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Propo:Jo.l Snbmitt.ei:'l. by the Delegation of Syria 

THE GENERAL ASS:EMBLY 

1. having considered the contentions raised by several delegations against 

the legality and validity of the Act of Mandate on Palestine done at London 

on 24 July 1922, includina 1n its preamble and articles 2, 4, 6, 7, 11, 22, 

provisions for the creation of a Jewish National Rema 1n Palestine by 

admitting foreign immigrants into this mor~ated country against the consent 

of the indigenous population; 

2. and having considered the contontions of several delegations against 

the c0t1petence of the General Assembly to adopt and execute by force the 

plan of partition proposed by the Special Co!Lil'littee of Enquiry dividing 

Palestine into three sovereign states, namely, Arab,Jevish and ~ity of 

Jerusalem, ncainst the wishes of the Arab majority, ar6tling that the 

provisions of the Charter and the mandate itself do not enable the General 

Assembly to adopt any plo.n of partition and enforco it upon the Ara.ba 

__ t,7h0 J".,1··1u the ma,jority ot· thc1 population, W'ithout their CC'nsent; 

3. and having connidered that the legel aapacts involved in these 

conto.nt:1ons lna.ko Jt ues:1rable to obtain legal opinion on them; 
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to r equaat the International Court of J 1.tst:i.ce to give an advisory 

0P1nion under article 96 of the Charter end Chapter IV of the Statute of 

l. Are the 
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t rms of the Act of Mandate mentioned 1n paragraph 1 above 

ot consistent vith the Covenant of the Leag~e of Nations, 

/especially 
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especially its paragraph I~, Article 22, and with the fundamental rights 

of peoples and their right to self-determination and International 

Law? 

2. Is a forcible plan of partition as mentioned above consistent with 

the objectives of the n:endate and w1th the pri.11ciples of the Charter 

and 'With the ultimate fate of mandated territories referrea to L~ 

Chapter XII of the Charte1.•? 

3. Does the plan of pc.:-t~tion 1n its adoption and forcible execution 

fall within tl:e jurindiction of ths G:moral As9er:;bly? 

The Secretary-General is req·.iested to put at the disposal of. the Court 

all documents and inform'.lt1on likely to throw li1.3ht upon those questions. 




