HUNDRED AND TWENTY-SIXTH
PLENARY MEETING

Held in the General Assembly
Hall at Flushing Meadow, ew
York, on Friday, 28 lovember
1947, at 11 a.m.

President: Mr. 0. Aranha
(Brazil).
125. Continuation of the

discussion on the Palestinian
question

The PRESIDENT: The repre-
sentatives must have the best
possible conditions in order to
give proper consideration to the
merits of the serious question
before the General Assembly.

The President, therefore, must
remind the public to refrain
from applause or any kind of
intervention in the debate of
the General Assembly.

There are ten speakers on the
President’s list. | call upon the
representative of Pakistan.

Sir Mohammed ZAFRULLAH
KHAN (Pakistan): It is with
satisfaction that one notes, Mr.
President, that you are anxious
to secure, at least so far as this
question is concerned, an
undisturbed and uninfluenced
discussion. Whether the vote is
going to be equally free and



uninfluenced is no longer a
matter for satisfaction. But |
shall not dwell on that.

Those who have no access to
what is going on behind the
scenes have known enough from
the Press to have fear in their
hearts not only on this question
— because this is one individual
question — but that the
deliberations on crucial
questions of this great body, on
which the hopes of the world
for the future are centred, will
not be left free.

This is a solemn moment,
solemn in the history of the
world, in the history of this
great — let us hope at least —
great Organisation. The United
Ilations is today on trial. The
world is watching and will see
how it acquits itself again,
perhaps, not so much from the
point of wview of whether
partition is approved or not
approved, but from the point of
view of whether any room is to
be left for the exercise of
honest judgment and con-
science in decisions taken upon
important questions.

We are often apt to read history
backwards, which, | submit, is a
very wrong method of reading
history. History, in order to be
properly appreciated, has to be
read forwards. One must put
oneself behind the events which
one desires to evaluate, and
then judge and appraise them.

With  your indulgence, Mr.
President, let me invite the
representatives to read history
in that manner for a few
moments, at least that part of
history which concerns the
General Assembly.

Thirty-two years ago — not to go
too far back — the Western
Allies were in the midst of a
mortal struggle with the Central
European Powers. Turkey had
just entered the war on the side
of Germany. The fate of the
Allied cause trembled in the
balance. The Arabs, who alone
could help to redress the
balance in the Middle East, the
vital region, were invited to
repudiate their allegiance to
Turkey and to throw in their lot
with the Allies. In return for
what? In return for the pledged
word of the United Kingdom,




subsequently confirmed by
France, that at the end of the
struggle, the Arabs in their own
lands would be free. They
agreed and did their part.

How have the pledges given to
them been fulfilled? We have
often been reminded that these
pledges have been fulfilled to
the extent of nine-tenths, and
that such fulfilment ought to be
sufficient. Is that the standard
we wish to see established and
adhered to in international,
national, and even private
affairs? We have fulfilled these
pledges to the extent of nine-
tenths and therefore, that
ought to be sufficient. If that is
s0, pause and consider whether
faith will ever again be placed
in pledges, particularly in the
pledges of the Western Powers.
Remember, nations of the West,
that you may need friends
tomorrow, that you may need
allies in the Middle East. | beg of
you not to ruin and blast your
credit in those lands.

It has been said that there is
some doubt whether Palestine
was included in the pledges
given to the Arabs. Throughout

all these long discussions in

committee  and in sub-
committee, back again in
committee, and then in the

General Assembly, no one has
sought to argue that Palestine
was not included in those
pledges or was excluded from
those pledges. llevertheless, it
was suggested that if there
were any doubt concerning that
question, it should be referred
to the International Court of
Justice, whose advisory opinion
should be requested so that the
question might be settled, once
and for all, one way or the

other, inasmuch as so far no
independent and impartial
tribunal had been invited to

express an opinion on that
guestion. That suggestion was
not adopted.

What is the conclusion? That
those who entertain any doubt
concerning the matter are
convinced what the reply of the
International Court of Justice
would be.

It was stated, particularly by
the representative of
Czechoslovakia, that these
pledges were only promises,
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