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QUESTIONS CONSIDERED BY THE SECURITY COUNCIL AT ITS 838TH MEETING ON 7 AUGUST 1958

(continued)

DRAFT RESOLUTION SUBMITTED BY THE USSR (A/3870)

Mr. RIFAI (Jordsn): This emergency special session of the
General Assembly came about as a result of deep concern regarding the situation
in the Middle East, which situation followed a deterioration of conditions
in the Arab countries., Subversive aggression, organized and directed from
without, broke out vigorously in the area and intended to complete its rounds
in Jordan. This tide of indirect atbacks and disguised armed activities against
the Arab countries will no doubt continue to rise until it covers all parts of
the Arabian peninsula and North Africa. The futuré international complications
will then be far more serious than at present and beyond the skill of
international diplomacye.

The latest events in the Arab lands are preliminaries to further plans of
aggression designed by the same source to dominate that strategic and important
part of the worid. The discussion of these events gt such an important meeting,
and on such a high level, necessarily and essentially demands a general survey
of their causes and aims., Such causes and gims are sometimes intentionally or
unintentionally misinterpreted and misreported by certain politicians and
political commentators. Therefore, in order to lead a constructive discussion
and to find an effective remedy to the present crisis in the Arab East, ny
delegation will try to describe the real picture of conditions in that area.

There is no doubt that there is in the region a violent struggle. But what
kind of struggle is it and what are the driving powers behind it? Those who are
not very familiar with the inhabitants and the history of that region describe
it as Arab nationalism. They give it such identification even when it is a

struggle among the Arabs themselves, and within the same nation, or even when

it does not serve any national aspirations, and even when it is degraded to the

level of sin and crime.
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As an Arsb, with an Arab background, and coming from an Arab country, I wish to
put forward to the General Assembly, on behalf of my delegation, our remarks on
this important subject ovarab nationalism, It has become more or less the duty
of every true Arab to save Arab nationalism from the ambiguities and abuse into
which it has fallen.

It does not, however, escape my delegation that this subject is a purely
Arsb affair. But because it has been considered as a factor in the present erisis
of the area we feel that it should be presented in its proper perspective.

Arab nationalism is not a new movement in the Arab world. Nor could any
present Arsb leader claim that it is his production. ' Arab nationalism rose in
the latter part of the nineteenth century when the call for Arab aspirations was
first heard in Lebanon and then echoed and developed into more practical ideas

“in other parts of the Arab homeland.

It was as early as 1911 and 1913 that the national Arab movement developed
from concepts and feelings into serious talk and real preparations.

In 1916 the great Arab revolt broke out in Hejaz under the leadership of
late Hussein Bin Ali and enveloped Jordan, Syria, Lebanon and Iraq, led by the
four sons of old King Hussein. That great Arab revolt, whose anniversary is
still celebrated in several Areb countries, had as its first and ultimate aim
the freedom, independence and unity of all the Arab countries. ‘

From 1916 onwards the Arab countries passed through national, political and
military developments, marked by a series of minor national revolutions, until
‘each Arab country individually and separately achieved its independence and
sovereignty, with the exception of Palestine, whose problem is well-known to
everybody.

Yet, in spite of the establishment of several Arab States, the idea and
feeling of Arab unity continued to exist and grow and develop, and to follow in
its application a natural evolutionary pattern. The League of Arab States was
founded and then the Arab Collective Security Pact. Other agreements and pacts
were concluded among some Arab States with the purpose of strengthening the ties
of pan-Arabism and Arsb unity to the strongest possible degree; In most of the
constitutions of the Arab States the emphasis is laid in the very first articles
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on the fact that the Arab country concerned is a part of the great Arab .homeland,
that.its people are a part qf_the.A%ab'patiop, and,that ;ts policy is“to achieve a
complete Arab unity. : “ ; S ‘ ; . '

But in the last elght or nine years a nev m.ovemen+ of V1olent polltlcal

events has been introduced into the Arab region, a movement which set back Arab .

progress into a state of inter-Axab difrerences and conflicts. ;
LA 1949 the President. of the Syrian Repuolic, Sbukri el-Quwatly, who was the :
foremost natlonal leaderﬁof,Syrla,:and_the man”wpouspegtfmost of his sqventy

years in a struggle for his country, was;overthrpwnjby the Chief of Staff of the
Syrien Army, Colonel Husni Az-Zaim, who laxer,proclaimedﬂhimself as th'
President of Syria with the general consent of theiSyrians,:
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Colonel Az-Zaim was in turn overthrown by two other colonels who
ruled the country successively, Each of them claimed national leadership and that
he had won the generai support of the nation. Yet, each of them ended with
failure. ; ey

The Syrians then turned sgain to their old former President who was living
in exile. He, who was thrown out by his own people, was called back by the same
people'and was elected again as President of Syria. This fact ﬁpset the scales
of true nationalism, and proves that real nationalism should not be confused with
political events. : ;

A régrettable outcome of the unconstitutional changes which took place in
Syria in recent years was the suppression of a large number of nationalistic -
Syrian leaders. They were men who contributed substantially to the independence
of their country, and who personally took part in the battle of national .
liveration., They now wither as prisoners in Syria doing hard labour, or are
in compulsory confinements, or in exile, sentenced to death.

‘ In spite of the natural progress of every nation with the passage of time,
the unconstitutional poliﬁical events that happened in Syria in the past few years
did not strengthen the Syrian national Government which was already strong there,
but they only established the military regime. ‘

However, another political event took place in Egypt as a result of which-
the King was dethroned and Colonel. iohemmed Naguib came to power. Developments
there led to the coming of Colonel Nasser, who became the President of Egypt
and then of the United Arab Republic of Egypt and Syria.

Similarly, outstanding Egyptian statesmen and political leaders who were
nationally and internationally highly reputed were no more on the scene.

It was a big task for the Government of the Arab Republic to keep the -
internal situation under control unless the change in the regime ecould be
justified by offering the people‘real’gains and new conguestse. But as public
opinion was barred from expressing itself in the two parts of the Arab Republic,
questions were raised in the Arab public opinion regarding the achievements and
failures of the new Egyptian regime in matters which are of concern to all the

Arabs, or which Tall within collective Areb responsibility.
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Yet,. for the sake of preserving soliderity, none of the.Arab rulers failed
to support President. Nasser in every issue to.-the very end.

King Hussein of Jordan sided with him all the way. He signed with him a
mutual defence pact. He placed his army unéer the commend of the Egyptian
Chief of Staff. An Egyptiean officer was appointed in Jordan as commander of
the military operations of the Jordanian armed forces. The King accepted.
President Nasser's word for replacing the British financial aid by an Egyptian
contribution. King Hussein was ready to go along with President Nasser even
farther than that during the military attack against Egypt in 1956. He followed
that line vis a vis President Nasser, prompted by true Arab nationalism and
national brotherhood. ;

It was exceedingly disappointing to King Hussein to have been rewarded by
hostility and enmity on the part of the Egyptian President who seemed to have had
certain aims in Jordan itself. This fact is the source of conflict-and.one of-
two basic factors in the present trouble, in the Arab countries. It represents
one_ side of Jordan's case in the present deliberations.

- .. As the expansionist aims of Cairo:failed to succeed in Jordan, they -
unfortunately found their way in Lebanon.

In Iebanon, the zgents of the Arab Republic were able to create disturbance
against . the lawful Government and the peaceful inhabitants, taking advantage
of certain internal issues. : Evidence of such interference has already been mede
available.

While trouble and bloodshed in Lebanon werewelcomed and cherished in
Cairo, another tragedy occurred in the Arab -world, which made Cairo.claim another
success. A military coup took the lives of all the members of the Royal family:
in Iraq. Cairo claimed a victory and considered thisitragedy a successful Arab
national movement.

What was not a coincidence is the fact that Moscow hailed the events in
Iraq as much as Cairo did.  The: representative of the Soviet Union at the
Security Council said on 17 July, and I quote:

- "Phose who cherish the feelings of. any country which wishes
to achieve independence cannot .fail to welcome the events in Iraq”.

(s/Pv.831, p« 42)




(Mr. Rifai, Jordan)

I should like to ask: What is it, in the views of Cairo and Moscow,
which would meke such an internal evenf in Iraq an Arab national movement?
What Arab national programme has it got to offer so that we all could cherish
it? But it seems that there is a common reason for both Moscow and Cairo to
welcome such events and any other possible similar events in the Arab countries.

This brings me to the second basic factor in the present troubles in the
Middle East. The Soviet Union on its part seeks opportunities for penetrating
the Middle East. | 0 ’ |

In this region, the_Midd;e East, there is the bitter feeiing of the Arabs
because of the creation of Israel and 5ecause of the Algerian problem. There
are also one million desperate Arab refugees receptive to any ideas which might
raise their hopes and strengthen their morale. In the Arab countries there is
a substantial dégree of poverty and under-development. 3

The Soviets found an easy entry to the United Arab Republic through various
doors. They concluded with it many agreements, military, economic, technical,
cultural, and agreements for transportation. The two Powers worked jointly
within the Arab zone, Their joint activities in the Arab homeland could better
be presentéd by the Jordan delegation in the continued attempts of both forces
against the present regime in Jordan. :

My delegation requests, therefore, to submit to the Members of the General
Assembly a documented report about the attempts at indirect aggression against
my country. But to submit all the facts on all the attempts wouldvconsume a
considerable part of the present debate. I, therefore, shall outline the major

incidents.

In April, 1957, a state of chaos, inspired from outside, prevailed in

Jordan. Students broke out of their schools and joined the mobs in revolutionary
demonstrations, carrying red benners on one side, and the pictures of

President Nasser on the other side. For no apparent cause they were shouting
slogans denouncing Western imperialism and hailing friendship with the

Soviet Union. Pamphlets were scattered here and there against King Hussein

and his regime.
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Explosions:echOed everywhere. Cerfain'gOVernment officials went afound
addre331ng the crowds with fiery speeches. Personal safety became uncertain. ' '
Shops and stores closed to av01d the mobs. 7 During that confusion a mllltary L
coup d'Etat was plotted by the Chief of Staff against the King.' He ordered ;

the enc1rclement of Amman, the capltal by one brigade. ' He ordéred a numbef .

of key-post offlcers to go out on manoeuvres. On the other hand, the Syrian
forces which were stationed ia Jordan, in accordance with the mutual defence
pact ‘with Syrla, changed their dlSpOSlulonS in such a way as to separate

Amman from the northern district of Jordan which borders Syrla Investigation
later showed the existence of a big flle of secret correspoadence in the office =
of the Egyptlan mllltary Commander in the headquaruers of the Jordan Army in o
Amman' It contained information from him and instructions from Cairo about
the progress of those events and,I quote, "fhe weakening position of thef

Palace". Moreover ‘the Cairo Broadeasting Station and the Egyptian newspapers o
day and night kept cal¢1ng upon the Jordanians to revolt. The situation it
deterlorated 1nto actual flghtlng within the Jordanlan armed forces between b
the lovallsts and those mlsled by their officeis.’ The Klng, therefore, asked ™

his Prime Mlnlster to re81gn, but the Prime Minister received a telegram from -
Pre51dent Nasser of Egypt asking him not to do so.

Klng Husseln then took matters into his own hands, and by his personal
courege restored order and re- establlshed his authorlty. Details of the
1nc1dent must sureLy be known to many of the representatlves.

The success of King Hussein on that occaolon was the starting point for :
the launching of open hostility by Ceiro against the King and his kingdom. :
Since then, the 23%-year-old Hussein has become the target of Cairo and of Moscow.
Since then, the Jordanians have been accused of lack of Arabism and nationalisw.’
We should like to take this opportunity to assure those in Cairo and those in
Moscow'tﬁet Arab nationalism is our cherished ideal. Its doctrines lie deepbin
the blood and spiri% ofvevery Jordanian.. It derives from time immemorial
throughout the loog history of Avabism in Jorden.’ It shines from the' first
early conquests and victories of the Arabs in our homeland. It rises from the
tombs of Arab martyrs buried in every spot in our native land. It is a necessity

to our life and existence. It is the dream and hope of our future. Genuine Arab
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nationelism in Jordan 18 expréssed in the ‘Years ‘and siéhs“df‘eﬁefy Paiéstiﬁiah
refugee whon we sheltered and with whom we share our loaf of bread. Arab
nationalism is reflected in the ‘high mora e of our army that stands in defence
.of what is left bf Sur dear Palestlne. 'And Arab natlonallsm was proved'ln the
real weasures which our young and gallant King took to ‘bring about Unity .
among the Sister Arab States and with Egynt itself before any other.

But because we refused to be subjects and because we wish to defend our

independence and dlcnlty, they keep plottxng aga;nst us and call us traltors :

and imperialists.

The persistent attempts of the United Arsb Republic to “overthrow Jordan's
constituticnal regime continue in the form of propegenda, shameful Press -attacks,
radio incitement, tonspiracies and plots prepared in Cairo and Damascus or o
the borders of the Arab Republic with Jorvdan. Infiltration of terrorists and
smuggling of large amounts of money and arms have gone on on a large scale.

I am not goihé to detail all the incidents of the smuggling of arms and money
and infiltration from the Syrian borders into Jordan since the crisis of

April 1957, Nor am I° g01ng to read extracts from what was written in the -
Egyptian and Syrlan Press against Flng Husseln and of what was said'in the Cairo’
and Damascus broadcaSulng stations. That would cover a large number of pages
and would consume cdnsiderable time. I will only refer to what has taken place ‘
very recently in gﬂVlng examples of such activities: b

A plot from within was dlocovered in Amman a few days before the Iragi
events. ;It'ianl§ed a few éfﬁy'officéré who are still being investigeted.

Last week' a wide net of espionage and saboteurs was dlscovered in Amman
a net which 1ncluaed Governrent employees. They ‘confessed that they had -
relations with the outside. ' s s o :

The following‘ibcidenté happehéd froﬁ‘without dﬂring’the'laét‘féw weekss

1 o July 1958 a Jordan Army patrOL detected near Wadi ek-Yubm -

g caravan approachlng Jordan terrltor*. Some” of the 1nf11trators managed to
escape when challenged, buu the patrol managed to capture five of them and '
seized the five camels with their loads of twenty-six sacks containing

1,954 kilograms of high explosive (TNT), wade in Egypt.
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Wadi el-Yutm is situated to the south of the Dead Sea in the area of Ma'an

in the Southern District.
24 On 27 July 1958 a Jordan Army patrol clashed with a band of eight

infiltrators in Kafr Soum on the Syrian border in the Northern District.
Following an exchange of fire, the patrol wounded one of the infiltrators

and captured the rest. The Jordan Army patrol alsc seized all ﬁhe arms,
ammunition and explosives which the band was carrying. Investigation revealed
clear intervention by Syrian Army authorities and some wanted Jordanians

now residing in Syria, whose sole purpose was fomenting trouble and
disturbance in Jordan and causing instability there.

ST On 29 July 1958 the Jorden Security Forces seized,gn arms cache on the
Syrian-Jordanian border which served the infiltrators as an arsenal. Large
quentities of these hidden arms, ammunition and explosives were confiscated.

L. On the night of 30 July 1958, a Jordan Army patrol observed an
armed band of infiltrators with five horses crossing the Syrian border into
Jordan, north~east of Ramtha and proceeding towards the village of Tourra. An
exchange of fire with the band resulted in the killing of two horses and the ‘
capture of one member of this band whose name was Hassan Fahed whom investigation
showed to be from Dar's and a member of a Kurdish clan. The rest of the band
managed to escape into Syria leaving behind all the arms, ammunition and
explosives which they were carrying.

5% Following is a list of quantities and type of armsvwhich were
captured by security forces in the second, third and fourth incidents mentioned
above: Rifles (British manufacture), 99; antitank guns (Blenside), 2; antitank
Blenside (Cartridges), 18; gun barrels, 3; Sten gun magazines of fifty rounds, 32;
Beretta gun magazines, 2; rifle ammunition (Britiéh manufacture), B &5
LOH explosive (sticks), 1O4; safety cord (in feet), 40; detonators, 27;

Bren guns, 5; Bren gun magazines, 107; Sten guns, 22; Sten gun mégazines, 28;
Sten gun ammunition (rounds) 7,410; bags of TNT, 81; fuse'(in feet), 40O; timing
detonators, 10; rifle ammunition (rounds, Czech manufacture), 2,220

-
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Photographers toox 'several still, movie and television pictures of this arsenal. '

6. On 29 July 1958 an explosion took place in the British Consul building
in Aﬁman,Whilé'anbther expiosion occurred on 2 August 1958 on the premises of the
JbrdahianlDéVelbpmént Board. Farlier, a number of explosions had teken plece
in various placés in the capital. The security forces succeeded in discovering
the band that had carried out these activities and in cepturing its members, who
have clearly éonfeésed>ih tape recordings and in written statements that they

had direct connexions with the Syrian Deuxieme Bureau and that they were working

under the guidance and dlrectlves of this office in order to disturb public
security in Jordan. '

‘Another kind of indirect aggression against Jordan is incitements:py
broadcasts. In addition to the "Voice of the Arabs”,the Cairo Broadcasting -
network, and Demascus station, there was heard recently a new station. calling .-
itself "Jordanian People'!s Radio". The last one operates somewhere within ‘the
Syrian territory hear the Jordanian borders. It was first heard at 2100 hours -
Jordan local time, on 4 July. Its first address was to the students and young

men in Jordan,calling on them to "attack the enemy of the people, Hussein and

his Premier the imperialist", i

I am not going to dwell on this part. All that I -would say is that this '
station,w1th the three other stations in Cairo and Damascus ,kecps playlng these
tunes day and night to the Jordanians., o :

Of late, the danger against’ Jordan increased very considerably and the '
threat against our independence Beéamé‘imminent.“The'Iraqi regime fell suddenly.
The new rulers of Iraq immediately broke their union with Jordan., The Iragi

- armed forces whlch were stationed in Jordan returned home. :

'My Government at that crucial moment received relisble information - °
regardingva'largé;scale'éttack planned to start from the Arab Republic borders
against Jordan on 17 July. We realized that our frontiers all around were
surrounded by hostllltles. We ‘felt that the burden on our shoulders had become
t00 heavy in malntalnlng public order and watching the very long frontiers all .

_around the country. We therefore had no choice. We had to ask for help. Ve

made a request for urgent help from certain democratic Powers. Ve asked the
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United Kingdom and the United States of America for such help. We appreciated
their prompt response.

The Jordenian request was not made by the décisioh of the King alone or by
Jordan's Council of Ministers alone, It was decided unanimously by the Jordanian
National Assembly and approved by the Government and the King.' The arrival of

British forces in Jordan was received by the Jordanians with satisfaction and

calm.
Jordan's request was based on its inherent right of self-defence in a

state of emergency,recognized by the United Nations Charter, This request was
made for defensive purposes and through constitutional and democratic methods.
The presence of the British troops in Jordan could not by any means, and in view
of the present circumstances, be interpreted as intended for aggressive purposes.

Those who call for the withdrawal of these forces from Jordan under the
existing circumstances mean, in fact, to give a free hand to indirect aggfession
against Jordan in particular and the area in general. It is quite unreasonable to
ask for withdrawal in the present hostile atmosphere prevailing all over the
region. How could withdrawal be called for while attempts against the existence
of Jordan continue daily, almost without interruption? "‘

Having outlined the facts of our case, my delegatioh feéls that we should
now come to the constructive stage of dealing with thi$ situation., It seems to
us that there are various current ideas on how to bring about a settlement.

I therefore wish to clarify the position of my Government.

The presence of British forces in Jordan.is a temporary measure necessitated
by the special circumstances in which Jbrdan was subjected to the threat of
aggression and conspiracies plotted from without. As soon as the Govefnment of
Jorden is convinced that the measures and arrangéments taken by the United Nations
will in fact ensure Jordan's integrity, safety and independence, the stationing
of British forces in Jordan will no longer be required. Jordan will then ask
for their withdrawal. | '

It becomes the responsibility of the United Nations, therefore, to decide
on the adoption of practical arrangements and to secure effective'international
guarantees which will prevent aggression as well as direct and indirect '

interference in the internal affairs of Jordan,
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Such measures and’ arrangements must not envisaée by'any means the despatch

of United Nations Forces or United Nations Observers to‘be stationed on Jorden‘

territory or to guard the Jordanian frontiers. 'Mquovernment will'eppose such

1decisions. » .

Jordan will continue to depend on its own army and its security forces in
i maintaining law and'order within the State and in combatting outside
_igfilﬁration, smuggling of amms, and other means of destruction and'sebotage.

What Jordan needs and asﬁs for in this respect is effective material
assistance which will provide the necessary funde and ams to reinforce and_
Jstrengthen 1ts army and security forces, so that they W1ll always be on a
satlsfactory level of efficiency to accomplish their duties.

However, it is imperative that a stop should be put to hostile and
ln01t1ng propaganda both in broadcas»1ng and in the press. On this point my
- Government will not dbgect to the establlshment of a Unlted Nations Committee
or a spec1al 1nternat10nal organ to monitor broadcasts and press used for
incitement and interference in other countries! internal affairs.

Hav1ng expmessed our v1eWS, feel’I have to end my:statement with the
following expression of the sentiment of my delegatlon. How sad it is for the
Jordan delegation to expose this real but unpleasant picture of the situation
in the Arab couﬁtriee. And hov sad it is for an Arab to submit his complaint
against:his Arsb brother. But we are compelled to do so. We are leading a
battle imposed on us. What is at stake is our honeur and our integrity.' We
therefore call upon every Arab, whoever and vherever he mey be, to appreciate
the present dangerous situation in his homeland and the future consequences.
We also anpeal to the‘family of nafions,'heeting today in this great :
Organxzatlon,to take adequate steps for protecting peace in our region and

eventually in the whole world.
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Mr. WALEEE CAustralia): Before addressing myself to the grave gquestions
we are assembled to discuss, may I take this opportunity, Sir, to express the
satisfaction ofvmy delegation that fhe General Assembly in this special session
will continue to work under your capable and impartial presidency.

We are here to discuss the present serious situation in the Middle East,
This situation results from the sustained attempts at intervention in the affairs
of Lebanon and Jordan by a sister member of the Arab League. These interventionist
activities beceme so serious and fraught with such grave dangers to the territorial
integrity and political independende of those countries that they were impelled to
complain to the United Nations. In the case of Lebanon an Observer Group was
established, which has rendered useful service but has encountered some
difficulties in developing its activities. In Jordan no United Nations action
has yet been taken. As the external pressure developed and the threat to the
security of Lebanon and Jordan grew, their Governments made specific and urgent
appeals to the United States and the United Kingdom for aide The aid which they
requested was the stationing of armed forces to assist them in defending'themselves
against the threat of armed aggression.

At this point, I think we should clear our minds on the origin and purpose
of this debate. It was evident from Mr. Gromyko's remarks yesterday that the
Soviet Union wishes to present the objective of this present Assembly as being
primarily to secure the withdrawal of American and British forces from Lebanon
and Jordan. This reflects a certain confusion in the mind of the Soviet Union
delegation and that same confusion runs through the wording of the draft resolution
proposed by the Soviet Union. This special emergency session was convened because
the Pecurity Council, finding itself frustrated, adopted unanimously a resolution
under the Uniting for Peace procedure, I repeat,"unanimously"”; even the
Soviet Union representative voted for the resclution convening the Assembly.
In whet way was the Security Council frustrated? It was frustrated, in that it
' had failed to reach any agreement on how to deal with the complaints made to it
by Lebanon and Jordan. The preamble of the resolution calling this session, which
the Council adcpted on 7 August, says this in black and white., It reads as follows:

"Having considered items 2 and 3 on its agenda &s ccrteined In
document S/Agenda/838," |

and it proposed the calling of the session.
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What were these two agenda items? If we refer to the document we find that they

were as follows: : S e Wi :
Item 2 "Letter dated 22nd May 1958 from the representative .of Lebanon.

addressed to the President of the Security Council concerning:

'Complaint by Lebanon in respect of a situation arising from the
. intervention of the United Arab Republic in the internal affairs
. of Lebanon, -the continuance of which is likely to endanger the
zaintenance of international peace and security! {8/4007)"

"Lgtter~dated 17 July 1958 from the representative of Jordan

addressed.to the President of .the Security Council concerning:

'Complaint by the Hashemite Kingdom of Jorden of interference in .
its domestic affairs by the United Arab Republic' (8/4053)"

The immediate and most urgent task of the present session of the Assembly
is to act on these complaints by .Lebanon and Jorden where the Security Council
has failed to act. The Assembly is called on to take speedy and effective action
to assist the Governments of the Lebanon and:Jordan to protect their integrity
and .independence against the pressures that have been. applied -to them.

The Assembly has not been convened primarily for the purpose of considering
and. ferminating the presence in Lebanon and Jordan of United States and United
Kingdom forces ‘that have entered those countries at the express request.of their

‘legally constituted Governments to assist their defence against threatened
aggression but we can be sure that if the Assenibly fully discharges its
responsibility in relation to'the Lebanese and Jordanian complaints, the
withdrawal of the United States and United Kingdom forces will promptly follow.
We all know that the action of the United States and the United Kingdom in
responding to the requests: of the Governments of Lebanon and Jordan for this
assistance has been attacked by the Government whose aectivities have been the
subject of complaint by Lebanon and Jordan, pamely the United Arab, Republic, and
also by the Soviet Union. But there is no ground whatever for describing as
intervention in the domestic affairs of Lebanon and Jordan the lending of the

assistance which they have officially requested.
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It is the height of absurdity to suggest, as the Soviet Union delegation
appears to suggest, that the Charter of the United Nations does not permit a
country which considers itself threatened, and which has appealed to the
United Nations for assistance that is not yet forthcoming, to request and to
receive assistance from friendly countries. There is nothing in our Charter or
in international law that forbids a nation from providing such assistance
pending effective action by the United Nations to preserve the security of the
country that is threatened. It would be a calamitous situation full of the
most disquieting prospects for many small nations if the doctrine were accepted
that it is illegal to lend military assistance when it is requested by a country
facing the menace of aggression.

The Australian Government therefore fully endorses the action taken by
the United States and the United Kingdom to assist Lebanon and Jordan in response
to their request and commends the United States and the United Kingdom for
the promptness with which they responded to these calls for help. Their action
was a courageous one, taken as it was in an atmosphere of world tension in
which both those Governments recognized the risks inherent in the situation.
Their over-riding consideration was the obligation of Members under the
United Nations Charter to maintain international peace and security. We have
no doubt that their action has contributed to the preservation of the peace and
has prevented a rapid deterioration of the security situation in the Middle East.

The Australian Government welcomes the declaration by the President of the
United States before this Assembly that the United States reserves, within
the spirit of the Charter, the right to answer the legitimate appeal of any
nation, particularly small nations. This, indeed, is the right of every
Menber State. On the other hand, we, too, would doubt whether any free

government in all the world would willingly forego the right to ask for help

if its sovereignty were imperilled.
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The United States hag given ‘the United Nations:the solemn assurance that its. -
troops will be totally withdrawn whenever: this. is‘requested.by.the duly constituted

Goverrment of Lebanon or: whenever, through action by the United Nations or ,

otheriiise, Lebanon 'is no lénger exposed to the original- danger.. The United. Kzngdom

has éivénithe same’ ‘asgurance with regard.to its forces in Jordan. We all hopgithat
the withdrawal of these forces can take place in the very near future.. The :
essential thing for this emergency Assembly to do is to take the actlon that Will
remove ‘the danger of aggression from.Lebanon and Jordan, and thereby permit the
rapid termination of the military-aSSistance_that,those Governments are at present
receiving at their own request. : = = Clih

It is the earnest: h0pe of the'Australian Government that, as the: General o
Assembly takes up this taskyzlt»wxll'put on one side the mutual recriminations that
have characterized so much of the discussion of Middle East problems and will seize
the ‘opportunity, now presented, to lay the foundations-for a constructive programme.
of peaCeful development and progress throughout, the region. . b Bt 5 R el
' The Australian -Government, like other Governments that share the- world's._
anxiety over the dangers inherent in the Middle East situation, ‘has been giving
consideration’ to the sort of programme that might be acceptable to the United
Nations, inecluding,” we would hope, the countries of the Middle Bast. Following.. .
this consideration by the Australian Government, ' the Australian:Minister for. .
External Affairs, Mr. Casey, in a statement before the Australian Parliament on
6‘August;'ihﬂieabéd'séveral proposals that the Govermment congidered to be worth .
advancing at this stage. These proposals have already come to.the attention of
many delegations and I should like to refer to them briefly. e :

It may be too much to hope ‘that the deep-seated -antipathies, rlvalries and
imperialist ambitions underlying past crises in the Middle East panxbe,ellmlnated
at one stroke. But it seems to us that the first step is to endeavour to create an
environment in which- individual Middle East Govermments can work,ouﬁ ﬁhe;r leicigs
free from external pressures. = T it : : ‘ " :

‘Tt is indeed.the inallenable right of all States small and large to work out
their own destinies in their own ways; and.the United Nations must protect this
right in the Middle Bast as elsewhere. With a view to providing an assurancehtoy
the countries of the Middle Eagt that their independence Qill not be jeopardizéd

through threats and pressures from outside sources the Australian Govermment would
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favour, first, the creation of a United Nations commission composed of
representatives appointed by Governments and located in the Middle East. This
commission would be charged by the General Assembly with the task of investigating,
verifying and publicly reporting to the United Nations all external acts or threats
of interference and subversion, whether direct or indirect, against countries in
the Middle East. The commission should remain in force until the Middle East
showed signs of enduring stability.

Secondly, the investigations of the commission, Mr. Casey suggested, would
need to be supplemented by a United Nations police force which could be called upon
at need to control threatened borders. Vigilance on the part .of the commission,
backed by action as required from the United Nations police force, could reduce
tension and clear the way for the establishment of normal political relationships
between the Governments of the countries concerned.

" Tt could also help to establish a calmer and more favourable atmosphere for
the examination of the immediate and long-term problems of the area. The cost
would be small in comparison with the recurring dangers to peace in the Middle East,
with which we have been faced. ot

~ Thirdly, the aspirations of the peoples of the Middle East for econoﬁic
advancement must be recognized. Economic development for the benefit of the
peoples of the Middle East should be a métter of world interest founded on the
concept of interdependence. This interdependence exists and cannot be denied.
The Australian Govermment favours the creation of an international organization to
assist countries of the Middle Fast to develop their resources and to develop
mutually beneficial trade with the rest of the world, Progress in this direction,
we believe, would facilitate the resettlement of nearly one million Palestinian
Arsb refugees, with Israel meking its due contribution.

These suggestions were put forward by the Australian Government in the hope
that they might'contribute to the constructive consideration of a programme that
would bring both peace and progress to the Middle East. .Along such paths as these,

we hope that Arab nationalism can find the fulfilment of its aspirations in harmony

with the interests of the rest of the world and to the mutual advantage of each

other.l
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- There have of course been. other proposals from various sources that are worthy
of consideration by this Assembly. The statement made by our respected Secretary-
General at the first meeting of the present emergency session on 8 August coptained
a number of lines of possible action by the United Nations, which we know are
:-TebeiVing'the'éareful'consideration of Governments in the region and of other
Members of the United Naetions. Yesterday, the President of the United States placed
before the General Assembly the elements of a generous and constructive programme
which cannot fail to command the closest and most favourable consideration of this

Assembly,

The Australian delegation is glad to find, in the Secretary-General's statement

and in the programme expounded by President Eisenhower, and again in Mr. Selwyn
Lloyd's statement this morning, a number of points in common with our own thoughts
about this problem,

We welcome, for example, the great emphasis that is‘being laid on the need for
co-operation among the countries of the Middle East and between the region and the
rest of the world in the field of economic development. In the Middle East the
disparity of wealth among States and the absence of continued economic development
have made the area specially susceptible to political ferment, which itself has
retarded development. I have had opportunity to refer to this ma%ter on previous
occasions. More than two years ago in a statement before the Security Council
about the Middle East I expressed my doubt whether there is sny part of the world
where there is a greater need for a more determined attack upon the evils of
poverty, or greater opportunities for economic progress if the necessary resources
can be provided to improve the productivity of the region. I was glad to hear the
Foreign Secretary of the United Kingdom, this morning, offer to give such help as
mey be within the power of the United Kingdom and acceptable to the countries
concerned.

We welcome also the stress laid by President Eisenhower in his statement on
the need for an expansion and intensification of international assistance to the
countries of the Middle East in their campaigns against the appalling health
problems of the region.

We see no.reason why steps should not be taken in the course of the present
emergency session to initiate a great co-operative effort for the social and
economic progress in the Middle East, an effort to which many countries
" throughout the world will be ready to make thelr contribution -- unless we fail
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to provide the framework of securlty without which it is impossible to make any
effective attack on economic problems.

From what I have already said regarding the suggestions advanced by the
Australian Goverrment, it will be clear that we support the proposal of the
United States that this Assembly should take action, looking toward the creation of
a stand-by United Nations police force. We agree wholeheartedly with President

Eisenhower's statement that the need for such a force in being is clearly

demonstrated by recent events involving imminent danger to the integrity of two

of our Members.
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+* . .-We also welcome3the;grqwing_recpgni@@gp‘of,jhe¢need,fqgfthg cqntinued.
presence of the United liatiens in the-Middle East until such time as the danger
of war between ‘the countries qf the region has receded. . Mpreover,,thigﬁ;; paft
of ‘the immediate practical problem that confronts the Assembly of affording
Lebanon and Jordan protection against existing threats to their.integriﬁy and
independence, and removing the need for the continued presence of American and .
British forces, , -The best method of organizing this conminuiqg,presencg,of the
United ‘Natiens :in:the. areg clearly reguifes very carefuluconsideration:in ;
consultation with countries of the area. Our suggestion for the eétabliehment:of
a United Nations Commission for the Middle East is advanced for consideration in
this connexion, - I.may add that when this matter was debated in the Australian.
Parliament & few days ago, the idea of a Commission was supported by all parties.
Yai. s He: are readywto-support, as a further practical measure, President ,
‘Eisenhower's -important proposal that the Assembly consider means for monitoring
broadcasts ‘directed across national borders in the Middle East,;a‘prpposal.which
Yrs: Selwyn Lloyd has also commended to the Assembly. As we see it, the .. -
examination of complaints from nations that consider their security Jeopardized
by external propaganda might well be among the functions of the proposed United
Nations Commission. : y : : v

‘These comments and suggestions are intended as a contribution to the

-constructive discussion by this Assembly of the problems before us and as
indicating the. sort of proposals that Australia will gladly support. We look .
forward to:Hearing :the views and suggestions of other,delegations_apd we .realize
the importance of acting swiftly to meet the most pressing dangers of the present
sitvation. This situation.calls for a great effort of good will.and a _
- determidation to carry out the principles of the .Charter, _ We hope ‘that all
Members of the Assembly will approach this task in the spirit of the Charter,

woi Mry ATKEN (Ireland): There is, I think, -as this debate has alrveady .
shown, very wide agreement in this . Assembly on.two thingse o b e o
.o The first is that .the situation in the Middle East represents,a grave. and
~continuing ‘threat to world peace. . That threat, over more than a decade, has been

at times acute, at times apparently quiescent, but has never been dissipated.
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We become indeed, after each crisis, more conscious of its gravity. Each nation
represented here, no matter how remote geographically from the area, becomes
increasingly aware that its own future and the future of the world may depend on
what happens there, because world peace now hangs to such a disquieting extent

on the choices that must be made in and concerning that strategic hub of the
world, with its vital oil resources and communication facilities.

The second aspect on which, I believe, there would be fairly widespread
agreement, is that the threat to the peace in the Middle East does not come
exclusively from any one quarter. A threat to the peace existed before the
American and British landings in Lebancn and Jordan: that threat was neither
ereated by those landings, nor removed by them. If all those trobps were
withdrawn tomorrow one critical phase would be over but the general threat would
still remain, It is bound to continue, we think, unless the nations represented
here can take advantage of this crisis -- and of the sense of urgency we all nmust
feel in the presence of growing danger =- in order to build a just and stable
peace throughout the region as a whole. The Irish delegation believes that this
peace, which is in all our interests, must be based on a comprehensive agreement”
covering all the major problems which cause tension and strife between the States
of the area itself and between the great Powers.

The main responsibility for peace in the Middle East lies with the great
Powers and with the Middle Eastern States themselves. But the other Member nations
also have a responsibility, the obligation which a voice and a vote in this
Assembly imply: +to make the best contribution we can to an examination of all the
outstanding problems of the area, evading ncne of them, and to suggest practical
solutions according to the best of our judgements

Events in Lebanon and Jordan were the immediate cause of the convoking of this
special session. Most of us would, I suppose, agree that the immediate problem
is to enable the peoples of these States to determine their own futures freely,
with no outside pressure of any kind. This Assembly will, no doubt, discuss a
resolution aimed at that object, with a clause dealing with the withdrawal of the
American and British troops. My delegation would certainly vote for any soundly-
conceived resolution in that sense which might find support in this Assembly., But
we must ask ourselves the question: is it realistic to suppose that such a

withdrawal in itself could end the threat of war ever present in this region?




FGB/an - A/PVLT35
38-10

(Mr. Aiken, Ireland)

We all know that the events which have taken place in Jordan and Lebanon are
" not an’isolated phenomenon: that they are immediately related to-what happenéd
in Iraq 'a month ago; closely related to the consequences of events in Egypt two
years ago; and profoundly affected by decisions regarding Palestine more than .
ten years ago, and by the artificial fragmentation of the whole region thirty
years ago. I-understand the attitude of mind of those who say: "Let us not
- widen the debate. Have we not our hands full with the immediate problem?”
"We cannot, they argue,"expect to reach agreement on the wider aspects of this
complex, entangled and embittered situation.” "Let us try theérefore,” they say,

"to achieve, piece-meal, the best solution we can for each local crisis, im turn,

as it comes up.,” That is'a tempting attitude, and appears to be the practical
approach.  But; as we all know, the results to date of this one at a time approach
have not eliminated the basic problems which lead to the intensification of these

recurring local ‘¢riseés.
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The persistent threat of war in this region has, in the opinion of our
delegation, been due to a failure to work for a general regional solution. Although
the problems of the area are so closely interrelated that they can hardly be solved
in isolation, there has been this tendency to treat them as a series of separate
problems concerning individual States. They have been considered in terms of the
foreign policy alignments and the vital resources of these States., In practice
this approach has led to intensive diplomatic competition between the great Powers,
a situation where Governments, favoured by one or more of these Povers, are
confronted by oppositions, often revolutionary oppositions, favoured by another
Power. There follow accusations between the Powers: accusations of unfair
competition, of imperialism, and of indirect aggression. In recent years every
change or overthrow of a Government in the area, every shift of alliance, one
might say every important political development of any kind, leads automatically
to a sharp increase in international tension. Each such increase brings us near =--
perhaps a little nearer each time -~ to the ultimate calamity, the outbreak of
general war.

This Assembly will prove to have been a historic one if it can check that
fatal drift which has brought three major crises in two years and if it can
establish the outline of a general settlement in the Middle East region.

It is obvious that that is no easy task. Some of the key problems involved,
without a solution of which no general settlement is possible, have been on the
agenda of this Organization for years without any perceptible progress being made.
Is it too much to hope that,as the terrible dangers inherent in the situation
have come so sharply into focus in recent wecks, a greater will to find
practical solutions may make itself felt? 1If that is so, our delegation will be
happy to support, to éo—sponsor or to help in framing‘any constructive general
resolution which proposes comprehensive and adequate solutions, capable of
establishing good neighbourly relations between the States of the region and of
freeing them from their present dangerous involvement in the rivalry of the
great Powers.

The exact form which such a resolution would take would have, of course, to
be the subject of very careful discussion among a number of delegations. It may,
however, be not altogether amiss, even at this stage, for a delegation of a

country like Ireland, which is in a detached geographical position and has no
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military‘br economic commitwents in the area, 'and no:share-in the fateful -
decisions taken regarding it in the past, to state what, in its view, might . .
represent the outline 'of 'a comprehensive settlement. : S
'~ The area for which the special attention of the Assembly and special. measures
are required consists principally of the Areb States of the Middle East-and .
Israel -- that is to say, the region couprising Iraq, Jordan, Lebanon, - -
Saudi Arabia, Yemen, the United Arab Republic and Israel. ; By

- Our delegation believes 'that a just and stable settlement in this region

ought to include the following:

" “'First,a recognition thatv the right of self-determination, enshrined.in the

Charter, includes the right of all States in this region either to maintain .
their separate existence or to unite or federate with one another. This implies
that if the Arab States of the region demand political unity, they shall not be
impeded by outsiders in the achievement of this goal, nor shall outside interests
determine what form that unity should take, or what its leadership should be. It
has been gratifying to note that in recent weeks this principle has been gaining
more and more widespread acceptance, Its formal endorsement by this Assembly
should not, I imagine, give rise to any insuperable difficulties.

The second point for a settlement would be a declaration by this Assembly
that the neutrality of the whole region, guaranteed by the United Nations and
recognized by the great Powers, would be in the interest of world peace. In
addition, Members should be asked to undertake not to supply atomic weapons or
long-range bombers or missiles to the region, or maintain such weapons or
equipment there; and that Member States in the region itself should be asked to
undertake not to acquire or manufacture such weapons or equipment. The
endorsement of this principle by the United Nations could, I\believe, be an
important contribution not only to peace in the area, but towards the creation
of a psychological atmosphere favourable to negotiation for peace in other
critical areas.

Neutrality would be obviously in the interests of the peopie of the region
itself, for if this vital strategic area does not become neutral, it cannot hope
to escape immediate devastation in time of war, involving destruction of its
cities, communications and productive centres, and the radioactive poisoning of

its scanty agricultural and water resources.
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Again, the neutrality of the reglon is in accord with the natural interest of

each of the great Power groups as the neutrality ‘of Austria has proved to be.
This would ensure that if they cannot use the region themselves, it will not be
organized and equlpped as a base of attack agalnst them. This non—use by a
potential enemy of the region as a developed modern war-base 1s so far as we can
judge, the best that elther group can now hope to achleve short of 8 successful
war. The principle of regional neutrathy, if 4t 18 accepted, should imply also
the conclu51on of a non~aggress1on pact between the States of the area, and,

if necessary, its enforcement by the United Nations. The cessation of violent
propaganda and incitement would logically follow such an agreement. I may add
that even at the present stage a proPaganda truce would make it very much eésier

to reach such an agreement.
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i The thlrd p01nt, and in many ways the most dlfflcult, concerns Israel. i
know that. because of the great difflcultles of thls problem and the’ tremendous
emotional .forces 1nvolved, ‘many delegations are tempted to set 1t as1de, and to
restrict their attentlon to more approachable and less forblddlng aspects of the
Middle Bastern.question. Unfortunately, exoerlence suggests that this aSpect :
~cannot.be ignored, Unless better relatlons betveen Israel and its. Arab nelghbours
are made possible there can be no lastlng peace in the Mlddle East. To attempt
. to.find a solution for the domestlc problem in Jordan, for example, w1thout
taking. into- account the terrlble Arab-lsrael antagonlsm is in essence to treat a
symptom without examining the root causes of the dlSease.' The Unlted Natlons S
should now, we believe, make a _supreme effort to reduce that antagonlsm. Here,t:
our delegation would like to make a concrete proposal. ! ciE o

Most people agree that the greatest embltterlng factor between Israel and its &
Arab neighbours is. the. pos;tlon of the Arab refugees. As we know, the refugees
demand. for each individual the ch01ce between repatrlatlon and compensatlon. =
Israel, however, refuses to readmit _any. s1gn1f1cant number of refugees. The
compensation which the refugees demand is not only for the property they have lost,
but also for the damage suffered by them because of their expu151on frofm what is’
now Israel. Israel, I understand, does not refuse compensatlon but llmlts 1t to
property lost and stipulates that 1t should form part of a general agreement,
including recognmt;on of Israel by the Arab States e 8 recognltlon which the a
Arab States refuse. .. o 5

That. deadlock is. perhaps the greatest single obstacle to the establlshment
of peace in the Middle East region at present. It represents, therefore,
serious threat not only to local peace but to world peace. In that s1tuatlon
should not the United Nations be prepared to undertake a really extraordlnary
effort to break the deadlock? If so, e think that 1t 1s in guaranteelng full
compensation to the refugees -~ campensatlon by the Unlted Natlons -~ that the
“greatest hope.of -a solution lies. And we should remember that éven 1f the
most generous terms were given to every. refugee,the total cost would be much 55
less than the damage that might be caused by a single 'H bomb. : :
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The refugees are seeking not merely material help and rehabilitation. Theyare

secking either rehabilitaticn or compeneation with all that that word implies --
an acknowledgement that they have been injured, that they are the victims of
WYONg. The Irish delegation thinks that that acknowledgement is owed to the
refugees; they have been wronged; they have the rlght not merely to generosity
but to justice., But we repudiate the idea that their injury is the result of
Israel's actions alone or that Israel alone ought to be required to carry the full
burden of compensation. :

There is no need here o recapitulate the tragic series of promises, decisions
and conflicts which have led to the present desperate enmity between Jew and
Arab -- thesettwo great Semitic peoples who have contributed such wonderful
pageé to the history of mankind, both of whom endured persecution, oppression and
betrayal over the centuries. It would be worse than useless, however, ncw to
attempt to apportion blame for the events of which this emmity is the bitter
frﬁit.‘ Bﬁt while we should not waste time in recrimination, in considering what
can néﬁ be done we must recall that there is hardly a major POwer‘free from a
share in tﬁét responsibility and that, finally; some of the key decisions have
been taken here in this Assembly. ' ;

In these circumstances,‘would it not be fitting and fruitful for peace if
this Assembly were to acknowledge that the refugees are entitled to compensation
for the property‘they have lost and the'damage they have suffered by reason of
their expulsion and exélusion from their homes, and to assume responsibility --
this Assembly to assume responsibility =-- for that compensation? If the
Assembly is willing to assume that respohsibi;ity, this long-drawm-out and
terrible human and political problem might at last De in sight of a solution.

The Secretbary-Ceneral could inform the refugees that in all cases where
repatriation was not practicable at present, the United Nations was prepared to
aséume reéponsibility for full compensation. Israel would be invited to state
in these circumstances how many refugees 1t was 'prepared to receive back and how
much it would contribute fo the conpensation scheme. The Secretary-CGeneral, with
the assistance of the Director-General of the UNRWA, would arrange for the

v
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repatriation of the maximum nuwber of refugeeexand for full compensetlon‘7- not
merely resettlement. -~ for the remainhder.. As far a8 the refugees are concerned‘
although in some cases individuals m1gh+ be.denied the repatrlatlon they desire,
they would collectively benefit: more from the operation.of such-a scheme, both
morally and materially, thannfrom,eltber the continuance of the.etatus gpo or any
other probablé outcome. ' As far:aS'the,Uhited,NetiQns_ie.concepned phisueolution
would be ecostly, but it would be iess costly -- even if evenynéﬁoer of every g&muy
were given $1,000 «= than the alternative, the maintenance of the‘tefugees in the
camps indefinitely. Certainly it would 1lift a heavy political_anﬁ psycﬁologioal
mortgage from the area as a whole, and not least from Israel itself, and from '
one of the States ~=- Jordan -- whose situation tbis)special:sessioﬁ has been
summoned to consider. - - »

If this problem is put on the way to settlement, it would greatly facilitate
the attaimment of satisfactory solutions for the remaining problems whleh must be
faced if a general settlement is to be attained. The improvement in Areb-lsraeli
relations which ought to be ushered in by progress on the refugee pfoblem soould,
in partlcular, ‘help to bring about a just solution of the problem of the Holy
Places, under an international regime which would be responsible for thelr
preservatlon and accessibility. This problem also, in the inflamed atmosphere
of the past years, has made no progress towards solution.: Surely, however,
if the general atmosphere can be improved this Organlzatlon can achleve what
throughout the world, Christian, Jew and Moslem so profoundly de51re. the
effective protection of the Holy Places in Palestine, l
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Improvement in Arab- Israeli relations should also make possible a general

convention under United Nations auspices for the protection of civil, religious,
educational and cultural rlghts, both for native minorities and other residents,
and provide for legitimate commercial access to the resources and communications
of the region on the same basis as 18 expected of a neutral State.

The many countries, Yoth in the East and West, who regard access to the oil
and to the air, sea, canal and pipe~line communications of the area as-almost a
nece351ty, would find in such a freely negotiated convention a better and more -
enduringHsafeguard of their interest than political or military intervention has
ever been able to provide. The convention would be of no less benefit to the
States and peoples of the reg*on jtself, Matters which have in the past offered
occasion for endless disputes, boycotts, tensions and difficulties for the
individual States of the region, and which have 1led other countries to develop
super ships and new oil resources, would henceforth be the subject of orderly
proceedings within an international organization of which the Middle East States
are 1nfluent1al members. . |

It is clear that an integral part of any general plan for stabilizing the-
area should be a Middle East development organization, ‘set up by the Middle East
Stztes themselves, as suggested yesterday'by the distinguished President of the
Unitéd States. There is a similar organlzatlon already in Europe, of which my
courtry is a merber, the Organisation for European Econonmic Co-operatlon. This
orgenization has proved to be one of the most successful examples of peaceful
internasional co-operation that the world has éver seen. Through a.similar
organization for the Middle E=st, 4o which the United Nations should give every
sunport and assistance, all outside State grants and loans to that region, or to
any part of it, shculd be channeled, as Presideat Eisenhover has emphasized, and
ghould be used co-cperatively to raise the stzodard of life of the peoples
insread of increasing their war potential. Boia the oil-rich States in the area
and the oi Y ies onerating there should be invited to invest, through the
orgaaizetion, in the develnpment of the region as a whole.

Althcugh our delzgation fully realizes the difficulties of securing & Just
and stoble peace in this entangled and inflamed area, we are convinced that a
gepacral leclaration by the United Nations on some such lines as these, improved
ani shrengthened by the collective wisdom of this Assembly and backed by its

cutlority, should be mafe at this session.
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Finally, ray I say that all our interests, whether they are based on
considerations of ordinary humsnity, of special sympathy with Israel or the
Arabs, .of economic needs or of concern for our common fate under the impelling
threat of general war, impose upon us the duty and the necessity to find a way
of ending.this sinister deadlock. : :

If by dint of quiet negotiations, assisted by the devoted exertions of our
Secretary-General, & convention can be reached along the lines of the suggestions
I have made, we Telieve it would not only secure a drawing back of foreign -
forces from Lebanon and Jordan, but be the opening of a new and happier chapter
for all the peoples in the Middle East. Not only that, but by abolishing the
causes of war in the most critical strategic areas in the world, by léying a
broad carpet of peace between the Great Powers, by assisting the development
of resources and communications which are the lifeblood of modern civilization,
this Assembly would be building a model for similar settlements in other
troubled parts of the world. Thus we would transform, with God's help, these
sorely tormented lands which were once the cradle of civilization into the

prototype of the world we want.

Mr. DAVID (Czechoslovekia)(interpretation from Russian): May I, first
of all, on behalf of the Czechoslovak delegation, welcome the representatives of . -
the States of the United Nations here present and express the hope that the ;
results of this emergency special session of the General Assembly will justify
the hopes of world public opinion and will contribute to the consolidation of .
peace and security of the Middle and Near East and throughout the world.

The present session convened in order to discuss the serious threat to the
peace and security in the Near and Middle East that has arisen as a result of
the American armed intervention in Lebanon and of British armed intervention in

Jordan.“'

The United States, in attempting to suppress the popular mOvement in

Iebanon and consolidation of its independence has used as an

excuse for its intervention the quite unJustlfled complaint agalnst the United
Arab Republic to the ‘effect that the latter was allegedly engavlng in subver51ve
activity agalnst Lebanon, and also the' unconstitut*onal request o i

President Chamoun for American milltary assistance.
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As regards Jordan, the United Kingdom, in concerted action with the
United States, committed its intervention with a view to maintaining an
unpopular regime. The present position in the Near and Middle East is all the
more serious in that notwithstanding the many protests on the part of the
Governments of the peace-loving countries of the worid and also on the part of
world pubiic opinion, the American and British arwed intervention has not
ceased. On the contrary, the Urited States and the United Kingdom are
lending further troops. The manceuvre of the United States which after having
landed many thovsands of troops in the Lebaaon end which today, on the eve of the
General Assembly, announced the withdrawal of one battalion has not changed
anything. In fact, the emergency special session of the Geuneral Assenbly of the
United Nations wes convened after the negotiations in the Security Council because
the negative attitude of the Governments of the~Westein Powers did not lead
to positive or desirable results., Notwithstanding the fact that open intervention
in the domestic affairs of countries of the Near and Middle East was carried out
and the threat of war hung over the world, the United States and the United
Kingdom, that is to say the interventionists themselves, through their pressure
prevented the Security Council, upon which the Charter of the United Nations
places main respousibility for the maintenance of international peace and
security, from taking effective steps that’would bring about an immediate end
to the intervention and the withdrawal of British and American troops from
Lebanon and Jordan. This was facilitated by the fact that the majority of the
members of the Council is made up of States that are members of aggressi?ely
militvary groups and blocs, and that instead of the legitimate representatives
of the Chinese People's Republic, the seat of China is held still illegally by
an agent of the Chiang Kai-Shek gang. Thus, the United States and the United
Kingdom, in placing ever new conditions and in delaying negotiations in an _
obstructive manner, prevented the attempt of the Government of the Soviet Union
to bring about a summit conference of the Heads of Governmeunt of the United States
the USSR, United Kingdom, France, India and the Secretary-General of the
United Nations.

According to the proposals of the Soviet Union Government, these

consultations would lead to urgent measures being taken in order to liguidate
the military venture that has been started in the Near and Middle East. There
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is no doubt that the success of such consultatlons, of such a conference, would
greatly contrlbute to the settlement of the ‘dangerous’ ‘situation that has arisen
in the Near and Mlddle East and would be ‘a major contrlbution to the consolidatlo;
of peace and securlty. : g : :

As & result of the continuation of armed interVention by the colonists
in Lebanon and Jorden, the danger of a mllltemy conflict in the Near and
Middle East contlaues. This is of great concern to the peace-lov1ng peop;es
of the world who would like to put a deciseve end to the 1mperiallst1c
intervention in the domestic affalrs of the Arab countries and to bring about
a consolidation of peece in the Near and Middle East.

The position held by the Czechoslovak Government in regard to the American
and British intrusion in Lebanon and Jordan is known by its official statements.
These statements expwees.theniﬁdignation of the Czebhoslotak’peoble"over the ‘
actions of imperiallstic intervention and the demands of the Czechoslovak
people to bring about an immedlate end to this 1ntervent10n. ' S

The Czechoslovak pe0ple expresses its sincere sympathy wzth the Just
struggle of the Arabs for freedom and 1ndependence, and it is’ convinced that
even though it may be a hard struggle, it will end in complete v1ctory. The
Czechoslovak Government was one of the first to recognlze the younc Iraq
Republiec, I would like to take advantage of this occa81on in order to extend
my best wishes to the people of the Iraq Republlc on behalf of the Czechoslovak '
people and to congratulate 1 for achiev1ng real independence.

The developlng situation in the Near and Middle East cannot be seen apart
from the situation throughout the world. It is an 1ntegral part of the national

independence movement and natlonal llberauion movement throughout the world

against which the imperialists ere contlnulng a struggle that is doomed to e

failure.

As a result of the Second World War, the position of the colonlal Powers
has been greatly weekened. The gradual d131ntegratlon of the colonlal system of
1mper1alism is being speeded up as a result of the ever-expandlng national :
liberatlon movement of the peoples of Asia and Africa, the voice of whlcn was
heard in Bandung with such eloquence. The countries of the lear and Middle East

could not remain apert from this great historical process. Thisarea, since the
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dawn of time, was the object of the egoistic designs of the imperialistic
Powers. Aside from the desire to retaiu strategic positions and control in
the Near and Middie kast, where three continents merge, imperialists are
applying their efforts in order to meintain and consolidate the disintegrating
domination of their oil monopolies. Whatever phrases they use to conceal their
actions, the smell is that of oil.

The success of the national liberation and struggle of the Arab countries
vhich led first of all to the establishment of the United Arab Republic, the
overthrow of the hated monarchical regime in Irag end the increase in the
resistance against the Government of Lebanon, which is serving foreigh
interests, has caused indignation and awakened the hatred of the imperialistic
countries; and this brought about the intervention in Lebanon and Jordan.

The armed intervention of the United States and the United Kingdom in
Lebanon and Jordan is the expression of a'Systematic policy on the part of
the colonizers against the countries of the Near and Middle East. The use of
armed force in order to secure the imperialistic interests also follows from
the very nature of the foreign policy of the United States and the United
Kingdom as applied to the Near and Middle East, with the aid of the aggressive
Baghdad Pact and the ill-famed Eisenhower Doctrine.

The present state of the situation in the Near and Middle East is
a result of the carrying out of this Doctrine, and that is why the responsibility
for the situation rests squarely on the ruling circle of the United States. The
aggressi?e policy of the United States in the Near and Middle East in recent
times has torn off the mask of the so-called friends of Arab freedom and has
revealed them as they were, namely, as desiring to suppress the national
liberation movement in the countries of the Arab East and to restore colonial
domination over them. The Baghdad Pact and the Eisenhower Doctrine are major
threats to the independence of the Arab countries. Convincing proof of the
aggressive nature of this Doctrine can be seen in the fact that Lebanon, the
Government of which endorsed the Doctrine a year ago, has now become the victim
of armed intervention. That is why the Arab countries have decisively rejected

and are continuing to reject both the Eisenhower Doctrine and the Baghdad Pact.
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The developments in the United Arab Republic and in the young Iraq
Republic show that the emancipated Arasb countries have decided to follow their
own destiny end have decided never to allow a return to the obsolete colonial
state of affairs;

The Governments of the United States and the United Kingdom, in attempting
to delude public opinion and to give a sense of legelity to their actions, are
referring even to the Charter of the United Nations and specifically to
Article 51. This Article recognizes for the Member States the right to engage
in collective or individual self-defence if there is an armed attack from

outside against eny Member of the United Nations.
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HoﬁeVer, can one thereby justify ermed intervention in the domestic affeirs
of lebanon and Jordan? Neither with regard to lLebanon nor in regard to Jordan
wes there such an armed attack, The assertions that the United Arab Republic ..
was intervening in the domestic affairs of Lebanon was rejected even by the
United Nations Observation Group, and the latter also confirmed the strictly
domestic nature of those events. The only armed attack that occured there
was that which was undertaken by the United States in Lebenon and by the
United Kingdom in Jorden. ' ' : : ‘

It becomes clear, therefore, that the reference on the part of the
United States and the United Kingdom to Article 51 of the Charter was to serve
both Governments merely to cover up the real reasons of their intervention.

Lebanon and Jordan are independent sovereign States. Nobody gave the
United States end the United Kingdom the right to decide their demestic affairs
for them. The settlement of all the problems of Lebanon and Jordan, including
the solution of cdntemporary internal crises,is the exclusive prerogative of
these States. Thet is why reference to Article 51 of the Charter cannot
change the fact that the United States and the United Kingdom through their
intervention in the Near and Middle East grossly trampled under foot the
Charter of the United Nations and placed a fait accompli before the Organization.

The armed intervention against Lebanon dissipated £he legend that the
United States is the so-called defender of the liberty of small nations. This
is snother instance of gross intervention in the domestic affairs of small
countries who are seeking to free themselves from Americen influence. The
history of American imperialism offers a sufficient number of such examples:
in Latin America and in other parts of the world,

The ruling circles of the United States and the United Kingdom are attempting
to camouflage their military intervention in the Near and Middle East and to move
out of the dock, where they stand indicted,into the chair of the prosecutor by
alleging so-called indirect éggression, the United States thereby accusing
other States of what it is doing on a large scale itself., It is the United
Stetes which is carrying out intervention and subversive activities against these
countries, It seems to us that it would be an expensive lesson if the lesson of
indirect aggression were taught by the Americans,
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Under the Mutual Security Act of the United States no less then $100 million
is allocated yearly in order +to finance subversive activities against the
socialist countries., The so-called Free Europe radio station broadcasts'
mutinous appeals; diver%ioni”t spies are sent into the socialist countries;
balloons are sent over these countries, dlSCrlmlnatory'economlc measures have
been taken against them, ‘ : ; o
| American statesmen are ‘again proclaiming the doctrine of the liberation
of the peoples of the Eastern Europeen countries. I should like ‘to quote, for
instance, one of them which is a statement by Mr. Dulles, the United States -
Secretary of State,who in Augu5u 1952 characterized the policy of the' United States -
vis-3-vis the so-called question of the liberation of Eastern Europeen. 5
countries,and stated, that the policy of the liberation of the peoples
enslaved by the Communists will be carried out- as followss

"The Voice of America and other egencies will begin to:foment

the splrlt of re51stance behind the iron curtain in telling the Poles,

R

the Czechs,’ and others that tﬁey enjoy the support ‘6f -the United States.”
Further: o : : e : 3 S
¥, ..the resistance movement will ezpand-among thevpatriots,-and these '

patriots will be supplied and orgenized by private organizétions,

such as the Commlttee for Free Europe through air-drops and ‘other

liaison measures.” e SR e g ’

The purpose of these campaigns is to overthrow the legitimate.Governments-
of these countries with whom, nevertheless, the United States continues to
maintain’di?lomatic relations.  Such intrigues and hostile actions are béing .
used also agalnst ‘other countries by the United States and the United Klngdom,
1nclud1ng the peoples and countries' of the Near and Middle East. '

The d;xec» armea 1nterventlon in Lebanon and Jordan was preceded by a .
reactlonary ‘coup d‘état in Jordan, pressuré on 'Syriaend a number of conspiracies - -
against the United Arab Republic, and so on.” The United States znd the
United Kingdom over a period of years have engaged in indirect aggression against
the Argb countries. That is why the manoceuvres which they are engaging in now

by invoking an alleged indirect aggression cannot fool anyone.
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In this connexion the Czechoslovak delegation deems it necessary to express

its most emphatic protest and to rebut the statements of the leaders of the
United States who continue to cite the glorious February victory of the
Czechoslovak people over reaction in i9h8 as an example of indirect éggressi@n.
Nowadays everybody kunows that the events of February 1948 were completely
constitutional; they were carried out by parliamentary measures and they
expressed the will of the Czechoslovak people. If one is to speak of
intervention in this case, this interventicn was carried out by the United States
which in February 1948 supported the attempts of the reactionary putsch on
the part of the Czechoslovak bourgeoisie which was seeking the restoration
of the capitalist regime in the Czechoslovak republic, That is why we in
Czechoslovakia have smple experience of the intervention of the United ubates
in the domestic affairs of other countries.

X component part of this intervention is the attempt of the United States
to discuss in an international forum the so-called problem of the countries
of Eastern Burope. The Czechoslovak pecple condemn these attempts és an
intolerable intervention in the domestic affairs of the Czechoslovek Republic
and as something contrary to the Charter of the United Nations and the
generally accepted principles of international law. The Czechoslovak people
chose its own fate freely, end will not allow anyone to turn it away from the
road of socialism.

The President of- the Czechoslovak Republlc, Antonin Novotny, in his

interview with the press in March of this year emphatically denied the right
of the United States Govermment to consider in an international discussion the
situation in the countries of Eastern Europe. He said that the position of
the United States was in sharp contradiction with reality since in Eastern Europe
we had only sovereign and independent States, with the majority of which, including
the Czechoslovak Republic, the Government of the United States is maintaining

diplomatic relations.
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However much the United States and the United Kingdom may seck to justify
their open armed intervention in the domestic affairs of the Arab countries
by claiming that they are concerned over the integrity of ILebanon, or

wish to help the Government of Jordan against indirect aggression, the whole

world knows that the real reasons for the American armed intervention in Lebanon
and the British armed intervention in Jordan is an attempt to maintain or -
to reconquer theilr past colonial-positions.in the Near and Middle East and

to create a strategic arsenal that will be directed against the USSR and

the other socialist countries. -
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The Czechoslovak people never had any illusions about the policy of the
United States and other imperialistic countries., The present military adventure
on the part of two countries in the Near and Middle East shows us once again
that, in order to secure their egoistic interests, the colonists, notwithstanding
their indications of humanism and peace, do not hesitate to make use of their
armed force and to suspend the threat of war over the world.

The United States and the United Kingdom started their military
interventions in the Near and Middle [ast at the very time when the Soviet
Union, seeking to reduce international tension and to strengthen world peace,
unilaterally ceased nuclear tests and was making every effort to call a summit
conference which, besides other urgent problems, would also consider the threat
that exists as a result of the situation in the Near and Middle East. The
countries of the Socialist systems also undertook other steps in order to
strengthen confidence among peoples. They suggested to the Western Powers that
a number of measures be taken which would contribute to the reduction of
international tension. In this connexion, we should like to mention the
reduction of the armed forces of the countries members of the Warsaw Pact,

a reduction of 419,000 men, of which the Cgechoslovek share was 20,000 men,
the suggestion of the Polish Government to establish a missile~free zone in
central Europe, the proposal that a non-aggression pact be signed between
the NATO countries and the Warsaw Pact countries, the proposal that a
friendship agreement be signed between all European countries and so forth.

A further danger to international peace and security is seen in the
fact that as a result of fhe negative position of the Western countries,
these important proposals of the Governmentiof the USSR and other Socialist
countries have not yet been implemented. The course of international
events, when the danger of a new war has not yet been averted, demands of
all countries that they apply all their efforts in order that the points
in dispute be settled exclusively by peaceful means and that the principle
of peaceful coexistence of States with different political, economic and

civic systems be further applied.
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~ That is why the Government of the Czechoslovek Republic, seeking a
reduction in 1nternatlonal tension and a strengthenlng of international
co- operatlon, suggested an 1tem for inclusion-in the agenda of the thirteenth
session of the General Assembly entitled "Measures to extend the principles
of peaceful coexistence between States." One of the meagures would be the
end of mllltaxy interventioh in “the Near and Middle East and the end of
interference in the domestic aff airs of these countries. v

The Government of the Sov1et Union on 11 February 1957 suggested to the

Governments of the Uhlted States, the United Kingdom and France that they
draft a common declaratlon which - would lay down bagic principles for the
maintenance of peace and security in the Near and Middle East, including the
principle of non-intervention in the affairs of other States. According to
this proposal, the participating countries, in their relations with the
countries of the Near and Middle Fast, would undertake the obligations to
meintain péace; to settle all points at issue by means of negotiation, not
to intervene in the domestic affairs of these countries and not to seek to
drag them into'milifary'blocs.‘ Furthermore, the proposal also had in mind
the liquidatioh of foreign military baseé,'the withdrawal of foreign troops
from these countries, an . end to the supply of arms to this area and the

granting of economic assistance to these countries without political, military

or other strings which would be incompatible with the sovereignty and independence

of these countries.

The persistant striving of the Soviet Covernment ‘to assure the peaceful.
developmehtlof the Near and Middle East can be seen in the January proposals of
this year which &ere published by the Tass Agency to the effect that the Near
and Middle East become a zone of peace free from the production and location of
nuclear weapons, ‘a zone of peaceful relations and frlendly co~operation between
all States. '

The Czechoslbvak Covernment which is carrying out the will of the
Czechoslovak people in regard to the countries of the Arab East, is'pursuing :
a policy of peaceful coexistence and comprehnns1ve co-operation to promote
partlcularly the economic development of the Arab countries. ' The striving to:

prevent the intervention of the imperialistic countries and to secure the
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peaceful development of the Arab countries can be seen in all the actlons of

the Czechoslovak Government. In 1956 Czechoslovakia welcomed the nationallzat1on
of the Suez Canal and emphatlcally denounced the Anglo-French-Israel aggression
against Egypt. Czechoslovakia also 1nsisted that the aggressors bear full
responsibility for their actions.

In 1957 the Czechoslovak Government empbatlcally condemned the preparation
of an aggression against Syria. Our country also showed its desire to ensure
peace and security in the Middle East in the statement of our Government
dated 15 February 1957 which supported the So?iet proposal that the great
Powers join in a general declarétion on thé Near and Middle East and voiced
its readiness to join in this declaration. We could quote a number of official
documents in which the Czechoslovak Government warned the countries concerned
in the Near and Middle East against the dangerous designs of the imperialistic
Powers. Cgechoslovakia, along with the other peace—loving countries, stands
at the side of the Arab peoples, the Arab nation which is fighting for its
freedom and independence. '

The imperialistic interventions of the United States in Lebanon on
15 July and of the United Kingdom in Jordan on 18 July were decisively
condemned by the Czechoslovak people. A wave of protest swept Czechoslovakia
demanding an end to the imperlalistic interventions and a recognition of the
right of the Arab peoples to independence. The Czechoslovak Government in its
statements of 17 July, 19 July and 6 August of this year condemned this
aggression most emphatically.

At the time of the convening of this session, the situation in the Near
and Middle East continues to be grave. Large numbers of interventionist troops,
American troops, are in Lebanon. They are greater in number than the strength
of the entire Lebanese army. British troops in Jordan are also being
reinforced, The United States and the United Kingdom have concentrated iﬁ these
countries large military forces which constitute a permanent threat to peace
and security in this area.

The USSR delegation on 15 Auguét_l958 presented a draft resolution (A/3870)
which offers a way to eliminate this threat to the peace and .security of the
Near and Middle East.
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The Czechoslovak delegation fully supports this proposal and demands the
urgent withdrawal of the American and British troops from Lebanon and Jordan. In
order to supervise the withdrawal of American and British troops, the Observation
Group of the United Nations in Lebanon could be strengthened and a similar
observation group could be sent to Jordan.

The Czechoslovak delegation, for its part, will apply every effort in order
that effective measures be taken with a view tb re~establishing peace and security
in the Near and Middle East and, primarily, that the interventionist troops be
withdrewn forthwith from Lebanon and Jordan.

We are convinced that with goodwill a decision can be devised which will

achieve the main purpose of this session.

The Czechoslbvak Republic, which maintains friendly and extensive relations
with the Arab countries and which is extending to them all economic and technical
assistance, is prepared to take an active pért in the discussion of various
proposals dealing with the economic development of the countries of the Near and
Middle Fast. However, the discussion of these pr0posalé at this time prior to
achieving a decision on the immediste withdrawal of the interventionist troops,
the presence of which in the Near and Middle East constitutes such a great threat
to the peace, would merely fesult in diverting attentibn from the main purpose of
this session of the General Assembly.

The Czechoslovak delegation is convinced that at this session of this most
representative‘organ of.the United Nations,where both the large and the smaller
peoples are represented, if there is goodwill and understanding, steps can be taken
which would contribute to the elimination of the danger of a military conflict
caused by the armed intervention of the United States and the United Kingdom and
also, consequently, which would lead to the strengthening of peace and security in
the Near and Middle East.

There is no doubt also that if the General Assembly were successfully to
carry out this task, this emergency session of the General Assembly would greatly
contribute to the success of a summit conference of statesmen of the East and the
West who would discuss the most urgent problems which facé mankind, the urgent
solution of which has been stressed by the events that have occurred recently in
the Near and Middle East.
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Mr. LOUTFI (United Arab Republic) (interpretation from French): I did
not intend to speak today, but the accusations that have been levelled against us
by the representative of Jordan make it imperative that we make certain remarks.
I do not intend here to reply in detail to all that has been said. I do, on behalf
of my delegation, reserve the right to speak,ét-the appropriaté time,

Today I shall limit myself to referring to the historical views expressed in
the statement of Mr. Rifai, but I shall only turn my attentlon to certain
accusations he levelled against us. The representative of Jordan spoke today
sbout infiltration of arms and weapons. In order to support his views, he cited
certain cases where arms were supposedly found as hav1ng been brought in by
infiltrators. I have already replied in the Security Council to the accusations

coming from Jordan which were along the same lines.-

These accusations, to put it mildly, are vague. They are isolated cases

which have not been proved, and that cannot in any case be laid at the door of any
Government whatsoever. It is superfluous to repeat that in revolutions which take
place and in the overheated atmosphere that obtains, it is very easy to get light

weapons. :

Mr. Rifai spoke also of the question of radio broadcasts. The only
explanation that can be found to this is to listen to the secret stations and to
~the broadcasting stations of Awman which have all attacked the United Arab
Republic. I have also listened to broadcasts from both secret and official
stations in Amman. It is difficult for me, although I have the information before
me, to state these things to the Assembly because of the respect I have for the
Assembly. But I must tell my fellow-representatives here that if there is one
among them who wishes to know what these broadcasts say, I am more than ready to
show him what I have been able to gather. '

FPurthermore, the Head of State of Jordan has very often attacked the Head of
the United Arab Republic. This has been no:secret. -It has been published in the
newspapers all over the world. Mr. Rifai today from this rostrum referred to
certain events that took place over a year ago. Why, might I ask, wait until
these days before bringing these matters up again? Well, there can be an
explanation, and that is that such allegations as he made were made here to Justify
what oceurs in Jordan. I mean the landing of British troops there.
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My general conclusion is quite clear. This is merely malicious propaganda
tending to try to justify the call on the part_bf Jordan for British troops which
are now stationed in that part of the world.

I am duty bound to state here that the position recently adopﬁéd by the
present Government of Jordan is not such as to help‘to dissipate fears and relieve
tension in that part of the world. Not only does that country not have diplomatic
relations with the United Arab Republic, présumably because we recognized the Iraqgi
Government, but, besides this, the Government of Jofdan has repeatedly stated ﬁhat
it was intehdihg'tq liberate Irag, requesting the aid of the population to overthrow
the new Government and this because the sovereign of Jordan simply wanted, against
the will of the people of Iraq, to bé king of.what had been known as the Arab Union.
This Union was denourced by the new Goverrnment of Irag. Such accusations can only
serve to justify the position of the British troops in Jordan. But we are not
convinced. If there are troops there, we are aware of it. e A

The Government ¢of Jordan certainly does not enjoy the confidence of the people
of Jordan, and I can prove what I have said. Simply read what the international
Press had to say when this ﬁatter was discussed at great length. This matter was
even discussed in the British Parliament. But despite what thé representative of
Jordan has said, I do not want in the United Nations to go into a discussion of the
domestic affairs of Jordan. For that reason, I shall not labour this point. But
in his statement today, the representative of Jordan stressed thé fact that his

Government does not want the United Nations presence in Jordan.
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Each Government can decide the position it-wishes to take. -But I ask: does the
Government of Jordan -- and this is what 'is ‘séridus == préfer the British troops
to continue the occupation of Jorden? If that is the ¢ase, then the Govérnment
of Jordan will te.ke the respons:LbJ.lity before history ‘and before all thé’ Arab

peoples and States. )

‘As the head of my ‘delegation stated yesterday, as long as British troops
remain present in Jordan, we feel ourselves threatened and hurt. At the same
time,’thé peace of the world will be threatened and hurt until the British
forces leave Jordan, The presence of foreign troops in' that part of the world
is a threat to international peace and security. Oné of theé most serious
problems at present is tha®t the present Government of Jorden does noﬁ‘enjoy
the support of the people of Jordan and therefore has to appeal to. foreign forces.,
This was expressed very well by Lord Attlee, the former British Prime Minister,

in the House of Lords on 18 July last when he said: S
(continued in Lngllsh) ' S - : ; '}
‘ "When a Governmenu cannot control its own people with its: pwn troops and
calle in someone from out51de,it is an extremely doubtful thing to agree to' go".
(con+inued in French) ' ; i :

I thlnk that this statement from this eminent British statesman does not
require any comuent. e : R

I am sorry that I was forced to make this statement. We are not here to
level accusations and to indulgeriﬁ_iecrimihaﬁidns. We are here 'to find adequate
and constructive solutions to these problems in the interests of the‘;rab peoples,
and in conformity with the Charter and in co-operation with the Membérs of* this

distinguished Assembly.

The meeting rose at 5.35 P.Ns




