THE SOVIET POSITION ON PALESTINE

By Andrei Gromyko

Following is the speech delivered by Andrei Gromyko,
Soviet delegate to the United Nations, at the memorable
American-Soviet-Palestine Friendship Dinner given in his
honor by the American Committee of Jewish Writers,
Artists and Scientists in New York on. December 30, 1947.
Herschel Johnson, Permanent United States Representative
to the United Nations, who was also to have been a guest
of honor, was unable to attend because of illness. In addstion
to Mr. Gromyko, the speakers were Dr. Emanuel Neu-
mann, President of the Zionist Organization of America,
author Picrre Van Passen, playwright Arthur Miller and
Max Levin, Chairman of the Ambidjan Qommittee. Chair-
man of the evening was Joseph Brainin, Chairman of the

. Committee which sponsored the dinner—Eds.

I UNDERSTAND quite well the interest which is shown

by Jewish people towards the decision of the United Na-
tions to .partition Palestine into two states: Jewish and
Arab. The question of the future of Palestine has become
an important andl acute one. It is not accidental, therefore,
that it has drawn the attention of political leaders of the
world and not only that of polmcal leaders for a consider-
able period of time.

Naturally, this question could not but interest, first of
all, the Jewish people who are justly binding with Palestine
and her future their national aspirations aimed at the crea-
tion of their own state. That is why it is not difficult to un-
derstand the deep interest, manifested, primarily, by the
Jewish population in different countries in respect to this
decision of the United Nations.

THE SOVIET GOVERNMENT THROUGH ITS REPRESENTATIVES TO
the United Nations has pointed out repeatedly that they are
interested in the decision of the question of the future of
Palestine both as a member of the organization and as a
great power which, together with other great powers, bears
special responsibility for the maintenance of international
security. At the opening of the debate on this question at
the Special Session of the General Assembly the govern-
ment of the USSR pointed out that the tim¢ has now come
to find a practical solution of it, the solution which should
correspond to the interests of the population of Palestine
as well as to the interests of the United Nations as a whole,
" and, consequently to the interests of the maintenance of in-
ternational peace.

The Soviet delegation pointed out then that the most
suitable alternatives for the solution of the question of the
future of Palestine are the following:

1. Creation of a single independent Arab-Jewish state
with equal rights for the Arabs and Jews, and

2. Partition of Palestine into two separate and inde-
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pendent states.

Speaking about the first alternative we had in mind the
creation of a state in which the Jewish and Arab popula-
tion of Palestine would have equal rights as nationalities.
Another understanding of the claim for equal rights would
amount actually to inequality and infringement of the
rights and interests of one of the pcoplcs of Palestine.

Obviously such a solution of the question of the future
of Palestine might be possible only if the Jews and Arabs
wished to live together in a single state, enjoying equal
rights within a new independent Arab-Jewish state. The
desire to live and work together is an absolutely necessary
condition for the adoption of such a plan. Unwillingness
of the Jews and Arabs to live and work together nfakes
such a solution of the question of Palestine impossible and
unreal. Therefore, already at the Special Session the Soviet
delegation pointed out that should it happen that the Arabs
and Jews did not want or could not live together within a
single istate, the only possible and workable solution of the
question of the future of Palestine would be its partition
into two separate and independent Arab and Jewish states.

After the adjournment of the Special Session we noted
with satisfaction that the alternatives mentioned by us as
possible and most suitable for the solution of the question
of the future of Palestine attracted the attention of the widest
circles of the population of Palestine and not of Palestine
alone. The subsequent study of the entire issue by the com-
mittee established at the Special Session of the General As-
sembly has led to the submission by the committee of
recommendations to the regular session of the General As-
sembly, in principle coinciding with the above mentioned
two basic alternatives for the solution of the Palestinian
problem. Both of these proposals of the committee were
subjected to a detailed and close consideration at the last
session of the General Assembly. As a result of such con-
sideration the Assembly adopted an important decision
on the partition of Palestine into two states and outlined
a program for the implementation of appropriate measures
to this end.

Such is the summary of the consideration of the question
of the future of Palestine, which has taken place in the
United Natjons up to now.

IT MAY SEEM TO SOME PEOPLE, THAT THE DECISION OF THE
General Assembly adopted on this question is too radical
and too bold. But it is impossible to agree with such a point
of view. It is impossible to agree because the adopted de-
cision under the existing circumstances is the only possible
and workable solution. It is not more radical and bold than
is necedary and than is dictated by the interosts of the
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