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ﻜوﺴﻴﺠن اﻝﻰ ﺠوﻨﺴون
ﻴﺸﻜو إﺼرار اﺴراﺌﻴل ﻋﻠﻰ ﻀم اﻷراﻀﻰ اﻝﻌرﺒﻴﺔ اﻝﺘﻰ اﺤﺘﻠﺘﻬﺎ
 20أﻜﺘوﺒر 1967
ﻤوﺴﻜو ﺒﺘﺎرﻴﺦ  20أﻜﺘوﺒر 1967
ﻋزﻴزى اﻝﺴﻴد اﻝرﺌﻴس،
ﺘﺸﻌر اﻝﺤﻜوﻤﺔ اﻝﺴوﻓﻴﺘﻴﺔ ﺒﺎﻝﻘﻠق ،إزاء ﻋدم إﺤراز أى ﺘﻘدم ﺤﺘﻰ اﻵن ﻓﻰ ﻤﺴﺄﻝﺔ اﻝﺘﺴوﻴﺔ اﻝﺴﻴﺎﺴﻴﺔ ﻓﻰ
اﻝﺸرق اﻷدﻨﻰ.
ﻓرﻏم أن ﻗ اررات ﻤﺠﻠس اﻷﻤن اﻝﻤﻌروﻓﺔ اﻝﺘﻰ دﻋﻤﺘﻬﺎ دوﻝﺘﺎﻨﺎ ،ﺠﻌﻠت ﻤن اﻝﻤﻤﻜن وﻗف اﻝﻌﻤﻠﻴﺎت
اﻝﻌﺴﻜرﻴﺔ ﻓﻰ اﻝﺸرق اﻷدﻨﻰ؛ ﻤﺎزاﻝت اﺴراﺌﻴل ﺘﺤﺘل اﻷراﻀﻰ اﻝﻌرﺒﻴﺔ اﻝﺘﻰ اﺴﺘوﻝت ﻋﻠﻴﻬﺎ ﺨﻼل اﻝﻌدوان ،وﻤﺎ
ﻓﺘﺊ اﻝﻘﺎدة اﻻﺴراﺌﻴﻠﻴون ﻴﺨططون ﻋﻠﻰ ﻨﺤو أﻜﺜر ﻓﺄﻜﺜر ﺼراﺤﺔ ﻝﻀم ﺘﻠك اﻷراﻀﻰ ،أو ﻋﻠﻰ اﻷﻗل أﺠزاءا
ﻤﻨﻬﺎ ،ﺒل وﻫم ﺒﺼدد اﺘﺨﺎذ ﺨطوات ﻋﻤﻠﻴﺔ ﻻﺴﺘﻌﻤﺎرﻫﺎ.
وﺘﺘوﻓر ﻤﻌﻠوﻤﺎت ﻋن ﺘﻤرﻜز اﻝﻘوات اﻻﺴراﺌﻴﻠﻴﺔ ﻓﻰ ﻤواﻗﻊ ﻴﺼﻌب اﻝﻨظر اﻝﻴﻬﺎ ،ﺴوى ﺒﺎﻋﺘﺒﺎرﻫﺎ
ﻤﻨﺼﺎت ﻝﺘﻨظﻴم ﻋﻤﻠﻴﺎت ﻋﺴﻜرﻴﺔ ﺠدﻴدة ﻀد ﺴورﻴﺎ واﻷردن ،وﺘﺒدى ﺤﻜوﻤﺔ ﻝﺒﻨﺎن ﻗﻠﻘﻬﺎ إزاء اﻝﺘﻬدﻴدات
اﻝﻤوﺠﻬﺔ إﻝﻴﻬﺎ ﻜذﻝك .وﻫﻨﺎك أدﻝﺔ ﻤﺘزاﻴدة ﻋﻠﻰ ﺘﻀﺨم إﻤدادات اﻷﺴﻠﺤﺔ اﻝﻘﺎدﻤﺔ اﻝﻰ اﺴراﺌﻴل ﻤن اﻝﺨﺎرج.
وﻻ ﻴﻤﻜن ﻓﻰ ظل ﻫذا اﻝﺠو ﻤن اﻝﺘوﺘر اﻝﻤﺘزاﻴد ﺨﻼل اﻝﻔﺘرة اﻷﺨﻴرة ،اﺴﺘﺒﻌﺎد ﺤدوث ﻤﻀﺎﻋﻔﺎت
وﺘﻌﻘﻴدات ﺨطﻴرة ﻓﻰ اﻝﺸرق اﻷدﻨﻰ ،وﻴﻤﻜن أﻴﻀﺎ أن ﺘﺘﺤول اﻝﺤوادث اﻝﻤﺴﻠﺤﺔ اﻝﺘﻰ أﺜﺎرﺘﻬﺎ اﺴراﺌﻴل واﻝﺘﻰ ﺘﻘﻊ
ﺒﺼورة ﻤﺴﺘﻤرة ﻋﻠﻰ طول ﻗﻨﺎة اﻝﺴوﻴس وﻋﻠﻰ اﻝﺤدود اﻻﺴراﺌﻴﻠﻴﺔ  -اﻷردﻨﻴﺔ واﻻﺴراﺌﻴﻠﻴﺔ  -اﻝﺴورﻴﺔ ،اﻝﻰ
ﻤواﺠﻬﺔ ﻋﺴﻜرﻴﺔ واﺴﻌﺔ اﻝﻨطﺎق.
وﻝﻘد أﻜدت ﺠﻤﻴﻊ اﻝدول ﺒﺎﺴﺘﺜﻨﺎء اﻝطرف اﻝﻤﻌﺘدى ،ﺨﻼل اﻝﺠﻠﺴﺔ اﻝطﺎرﺌﺔ اﻝﺘﻰ ﻋﻘدﺘﻬﺎ اﻝﺠﻤﻌﻴﺔ اﻝﻌﺎﻤﺔ
ﻝﻸﻤم اﻝﻤﺘﺤدة ،أن اﺴﺘﺨدام اﻝﻘوة ﻻ ﻴﻨﺒﻐﻰ ﻝن ﻴﻌود ﺒﺄﻴﺔ ﻓواﺌد أو ﻤزاﻴﺎ ،وأن اﺴراﺌﻴل ﻴﺘﻌﻴن ﻋﻠﻴﻬﺎ ﺴﺤب ﻗواﺘﻬﺎ
ﻤن اﻷراﻀﻰ اﻝﻌرﺒﻴﺔ اﻝﺘﻰ اﺴﺘوﻝت ﻋﻠﻴﻬﺎ ،وﻗد ﺘﺤدﺜﺘم أﻴﻀﺎ ﺒﻨﻔس اﻝروح ﺨﻼل اﺠﺘﻤﺎع ﻴوﻨﻴو اﻝﻤﺎﻀﻰ.
وﻴﺒدو أن اﺴﺘﻤرار ﻗﺎدة اﺴراﺌﻴل ﻓﻰ اﻝﺘﺼرف ﻋﻠﻰ ﻫذا اﻝﻨﺤو اﻻﺴﺘﻔزازى وﺒﻬذا اﻝﺘﺤد اﻝﺴﺎﻓر ،ﻴﻌﺘﻤد
أوﻻ وﻗﺒل ﻜل ﺸﺊ ﻋﻠﻰ ﻤﺴﺎﻋدات اﻝوﻻﻴﺎت اﻝﻤﺘﺤدة اﻷﻤرﻴﻜﻴﺔ ودﻋﻤﻬﺎ ﻝﻬﺎ.
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وﻜﻤﺎ ﻴﺘﻀﺢ ﻤن اﻻﺘﺼﺎﻻت اﻝﺘﻰ ﺠرت ﺒﻴن ﻤﻤﺜﻠﻰ اﻻﺘﺤﺎد اﻝﺴوﻓﻴﺘﻰ وﻤﺴؤوﻝﻴن ﻤن ﺤﻜوﻤﺘﻜم ،وﻜﻤﺎ
اﺘﻀﺢ ﻤن ﻤﺴﺎر اﻷﺤداث ﻜﻠﻬﺎ اﻝﺘﻰ وﻗﻌت ﺨﻼل اﻝدورة اﻝﺤﺎﻝﻴﺔ ﻝﻠﺠﻤﻌﻴﺔ اﻝﻌﺎﻤﺔ ﻝﻸﻤم اﻝﻤﺘﺤدة ،ﺘﺠد
اﻝطﻤوﺤﺎت اﻝﺘوﺴﻌﻴﺔ ﻻﺴراﺌﻴل ﻤوﻗﻔﺎ ﻤﺸﺠﻌﺎﻋﻠﻰ اﻝﺠﺎﻨب اﻷﻤرﻴﻜﻰ.
ﻓﻘد ﻓوﺠﺌﻨﺎ ﻝﻠﻐﺎﻴﺔ ﻋﻘب اﻓﺘﺘﺎح اﻝدورة اﻝﺤﺎﻝﻴﺔ ،ﻋﻨدﻤﺎ ﻋﻠﻤﻨﺎ أن اﻝﺠﺎﻨب اﻷﻤرﻴﻜﻰ ﻝم ﻴﻤض ﻗﻴد أﻨﻤﻠﺔ
ﻓﻰ ﻤﺤﺎوﻝﺔ اﻝﺘوﺼل اﻝﻰ ﺘﺴوﻴﺔ ﺴﻴﺎﺴﻴﺔ ﻓﻰ اﻝﺸرق اﻷدﻨﻰ .ﻝﻴس ﻫذا ﻓﺤﺴب ،ﺒل وأﺒدت اﻝوﻻﻴﺎت اﻝﻤﺘﺤدة
ﻤوﻗﻔﺎ ﻤﺨﺘﻠﻔﺎ اﻝﻰ ﺤد ﻤﺎ ،ﺤﺘﻰ إزاء اﻝﻤﻘﺘرﺤﺎت اﻝﺘﻰ ﺘﻘدﻤت ﺒﻬﺎ ﺨﻼل اﻝدورة اﻝطﺎرﺌﺔ ﻝﻠﺠﻤﻌﻴﺔ اﻝﻌﺎﻤﺔ ﻝﻸﻤم
اﻝﻤﺘﺤدة.
وﻴﺨرج اﻝﻤرء ﺒﺎﻨطﺒﺎع ﻤؤداﻩ ،أن اﻝﺠﺎﻨب اﻷﻤرﻴﻜﻰ ﻴﺤﺎول ﻓﻰ اﻝواﻗﻊ اﻝﺘﺨﻠﻰ ﻋن ﻤﻘﺘرﺤﺎﺘﻪ؛ وذﻝك
اﺴﺘﻨﺎدا اﻝﻰ اﻝﺘﺼرﻴﺤﺎت اﻝﺘﻰ أدﻝﻰ ﺒﻬﺎ ﻤﻤﺜﻠو اﻝوﻻﻴﺎت اﻝﻤﺘﺤدة ﻓﻰ ﻨﻴوﻴورك .وﺘﺠرى اﻝﻰ ﺤد ﻜﺒﻴر ﻤﺤﺎوﻻت،
ﺒذرﻴﻌﺔ ﺘﻔﺴﻴر ﻫذﻩ اﻝﻤﻘﺘرﺤﺎت ،ﻝوﻀﻊ ﺸروط ﺠدﻴدة ٕواﻀﺎﻓﻴﺔ ﻓﻰ ظل اﻝروح اﻝﻌدواﻨﻴﺔ اﻝﺘﻰ ﺘﺘﻀﺢ ﻤن
اﻝﻤطﺎﻝب اﻝﺘﻰ أﻋرﺒت ﻋﻨﻬﺎ اﺴراﺌﻴل ،ﻜﻤﺎ ﺘﺠرى ﻤﺤﺎوﻻت ﻝﺘوﺠﻴﻪ اﻝﻤﻔﺎوﻀﺎت ﻨﺤو ﻤﺴﺎر ﻤﻠﺘو ﻤﻠﺊ
ﺒﺎﻝﻤﺴﺘﻨﻘﻌﺎت وﺒﺎﻝﻌدﻴد ﻤن اﻝﻤﺤطﺎت واﻝوﻗﻔﺎت واﻝﺘﻘﻬﻘرات.
وﻴﻨﺒﻐﻰ ﻓﻰ اﻝوﻗت ﻨﻔﺴﻪ أن ﻴﺘﻀﺢ ﺘﻤﺎﻤﺎ ،أن ﻋدم اﻝﺘوﺼل اﻝﻰ ﺤل ﻝﻤﺴﺄﻝﺔ اﻻﻨﺴﺤﺎب اﻝﺴرﻴﻊ ﻝﻠﻘوات
اﻻﺴراﺌﻴﻠﻴﺔ ،ﻻ ﻴﻤﻜن أن ﻴﻔﻀﻰ اﻝﻰ اﺴﺘﺘﺒﺎب اﻝﺴﻼم ﻓﻰ ﻫذﻩ اﻝﻤﻨطﻘﺔ ،ﺒل ﺴوف ﻴﺴﺘﻤر اﻝوﻀﻊ اﻝﻤﺘﻔﺠر
وﻏﻴر اﻝﻤﺴﺘﻘر ﻓﻰ ﺨﻠق ﺘﻌﻘﻴدات ﻓﻰ اﻝﻌﻼﻗﺎت اﻝدوﻝﻴﺔ ﺒرﻤﺘﻬﺎ.
واﻝﻰ أﻴن ﻴﻘود اﻋﺘﻤﺎد ﻗﺎدة اﺴراﺌﻴل ﻋﻠﻰ ﻤﺴﺎﻋدة اﻝوﻻﻴﺎت اﻝﻤﺘﺤدة؟ ﻓﺴوف ﺘذﻫب ﺒﻌض اﻝﻤﺴﺎﻋدات
اﻝﻰ ﺠﺎﻨب ،وﻴذﻫب اﻝﺒﻌض اﻵﺨر ﻝﺠﺎﻨب آﺨر؛ وﻤن ﺜم ﺴﺘﺘواﻝﻰ ﺴﻠﺴﻠﺔ ﻤن اﻷﺤداث ﺴﺘﺘﺒﻊ .ﻫل ﻫذا ﻫو
وﺴﻴﻠﺔ ﻝﺘﻌزﻴز اﻝﺴﻼم ﻓﻰ اﻝﺸرق اﻷدﻨﻰ؟ وﻫذﻩ ﺘﻜون ذات ﻓﺎﺌدة ﻝﻠدول؟
ﻋﺎﺌدات اﻝﺤﻜوﻤﺔ اﻝﺴوﻓﻴﺘﻴﺔ ﻤن ﻤوﻗف ،أﻨﻪ ﻤن اﻝﻀرورى ﻝﻠﻘﻀﺎء دون ﺘﺄﺨﻴر آﺜﺎر ﻤﺎ ﺒﻌد اﻝﻌدوان،
وﻓﻰ اﻝوﻗت ﻨﻔﺴﻪ ﻝﻠﺤﻴﻠوﻝﺔ دون اﻨدﻻع ﻨزاع ﻋﺴﻜرى ﺠدﻴد ﻓﻰ ﻫذا اﻝﻤﺠﺎل ﻓﻰ اﻝﻤﺴﺘﻘﺒل اﻝﻘرﻴب أو اﻷﺒﻌد.
وﺘﻌﺘﻘد اﻝﺤﻜوﻤﺔ اﻝﺴوﻓﻴﺘﻴﺔ اﻋﺘﻘﺎدا راﺴﺨﺎ ،ﺒوﺠود ﻓرﺼﺔ ﻤوﻀوﻋﻴﺔ ﺴﺎﻨﺤﺔ ﻓﻰ اﻝوﻗت اﻝﺤﺎﻝﻰ؛ ﻝوﻀﻊ
ﺤد ﻹﻫدار ﻤزﻴد ﻤن اﻝوﻗت واﻝﻤﻤﺎطﻠﺔ اﻝﺨطﻴرة ﻝﻠﺘﺴوﻴﺔ اﻝﺴﻴﺎﺴﻴﺔ ﻓﻰ اﻝﺸرق اﻷدﻨﻰ ،اﻝﺘﻰ ﻴﻤﻜن ﺒل وﻴﺠب أن
ﺘﺘﺄﺘﻰ ﻋن طرﻴق اﻻﻋﺘﻤﺎد اﻝﺴرﻴﻊ – ﻝﻨﻘل  -ﻝﻘرار ﻤﺠﻠس اﻷﻤن اﻝذى ﻨوﻗش ﻓﻰ ﻨﻬﺎﻴﺔ اﻝدورة اﻝطﺎرﺌﺔ ﻝﻠﺠﻤﻌﻴﺔ
اﻝﻌﺎﻤﺔ ﻝﻸﻤم اﻝﻤﺘﺤدة ..واﻝذى ﻴﻨص ﻋﻠﻰ اﻨﺴﺤﺎب اﻝﻘوات اﻝﻤﺴﻠﺤﺔ دون ﺘﺄﺨﻴر ﻤن اﻷراﻀﻰ اﻝﻤﺤﺘﻠﺔ اﻝﻰ
اﻝﻤواﻗﻊ اﻝﺘﻰ ﻜﺎﻨت ﻤﺘﻤرﻜزة ﻓﻴﻬﺎ اﻋﺘﺒﺎ ار ﻤن  5ﻴوﻨﻴو  ،1967واﻻﻋﺘراف ﻓﻰ اﻝوﻗت ﻨﻔﺴﻪ ﺒﻤﺒدأ اﻝوﺠود اﻝوطﻨﻰ
اﻝﻤﺴﺘﻘل ﻝﺠﻤﻴﻊ دول ﺘﻠك اﻝﻤﻨطﻘﺔ ،وﺒﺤﻘﻬﺎ ﻓﻰ اﻝﻌﻴش ﻓﻰ ﺴﻼم وأﻤن .وﻴﺘﻌﻴن ﻋﻠﻰ ﻜل ﺠﺎﻨب اﻻﻝﺘزام ﺒﻤراﻋﺎة
ﻗرار ﻤﺠﻠس اﻷﻤن ﻫذا ٕوادراﻜﻪ.
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ٕواﻀﺎﻓﺔ ﻝﻠﻤﺴﺎﺌل اﻝﺘﻰ ورد ذﻜرﻫﺎ ،ﺘوﺠد ﺒطﺒﻴﻌﺔ اﻝﺤﺎل ﻋدة ﻗﻀﺎﻴﺎ أﺨرى ﻤﺎزاﻝت ﺘﻨﺘظر اﻝﺘﺴوﻴﺔ؛ ﻤﻨﻬﺎ
ﻋﻠﻰ ﺴﺒﻴل اﻝﻤﺜﺎل ﻗﻀﻴﺔ ﺤرﻴﺔ اﻝﻤﻼﺤﺔ .وﻨﺤن ﻤﻘﺘﻨﻌون ﺒﺄن ﻫذﻩ اﻝﻘﻀﺎﻴﺎ أﻴﻀﺎ ﻴﺠب أن ﺘﺤل ﻝﻤﺼﻠﺤﺔ
ﺠﻤﻴﻊ اﻝدول ﻋﻠﻰ أﺴﺎس اﻝﻘرار اﻝﻤﺸﺎر إﻝﻴﻪ أﻋﻼﻩ ،ﻓﻰ ﺤﺎل اﻋﺘﻤدﻩ ﻤﺠﻠس اﻷﻤن.
ٕواﺸﺎرة اﻝﻰ ﻤﺎ زﻋم ،ﻤن ﻋدم ﺘﻤﻜن اﻝدول اﻝﻌرﺒﻴﺔ ﻤن اﻻﺘﻔﺎق ﻋﻠﻰ اﻻﻋﺘراف ﺒﺤق اﺴراﺌﻴل ﻓﻰ اﻝوﺠود
اﻝوطﻨﻰ اﻝﻤﺴﺘﻘل؛ ﻓﺈن ﺘﻠك اﻝﻤزاﻋم ﻻ أﺴﺎس ﻝﻬﺎ ﻤن اﻝﺼﺤﺔ.
وﻤﻤﺎ ﻻ ﺸك ﻓﻴﻪ ،أﻨﻜم ﺘدرﻜون أن اﻝدول اﻝﻌرﺒﻴﺔ  -وﻻ ﺴﻴﻤﺎ اﻝدول اﻝﻤﻌﻨﻴﺔ ﻤﺒﺎﺸرة  -ﻗد اﻋﺘﻤدت
ﺒﺎﻝﻔﻌل ﻤوﻗﻔﺎ ﺤﺼﻴﻔﺎ وواﻗﻌﻴﺎً .
وﻝﻘد ﺤﺎن اﻝوﻗت ﻻﺘﺨﺎذ ﺨطوات ﺤﺎزﻤﺔ ﻹﻨﻬﺎء اﻝوﻀﻊ اﻝﺤﺎﻝﻰ اﻝﺨطﻴر ﻓﻰ اﻝﺸرق اﻷدﻨﻰ ،وﻻ ﻴﻨﺒﻐﻰ
ﻝﻠﻤرء اﻝﺴﻤﺎح ﺒﺘﺤطﻴم اﻝﺘﺴوﻴﺔ اﻝﺴﻴﺎﺴﻴﺔ ،ﺒﺴﺒب رﻏﺒﺔ اﺴراﺌﻴل ﻓﻰ ﺘﺤﻘﻴق ﻤطﺎﻝﺒﻬﺎ اﻝﻤﺘطرﻓﺔ اﻝﺘﻰ ﺘﺸﻰ ﺒدواﻓﻌﻬﺎ
اﻝﺘوﺴﻌﻴﺔ اﻝﻤﻔرطﺔ اﻝﺨﻔﻴﺔ .وﻴﺒدو أن اﻝﻘﺎدة اﻻﺴراﺌﻴﻠﻴﻴن ﻻ ﻴﺄﻝون ﺒﺎﻻ ،ﺒل وﻻ ﻴﻬﺘﻤون ﺒﺄى ﻗدر ﻴﺴﺘﺤق اﻝذﻜر
ﺒﻤﺎ ﺴﻴؤول إﻝﻴﻪ ﻤﺼﻴر دوﻝﺘﻬم ،وﻜﻴف ﺴﺘﺤﻴﺎ ﻓﻰ اﻝﻐد اﻝﻘرﻴب؛ ﻓﻬم ﻻ ﻴﻔﻜرون ﻓﻰ ﻤﻐﺒﺔ ﻗﺼر ﻨظرﻫم اﻝﺴﻴﺎﺴﻰ
وﻤﺎ ﻴﻤﻜن أن ﻴﻨزل ﺒﻬم ﻤن ﺘﺒﻌﺎت.
وﻨﺤن ﻤﻘﺘﻨﻌون ﺒﺄن اﻝﻐﺎﻝﺒﻴﺔ اﻝﻌظﻤﻰ ﻤن اﻝدول ورﺒﻤﺎ ﺠﻤﻴﻌﻬﺎ ،ﺴوف ﺘدﻋم ﻜل ﺨطوة إﻴﺠﺎﺒﻴﺔ ﻓﻰ
اﺘﺠﺎﻩ اﻝﺘﺴوﻴﺔ .وﻻ ﻴﺴﻊ أى ﺸﺨص ﺒﺎﻝﻜﺎد ﻤﻌﺎرﻀﺔ ﻗرار ﻝﻤﺠﻠس اﻷﻤن ﻴﻌﻜس ﻤﺼﺎﻝﺢ اﻝدول ،وﺘﻤﻠﻴﻪ اﻝرﻏﺒﺔ
ﻓﻰ اﻝﺘﺨﻔﻴف ﻤن وطﺄة اﻝﺘوﺘر ٕواﺤﻼل اﻝﺴﻼم اﻝداﺌم ﻓﻰ اﻝﺸرق اﻷدﻨﻰ.
وﻴﻨﺒﻐﻰ ﻝﻠدول إدراك اﻝﻤﺴﺎﻫﻤﺔ اﻝﺘﻰ ﺘﺠﻠﺒﻬﺎ ﺘﻠك اﻝﺠﻬود اﻹﻴﺠﺎﺒﻴﺔ ﻓﻰ ﺘﻌزﻴز اﻝﺴﻼم ﻓﻰ ﺘﻠك اﻝﻤﻨطﻘﺔ.
وﻝﻴس ﻫذا ﻓﺤﺴب ،ﺒل ﻴﺠب أن ﺘﻨظر اﻝﻰ ﺘﻠك اﻝﺠﻬود ﺒﺎﻋﺘﺒﺎرﻫﺎ ﺸﻌﺎع أﻤل ﻴﻤﻜن أن ﻴﻘود اﻝﻰ ﺤل ﻤﺸﻜﻼت
أﺨرى ﺘواﺠﻪ اﻝﺒﺸرﻴﺔ ،وﻤن ﻀﻤﻨﻬﺎ ﻋﻠﻰ أﻗل ﺘﻘدﻴر ﺒﻠداﻨﻨﺎ.
أرﺠو ﺴﻴﺎدة اﻝرﺌﻴس أن أﺘﻠﻘﻰ ردﻜم ﻓﻰ اﻝﻘرﻴب ،واﻝذى أﺘﻤﻨﻰ أن ﻴﻤﺤو ﻤن ﺠدول اﻷﻋﻤﺎل ﻤﺸﻜﻠﺔ
ﺒﺎﺘت ﻤﺼد ار ﻝﻠﺨﻼف واﻻﺤﺘﻜﺎﻜﺎ واﻝﻨزاﻋﺎت.
وﺘﻔﻀﻠوا ﺒﻘﺒول ﻓﺎﺌق اﻻﺤﺘرام واﻝﺘﻘدﻴر،
أﻝﻴﻜﺴﻰ ﻜوﺴﻴﺠن
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480. Letter From Premier Kosygin to President Johnson1
Moscow, October 20, 1967.
Dear Mr. President,
The Soviet Government feels concerned over the fact that so far there has been no progress in the
matter of a political settlement in the Near East.
Although as a result of the known resolutions of the Security Council which were supported by our
two states, it was possible to halt military actions in the Near East, the occupation of the Arab
territories seized by Israel in the course of the aggression, still continues. Israeli leaders are putting
forward more and more openly plans for the annexation of these territories, or at least parts of them,
and are even undertaking practical steps for their colonization.
Information is available about concentrations of Israeli forces in positions which can hardly be
viewed otherwise than staging areas for the organization of new military actions against Syria and
Jordan. The government of Lebanon shows concern over the threats directed at it as well. There is a
growing evidence of increasing arms supplies to Israel from abroad.
In such an atmosphere of growing tension during the recent period one cannot exclude serious
complications in the Near East, the possibility that the armed incidents provoked by Israel which
continuously occur along the Suez canal and along the Israeli-Jordanian and Israeli-Syrian frontiers,
will turn into a broad military confrontation.
All states, with the exception of the aggressor, stated during the Emergency Session of
the UN General Assembly that the use of force should not result in any benefits and advantages, and
that Israel should withdraw her forces from the seized Arab territories. You also spoke in the same
sense during the meeting last June.
In continuing to behave in such a provocative and defiant manner the leaders of Israel seem to rely,
first of all, on aid and support from the USA.
[Page 919]
As is apparent from contacts between Soviet representatives and responsible officials of your
government, and from the whole course of events during the present session of the General Assembly
of the UN, Israel's expansionist ambitions find on the American side a benevolent attitude.
After the opening of the present session we were greatly surprised to learn that the American side not
only has not moved forward in the search of a political settlement in the Near East but has shown a
somewhat different attitude even toward her own proposals which had been proposed by her during
the Emergency Session of the UN General Assembly.
One gains the impression that the American side is actually trying to abandon her own proposals,
judging by the statements made by her representatives in New York. Under the pretext of an
interpretation of these proposals, substantially new and additional conditions are being put forward in
the spirit of the aggressive demands made by Israel. Attempts have also been made to steer the
negotiations along a twisting and swampy path with many stops and retreats.
Meanwhile it should be made completely clear that: if the question of speedy withdrawal of Israeli
forces is not solved then there can be no peace in that area. The unstable, explosive situation will
continue and will introduce complications into international relations as a whole.
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Where would lead the reliance of the leaders of Israel on US assistance? Some will help one side,
others the other side. And thus, link by link, the chain of events will follow. Is this the way to
strengthen peace in the Near East? Will this be of benefit to states?
The Soviet Government proceeds from the position that it is necessary to eliminate without delay the
after-effects of aggression and, at the same time, to prevent the breakout of a new military conflict in
this area in the near or more distant future.
The Soviet Government firmly believes that now there exists an objective opportunity to put an end
to further dangerous protraction of the political settlement in the Near East. This can and must be
done by means of a speedy adoption, let us say, in the Security Council of a resolution which was
discussed at the end of the Emergency Session of the UN General Assembly and which provides for
the withdrawal of troops without delay from the occupied territories to the positions as of June 5,
1967, at the same time recognizing the principle of independent national existence of all states in that
area and their right to live in peace and security. Each side would be bound to observe such a
Security Council resolution.
Of course, in addition to those mentioned there is a number of other questions awaiting a solution.
There is the question of free navigation. [Page 920]We are convinced that these questions, too,
should be solved in the interest of all countries on the basis of the aforementioned resolution, if
adopted by the Security Council.
References to the effect that the Arab states are allegedly not agreeable to recognize Israel's right to
independent national existence are groundless. You are also undoubtedly aware that the Arab states,
at any rate, those immediately concerned, have adopted a sound and realistic position.
The time has come to take resolute steps to put an end to the present dangerous situation in the Near
East. One must not allow the political settlement be wrecked because Israel would like to realize her
extreme claims behind which hides an unrestrained drive towards expansion. It appears that the
Israeli leaders are little concerned with how this state will live tomorrow, without thinking of the
consequences their political short-sightedness may bring about.
We are convinced that the overwhelming majority of states, perhaps all of them, will support every
positive step in the direction of a settlement. And hardly anybody could come out against the
decision of the Security Council which reflects the interests of states and is dictated by the desire to
relieve tension and to bring lasting peace to the Near East.
In the positive results of such efforts nations would see not only a contribution to the strengthening of
peace in that area but also a ray of hope in the cause of solving other problems facing mankind and,
not in the least, by our countries.
I hope, Mr. President, to receive your early reply. One would like to believe that this reply will help
to remove from the agenda a problem which has become a source of friction and conflicts.
Respectfully,
A. Kosygin
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