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

TRIBUTE 70 THE MEMORY OF MR. FREDERICX BOLAND, PRESIDENT OF TEE PIFTEENTH SESSION
OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): It is ay sad duty to draw

the attention of members of the Assembly to the news of the death of
Mr. Frederick Boland of Ireland, which occurred yesterday.

Frederick Boland was President of the fifteenth session of the General
Assembly, in 1960, a former Secretary-General of the Foreign Ministry of Ireland
and the first Permanent Representative of Ireland to the United Nations. He played
a8 prominent role in this Organization and made a major contribution towards the
attainment of the objectives set out in the Charter.

On behalf of the General Assembly I should like to express to the members of
the family of Frederick Boland and to the Government and people of Ireland our
deepest and most sincere condolences.

I invite representatives to stand and observe a minute of silence in tribute
to the memory of Frederick Boland.

The members of the General Assembly observed a minute of silence.

Mr. MCDONAGH (Ireland): I wish to thank you, Mr. President, for the warm
tribute which you have paid to the mem.ry of the late Ambassador boland. My
delegation is grateful also for the sympathy shown here today by all delegations.

I think it is par ticularly appropriate that you, Sir, should convey this
tz ibute since I know that you sat in this Assembly under Ambassador Boland's
presidency. as a member of your country's delegation. It is perhaps also fitting
that I should now be replying to your tribute, since I was here at that time as a

junior member of the Irish delegation.
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Ambassador Boland was cne of the outatanding public servants of the young

Irish State. He played a most important role in the development of the Irish
Foreign Service and contributed greatly to the profile of Ireland in this
Organization and in the internaticnal arena generally., His dedication to the
purposes of the United Nations and his application to its practical work were an
indication to all of Ireland's firm commitment to the United Nations.

Freddy, as he was knowa to hils contemporaries and, I aw afraid, as he was
sometimes referred to by irreverent juniors, will long be remembered.

I know that Asbassador Boland's family, to whom I will convey your tribute,
Mr.President, would wish me to thank you most warmly, and my Government would also
vant me to express its deep appreciation to you.

AGENDA ITEM 38 (continued)

THE SITUATION IN THE MIDDLE EAST: REPORTS OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL (A/40/168,
A/40/668 and Add, 1, A/40/799 and Corr.l)

Mr. EL-FATTAL (Syrian Arab Republic) (interpretation from Arabic):

Before making my statement, may I be permitted to extend to the Ambassador of
Ireland our most sincere condolences on the death of Mr. Boland, whom we knew ag a
great statesman. His work will always be appreciated internationally. We reguest
the Ambassador of Ireland, through you, Mr. President, to convey our condolences to
the bereaved family of Mr. Boland.

The crisis of the Middle East, the crux of whi~h is the question of Palestine,
is one of the first crises that came about after . founding of the United
Nations. One of the constant factors of this crisis is the continued Israeli
escalation of its policy of aggression against the Arab people and expansion of its

gcope to threaten the security and peace of zll Arab countries.



AW/aa A/40/PV,106
7

{Mr. El-Fattal, Syrian
Arab Republig)

While consolidating its aggression againet the pecple of Palestine, an
aggression which atarted in 1948, Israel is escalating its “long-arm® policy
against the Arab countries. One of the most recent manifestacions of this policy
was its attack against the Tunisian capital, which demonstrataes the gqualitative and
geogreaphic extension of Israeli aggression, since Iscrael believes that through its
"nailed fist® policy, on the one hand, and its “long-arm" policy on the other, {t
can reduce on our Arab nation to despair and make it submit,

Israel's increasingly aggressive policy has been carried out simultaneously
with the adoption by the United States adminiatration 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 Bast , which contains the most
important strategic air, land and water routes. It is also situated at the
crossroads of three continents and is endowed with most of the world's oil reserves.

The iatest United States threats against the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, revealed

by the washington Post of 3 November 1985, which are accompanied by military

preparations to commit aggression against the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, are but a
qualitative escalation that falls within the context of extending imperialist
hegemony to realize the objectives of United States foreign policy through the use
of force, violation of the sovereignty of States, and intervention in their
internal affairs,

We in Syria have decided to stand up to and confront this conspiracy against
the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya with all the means necessitated by the confrontation
process. 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. 1In implementing its "long-arm" policv, the
Israell air force has been violating the air space of several Arab countries and

breaching their inviolability in a blatant and provocative manner.
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The force option chosen by the United States of America and its ally Israel
will be met with intensive Arab resistance to their designs. We believe that the
United States has not yet learned the lessons of its military intervention in
Lebanon, despite its ignominious defeat and the defeat of its ally Israel in the
land of fraternal Lebanon.

One of the most dangerous developments threatening our area is the strategic
United States~Israeli alliance, because it is an alliance that is not confined to
the support of Israeli expansionism and all i{ts means of aggression against
Palestine, Syria and Lebanon, but it is an integrated alliance aimed at threatening
the Arabs individually and collectively, since its objective is to expand the
sphere of Israeli-United States influence to include all countries of the region.

This strategic institutionalized alliance, directed against the Arabs, today
covers all spheres, such as commercial, economic and military, to the point that
Israeli strength has become part and parcel of the strength of the United States of
America, While United States strength finds in Israel an advance military outpost,
this alliance has been broadened recently to include co-operation between the two
countries in “star wars® matters.

The Tel Aviv-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 cerritorial integrity of our region as a whole. It also constitutes a
threat to international peace and security. Undoubtedly, the seeds of this
alliance were planted as a result of the capitulation policy initiated by the Camp

David accords, which led to an imbalance in the area.
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If Iscael persists in using force against the Arab countries, it is only

because it is certain that it finds in Washington the loyal ally which does not

ally. It was under the Amorican umbrella that Israel declared Jerusalem its
eternal capital. It alsc annexed the Golan Heights in 1981l. Then it waged a
brutal war against Lebanon in 1982, which led to thu blockade and occupation of the
girst Arab capital, Beirut, and the destruction of the cultural, social and
ecoiomic infrastructure in Lebanon. Farts of that fraternal country are still
today languishing under Israeli occcupation and its oppression, terrorism and

violence.
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The pecpla in southern Lebanon are subjected to systematic brutal raids by the

Israoli forces against defenceleas civiltﬁn&. Their cities and villages both
within and outside the cccupied 2one are bombarded. The objective of these
military operations is to prevent tne Lebanese frow resuming their normal life, to
consolidate the ocoupation, to keep the sword of Damocles hanging over the heads of
the Lebanese people and to hammer the procers of national détente, which is
deepening day by day.

Organic relations existed between Israel and the United States until 19680, but
once the new Administration took office in 1981 thuse relations became
institutionalized. They were described by Mr. Shultz in a statement he made on
21 April 1985 as follows:

"Strategic co~operation between the United States and Icrael has become
an institutionalized official process, 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."

This Israeli-American alliance, supported by vast sums of money and a steady
flow of sophisticated weapons, is almost an integration of the economies and
military capabilities of the two countries. No other American Administration has
ever employed the financial resourves of the American people in the service of
Izrael's objectives to the extent that the current Administration has, on the basis
of the American imperialist theory that Israel is a strategic capital. This
Administration granted Israel £900 million to help it develop the Levi jet fighter,
which today is competing with American fighters in the American and international

markets.
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Since 1984 all kinds of American financial aséietance have been given to

Israel as grants and outstanding debts have'been cancelled. As from fiscal year
1965 American financial assistance has been given in a lump sum. Furthermore, the
frea zone agreement of May 1985 mado the American market a fruitful outlet fox
Iscaell goods, which compete with American products.

Congress promulgated a law guaranteeing that American assistance to Israel
would not fall below the repayment by Istael of outstandiug debts. This ceiling is
$1.1 billion. Although at $&,200, israel's per capita foreign debt is the highest
in the werld, Ysrael currently receives 17 per cent of overall American foreign
assistance. 1In the fiscal years 1985 and 1986 Israel will receive more than
$7 billion. As for the current fiscal year, Israel has been granted financial
assistance to the tune of $2.6 billjon as a grant, of which $1.4 billion is
earmarked for economic assistance and the rest for so-called defence, in addition
to the sum of $5800 million as emergency assistance. It is estimated that American
assistance to Israel will asount 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 world have an average per capita income of at
best $400,

These figures show clearly that the American economy supports Israel in
consolidating its aggression and occupation and rewards it for the use of force
against the Arab States. All of thig falls within the concept of the strategic
allisnce and is based on the fact that Israel is an asset to American imperialism.

The gravity of the situation in the Middle East is not due to anything new; it
is the inevitable result of the development of the aggressive expansicrnist
character of Iarael. Since Igrael's inception 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 saettlers in Arab Palestine in 1917 and once the settlex
colonialist racist State was established in 1948, it proceeded swiftly by means of
violence, force and terrorism to displace the indigenous population, annex the land
and seize Arab properties. Israel's record is replete with such acts. It waged
wars of aggression against the Arabs, such as the 1948 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 create
Greater Israel.

Israel has never concealed its expansionist intentions although it pays
lip-service to peace., For it, peace i8s merely a truce that allows it to assimilate
the fruits of its continuous acts of aggression and to maintain the possibility of
comnitting further acts of aggression in the name of religion, race or history,
although it does not believe in religion and has no values or history, except the
distorted history fabricated by the theorists of Zionism to give it a counterfeit
birth certificate. The Zionist movement is simply a colonialist movement that was
born with the inception of the European colonial expansionist movement. It is the
other side of the coin, parallel in terms of development, fdeology and tactics with
the European expansion in the third world in the 19th century.

Israel: since its inception, although it has harped constantly on the word
"peace", has rejected all efforts at genuine peace, It understands peace as the
consolidation of the fait accompli it creates by force of arms after each war it
wages, at which time it calls for peace on the basis of the spolls of the last war.

Like any expansionist, racist, settler colonialist entity, Israel plans and
acts to crush the Arabs, dehumanize them and threaten their cultural and national

existence, Force is Israel's optimum means and in that exclusivist, racist society
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constitutes the highest of the distorted, degraded Zicnist values, which run
counter to universal ethics and human values,

Zioniem fabricated the myth of "God's chosen people® and “the promised land"
to put Palestine and its surroundings on the international real-estate register as
its progerty. The annexation of Palestine was simply designed to eliminate one of
the sost important aspects of the Christian and Islamic culture, oince the
exclusivist Jewish State must be wholly Jewish in temporal and secular terms. And

the annexation of the Golan Heights was a prelude to further expansionist acts.
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The more Israel calls for peace the more it expands at the expense of our iand
and people. %oday we find lsrael, having occupied the whole of Palastine and the
Syrian Golan Heights, is still in parts of south Lebanon which it calle the
“security belt" but which has become the “death belt* for the Israeli invaders and
their lsckeys. Therefore, the Middle East crisis is a conflict between a raecist,
facticnal, settler colonialist group and a Christian-~Islamic=-Arab culture of
universal orientation which flows into the mainstream of universal culture.

History shows that the Arabs contributed to the building of that culture in
the service of humanity. That conflict is therefore a fateful one, because it
threatens all aspects of the Arab presence in all areas occuplied by Israel, or
those areas that it plans to occupy. It is a fateful conflict, because the Zionist
dogma does not even acknowledge the existence of the Arabs. Regardless of their
affiliations, parties and orientations, Israeli 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 has established 41 settlements in the Syrian Golan Heights
on behalf of the so-called liberation, 172 settlements in the West Bank on behalf
of liberation, and 19 settlements in the Gaza Strip in the name of liberation.
Their liberation and the displacement of miliions of persons from and into the
occupied Arab territories are but war crimes under the rules of contemporary
international law and the Fourth Geneva Convention which was codified and develop:od
in the wake of the Second World War to prevent a repetition of the Nazi criwmes
being perpetrated today by Isvael before us all.

The Israelis claim that the Arabs who defend their land, homes, properties and

entity are terrorists and have imposed a state of emergency on the population to
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suppress the heroic resistance of the Arabs under occupation in defence of their

cights, Naturally, the Israelis and the Western world forget that the right to
resist the aggressor is am international human right acknowledged by all. MHe who
dcos not rasist cccupaticn is dceomed to extinction.

The European resistance against nazism was not terrorism but heroisa the
praise of which the world sings. As equal human beinge, we cannot but regard the
resistance against Israeli occupation as heroism and an epic written by young men
and womer. sacrificing their lives to write a new Arab history. It behoves us to
pay a tribute to their sacrifice and acts.

We £ind no difference between South Africa and Israel. Both have adopted a
dogma based on the genocide of the indigenous population and the deprivation of
their rights. The white settlers occupied fertile African land, plunder the
natural resources and dismembered the country into bantustans in which they force
the indigenous population to deprive them of citizenship. They have created large
concentration camps with millions of persons and deprived them of equality, as
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 settlers seize the land of the Africans, with the
assistance of imperialism and colonialism, enslave or displace the population, and
herd them into closed pockets. In Palestir» there are alien settlers brought in to
expel the Arabs and to annex and occupy their land, There {8 no difference between
Israel and Scuth Africa, since they both threaten and seek to extend hegemony over
the surrounding States and gerve world imperialism, which in turn serves them,

Pretoria occupies Namibia and maintains a military presence in a part of

Angola. hs for Israel, it extends from the coastal part of Palestine to the hills
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ard now occupies the whole countrys it has also extended into Syria and Lebanon.
Both régimes justify their existence as based on culture and their acts as inspired
by Divine will,

The relations between the xdgimes of Pretoria and Tel Aviv are growing
stronger, especially in the military field, since the two seek to develop nuierous
joint projects., One of the most recent examples is Israel's use of steel from
South Africa to armourplate its tanks, in return for which South Africa obtained
licence from Israel to manufacture Kfir aircraft. They also have a joint project
to buiid 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 solidarits and unity to repel this
expansionist invasion designed to establish Greater Israel from the Wile 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 Israell
capabilities in all fields to enable it tD 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 not
cease resisting ~ be it in Palestine, the Golan Heights or Lebanon.

The Palestinian people, supported by the Arab masses, confronted Israelil

genocide in 1948. 1In 1967 Israel occupied the whole of Palestine, the Sinai and
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the Golar Heights, and felt that it was finaily able to force the Arabs to submit

once and for all and that it had become the ruler of the region., Ho.ever, it soon
ran into Palestinian resistance in the occupied Arab and Palestinian territories,

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

By joint Arab action, the 1973 war proved that Israel was not invincible and
neither was its army as some had thought. 1Israel's defeat was imminent but for the
imperialist intervention on its side, on the one hand, and the failure of the
largest Arab country to act, on the other.

The Lebanes2 nationalist resistance which started with the Israeli invasioh of
Lebanon in June 1982, as well as the the attendant foreign intervention, is now
proving that it is 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 alliss have lost the war
in Lebanon since they have been prevented from reaping the fruits of aggression of
that war, one of which is the attempt to impose hegemony and submission on Lebanon.

The entire world today recognizes the Palestinian people's right to return to
its homeland and exercise its right to self-determination, and establish an
independent State on its niational soil, It also calls for Israel's complete
withdrawal after the serious changes brought abcut in the balance of forces by the

glorious Octobe: war.
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Anong these changes is the conviction of the majority of the internmational
community that it is no longer possible to condone Israeli adventures, that there
exists & real and dangerous conflict between the Arabs and Israel, that the Middle
East conflict directly threatens peace and security throughout the regicn, and that
that peace and security is vital to the peace ond security of the world at large.

Unfortunately world imperialism was soon able to undermine Arab solidarity,
which had been crystallized in positive changes and new facts after 1973. World
imperialism used agents toc defy the will of the Arab masses and to usurp their
freedom, but they were able to stand up to expansionist aggression., Those agents
joined in the plan of surrender.

The Camp David agreement was concluded at the expense of the dignity of the
people of Egypt and of the right of the struggling Palestinian people 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 recover their rights.

However, Arab Syria stood up against the surrender deal, which it considered a
move from the Arab camp to the Israeli camp.

8ince then, out of solidarity, Syria has had to bear great burdens. It
expressly states that a permanent and just peace i8 our requirement, It was on
that basis that in 1962 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
from all occupied Arab territories and on recovery of the inalienable naticnal
rights of the Palestinian people, foremost among which is the right to return and
to exercise self-determination and establish their own independent, sovereign State

on their national soil.
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We alse cupportsd the call for the convening of an ilnternational conferancs
undar the auspices of the United Nations in which all pacrties to the confl ict would
pacticipate, including the super-Powers « the Soviet Union and the tnited States.

We again say that the international conference is for us a requirement. At
the same time we firmly oppose all attempts to rule out or circumvent the
international conference decided on by the General Assembly in its resolution
38/58 C of 13 December 1983,

As in the past, Syria unequivocally opposes partial and unilateral solutions.
It believes that the Amman agreement signed on 11 Pebruary 1985 would liquidate the
inalienable rights of the Palestinian people, foremost among which is that people's
right to establish its own independent State on its national soil. We reiterate
what the Syrian Foreign Minister said on 1 October 1985 in the General Asgembly
general debate: that giving up that independent State renders the concept of
self-determination meaningless and useless.

Among recent positive developments in the Arab arena in this respect was the
issuance of a joint Syrian-Jordanian statement on 13 November 1985 on agreement oOn
the following: first, the need to strengthen joint Arab work in different fields
to bring about a lasting, comprehensive and just peace and to face up to Israeli
aggression; secondly, the belief of both parties that the question of Palestine is

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

direct negotiations with Israel, and reiterating that just, comprehensive and
permanent peace cannot be realized save through the convening of an internatiocnal
conference, under the auspices of the United Nations, with the participation of all
all parties concerned, including the Soviet Union and the United States; and,

thirdly, that political movement necesgitates continued serious work to enhance the
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self~defenco capacity of the Arab nation with a view to realizing their objective

of liberating the land end recover rights.

The right to self-dotermination and to the establishment of an independent
Palestinian State on Palestinian national soil constitutes the corner-stone of
United Nations resclutions on the situation in the Middle East and the question of
Palestine. It also provides the basis for the efforts of the non-aligned countries
and the Non-Aligned Movement in pursuit of a just peace. The Luanda Conference and
preceding conferences, especially the Non~Aligned Summit in New Delhi, reiterated
this basis in several paragraphs of their final statements.

A permanent and just peace is not an abstract concept. We cannot allow the
enemy and its allies to dictate conditions. We do not accept American attempts
aimed at imposing surrender on us. Israel and the United States were not satisfied
with rejecting the Fez concepts they also rejected the call to participate in the
peace conference on the Middle East, contained in General Asseably 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 Israel 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 to
participate in the conference on an equal footing and with equal rights.

The American and Israeli rejection of every constructive initiative testifles
to their persistence in puisuing a path that serves the aggression and
self-interest of each and ruling out the constructive role of the Soviet Union and
some other countries, especially the non-aligned countries, to achieve peace. It
is also their aim to stifle United Nations resolutions relative to the question of
Palestine and the role of the Secretary-Generai of the United Nations or any role

for the Organization in that endeavour.
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Most important of all is the obliteration of the national Pale2tinian Arsb

identity. In his statement in Crystal City, Virginia, on 21 April 1985 My. Shultz
confirmed the opposition of the United States to the internaticnal legitimacy
represented in United Nations resolutions, in particular General Assesbly
resolution 38/58 C of 13 Decenber 1983, oin the need to establish a Palestinian
State, as follows:

*We will not support the establishment of an independent Palestinian State in

the West Bank and Gaza."

He also ruled out any role for the United Nations when he stated that

*The only path to justice, progress and peace in the Middle East is the path

of direct negotiations."

The peace for which Washington is calling is but a new Camp David; i% has been
candemned by the General Assembly, the Non-Aligned Movement, the Organization of
the Islamjic Conference and Arab summit meetings. That peace would reward the
aggressor given the strategic imbalance, the redressment of which would constitute

a basic requirement to reach a permanent, just and lasting peace in the region.
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But, In the light of surrender and unilateral action, does this peace not mean
the obstruction of the role of the United Nations and the circumvention of its
resolutions? Does it not mean a policy of forcing the Arabs to their knees and to
threaten their rights in order to create a strategic American slliance on a wider
scale againet the people of Palestine, against Syria, Lebanon and the Acrab people
as a whole? The superior patriarchal view of the United States Administration,
which pursues towards the Middle Bast a policy of considering the region as a
backyard warehouse for American-Israeli interests, is compatible and consistent
with the view of the zionist lobby, which rules the leaders of Washington and the
members of Congress. It also controls, through its policy of give-and-take, both
parties at a given moment and on cectain issues, be they domestic or international.

The Zionist lobby, which is working under the umbrella of the American-lsraeli
Public Affairs Committee (AIPAC), clarified this syncheonization 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 commitments”. It was presented in a
statement of that Committee on 21 April 1985, to include the following: first, to
continue providing economic and military assistance from the United States to
Israel on the bagis of grants; secondly, to oppose any United States sales of
advanced weapons to the Arab States which consider themselves in a state of war
with Israel; thirdly, to work towards direct negotiations between Israel and the
Arab States and to urge the normalization of diplomatic relations as well as trade,
cultural and political relations between Israel and the Arab Statesy fourthly, to
strengthen the framework of strategic co-operation and to continue tﬁe total
military and political alliance between the United States and Israel; fifthly, to

implement the establishment of the free-trade zore batween the United States a.



AMI/8 5/402/::?\7.106

(M. El-Pattal, Syrian Arab Republic)
Istael; and, finally, to move the United States Embassy to Jerusalem, the capital

of Israel.

This new 2icnist programme will coatrol United States foreign policy in the
foreseeable future. Hence we cannot imagine or conceive of any détente in the
Middle EBast crilsis and we see that self-reliance, solidarity and building a defence
capacity are the only means of achieving the permanent and just peace for wirich we
are all working.

We expect the General Assembly, which has supported our cause, to continue to
support our legitimate struggle against Israeli occupation 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 soilj
secondly, to call upon the Security Council to take the necessary measures that
make it incumbent on Israel to withdraw unconditionally from all the Arab and
Palestinjian occupied territories in accordance 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 O called, an¢ 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 permanent
settlement of the conflict; fourthly, in the event of Israel's fallure to heed
these requests, which are internationally supported, to call upon the Security
Council to impose sanctions under Chapter VII of the Charter, because Israel would
have proven its persistence in defying the provisions of the Charter and its

failure to abide by the purposes and objectives of the United Nations
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Arab rights are not a commodity for sale or exchange. We are confident that
we want to resist occupation, however long it takes oz whatever price it costs, and
no matter how great the sacrifices. 1In our persistent and tireless pursuit of a
just peace we will not give up our right, nor the rights of our Arab brothers. I
would like to confirm that he who allies himself with Israel and provides it with
all kinds of assistance obstrucie the work for peace.

Syria wants a just and permanent peace. H.E. Hafez Al-Assad, the President,
teiterated that when he said:

"We in Syria have raised the banner of peace for years. We wcrked for that

end as much as far as we could in order to recover the territories occupied by

Iarael and to recover the legitimate rights of the Palestinian people,

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

independent State."

His Excellency the President described many attempts, made under different
pretexts, as follows:

"These are attempt to undermine the Arabs, to weaken them and to make
thea surrender to the Israeli plans.”

He also said:

“Israel does not want the international conference for two reasons:
first, because it does not want to face 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 constitutes for Israel its very base. Expansion is the basis
of the Israeli ideoclogy.”

Mr., MACIEL (Brazil): My delegation has each year renewed its expression

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

East, aggravated in recent years by the lack of concrete, practical measures to

i
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deal with the probiemsa. This seemingly endless succession of debates on the mattex
in our Organizotion has served for little but to aczentuate the vivid contrast
between the tragedy of human suffering n the Middle Fast and our inability to deal
effectively with this problenm.

In the course of 1985 the tragedy continued to unfold, and is best exemplified
by the almost uninterrupted series of violent acts in Lebanon. My country anjoys
very fruitful ties with Lebanon, ties which are stressed by the presence in Braszil
of a great number of Lebanese and their descendants. For this reason we follow
even more ciosely the brave struggle of the Lebancse people to restore
independence, territorial integrity and sovereignty, an essential step in the
resumption of that ccuntry's prosperity and traditional roles in regional and
international affajics.

Last year, I had the opportunity to mention, during the debate on this
queation, the importance that Brazil attributed to the talks between Israel and
Lebanon on the withdrawal of Israell occupation forces from occupied Lebanese
territories, It is thus with satisfaction that I recognize that progress was
possible in thir regard and should serve as a constructive example. It must be
said, however, that not only Lebanon's future, but also the future of all countries
in the region, depends on the strict observance of the principle of nen-use of

force in international relations by all parties.
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This year the debate on the situation in the Middle Bast has also been marked
by an encouraging note: the fact that new practical and concrete proposals related
to many of the complex aspects of the crisis in the region have started to emerge.
The international community has witnessed the long overdue resumption of the
discussion of alternatives capable of leading to a just, comprehensive and lasting
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: f£irst, complete withdrawal of all forces of
occupation from the occupied Arab territories, in accordance with Security Council
resolutions 242 (1967) and 238 (1973); secondly, respect for the rights of the
Paleatinian people to return to Palestine, and recognition of their rvight 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 Israel,
to exist within internationally recognized boundaries.

It is difficult for the international community to say how negotiations could
be conducted. But it is our obligation to insist that they should be conducted,
that there are enough grounds to put the process in motion if the will is present.
If there is only one lesson to be drawn from the extensive destruction we have
witneased in the Middle Bast, it is that there must be a determination to explore
new ways out of the situation, that there can be no excuse for the absence of
negotiations. There are, obviously, important procedural questions 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

periaod.
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It has been sald that one of the main responsibilities of the statesman is to
ask ths right guestions. 1In the case of the Middie Zast, all the guestions ssem to
have been asked, and it is now time to obtain the answers.

It is my delegation's sincere hope that all parties from the region will spare
no effort in exploring all alternatives, in negotiating with a minimum of
preconditions and in showing flexibility and 2 spirit of compromise. The entire
international community also has an obligation to support by all means at its
disposal every bona fide effort that could lead to a positive outcome of the peace
process in the Middle East.

Allow me to stress the importance of the role of the United Nations in the
Middle Bast. Although at great cost, this Organization's work in the region, in
Particular in the peace~keeping and 1ssistance fields, has been kept at a
significant level and we believe has well served the parties, especially the
populaticns of the region, Thus, my delegation views with concern any incidents
which may hamper United Nations activities in the region; we reaffirm the need to
respect fully and guarantee both the mandate and the operations of the Organization
in the Middle Bast.

My delegation continues to view with appreciation the work of the
Secretary-General on the Middle Eastern problems. We have confidence in his
capacity to play an important role in the achievement of a peaceful settlement in
the region,

Mr. GOLOB (Yugoslaviaj): The United Nations has been most directly
involved in the quest for a political solution to the question of Palestine and to
the Middle East crisis as a whole for almost 40 years. The principles and
framework for a peaceful solution have long since been formulated, and have been

repeatedly reaffirmed.
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In the year of the fortieth anniversary of the United Nations, the
developments in the Middle East have not taken a tuxn for the better. The
situation continues to deteriorate owing to aggression and expansion by lsrael.
Moreover, there are attempts to circumvent and ignore the role of the United
Wations. This is done in a bid to secure the aims, at !he expense of independence,
sovereignty and self-determination.

By the flagrant violation of the basic rights of the Palestinian people and of
the sovereignty and territorial integrity of neighbouring countries - lately, even
of those far away from its borders ~ Israel continues to threaten international
peace and security.

In the Middle East there is a confrontation between the forces of aggression
and domination, aided by foreign interference and influence, and those that are on
the side of the inalienable right to self-determination and independence.

The annexation of foreign territories by force is inadmissible. Almost
18 years ago the Security Council adopted a resolution regquesting Israel to
withdraw from all the territories occupied after June 1967. The occupation of the
West Bank, of the Gaza Strip, of Jerusalem, of the Syrian Golan Heights and of
parts of Lebanon must be terminated, and the ruthless policy aimed at appropriating
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
faits accomplis, force, aggression and occupation,

It was 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,
to national independence and to the establishment of its own State.

Repeated warnings have been made that developments in the Middle East reflect

the general deterioration in international relations and that they may easily get
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out of control. Preguent recourse to naked force of arms, &s well as the growing
military presence and interference of non-regional factors and interests, increases
tenslon in an aver-broader area. Security cannot be built on reliance on force,
repression and occupation; neither can it be ensured by domination and expansion.
All this emphasizes the need for greater efforts and new resolute steps aimed at
reaching a comprehensive, just and lasting solution to this crisis. The Genexal
Assembly and, particularly, the Security Council should relentlessly pursue this
goal.

The Movement of Non-Aligned Countries has for 25 years pointed to the need to
gsolve the crisis on the basis of the resolutions and decisions of the United
Nations. The principles that the non-aligned countries invoke in the quest for a
solution are based on the United Nations Charter and the decisions of the most
important organs of the international Organization. These principles encompass the
right of peoples to decide freely on their own destiny as well as the right of each
country to enjoy independence and gecurity. Nobody can deny this right to the
Palestinian people. It is encouraging that an overwhelming majority of countries
continues to believe that the right of the Palestinjan 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 auapices of the United
Nations, with the participaticn of all interested partles and the participation, on
an equal footing, of the Palestine Liberation Organization as the eole legitimate
repregsentative of the Palestinian peuple, is the best framework for a

comprehensive, just and lasting solution.*

®Mr. Marinescu (Romania), Vice-President, took the Chair.
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Wo feel that no effort should be spared o ensure the convening of the

international conference ocn the Middle East at the carliest posaible date. | That

conference presents as the only opportunity to get out of the impasse in the Middle
East crisis.

Attempts to eliminate the PLO as an independent factor in the solution of the
crisis should be rejected. The PO encompasses and symbolizes the aspirations of
the entire Palestinian nation. The people, ate resolved to regain their homeland
and their place in the community of nations, and deserve our full and unhesitating
support,

Finally, let me recall again that a just, comprehensive and lasting solution
can be reached only on the basis of the withdrawal of Israel from all Palestinian
and Arab territories occupied since 1967, including Jerusalem; the free exercise of
the inalienszble right of the Palestinian people to self-determination, natiomal
identity, sovereignty and the establishment of its own State; the participation on
an equal footing of the PLO, as the sole, legitimate representative of the
Palestinian people, in all endeavours towards and negotiations on the peaceful
settlement of the issue; and recognition of the right of all peoples and countries
in the Middle East to independent and secure development within internationally
recognized boundaries.

Mr. FISCHER (Austria): The General Assembly has been considering the
sltuation in the Middle East for almost four decades, but the peoples of the region
remain trapped in an unending cycle of confrontation and violence. Efforts to
break that cycle and to initlate a genuine peace process have time and again been
frustrated by mistrust and fear -~ the heritage of a tragic and bitter history.

This persistent failure to achieve . comprehengsive settlement of the Middle
East crisis is particularly sericus in view of the high political, strategic and

economic stakes involved, The region remains the most dangerous crisis area of the
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world. No other conflict poses a greater threat to international peace and

secucity.

Austria follows the developmen.s in the Middle Bast with profound concern. We
note with some telief, however, that after years of stalemate positions have to
gome extent, evolved. The agreemernt between Jordan and the Palestine Liberation
Organization (PLO) of 11 PFebruary 1985 points, in our view, to the beginning of a
genuine dialogue. Other recent initiatives, proposals and diplomatic contacts also
indicate a greater degree of wiliingness to agree on the modalities of a peace
process. The chances for negotiations seem to be better today than they have been
for many years. In the present situation it is essential that these promising
seeds are protected, nurtured and allowed to grow.

Events in past months have shown, however, how fragile this movement towards
peace still is. The Israeli attack on the PLO headquarters in Tunis was a ses lous
setback. Austria deplored and condemned that violation of the territorial
integrity of Tunisia and of the principle of the non-use of force. Other recent
terrorist acts also put a severe strain on the efforts to bring about peace in the
Middle Bast.

At this crucial moment in the history of the Middle EBast conflict all sides
must refrain from any action which could endanger the search for a negotiated
settlement. Austria has taken note of the Cairo declaration of Chairman Arafat of
7 November 1985, in which the PLO renounced all military operations outside
Igrael. We believe, however, that in order to give peace a real chance ail parties
should renounce all violence, everywhere and without limitations.

We also believe that determined and courageous efforts are required to
maintain the momentum and to remove the remaining obstacles preventing the start of

negotiations, Austria has noted with satisfaction that a consensus seems to be
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emerging on the necessity of coanducting the negotiations within an appropriate
international framework. In this context, we support the idea to convene an
international conference on peace in the Middle East.

Many ideas have been proposed for the subgtance of the peace process. While
they vary in many respects, they all have a coamon cores the return of part of the
former Mandated Territory of Palestine in exchange for peace and security for
Israel. The translation of the simple equation, land for peace, into concrete
policy is the key to a comprehensive settlement of the Arab-Israeli conflict.

The Palestinian question is at the heart of the Middle East problem. A
solution requires recognition of the national rights of the Palestinian people,
including the right to its own State. Equally essential is acceptance by all Arab
States and the PLO of Israel's right to exist within secure and recognized
boundaries. Both sides have finally to come to terms with each other's existence
and legitimate interests. Both sides must show their readiness for negotiations on
an equitable and thus durable anlution.

If the Arab-Israell conflict has its roots in the denial of Palestinian
rights, the PLO, as the representative of the Palestinian people, must participte
in the peace process. Austria hopes that the PLO will soon regain its unity.

The inadmissibility of the acquisition of territory by military force, a
principle recalled by resolution 242 (1967), is a fundamental tenet of
international law. Israeli withdrawal from the territories cccupied since 1967 is
therefore an essential element of a comprehenzive settlement, Austria is deeply
concerned about the deteriorating situation in the occupied territories. The
continued settlement policy, the expropriation of land and the manifold repressive
measures against the Arab population are grave violations of the Geneva Convention

relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War., They amount to
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creeping annexation of the tercitocies and thus jeopardize the chances for a
negotiated solution. Those policies have resulted in widespread frustration and
despair among the Arab population. 'ﬂuy. have triggered a cycle of violence and
repression which must not be allowed to continue. Austria appeals to Israel to
change its course and, pending its withdrawal, conduct its policy in the occupied
territories in accordance with international law and with full respect for the
civil rights of the population. This would prosote a climate more conducive to a
process of negotiations which would finally lead to a peaceful solution of the
Hiddle East conflict.



EAR/ap A/40/%V.106
41

(Me. Fischer, Austria)
fet me now tuen to the situation in Lebanon, where the past year has been
marked by efforts to achiieve national reconciliation and to re-establish peace and

security. The Iaraeli withdrawal from most of Lebanon's tecritory removed one
obstacle to progress. Since then some results seem to have been achleved. Yet the
suffering of the civilian population is by no means cver. Factional violence and
terrorism continue to ravage the country. A decade of civil war and the Israeli
invasion have left deep wounds in the fabric of Lebanon. The situation of the
Palestinian refugees in Lebanon remains a asource of serious concern. The tragic
fate of the Lebanese people evokes sorrow and sympathy in Austria. We shall
continue our humsnitarian relief work and we support all efforts to rebuild an
independent, peaceful and prosperous Lebanon.

The Middle Bast has been at the centre of United Nations concern for
38 years. Beginning with General Assembly resolution 181 (II) of 1947 which called
for the creation of two sovereign States in the former Palestine Mandate, the
United Nations has in many ways influenced and shaped events in the Middle East.
It has helped to negotiate armistice agreements; it has dispatched peace~keeping
troops to the region; it has organized large~scale relief operations; and it has
fooused international attention on the conflict through its debates and the
adoption of many resolutions., Through its Security Council it has developed
formulas for peace which to this day remain the foundation of all constructive
diplomatic initiatives.

However, in spite of all the e efforts, a comprehensive solution to the Middle
East crisis has remained elusive. The :risis has also demonstrated the limitations
of this Organization. It has shown to a greater extent than any other reglonal
conflict that the United Nations can be an effective instrument of peace only 1f
all parties and all wmajor Powers are willing to co-operate. Unfortunately, for

almost four decades this co-operation has not been forthcoming.
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Just as the United Nations has influenced developments in the Middle East, so
in turn has the Middle East conflict influenced the United Nations. Sometimes the
Organization has risen to the challenge posed by this problem; sometimes it has
not. The inability to achieve a lasting solution has certainly weakened the United
Nations and diminished its prestige and effectiveness. The celebration of the
fortieth anniversary of the United Nations is therefore also an occasion on which
to renew our efforts to advance the process of peace in the Middle East. Austria
is convinced that the United Nations, as the only wor ld-wide forum open to all
parties to the conflict and other States concerned, has an important role to play
in such a process. After years of stagnation we now See a genuine opportunity for
progress. It must not be lost.

Mr. MAUNA (Indonesia)s During the course of this seasion of the General
Asgembly the international community has discussed numerous conflicts that continue
to engulf many regions of the world. Some of them have been on the agenda for many
years, while others are of more recent origin. None the less, a characteristic
common to them all is that they demonstrate that resort to armed force in the
settlement of disputes among States has not contributed and cannot contribute to a
durable solution. Indeed, the use of force has only rendered them infinitely more
difficult to resolve, thereby further endangering the maintenance of international
peace and security.

Nowhere is that more apparent than in the Middle Eagt, where the Arab-Israeli
conflict poses one of the greatest threats to world peace. Indeed, during the past
four decades the region has hardly known peace, Five wars have been fought in the
Middle East resulting in untold suffering, death and destruction for all peoples in
the region, and bringing the world to the borders of conflagration. Conseguently
the Organization has devoted more 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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resolutiona, despite the presence for many years of United Nations peace-keeping
and abserver forces in the region, despite the International Conference on the
Question of Palestine held in 1983, and despite the determined efforts of the
Becretary-General to facilitate negotiations under Unitéd Nationg auspices, the
situation in the Middle East remains one of the longest and most onerous
potentially explesive crises since the founding of the United Nations.

In recent months alone the Security Council has wet no less than three times
to consider various aspects of the conflict, that is, in September on the situation
in the occupied territories, in Qctober on the complaint by Tunisia, 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 Palestine. This Assembly has already taken up the guestion of Israeli
policies and practices 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 frustration about the lack of movement towards a solution of the
protracted conflict has resulted in heightened tension and extreme action with
tragic results., It is alsc beyond question that the basic reason 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 reqularly flouted
the decisions taken by this Organization, especially those of the Security
Council. For decades the Middle East has experienced one crisig after another,
brought on by Israeli transgressions of the United Nations Charter and the norms of
civilized behaviour, By the proclamation of Jerusalem as its c¢apital, the
annexation of the Golan Heights, the establishment of an increasing number of
settlements in the occupied territories, and the continued oppression and violation
of the human rights of the Arab people in those territories, Israel has made the

success of any meaningful negotiations exceedingly remote,
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This wholly intolerable situation is aggravated all tho wore by the Xsraell

tégine's deliberate policy of attempting to destroy the nationsl cohesion and
consciousness of the Palestinian people and physically to annihilate their sole and
legitimate representative, the Palestine Liberation Organizaticn (PLO).

A tragic and infamous example of Israel's aggressive and expansionist policies
was its maagsive invasion of Lebanon three and a half years ago. The unparalleled
magnitude of that flagrant aggression against its neighbour underscores the
impunity with which lisrael has sought to impose its designs on the region, in
complete disregard of world censure. And today, Israeli forces continue to occupy
sovereign Lebanese territory along their common border, on the pretext of a
so-called security zone. The fact of the matter is, however, that Isruel is using
the zone as a staging area and a launching pad for armed aggression against the
territorial integrity of Lebanon, as demonstrated by its incessant attacksj; the
most recent one, just two days ago, prompted the Government of Lebanen to lodge a
complaint with the Security Council. Indonesja strongly condemns such dastardly
acts and demands that Israel immediately and totally withdraw its forces to
internaticnally recognized boundaries, in accordance with relevant General Assembly
and Security Council resolutions.

Undoubtedly the most important international action to date in establishing
guidelines for international efforts to resolve the Middle East conflict was the
convening in 1983 of the International Conference on the Question of Palestine
under the auspices of the United Naticns, Clearly, the Reclaration and Programme
of Action adopted by the Conference are considered to effect a real consensus of
the international community. In that regard, the Conference unanimously called for
the following: the attainment by the Palestinian people 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



AP/ap A/40,PV. 106
47

(Mr. Mauna, Indonesia)

PLO to participate on an equal footing with other parties in all efforts to settle
the Middle East conflict; the need to secure Iaraeli withdrawal from the
tercritories occupied since 1967, including Jerusalem; rejection of de facto
situations created by Israel, such as its settlements policy in the occupied
territories and its policies to alter the character and status of Jerusalem; the
right of all States in the region to existence within secure and internationally
recognized boundaries; and the convening of an international peace conference on
the Middle East under the auspices of the United Nations. Subsequently, the
thirty-eighth and thirty-ninth sessions of the General Assembly affirmed by
overwhelming majorities those provisions of the 1983 DPeclaraticn and Programme of
Action of the International Conference.

Although conditions for progress towards the convering of the peace conference,
in the United Nations Secretary-General's own words, “are not met at the present
time®, the significance of international support for such a conference cannot be
underestimated in the context of the contribution made by the Uanited 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 partijes
to the Arab-Israell conflict, including the PLO, as well as the United States and
the USSR and cother concerned States on an equal footing, Thus, undoubtedly, steady
political and diplomatic efforts will continue to be required so that a peace
conference can be convened. In this regard, it is imperative that Israel's
principal supporters adopt a policy of working with the United Nations towarde 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

Israel's participation in an international peace conference,



Ar/ap &fﬁﬂ/ﬁy.lﬁﬁ
4

(Mr. Mauna, Indonegia)

Wwhile Indonesia is under nmo illusion that the objective of a peace conference
could be easily attained, we also believe from a strictly rational viewpoint that
the conference at this time offers the best opportunity for resolving all of the
complex and interrelated aspects of the conflict, for the alternative may very well
again be yet another exacerbation of tensions leading to a further, inexorable
slide towards confrontation, with all its cataclysmic consequences not only for the

region but the world as a whole.

Mr., AL-RAWARI (Qatar) (interpretation from Arabic): The question of

Palestine is at the heart of what it was agreed should be called the problex of the
Middle East. It is the rcot cause cof all the painful conditicns afflicting the
region. In its resoluticn 39/145, the General Assembly reaffirsed its conviction
that the question of Palestine is at the core of the dispute in the Middle Bast and
there could be no lasting, just and comprehensive solution in the region if the
Palestinian pecople is not allowed to exercise its inalienable legitimate rights,
and if Israel does not withdraw from all the Palestinian territories and other
occupied Arab territories.

As the problem remained unsolved, the situation in the Middle Bast has
worsened, The 1982 Israeli invasion of Lebanon is clear evidence of the danger of
ignoring the question of Palestine. That invasicn brought in its wake human
tragedies and bloody mass-cres that put humanity to shame. Under the strikes of
the valiant national resistance, which has become a symbol of heroism and
sacrifice, Israel withdrew from part of the territories it occupled, but its own
forces and its puppet forces still a occupy some of Lebanon. It continues its
abhorrent acts of aggression daily against that pacific country, despite all the
resolutions of the General Assembly and the Security Council, and despite the
explicit condemnation by thz international community of that invasion calling upon

Tsrael to withdraw immediately to the international Lebanese border. The people of
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Lebanon is capable of imposing the second withdrawal as it did the firat through

its courageous resistance if the international community £ails to fulfil its duty.
For 40 yeara, which is the duration of the Zionist accupation of Palestine,

the racist authorities there have resorted to every conceivable form of repression

and terrorism against the Palestinian people.
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It has carried out one massacre after apother. It has detained citizens and
confiscated land. It has organized armed gangs to attack citizens. It has
assassinated the heads of wunicipalities. It has continued its policy of expansion
and settlement. It has arrested citizens engaged in their daily tasks. It has
closed schools, unjversities and hospitals. It has continued its atteapts
effectively to annex the occupied territories in order to integrate them into the
Iaraeli economic entity as a source of cheap labour and a market for Israeli
products.

As a result of the persistence of this problem, without a sclution, Israel
occupied the Syrian Golan Heights, filling it with illegal settlers and applying
its own laws there. That constituted illegitimate annexation of the territory of
others and a flagrant violation of all treaties and other international instruments
governing temporary military occupation, which strictly prohibit 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 territories, including the Golan Heights and the
Holy City of Jerusalem, which is uppermost in the heart of all Arabs and Moslems.

Iscael has continued to commit acts of aggression. It bombarded the Iragi
nuclear reactor. Its military aircraft attacked Tunisian territory in an attempt
to liguidate the leadership of the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO). That
aggresdaion makes clear the serious consequences that can flow from the prolongation
of the current situation in the Middle Bast without a radical solution. The most
ser fous consequence i8 the expansion of the radius of military operations to
territories that are far away from the original scene of the conflict. That will
constitute a still more serious threat to international peace and security, for the

Israell aggression will not be confined to the Eastern region but will extend to

the Arab Africen North as well,
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Throughout the 40 yesrs of the existence of the United Wations, its various
bodies have adopted hundreds of resolutions putting on record the internaticnal
coanunity 's positicn on this question. Tﬁoee resolutions contain the fundamental
elements for any just and lasting solution to the problem. They affirm that the
Palestinian people, like other peoples, have the right to self-determination and to
exercise sovereignty over their land, in accordance with the United Nations
Charter, the principles of internmational law and the noble ideals and values for
the fulfilment of whic¢h the United Nations was created.

By its disregard for the rights of the Palestinian people and the congtant
acts of aggresion it has committed - in 1948, in 1956, in 1962 and in 1982 - Igrael
has erected a 30lid barrier to the solution of the Middle East problem. Thus,
regrettably, we are faced with a complete dichotomy between resolutions and
reality; it is ag if we were living in a world of illusions.

The truth is that the aggression and its conseguences are still with us, and
there i3 a determination for the present situation to continue. The responsibility
for this is not that of Israel alone; it must be shouldered to the same extent by
those who give Israel unlimited support and provide it with the means of aggression
by strengthening its economy and furnishing it with all kinds of weapons. The
responsibility must be shouldered by those who prevent the Security Council from
playing its role of solving questions and maintaining peace and security. This has
created a serious crigis of credibility for the United Nations. Everyone
recogniges the extent of that crisis and the serlous consequences it has for the
future of the international Organization.

The Arab party to the Middle East dispute hags consistently called for an
urgent peaceful solution. It has patiently endeavoured to achieve such a

solution. It clearly and openly sets forth the just principles which in i{ts view
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are the basis for the solution. What is more, it propoges mothods of action which
it believes are most likely to achieve a peaceful solution. But coicern for a
com. shensive, peaceful solutiocn is confined to qne party to the dispute, The
other party has not responded in any way to the initiatives of the Arab party.

There are two reasons for Igrael's insistence on avoiding a pesceful solution
and disregarding the international community's will., The first is the aggressive
nature of Israel and the Israeli philosophy based on constant expansiocn, on the
maxin that Israel's borders ate the farthest reaches of the land on which Israeld
soldiers set foot. The second is the unqualified support -~ which increases
parallel with the increase in Igraeli aggression - provided Israel by some States
Members of the United Nations.

My country shares the view that the best way to achieve a just and
comprehensive settlement of this problem, which has lasted far too long, is the
convening of an International Peace Conference on the Middle East under the
auspices of the United Nations and with the participation of all parties concerned,
inciuding the PLO, the sole and legitimate representative of the Palestinian
people, and the permsnent membders of the Security Council. It is high time to
reach a solution that will guarantee all rights and provide for a comprehensive and
just peace on the legitimate bases to which the world has agreed - that is, the
return of all the occupied territories and the exercise by the Palestinian people
of its right to self-determination and to egtablisgh a State on its own land, like
all other peoples in the world.

Mr. WOGUCHI (Japan}: Almost daily the newspapers carry reporta of new

outbreaks of violence in the Middle Rast, providing ceonstant reminders of the

complex problems in that volatile region,
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We note with particular sadness that the beautiful country of Lebanon
continues to be racked by a civil war that has been taging for wore than a dacade.
The violence in Lebanan is destroying its lovely cities, tearing apart its soclety,
and bringing unspeakable suffering to its people.

The Gevernment of Japan continues to maintain that it is essential that an
environment be created as soon as possible for the restoration of iebanon's
territorial integrity, independence and scvereignty. Although most Israell forces
vithdrew earlier thie year, it is our hope that the remaining forces will be
vithdrawn without further delay.

The most important element in restoring peace to lebanon, in our view, is the
achievement of national reconc'liation. Japan is well aware that the parties
concerned have indeed been muiing national reconciljation efforts for the past
10 years, and recently we witnessed renewed efforts in this regard. But so far
they have not achieved the desired results, which only demonstrates now deeply
rooted the divisions in Lebanese society are. It is therefore strongly hoped that
the lebanese people will redouble their efforts to achieve national unity. Japan
calls on all the parties. concerned to demonstrate flexibility, put aside their
differences and co-ordinate sectarian interests in order to achieve their long-term
common objective -~ that is, the restoration of peace to their land. I wish to
state here that when peace and stability are restored, the CGovernmant of Japan

intends to co-operate actively in Lebanon's national reconstruction efforts,
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Elsewhere in the region ~ on land, in the air and at sea ~ increasing acts of
terrorism have claimed the lives of innocent men, women and children and pose a
threat to the international community as a whole. The futility of terrorist
attacks has 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 reclize that their acts
only discredit the cause they claim to represent and run countev 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 strongly uxges 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 Bast problem as a
whole. I outlined Japan's position on the problem in the recent debate on the
question of Palestine, as follows: first, peace in the Middle Bast should be just,
lasting and comprebensive; secondly, such a peace should be achieved through the
early and complete implementation of Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and
3138 (1973) and through the recognition of and respect for the legitimate rights of
the Palestinian people, including the right of self-determination under the United
Nations Charter; thirdly, each and every path towards the achievement of such a
peace should 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 is
of the view that the Palestine Liberation Orgarization (PLO) represents the

Palestinian people.
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I wish to stress that, in Japan's view, in order to solve the question of
Palestine it is essential that Israel ani the PLO participate in the peace
process. Moreover, Japan believes that both Israel and the Palestinian people must
strive to dispel the shadow of mutual distrust and foster a will to coexist. Japan
cails specifically upon the leaders of Israel to show flexibility and to take
immediate steps to revise Israel's policy on settlements in the occupied Arab
territories and its mcasures to change unilaterally the status of those
territories, including the annexation of Bast Jerusalem and the Golan Heights.

Although the achievement of peace in the region is not yet in sight, the
accord reached by King Hussein and Chairman Arafat last February, and the
subsequent efforts by other parties concerned, provide us with a glimwer of hope.
It is our fervent wish that those endeavours bear fruit and give new impetus to the
peace process.

Peace in the Middle East can be achieved only through a process of
negotiation. My Government believes that it is the responsibility of the
international community to foster an environment that will facilitate the peace
process. Japan is ready to co-operate with international efforts to that end.

An important aspect of the item under consideration is the ongoing and
untiring efforts of the various United Nations peace-keeping operations 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 Lebanon, by the United Nations Disengagement Observer Force (UNDOF) in the
Golan Helights, 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 helief that they are helping to foster

conditions in which the complex problems in the region can be resolved,
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The Middle East, as the crossroads of three continents, has a rich history.

It spawned glorious civilizatiais and have birth to three of the world's great
religions. In their recent statements in this General Assembly Hail, the leaders
of more than one of the countries concerned in the region acknowledged that their
peoples, as childten of Abraham, are, after all, brothers, and that they must find
a way to live together in harmony.

it is my Government's fervent hope that the peoples of the Middle East, guided
by the wisdom of their traditions, handed down through the ages, will scon be able
to establish friendly relations among themselves.

Mr, DOS SANTOS (Mozambigue): Some years ago, a people which had suffered
oppression, degradation, humiljation and extermination gathered in a pilece of land
in the Middle Bast, and there founded a State under the auspices of the United
Nations.

Iasrael as we know it today is a country inhabited by the survivors of the many
centuries of persecution and extermination suffered by the Jewish people. But what
is more important and more relevant to the {ssue under consideration today is the
fact that the birth of that State is inextricably linked to the very existence of
our Organization: unlike other Member States, Israel was established by the United
Nations. Therefore, it is only fair to say that Israel owes its existence to the
United Nations, to which, one would think, it would be grateful,

It is {ronic, however, that 37 years later we should be sitting here and
delivering condemnatory statements acainst Israel, 1Israel {s even threatened with
expulsion from this family of nations, the very family that gave comfort to its
people when they needed it most.

What went wrong along the way?

Nothing can respond to this question with greater elaquence than the

resolutions adopted each and every year on the situation in the Miadle East.
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Nothing is as convincing as the numerous resolutions adopted by the Security
Council on this issue, not to mention the atatements in the General Assembly and
the deliberations of the special sessions convened expressly to discusse the
question of the Middle East.

what profoundly touches the feelings of my delegation - and, I believe, of
other delegations as well - is the presence in this Hall of the delegation of the
Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO). The PLO is the voice of those who have no
voice and no land in their own land. The PLO is the hope of the entire Palestinian
people scattered throughout many parts of the globe. EBach Palestinian carries deep
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 matter is as simple as this: 1Israel has turned out to be an
aggressive, expansionist and occupationist State in the region. It has occupied
Palestinian territories and other Arab lands, including Jerusalem, since 1967. It
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 respected the United Nations Charter or the principles of

international law.
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At issue is the dream of the eatablishmant of a greater israel, the fulfilment
of which reguires the removal of any abstacle at any cost and by whatever msans are
necessary. Any Palestinian, especlally L{f ho or she sesks to reajst the ogcupstion
of his or her land, is an enemy and therefore a terrorist. Anyone branded as an
enemy must be destroyed. Anyone in any manner associated with this enemy, be it by
blood ties or otherwise, must also be destroyed. This is the establishment of
guilt by association. Even houses are often found guilty by association, however
remdte the association may be, and therefore many tiﬂea fall victim to the
bulidozer or demolition charges.

At issue is the fact that Israel does not desire peace and is not able to
thrive on it. 1Its establishment required violence, and its maintenance likewise
demands the exercise of force in the most brutal manner and extreme form. It
breathes violence, s0 it conjures up any excuses, however absurd, at any prospect,
however, dim, of peace.

The demand that the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) should recognize
Israel is a case in point. Pirst of all, Israel is a Member of the United Nations
and thus recognized by many countries, including permanent members of the Security
Council. Were it not for its aggressive policies, many countries would not have
been forced to sever their diplomatic relations and many more would have recognized
it by now. 1Isra.l brands the PLO as a terrorist organization, and yet it demands
that it be recognized by that terrorist organization. Of what value is that
recognition, and what respectability would it confer on the recognized?

Does anyone think that a proposal to recognize the terrorist after the latter
heag recognized Israel first ig in the making? No way. The offer proposes that

after recognizing Israel the PLO should purely and simply commlt¢ hara-kiri, should

drop dead.
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The PLO i8 being required selectively to accept Security Council resolutions
242 (1967) and 338 (1973), but Israel is not being reguired to accept the United
Nations resolutions it has rejected. The PLO has now accepted all relevant United
Nations resolutions, and yet that gesture has not been found satisfactory by those
who have made the demands.

The PLO has been reguired to denounce and condemn terrxorist acts, and it has

repoatedly and unequivocally done so on more than one occasion; yet this has not

been found acceptable.

An international peace conference on the Middle Bast is being shunned because
some of the participating countries, we are t.id, do not maintain diplomatic
telations with Iscrael, but we are not told that such recognition would remove any
cbjection to the holding of the conference. As a conseguence, the region is on
fire. There is tension, war and instability.

That is what went wrong in the Middle EBast, Israel is responsible for the
prevailing climate in the region. This is clear and true, even to the allies of
Israel, They pretend to be blind simply because blindness in this particular case
helps to protect their geostrategic and political interests.

What role should we play in this matter? Well, the United Nations has been
involved in the search for a peaceful settlement of the problems of the Middle East
and its root cause, namely, the Palestinian question, since its infancy. It has
probably devoted more time and attention, more imagination and resoutces, to this
isgsue than to any other international problem. It is to be regretted, however,
that, despite all those endeavours, the prospects for peace remain very dim because
of the lack of co-operation by Israel. Instead, Igrael has stepped up‘its acts of

aggression, not only against countries in the region but against other countries

far afield.
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Just recently the Security Council was convenad to consider yet another act of
genocide perpetrated by the Zionist régime. This timo the victim was iunisia, a
peace~ioving country of our African family, That odious attack against funisia, a
country with which Israel shares no common border, represents a new dimension in
the whcle chain of acts of aggression committed by Israel. That action constituteé
a threat to international peace and security and yet another violation of the
principles and objectives of the Charter of the United Nations and of international
law,

Thus we are confronted with a glaring example of intransigence and artogance
on the part of Israel that should be mat with appropriate action. At the end of
the debate on this issue another resolution will be adopted. Once again Israel
will be condemned for its aggressive policy. Once 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 imagination is required of us.

Nevertheless, before we embark on such an exercise, my delegation is of the
view that we should benefit from the intelligence and vision of the founders of our
Organization, as embodied in the United Nations Charter. Let us exhaust all the
possible channels offered by our Charter in our actions to restore 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.

Coming as I do from southern Africa, I cannot help taking some time to draw
similarities between the régime of Israel and that of apartheid South Afcica.
Israel is to the Middle East what the apartheid régime is to southern Africa. Both
are equally barbarous, stubborn and bloodthirsty régimes. Both arrogate to
themselves the right to kill Palestiniang and Africans wherever their warmonger ing

fancy may lead them. Both are isolated an' condemned by the international community
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on account of their mmanle policies. Aggression and genocide are the common
denominators batween the two rdgimes. Both rdgimes are actively engaged in the
establishment, recruitment, training, financing and supplying of armed bandits with
the aim of destabilizing neighbouring countries.

It is for these reasons that my delegation - as, indeed, the whole of the
international community - is disturbed by the ever-growing collaboration betwesn
Israel and South Africa. Tie militacy co-operation between the two régimes,
particularly in the nuclear field, poses a great danger o peace, not only in the
regions concerned, but in others as well. It is therefore very appropriate that
the General Assembly has devoted great attention to this issue, My delegation
strongly condemns this collaboration between Israel and South Africa.

The position of my Government on the issue before us is well known. It is our
strong belief that peace in the Middle Bast can only be achieved on the basis of
recognition of the right of the Palestinian people to self-determination and to
establish their own sovereign and independent State, 1Israel must withdraw from the
occupied Palestinian and Arab territories and respect the sovereignty, territorial
integrity and independence of States in the region, as well as their right to live

in peace and freedom.
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We also helieve that all peace initiatives, at either the regionsl or the
international level, should be explored exhaustively, with a view to ending the
Middle East crisis. Among those initiatives, the Arab Peace Plan won the support
of the General Assembly and of the Non-Aligned Movement.

Another peace proposal on which my delegation has had the cpportunity to
axpress i¢s view on previous cccasions is the holding of an internaticnal
conference oa peace in the Middle Bast, called for by the General Assembly. At
this point my delegation wishes to reiterate its support for that proposal. We are
convinced that that conference would be one of the keye to a just, comprehensive
and lasting solution to the Middle East crisis.

I wish to seize this opportunity to renew our strong support for and
solidarity with the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) in their leogitimate
struggle. With regard to Lebanon, we call upon Israel to withdraw its troops from
that country immediately and unconditionally and to respect fully Lebanon's
independence, sovereignty and territorial integrity. 1In conclusion, we reiterate
our strong appeal to Iran and Irag to bring a swift end to the fratricidal war
which has adversely affected world peace and security.

Mr. TROYANOVSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation

from Russian): It would be no exaggeration to say that among the areas of crisis
in the world, the Middle East c¢onflict has no equal in duration, intensity and in
its destabilizing effect on both the regional and the world situation. Por decades
now, at times smouldering and at others erupting, the hotbed of war in the Middle
Bast has claimed thousands upon thousands of lives, causing untold material and
moral damage to all the States 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. Feor that
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teason the debates on the Middle Bast issues, in particular at this anniversary
sesealon of the General Assembly, should bg an occasion for all of us to take a
loager and harder look at the rcot causes of this continuing confiict and o
identify the obatacles te its settlement.

That needs to be done alao because the United Nations has conasistently given
priority in its work to the Middle East, and is still doing so. The Organization
has adopted a number of useful decisions which; taken teogether, provide a solid
basis for the search for a stable peace in the region with due regard for the
legitimate interests of all the parties concerned, both the Arabs and Israel. As
the Secretary-General, Mr. Javier Pérez de Cuéllar, noted in his recent report to
the General Assembly on the Middle East, the United Nations

*has probably devoted to this issue more time and more attention than to any

other international problem.” (A/40/779, para, 34)

The conclusion in this report is particularly disturbing and alarming:
"The search for a peaceful settlement of the Middle East problem remains
elusive and the situation in the Middle East continues to be unstable.”
(para, 32)
That conclusion, which has been echoed over sc many years, must be a cause for
ser {ous concern among all those genuinely striving for true peace in the region.
For the overwhelming majority of States it is indisputable that the root cause
of the continuing conflict in the Middle ast is the aggressive and expansionist
policy of the Israeli leaders, which comprises many elements, These include
Israel's stubborn refusal to end its illegal occupation of Arab lands ar to
cecegnize the inallienable rights of the Palestinian people, and in its annexation
of East Jerusalem and the Golan Helghts, as well as the large-acale colonizatlon of

the occuplied territories, the repressive peolicles agalnst the indigenous
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population, and syetematic armed provocations against and encroachments on the
territorial integrity and sovereignty of tge Arab States. All these actions have
been repeatedly and desecrvedly condemned by the General Assembly, the Security
Council and many other international forums.

Clearly there is 0 need to enumerate once again all the decisions that have
been taken. Many delegations have already referred to them in some detail.
suffice it to say that as a whole thoge decisions represent a stern indictment of
the Israell occupiers, daily strengthened by fresh accusations.

Only two months ago the Security Council once again decisively condemned the
raid by the Israeli Air Porce on Tunis, desoribing it as an act of armed aggression
against a Member State of the United Nations. Nevertheless, as we all know, many
decisions of the United Nations on the Middle East and Palestine still remain to be
implemented.

No one has any doubts about how Israel can so long continue its defiant
violation of all the basic rules of international law and of inter-State relations,
to disregard the Charter and United Nations decisions, and systematically ignore
the will of the international community. Pirst of all it is because Israel's
senjor "strategic partner®, the United States, has lavishly financed the
expansionist policies of the Israeli leaders and has injected multi-bhillion dellar
grants to keep thelr overgrown military machine. 1In the second place, Tel Aviv has
long been accustomed to expect that each time it finds itself in the dock, its
overseas patron will hurry to the rescue to cover up its unsavoury deeds. The
10 vetoes by the United States Administration in the Security Councii on the Middle
East problem in less than five years are eloguent testimony as to why, to this day,

Israel has not been taken to task.
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That is not all. The other aspect of the Washington and Tel Aviv policies is
their destructive attitude towards a Midlle East settlement. They are trying at
all costs to split the Arab States and force upon the Arabs humiliating separate
deals with the ain of securing in one way or another the fruits of the lsraeli
aggression. With a diligence warthy of a better cause, both partners still pretend
that they are on the vexge of producing some magical foxmula that could lead to
peace in the Middle East without the withdrawal of the Isgraeli troops from all the
occupied Arab territories or restoring the legitimate rights of the Pslestinian
people. We must say that we have often seen many similar attempts in the past and

that, predictably, all of them have failed.
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Wwe would ask them: are there any real grounds for such a policy? The answer
is that there are not, and there gannot be. As representatives know, Isracl was
eatablished by a General Assembly decision, which envisaged the simultanecous
creation in the former Mandated Terxitory of Palestine of an independent Arab
State. All subsequent attempts to get around that question, to forget about the
tight of the Palestinian people to self-determination and sovereignty, have only
resulted in the already complex knot of the Middle East problem being tightened
even more. The policy of separate deals has steadily lead us deeper and deaper
into the Middle Bast labyrinth., Very few people today remember the pronises of
peace for all tine which we heard from Camp David, because they have long since
been drowned out by the rumble of Israeli tanks at the walls of Beirut. How much
more blood must be apilled in the Middle Bast before everyone realizes the dire
conseguences of this continuing policy?

The question ig directed primarily at the Israeli leaders, because it is above
all they who should think of the future of their State and people. It is at the
very least short-sighted and naive to believe today that & small country with a
population of 4 million and limited resources can indefinitely keep up in a
military race with so many neighbours. The guarantee of Israel's security lies not
in its wasteful and fleeting military supremacy, but in the establishment of
peaceful, good-neighbourly relations with the Arabs. To achieve that, it is
necessary to show realism. 1Israel should renounce its excegssive, unrealistic
ambitions, stop seeing the whole Arab world as a defence perimeter, to use the

words of a present member of the Israeli cabinet, and instead start genuine and

constructive neqotiations,
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The same guestion is also addressed to those who support and encourage Isvael
i its prosent policics. The Unated Stales rooently proclalmsd = dssirs to promota
a settlement of regional conflicts in the world. If what ie meant is not an
arbitrary and selective approach to this question, and it 1s not an attempt to use
a new pretext to interfere in the intecnmal affairs of soverxeign, independent
States, such a desire can only be welcomed. However, to achieve it what 1is
required is the renunciation of unconditional support for one of the parties in the
Middle East conflict; abandonment of the idea that the region is one's own
backyard; rejection of the policy of separate deals; and use of the machinery for a
peaceful settlement which was proposed a long time ago - an international
conference on the Middle East. The overwhelaing majority of States supports the
immediate convening of such a conference as the only realistic way to resolve the
Middle East pcoblem. Only a few representatives obstinately push the red button
every time the General Assembly votes in favour of such a conference. By doing so,
they clearly demonstrate who is in fact impeding the search for peace in the Middle
EBast and who is obstructing a genuine Middle East settlement.

The Soviet Union has naturally been closely following developments in the
Middle East, a region situated in the immediate vicinity of its borders. It has
not only been following the situation, but has been behaving with a great sense of
responsibility, in order that the situation does not go completely out of control,
We are seeking, and will continue to seek, political approaches to & comprehensive,
just se+tlement of the conflict. We are convinced that the process of such a
settlement should be brought about in the interests of all the peoples of the

region, including the Palestinian and Israeli peoples.
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As the Agsembly knows, in July last year the Soviet Union made some

far-seaChing pruposuls for a Middie East sectliement. Thney nave gained widespread
support throughout the world as a constructive, realistic programme of action,
aimed at finding a fundamental, comprehensive solution to the problems of the
Middle East.

The Soviet proposals are based on the now universally recognized principle of
the inadmissibility of the acquisition of territory by war. That means that Israel
should return to the Arabs all the lands it has occupied since 1967 - the Golan
Heights, the West Bank, the Gaza Strip, Bast Jerusalem and southern Labanon. Those
proposals are based on the premise that there can be no peace in the Middle Bast
without the realization of the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people to
self-determination and the creation of their own independent State. Those
proposals are fair to all the parties to the Middle Zast conflict. They are aimed
at genuinely guaranteeing the right of all the States of the region to a safe,
independent existence, ending the state of war and establishing peace between
them. It is also proposed that international guarantees be given in connection
with the settlement and to which the Soviet Union is prepared to subscribe.

The Soviet Unjion also clearly sees a specific way of isplementing those
principles fcr a Middle East settlement, namely, by the counvening of an
international peace conference, with the participation of Israel, all the Arab
States concerned and the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO), as the legitimate
representative of the Palestinian people. The Soviet Union and the Unjited States
should also take part in the conference since, because of circumstances, they play
an important role in Middle East affairs. The participants in the conference
should also inc.ude some other countries that are capable of making a positive

contribution to resolving the problems of the Middle East.
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Apart from the question of participation, the Soviet proposals also cover
other aspects of the practical organization and work of the conference. The Soviet
position was clearly formulated recently in a statement by the General Secretary of
the Central Committee of the Comaunist Party of the Soviet Union, Mr. Gorbachev,
who said:

“why i9 the Soviet Union so insistently advocating the convening of an
international conference on the Middle Bast? It is certainly not because we
hope, as certain people allege, to get the upper hand at that confereance or
gain unilateral advantages. The Soviet Union has no such intentions.

"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 so many years in the Middle East and establish lasting
peace there, and to achieve it without further bloodshed, without intrigues or
deals made by some people behind the backs of others, and taking due account
of the legitimate interests of all the parties concerned, without any
exception,*®
Naturally, the convening of an international conference on the Middle East is

not an easy matter. It will require adequate preparatory work. The first
requirement is, that the opponents of the confetrence change their approach. We
need the close co-operation and solidarity of the Arab countries, because
experience clearly shows that the Arabs are strong when united and weak when
divided. The conference also needs broad international support. We hope that the

Assembly will this year once again decisively support its conveaing.
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Without underestimating the difficulties in the way of a neaceful settlement
in the Middle East, the Soviet delegation would like to stress that it is high tiwe
to combine our efforts and change the course of events in the Middle East, to put
cut the smouldering pocket of intermational tension and to guarantee the peace and
security of all States and peoples of the region. The Scviet Union again calls on
all those who will determine the movement for peace to demonstrate statesmanlike

tesponsibility and realism and make their contrjbution towards the attainment of
that noble goal.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): In conformity with

tesolution 3237 (XXIX) dated 20 November 1974, I call on the Observer of the
Falestine Liberation COrganization.

Mr. RABMIAWI (Palestine Liberation Organization) (interpretation from
Arabic): The General Assembly is today considering the situation in the Middle
East 18 years after it arcee following the occupation by Israel of Palestinian land
and other Arab territories in 1967. Ever since then the General Assembly has been
dealing with this problem and has adopted numerous resolutions on the matter. In
those resolutions the General Assembly has condemed Israel for its occupation of
those tercritories and for its inhuman practices against the population. It has
called for the unconditional withdrawal of Israel from the occupied territories in
&ccordance with the principle of the inadmissgibility of the acquisition of
tervitories by force, one of the principles of the Charter concerning the
maintenance of peace among peoples and States. 1lsrael's response to the attempts
by the international community and by the General Assembly has been to tighten its
military hold on the occupied Arab territories by annexing Jerusalem and declaring
it the capitar of Israel; by enacting the Law of Administrative Detention, which

had been enacted by the British Mandate forces in 1945, and by making laws which



EH/ap A/40/0v. 106
77

(M. Ramlawi, FLO)
allowed the Iscaeli ocoupying £orces to confiscate water, 1and and property, to
resort to arbitrary detention; and to atb‘itr:ary murder of citizens, to practise the
most appalling forms of torture in the detention camps and prisons and to unleash
gangs to terrorize Palestinian citizens. The idea was to expal them beyond the
borders and to apply israeli laws and administration in the Syrian Golan Heights as
a practical means of annexing them to Israel. Israel has established colonialist
settlements in different parts of the occupied territories, and occupied more Arab
territories ia Lebanon during the Israeli invasion of that country in 1982,

Despite ihe repeated appeals by and resolutione of the interpational community
for a ceasation of these acts, which by their nature constitute a flagrant
violation of the United Nations Charter, the thiversal Declaration of Human Rights,
the 1949 Geneva Conventions, the 1907 Hague Convention and the nocrms of
international law, Israel continues its policy of aggression and expansion,
ignoring the will of the internaticnal community and persisting in imposing the
policy of fait accompli by force, in total disregard of the consequences of that
policy for international peace and security.

Since its foundation, the United Nations has never experienced the defiance of
one of its Mesber States and ita total disregard of the Orc-nization's resolutions
in the very shameful way that Israel has acted. It looks as though Israel has

become a super-Power on this planet, a Power that cannot be deterred by any
international law, will not abide by human values and cannot be restrained by the

will of the international community.

The States of the world have no difficulty in recognizing the scurce of the
power backing Israel, not only in its hostility towards the Palestigiag and cther
Arab peoples but also towards the will of the international community represented

by the United Nations and ite resolutions. The unqualified support provided by the
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United States to Iecael o the political, military and economic levels, which
teached ita climax with the strategic alliance between them and the granting to
Israel of trade priorities in the hited States as vell as protecting it in
international forums, All this - constitutes the decisive factor in Israel's
continuation of 1t arrogant policy of aggression, This puts Israel and the United
States on an egual footing when dealing with the United Nations, on the one hand,
and in Israe¢l's hoetilities towards neighbouring Arab countries and to the
Palestinian people on the other hand. United States support for Israel on the
political level is a msjor stumbling block preventing the United Mations from
imposing its will in the search for a just and comprehensive solution to the
probles. Thus, the recommendations of the General Assewbly are still vetoed by the
United States in favour of Israel and its aggression and the Unitad States prevents
the Security Council from adopting any resolution that would put an end to the
aggressive policy of Israel and end its rebellion against the decisjons and
resolutions of the Unjited Nations.

The United States does this in order to psralyse the will of the international
commmnity, embodied in the resolutions of the General Assesbly, on the question of
the Middle East and the question of Palestine. It does s0 to enable it to impose
American solutions, to serve its own interests in the region and to maintain
Israel's occupation of the land.

In view of that Israeli-Amer ican aggregsion, the States of the world can
understand the rejection by the United States and Israel of the proposal for the
convening of an international peace conference in the Middle Fast, as called for by
the General Assembly at its last two segsions and in the Declaration of the
International Conference on the Question of Palestine, held in Geneva in 1983, The

United States and Israel have rejected that proposal. They have also rejected the
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Arab peace plan, Known as the Fez plan, formulated by all the Acab countiies, which
was welcomed by all States in the world as,a common Arab vision that would lead to
the solution of the Middle East problem. The Arab countries and the PLO forsulated
the Fez peace plan and accepted the idea of convening an international peace
conference in which all the parties to the conflict would participate, including
the PLO, the Soviet Union, the United States of America and the other permanent
members of the Security Council, under the auspices of the United Nations, in crder
to consider a just, comprehensive and lasting solution to the problem of Palestine
in accordance with the resolutions of the United Nations, 4 solution that would
guarantee the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people and lay the foundations
of comprehensive, just and lasting peace and stability in the region.

The Middle East problem, which started with the occupation by Israel of the
Palestinian and Arab territories in 1967, would not have arisen had it not been fot
the question of Palestine, which has existed since the creation of the United
Nations. The United Nations, and the General Assembly in particular, have
attempted to solve this problem since 1947, when the General Assembly adopted its

famous resolution 181 (II) providing for the establishment of two States in the

land of Palestine, an Arab cne and a Jewish one.
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The Goneral Assembly has reaffirmed in numerous rasolutions that the question
of Palestine is at the core of the Middle Rast conflict. wWithout a just solution
to the question of Paleatine, which is at the core of the conflict, any solution to
the question of the Middle East will be temporary and will not serve to restere
peace. Such a solution would be like treating a chronic disease with pain-killers.

Israel deoes not want the core of the problem to be solved. It has diverted
the world's attention by stressing marginal issues which have nothing to de with
the central problem, thus keeping the Middle East prey to wars which could spread
to other regions distant frowm the source of the dispute.

The PLO is the leader of the struggle waged by the Palestinian people by every
means at its disposal, and attaches great importance to political struggle. The
PLO has seized every opportunity in the context of international law and of efforts
to achieve a just and comprehensive solution; it has always taken a serious-minded,
just position in 80 doing. To further the achievement of a solution, it has
sccepted all United Nations resolutions relevant to the gquestion of Palestine; it
accepted the 1983 Geneva declarations and the recommendations of the International
Conference on the Question of Palestine.

The PLO reiterates that it is necessary to convene an international conference
on peace in the Middle East and rejects all other alternatives, such as an
"international umbrella® or international guarantees as understood by the United
fitates and Iarael for any negotiations on the question of Palestine in lieu of an
international conference. We reaffirm that attempting to circumvent international
legitimacy is as dangerous as attempting to circumvent the achievement of the
righte of the Palestinian people: both would aim at undermining the foundations of
a just and comprehensive peace in the Middle East,

In the context of all these Jevelopments, the Palestinian people will continue

its struggle tc regain its legitimate national rights and to restore just and
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United Nations. We appeal to the Ceneral Asseambly and the Security Council to
adopt tangible, effective action to end Iscael's inhuman, arbitrary practices and
that country's continuous violation of human rights in the occupied territories.

Yesterday, the representative of Israel proposed a draft resolution, but said
that he was not optimistic about its acceptance by the General Assembly. He said
that

"such a ... resolution does not stand a chance here. Until it does, this

debate is meaningless®, (A/40/PV,.104, p. 12)

That is Israel's attitude towards the United Nations and its General
Asgembly: {f the General Aassembly does not acquiesce in Israel's expansionist
designs and aggressive policies towards other countries, the debate is
“meaningless”, That is how Israel treats the United Nations and the General
Assembly. They must agree to its policies of aggression and expansion at the
expense of other pecples, or their work is “meaningless®. This gives us an idea of
how it treats the Palestinian people, which has suffered under the yoke of
colonialism for more than 18 years.

We have an idea toc of the suffering of the Lebanese people, whose land has
been invaded and daestroyed by Isracl! forcea. 1Israel's invasion has caused the
death of 70,000 ¢ivilians who had lived safely on their land and in their homes,
and the . gygression continues, as demonstrated by yesterday's act of aggression.

The Security Council and the General Assembly should take ateps to impose
sanctions against Israel for its failure to comply with United Nations resolutions,
lest the situation deteriorate, the number of victims increase, and new wars break
out. Thus, the international community must agree on a formula in line with its

respongibility to guaranteec peace and securlity., That will be possible only with an
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end to Xsrasl's policy of expansicn and aggression and its inhumane policies
against eivuim:tmder occupation, anﬁ with :a'«‘jua:anﬁe ;of the rights of the
Palestinian peocple &8 racognized by the United Nations: the right of
self-detarmination without outside 1nter£eren_ce‘ and the qighe to regain its land
and establish an independont State in its homeland undet the'leadatehip of the PLO.

The weeting rose 2t 1,40 p,.m,




