middle East. Although at great aoet, this Organization’8 work in the region, in 

particular in the peace-keeping and assistance fields, has been kept et a 

aignifiaant level and we believe bae well served the parties, especially the 

Populatiane of the region. Thus, my delegation views with cmnoern any incidents 

which aay hamper United Nations activities in the region; we reaffirm the need to 

respect fully and guarantee both the mandate and the operations of the Osganization 

in the Middle East. 

Mu delegation continues to view with appreciation the work of the 

Secretary-General on the Middle Eaetern problems. We have confidence in his 

earpwity to play an important role in the achievement of a peaceful eettlement in 

the region. 

Mr. GOCOB (Yugoslavia) : The United Nations haa been most directly 

involvecI in the quest for a poLitica solution to the question of Palestine and to 

the Middle Zaat crisis as a whole for almost 40 yeara. The principles and 

framework for a peaceful solution have long since been formulated, and have f>een 

rewatedly reaffirmed. 
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Zn the year of the fortieth anniwreary of the united Nations8 the 

develograente in the Middle Eaet have not taken a turn Ear the better. The 

situation continues ta detesiorate owing to aggreaftion and waneion by Sescael. 

Moreover, there are attwpts ts circumvent and igmore the role of the United 

Natione. Thie is done irr a bid to tseaure the aims, at [he expencre of independence, 

sovereignty and self-determination. 

By the flagrant violation of the basic rights of the Rale@tinian people and of 

the sovereignty and territorial integrity of neighbouring couneriee - lately, even 

of those far uway from its border5 - Xaraol aontinues to threaten international 

peaae and seourity. 

In the Middle East there ia a confrontation between the foraee of aggression 

and domination, aided by foreign interference and influenue, and those that are on 

the side of the inalienable right to self-determination and independenae. 

The annexation of foreign territories by force is inadmissible. AlmOSt 

18 years ago the Security Council adopted a resolution requesting Israel to 

withdraw from all the territories occupied after June 1967. The occupation of the 

West Sank, of the Gaza Strip, of Jerusalem, of the Syrian Golan Heighto and of 

parks Of Lebanon muet be terminated, and the ruthless policy aim& at approprfating 

foreign land and property and at trampling upon the dignity and threatening the 

very survival of others must be cut short. 

The international community is not reconciled, nor can it be, to the policy of 

fait8 accomplLs, force, agfrremzion and occupation. 

It wa6 established a long time ago that at the core of the crisis is a 

persistent violation of the right of the Palestinian people to self-determination, 

t0 national independence and to the establishment of its cx+n State. 

R@peated warnings have been made that devel.opments in the MirfdPe East reflect 

the geneaal deteriorati.on in international rel.ationn and that they may easily get 
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out Of control. Frequent recoumo to naked force of amu, w well a~ the growing 

military premnce and interference of non-wgional faotore and intereete, increase6 

hwbm in an aver-broader wea. Seaurity a&not be built 00 rePlance on foroQ, 

repC@kWfon and occupation; neither can it be enrrured by domination and expanoion. 

All thipr emphaeize~ the need for greater efforts and new resolute steps aimed at 

reaching a aompreheneive, just and lasting aolutdon to this crisis, The Geneva1 

Assembly and, particularly, the Seourity Council should relentlessly pulrSUe this 

goal. 

The Movement of Non-Aligned Countries hae for 25 years pointed to the need to 

801~ the crisis on the basis of the resolutions and decisions of the United 

Nat ions, The principles that the non-aligned countries invoke irr the quest for a 

solution are based on the United Nations Charter and the decisions of the most 

important organs of the international Otganization. These principles encompase the 

right of peoples to decide freely on their own destiny aa well as the right of each 

country to enjoy independence and oecurity. Nobody can deny this right to the 

Palest inian people. It Is encouraging that an overwhelming majority of countriee 

continues to believe that the right of the Palestinian people should be upheld and 

that the annexation of foreign territories is inadmissible and cannot be condoned. 

The Ministerial Conference in Luanda, Angola, in September this year, once 

again reiterated the view of the non-aligned countries that the convening of an 

international conference on the Middle East under the auepicea of the United 

Nations, with the participation of al.1 interested parties and the participation, on 

an equal footing, of the Palestine Liberation Oryanization ae the eole legitimate 

representative of the Palestinian people, ie the best framework for a 

comprehensive, just and l.asting solution.* 

- -.lyl_- 

@Mr. Marinescu (Romania) I Vise-President, tmk the Chair. 
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Wa feel that no effort should be spared ko ensure the convening of the 

immiaticmal conference on t&3 Middle East at the earliest pweible date. That 

cmferrrrace presentsl as t&e only opportunity to get out of the impasrse in the Middle 

East crisis. 

Attempts to eliminate the PM) as an independent factor in the solution of the 

crisis ghould be rejected. T&W PLO WXXU~~~~SCS and sy&olker~ the aspieatfisne of 

the entire Palestinian nation. The people, are resolved to regain their h-land 

and asir PlaW in the csmunity of natiwsr and deserve our full and unhesitating 

support. 

Finally, let 8~ xecall again that a just, comprehensive and lasting solution 

can be reached only cm the basis of the withdrawal of Israel from all Rahstini~ 

and Arab territoriee occupied since 1967, including Jerusalent; the free erercime of 

the inalienable right of the Palestinian people to self4eterminatimr naGma 

identity, swereignty and the establishment of its wn State; the participation on 

an equal footing of the PLQ, as the sole, legitiarate reptasentatLVe of the 

Palestinian people, in all endeavours trmatds and negotiations 011 the peaceful 

settlement of the issue; and recognition of the right of all peoples and countries 

in the kiiddle l%at to independent and secure development within internationally 

teouqn ized boundaries. 

Mr. FISCHER (Austria) : The General Asserrbly has been consi&ring the 

situation in the Middle East for almost fol:r decades, but the pe0ples of the region 

remwiin trapped in an unending cycle of canfrcmtation and violence. Efforts to 

break that cycle and to initiat- ~1 a genuine peace pcocess have time md again been 

frustrated by mistrust and fear - the heritage of a tragic and bitter history. 

Thitj persistent failure to achieve L coaprebensive settlement of the Middle 

East crisis is particularly seriuus in view of the high po1.itical., strategic and 

eccmcmic stakes involved, The region remins the mcPst dangerous crisis area of Theo 
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WOrld. No othen conflict pees a greater threat to internatOona1 pa%%? and 

S8ax ity. 

Austria follows the dewelopjen’;s in the Middle I&at with profound concern. I@ 

note with saae relief, however@ tbat after years of StalerPate @?sitiom have to 

sew extent, evolved. The ageeewnt between Jofdm and the Palestine Eibaration 

Otganizatian (Pu)) of 11 February 1985 Points, in oup v&w, to the begimin9 Qf a 

qenufne dialogue. Other recent initiatives, proposals and diplatic contacts also 

indicate a geeater degree of wiuj.ngness to agree on tie mdalities of a pea=@ 

process. The chances for negotiations seem to be bettet today than they have been 

for my years. In the present situation it is essential that these proaisifl9 

seeds ace protected, nurtured and allowed to grw. 

Events in past mmths have &mm, however, how fragile this movemmt towards 

peace still is. The IsEaali attack on the PIAl headquarters in Tunis was a sexiouS 

setback. Austria deplored and ccmdenned that violation of the territorial 

integrity of Tmisfa and of the principle of the non-use of force. Other recent 

terrorist acts also put a sev8te Strain ar the efforts to bring about paace in the 

Middle &St. 

At this crucial arommt in ths history of the Middle &at conflict all sides 

must refrain from any action which could endanqer the search for a negotiated 

settlement. Austria has taken note of the Cairo declaration of Chairman Arafat of 

7 November i985, in which the PLO renounced all military operations outaide 

X srael, We believe, however, that in order to give peace a rear1 chance ail parties 

shauld renounce all violence, everywhere and without limitations. 

We aloo believe that determined and courageous effor&~ are rquired to 

maintain the momentum and to remwe the remaining obstacles preventing the st~%~'t Of 

negotiations, Austria has noted with satisfaction that a consensus seems ts be 
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etPergkg on t&e necessity uf ccnduct~ the cegotiati0m within an appropriate 

inter national fr arnkzwo~ k. In this cxmtext, we support the idea to convene an 

internatiornal cmference an peace in the Middle Bast. 

Many ideas have been proposed for the subetancx~ of the peace pracees. While 

they vary in my Pespects, they all have a corpp~n coxe: the return of part Of the 

former Mandated Tertitory of Palestine in exchange for peace and secur fty for 

X srael. T4e translatiorr of the simple equation, land for peacea inta concrete 

policy ia the key to a amprehensive settlemnt of the t&abItsraeli conflict. 

The Pales tinian question is at the heatt of the Middle East problem. A 

solution requires teqnitfon of the national riqh@ of the Palestinian people, 

includinq the tiqht to its own State. Equally eclsential is acceptance by all Atab 

States and the PL& of Israel’s tight to exist within secure and recoqnized 

boundar ies. Both sides have finally to come ~YD term with each other’s existence 

and leqi timate interesa. Both sides ntust show their readiness for negotiations on 

an equitable and thus durable solution. 

ff the Arab-faraeli conflict has iti roots in the denial of Palestinian 

riqnts, the P&3, a8 the reptemntative of the Palestifiian peopler must participte 

in the peace prm3ss. Austria hopes that the PLO will 8600 regain its unity. 

The inadmissibility of the acquiaitia of territory by military fOrCe# a 

pPincipl@ recall.ed by resolution 242 (1967), is a fundamental tenet of 

international law. Israeli withdrawal frcxq We territories occupied since 1967 ia 

therefore an essential eI.ement of a comprehensive setthement. Austria Fs deeply 

concerned about the deteriorating situaticxr in the occupied territories. The 

continued settlement policy, the expropriation of land and the manifold repressive 

ffieasuces against the Arab population are grave violations of the Geneva CunYentim 

r@l.atiVe ta the Protection of Civilian Persm~; in Time of War. They amunt to 



dwpais by#q tb Arab &!iwalatian. They have triggered d cycle 09 vfohnc-8 @ 

qxession ubf&a mmt not be allawed to csmtinue. AusUrrPa opals to Iesrael to 

change its course and, @ending ite withdrawal, conduct its ~licy in the oucsupfed 

tetdxxfao in accordance wSth inter:naticwral law and ~itb full redlgsct for 4230 

civil Eights of the ppulation. Tbfa would pgosote a clirste sose conducive to a 

I pooeee~ of negotiartfone wbfc4 would finally lead to a paceful solution of the 

Hiddle EdBt confliat. 
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Sat se now twn to the mPtuatiorr in ~ebanun, where the past year has been 

owriced by efEor&a to ocloieva national recmafliakion and to m-establish peace and 

BeCurfky* The fecaeli withdrawal from most OE Lebanon~s territwy remved one 

abehels to progress. Since then suam results seem to have been achieved. Yet the 

suffering of! t&e civili~ population is by no mean8 wet. Faational violence and 

tmrorim continue to ravage the country. A decade of civil war and the Xr~rneli 

imomitm have left deep wounds in the fabric of Lebanon. The ei tw tion of the 

Yalestinian refugees in Lebanon teaaLe a mxce of serious concern. The tragic 

fate of the Lebanese people evokes sorrow and sympathy in Austria. We shall 

aontllnue OUT hunmftar ian relief work and we euppor t all efforts to rebuild en 

independent, peaceful and proeperoue Leb8nun. 

The Middle East has b&m at the centre of United Nations concern for 

38 yeara. Beginning with General Assembly resolution 181 (II) of 1947 which called 

for the creation of two swereiqn States in the former Palestine Mandate, the 

rlhited Na tiono has in smny ways influenced and shaped events in the Middle F&Wt + 

It hau helpd to negotiate armistice agreements; it has dispatched peace-keeping 

efX?W to the ragtmr it has organioed large-scale relief operations; and it has 

foouaed intMnatiOna1 attention on the conflict through its debates and the 

adoption of many resolutions. Through its Security Council it has developed 

fOrlUula8 fQr peace wirich t0 this day remain the foundation of all constructive 

dfplawttic initiatives. 

Hwewx, in spite of 2111 thhc'e efforts , a ccmpehensive! solution to the t4iddl.e 

Emt @ria i.5 hao remained elusive. The xisis has also demonstrated the limit.?itiOn~ 

of thi3 Ckganization. It has shcwn to a q~eater extent than any other regional 

Conflict that the United Nations can be an effective instrument of peace only if 

al.1 mrtie3 and all major Pcwers are wil..lincj to co-operate. Unfortunately, for 

abost ifOUr &wdes this co-operetian has not been for'chcominq, 
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Yust 88 the Ursited Natiw basr influenced deve]lQprrenta in the Middl0 IpoSt@ 80 

in turn has the Niddle East conflict influenced the wnlted Nations. Sopuetimm the 

Organfzation has r ieen to the challenge pad by this problem) oometimeo it has 

not. The inability to achieve a lasting solutiou has certuinly weakened the Unitsd 

B&time and diminished its prestige and effectiveness. The celebration of the 

fortieth mniversary of the Ua%ited ations is therefore also an occasion an which 

to renew our efforts to advance the process of peace in tha Middle East, Austria 

is convinced that the Ilnited Nations, as the anly world-wide forum ogen to all 

partlea to the ccmflfct and other Statea aoncerned, has an important role to Play 

in such a process. After years of stagnation we now see a genuine opportunity for 

progress. St must not be lost. 

Mr. MAUNA (1ndonesia)t During the course of thi83 session of the General 

AsserrriPly the internatianal community has discussed numesous conflicts that continu@ 

to engulf many regions of the world. Some of thea have been on the agenda for raany 

years0 while others are of more recent origin. Nuke the lend, a characteristic 

wmmon to them all is that they demonstrate that resort to armed force in the 

aettlensnt of disputes amung States has not emtributed and cannot cmtsibute to a 

durable solution. Indeed, the use of force has only ren&ted them infinitely more 

difficult to resolve, thereby further endangering the mintenance of international 

peace and security. 

Nowhere is that more apparent than in thhe Middle Eaet, where the Arab-Xsraeli 

conflict puses me of the greatest threats to world peace. Indeed, during tie past 

four decades the region has badly known peace. Five wars have been fought in the 

Middle East resultinq in untold suffering,, death and destruction for all peoples in 

the region i and bringing the wor id to the borders of confI.agration . Coneequen tly 

the Organization has devoted mope time and energy to that regional conflict than 

perhaps to any other. Yet despite scores of General Assembly and Security Council 
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reaolutiana, despite the presarrm fw many yeace of mAted lrXntima peace-keeping 

and ~b~exve~ forcles in the region, despAce the Yaternational conferentx~ on the 

Questiw of Palestine held in 1983, and despite the derterminod efforts of the 

BecretUy-General to faailitatx! twgatiatione under United Nations auspiceu, the 

situation in the Middle E%st remains one of the longest and sucrst onerous 

potentially explosive ae ises since the founding of the United Nations. 

In recent wraths alwe the Security Council has aret no less than three times 

to cansidsr var ioue aapeots of the confliot, that is, in September in the situation 

in the occupied territories, in October cm the camplaint by Tunis ia, and also as a 

result of the call by the non-aligned countries for the Council to deal 

comprehensively with all aspects of the Middle East conflict, including the 

question of Pales tine, This Assembly has already taken up the question of Israeli 

policies and practicea that affect the human rights of the population in the 

occupied territories and the question of Palestine. 

The general consensus to emerge from all these meetings is that time and again 

despair and ftustiation about the lack of movement towards a solution of the 

protracted ccnflict has resulted in heightened tension and extteme action with 

tragic results. It is alsc beyond questian that the basic reasm for the impasse 

is Israel's policies and actions, which are designed to thwart any hope of a just 

and peaceful settlement. Indeed, as we are all aware, Israel has regularly flouted 

the decisions taken by this Organisation, especially thuse of the Security 

Counci 1. For decades the Middle East has experienced an@ cr isls after another I 

brought on by Israeli transgressions of the United Nations Charter and the norms of 

civ il ized behaviour . By the proclamation of Jerusalem as its capital, the 

annexation of the Golan Heights, the establishment of an increasing number of 

settlements in the occupied ter )I itor iea, and the continued oppression and violation 

QE the human rights of the Arab people in those territories, Israel has rrzade the 

SUCCESS of any meaningful negotiations exceedingly ren-ote. 



(Mr. Mauna, Xntloneeia) 

Thisl whoPly intolerable situation ie aggravated all tho mxe by the Xeraelf 

r&ginre’e deliberate polfery of attempting TV destroy the national coheaicwr and 

consciousness of the Palestinian people and physioally to annihil,ate their We and 

legitimate represent&i&, the PaI.eetine Liberation Organieaticm (PID). 

A tragic and Sr~famus example of Israelgs aggressive and expansionist polioies 

was its massive invasion of Lebanon three and a half years ago. The unparalleled 

magnitude of that flagrant aggression against its neighbour underscore8 the 

impunity with which Israel has sought to impose its deeigne on the region, in 

complete disregard of world censure. And today, Israeli foroes continue to occupy 

sovereign Lebanese territory along their common brder, on the pretext of a 

m-called security zone. The fact of the matter irr, however, that Israel is using 

the zone a5 a staging area and a launching pad for armed aggression against the 

territorial integrity of Lebanon , as demonstrated by fts incessant attacks; the 

most recent one? just two days ago, prcmpted the Government of Lebanon to lodge a 

coqlaint with the Security Council. Indonesia strongly condems such dastardly 

acts and demands that Israel ismediately and totally withdraw its forces to 

internationally reccgnized boundaries, in accordance with relevant General Assembly 

and Security Council resolutions. 

Undoubtedly the must important international action to date in establishing 

guidelines for intornatfonal efforts to resolve the Middle East conflict was the 

canvening in 1983 of the International Conference on the Question of Palestine 

under the auspices of the United Nations. Clearly, the Declaration and Prcqramme 

of Action adopted by the Conference are considered to effect a real comenwe of 

the international community. In that regard, the Cmference unanffiwwsly called for 

the following: the attainment by the Palestinian peopXe of its legitimate 

inalienable rights, including the right to return, the right to self-determination 

and the right to establish its own independent State in Palestine; the right of the 
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(Hr. Mamap Indonesia) 

PLO to participate on an equal fcwtfng with other pnstieu in all effort@ to settle 

the Middle East conflictt the need to &tm~e Ieraeli withdrawal fscm the 

tesritosPes ocoupied since 1967, including Jerusalem; rejection of de facto 

situations created by ‘Israel, such a8 its settlenxmtsr policy in the occupied 

tesritoriee and its policdet~ to alter the chxaater and status of Jerusalem; the 

right of all Statea in the region e,O existence within 8ecuse and internationally 

secognized boundaries; and the convening of an international peace ccmference on 

the Middle East under the auspices of the United Nations. Subsequently, the 

thirty-eighth and thirty-ninth selsrrions of the General Asmmbly affimsd by 

overvhePQling majorities those psovisions af the 1983 Declaration and Programme of 

Action of the International Conference. 

Although conditions for progress towards the conver,ing of the peace conference, 

in the United Nations Secretary-General’s own wrds, ‘are not met at the present 

tinre*, the significance of international support for such a conference cannot be 

undereetimatwl in the context of the contribution made by the Waited Nations to the 

definition of the basic principles for a settlement of the Middle East conflict and 

the Palestinian issue. moreover, the international community fully supports the 

holding of an international peace conference with the participation of all parties 

to the Arab-Xsraeli conflict, including the PLO, as well as the United States and 

the USSR and other concerned States on an equal footing. Thus, undoubtedly, steady 

political and diplomatic efforts will continue to be required so that a peace 

conference can .k convened. In this regard, St is imperative that Israel’s 

principal supporters adopt a pslfcy of working with the United Nations towards the 

holding of the peace conference because any viable solution will have to be a 

comprehensive one which takes the legitimate interests of all concerned into 

account. For it is specifically they which have the power and influence to compel 

Israei’s participation in an international peace conference. 



WaH, WW/FV.lG 
Q8 

(Hr. muma, mmIeoia) 

While Indonesia P6 undsr no illusion thae: tb &jectOm of a peaae conference 

mmld km easily attabned, we also befiave frcv a strictly ratftmal viewpoint thbt 

the conference a& thio tAma offers the best qqxxtunity for resolving all of tho 

complex and interrelated aepecte of the czonflict, for the alternative may very well 

again be yet another emrerbation of tensions laadiny to a further, inexorable 

slide towards c=onfrant.atAm, with all its cataclysmic ctmuequencee not only for the 

region but the world as a whole. 

Mt. AL-RAtsARI (Qatar) (interpretation from Arabic) 8 The question of 

Palestine is at the heart of uhat it was agreed should be called the problm of the 

Middle East. It ia the root aautw of all the painful conditions afflicting the 

region. In its rasolutioh 39/l&!, the General Assembly reaffirmed its conviction 

that the question of Palestine is at the core of the dispute in the Middle East and 

there could be no lasting, just and colaprehensive solution in the region if the 

Palestinian people is not allowed to exercise its inalienable legitimate rights, 

and if Israel does not withdraw frsll all the Palestinian territories and other 

occupied Arab tcrr itor icr. 

As the problem remained msolved, the situation in the Middle East has 

worsened. The 1992 Israeli invasion of Lebanon ia clear evidence of the danger of 

ignoring the question of Palestine. That invasion brought in its wake human 

tragedies and blmdy MUC-~T~S that put humanity to shame, Under the strikes of 

the valiant national resie tame, which has become a symbol af heroism and 

sacrifice, Israel withdrew from part of the territories it occupied, but its own 

forces and its puppet forces still a cmxpy some of Lebanon. It continues it23 

abhorrent acts; of aggression daily against that pacific country, despite all the 

resoluti~~~~ of the General Assembly and the S~~-urik:y Council, and despite the 

explicit condemnation by th+ international community of that irlvasion calling upon 

Psrael to withdraw i~~~ediately to the internaticmah Lebanese border. The F@Upls@ Of 



-. 
..~ :. (Mr. Al-R&war f , Qatar) 

and terrorha agaPnet the Paleetinian pi+ple. 



rrCrr/(rgC 

(Mr. Al-Hawar f , Qatar) 

St: has carried out one ~wure after another. St hs~p detained citizene and 

csnElrPcated land. St: km wmimd arrad gangs to attad C~~~LWBW. It hslso 

a63sasrrPinated the km38 of wnicipalitiao. It has @cntAmed iw policy of exP-~*n 

and settlement. St has nrrrerpted citizens engaged in thair daily tasks. Xt has 

alcxmd sdmsls , un iverei tdesl and haegf tale. It haa wntinued ita attempt6 

affectively to annex the occupied territories in order 4s integrate them Anto the 

Israeli eccrnolflic entity IS a source of cheap labour and a market for IPua8li 

products. 

As a result of the pereistence of this problem, without a stolution, Israel 

occupied the Syrian Golan Heights, filling it with illegal settlers and applyiW 

its em law8 there. That constituted illegitimate annexation of the territory of 

others and a flagrant violation of all treaties and othat international imtruPl@nte 

wmrning temporary military occupation, which atrictly proilibit the annexation of 

territory by force. 

It will not be possible to solve the problem of the Middle East until Israel 

withdraws from all the occupied territoriasr including the Golan Heights and the 

ffoly City of Jerusaleo, which is uppeemmt in the heart of all Arabs and Z&slems. 

frtael has continued to ccmxit acts of aqgressicm. Xt bou&?arekid the Iraqi 

nuclear reactor e Xt8 military aircraft attacked Tunisian territory in an attcnppt 

to liquidate the leadermip of the Palestine Liberation Ocganizatim (PU3). That 

aqgeesaion makes clear the serious cronstquances that can flacli from tie ~rolcmqatian 

of the current situation in the Middle East without a radical solution. The most 

serious consequence is the expansion of the radius of military operations to 

territories trhat are far away from the original scene of the conflict. That will 

constitute a still n)crre serious threat to international peace and security, for the 

Ieraeli aggression will not be conflned to the Eastern region but will extend to 



Throughout the 40 yews of the existence of the United Nations, ite varioUe 

hodicrp have adopted huudreds of rcsolutiono gutting on reemwd ths fntern&immJ, 

wimnmity ‘8 positian on thirs guestion. Theme resolutions ccmtain the fundamental 

elemeinU foe any just and laeting solutfon to the problem. They aEEim that the 

Palestinian people, like other peoples ) have the right to stehf-determination and to 

exercise sovereignty over their land, in accordance with the United Nations 

Charter, the pr incigles of international law and tha noble ideal8 and value8 for 

the fulfilment of which the lhited Hatione was created. 

Sy it8 diaregerd for the tight8 of the Pale8 tinian pctople and the Constant 

act8 of aggrasion it has Qonmitted - in 1948, in 1956, in 1962 and in 1982 - Israel 

has erected a solid barrier W the 8olutiazl of the Middle Eaet problem. Thus, 

regrettably, we are faced with a complete dicrhotomy between resolutions and 

reality; it is as if we were living in a woltld of illusions. 

The truth ie that the aggression and it8 wnsequencea are still with us, and 

there i@ a detetminatim for the present situation to continue. The responsibility 

for this ia not that of Israel alone$ it must be shouldered to the same extent by 

thoee w40 give fsrael unlimited eupport and provide it with the rteans of aggression 

by strengthening its earrnomy and furnishing it with all kinds of weapons. The 

responsibility mjst be shouldered by those who prevent the security Council Erom 

playing itf~ role of solving questions and maintaining peace and security. This has 

created a serious crisis of credibility for the United Nations. Everyc3ne 

recQgni.zes the oxtent of that cr isis and the serious consequences it has for the 

future of the international Qrganization. 

The Arab party to the Middle Elast dispute has conafstently called for an 

urgent peaceful solution. It has ptiently endeavoured to achieve such a 

solution. It clearly and openly sets forth the just principles which in its view 
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(Mr o Al-K#wari, Qataap) 

are t&a basis for the sraluWu. mat is 6bxQe it pmpoeaa 85mdlY so actbn WhPck 

At: bePieve8 ~UQ mat likely to achieve a peer~ful colutiocn. But cmcatn for a 

cm, .erRenollvarr peaceful mluticor L confined to me party L;cr &be disput% The 

other party has not responded in any way tu the ini.t.i~tivel~ o$ tbs AI& gag ty. 

There are two ~~maons foe 191rae11*rr insistence an avoiding a peaceful eoluticm 

and disregarding the inlernotional cmmumityg8 will. The firat fs the aggreaeive 

naturs of fareel and the Ir~raali philcso@y ba8ed on cmatant expanmiorr, On the 

mawlm that fssael’s border8 89:~ the farthest reaches of the land on which Icreeli 

mldiers set fcut. The seeand is the unqualified support - vfiich increaf~@ 

parallel with the increme Ln Israeli aggreeeion - provided I@raeA by mme Btatos 

Mih~~a of khs tkrited Nations. 

My country shares the view that the beat way to achieve a just and 

cmprehensive settlement of this prcbla, which has lasted far too 1-0 1s M@ 

convening of an Intetnatfonal Peaa Conference cn the Middle East undfs the 

auspices of the United Nations and with the participation of all parties concerned, 

including the PLO, the sole and legitimate rsptmentativc of the Palestinian 

pmpls, and the permanent mtrberr of tina &cutity Council. It is high the to 

reach a solution that will guarantee all right8 and prwide for a cogrehenrive and 

just peace cm the legitimate bases to which the world has &greed - that is, the 

return of all the occupied territories and the exercise by the Palestinian people 

of its right to self-determination and to establish a State, an its own land, like 

all. other pesples in the warld. 

Mr. IKNUCHI (Japan) : Almost daily the nciwupdperf.4 carry report3 of new 

cmtbreaks of violence in the Middle East, providing constant reminders of thh@ 

complex problems in that volatile region. 



WF. eJogllchf, Japan) 

t4e note uitb particular aa&mss that the beaut$EuP eoltortry oE Lebmm 

cQntinues to be jacked by a civil war that h&rs been raging for pw)ro than a decade. 

The vi~ence in Ii&mm is destmying its lovely cities, tearing apark its SQcietY 8 

and bringing unsg)eakabPe suffer Sng to its people, 

The Government of Japan continues to maintain that it is essential that an 

envirmmnt be created as soon as ~oeibla for the restoration af Labanorr'a 

territolriel integrity, indspendence an3 sovereignty. iuthough Bofpt 1aoael.i Eorces 

withdrew earlfer this year , it is our hq?e that the remaining forces will be 

withdrawn without further delay. 

The most imrtant elemant in restoring peace to febananp in cwr view, is the 

achievement of national reconc~.liaticm. Japan is well aware that the parties 

cxmoerned have indeed been -wing national reconcilLjti~ efforts for the past 

10 YMFS~ md recently we !4tnessed renewed efforts in this regard. But sQ far 

they have not atiieved the desired results, whiti mly demonstrates now deeply 

rootud the divisions in Lebanese society are. It is therefore strongly hoped that 

the Labacme pwple will re&uble theix efforts e0 achieve natimal unity. Japan 

calls m all the particw caclcemed to demonstrate flexibility, put aside their 

differences and w-ordinate sectarian interests in or&r to achieve their lmg-term 

- objectivt? - that io, the ~estoraticm of peace to their land. I wish to 

State here that when peace anal st.&il.ity are rt?8tored, the (ioverp~~ng 02 Japan 

intends to cm-operate actively in Lebmcm’s national reconstruction offorts. 
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(Mr. Noguchi, Japan) 

Elsewhere in the region - on land, in the air and at sea - inareasfng aats of 

terrozism have claimed the tivee of innocent: men, wwn and children and pooe a 

khxaait to the international community aa a whole. The futility of tertorbt 

attaokfs fba been amply demonstrated; they accomplish nothing. On the contrary, 

terrorist activities raise additional obstacles on the path to peace and 

stability. Those involved in terrorist activities should rec?lze that their acts 

only discredit the cause they claim to represent and run counter to the goal they 

pretend to seek. The Government of Japan condemns these criminal acts, and calls 

upon all parties concerned to do their utmost to prevent them. 

In that context, my Government etrongly urges those who are holding hostages 

in Lebanon to free them unharmed, without further delay. 

The situation in Lebanon, which is closely related to the Palestinian issue, 

underlines the urgent need to find a solution to the Middle East problem as a 

whole. I outlined Japan’s position on the problem in the recent debate on the 

question of Palestine, as follows8 first, peace in the Middle East should he just, 

lasting and comprehensive; secondly, such a peace should be achieved through the 

early and complete implementation of security Council resolutions 242 (19671 and 

338 (1973) and through the reccrgnition of and respect for the legitimate rightg of 

the Palestinian people, including the right of self-determination under the United 

Nat iona Charter : thirdly, each and every path towards the achievement of such a 

peace 6hauld be explored, with careful consideration given to the legitimate 

security requirements of the countries in the region and to the aspirations of all. 

the peoples in the region, including the Palestinian people: and fourthly, Japan io 

Of the view that the Palestine Liberation Orgar:ization (PLO) represents the 

Palestinian people. 



(Mr. Naguchb, Satan) 

S wieoh to stream that, in &pan’s view, in arder to solve the que@tlon Of 

Pale8Cin0 iti i8 fXtf#t!ntfal,thst S8rael and the PI& participate in th0 peace 
t 

~iXX6338, Mowove~, Japan Wfevee that both Israel and the Pale8tLnian geogle @u@t 

8triVe fC0 di8y)cJl the Shadow Of ml&U@1 di6trU8t cusd fo8ter a Will t0 C%BeXiet. Japan 

aall speaifiaally upon the leader8 of.Israel to ahow flexibility and to take 

immediate etepa to revi8e Ierael'8 policy on settlements in the occupied Arab 

tertitQrie8 and it8 rima8UreQ to change unilaterally the etatue of those 

territories, inaluding the annexation of Eartt Yerursalem and the Golan Heights. 

Although the auhfevement of peace in the region is not yet in eight, the 

accord reached by Ring Huesein and Chairman Arafat last PebruaalyE and the 

subsequent efforts by other parties concerned, provide u8 with a glimh% of hope* 

It is cur fervent wish that those endeavsurs bear fruit and give new impetus to the 

peace praeess. 

Peace in the Middle East can be achieved only through a prccesa of 

negotiation. My Government believes that it fo the reeponsihilfty of the 

international coimmunfty to foster an enviroment that will facilitate the pfmx 

prazeso. Japan is ready to co-operate with international efforts to that end- 

An irportant aspect of the item under consideration is the ongoing and 

untiring efforts of the varisus United Nations peace-keeping operational in the 

region. The Government of Japan pays high tribute to the indispensable role being 

played in the area by the United Nations Interim force in Lebanon (UNIFIL) in 

southern Lebanonc by the United Nations Disengagement Observer force (UPJDOF) in the 

Golan Heights, and by the United Nations Truce Supervision Organization (UNTSO), 

with observer groups in Egypt and Lebanon. Japan will continue to extend support 

to these international efforts, in the belief that they are helping to fosWr 

conditions in which the complex problems in the region can IX resolved. 
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The Middle Ea$oLo ae the awoacitrotie of three continentso has a nioh history. 

xt apawned glorious ofvi1izatior.a and have birth to three of the world’s grcal * 

religions, In their recent scatemmts in this General Aesembly Hall, the 1eadeCe 

of mm3 than one of the countries aoncerncd in the region aaknowI&ged that their 

peopPee, ae ahildren of Abraham, are, after all, brothers, and that they must find 

a way to live toqether in harmmy. 

Xt is my Governmentgs fervent hope that tho peoples of the Middle Eaet, guided 

by the wisdom of their tsaditiohs, hauded doun through the irgea, will soon be able 

to establieh friendly relations among themselves. 

Mr. DOS SANWX3 Nmmbique)r Solae years ago, a people which had suffered 

oppression, degradation, humiliation and extermination gathered in a piece of land 

in the Middle East, and there founded a State under the auspioes of the United 

Nations. 

Israel as we know it today is a country inhabited by the survivors of the many 

oenturies of persecution and extermination suffered by the Jewish psople. But what 

is more inportant and more relevant to the issue under aonsideration today is the 

fact that the birth of that State is inextricably linked to the very axi8tcnae of 

OUT Organizationt unlike other Wesbet States, Sstael tias establ~ahed by the United 

Nations. Therefore, it is only fair to say that fstael owes fts existence to the 

United Nakions, to which, one would think, it would be grateful, 

rt is ironicp however, that 37 years later we should be sitting here and 

delivering condemnatory st.atemente against Israel. Ierae2 is even threatened with 

expulsion from this family of nations , the very family that gave comfort to its 

people when they needed dt mat. 

What went wrong along the kEiy? 

Nothing can respond to this question with greater eloquence than the 

Fesolutfuna adopted each and every year on the situation in the pa,iddPe East. 
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(Mr. Do8 Santos, Plozambdque] 

Nothing fe as convincing a8 the numerous oesolutiom 8bpted by the Securllty 

Ccaunuil on this Psmae, net to mntfm tke’otateaente in the Goneral Asseably and 

tho delibetatiom of the special seseionrr convened e%presely to discuee the 

question of the MPddLs East. 

Mmt profoundly touches the feelings of my delegation - and, 1 b@lievo, of 

other delegation8 alp well - is the presence in this Hall of the delegation of th@ 

Palestine Liberation Organization (PI&). The PU2 46 the voice of those who have no 

voice and no land in their own land. The ma i6i the hope of th4-9 entire Paleetinian 

mple scattered throughout many patts of the globe. Ewh Palestinian carries deap 

in his or her heart the image of the land he or she was forced to leave in order to 

escape oppression, degradation and humiliation. 

The truth of the aatter is as irilsple au this: fsrael has turned out to he an 

mresaive, expansionist and occupationist State in the r-ion, It has occupied 

Palestinian territories and other luab lands, including Jerusalem, since 1967. ft 

has denied the Palestinian people its inalienable right to self-determination and 

national independence and to the establishment of a sovereign State in Palestine* 

Israel has not resgscted the Unitsd #ations Charter or the principles of 

international law. 



(Mr. Dors GantOeo f43zarabique) 

At &we ia the dream of the emrt;ab&idrrrent of a greater Samel, the fulfilment 

00 which rerpufreS the ramval of any obartaole at any croat and by whatevcrr maw ape 

necaasary . Any Palestinianr fmpsmiallp if he ox &e see&m to re8b13at tbh o(ccu~ti~ 

of his or her land, is an emmy and therefore a terroziet. Anyone branded CICD an 

enemy murrt be dastroywk krycme in any manner asscmiated with thL enemy I be it: by 

blood tie8 or otherwieeo met also be derctmyed. Thio isI the eetablishawmt of 

guilt by a6sociaticxi. Even boumm are often found guilty by association, however 

remte the association uhay be, and therefore amy timPee fall vietin to the 

bulldozet or dewli tioo chargeB. 

At issue LO the fact that Israel dms not deaire peace and is not able to 

thrive 011 it, Its e.atablishNent required violence, and its maintenanae likewise 

demanda the exercise of force in the met brutal rvanner and extrem form. It 

breathes violence, so it conjures up any e%cuseer however abeutd , at any prosyect I 

however, dim, of peace. 

The derrand that the Pales tins Libsratiom Organization (E7.0) should recognize 

Xstael is a cam in point. Firat of all, Israe% ia a Metier of the United ?&ti9M 

and thud reoognized by many countries, including permmnt med3ers of the Security 

Council. Were it not for its aggrerrive polfciesr mny oountriea would not have 

beell fofced to sever their diploraatic relation8 and many suxe would have reoognfzed 

it by now. I8ra.J brands the PLO as a terroriet oeqanization, and yet it demands 

that it be recogndzed by that terrorist organization. Qf what value is that 

recognition, and what respectability rould it confer on the recognized? 

Roes anyone think that a proposal ti secognize the terrorist after the latter 

after recognizing Israel. the PLO should purely and simply comnit hara-kiri, should 

drop dead. 
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Wr. Dfm Sanfms, 8%cwa~ique) 

The PUI ia being requiwed selectively to aceapt Serrurity Council remlutf~a 

343 (1967) arid 336 (1973), but Iorael 0s not being rfNuieed to accept the ~nited 

Nations reaolutims it bss rejeoted. The PI& has nou accagted all relevent Wted 

tbtiOn8 ctW?lUtianS, and yet that gee&lee has not been found eatisfa&Xy by those 

who have aada the demanda. 

The PW ha been required to denounce and cmdam tar rtx icrt acts, and it hae 

reputedly and unequivoaally done so on more than one occasion; yet this has not 

been found aaceptable. 

An fntetnatiOn8l pace conferenoe on the Middle least is being shunned because 

sme of the participating awntries, we are kAd, do not araintain diplomatic 

:slatisns with Israel, bui we are not t&d that such recognition would reeve any 

objsatim to the holding of the cmference. An a conaequencer the region is on 

fire. There is tension, war and ineUbflity. 

That is what went urarrg in the fiddle East. Israel is responsible for the 

prevailing climate in the region. This is cleat and true, even to the allies of 

Xrrael. They pretend to bo blind siaply because blindness in this particular case 

helpr to protact their geoatxategic and p9lftical fntereats, 

#rat role should we play in this Rlirtter? Well, the United Nations has been 

involved in the search for a pa~@ful e&tlement of the ptoblesre of the Middl.e East 

and its root cause, namely , the Palestfnian Cuestim, since its infancy. St has 

probably devoted more tizte and attention , more imagination and resources, to this 

issue than to any other International problem. It is to be regretted, however t 

that@ despiti 411 t&as@ endeBvour4, the prospects for peace remain very dim because 

of the lack of co-aperation by Israel. Instead, Iotael has stepped up its acts of 

aggress ion, not only against coun.tries in the ceg6c-m but againot other cmuntriec 

far afield. 
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(Mr. Doe Cantos, B5cmmbiuuor) 

Just re~&hly t&e tikmrity Council was ~OSW~XN~ ti consider yet anOtW act of 

genocide perpet&‘ated by the Zioniet t4gime. This tfmo the vfatim was Yunisia, a 

@Sm3-ioving country of our African family. That odious attack against; Wnisia, a 

aowtry with which Israel ehareer no con&non border, represents a new ddumasion in 

the wbole chain of acts OE aggression comitted by Israel. That aation constitutes 

a thhreat to international peace and security and yet another violation of the 

prinaiples and objectives of the Charter of the United Nations and of international 

law. 

Thus we are confronted with a glaring exalaple of intransigence and artogence 

on the part of Israel that should be met with appropriate action. it the end of 

the debate on this issue another resolution will be adopted. Once again Israel 

will be condemned fox its aggressive policy. &rce again we will demand that it 

immediately and unconditionally withdraw from Palestinian and Arab territories. 

But this is what we have been doing - so far with no encouraging results. Thus, 

more imgination is tequired of us. 

Nevertheless, before we erpbark on such an exercise, my delegation i8 of the 

view that we should benefit fran the intelligence and vision of the founders of our 

Organization, as elpbadied in the United Nations Charter. Let us exhaust all the 

posrs fble channels offered by our Char tet in our actions to ree tore peace in the 

Middle East and the world at large. The Charter contains specific provisions for 

dealing with such acts of aggression and breaches of the peace. 

Coning as I do from southern Mr ica, I cannot help taking some time to draw 

similarities between the regime of Israel and that of apartheid South Africa- 

Israel is to the Middle East what the apartheid r4gime is to southern Africa. Both 

are equally barbarous, stubborn and bloodthirsty r&imes. Botch arrogate to 

themselves the right to kill Palestinians and Africans wherever their warrronger ing 

fancy may lead them. Emth see iso1.a ted an,? condemned by the international CommunitY 



(Mr:. Doe Qarntos, t4tmMbigue) 

on acctwnt of their alaminable policies. &JgLQaaiCBI i%?d geiICWi6k Iore the Qo%1on 

BenoPPinatora between the two r4gimeo. Both rdgfms am actively engaged $n the 

eatablishmnt, eecruitmnt, eraining, Unancing and eupp&ying ot mewi barrdii;ii dfb 

the aim of deotabiliefng nefghbouring count.rLes~. 

It is for thaae reamme that my delega tisn - asI ind%%d, the whole Of @e 

international ommnity - is dieturbed by the ever-growing collaboration betuseu 

ffssael 8nd South Africa. Tlte ~aUtacy co-spec~tfc81 between the two dgi*a, 

particularly in the nwlear field, poses a great danger to @acer not only in the 

region8 c~ac~t:ned, but in others as well. It is therefore very appropriate that 

the General As~~arpbly has devoted great attention to this issue. Hy delegation 

atcmgly candeim~ I21i.s collabaratim between Xscael and South Afctca. 

The position of my Government on the issue before ue io well known. It is our 

atrmg belief that peace, in the Middle East can only be achieved cm the basis of 

recognition of the tight of the Palestinian people to self4steraination and to 

establish their own sovereign and independent State. Israel must withdcaw from the 

occupied Palestinian and Arab tecritorictr and respect the sovereignty, tnrritcx is1 

integrity and independence of Sta tea in the Cegim , as well as their right to 1 ivc 

in peace and freedora. 
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we alma hrpliraw tbt all peace initiativers, at either t&e rqianrsl or the 

tntQmatiom1 ~QVQ~, should t#r Qacplored QxhauativQly, with a view ta ~t?dfng t.b 

Middle met crisirr. Among them initiatives, the Arab Peace Plan won thb QupiPKt 

of thQ Oenecal Asserdhly and of the Non-Aligned MovQnQnt. 

Another peaoe ptopcmal cm whiah m delegation ha8 bad the csppxtunity to 

3%press its view on previwe occasions is the balding of an international 

conference on paace in the Middle East, called for by the QQnsral Aesmbly. At 

this point w delegation wiehee to reiterate its eupport for that prwsal. We are 

cxmoinced that that cxmfetonoe wuld be one of the keyed ta a just, coa@rQhQasiVQ 

and Pasting solution to the Middle East crisis. 

f. wish to seiea this gpomtunity to fenw out setong wppfxt for and 

solidarity with the Paletstine Liberation Organfzation (Pm) ir\. their l,~ithate 

struggle. With regard to Lebanon, we aall upon Israel to withdraw its traapa fro8 

that country iraediately and uncmditionally and to respect fully Lebanonor 

independence, sovereignty and territorial integrity. In ConcLuston, we reiterate 

our atmng appeal to ftan and Iraq to bring a swift end to the fratricidal war 

which hao adversely affected crorld peace and security. 

Mr. TROYW0VSK.Y (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation 

fron 18uaslan)s It would be no exaggeration to say that among the areas of ctfsie 

in the world, the Middle East conflict haa na equal in duratfan, intensity and in 

its destabilizing effect nn both the tqional and the wxld situation. Par dwadoe 

IK)W~ at time6 smouldering a;ld at others erupting, the hc&bed sf V~P in the Middle 

fast has claimed thousands upn thousands of Pivts, causing untold material and 

rrsoral damage to all the State8 and peoples involved. Sparks from the Middle East 

conflagration have many times created a red-hot political atmosphere in the 

international situation, bringing the world to the brink of danger. FOC that 
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reaacm the debates an the Middle East ilpluue~, in partiaular at this anniversary 

session of the Geneva1 AseembPy, ehould be an ocooeien for all of us to taks a 

Pemger and harder 1-k at the mot: uaufseel of’ this oontinuflwy confPiot and fm 

identify the obetaales to its s&tlement, 

That needs ts be done also beaause the United Nations has consistently given 

peiority in its wxk to the Middle Eaflt, and ie still doing so. The Organisation 

haa adq&ed a n&c of useful decisions uhichE taken together, prwide a solid 

basis for the searah for a stable peace in the region with due regard for the 

legitimate interests of $11 ehe parties conuernedr b&h the Arabs and Israel. As 

the Sccretary-cieneral, Mr. Javfer P&z de Cu&lar, noted in his recant report to 

the General Assembly on the Middle East, the United Natdarrs 

*ha8 probably devoted to this issue pore time and more attention than to any 

other international problem.a (A/40/779, Para. 34) 

The conclusion in this report is particularly disturbing and alarming: 

‘The search far a peaceful eottlemcnt of the Middle East problem remaina 

elusive and the situation in the Middle East continues to be unstable.” 

That conclusion, uhfch has been achwd over so many years, must be a cause for 

serious concern among all those genuinely atriving for true peace in the region. 

FOP the overwhelming majority of States it is indisputable that the root cause 

of the continuing conflict in the Middle East is the aggresoive and ekzansfonist 

policy of the Israeli leaders, which comprises many elements, These include 

Israel’8 stubborn refusal to end its illegal cxcupatbon of Arab land6 Or to 

cecqnize the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people, and in its annexation 

of East Jerusalem and the Golan Heights, as well a6 the large-scale colonfzation of 

the occupied terrftarfes, the repressive policies against the indigenous 
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ppulatisn, and eyrrtematic armed prsvooaticxne against and encroaohmnts on the 

terrf&rial integoity and sovetsignty OE ‘$3 Arab states. All these actions have 

Wan regieatedly ai%! d@%w~taaly condcrpnti by the General Aesembly, the Security 

COunuil and many other intsrnational fOWLus. 

Clearly them ie rm nead to enumera~ once again all the decisions that have 

basn taken. Many delegations have already referred to them in some detail. 

Sufficrt it to say that a~ a whole those decisions represent a stern indictment of 

tha Psraeli Occupfers, daily strengthened by fresh accueatione, 

Only two aonthc ago the Security Council once again decisively condemned the 

raid hy the Iaraelh Air Force on Tunis, deeoribing it aL8 an act of armed aggression 

against a Member State of the United Nations. Nevertheless, a& we all know, many 

decieiona of th8 united Nations on the Middle East and Palestine still remain to be 

ilplcmnte!d. 

NO QcIe hao any Wbts about how Israel can 80 long continue its defiant 

violation of all the basic rule8 of international law and of inter-State relations, 

to disregard the Charter and United Nations decisions , and systematically ignore 

the will of the international cmunity. First of all it is because IsraelIf 

Senior %trategic partner@, the United Btates, has lavishly financed the 

expansionist policies of the Israeli leaders and has injected multi-billion dollar 

grants to keep their overgrown mnilitnry machine, In the second place, Tel Aviv has 

long heen accustomed to expeot that each tine it finds itself in the dock, its 

overseas patron will hurry to the rescue to cover up its unsavoury deeds. The 

16 vctoe5 by the United States Wdministration in the Security Counci: on the Middle 

East grubfern in lees than five yesr~ are eloquent teetimony as to why, to this t3ajr, 

Israel has not been taken to task. 



agglre5aion. With a diligmce worthy of 5 better caumr both gartncre still pretend 

that they are en the verge of producing em5 magical tiraula that ooold lead e0 

peace in the Middle East without the withdxawal of the f~raeli troop@ from all the 

occupied Arab ter:rftories or metor inq the leqftimtc tights of the Palestinian 

people l We muat say that we have often men many einilar attmptrr ia the pact and 

that* predictably, all of them bave failed. 
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we would aok them arc there any real grounds for auoh a plicy? The an~@r 

ie that there arc not, and there uannot be. As representativea know, Xesaol nae 

established by iy General Aasernb;by deoieion, which envieaged the o&~ultaneoue 

creation Pn the fomele Mandated Territory of Palestine of an independent Arab 

State. All subsequent attempts to get around that question, to forget about the 

right of the Palestinian people to self-determination and sovereignty, have only 

resulted in the already couples knot of the Middle East problem being tightened 

even more. The policy of eegarate deals hae steadily lead UQ deeper and deeper 

into the Middle East labyrinth. Very few people today rmePaber tha protPdEt@~ of 

peace for all time uhioh we heard from Camp David, bwauste they have long sinae 

been drowned out by the rumble of Iaraeli tanks at the walle of Beirut. How much 

naore blood tnust be spilled in the Middle East before everyone realises the dire 

consequences of this continuing policy? 

The question is directed primarily at the Israeli leaders, because it ie above 

all they who should think of the future of their State and pegle. St is at the 

very least short-sighted and naive to believe today that a small country with a 

population of 4 million and limited resources aan indafinitttly keep up in a 

military race with so many neighbours. The guarantee of Sarael’s seaurity lies not 

in its waeteful and fleeting military supremacy, but in the establishment of 

peaceful, good-neightxxzly relations with the Arabs. To achieve that, ft is 

necessary to show realism. Israel ohould renounce its exceaofve, unrealistic 

ambdt ions, Gtap seeing the whol.e Arab world as a defence perimeter, to uoe the 

words of a present member of the Israeli cabinet, and instead start genuine and 

constructive neqotiat.ione. 
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The sme question ie aloo addre&md TV t&me who sugqgork and enmurage Imae 

&I& A.P ~*waarrlw pfmsim. c.. ICI- “rro^e* ‘;lh& ‘Jn:gg.SI;;+- bluu .m”“*u, g-4rr- ---9-e.*== -re--r*ruwr 2 4,9&s= I.. Mamm? 

a settlement of regfonal conflicts in the mrld. 9cf what ie meant is not an 

arbitrary and selective approach ta this question, and it is not an attcapt to use 

a new pretext to interfere in the internal affairs of sovereign, independent 

States, such a desire can only be welcomed. Xouevet, to achieve it what 18 

required ia the renunciation of unconditional support for one of the parties in the 

Middle East conflict$ abandonment of the idea that the region ie one’s own 

backyard; rejection of the policy of separate deals; and use of the machinery for a 

peaceful settlement which wae proposed a long time ago - an international 

conference on the Middle East. The overwhelming majority of States supports the 

immediate convening of such a conference as the only realistic way to resolve the 

Middle East ~Jrcblem. Only a few representatives obstinately push the red button 

every time the General Assembly votes in favour of such a conference, s3y doing 80, 

they clearly demonstrate who is in fact iapeding the search for peace in the Middle 

East and who is obstructing a genuine Middle East aettlaaant. 

The Soviet Union has naturally been closely following devclopPctnta in the 

Middle East, a region situatd in the bmediate vicinity of its imrdera. St bar 

not only been following the situation, but has been behaving with a great sense of 

teqwnsibility, in order that the situation do? cs not gc caq?3.ctely out of con~rot, 

He are seeking, and wili continue to seek, political approaches to a comprehensive, 

just se?tlement of the conflict. Ye are convinced that the process sf such a 

settlement should be brought about in the interests of all the peoples of the 

region, including the Palestinfan and Israeli peoples. 



(Mr. Troyanovoky, rUSSR) 

API the Afmmbly kimws, in July last year then Soviet Wnion au-de plume 

iar-sec&ing p~czporS&a hx a Ii&ii0 b3& reidement. ‘5iaey iravo gairiti widetfbgread 

supwet throughout the world au a consrtructive , reerUstfc ptoglrame of action, 

a-d at finding a ihmdmntall, comprehsnrrive uolution to tha problm of the 

Middle East. 

The Soviet proposals are baaed on the now univeroally recognized principbe of 

the inadmissibility of the acquisition of territory by war. That 1~8~8 that Israel 

should return to the Araba all the lands it hae occupied eincs 1967 - the Golan 

Heights@ the West Bank, the Gaze Strip, Eaet Jerusalem and southern Lebanon. Those 

proposals are baaed on the premise that there can be no pewre in the Middle East 

without the realieation of the inalienable right8 of the Palestinian people to 

self-determination and the creation of their own independent State. ThorPe 

proposals are fair to all the parties to the Middle East conflict. They are aimed 

at genuinely guaranteeing the right of all the States of the region to a cafe, 

independent existence , ending the state of war and establishing peace between 

them. It is also proposed that international guarantee6 be given in connection 

with the rrttlement and to which the Soviet Union ir praparad to rubrcribe. 

The Soviet Union alao clearly mes a &pacific way of iqlementing those 

principles fcr a Middle East eettlement, namely, by the convening of an 

international peace conference, with kha participation of Israel, all the Arab 

states concerned and the Palestine Liberation Organfzation (PLO), a8 the Peqitfmate 

representative of the Palestinian people. The Bovlet Union and the United States 

should also take part in the conference since, because of circumstances, they play 

an important role in Middle East affaiss. The participants in the conference 

should also int;ude some other countries that are capable of making a pusitive 

contribution to resolving the problems of the Middle East. 
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&yet from khe quegition of partkipatSsn, the Soviet pmp3als also cover 

other aepeate of the p~actbaal organization and work of the conference* The Soviet 

position was clearly fomulated tecmtly in a statesent by the General SecretarY of 

the Central Committee of the C%uunfst Party of the Soviet Union, Mr. Gorbachev, 

who said: 

‘Why ie the Soviet Union ao insistently advocating the convening of an 

international confeosnce on the Middle East? St is certainly not k%X!aUS@ W@ 

hope, as certain pesple alleger to get the upper hand at that conference or 

gain unilateral advmtageb, The Saviet wnion hae na mmh intentiona. 

.We favour the conference for the simple reason that it is virtually the 

only reasonable and effective way to put an end to the state of belligerence 

which has existed for uo many years in the Middle East and establish lasting 

peace there, and to achieve it without further bloodshed, without intrigues Or 

deals made by sme people behind the backs of others, and taking due account 

of the legitimate Interests of all. the partilea cancerned, without any 

exemption.” 

Naturally, the aonvening of an international conference on the Middle East i5 

not an easy matter, St will require adequate preparatory crork. The first 

rewfremnt is, that the opPonenta of the conference change their approach. We 

need the cfose co-operation and nolidarity of the Arab countries, because 

eaperience clearly ahowa that the Arabs are strong when united and weak when 

divi8ed. The conference also needs broad international support. tae hQps that the 

Assembly will this year once again decisively support its convening. 



resn/up A/40/Pv.100 
76 

(Mr. Troyancw sky, USSR) 

Witbat undolvasPtAmat&ng U& d~$?~~m~tiea jr! tie uay ~2% a ,wce%ul rrebtIn-nt 

fn tbQ #fddh m8tr the tioviet delegidion would like to at~e88 that it ia high time 

U clorbins our affoxt;e and ciwngrf the muf~e of event8 in the Middle East, to put 

@Ut &be sum&Ier ing pocket of international ten8ion and to guarantee the pace and 

8mwrity of all State8 and peoples of the regim. The Soviet Unim again oalls 00 

&A thaas who will determine the umvement for peace to demonstrate statesmanlike 

rarr~ibi1it.y and realism and make theirs contribution towards the attainment of 

that iwbls goal. 

The PRBSDGNT (interpretation from French)t In omformlty with 

twolution 3231 (XxXx) dated 20 B?ove&mr 1974, P call cm the Observer of the 

Falerrtina LdbsEation Organization. 

W. RAMLAW (Paleutine Liberation Organizatfon) (interpretation from 

Arabia) 8 the Ganeral Asse&+ly is today considering the situation in the Middle 

SIIt 18 war8 after it dfQBd follaWing the oocupatton by Israel of Palestinian land 

an0 other Arab territories in 5967. Ever since then the General ~ssea&Ly has been 

baling with this prc!blen and has adopted numrous resolutions on the matter. Tn 

there mmlutionr the Wneral Asse,rbly has carderned Suarl for its occupation of 

thOre tQrritUrie8 and for it8 inhurPan practices against the population. It has 

called for the umxmdftfmml wktbdrawal of Israel from the occupied territories in 

nemrdance with the principle of the inadmissibility of the acquisition of 

territories by fcxcep me of the principles of the Charter concerning the 

~bfat~tii~i;s 02 -paw ~~?ng peoplt?s and States. Ststael’s respcrnsle to the attempts 

by tba fntoenatianal community and by the General &x?eir&ly has been to tighten its 

8ilitiFy hold on the occupied At& terrfwrhes by annexing yerugaJ,em and &cbaring 

it the mpitad of Israel; by enacting the Law af Administrative DetentionS which 

had been enacted by the Rrftish Mandate forces in 194 5, and by mak inq laws which 
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allcued t&a Seraola$ occupyhg foams ta ccnfhate wata3rc hind and property, tr;o 

resort to arbitrary datenttont and to arbitrary murdm of citfzms, to grautfere the : * 

mast appalling ilorfw of torture in the de tenth caap43 and pr isam and to unlead 

gangs to terroxixe Palestiniaa citizens. The idea was to expel them bayond the 

borders and to ayg3.y feraelf laws and addnietratlion in the Syrian Golan ffeigtmts a@ 

a practical means of annexing them to f era&. Israel has estiblished colanialiet 

settlement0 Sn dtffarent gaits of t&e cmxpied teixitwier;, md ocmpied mote Arab 

tarritxx ies ia Lebamn during the ferael i invasion of that country in Z982, 

Qespite f&e repeated ap~ale by md reaolutiane of the intmmtional WMftY 

for a ceesat.ion of these a&a, which by their nature ounstitute a Flagrant 

vPolatiaa of the ulrited Nations Charter, the Universal Declaration of Kuman Kiqht-sr 

the 1949 Genems Carventions, the 1907 Eague Cmventlon and the norms of 

Mmnational law, Israel cmtinuse its policy of aggressim and @nWimr 

ignoring the vi11 of the intirnational oolrwnity and persisting in iarpoaing the 

policry of fsit acoanpli by forao in total disregard of the comaqusnces Qf that 

policy for inturnatimal peaue and secur ity. 

Sinoe ita foundation, the flhitud Nations has newt experienced the defiance of 

am of Ate Merlpu Statee ard ita tata1 disregard of the Orr-nlzatim’s r@solutfO- 

in tie very shameEu1 way that Israel has acted. It looks as though I stael has 

bacome a super-Power ca fzhf6 planet, a Power that cannot be deterred by any 

international law, will not abide by human values and cannst be restrained by the 

will oP the international cxmmunity. 

The Stakes of the world have no Difficulty in recognizing the scuree of the 

gxneor backing IsrineX, nat only in its hostility towards the Palestinian and other 

Arab people6 but also towards the will of the International commnity represented 

by the United Nations and its resolutions. The urqualif led support provided W the 
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U3fted Gfaate8 to Tawa& m the @olitical, rrlilitaxy and ertcmomio lwelsr which 

rtichsd it@ tiimmk with the etxategic allisnoe between t&m am3 the granting to 

Xura8l of trade prOaritie8 in th ulited States as well as prctectinq it in 

internation& foruae. All this - coaatftutes the dI3cisive factor in 1srnel’s 

crmtinuatian of its3 srrogmt poliay of aggression. Tbi8 @uta Sstael and the Ilhft;ed 

Statam an an equal footing whet dealing with ths United Nations, on tha one hand, 

and In Israel's bcstilitfes towards neighbouring Arab counts:fss and to the 

pab@tinfan P4!O~le an the other band, united Statee support for Israel on the 

@itical level L a pajar etumblinq block gswenthq the mited ~fhnx3 fro@ 

i-ring itr will in the aear& for a just and mPlpr&enshre solution u We 

problan. T~U, the reoorendatioim of the General Asse&bty ate still vetoed by the 

United Staten in favaur of Israel and its aqqrcasion and the United States prevent6 

t&e Seaucity Coumil from adopting MY tttttiolution that would put m end m the 

agqrealrive policy of Israel and end its rebellion against the decisions and 

tmolutima of tbe Wtmd NatitmS. 

The Witsd Statea &es this in order to paralyse the will of the international 

-it,, *Ibodied in the tuolutioru of the General Asaetily, on the quefSttm Of 

the &Ml@ mot and the qwstim of Pulmtine. It does 80 to enable it to impose 

American solutions, tx3 sew43 its own interests in the region and to maintain 

Israel’8 caccu~tian OE the land. 

In view of that Israeli-ArPetPcan aggression, the States cf the votld can 

wderstmd the re jectim by tha Iunited States and Israel of ttw proposal for the 

Wnvmfng of an intC!Knational peace conference in the Middle East, as called for by 

the General Assembly ak its last two sessims and in the Declaration af the 

St?ternatfCXd Cwtfk?ren~ on the Queetian of Paleetine, held in Geneva in 1983. The 

United Statea and Israel have rejected that proposal. They have alsa rejected the 
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Arab peace plan, known aa the Fez plan, forwlabiD by aL1 the Aeab cuunt.~f~~~, &fbfd¶ 

was welcomed by all States in the work3 as,a cum Arab vision that muld 3.~3 to 

the solution of the Middle East problem. The Arab countriee amI the PLO fQtouPe~d 

tJle Fez peace plan and accepted the idea of convening an bteunational pace 

conference in which all the parties to ule cmflict would participate, ineltiding 

the PLO, the Soviet Union, the mitead States of America and the ofAsr perlvrnent 

members of the Security Council, under the auspices of the United NatPmis, in order 

TV CmSidet a just8 conprehensive and lasting s&ution to the problem of PlllemJtint 

in accordvrce with the resolutims of the United Dbtiormr 8 aoluticm that would 

guarantee the inalienatrle rights of the Palestinian people and lay the fOUndatiOn8 

of comprehensive, jwt and lafitinq peace and stability in the regim. 

The Ki.ddle East problem, which started wj,ti the occupation by Ietad of the 

Palestinian and Arab territories in 1967, would not have arisen had it not been for 

the question of Palestine, which has existed since the creation of the United 

Natfons. The United Nations, md the Genetal Ass8nbY.y in particulW, have 

attempted to solve this problem since 1947, when the General Amsedly l &pted it@ 

famous resolution 181 (XT) providing for the tatablidrmmt of tuo State8 in the 

land of Palestine, an Arab one and a Jeuish are. 
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The General Acrscably has reaffimed in numemm rasoibtione that the queStiOn 

of Plrledtiae is at the core of the MMdle Eaet conELi&. Without a just solution 

to the question of Paleatfne, whierh is at the core of the conflict, any solution to 

the question of the Plbddle aast will be telagorary and will not aervf3 to restore 

peace. Such a solution would be lfke treating a chronic disease with pain-killers. 

Xerael does not want the core of the problem to he solved. It has diverted 

the mrldgs attention by stressing marginal iseues vhiah have nothing to do with 

the central problem, thus keeping the Middle East prey to wars whioh could spread 

te other region6 distant from the source of the diepute, 

The PLG fs the leader of the struggle waged by the Palestinian people by every 

wan8 et ite dinpmal, and attacherr great importance to political etruggl.+. The 

PLO haa seized every opportunity in the context of international law and of efforts 

to aohievs a just and maprehensive solution) it has always taken a serious-minded, 

)urt position in so doing. To further the auhievenent of a eolution, It has 

aaaepted all United Nation8 rerrolutiona relevant to the queetion of Pnlestiner it 

aeoepted the 1983 Geneva dmlatrtions and the reoomendationn of the International 

~&fwenae on the Quertion of Palestine. 

The PLX) reiterate that it ie neoosmary to convene an international confermae 

on peace in the Middle Eafit and reject8 all other alternatives, such as an 

“.int@rnational umbrella” or international guarantees as understood by the United 

Ptstea and ‘Israel far any negotiations cm the question of Palestine in lieu of an 

international conference. We reaffirm that attampting to circumvent: international 

legitimacy fs a8 dangerous ae attempting to circumvent the achievement of the 

right.8 of khe Palestinian people: both would aim at undermining the foundations of 

a juet mu! compreheneive peace in the Middle Cant, 

In the context of all these developments, the Palestinian people wilX continue 

its etruggle t.c regain it& legitimate national right 0 and to restore just and 
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Yaotetday, the repreasntativc of Israel proposed a draft resolution, but said 

that he wau not optLietia about ite acceptance by tRe General Assembly. Be said 

that 

“such a .*. rcrsolution doerr not rJtand a chance here. Until it doea, this 

debate ie meaninglessa. (A/4O/PV.l04, P. 121 

That is Iarael@s attitude towards the United Natiorns and its General 

Aerremblyr if the General Aesembly does not acquiesce in Israel’s expansionist 

derigna and aggreiisive poliaies towards other countriee, the &bate 1~ 

Tneaninglem3m. That ia how Israel treats the Unitad Natione and the General 

JmaBbly . They must agree to its polioies of aggrealrion and expansion at the 

expense of other pwpler, or their work i8 Qeaningle8sn. This gives us an idea of 

how it troatr the Paletrttnian people, which has ruffered under tb yoke of 

wlonialism for lore than 18 yearse 

We have an idea too of the suffering of the Lebanese people, whose land has 

been invaded and G~strqwl ty foraslf foreea. fseael’~ Pnwaaitw has caused the 

death of 70,000 civiliana who had lived safely on their land and in theilc homes, 

and the .- qgresefon continues, ao dewxWxate3 by yesterday’e act of aggre%ione 

The Gecurity Council and the General Assembly should take steps to impose 

sanctions against Ifirael foe its failure to comply with United Nations resolution6, 

lest the sieuaeion d@taeforaee, the nupnber of victims increase, and new war8 break 

out. Thus, the international community must agree an a formlala in line with its 

rcapme!btlity t-0 guarantee poncz and ;;ecurity. That will be possible only with an 




