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the situation on the ground does flot seem to have varied
greatly f romn what it was at the resumption of hostilities.
Egyptian forces are established in strengtb on the east
bank of the Suez Canal but their furtber advance into
Simai is hotly contested by Israeli forces.

On the Golan Heights, Israel has apparently recovered
ground yielded initially to Syrian forces but has met
strong resistance in its penetration of Syrian territory.
What is clear is that the continuing fighting in the air and
at sea, as well as on the ground, the steadily mounting
casualties on botb sides, the resupply of destroyed arma,
and finally the growing involvement of civilian popula-
tions altogether give a distressing picture unrelieved by
clear hopes of a cessation of hostilities.

At a time like this we look to the United Nations. The
Secretary General stated in bis appeal last week:

I arn profoundly concerned with the role of the UN in such
circurostrnces. The primary purpuse of our organization is the
maintenance of international peace and security. If we fail in that
raie, the central point of the arganizatian'a existence is
jeopardized.

Witb the United Nations Security Council apparently
unable to agree on the terms of an appeal for a ceasef ire,
there is increasing concern that the conflict in the Middle-
East may have wider implications for the world at large,
and niay indeed endanger the wbale process of détente
which eastern and "'estern governments had laboriously
been working at over the past f ew years and with which
Canada has been very much concerned.

I do not intend to dwell on why the fighting resumed at
this particular time. The facts are that the truce bas been
violently broken, a truce whicb neyer evolved as was
intended toward a settlement in the intervening years
since 1967. Immediately at the end of that conflict a long
and dîfficuit negatiation, in wbich Canada actively par-
ticipated, took place in the Security Council of the United
Nations, with tbe resuit that resolution 242 was adopted
unanimously. Every word of that resolution was negotiat-
ed and its delicate balance results from a protracted effort
at setting out in the clearest possible terms, acceptable to
the greatest possible number of states, tbe main points
wbich bave ta be dealt with in order that there mnay be the
beginning of a settlement to the Middle-Eastern conflict
whichbhas been with us for 25 years.

I bad thougbt, Mr. Speaker, tbat I might read into the
record tbe terms of resolution 242, but in order to save
time I wonder wbether it migbt be agreed that the text be
included in Hansard at this point in my speech.

Mr. SpeaJker: Is it agreed?

Somne hon. M.nbers: Agreed.
[Editor's note: The resolution referred to above is as

follows:]

RESOLUTION 242 (1967)
Adopted by the Security Council at its 1392nd meeting, on 22

November. 1967

The Security Council,
Expreaaîng its contlnuing cancern with the grave aituation in

the Middle-East,

Ara b-Israeli War
Emphasizing the inadmissibility of the acquisition of territory

by war and the need to work for a juat and laating peace in which
every state in the area can live in aecurity,

Emphasizing f urther that ail member states in their acceptance
of the Charter of the United Nations have undertaken a commit-
ment to aCt in accordance with article 2 of the charter,

1. Affirms that the fulfilment of charter principles requirea the
establiahment of a juat and lasting peace in the Middle-East which
should include the application of bath the follawing principles.

(i) Withdrawal of Israeli armed forces from territories
occupied in the recent confliet;

(ii) Termination of ail dlaims or statea of belligerency and
respect for and acknowledgement of the sovereignty, territori-
al integrity and political independence of every atate in the
ares and their right to live in peace within secure and recag-
nized boundaries free from threats or acta of force;

2. Affirma furi ber the necessity

(a) For guaranteeing freedomn of navigation through interna-
tional waterwaya in the ares;

(b) For achieving a j ust settlement of the ref ugee prablem;

(c) For guaranteeing the territorial invialability and political
independence of every state in the ares, through measurea
including the eatablishment of demilitarized zones;
3. Requests the Secretary General ta designate a special repre-

sentative ta proceed to the Middle-East ta establish and maintain
contacts with the states concerned in order ta pramote agreement
and assist efforts to achieve a peaceful and accepted aettlement in
accordance with the provisions and principles in this resolution;

4. Requests the Secretary General ta report ta the Security
Council an the progress of the efforts of the special representative
as soon as possible.

Mr. Sharp: Canada has supported resolution 242 since
its adoption in 1967. Our adberence bas been total but
strictly limited ta the terms of the resolution itself, and we
have always refused ta add anything ta it or subtract
anything from it or even to interpret it or draw implica-
tions f rom it that were nlot immediately apparent f rom the
very wording. Since it is the only text in the wbole 25
years of recent Middle-Eastern history that bas met witb
wide acceptance, we still believe that it constitutes the
only suitable and available framework for peace.

* (2010)

This peace must came from a settiement negotiated by
aîl the parties involved in the canflict. There is no other
way ta devise a just and lasting settiement. One implica-
tion that can be drawn from the recent resumption of
bostilities is that even the greatest powers cannot impose
a settiement but, on the contrary, may be drawn into the
conflict on oppoaing aides and thereby endanger their own
attempta at opening a dialogue and developing a better
climate for the peaceful resolution of other world
problems.

When I aay that a negotiated settlement on the basis of
resolution 242 is the only way finally ta resolve the con-
flict, I am fully aware that since 1967 the two sides have
neyer corne together on the rneans of getting down ta
negatiations or the discussion of a settlement. While the
numerous efforts of intermediaries such as Ambassador
Jarring an behaîf of the United Nations went on, the
positions of the two aides neyer came quite close enaugh to
open the avenue ta negotiations and ta the implementation
of resolution 242. Therefare, the ceasefire which was ta
open these avenues finally broke down.
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