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AGENDA ITEM 8
Adoption of the agenda (concluded)*

FOURTH REPORT OF THE GENERAL
COMMITTEE (A/9750/ADD.3)

1., The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French):
The »ssembly has before it the fourth report of the
General Committee [4/9750/Add.3] on the adoption of
the agenda and allocation of items. In paragraph 2 (a)
of its report, the General Committee has recommended
the inclusion in the agenda of an additional item,
entitled ‘‘Implementation by States of the provisions
of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations
of 1961 and measures to increase the number of parties
to the Convention”. In paragraph 2 (b) of its report,
the General Committee recommends that the item
should be allocated to the Sixth Committee.

2. The General Committee adopted these two recom-
mendations without objection. May I take it that the
General Assembly decides to do likewise?

It was so decided,

3. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French):
The Chairman of the Sixth Committee will be informed
immediately of the decision just taken by the General
Assembly,

AGENDA ITEM 108
Question of Palestine (continued)

4. Baron VON WECHMAR (Federal Republic of
Germany): The foreign policy of the Federal Republic
of Germany is un active policy for pesce, as my coun-
try’s Minister for Foreign Affairs stated in this very
forum on 23 September 1974 [2239th meeting]. To
safeguard peace was also the objective of the state-
ment issued on 6 November 1973 by the nine member
States of the European Economic Community,!

* Resumaed from the 2280th meeting

to which we continue to subscribe whole-heartedly.
The points set forth in this statement, which in our
opinion must be taken into account in a peaceful settle-
ment of the Middle East conflict, concern essential
aspects of the subject discussed in this debate—the
question of Palestine.

5. In accordance with our policy of safeguarding
peace we welcome the debate on the question of Pales-
tine, since this question is one of the key problems
of a peaceful solution in the Middle East and since the
Palestinian people is among those most severely
affected by the Middle East conflict. Without due
regard for the rights and interests of the Palestinian
people there will be no lasting peace settlement for
the Middle East region, which, seemingly predestined
for peace as a sacred place for three religions, looks
barcl:}: instead on a long and sad history of conflicts and
strife.

6. During the past few days we have heard a great
deal about the historic development of the Middle East
conflict. whose individual aspects are seen in a dif-
ferent light by each observer according to his stand-
point, which naturally leads to different conclusions.
The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany
has drawn the following basic conclusion from its own
historic review of the situation.

7. Fortoo long the Isracli-Arab conflict has been seen
in an incomplete perspective, which focused on the
territorial question, that is, the question of the with-
drawal from occupied territories, disregarding the fate
of the people. Today, we are all aware of the essential
role the fate of the Palestinian people plays in a solu-
tion of the conflict. For too long this problem has been
looked upon merely as a humanitarian question of
providing relief for refugees.

8. On the basis of this awareness we ¢can now express
the hope that a settlement will be reached which is
acceptable to all. In our opinion, it will hardly be help-
ful to indulge any longer in historic arguments con-
cerning the Jdevelopment in the Middle East, The
inexpediency of this kind of argumentation becomes
apparent if one realizes that it can go on indefinitely
and lead to the most varied conclusions depending on
how far one goes back into history.

9. What should we do now? It is not for the Federal
Republic of Germany to put forward a detailed plan
for the settlement of the Palestinian question. But
we can mention a few elements which, in our view,
should form part of & solution to be worked out in the
negotiations between the parties directly involved.

10. We support the Palestinian people’s right to self-
deteriaination. For us Germans, with our own bitter
experience, this is indesed only natural. It is insdmis-
sible, in our view, to acquire territory by force, and
we consider it necessary for Israel to end the terri-
torial occupation it has maintained since the conflict
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of 1967. As a consequence of the right to self-deter-
mination, we recognize the right of the Palestinian
people to decide itself whether to establish an inde-
pendent authority on the territory vacated by Israel,
as was decided at the Arab Summit Conference at
Rabat,? and proposed this very morning here by the
representative of the Ivory Coast [2290th meeting,
paras. 94-122], or whether to choose another solution,

11. Butwe also think that the settlement to be reached
in the Palestinian question must incorporate all the
essential principles laid down in Security Council
resolution 242 (1967). It must be based, above all,
on respect for the sovereignty, territorial integrity
and independence of every State in the Middle East,
as well as on the right of those States to live in peace
within their recognized boundaries. The right to live,
as well as a secure existence, must be guaranteed
for all States in the area, This applies not least to Isracl,
In the oginion of the Federal Government, any resolu.
tion of the United Nations on the Middle East problem
must be balanced with regard to the essential elemants
of a peace order in the area and take adequately into
account the different parties’ justified interests of
which 1 have aiready spoken.

12. Much has been said here about justice during
the past few days. Only if justice is done to all parties
involved in the Middle East conflict, will there be a
chance of a lasting peace in this region.

13. Mr. KULZAGA (Poland) (interpretation from
French): By placing on the agenda of this session the
question of Palestine, the General Assembly has
tsken up a problem of considerable political signif-
icance. The problem is of the highest importance in
itself because it concerns the undeniable rights of the
Palestinian people to self-determination, to existence,
to national existence. Thus, the Assembly has added
an extra dimension to the whole explosive situation
in the Middle East. It is, in fact, dealing with a problem
that should be resolved justly and peacefully with
regard for the interests of States and of peoples di-
rectly concerned, the interests of the peace and secu-
rity of this region and, hence, of the world, and also
with regard fcr the interests of increasing détente and
rationalizing international relations.

14. The decision to place the question of Palestine
on the agenda of this session led, as a logical conse-
quence, to an invitation t the representatives of the
Palestine Liberation Organization [PLO)] to participate
in the debate [resolution 3210 (XX1X)}. This invitation
was entirely justified, because it is impossible to deal
effectively with the Palestinian problem without
hearing the authentic representatives of the Arab

of Palestine, which is one of the principal parties
directly concerned in a settlement of the Middie East
conflict. The direct participation of representatives of
the Palestinian people in the debate puts this problem
into its proper context and provides the best condi
tilong for discussing it and drawing the right con-
clusions.

15. On the basis of the fundamental principles of
the foceign policy of Poland, a socialist State which
has slways favoured the right of peoples to self-
determination and national libera'ion, we supported
these two ideas. We favoured the inclusion of the
question of Palestine as a separate item in the sgends.
We became a sponsor of the deaft resolution inviting

a delegation of the PLO to take bart in the General
Assembly debate on this item,

16. It was with particular interest that we listened
to the very important and useful statement made by
the Chairman of the PLO, Mr. Yasser Arafat, on
13 November [2282nd meeting].

17. That speech is a sign of the times. We hope,
indeed we are convinced, that it will mark a historic
turning-point in what since 1947 has been cuphe-
mistically termed the **Palestinian problem’’ but in fact
for more than a quarter of a century has been nothing
other than a tragedy afflicting a whole people con-
demned to live not as a nation but as refugees. The
Palestinian problem was denied for far too long by
some, minimized by others and distorted by others
again. For more than a quarter of a century attempts
were made to misrepresent this incorrectly as a purely
humanitarian problem, In fact throughout that period
it was a political problem concerning the right to self-
determination of a nation that the expansionist and
aggressive policy of Israel had deprived of its territory
and had scattered throughout the neighbouring Arab
countries, and deprived of the right to return home.
This political problem has now acquired such impor-
tance that, unless it is solved, an equitable and lasting
solution to the whole Middle East problem will be
impossible.

18. Poland’s position on this problem has always
been clear and precise. We have always stressed
that the problem of the Arab refugees of Palestine
is not exclusively a humanitarian problem but is,
above all, a political problem. Poland, with the Arab
countries and the socialist countries, voted in favour
of the first resolution of the General Assembly-—2535 B
(XXIV) of 10 December 1969—which confirmed the
inalienable rights of the Palestinian people. We then
confirmed this position by voting in favour of all other
resolutions adopted later on this problem,

19. We have always stressed Israel’s responsibility
for having created this problem and for having con-
tinuously aggravated it on all fronts. We pointed out
that the source of this situation was the aggressiveness
and expansionism of Israel and the support it receives
from Zionist and imperialist forces. We have always
condemned Israel’s systematic and unacceptable boy-
cott of the resolutions and decisions taken by the
United Nations. Nothing has changed in this area.
In the course of this very debate we have noted new
acts of aggression on the part of Israel. Similarly,
we have witnessed Israeli measures that are danger-
ously increasing the political and military tension in
the Middle East.

20. Recently—lust August, in fuct-—-we had the
pleasure of welcoming to Polund a delegution from the
PLO and its lesder, Mr. Yusser Arafat. He had talks
with important Polish statesmen. In the course of
those talks, und from his own observation, he was
able to perceive the high esteem we huve in our coun-
try for the difficult, self-sacrificing und valiant struggle
being waged by the P1.O) in order to restore the exercise
of the legitimate rights of the Atub people of Palestine.
In the talks held with the delegation from the PLO),
Polish leaders stuted once aguin that Poland will con-
tinue to support, in all areas, efforts ximing at & com-
plete and peuceful settiement of the Middie East
problem
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21. Poland has always firmly supported a just, equit-
able and lasting peace in the Middle East. It is impos-
sible to attain that objective as long as Israel occupies
the Arab territories conquered by means of aggres-
sion and as long as Israel persists in its policy of ag-
gression and expansionism. It is absolutely necessary
for Israel to withdraw its troops from all Arab oc-
cupied territories. This withdrawal is a fundamental
condition for a lasting and pes :eful settlement in the
Middle East, But it is impos' ble to achieve such a
settlement without recognition and respect for and
total implementation of the legitimate rights of the Arab
people of Palestine to self-determination and national
existence. We feel that this is an eceential element in
the Middle East situation. Recognition of this fact
is necessary for a peaceful, just and lasting settlement
of the Middle East problems, while rejection of it
makes such a solution difficult, if not impossible.

22. That is why we particularly appreciate the impor-
tance of the decisions taken at the Seventh Confer-
ence of Arab Heads of State at Rabat. The Conference
confirmed the right of the Palestinian people to the
restoration of its country, its right to self-determina-
tion and to the creation of an independent national
authority under the leadership of the PL.O, which is
the sole legitimate representative of the Palestinian
people, This fact determines the scope of our debate
and the resolutions we shall be adopting, which should
promote the implementation of the legitimate rights
of the Arab people of Palestine.

23. A peaceful and lasting settlement of the Middle
East problem requires that the right of each State to
exist within recognized frontiers should be conceded
and that there should be respect for its territorial integ-
rity. At this very rostrum, when he was stressing
the great importance of the process of détente in
limiting and eliminating local conflicts and clearing
the ground for an equitable solution to controversies
in accordance with the principles of the sovereignty,
territorial integrity and security of nations, the First
Secretary of the Central Committee of the Polish
United Workers’ Party, Mr. Edward Gierek, stressed:

“Poland favours precisely such a permanent
settlement of the Middle East conflict, which above
all calls for completely eliminating the consequences
of aggression and ensuring the Arab people of
Palestine its legitimate rights.'" [2264th meeting,
para. 12.]

24. We also call for the Geneva Peace Conference
on the Middle Eust to be resumed as soon as possible,
with the patticipation of representutives of the Pales-
tinian people enjoying the sume rights as the other
parties directly involved. The events that have oc-
curred in the region, including those of recent days,
to which I have referred, confirm the urgency of this
step. The Middle East is still a very dungerous source
of tension. Isrsel is ceaselessly pursuing a policy of
aggression and provocation. It is continuing to refuse
;g carry out the decivions und resolutions of the United
ations,

25. The Awsembly took a major historic step when
it decided to study the Palestinian problem with the
participation of representatives of the PL.(). Now, the
Assembly must conficm by its resolutions the Pales
tinian people’s nght to self-determination and must
contnbute to the exercise of that nght in accordance

with the Charter and Assembly resolutions and help
to create conditions propitious to a peaceful, lasting
and equitable settlement of the problems of the Middle
East. This task is urgent,

26. It is with this in mind that we are taking part in
this debate, These are the measures we should like
to see this Assembly adopt. These are the measures
we shall support.

27. Mr. MONGUNO (Nigeria): For the first time
since the partition of Palestine in 1947 [see resolu-
tion 181 (11)], the General Assenibly has now decided
to focus attention on the search for meaningful ways
of redressing the wrongs done to the Arab peopie of
Palestine, In a humane and responsible reaction to the
Nazi pogroms, which culminated in the genocide of
raillions of innocent Jews, the pressure for the creation
of a homeland for the oppressed Jews of Europe be-
came irresistible, even for those who had no great
sympathy for zionism. However, with the wisdom of
hindsight, it could be said that the international com-
munity, in its anxiety to compensate the Jewish peo-
ple, on the one hand, was seemingly willing to wrong
the Palestinian Arabs, on the other hand.,

28. From time immemorial, colonial Powers have
contrived to deprive other peoples of their right to
self-determination by a combination of methods,
which included a cynical pretence at the protection of
those rights. Thus the excuse given by Britsin and
France for getting into the Middle East at the end of
the First World War was simply, as stated in the
Anglo-French Declaration of 7 November 1918;

*“, . . the complete and definite emancipation of the
peoples so long oppressed by the Turks and the
establishment of national Governments and admin-
istrations deriving their authority from the initia-
tive and free choice of the indigenous populations.”?

That commitment was never fulfilled. Instead, the
Middle East was carved up, and Britain and France
established their different spheres of influence in the
area.

29. As if that imposed protection were not bad
enough, the British Government sowed the seeds of
the present conflict by bowing to the pressure of
Zionists and issuing the Balfour Declaration.

*“His Mujesty’s Government''—the Declaration
stated—*'views with favour the establishment in
Palestine of a national home for the Jewish peo-
ple ... it being clearly understood that nothing
shall be done which may prejudice the civil and
religious rights of existing non-Jewish communities
in Palestine . . ."'4

Thus the Declaration scknowledged the existence
of Arab communities in Palestine, but hoped that the
proposed Jewish national home would by no mesns
abridge the rights of the resident Palestinian Arabs.
What the British Government failed to recognize was
that & Jewish national home in Palestine, as distinct
from Jewish settlement in an Arab Palestine, coukd
not have been created without prejudicing the rights
of the Palestinian Arabs.

3. ‘Thus, when the United Nations, on 29 November
1947, gave expressiun to the Zionist demand for the
partition of Palestine, 1t unwittingly created the ques-
tion of Palestine It must never be forgotten that the
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Palestinians were not consulted before their homeland
was partitioned. Such was the determination of the
Westera nations to salve their consciences by settling
the Jewish problem. The question that needs to be
answered is why this should have been done at the
expense of the Arabs. It is on record that despite the
sense of shock and outrage voiced at Nazi atrocities,
these same Western countries imposed quotas se-
verely limiting the immigration of the victims of the
Nazi holocaust into their own countries.

31. Until recently, the United Nations has considered
the question of Palestine strictly in terms of the refugees
~displaced persons in the land of their own birth,
My delegation finds it difficult to believe that the inter-
national community can accept indefinitely a situation
in which over 3 million Palestinian Arabs, dispossessed
of their homeland, could be virtually condemned to
live out all their lives in tents—or, at best, in other
countries—and be perpetual receivers of international
charity.

32. The scales apparently began to fall from our
eyes in 1969, when every successive session of the
Assembly adopted resolutions asserting and upholding
the right of those Falestinians to self-determination,
That was as it should be, since the United Nations is
dedicated to promoting seif-determination, which
is the inalienable right of all peoples. By inscribing
the Palestinian question as a separate item on the
agenda of this session, we have the opporwnity of
looking at it in its true perspective in order to seek
a solution in this delicate matter.

33. Article 52 of the United Nations Charter acknowl-
edges the important role of regional organizations in
desling with matters relating to the maintenance of
international peace and security in the region., As far
as the Middle Fast is concerned, the Arab [.eague, at
its latest Summit Conference at Rabat,? accorded
unanimous recognition to the PL() as the sole authentic
spokesman for the Palestinian Arabs. Thus, no dis-
cussion of the Palestinian question can be meaningful
without the full participation of the PL(). It is there-
fore in keeping with this reality that General Assembly
resolution 3210 (XXIX) should be hailed as 4 mujor
contribution to the search for peace in the Middle East.

34. In his statement before the General Assembly
on 13 November 1974 [2282nd meeting|, Yusser
Arafat, the Chairman of the PL.O), told this Assembly
that he had brought with him an olive branch and «
freedom-fighter's gun. My delegation hopes thut the
Assembly will ensure thut the olive branch of peace iy
sccepted from the PLO). 'The alternutive would be
catastrophic for peace, not only in the Middle Fust
but in the world at lurge. Thut is why my delegation
believes that this Orgunization hus no choice but to
seek u just and lusting peuce quickly.

3%. ‘The Nigenun Head of Stute, General Yakubu
Gowon, gave an indication of my Government’s
vision of the structure of » solution in hiv uddress to
this Assembly on % Octaber 1973 He vad:

“Members of the Orgumization of Afnican Unity
desire peace 1t the Middie Eust - peace bused un
equity, peace that does not invst on scquivition of
other people’s ternitary as a pre condition, pewe
that scknowledges the nght of all nations in the area
to exint in secunty, pesce that places & premium

on respect for cultural diversity; peace that upholds
the dignity of man and draws sustenance from the
principles enunciated in the Universal Declaration
of Human Rights and the Charter of the United
Nationg,"’*

36. To achieve this elusive peace, my delegation
bc.liavcs that the following facts should be borne in
mind.

37. First, the right of the Palestinian Arabs to choose
their own representatives and their own spokesmen
must be held sacred. In other words, they shall de-
termine who shall rule their ancestral land in their own
interest. No one nation or group of nations should
press that the interests of the Palestinian Arabs should
be subordinated to other nauons’ conceptions of
Paiestinian needs. Briefly, we have to reaffirm, and
strain every nerve to uphold, their right to self-deter-
mination,

38, Secondly, the reality of the existence of Israel
as a sovereign State should be acknowledged. A real-
istic search for peace in the area demands that the
Israelis be guaranteed security within agreed borders,

39. Thirdly, Israel should reconsider and change
some of its policies and attitudes in the area. We think
it unfortunate and ultimately self-defeating for Israel
to continue to seek consciously to prove that its own
security ¢an be maintained primarily by denying the
rights of others to exist. A more realistic attitude is
now overdue—an attitude based on coexistence with
its neighbours as co-equals in a spirit of tolerance and
respect. To insist, as the leaders of Israel have so far
done, that they will not talk to the PLO), is to belie their
protestations of desiring a peaceful solution.

40. Flowing from that, Israel should withdraw from
occupied Arab lands in accordance with Security
Council resolution 242 (1967),

41, Before the outbreak of war in the Middle East
last year, Israel had resisted all effurts to persuade it
to withdraw, claiming that more territory gave assur-
ance of greater security. The war of October 1973
completely nullified that argument, as it proved that
extensive real estute acquired as spoils of war was by
no meuns 4 security blanket of any value. In other
words, it underscored the need for the solution of the
problems of the urea, u solution which, while taking
gccount of the existence of Isruel, would also gutisfy
the long-thwurted und denied nationul aspications of
the Palestin.an Arabs and others in the area. The so-
lution we envisuge would do all that und, equally
importunt, remove all truces of humiliution for the
Atub peoples.

42, [funy peaples deserve peuce, they are the peoples
of the Middle Eust. They huve been disttucted too lung
by tension, injustice, threuts of war und the hotrors of
combut. Now 1y the time for negotiation, und the forum
is ulready there. | meun the Genevu Pewce Conference.
My delegution counsels thut it be resumed without
further deluy. In doing s we ure not unmindful of the
cunstructive role which persanal and bilateral efforts
have played However, we believe that, in the face of
recent developments, the Conference of ull interested
purties should now reconvene

43 Mr LONGERSTALRY (Belgiumi tinterpretation
from Frenchy The Assembly v today faced with one
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of the most important decisions in its history. It is
called upon to make what could be a decisive contribu-
tion to the settlement of a problem that has long been
before it. Hence, the hour is grave and the resolution
that will eventually be adopted by the Assembly
either could impede the search for a peaceful solution
or could help to promote the chances of success
~-which is what I most earnestly hope for.

44, The primary aim of the United Nations as stated
in the Charter is precisely to bring about by peaceful
means, and in conformity with the principles of justice
and international law, the settlement of international
situations that might lead to a breach of the peace. It
is in that spirit that I am speaking, in the very earnest
hope that the rectifying of what has often been called
an injustice will not be brought about by committing
another injustice that would be equalily intolerable,
This Assembly must be faithful to the tradition of
equity, which gives it alone the right to speak in the
name of the world’s conscience. Consequently, it is
necessary that the basic elements of the question of
Palestine should be borne in mind if we wish to lay the
foundations of a lasting settlement,

45, In the view of my Government it is essential that
the draft resolution to be put to the vote in this As-
sembly does not call into question the territorial integ-
rity or the political independence of any State at
present existing in the Middle East or give formal
recognition to the acquisition of territory by one of
those States by force. But it must give some defini-
tion to the lawful rights of the Palestinians, particularly
the right to self-determination and to return.

46. The complexity and the various implications of
the problem before us certainly do not make it easy
for us to think in terms of an immediate and total settle.
ment. It is high time, however, that they are spelled
out here, so that a situation that has caused too much
suffering and continues to be u threat to peace may be
brought to an end. It is high time for this Assembly to
give some hope to those who have too long been de-
ptived of hope, that they may be allowed in the near
future to see the beginning of an era of coexistence
and closer and more constructive co-operation,

47, As our colleague, Mr. Baroody, told us at the
2286th meeting [para. 49] the last words spoken to him
by the late Minister of State for Foreign Affairs of
Saudi Arabin were words of hope. **l am happy . . ."",
he had suid, ‘‘becuuse we are at the threshold of
peace’’. I should like to echo the wise words of hope
left to us by & great stutesman. I do w in the convic-
tion that this will guide all delegations anxious to
find a settlement to the Palestinian problem. Such a
solution can be sought only in sccordance with the
principles of equity and the rules recognized by inter-
national law. It iy essential that we remain faithful to
the Charter druwn up hy the founders of this Organ-
1zation.
48, Mr. ASHTAL (Democtatic Yemen): For the first
lime in & quarter of x century the General Assembly
has decided to deal with the question of Palestine—a
:Lucuwn of u peaple uprooted from its homeland and
nied the exercise of 1ty basc rights to independence
and freedom—not in precemen! and eclectic delibera-
tions but in ity totality. Since the partiton of Palestine,
its people has been subgected to & life of national de-
privation and outnght Zwonist colonalism. Thowe

Palestinians who are now living in their country are
relegated to the status of second-class citizens; others
have been forcibly evicted, only to be replaced by
waves of settlers, nationals of alien States. Indeed,
the people of Palestine has lost not only political con-
trol over its country, but also physical occupation of
that country. It has been deprived not only of its
inalienable right to self-determination and statehood
but also of its elemental right to exist on its own land.

49, Today, we are faced not with certain aspects of
the Palestinian question, but with the cause of their
tragedy, namely, the Zionist usurpation of their home-
land. The question of Palestine is a purely political
one. It is a conflict between the indigenous people of
Palestine and colonialism in its crueliest manifestation,
that is, zionism.

50. Predicated on concepts of racial self-segregation,
racial exclusiveness and racial supremacy, the Zionist
ideology is a new facet of nazism. Its basic myth is the
popularization of equating obligations to zionism with
Judaism. Indeed, this synonymous treatment of
z1onism and Judaism, encouraged and explicitly pro-
moted by Zionist spokesmen, has erroneously given
the impression that zionism is an intrinsic core of
Judaism. Zionism is a colonial inovement whose
}:ictima are both the people of Palestine and world
ewry.

51. The emergence of the PLO--the sole represen-
tative of the Palestinian people—is the culmination
of a long history of persistent resistance to British
colonialism and Zionist incursions. Ever since theiy
homeland became a target for vicious Zionist designs,
the Palestinians have valiantly struggled to repel
foreign intruders and to defend their country. They
did so under the most adverse conditions, in the face
of an enemy vehemently supported by colonial and
imperialist forces. Nevertheless, the Palestinian
people have withstood the misery of systematic
Zionist brutality and masx eviction. It is to the credit
of a proud Palestinian people that a large number of
its youngsiers, born in refugee camps outside Pales-
tine, now carry arms and join the march to resist
Zionist occupation and fight for their freedom. Their
brethren inside Puwestine have demonstrated to the
world that they are a living people, ready to sacrifice
themselves for their freedom and iudtfcndeme. Only
yesterday, the Zionist chieftains dispatched their
army to subdue mass Palestinian rallies

the PLO. Even the Palestinian Jews, who are also
victims of Zionist occupation, are raising their voices
sgainst foreign intruders who hail from distant coun-
tries. We salute the active Pulestinian resistance and
identify with their just cause—a cause supported by
all freedom-fighters and peace-loving countries.

52. Palestine is not & dispusable piece of land, noc is
it & pawn on a chets-board. It is & homeland for the
Palestinians; it is their history and their culturs; it is
their destiny and their life. Conqueroes snd usurpers
have come and gone, but Palesting has always been
there. They may forget where Palesting is, but never
will the Palestinians. Its usurpars have been haunted
even by its very name. The sts may pretend that
Palestine is a fiction, or they may suppoee that it had
drifted away from Jerusalem. Whate ver their fantasles,
Pulestine is there and Jerusalem is its living haact.
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When the Zionist hooligans yell, ** Arafat, go home,”
they should know that ‘‘home’’ is Palestine.

53. When the General Assembly decided to parti-
tion Palestine, under severe Zionist pressure, many
peoples in Africa and Asia were languishing under
colonialism, The United Nations, at that time, was
under the direct influence of colonial Powers, notably
the United States. It was in that setting that the Gen-
neral Assembly endorsed the inception of a Zionist
State in Palestine. Since that time, the Palestine
question has been buried urder heaps of United Na-
tions documents, conveniently treating the Palestine
question as a humanitarian issue. At the same time,
the Zionist usurpers waged wars of aggression and
occupied, not only the whole of Palestine, but also
territories of two sister States, Egypt and the Syrian
Arab Republic,

54, Disillusioned by the United Nations, the Pales-
tine people have resorted to armed struggle under the
leadership of the Palestine resistance movement. It
is thanks to their unrelenting resistance and to the
overwhelming support of the Arab and other peoples
that they have gained international recognition for
their just cause, We salute the PLO representatives
now in our midst, and salute their revolutionary
leadership. The appearance in the General Assembly
of Yasser Arafat, the Chairman of the PLO, is sym-
bolic of a new reality: the decline of imperialism,
colonialism and zionism, and the irreversible tide for
independence, self-determination and progress. For
the Palestine people and its leadership, 14 October
1974 marks the beginning of a long military and polit-
ica! struggle by all means to establish in their home-
land & democratic secular Palestinian state. Only
then will the olive branch blossom and peace reign in
the Holy Land.

55. Mr. RABETAFIKA (Madagascar) (interpre-
tation from French): Mr, President, the Foreign
Minister of Madagascar himself has alreundy expressed
his feelings of pride as an African in seeing you pre-
side over this session of the General Assembly. On
behalf of my delegation, however, I should like to pay
tribute to your objectivity and impartiality dGuring
these past few weeks, and to the way that you have
stated and supported law as it stems from the Charter,
which, being the charter of the people of the United
Nations, should primarily serve the legitimute cxuse of
those peoples.

56. It took the international community more than
25 yenrs to reulize that the injustice perpetrated aguinst
the Palestinians, despite the provisions of the Charter
relating to the rights of peoples arndd the rights of na-
ticnis, brazenly served selfish national interests bent
on the mainienance of colonialism and imperialism.
Throughout that entire perixd, with the assistance of
propegarkia, we closed vur eyes to realities, to the
requirements of law, to historkal panciples, to the
appeals of people who were suffering, and we sllowed
ourselves, alas, to support an i1devlogy based on
antithetic principles.

57 Aware of the harm that our hesitation and com-
promusing with principle did to the Palestinian cause,
it 18 thus high time that we should have maoce generous
sentiments and see things in their proper hight, and
finally reach certain conclusions more 1n keeping with
the legitimate interests of the Palestinians One of the

merits of this historic debate, the moderate and con-
ciliatory tone of which was set by the Chairman of
the Executive Committee of the PLO will be to bring
the Palestinian people at last out of the state of limbo
into which they were originally relegated by our deci-
sions and our votes.

58. No one can be unaware of what the Palestinian
people have suffered, in despair and humiliation, No
one can remain unmoved by the proposal that, after
being homeless wanderers against their will since
1348, the Palestinians should recover their civil, eco-
nomic, social and political rights. No one can deny the
fact that the Palestinians, like all other peoples, have
aspirations, and in the final analysis they are the only
ones who should decide what means should be used
to make those aspirations a reality.

59, It might be objected, however, that the Pales-
tinians should submit to the rules governing relations
among nations, as those rules are set forth in the
Charter and international law. But can that condition,
essential though it may seem in the eyes of some, be
considered equitable, when the rights of Palestinians
have not been satisfactorily defined or universally
recognized? Furthermore, the partition of Palestine,
the surreptitious creation of a Jewish State following
the establishment of a Jewish national homeland, the
expulsion of more than a million Palestinians from
their homeland to States euphemistically termed
‘““transit States’’, the arrogant and irresponsible denial
of their existence-—are all those acts in accordance
with international law and the principles of the Charter?

60. The Palestinians fuced an exceptional situation,
born of injustice and endless misunderstandings, and
that is one of the reasons why we understund the
Palestinian revolution and its fight against any form
of domination, colonialism or neo-coluniulism.

6t. Insome quarters, both in the United Nutions and
in world public opinion, an attempt is made to present
the Paulestinian question in terms that defy common
sense and contradict recent or remote historical and
political facts. Those of us who huve been subjected
to coloniglism do not need long speeches und clever
arguments to establish the colonisl churacter of 4 given
situation. But since we need to present urguments
in support of our position, we might well usk whether
the independence of Palestine, the inevituble result of
the end of the British Mardate, wus brought about
for the benefit of the Palestiniuns or to their detriment,
Was there any regard for their wishes, their well-
being or their rights? What of the Government of
Palestine provided for in article 28 of the Mundute?*
Have the guarantees of territonal integrity and inde-
pendence from any fo' gn control, as stipulated in
artcle 5 of the saume Mandate, been fulfilled by the
sdministering Power”? Were the necessary steps taken
to prevent anything happening that coukd lead to the
breaking-up »f the country's political, geographical
{ administrative structure?

62 It would be diffkult indeed to anwwer those
questions by any argument based on maore than mere
rhetoric and semantics. The truth s that the Pales-
tinian people, victims of & most unhaps.y fate, have
passad through the hands of one colormzing group
after another
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63. Our Organization, unfortunately, has its share of
the responsibility. At times of difficulty for various
nations, we have accepted the terms of two major
Powers, one wishing to thrust an increasingly incon-
venient responsibility on to the shoulders of the inter-
national community, and the other deliberately seeking
to bend the will of nations to the requirements of its
internal policies.

64. An auntomatic majority was used to ensure that
the United Nations disposed of Palestine despite the
Palestinians, circumvented Chapter XI of the Char-
ter concerning Non-Self-Governing Territories, and
created a new State, ignoring the right to self-deter-
mination of the people concerned. If those are the
pseudo-legal bases on' which the Organization has
relied to justify its role in the question of Palestine it
would be better to forget them, for they are in con-
travention of the principles of the Charter.

65. The legacy of the past 25 years is a heavy burden,
and in a new world guided much more by the principles
of justice and equity than by the gaining of passing and
incidental advantages, the Palestinian question must
be reviewed with a more revolutionary and genuine
approach. We must bear in mind, first, that ideas and
attitudes have changed and, secondly, that the Pales-
tinians are determined to recover their national
identity.

66, We no longer have to accept any obscure or
obscurantist diktar. Relations among nstions and
peoples are now based on equality and mutual respect,
and not on considerations in which the desire for
hegemony takes on a romantic or sentimental disguise
in bud faith. The solution of a p.oblem depends more
on recognition of its specific nature than on a forced
notion of interdependence that can lead to abuse of
the luw. Lastly, nations have learned that it is more
important to act in accordance with the requirements
of justice and their own interests than in accordance
with schemes designed to defend certain other inter-
ests, but quite devoid of any intellectual honesty.

67. Furthermore, the Palestinian people, thanks to
their revolutionary struggle, have overcome their dif-
ferences. They have successfully, courageously and
decisively dealt with intimidation and & desire to an-
nihilute them. For the past 10 years the national iden-
tity of the Palestinians has been asserted, not at the
expense of others but on the basis of their own inherent
justification. And now the international community
has no choice but to take note of the positive and
constructive apirit underlying the Palestinian revolu-
tion. In 1 word, we are now better prepared to exercise
our cnticul faculties in considering Palestinian objec-
tives, helping them in the formulation, recognition,
respect for and safeguarding of their rights.

68 In defence of the Organization, it shoukl be saud
that since 199 we have no longer conidered Pales-
tinians solely as refugees. That was the yeus the Pales-
tinians” night to self-determination was reaffirmed.
()ver the years they have received increasing support,
which has shown that it 1s no | r & matter of mobr-
lizing automatic majorities, but that there has been =
change of attitude resulting from better and more
responible information.

89 (A course, we should not expect & favourable
resction from the Zwnists, who have maintained and

who still maintain that if one accepts the Palestinian
right to self-determination one also recognizes the
colonial situation prevailing in Palestinc and denics
the existence of the Jewish State. If one follows that
rather special form of logic, one reaches two con-
clusions: first, that the State of Israel has had the
exclusive right to represent Palestine since the British
Mandate ended; secondly, that belief in the existence
of Israel presupposes the annihilation of the Palestinian
peopie. Those two conclusions, justified « posteriori
by religious, historical and political arguments, are
so absurd that one wonders if they do not arise from
some form of panic resulting from a blind devotion to
theories of exclusiveness tha: are now outmoded.

70. Thereis a new situation now, at least in the United
Nations. The right of the Palestinians to seif-deter-
mination can no longer be denied them, for it is only
natural that they should assume that right. Qur sole
duty is to act in such a way that this right is actually
exercised, and one must forget reccdiminations and
acrimony, which would only marginally serve the cause
of justice.

71. Is it not right to support, in a Palestine that is,
above all, humane, the idea of a democratic State,
a State free of discrimination, free of the consequences
of exclusiveness and fanaticism, free of fratricidal
warfare? Is it not right to consider that it is within such
a framework that the Palestinians can best assume
their own destiny and make their contribution to peace?
Lastly, is it not right to put aa end to the claims and
counterclaims that have been made by proposing a
solution that is imaginative, courageous and above all
generous? Strict respect for the principles of the
Charter weould make it possible for the Organization
to share with the Palestinians a decisive role in de-
termining the future of Palestine.

72. 'That vision of a new Palestine perhaps may not
take into account certain facty of today's world, but
if those facts have been imposed on us by the economic,
political, military and strategic interests of others,
they are of no help in understanding the true situation
in Pulestine, which, now more than ever before, must
be rectified. Obviously, any approach to the problem
must accord with reality; it cannot be abstract, unless
one wishes to lean towards the absurd by taking
distorted truths into account. In saying this, we do not
wish to conceal the fundamental complexity of the
problem. The Palestinians have been demanding inter-
national recognition of their identity. The Jews cannot
rid themselves of their complex regarding their own
destruction. Reconciliation of those two attitudes,
which are not even parsdoxical, cun only be achieved
between Palestinians and Jews. That, essentially, is
Ph:; we define the concept of x democratic State int
stine.

73 Zwnist expanuonism is also & part of what one
mught call present reality, as is the disparion of the
stinian people, who have definite legal ts over
Palestine. But i that any resson for our ( i
tion to violate the Charter and accept this expan-
siontsm and this dispersion” That would betray the
hopes the Pulestinians have placed in us. Theirs will be
s long march and s difficuit one. but with svery stap
towards cheir goals they will expect us to consolidate
their victorses over themasives and others and assure
them that never again will the principles of equality,
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freedom and justice set forth in the Charter be applied
in such a way as not to take them into account.

74. That, we believe, is the commitment our Organ-
ization can and must uidertake towards the Pales-
tinians so shat they are no longer a forgotten people.

75. One cannot speak of the Palestinian problem
without speaking of its importance in a search for
a lasting solution in the Middle East. It would not be
presumptuous to say that, because the international
community did not recognize that essential factor
in time, all the peace initiatives undertaken so far
have been doomed to semi-failure, to partial, even
timid, results, and, in spite of their merits, to situations
that remain precarious.

76, The Palestinians were not allowed to take part
in talks on the Middle East because they did not exist;
hecause there was nothing (o offer th>m and because
they had nothing to offer; because they were ter-
rorists; because they represented only themselves and
not the Palestinian people. The most diverse allega-
tions were brought forward, the most alarming and
fanciful arguments were presented to stifle the voice
of justice and freedom. All those false considerations
fell by the wayside. one after the other, as the Pales-
tiniun revolution waus confirmed and strengthened,
driving its detractors into an isolation that speaks for
itself,

77. For the past 25 years the United Nations has
tuken « first-things-first approach, and in spite of itself
it has had to move towards soluiions, not facile ones
—for one must pay & tribute to what has been done
to keep the Palestinian question and the hopes of the
Palestinians alive—but limited solutions, for the inter-
ests involved, becuuse their commitments and in-
trunvigence left us no other craice.

78. 'The Pulestinian renaissance hus not eliminuted or
diminished those commitments and that intrunsigence,
but the situution is now such that it is possible for the
internationu! community to take the offensive once
uguin and to require thut the question of Palestine
Justifiubly be given priority in the search for un over-
sll und, we would hope, definitive solution to the
problem of the Middle Eust.

79. Thinking his changed; the balance of power
hus chunged; there have been developments in the
situation, or, rather, the situatons in the Middle East,
the political and diplomatic presence of Palestiae must
now he borne in mind; and our deliberations are under
way. A’. this will muke it possible for our Organiza-
tin to strengthen recognition of the identity and
legitimute natikinal nghts of the Palestinians It will
now be possible for us properly to support their struggle
for liberation, to promote the idenls of tolerance and
justice 1n s democratic State and to place in perspective
the Palestinan contnbution to our peace-making
cfforta

¥ (f course, there will be problems. there will
be apposition. Reactionaries wiil say that the ()rgan-
1zation 1s not being realistic, that it s trying to do the
imposuible But we, for our part, believe that any
hiberstion, any evolutwon, any revolution, must have
vivion und be forward looking I the cause v o
tnumph, we must go beyond what 1« mercly posuble
ur even reasonable and act 1n suppaoct of causes that
are worthwhile Our (rganization 1 already com

mitted, There can be no better cause at the present
time than that of Palestine and the Palestinians.

81, Mr. RAMPHUL (Mauritius): In deciding to hold
this debate, the Assembly has shown its determina-
tion to do justice to a great people, the Palestinians,
who for decades have suffered through exile from
their homeland, the deprivation and misery of refugee
camps and foreign occupation, The Assembly has
also shown great wisdom in finally realizing that it
should tackle the question of Palestine with all its
political implications in order to bring about a just
and lasting peace in the Middle East,

82. Mauritius firmly believes that, if this debate is
conducted in a constructive manner, it will greatly
contribute to a peaceful scttiement of the difficult
problem of the Middle East. Mauritius was therefore
pleased to support the decision of the General As-
sembly to examine the question of Palestine and to
invite the PLO to participate in the debate,

83. 1 should like to take this opportunity to welcome
the PLO representatives and, through them, to pay
tribute to all the Palestinians for their will to survive
as a people and to struggle for their legitimate rights
and the basic freedoms enshrined in the United Na-
tions Charter.

#4. 'The position of Mauritius regaiuing the question
of the Middle East is well known. Suffice it to say
thut we stand for the implementation of Security
Council resolution 242 (1967) in its entirety, We shall
therefore continue to insist on the withdrawal of Israeli
furces from ull the Arub territories Israel has occupied
since the war of 1967, The demonstrations thut have
recently tuken piace on the West Bank should serve
uy 4 warning to the effect that a colonial-type occupa-
tion of Arab lands cannot continue indefinitely. Israel
hus always insisted thut any settlement regarding the
West Bunk must be negotinted by Jordan. In this
regard, we assumed that after the Rabut Conference,?
which decided on an independent nationsl authority
to be set up on any liberated Palestinian land, the posi-
tion of the Government of Israel would change. We
were therefore disappointed that the representative
of Isrsel stated the opposition of his Government o
any deulings with the PLO. We urge Isrsel to con-
sider that the PLO has emerged s~ a force to be reck-
oned with in sny settlement of the Middle Eaat prob-
iem  Isrsel should radically change its position and
regard the PL() as x genuine liberation moveinent
and not a terrorist organization. We should all re-
member that in the past such people, among others,
as Washington, Gandhi . Nehru, De YValera, Nkrumah,
Kenyatta and, more recently, Cabrul, who were
beatuded as terroristy, were later recognized as respon-
wible lenders of their peoples We submut that, after
hearing Yamser Arafat at this rostrum last week, it 15
difficult to continue to treat him as a terrorist and not
as the leader of his people His atatement has shown
that his ocganization, the PLOY, s not the terrorist
organization whose avowed aim 1 [vrsel's destruction.
His proposal for & democratic Pulestine shouid werve
4y & broad framework for a2 long-term settlement of
the Middle Fust problem and all the attendant com-
plex problems of the nght ol {srael to exist as an en-
tity. the exercise of the legitimate right of the Pules-
tinsn people to selfl determination, and the nght of
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those Palestinians who have bee . uprooted and dis-
persed to return to their homes,

85. For a long time the political 1r*ghts of the Pales-
tinian people have been ignored. Now it appears that
no solution of the Middle East question can be found
without taking into account those rights. And as long
as Israel refuses to deal with the PLO and the Chair-
man of its Executive Committee, the United Nations
will find itself in an impasse. Mauritius, which stili
has friendly relations with Israel, would like to take
thic opportunity solemnly to appeal to the Isracli Gov-
ernment to change its attitude so that Arafat does not
fet the olive branch drop from his hend.

86. After the Rabat Conference and the historic
decision of this Assembly to hear the voice of the
Palestinian people, we believe that a drastic reap-
praisal of Israeli policies is called for. We are now
confronted with a situation requiring a great amount of
goodwill and a spirit of co-operation from all parties
concerned.

87. Israel was created in accordance with a Genersl
Assembly resolution. It is a fact that it exists as a
State Member of this Organization. Another fact that
should now be taken into account is that the legitimate

rights of the Palestinians have for long been ignored
and should therefore be restored.

88. It is with those two elements in mind that Mau-
ritius is participating in this debate and wili pronounce
itself on any draft resolution that may be submitted.

The meeting rose at 5.20 p.r1.
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