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Soviet Government Statement 

The Soviet Government finds, it necessary again to draw 
the attention of the Governments of all States of the world to. 
the situation in the Middle East, to the events taking place 
there. It is prompted to this by anxiety caused by the lengthy 
absence of a settlement of the Middle East conflict, hy the 
Soviet Union's awareness of its international responsibility 
as a Permanent member of the United Nations Security 
Council and by.the striving to facilitate a further relaxation 
of international tension and consolidation of universal peace. 

1. For many years now Israel's armed forces are oc­
cupying vast territories of independent Arab States. A policy 
of racial discrimination and oppression is being conducted 
against the Arab population in these territories. The native 
inhabitants of the occupied territories are beil1g driven from 
their homes, their dwellings are being razed to clear ground 
for the establishment of settlements for citizens of an alien 
state - Israel. All this creates in the Middle East the atmos­
phere of a drawnout

'
and dangerous crisis. 

Israel's ruling circles obstruct the implementation of the, 
inalienable right of the Arab people of Palestine to create 
their own State. The three million Palestinian Arab people, 
having the same right to this as any other people in the 
Middle East, as any other pec;>ple in the world, continues to 
remain in the position of an exiled people. And all this despite 
the fact that its right to create its own State on the territory of 
Palestine was confirmed by the United Nations Organization 
and the Palestine Liberation Organization is widely 
recognised as the lawful representative of this people and has 
the support of the popular masses in Israeli-occupied 
territories. ' 

-
Israel's armameriiS

'
are being further built up on a huge 

scale. The United States is sending there various modern 
arms, including rockets capable of carrying both conven­
tional and nuclear warheads. Alarming in this respect are re­
ports that Israel is creating or has already created its own 
nuclear weapons. It is not difficult to see what a potential 
danger to peace is posed by this. 

While last year's separate deals concerning some small 
sections of Israeli-occupied territories did create in some 
quarters the illusion of a calming down in the Middle East, 
now everybody sees that these deals, which sidestepped 
cardinal questions of the Middle East' settlement, not only 
failed to defuse the situation but have even further aggra­
vated it. Nothing demonstrates this as convincingly as the 
tragic and bloody events in Lebanon and around it. These 
events confirmed once again that if resolute efforts are not 
taken towards an all-embracing political settlement in the 
Middle East, the situation there can worsen still more and 
every new day brings new evidence of this. 

2. The situation when the Middle East conflict remains 
unsettled is fraught with a new military explo�ion. This 
situation as such means that the aggressor continues with 
impunity to reap in the fruits of its criminal policy while the 
lawful interests and rights of the victims of the aggression 
are being further flouted. It is clear that there can be no 
stability and no tranqUility in the Middle East on such a 
basis. The absence of a settlement of the confilct has already 
resulted four times in military clashes between Israel and 
the Arab States within a comparatively short period of time. 
It would be naive to proceed from the assumption that this 
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could not happen for the fifth time. Meanwhile the possible 
consequences of a new war in the Middle East, including the 
consequences for the international situation as a whole, are 
obvious to. all. 

There arc even more grounds for alarm bec'ausesome 
States strive to put off further and further the solution of the 
main questions of the Middle East settlement and use ab­
solutely artificial arguments to justify this. First they say it 
is necessary to wait for the Presidential elections in the 
United States to pass, then they say that conditions for a 
Middle East settlement are not ripe at all. 

The real aims of those who would like to put off the solution 
of the problem of the Middle East settlement endlessly and 
indefinitely should be clear to any objectively minded per­
son. The preservation of the present situation in the Middle' 
East fully accords with their long-term plans of establishing 
their control over the Middle East area, over its tremendous 
oil resources and important strategic positions. 

It is precisely for this sake that those who pursue aims that I 

have nothing in common with the genuine interests of the 
peoples of the Middle East would like to weaken the Arab 
States to the maximum, push them off the road of 
progressive social development, range them against one 
another and compel them to act in disunity. , 

Who does not know that until recently the arsenal of imper­
ialist policy in the Middle East included one main weapon -
Israel's ruling circles that are pursuing a policy of territorial 
expansion at the expense of, the Arabs. Now however the 
aggressors and their patrons hope to rely in their policy also 
on some Arab States. But one can express confidence that in • 

the final analysisthepeoplesoftheArabEastwillfrustratethis 
plan that is hostile to the cause for which the Arabs are 
struggling, to the cause of their independence and freedom. 

Obvious attempts are being made to strike a blow at the 
forces of the Palestine resistance movement and draw Arabs 
into a fratricidal war. This is the real meaning of the events 
in Lebanon. This is even more emphasized by such pro­
vocative actions as the concentration of Israeli troops on 
Lebanon's Southern borders and the sending of U.S. naval 
ships to Lebanese shores although they have no business 
there. 

Such is imperialism's policy in the Middle East, a policy of 
encouraging and supporting aggression, of weakening the 
position of national progressive forces, of undermining their 
unity and asserting on this basis its domination in that area. 
3. The Soviet Union is promoting a fundamentally different 
policy in questions related to the Middle East. It proceeds 
from the premise that the peoples of that area should be full 
masters of their destiny, should receive an opportunity to 
live in conditions of independence, freedom and peace. That 
is precisely why the Soviet Union firmly comes out for a radi­
cal political settlement of the Middle East conflict and 
believes that this is attainable. The discussion in recent years 
of questions of the situation in the Middle East and the rele­
vant decisions of the'United Nations Security Council and 
General Assembly determined the basis on which such a 
settlement can and must be achieved. This basis consists of 
three organically interconnected elements: 

First, the withdrawal of Israeli troops from all Arab terri­
tories occupied as a result of Israel's aggression in 1967. 
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Second. satisfaction of the legitimate national demands of 
the Arab people of Palestine. including their inalienable right 
to establish their own State. 

Third. international guarantees for the security and in­
violability of the frontiers of alI Middle-Eastern States. and 
their right to independent existence and development. 

These basic and interconnected problems of a Middle East 
. settlement take due account of the legitimate rights of alI the 
sides directly concerned and create a just and realistic basis 
for settlement. 

This basis is just for the Arab States. the victim's of 
Israel's aggression - it provides for giving them back the 
territories belonging to them, restoration of their sovereignty 
over these territories and removes the danger of a new 
aggression. 

The peoples of the Arab countries will get an opportunity of 
concentrating their energies 

·
and resources on the solution of 

the problems of economic and social development, and 
eliminating backwardness they inherited from colonialism. 
The Arab States will be also able to plaYa more important 
role in international affairs. 

This basis for a settlement is jUllt for the Palestinian Arab 
people because it takes into account their right to establish 
their own independent State. The Arab people of Palestine 
will leave the refugee camps, gain freedom from oppression 
by the invaders and buil4 their own Statehood in their Home­
land. 

This basis for a political settlement is also just for Israel 
because it ensures for it the conditions of peace and security 
within the recognized frontiers. Its young people will no 
·Ionger be sacrificed on the altar of war. The Israeli working 
people, the entire people of the State of Israel will be able to 
live in conditions of confidence in the morrow. The State of 
Israel will get an opportunity of normalizing its position 
among the States of the world. 

An overalI and radical politieal settlement in the Middle 
East will bring peaceful life and an opportunity for pros­
perity to alI the peoples of the area. It will create a firm foun­
dation of peace for the future, particularly considering the 
fact that within the framework of such a settlement it will be 
possible to find a solution to the problem of stopping the arms 
race in the Middle East. the problem the solution of which is 
advocated by the Soviet Union. 

Only circles which cannot abandon the dangerous policy of 
brinkmanship in the Middle East can object to this basis for a 
political settlement. 

4. Not only is there a just and realistic basis for a settle­
ment of the Middle East conflict. There is also an inter­
national mechanism for working out appropriate accords. 
This is the Geneva Peace Conference on the Middle East. 

No one denies that given the desire of the appropriate 
States the Geneva Peace Conference could lead to agreement 
on alI aspects of settlement. Nor is this denied by the United 
States. What is more. an indentity of views on this matter 
made several years ago is the basis of agreement on the con­
vocation of the Geneva Confererice. What is lacking now? 
Desire is lacking. This and this alone accounts for the fact 
that changing moods, determined by transient considera­
tions, have been the dominant attitudes to the Geneva Con­
ference in recent years. This refers. first of all, to the position 
of the USA and Israel with regard to the role of this con-

ference. 
Hence, the matter is not that the Geneva Peace Conference 

is not a suitable mechanism for a settlement of the conflict 
but that some are unwilling to put this mechanism into opera­
tion. That is exactly how matters stand if the entire question 
of the Geneva Conference and its role is cleared of falsity. 

The Soviet Union comes {)ut for the resumption of the 
Geneva Peace Conference with the participation of alI the 
sides directly concerned, including the Palestine Liberation 
Organization as a representative of the Arab People of Pales­
tine. 

True, this calIs for certain preparatory work. The Soviet 
Government understands this. It believes that the work of the 
Conference could be arranged in two stages. In the initial 
stage, it could solve alI the organizational questions that may 
arise, including the procedure of considering the concrete 
aspects of settlement, the possibility of establishing ·ap-
propriate working bodies, etc. . 

This stage would evidently not be a long one, and after this 
phase the Conference could take up its basic task, that of 
finding solutions concerning the substance of the settlement 
problems. It goe� without saying that representatives of the 
Palestine Liberation Organization should take part in the 
work of both stages of the Conference. 

The Soviet Union is prepared without delay to appoint its 
representatives for attending the preparatory and the main 
phases of the Geneva Conference. The Soviet Government 
would like to hope that alI the other sides concerned will 
adopt a similar position. If. however, some Governments 
continue to obstruct the resumption of the Geneva Conference 
they will naturalIy assume a serious responsibility for the 
consequences of such a policy. 

5. Setting forth their considerations on the need for more 
active efforts towards a settlement of the Middle East con­
flict, the Sovet Government considers it necessary to stress 
that the Sovet Union does not seek any advantages for itself 
in the Middle East. Either in the Middle F;ast or in any other 
area of the world. it does not exact military bases or any 
rights to develop local natural resources, t>r an opportunity 
for itself to influence the internal development of the States 
concerned. The Soviet Union, loyal as it is to the ideal of 
solidarity with the peoples fighting for freedom and social 
progress, invariably supports and inten·ds to continue its firm. 
support for the just position of the Arab States, the Arab 
peoples. . 

Peace and tranquility in the Middle East are the goal of 
Soviet policy in the area. The Soviet Union is also interested 
in creating conditions for the development of relations with 
all States of the Middle East. 

Neither has it nor can it have any predjudices against any 
of these States, including Israel, if the latter drops its policy 
of aggression and takes the road of peace and good-neighbor 
relations with the Arabs. 

Elimination of the dangerous source of tenStori
- -

thai
­

remains in the Middle East is one of the top-priority tasks in 
the efforts to strengthen international peace and security. It 
is a duty of all States to contribute to the solution of this task. 
The Soviet Government addresses an appeal to the Govern­
ments of all States of the world to discharge this duty and to 
facilitate efforts to achieve a just and lasting political set-
t'Iemerit in the Middle East. 

. 
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