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The meeting was called to order at 11 a.m. 

AGENDA ITEM REPORT OF T:IE SPECIAL COMNITTEE TO INVESTIGATE ISRAELI PRACTICES 
AFFECTING THE HUMAN RIGHTS 0 fi' THE POPULATION OF THE OCCUPIED TERRITORIES 
(A/31/218, A/31/235 and Add.l and 2, A/31/302; A/SPC/31/6) (continued) 

1. Mr. TERZI (Palestine Liberation Organization) speaking at the invitation of 
the Chairman, recalled that, in its resolution 3515 A (XXX), the General Assembly 
had commended the Special Co~ittee to Investigate Israeli Practices Affecting the 
Human Rights of the Population of the Occupied Territories for its efforts in 
performing the tasks assignei to it by the General Assembly. The Special Committee, 
which had been established by the General Assembly in its resolution 2443 (XXIII), 
had had the ~learly defined mandate of investigating Israeli practices affecting -
in other words, violating - the human rights of the population of the occupied 
territories. The General Assembly would not have established a special committee 
had it had enough evidence to demonstrate that such human rights were respected 
and implemented. The Special Committee's interpretation of its mandate had been 
determined in its first report. The issue was the respect, or lack of respect, 
for human rights in defined and determined territories, namely, the Golan Heights, 
the West Bank (including East Jerusalem), the Gaza Strip and the Sinai Peninsula. 
The persons covered by resolution 2443 (XXIII) were the Arab civilian population 
residing in the areas occupied by Israel as a result of the Zionist aggression of 
June 1967 and those inhabitants who had fled the area of military operations since 
the outbreak of hostilities. Such persons were fully entitled to "return home, 
resume their normal life, recover their property and homes, and rejoin their 
families according to the provisions of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights". 
Thus, the Special Committee had had a clear mandate of what to investigate and 
where to do it. However, as stated in its eighth report (A/31/218), "the absence 
of co-operation by the Government of Israel and the consequent inability of the 
Special Committee to verify these allegations at first hand made it necessary for 
the Special C~mmittee to emJloy the next best available means to inform itself of 
the situation ••• ". In fact, the Zionist forces of occupation had obstructed the 
work of the United Nations. 

2. The report of the Specjal Committee was the result of laborious and objective 
work carried out by a team appointed by the United Nations and representing only 
the United Nations. It was certainly not another piece of anti-Israeli propaganda; 
it was a document on the inr.uman practices of Israeli occupation forces against 
the population of occupied Ereas, and to allege otherwise was another affront to 
the United Nations and an ir.tentional insult to the Special Political Committee. 

2a. The racist Zionists haC. had sufficient time and opportunity to approach the 
United Nations through the E·pecial Committee and present their case. But they 
had known beforehand they hf.d no case, since they were illegally in occupation of 
territories belonging to others and, what was equally serious, they were violating 
human rights in those territories. 

I ... 



A/SPC/3l/SR.22 
English 
Page 3 

(!:fr. Terzi) 

3. The Special Committee had presented documented evidence, in the 
290 paragraphs of its report, of what had happened during the period from 
13 October 1975 to 30 July 1976. It went without saying that violations of human 
rights were an integral part of the policy applied by the Zionists in occupied 
Palestine, The Special Committee also gave details of Israe:i's policy of 
annexation and settlement in the occupied territories (paras. 29, 33, 322 and 323), 
and came to the conclusion (para. 325} that that policy, together with the 
treatment of detainees and the resistance of the civilian population, was 
responsible for the deterioration of the situation in the territories. The 
Security Council had held a number of meetings during the current year to consider 
the dangerous and explosive situatioa in the areas under Zionist occupation. On 
ll November 1976 (S/PV.l969, p. 26}, the Security Council had agreed to express 
its concern over the present serious situation in the Arab territories occupied 
1Jy Israel; to reaffirm i.ts call upon the Government of Israel to ensu:re the safety 
and security of those inhabitants who had fled the areas since the outbreak of 
hostilities; and to ~eaffirm that the Fourth Geneva Convention was applicable to 
the occupied territories and call once again upon the occupying Power to comply 
strictly with the provisions of that Convention. In addition, the Council had 
considered that all legislative and administrative measures taken by Israel which 
tended to change the legal status of Jerusalem were invalid, and had urgently 
called upon Israel once more to rescind them and to desist forthwith from taking 
any further action with the same objective; it had also deplored the failure to 
show any regard for the Security Council and General Assembly resolutions on the 
subject. Lastly, the Council had recognized that any act of profanation of the 
Holy Places, religious buildings and sites might seriously endanger international 
peace and security. At the meeting of the Council on 1 November 1976 
(S/PV.l966, p. 52}, the Palestine Liberation Organization had reiterated its view 
that the root of the problems in the occupied territories was the occupation 
itself, and that aggravating the fact of occupation was the character of the 
occupying r€gime; that the occupation strove to perpetuate itself by the 
establishment of settlements in the occupied territories and by the eviction of 
the settled indigenous population, and the occupation forces perpetrated gross 
violations of the fundamental human rights of that population; and that the 
population of the occupied territories was not the sole victim of the occupation 
a.nd its practices, but the very purposes and principles of the United Nations 
Charter and the principle of the sanctity of international treaties were also 
casualties of them. 

4. At a previous meeting, the representative of the Zionist regime had admitted 
two facts: first, that the occupation was illegal, and, second, that the 
Zionists were applying laws inherited from the British colonial regime, those 
being the same laws to which the Israeli Minister of Justice had referred in 1946 
when he had said that the system established in Palestine since the issue of the 
Defence laws was unparalleled. in any civilized country, that there had been no 
such laws even in Nazi Germany, and that they destroyea the very foundation of 
justice in Palestine. 

5. The Zionist forces of occupation bragged about the thousands of Arabs visiting 
the administered areas, but not a word was said about the fact that those Arabs 
were Palestinians who had to seek entry permits to visit their own land and their 
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own homes while thousands of alien tourists entered their country without even the 
necessity of a visa. In ac.dition, it was frequently alleged by the Zionists that 
the population under occupation was enjoying freedoms, but the Palestine Liberation 
Organization did not know of any benign form of occupation. Foreign occupation 
was by necessity an evil. ~'he Palestinians in the 11 administered areas" had the 
right and the duty to resist foreign occupation by all means available to them. In 
its resolution 3525 A (XXX} 1 the General Assembly requested the Special Committee 
to continue to investigate lsraeli policies and practices in the Arab territories 
occupied by Israel since l9E;7, pending the early termination of the Israeli 
occupation. Consequently, it was for the Special Committee to devise means of 
terminating an occupation which was creating a dangerous and explosive situation. 

6. An article entitled "Apartheid Israel Style" in the Tel Aviv magazine ·· . 
New Outlook dealt with the r:oenig report prepared by the District Commissioner 
for Western Israel, where mc•st of the Arabs in the country lived. That report had 
analysed relations between the Government and the Arabs and recommended a set of 
measures which could be surrrn~d up in one word: racism. The article expressed 
concern at the public reaction to the publication of the report, many public 
figures having come to the c~efence not only of Koenig's freedom of expression but 
also of the report itself. That was one more manifestation of a very dangerous 
ideology, much evidence of vrhich was contained in the report of the Special 
Committee. The Special Political Committee should take that report seriously and 
prescribe some kind of remec~y. In the view of the Palestine Liberation 
Organization, the sickness vould continue as long as the occupation did, and the 
only remedy was to terminatE~ the occupation. 

7. Mr. BADAWI (Egypt) said that, since its establishment in December 1968, the 
Special Committee had made every effort to carry out its humanitarian task and 
had submitted much evidence of the violations committed by the Israeli authorities 
in the occupied Arab territories. Its task had been further complicated by the 
fact that Israel had refuse(. to implement United Nations resolutions, had 
obstructed the Special Committee's work and had launched campaigns against it, 
even though the Committee h~.d proved its objectivity and had been able to document 
the bitter reality of the living conditions of the Palestinian people. 

8. The eighth report of tl:e Special Committee (A/31/218) highlighted once again 
the inhuman policies which Israel had been applying for many years. His delegation 
supported the Special Commit-tee and regretted the indifference displayed "ty the 
international community tow~,rds the situation of the population of the occupied 
territories. The international community was in a dilemma; either it must assume 
its responsibilities for teJ~inating an illegal occupation which had continued 
for more than nine years, or it must remain powerless to deal with the acts of a 
State which claimed to be pnrt of that community. Since 1967 the General Assembly 
had adopted many resolutiom: on the subject, and so had the Commission on Human 
Rights and other bodies. In addition, the Security Council, in its resolution 
237 (1967), had called upon Israel to ensure the peace and security of the 
population of the occupied territories arid to permit the return of those who had 
left their homes. Israel hLd ignored that resolution, and the situation in the 
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occupied territories had deteriorated to the point where it had become explosive. 
As a result, the Security Council had already had to consider the situation in 
those territories three times in the current year. 

9. The events described in annex II of the Secretary-General's report (A/31/235), 
and in Addendum 1, revealed a serious aspect of Israel's policy of expansion and 
annexation, and how it affected the peace and security of the region. It was no 
coincidence that the first warning about the seriousness of that policy had been 
given as early as 1921 by the British High Commissioner in Palestine, 
Mr. Herbert Samuel. It should also be recalled that, during the first weeks of 
occupation of the territories, the Israeli Prime Minister had declared that 
"the State of Israel would amount to nonsense without the Wailing Wall and the 
Tomb of Israel 11 (A/31/235, annex II, para. ) • The facts noted by the Special 
Committee in its report highlighted the significance of that declaration. The 
principal task of the international community was to adopt the necessary measures 
to deal with a State which was doing everything possible to pursue a deliberate 
plan to annex the occupied territories. 

10. In document A/31/303, Israel admitted that it had partially altered the 
character of the area surrounding the Al-Ibrahimi Mosque in order to modernize it. 
That was simply further proof of the policy of destruction of the Arab people's 
cultural heritage which the occupation authorities had been pursuing for the past 
nine years. If Israel was sincere in the statements which it made in paragraph 18 
of that document, one wondered why the population had put up resistance and why 
the situation had deteriorated. The United Nations should shoulder its 
responsibility with regard to that situation, which was so serious that it was 
profoundly affecting peace and security that region, and should protect the 
religious heritage, civilization and sacred character of the Moslem Holy Places. 

11. The real danger lay in the policy which Israel was pursuing in the occupied 
territories: the establishment of Israeli colonies. Israel was not concealing 
its intention of retaining those colonies and its Prime Minister had stated 
that the settlements had not been established only to be dismantled or abandoned. 
Moreover, the Ministerial Committee for Settlements of the Occupied Territories 
had approved a plan for the creation of 20 more settlements in 1976 and 1977) with 
the approval of the Israeli Government. 

12.. The report of the Special Committee described how Israel was appropriating 
land through repression, expropriation, deportations and threats, in open violation 
of the'human rights of. the indigenous population. Israel's plans knew no bounds: 
the ,report mentioned the creation of new Israeli colonies in Sinai, Jerusalem, the 
Gol~ .Heights and in occupied Jordanian territories. The Special Committee had 
shown ,that ·the policy of annexation and settlement was not limited to expropriation 
and housing construction, but also included the adoption of measures of military 
oceupation. There was no doubt that those Israeli practices in the occupied 
territoriea were violating the letter and spirit of the four Geneva Conventions. 
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13 . The continuation of the occupation was jeopardizingthe chances of solving 
the Middle East problem, ani Egypt had drawn attention on several occasions to 
the serious consequences of Iorael 1 s policy, which was ~hreatening the peace and 
security of the entire worli. If the Israeli authorities persisted in their 
plans to annex the occupied territories by the mass transfer of population and 
the alteration of the chara~teristics of those territories, they would be closing 
all the avenues which might lead to a peaceful solution of the Middle East 
problem. 

14. The report of the Special Committee quoted only evidence provided by Israeli 
sources , and for the first time presented the statements by Mrs. Felicia Langer . 
After hearing Mrs . Langer, the Special Committee had said that it was in a position 
to state that civilian detainees did not enjoy the protection which they were 
guaranteed under the Fourth Geneva Convention. According to Mrs. Langer, civilians 
could be detained by virtue of the broad interpretation of the Defence Regulations 
applied by t he occupation aQthorities, which contained provisions that were 
contrary to inte rnational hQIDanitarian law. The Special Committee had also found 
t hat the houses of suspect ;>ersons bad been demolished and that no compensation had 
been paid to the persons concerned, even though they had subsequently been absolved. 

15 . The information obtained by the Committee indicated that there were no 
guarantees r egarding the protection of detainees during interrogation and 
detention . The occupation authorities practised torture and, in that connexion, 
he r e f erred to paragraph 35~ of the report. Most serious of all was the fact that 
the final objective sought by the occupation authorities was the expulsion of 
civilians by force, with pressure and violence, as had been indicated by 
Mrs . Langer, according to paragraph 115 of the report. 

16 . The international press also attested to the distressing situation of the 
population of the occupied territories and the measures which the Israeli occupation 
authorities had been applying for the past nine years . The facts published with 
r egard to the Koenig report proved that Isr ael 's objective in the occupied 
territories was the consecration of occupation, annexation and settlement - a 
tragedy which had lasted f or more than 30 years and which was endangering 
international peace and security. 'I'he solution of the problem was being hampered 
by the Israeli practices and it was normal that those practices should have 
provoked gr owing resistance on the part of the civilian population of the occupied 
territories . 

17 . Egypt had already dra~n attention on other occasions to the deterioration of 
the situation of the civilian population of the occupied territories and to 
Israel ' s insistence on pursuing its policy of altering the demographic composition 
and the geographical nature of the occupied territories . Those factors were 
making it even more difficult for the Palestinians to recover their property and 
to exercise their inalienable rights . All that had already been stated in General 
Assembly r esolutions and paragraph 357 of the report of the Special Committee gave 
an idea of the magnitude of that situation . 
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18. The uprising of the Palestinians against the occupation authorities had marked 
the beginning of an extremely serious stage, since the use of force seemed to be the 
only way for the Palestinians to assert their rights. That revolt had been followed 
by a wave of repression, despite which Palestinian resistance would not cease. 

19. He fully agreed with the conclusions reached by the Special Committee. The 
United Nations should assess the situation and guarantee the effective application 
of the Fourth Geneva Convention. The Israeli practices, such as the destruction of 
Quneitra, were placing an unavoidable responsibility on the international community. 
Egypt, for its part, was convinced that justice would not be restored until the 
occupation had been ended. For that reason, Egypt declared its solidarity with the 
struggling Palestinians and affirmed that the only way of solving the problem was 
for Israel to withdraw from all the territories, for the Palestinians to regain 
their inalienable rights, and for Israel to be obliged to compensate the inhabitants 
of the occupied territories for all the harm which it had done them. 

20. Mr. ZAKARIA (Malaysia) said that Malaysia had always shared the hopes and 
aspirations of the Arab people in the Middle East conflict. In his view, the item 
under consideration could not be discussed in isolation, without taking into account 
certain political realities, one of which was that Israel was occupying Arab lands. 
Malaysia supported the right of the Arab countries to regain their territories and 
it therefore believed that Israel must return all the occupied territories. 
Furthermore, the right of the people of Palestine to return to their homelands and 
to exercise their right to self-determination and independence should be recognized, 
as had recently been stated by the Prime Minister of Malaysia and repeated in the 
General Assembly by the Minister for Foreign Affairs. 

21. In the absence of a political solution to the problem, some interim measures 
were urgently required. In that connexion, the statement recently adopted 
unru1imously by the Security Council (S/PV.l969) was a step forward. In that 
consensus, which Malaysia fully supported, the Security Council deplored the 
measures still being taken by the Israeli authorities to establish settlements in 
the occupied Arab territories and the continued transfer of Israeli citizens to 
those colonies, and stated that such settlements had no legal validity and 
constituted an obstacle to peace. He also regretted the repressive measures adopted 
by the Israeli authorities to further their policy of annexation and settlement, to 
which the Special Committee referred in its report. For example, persons who had 
fled the occupied territories during or as a result of the hostilities of June 1967 
were denied the right to return to their homes. In that connexion, his delegation 
fully concurred with the second point in the Security Council consensus, in which 
Israel was requested to ensure the safety, welfare and security of the inhabitants 
of the territories and to facilitate the return of those who had fled. 

22. Malaysia also deplored the Israeli policy of destruction and desecration of the 
Moslem holy places. It was therefore gratified to note that the Security Council 
consensus again stated that the Council considered that all legislative and 
administrative measures taken by Israel, including expropriation of land and 
property and the transfer of population, were invalid and could not change the 
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status of Jerusalem. ~1ala,ysia shared the view of many countries that those 
religious provocations were endangering the situation in the Middle East and 
t.hreatening peace in the area. 

23. The repressive and inhuman policies of the Israeli occupation regime had 
indeed created a tragedy. The United Nations must find an early solution to the 
problem and must not forget the drama which the population of those territories 
was experiencing. 

24. Mr. MUSSA (Somali£) said that the occupation of Arab territories by Israel 
was in itself illegal, since both the General Assembly and the Security Council had 
declared that it was inadmissible to acquire territory through acts of aggression. 
There was no doubt whatsoever that Israel was violating the Fourth Geneva 
Convention, as was shown by its application of a policy of annexation and 
colonization, which were prohibited by that Convention. It was also violating the 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights. 

25. Despite the fact that the Israeli authorities had refused to allow the 
Special Committee access to the occupied territories - which was an acknowledgement 
that the Committee's findings were correct- the Committee had been able to give a 
graphic cture of life under Israeli occupation with complete impartiality and 
integrity. That picture had been borne out by reports appearing in the 
international press and in the Israeli press itself. 

26. There was no doubt that Israel was proposing to displace the native Arab 
population of Palestine by whatever means were available and to create Jewish 
settlements there instead. The Zionists had for many years employed armed 
aggression, terrorism and the fait accompli in their attempts to reach their 
expansionist goals. In that connexion, mention need only be made of the illegal 
annexation of Jerusalem) Israel's refusal to allow the refUgees from the June 1967 
war to return home, the expropriation of Arab land and property in Jerusalem and in 
other areas, the destructio:1 of Quneitra, and so on. All_that.spowed beyond any 
doubt that Israel's purpose was to drive away the native inhabitants so that its 
own strategic and coloniali3t interests could be satisfied. Such.actions, which 
continued to be an impedime:1t to a just .and· iaii:lt.ing peace in the Middle East, had 
been condemned as crimes ag9.inst humanity by the Nurr1berg?.rri'P:iinal, in response to 
the atrocities committed by the Nazis against-the iewish peopl~. Today, the 
survivors of the Nazi holoc :tust had no scruples in applying;to the Arab people of 
Palestir.e some of the very policies of which they had beer(the victims in the past. 

27. The frustrations of th~ Arab population had erupted in demonstrations which 
the occupation authorities :1ad put down with a callous disregard for human life. 
Similarly, a new form of Zi)nist aggression had recently been observed, namely, the 
desecration of Islamic holy places, which was a further violation of human rights, 
of the religious freedom of the population of the occupied territories, and of the 
Fourth Geneva Convention. 

28. Respect for the princi;>les of international law was one of the fundamental 
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obligations of States Members of the United Nations and an essential feature of a 
civilized world. The violations of Conventions committed by Israel were only one 
aspect of the contempt shown by the Zionists for the system of international laM. 
Israeli intransigence called for strong action by the Security Council. 

29. His delegation therefore believed it was important that the widest possible 
publicity be given to the illegality and cruelty of the Israeli regime in the 
occupied Arab territories. In some circles, it was customary to portray the 
Israelis as heroes. The time had ccme to recognize the truth about Israeli 
expansionism and brutality since perhaps that might lead to a just and lasting 
solution to the problem of the Middle East. He strongly believed that the General 
Assembly should repeat, in the strongest terms, its condemnation of Israel for its 
blatant attack on the human rights of the population of the occupied Arab 
territories. 

30. Mr. HAYAT KHAN (Pakistan) said that occupation in no way permitted arbitrary 
rule. International law and a number of Conventions had prescribed rules governing 
the conduct of the occupying Power and the exercise of its authority in the 
occupied areas. Those legal instruments protected the person, property and 
character and way of life of the people of occupied territories and sought to 
ensure that, during the temporary period of occupation, the civilian population was 
as far as possible left unaffected. Precisely because of the numerous violations 
of rules of international law committed by the Israeli authorities, the General 
Assembly had decided in 1968 to establish the Special Committee to Investigate 
Israeli Practices affecting the Human Rights of the Population of the Occupied 
Territories. The Special Committee, with which Israel had refused to co-operate~ 
had endeavoured to follow developments in the occupied territories as best it 
could. The authentic evidence it had gathered had led it to conclude that Israel 
was pursuing, in the occupied territories, policies which violated the human rights 
of the population of those territories. Time and again, the General Assembly and 
the Security Council had called upon Israel to rescind any measures which were in 
violation of the provisions of the Geneva Conventions, but to no avail. The report 
of the Special Committee (A/31/218) clearly demonstrated that the Israeli 
authorities had continued to pursue their policy of annexation and settlement in 
the occupied territories. With the growing unrest among the civilian population of 
the territories, there had been an increase in incidents of violence, reprisals, 
evictions and arrests. Moreover, the Government of Israel continued to refuse to 
recognize the right to return of those who had fled the occupied territories during, 
or as a result of, the hostilities of 1967. 

31. The Government of Israel had applied excessively severe measures to suppress 
all manifestations and protests against its policies; measures which were a clear 
violation of the basic human rights of the people of those territories. The 
Special committee had provided many incontrovertible illustrations to show that 
those measures- including the imposition of a curfew, the demolition of houses, 
mass arrests, and inhuman treatment of detainees - formed an integral part of the 
policies and practices followed by the Government of Israel in the occupied 
territories. Israel was thus revealed as a country which did not respect human 
rights or the dignity of man and did not hesitate to flout the rules of 
international law. / ... 
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The people of Pakistan w·=re highly incensed over the measures designed to 
change the character of the H)ly City of Jerusalem and other measures affecting the 
holy places, including the Al-Aqsa and Al-Ibrahimi Mosques. Great concern had also 
been felt in Pakistan over th= Israeli plan to excavate areas near the western part 
of Alburak ~ where there were Arab houses and land of historical and religious 
significance. The Alburak wall and the areas surrounding were Islamic property, 
as had been decided as early ~s 1930 by a Committee appointed by the League of 
Nations on which both Jews an:l Moslems had been represented. Moreover, the 
desecration of the Al-Ibrahimi Mosque, one of the holiest and most venerated 
shrines of Islam, was a cause of great concern and had aroused great indignation 
throughout the Islamic world. Large-scale demonstrations had taken place in 
Pakistan on that account on 30 March and 2 April 1976. The Prime Minister of 
2akistan had emphatically condemned the actions of the Israeli authorities and the 
National Assembly and the Senate had adopted resolutions strongly condemning the 
acts of desecration of the Islamic holy places. Those outrages had already caused 
disturbances and problems between the indigenous population and the Israeli 
authorities. 

33. delegation could not countenance any Israeli measures aimed at the 
judaization of the Islamic hcly cities and shrines or any attempts to alter their 
religious and historical character. Such actions contravened the provisions of 
the Fourth Geneva Convention, which protected the right of persons to respect for 
their religious convictions and practices and their manners and customs. 

34. The previous year, the Epecial Political Committee had expressed its concern 
over the deliberate destruction of the town of Queneitra by Israeli forces and had 
requested that a survey be ur.dertaken to assess the nature, extent and value of the 
damage caused. It was shocking to note that, out of 4,180 existing structures, 
4,088 had been deliberately C.estroyed by Israeli forces. According to the experts, 
the total value of the damage amounted to more than 463 million Syrian pounds. 
That clearly demonstrated the destructive mentality of the Israeli authorities, 
which had, moreover, been documented by the film shown to the Committee. 

His delegation believed that the only way to restore the human rights of the 
population of the occupied tErritories was to put an end to Israel's occupation, and 
it would make every effort to bring about the withdrawal of Israel from the occupied 
territories and the recognit:.on of the inalienable rights of the Palestinian 
people. In the meantime, thE: international community had a responsibility to 
secure scrupulous compliance with the provisions of the Fourth Geneva Convention. 
For its part, his delegation would support any action which sought to ensure that 
the occupying Power acted in accordance with the rules governing situations of 
occupation. 

36. The CHAIRMAN suggested that the list of speakers in the general debate should 
be closed on Thursday, 18 No,rember, at l p.m. If he heard no objections, he would 
take it that the Committee agreed to his suggestion. 

37. It was so decided. 
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38. The CHAIRMAN informed the members of the Committee that he had received two 
requests for a hearing. The first was contained in a letter dated 8 November 1976 
from Mr. Romesh Chandra, Secretary-General of the World Peace Council, and the 
second in a letter dated 9 November 1976 from Dr. Vassos Lyssarides, 
Vice-President of the Afro-Asian Peoples' Solidarity Organization (AAPSO). He had 
also received two letters dated 10 November from the Permanent Representative of 
the Libyan Arab Republic to the United Nations expressing support for the two 
requests for a hearing. He understood that the delegation of the \vorld Peace 
Council wished to present its views in written form. If he heard no objections, 
he would take it that the Committee wished to accede to the two requests for a 
hearing in connexion with the item under consideration and agreed that arrangements 
should be made for the Vice-President of AAPSO to make a statement. 

39. It was so decided. 

40. Mr. WU Hsiao-ta (China) said that his delegation had already expounded its 
position of principle on the World Peace Council both in the General Assembly and 
in the Committee, and had pointed out that the Council had been reduced to being 
the tool of a super-Power. In accordance with that position, his delegation 
wished to express its reservations with regard to allowing the representatives of 
that organization to speak in the Committee. Furthermore, it wished to express its 
reservations with regard to allowing the representative of the Afro-Asian Peoples' 
Solidarity Organization to speak in the Committee. 

41. Mr. NEUGEBAUER (German Democratic Republic) emphasized that the role of the 
World Peace Council as an international movement was well known and therefore he 
believed that it was appropriate for that organization to state its position on 
the item under consideration by the Committee. 

42. Mr. DORON (Israel) expressed his delegation's reservations with regard to the 
two statements which it had been proposed the Committee should hear. 

The meeting rose at 12.55 p.m. 




