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The meeting was called to order at 10.30 a.m.

AGENDA ITEM 35

THE SITUATION IN THE MIDDLE EAST: REPORTS OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL (A745/595,
A/45/709, A/45/726)

The PRESIDENT: I propose that the list of speakers in the debate on this
item be closed teday at 5 p.m. If I hear no objection, it will be so decided.

It was so_decided.

The PRESIDENT: I therefore request those representatives who wish to
participate in the debate to put their names on the list of speakers as soon as
possible,

Mr, SALAH (Jordan) (interpretation frem Arabic): Once again we return
this year to consider a chronic problem that has become a fixture on the agenda of
the Assembly, namely, the question of the Avab-Israeli conflict and its core, the
question of Palestine. Once again we come back to regurgitate our words on this
problem, which has been awaiting solution for over 40 years in a state of stasis,
the only movement being the rise and fall in its temperature and the degree of
interest taken in it.

In the course of that period four major wars have broken out in the Middle
East, irn addition to hundreds of clashes on various froats, Each conflagration has
been followed by some sort of international movement in search of a solution to one

aspect or other of this problem. Then the momentum peters out uatil a new

explosion takes its place.
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Is it not time after all of this for this question to be dealt with resolutely
with a view to attaining a comprehensive ang just peace? 1Is it not high time tha£
this question should-move'from the agenda of the Assembly into ancther
international framework in vhich a sustained and serious endeazvour would be made
with a view to arriving at a comprehensive solution? Must the world witness
another eiplosion'before it takes action? Is it not necessary to embark on a
sincere and urgent search for the peace that would bring the region to this desired
goal?

Recently, the world has begur to hear a new tune that seems to herald the
eémergence of a new international order. This gives cause for hope that a more
secure and peaceful world will emerge, wherein it will pe possible to find peaceful
solutions to the existing international problems and to address each new problem
that arises, in a new spirit.

The recent statements wa have been hearing in the Security Council and ali the
talk we hear in the corridors of the internatiomzl Organization have given us a new
sense of optimism that the new order has finally arrived and will embrace the
Arab-Israeli conflict, thus moving it towards the solution that we have scught for
80 long a time.

In consonance with the spirit of this new order, I wish to focus in my
statement not on the developments of the question. nor on the historical, political
and economic circumstances that surrounded it, but on the redafinition of the
points at which the peace efforts have become stalled, in the hope that the world
may £ind an opportunity to move forward again. I do not wish to stop at what has
happened, but rather to spell out the facts of the matter so that we may envisage

what may happen and what really should occur.



NS/cbe A/45/TV.60
7

(Mr. Salah, Jordan)

Jordan has constantly called for a just, comprehensive and lasting soclution of
the Arab-Israeli conflict, at the core of which is the question of Palestine - a
sclution in which all the parties to the conflict may perticipate since they will
participate in reaping its benefits. My country has lived with this cause
alongside the Palestinian people since the vary beginaing. We have suffered - and
continue to suffer - the agories that have ensued. We have spared no effort in
tryin§ to reach a peaceful solution to the conflict. We have responded to every
initiative, and went along with every endeavour that aimed at reaching that goal,
because we are conviaced, as was stated by His Majesty King Hussein, that wars in
our region have never led to victories or to gains; but to the burial of alil
illusions and to the sowing of the seeds of new wars.

The internationul community is convinced that the basis for the 8olution of
the Arab-Israeli conflict lies in Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and
338 (1973) and the legitimate national rights of the Palestinian people and that
the appropriate framework for the realization of this solution is an international
conference that would be convened on that basis.

The region's pending problems and issues are innumerable and intertwined.
There is no way that they can be settled except within the wide framework that
would be provided by such a conference under the augpices of the United Nationmns
with the participation of all the parties to the conflict, including the Palestine
Liberation Organization (PLO), the sole and legitimate representative of the
Palestinian people, and the five permanent members of the Security Council, so that
those countries may use their good offices in resolving the disputes and thus

provide the necessary guarantees for the peace that would ensue.
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On our part, we believe that the conference should lead to the following:

First: the complete withdrawal by Israel from all the occupied
Palestinian and Arab territories occupied since 1967, including the city of
Al-Quds;

Secondly: the exercise by the Palestinian People of their legitimate
national rights, including the right of seif-determination and the right to
establish their own independent State on their national scil;

Thirdly: the resolution of the problem of the Palestinian refugees on
the basis of General Assembly resolution 194 (III);

Fourthly: the establishment of international guarantees for the security

of all the countries of the region.
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Needless to say, if these objectives are attained, a new climate will prevail
in the region that may be conducive to co-operation batween the countries of the
region in economic development as well as in other areas. It would also make it
possible for the countries of the ragion to arrive at appropriate sclutions between
themselvaes, to the problem of water resources. They can agree also to remove from
the region all the nuclear, chemical, biological and other weapons of mass
destruction 2nd achieve overali arms reduction. This will make it possible to
ciannel the region's resources to development programues and thus ensure a better
future for the coming generations.

This is not the position of my country alone, but of all Arabs. It is a
position that was adopted by the Arab Summit Conference of Fez in 1982, and was
reaffirmed by subsequent Arab summit coaferences.

The Arabs in goneral and the Palestinians in particular are convinced of the
need to coezist with the mew world realities. The decisions of the Palestine
Naticmal Council that were adopted in Algnrie in November of 1988, have expressed
this most clearly. Is it mot time for Israsl to do the same? Is it not time for
Israel to rid itself of its illusion and its recalcitrant positions?

The United States Secretary of State, Mr. James Baker, called on Israel last
year to abandon its dream of establishing the “greater Israel". The day before
yesterday we listened to the reprosentative of the Soviat Unien in the Security
Council as he called on the Government of Israel to abandon its obstructionist
policy and to change its posture so that it may bocome consonant with the realities
of the new order which is beginning to prevail in the woria.

We hear the same appeals and advice profferred to Icrael every day from every
country including Isrzel‘'s friends. Neverthelass, Isrsel continues to

procrastinate and to divert attention from two basic facts:
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First, the fact that it is the Palestinian people that is suffering under
the yoke of a military occupation which is totally rejected, and that it
resists in order to rid itself of that occupation and exercise
self-determination. The blessed intifadah of this people, which enters today

* its fourth year, clearly expresses this reality.

Secondly, the fact that it is Israel that is the occupying State which in
all its practices and conduct reflects the conduct of any other occupying
State in the way of repression and terrorism. Whatever arguments and pretexts
Israel may use in defence of its occupation and its inhuman practices, it
shall never succeed in convincing the world, nor will it even convince its
people to the contrary.

Throughout the years, Israel has striven to complicate the problem rather than
to work for a solution. It has annexed Arab Al-Quds, and claimed that it is its
capital. It has annexed the Syrian Arab Golan Heights. It has established
Settlements in the occupied territories. It has attacked a number of other Arab
countries, especially Lebanon, the southern part of which it cohtinues to hang on
to in violation of Security Council resolution 425 (1978).

We wonder: is it not high time for the countries which are friends of Israel,
those who give it every form of assistance, to give Israel advice and to exercise
Pressure on it so that it may change its current posture and respond to the
international will and seek peace? The Palestinians, as represented by their
legitimate leadership, the Palestine Liberation Organization, have demonstrated
moral and political courage when they explicitly declared their acceptance to live

in peace in their own State, alongside the State of - -ael, on the land of
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Palestine. All the Arabs have found the political and moral courage to declare
their readiness to seek a just peace for all the coungries of the region with all
that that may entail in the way of mutual concessions from all. The question is,
when will the leaders of Israel find the same courage and accept the new world
realities?

Israel must decide whether it wishes to remain as an alien body in the region
or to become a responsive party alengside all the other parties in the region.

Mr, BENSID (Algeria) (interpretation €rom French): I have the honour to
make the following statement on the situation in the Middle East on behalf of the
delegations of the member States of the Union of the Arab Maghreb: the Islamic
Republic of Mauritania, the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, ths Republic of Tunisia, the
Kingdom of Morocco and Algeria.

The General Assembly is beginning another debate on the situation in the
Middle East at a time when international relations are experiencing unprecedented
change, thanks to the end of the cold war and the beginning of a lasting détente.
This is reflected in disarmament agreements, the relaxation of tension, the
settlement of certair ragional conflicts, and even an incresased use of the
potential and mechanisms of the United Nations, whose authority and credibility

have been enhanced.
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Because of that new spirit, all regions of the world seem to be embarking on
the road to peace and stability, and they are rapidly enjoying the benefits - all
regions of the world except for one, the Middle East, which continues persistently
to Se excluded from these efforts and from this new spirit.

- It is as though for that part of the world the international comnunity has
resigned itself to the continuance of temsion - a tension that has existed there
for four decades - and only expresses its concern in the case of sudden and
intermittent flare-ups in that region.

However, the strategic importance of that region, its historic and cultural
heritage, should have been the foundation for stability, security and well-being
for the entire world. Everyonme here has reaffirmed that fact again and agaia.

In his report to the General Assembly the Secretary-General stated in this
raspect:

"Lasting peace will come to the Middle East only when the principies of
international law govern the relations between States, when'disputea are
resolved through peaceful means, when the aspirations of those deprived of
their rights have been fulfiiled." (224571, p. 10)

This emphasizes once again the fact that the conflict in the Middle East will
not come to an end unless energetic action is undertaken to restore the naticanal
rights of the Palestinian people, to cbtain the withdrawal from all occupied Arab
territories, and thus put an end to Israeli expansionism,

This logic of Israeli expansionism, which implies a negation of the existence
¢f the Palestinian people as a natiom, has for over four decades baen based on
successive faits accomplis inspired by territorial greed, events that have occurred

as a result of the impunity that Israel knows it enjoys.
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Because of that impunity the Tel Aviv régime has kept on stretching the limits
of the intolerable. 1In order to accomplish its hegemonic designs it pursues a
systematic policy of aggression, a policy which shows no concern for the
sovereignty of the States of the region or for the established rules and
instruments of international law, or even, as we saw only a few days ago, for the
unanimous decisions of the Security Council.

how can there be any prospect of 2 settlement in the Middle East as long as
the obstinacy and the aggressive policy of the Israeli régime continues to arouse
only moral repudiation? How could there be any prospect of peace while the
Security Council, the organ entrusted with responsibility for the maintenance of
international peace and security, has not reacted with resolve and with the means
conferred on it by the Charter?

How could there be any peace in that troubled region unless the Council
implemented with determination its own resolutions on occupied Palestine, on the
Syrian Golan Heights and on South Lebanon?

These are the terms of the legitimate and pressing claims constantly made by
the Arab populations of those territories that are suffering physically, materially
and spiritually because of their refusal to submit to total domination.

At the very time when the world is discovering with alarm that atrocities
continue to be committed daily against the Palestinian people and against the other
Arab populations under occupation, we wonder how many massacres, how many
hardships, will be required before the Security Council and those of its members
that have been given spacial responsibilities decide to allow the necessary
measures to be taken to redress the injustices. We must repeat once again that
reactions of indignation alone have never had any effect on the Israeli régime.

They are zot enough. The régime of occupation even £inds in them grounds for
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intransigence. We see this in the savagery and the methods that have been used
against the intifadah. We see it also in the revolting frequency of the bombings
in Lebanon and in the hardships imposed on the Palestinian and Lebanese civilian
populations. We see it as well in the indifference to the Zionization of the
Syrian Golan and the occupation of parts of Lebaness territory. It is also
reflected in the massive settlement of occupied territories, and particularly of
Al-Quds, by Jewish immigrants from the Soviet Union.

Given this inaction on the part of the Council, it is not surprising that the
most authorized spokesmem of the Israeli régime talk in terms that leave no doubt
as to their intentions and as to the future that they foresee for the Arab
populations.

Thus, at the end of the twentieth cantury, we hear terms that smack of an era
from which mankind thought it was already free. With no sense of decency or
morality whatsoever, the most highly placed spokesmen of the Israeli régime are
openly talking about ideas such as massive transfer, isolation, or domination by
fire and the sword for the Palestinian people.

We can never recall often enough that no lasting peace will be established in
the Middle East without a settlement of the ccore of the cornflict, that is, the
question of Palestine. This means that there will never be any genuine peace
without the restoration of all the national rights of the Palestinian people, and
at the same time that all occupied Arab territories, including Al-Quds Al-Sharif,
must be evacuated.

This also presupposes that the sole representative chosen by the Palestinian
people, the Palestine Liberation Organization, must be fully involved in all

negotiations that affect the future of the paople of which it is the emanation.
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Inspired by these basic facts, the General Assembly has alreaady identified the
elements of such a settlement by confirming the national dimension of the
Palestinian people, by reaffirming the need for the unconditional withdrawal by
Israel from all Arab occupied territories, and by recognizing for the Palestine
Liberation Organization the status of equal partner in all stages of a settlement
to the Middle East conflict.

It was thus that, on the basis of those fundamental facts, the General
Assembly expressed, by an overwhelming majority, its choice of the only framework
that would make it possible to take into account all aspects of the conflict in the
Middle East: an international peace confarence under the auspices of the United
Nations, with the participation of all parties to the conflict, including the
Palestine Liberation Organization, on an equal footing.

By the proclamation, on 15 November 1988, of the State of Palestine, the
representatives chosen by the Palestinian people, sclemanly calle& for the cenvening
of that Conference, with a view to the just and @efinitive settlement of the
conflict in the Middle Bast. The Arab nation itself, at its subsequent summit
meetings, endorsed that choice. Today we can affirm in this respect that the
international community as a whole supports the principle of the holding of that
Conference on the bazes established by the Gsneral Assembly.

It is only the Israeli leaders and those who support them today who persist in
their refusal: refusal of the Conferencs, refusal to recognize the Palsstine
Liberation Organization, refusal of peace.,

Given this situation, the Sscurity Council and particularly its permanent
members, who will - need we emphasize? - be active participants in that Confereace,
must do all in their power to remove the obstacles that still stand in the way of
the early convening of the Conference and therefore in the way of the establishment

of peace.
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That is a responsibility it must shoulder with all the authority conferred
uponr it by the Charter. In fact, there is no othsr choice. If the Council wishes
to strengthea the authority it has wielded recently in treating cases of viclations
of the principles of the non-use of force in the ssttlement of Aisputes and the
non-acquisition of territories by force, it must naceasarily act with the same
determination in settling the Middle East conflict.

At a time when the international community is dsclaring itzelf mebilized to
restore legality and sscurity in the Arab Gulf, realism and a roal dedication to
the principles of the United Nationa mean that peace in the Middle East in gsneral
cannot be confined to relative commitments, and require that all hotbeds of temsion
in the region, first among which is the tragedy the Palestinian people has been
suffering for four decades, must be approached with determination.

We are convinced that ths paralysis and constant deferral of emergotic action
requested of the Council for the establishment of conditions conducive to a
settlement of the conflict, in accordence with the principles set by an
overwhelming majority of ths Gencral Assombly, have themselves become factors in
prolonging and worsening the conflict throughout the Middlie East, and theraby
endanger international peace and security.

It is because we still dare to hope that the Security Council, and in
particular igs permanant members, will respord to the réquiremsnts of peace - a
peace that can only be comprehenzive and indivisible - that we call upon it once
again to decide most urgently on measures that will make it possible to focus ali
efforts towards establishing peace throughout the Middlie Bast.

Mr. OKEYO (Kenya): On behalf of my delegation I should like first of all
to pay a tribute to the Secretary-General for his ongoing efforts to find a
peaceful solution to the problems in the Middle East. We have read his report with

keen interest, and we hope that it wiil be helpful in our deliberations.
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In the past year, thanks in large measure to a relaxation of ten.ion botween
the West and the East, the international community experienced far-reaching and
dramatic changes. These changes are evident in mahy parts of the world. However,
the recent changes have had very little effect on the situation im the Middle
East. 1Indeed, that situation is now at the brink of a catastrophic war that coulad
bring untold suffering there and elsewhere in the world.

The forty-fifth session of the Assembly affords us an excellent opportunity
not only to reflect on the past decade but also to chart new paths that respond to
the many changes and challenges in the world today. It is my delegation's hope
that the discussions on this item will lessen the tension snd reduce to 2 minimum
the risks of immineat war in the region.

Kenya is proud to share with the countries of the iliddle East many deeply
rocted historical and cultural ties. Kenya is bound to the Middle East nations by
common aspirations based on the principles of self-determination, democracy and
respect for human rights and international law. Hence, a crisis in the Middle East
adversely affects Kenya ard other countries in many ways. Thus, psace in the
region is bereficial to the intermationai community as a whole.

Kenya wishes to reaffirm its strong commitment to a peaceful and lasting
solution to the problems of the Palestinian people as well as the Irag-Kuwait
crisis, all of which should be seen in the broader perspective of the social and
economic context of that particular region. |

Whereas there are many issues that call for urgent atteation and discussions,
there is none that stands out as pProminently as the unsettled question regarding
the plight of the Palestinians. The Palestinian problem is the core of the Middle
East crisis. Any attempt to resolve any other issue witheout dealing with the

Palestinian issue and the Gulf crisis can, at best, cnly be a temporary solutcion.
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It is in this iight that Kenya supports the call for a comprehensive and
lasting solution to these major problems of the region. In this regard, Kenya
supports the convening of an international peace conference on the Middle East with
the participation of all parties, including the Palestine Liberation Organization,
on -an equal footing. We are fully convinced that such a conference would be the
right forum to discuss the Middle East situation in all its dimensionms. The
international community stands to gain rather than to lose in hold@ing such a
conference.

Kenya remains quite deeply concerned that no positive developments have been
achieved regarding the Palestinian question. The world has continued to witness a
rapid deterioration in the overall condition of the Palestinian people. Kenya is
convinced that no just and lasting peace can be achieved in the Middle Bast until
we address the legitimate rights of the Palestinian people, including its rights to
self-determination and to a State of its own.

The problem of Palestinian refugees and displaced persoas should not be
neglected. Kenya is concerned over the deterioration in the conditions of the
Palestinian people in the occupied territories, and therefore appeals to Israel to
withdraw from all territories occupied since 1967 and expresses regret that
attempts that have been made to alleviate the situation have so far been rejected.
Kenya is totally opposed to the acquisition of land by force of arms and supports
Security Council resolution 242 (1967), which calls upon Israel to relinquish.all
territories seized during the 1967 war. Equally, Kenya does not accept the recent
annexation of Kuwait by Iraq and has strongly condemned that brazen invasion.

Kenya is complying fully with the provisions of all Security Council resolutions in

this regard.
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We recognize the right of the Palestinian people to a homeland and the right
of all States in the region, including Israel, to live in peace and in secure and
internationally recognized boundaries. We support, too, United Nations resclution
338 (1973), which calls for the parties in dispute in the Middle East to
negotiate.

The annexation of Kuwait by Iraq has, in a most tragic marner, exacerbated the
situﬁtion in the Middle East. The action by Iraq is unprecedented in the history
of the United Nations. It is contrary to the very principles and ideals of the
Organiszation. It must not be allowed to become the way of settliug Qisputes among
States. Iraqg's blatant action has brought untold suffering to the people of Kuwait
and has adversely affected many countries, including my own, Kenya. It must be
checked by all means at the disposal of the Organization, otherwise the very
existence cf‘the smaller and weaker States will be threatened by the bigger and
more powerful States.

Finally, Kenya is appealing to both Kuwait and Iraq eventually to settle their
dispute peacefully, when Irag withdraws from Kuwait. In this regard, it is most
encouraging that both Washington and Baghdad have seen the wisdom of the
application of diplomacy instead of armed confrontation.

It is my delegation's hope that the proposed dialogue will be fruitful so that
the implementatior of Security Council resclution 678 (1990) will not become
necessary. The international community should be spared the coasequences of
Security Council resolution 678 (1990), and this can only be brought about if Iraq

withdraws from Kuwait.,
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Mr. SILOVIC (Yugosiavia): When we met here last year to comsider the
situation in the Middle East, we did so with some optimism that the parléus state
of affairs in this troublesome part of the world might be reversed at last,
Regrettably, developments in the region in the past year have dashed our hopes and
set back expsctations that things could be turned around soon,

. Peace initiatives have died down even in the quarters that have every interest
in keeping them alive. The channels of communication were interrupted socn after
they were established and many possibilities have been left untapped and
urexplored. The most promising among them, the dialogue between the Palestine
Liberation Organization (PLO) and the United States, ground to a halt before it
addressed the substance. Bilateral efforts to promote dialogue between Israelis
and Palestinians have proved stillborn. These developments and the absence of
other diplomatic movement aimed@ at overcoming the impasse in this dangerous
situation give us every reason for serious concern.

The outbreak of the crisis in the Gulf has added fuel to the flames. It has
brought even greater instabiliity to this volatile region and superimposed new
dimgnsions to the entire problem. Wkile ingisting that the sclution to the Gulf
crisis be brought about on the basis of Security Council resolutions, the
international community must not allow its attention to be diverted from the root
causes that have for so many years thwarted the solutiom to the long-lasting crisis
in the Middle East, the core of which is the question of Paleétine.

There iz no doubt that we should all seek a prompt solution to the crisis in
the Persian Gulf. At the same time, however, that does not mean that the Middle
East crisis should be ignored. On the contrary, the international community should

address the Arab-Israeli conflict and the problem of Palestine with equal

determination and urgency.
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The deterioration of the situation and the absence of any peace efforts have
had tragic consequences for those most directly concerned. Hopelessness and
depression are creeping in among the Palestinians in the occupicd territories and
the numerous refugees in the entire region who are beginning to feel increasingly
abandoned. Their confidence in the pcss}bility of a political solution to the
crisis has been shattered, which engenders impatience and leads them to believe
that 6n1y by desperate acts can they achieve the rights that they are unjustly
denied. This, in turn, is met by a brutal tesponées an escalation of the
repression and farther suffering and killing. This woeful spiral of violence has
already claimed many innocent lives among both Palestinians and Israelis.

The international community cannot avoid its share of responsibility since it
is evident that its inability to come to an agreement on the implementation of some
basic terets of human rights and justice have accounted for the exacerbation of the
situation and tragic developments in the regioan.

What stops the international community from coming to grips with the problem
that has poisoned international relations for so long?

It is axiomatic that Israel must withdraw from all the territories occupied
since 1967, that the inalienszble rights of the Palestinians to self-determination
and freedom should be realized and that all States in the region are entitled to
live in poace and security within internationally recognized borders. This has
been said time and again in texts adopted by the General Assembly, the Security
Council, the non-alignéd and Arab countries, the Europesn community and other
regional organizations and, most récently, in the statement issued by the Foreign
Ministers of the five permanent members of the Security Council. Yet, the
Secretary-General could not but note in his report submitted under this item that

sufficient agreement does not exist, either within the Security Council, or among
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the parties to the conflict, to permit the convening of the International Peace
Conference on the Middle East.

It is widely perceived that the Principal reason for such a state of affairs
is the position of Israel which has voted consistently against General Assembly
resolutions calling for the convening of an international pPeace conference or the
Middle Bast and rejegted the participation of the Palestine Liberation Organization
a8s a partner to peace negotiations. This is unequivocally stated also in the note
dated 27 September 1990 from the Acting Permanent Representative of Israel
addressed to the Secretary-General.

Bearing in mind ail the implications of the present situation for
international peace and security, we maintain that the Security Council should
urgently proceed to preparg the convening of the International Peace Conference on
the Middle East, under the auspices of the United Nations, with the participation
of all the parties directly concerned, including the PLO, and the five permanent
members of the Security Council. We support, too, every effort of the permanent
and other members of the Security Council to brirng the positions of the parties to
the Arab-Isracli conflict closer to each other, to croate a climate of confidence
between them, and in this way to facilitate the coavening and successful outcome of

the international re:ce conference.
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Yet, there are some encouraging signs on the Middle East's dark horigon. The
people of Lebanon have embarked upon the course of national reconciliation after
many years of conflict and suffering. Yugoslavia strongly supports the Taif
Agreement as the basis for the resclution of the Lebaness crisis; this shoulad
enable the Lebanese people to decide on its destiny frsely and independently.

It is also encouraging to nots that Iran and Iraq have resumed direct talks.
We aré confident that this is the proper path to take in resolving the outstanding
issues between these two countries and thereby solidifying psace betwsen them. To
bring peace to that troubled region and make it durable, it is necessary tc restore
trust and confidence and establish effoctive regional arrangementsz of security and
co-operation. Like everywhere élse, 80 in the Middle East thore is no alternative
to peace. Can anyone seriously Goubt that the altornative would not result in
tragic consequences for the entire region and roll back ail the positive
achievements in international relations of late?

Mr, ARIDOR (Israel): Let me begin by quoting some especiuiiy memorable

excerpts from statements and analyses relating to the situation in the Middle
East. One such statement that stands out quite promirzently was made on
27 November 1989 - in many respects a long, long time ago:

“If one asks why the situation in the Middle East has not yet beeg
influenced by the new positive climate permeating most parts of the world, one
can readily see that “he cause is Israel ... The situation in the Middle FEast
has its origin in the question of Palestine, the core, essence and crux of the
problem in the region." (A/44/PV.64. pp. 13-15)

Perhaps the speaker did not consider his country part of the region as long ago as
1989. Maybe he was simply looking in the wrong direction. He was focused

westward, at the expense of looking to the north. One wonders if events have not



FMB/9 A/45/PV,.60
32

(Me, Aridor, Israel)
ovarwhelmed this memorable assessment made by - of all people - the representative
of Kuwait.

Another statement of interest rade on 5 November 1989, in the general debste,
blamed Israel for coastituting

- "a threat to security and peace in the region and in the world at large ,,.

These are the people who are primarily responsible for the pain suffered by

the people of our region and for the state of instability, tension and terror

that persists there." (3/44/PV,20. p. 32)

That poignant statement was made by none other than Mr. Tarik Aziz, the Fereign
Minister of Iraq. Had I not known that tho speaker represented Irag and was
castigating Israel, I would have thought that he represented Kuwait and was
castigating Iraq.

On 27 Novembsr 19089, during the debatec on the situation in tho Middle East,
another Arad repressntative prosented his Government's aralysis of the source of
danger in the Middle East:

“Although the world has beon able in the course of this year to move other

intractable crisss towards settlement and understanding, the problem of the

Middle East has not moved vy nearer to the end of the tunnel. Why? Because

Israsl, the most intractabile Prodblem of all and the source of all the

disasters and troubles of the Middle East, still acts under the influence of

its expansionist, colonialist outlcok .,.", (AZ44/PV.64, p. 93)

In retrospect, one can only marvel at the words of the represeatative of Sauvdi
Arabia, After 211, the 600,000 trecops assembled by the international coelition
and deployed in Sezudi Arabia are not there to defend Saudi Arabia from Israel. If
Isrzel really is the socurce of all disasters and troubles in the Middle East, then

Saddam Hugssein mest surprisingly emsrges as a “Zionist entity".
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Those statements purported to reflect a serious analysis of the situation in
our region - the basis for contingercy plans, solutions and abundant free advice
for outsiders. Like the pagan belief im human sacrifice to cure diseases, so have
Arab States offersd up Israel on the altar of their cwn maladies. What a
superstition, shared by so many sovereign States at the close of the twentieth
century. The remedy was futile in ancieat times. It is worthless today. The
tragic outcome is seen in Kuwait. Arab States were held hostage, drugged, lulled
and blinded by their own superstitiona. But if the Iragi obliteration of Kuwait
shattered one superstition once and for all, it is the fable of the happy and
peaceful inter-Arab relations in the Middle East - a harmony disrupted only by
Israel. The shifting sands of the turbulent Middle East could be swept under the
carpet in this building only for so long. Today, the lumps and bulges are swelling
under our feet. No amount of repetitive anti-Israel resolutiors can drive any
Iragi tank out of Kuwait. Incidentally, every time I rise to speak from this
rostrum, the representaﬁive of Iraq promptly leaves the Hall. One can only wonder
what the Iraqis would do had I delivered this statement in Kuwait City.

But let me return to harsh reality. The source of instability and upheaval in
the Middle East is inherent and endemic to the autocrats who rule the region. The

following are some recent exarples:
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Saddam Hussein launched an aggressive war against Iran, Bight years of
inhuman brutality brought untold suffering to the region. Over 1,000,000 lives
were lost. Chemical weapons were used Systematically against Iranian civilian and
military targets, in breach of the Geneva Protocol of 1925. Moreover, the bruant of
Saddam Hussein's criminal brutality was borne by the Kurdish minority unfortunate
enough to live under Iragi jurisdiction. It took Iragi troops two days - 16 and
17 March 1988 - deliberately to slaughter 5,000 Kurdish civilians in the town of
Halabja, in Kurdistam, with chemical weapons. Repeated armed assaults during 1988
and 1989 left over 700,000 Kurds as refugees.

Emerging with a false sense of self-confidence after war with Iranians and
Kurds; Saddam Hussein turned from east to west. His next target was arch-rival and
fellow-dictator Hafez al-Assad of Syria. It was time to settle accounts with the
hated Syrians for supporting the hated Persians. Gemeral Michel Aoun, the defier
of Syrian hegemony over Lebanon, began receiving massive amounts of Iragi arms,
including surface-to-surface migsiles.,

Then came the next targets to the south - Kuwait, the United Arab Emirates and
Saudi Arabia. Part of this story has already been told; the rest is still
unfolding.

Meanwhile, the other Middle Eastern tyrant, Hafez al-Assad, was busy shelling
East Beirut in July and August 1989, raining death and destruction oz Lebanon - the
war-torn country Assad claims for himself. Over 1,000 Lebanese civilians were
killed by Syrian bombardment during 1989. Beirut - a city of 1,500,000 residents -
was depopulated. Over 1,000,000 residents fled for their lives during the Syrian
savagery the Pope termed gemocide. Fifteen years of Syrian atrocities in Lebanon

have fuelled the civil war in which over 150,000 people have been killed.
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OQ 8 March 1989 Assad stated that Syria and Lebanon are “one Pacple, ir body,
blood, and beones. We will not leave beczuse we are a one-people nation.” "Ke are
one", said the lion - “Assad" in Arabic - before he swaliowed the lamb. Syria
sealed the fate of Lebanon in Octobar 1990. When the bloodbath resumed,

700 Christian Lebanese were slaughtered by the Syriens ~ many shot in the head
after surrender, with their arms tied behind their backs.

These two dictators have contributed to a very sanguine Middle East. As
Lebanon was being "Kuwaitized", Kuwait was being “"Lebanoniszed". Saudi Arabia and
the United Arab Emirates have an international deployment to thank for not sharing
the same fate,

There are many other lumps under the rug. On® need oaly bend ever and peek,
Another Middle Eastern dictator, Colonel Gaddafi, grabbed and annexed a third of
Chad in 1973. Eyeing the other two-thirds, he launched a full-scale invasion in
1986. Since then, undermining Chad has become a daily custom. Libya blackmailed
the Sudan with oil; the Sudan complied by allowing Libyan-backed guerrillas to
operate frcm Sudanese territory against Chad.

But Libya helped to destabiljze the Sudan as wall. On 13 September 1989
Qadaffi boasted:

“We armed 10,000 fighters from the Garang movement to helr them overthrow the

Numairi régime."

The Sudan, reeling from one disaster to the next, was only made worse by Qadaffi’s
meddling. fThe 23-year-o0ld civil war rages on unabated. Since 1986,

500,000 Sudanese have died as a result of war and hunger - victims of starvation
induced by the Libyan-backed Government. Additional tens of thousands have been

slaughtered by Government-run militias.
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Iran still meddles in Lebanon. 7ts Shi'ite proxies engage in repeated battles
with Syrian Shi'ite proxies, causing hundreds of deaths. Iran still claims Bahrain
in its entirety, and claims islands controlled by the United Aradb Emirates. Iran
and Saudi Arabia have been locked in bitter disputes over religious doctrine and
control of the Gulf -~ sc bitter, in fact, that they have spilled over into the Holy
Places. Iranian-instigated rioting in Mecca left 402 dead in 1987. 1Ia the Middle
Eastern food chain, in which big fish eat smaller fish, other Gulf States are
constantly at each other's throats.

International terrorism could not exist had it no countries from which te
operate. Tragically, this is applicable to the Middle East. Syria directs
anti-Iraqi terrorists; Iraq directs anti-Iranian terrorists; Iran directs
anti-Iragi, anti-Bahraini, anti-Moroccan ard aﬁti-Tunisian terrorists. Ican
directed anti-Kuwaiti terrorism until the slaughter in Mecca. From than on, Iran
primarily targeted Saudi Arabia. In 1988 the number of terrorist ~iiacks against
Saudi Arabia doubled.

Libya should not be overlooked in this‘list:° Libya directs anti-Yemeni,
anti-Sudanese, anti-Tunisian and anti-Iragi terrorism. Libya is also busily
distributing to international terrorists around the worid the 1,000 tons of
Semtex-H purchased in Eastern Europe.

The 30 terrorist groups supported by Libya have spread carnage from Ulster and
Beirut to Port of Spain, from the Scottish and Nigerian skies to Berlin
discothéques and Israeli beaches. PLO terrorism, Qirected against Egypt, Lebanon
and fellow Palestinians, is now, needless to say, at the bidding of Saddam
Hussein - Israel, of course, being the main target. The list of Middle Eastern

harmony is too exhaustive to be related in its entirety.
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All these factors constitute major thresats to international peace and
security. Since they emanate from the Middle Bast they should have basen dealt with
under the agenda item “The situation in the Middle East", To underplay these
issues year after year is to refuse to recognize the fact that the Middie East is a
very "meddled” Bast - so "meddled”, in fact, that the Arab-refugee problem, the
cause célébre of many Arab States, is itself an indicator of the extent of Arab
brotherhood in the Middle East. Figures as to the total number of vefugess and the
amount, in contributions, pledged by Arab States -~ figures supplied by ths United
Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near East - provide
some glaring truths, If we divide the 1989 contributions by ths total numbar of

refugees we arrive at the following figures.
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Bahrain, a very wealthy country, gave a grand total of 1.2 cents per refugece per
year; Qatar, a little over 8 cents per refugaec; Saudi Arabia, 50 cente; Syria, less
than 3 cents; Libya, &1 cents; Iran, 1.2 cents; Irag, zero. When those suns are
added together we reach about one dollar per refugee per year. It dces not amount
even to a respectable tip.

Isrsel's problem is Arab hatred. The Arab problem, however, iz not Israel,
but brotherly States. To cry “Israel” instead of facing that reality is 1ike tho
cry of “Fire"” from a man drowning in a flood.

But tha words "fire" and “f£loocd"” do nmot oxprezs the gravity of the situvation
in the Middic Rast. We are not merely facing fire or water. We are facing the
threat of nuclesr weapons. Ssddem Hussoin will stop at nothing. For over a dscade
he has beer working feverishly to dsvalop = nuclear capability. He was stopped by
Israel in 1981, We did cur share in contributing to nom-proliferatioe im the
Middle East. But the United Nations condemned Israel. Many countries continued to
supply Iraq with nuclear technolegy. Now the world faces the torrifying prespect
of its own making. There are States with a nuclear capsbility, anéd thers are, and
have always been, crasy rulers om this pPlenot. There has naver baen 2 combination
of the two.

This is the grave danger threatening the Middle East and the world. It is all
a guestion of time. And gaining time is Saddam Hussein's greatest talsnt.
President Bush has stated:

“Every day that passes brings Saddam ome step closer to reelizing his goal of

a nuclear-wsapoans arsentl. ... No one knows precisely when this dictator nay

acquire atomic wezpons. ... But we do krow this for sure: he hae nevar

possessed a weapon that ha Adid not use.”
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The magnitude of this threat does not stop there. Baghdad today is not only
the capital of Iraq: it is also the capital of ianternational terrorism.

Abu Nicdal, Abu Abbas, Habash, Hawatmeh and their henchmen are honoured guests of
Saddam Hussein. They are all o0ld hands at terror which respscts no boundaries.
They would like nothing more tham to terrorize the world with a nuclesr device. it
was Abu Abbas of the PLO who warned that “Some day we will have missiles that can
reach New York."” This includes First Avenue.

The international community is encountering enough difficulties with
Saddam Hussein as it is. It would be difficult to imagine how ths world, let aloze
the Middle East. would cope with the mortal threat of 2 Saddam Hussein with a
nuclear bomb. |

While close to cne million trocps ara already crowded into tha Gulf Peninsula,
the General Assembly resolutions on the situatioa ia the Middle Zast still reaffirm
the confiction that "the qusstion of Palestine is the core of the conflict in the
Middle East”. This is utter monsense. While the only elemeat of stability, the
peace treasty between Egypt and Israel, stands rock s0lid, in apite of the turmoil
in the region, the General Assembly resolutions on the situaticm in the Middle Bast
constantly reject it. This is utter malice.

It is ne wonder that cutside obszarvers who purpert to be exparts on tha
workings of the Middle East have beea misled time and time again. In ths 19508 the
linchpin of the Western-inspired regional security system in the Middle East was,
ironically, Iraq. The Baghdad Pact collapsed overnight with the overthrow of the
Hashemite régime. The West was taken by surprise.

In the 1960s the mainstay of Western interests was Libya under the stable
monarchy of King Idris. He was overthrown by Qaddafi. In the 1970s it was Iran

under the Shah that was deemed the keystone of regiomal stability. That coaviction
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was shattered by Khomeinism. In the 1980s, sure enough, it was Iraq that gained
the trust of the international comtiunity as the force of stability able‘to contain
Iran.

Saddam Hussein's armaments were stocked to the hilt by hundreds of Western
companies. Then came the sudden end to the Persian Gulf war. ISurprise again,

Then came the sudden volte-face. The Irsqi gquardian became the Iraqi predator,
devouring Kuwait and threatening to overrun the Arabian Peninsula, And who will be
the favourite in the 199037 Hafez al-Assad? These are all shifting sands of
solf-delusion. Outside observers have erred time and time again. No one has a
monopoly on wisdom.

The problems in the Middle East are multifaceted ard intractable - a region in
which outdated ideoleogies and modes of thought still reign, whers the state of war
is comsidered the normal state of affairs. EBere, the destruction of scvereign
States is deemed legitimate. The illegal use of force is regarded &3 an acceptable
diplomatic procedurs. Here, the reintroduction of the horrors of chemical and
biological wespons is seen as praiseworthy. The taking of hostages by the hurdreds
of thousands is taken in strida. The pervading presence of dictatorship is deemed
& law of nature. Here, terrorist groups are deemed a military asset.
Fundamentalism and faraticism are seen as tools for political manipulation and
oné-upmanship. If these are the overriding characteristics, it is no wonder
Israel, the only demccracy in tle region, is not accepted as legitimate.

These are the attributes of the Middls East which need to be addresssd if the
situation is to be analysed in the interscts of a bettsr future for the region.

Reality camnot be confined in the straitjacket of stultified raaolﬁtions.
There iz hope. The situation in the Middle East will be transformed. The forces
of rapid change and democratization wiii net bypass the Middle Bast. United

Nations resolutions that blame Israsl for the Middle East situation will have no

-
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place in Middle Eastern history. They will remain a remote footnote in the history
of the United Nations. Those students who will skip over this footnote will not be

missing much.
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Mr. SCTIALOJA (Italy): I have the honour to speak on bshalf of the
European Community and its member States.

The Twelve are following with the utmost concern the problems of the Middle
East. It is unfortunate that the end of the East-West confrontation has not yet
brought about a solution to the problems of that region.,

The Twelve believe that all opportunities should be taken for the peaceful
solution of the conflicts in the Middle East. They are convinced that relations of
trust and co-operation must be fostered between the countries of the region so as
to establish a situation of stability, security, eccnomic and social welfare and
respect for civil and political rights, to prevent the recurrence of crisis, to
curb the arms race and ¢o preveant the proliferation of weapons of mass
destruction. The Community and its member States are ready to co-operate with the
countries concerned in the search for principles, rules and sttuctures‘to that end,
and to examine measures to enhance security and stability in the region.®

The Twelve express their deep concern at the continuing deadlock in the Gulf
crisis with Iraq’as persistent violation of international legality and in particular
the prolonged and destructive occupation of Kuwait, the oppression and deportation
of its population, the holding of foreign hostages and the repeated violation of
conventions governing diplomatic relations.

The Twelve support all the relevant Security Council resolutions adopted since
the Iraqi invasion and denounce Irag's repeated violation of the Fourth Geneva
Convention. Far from meeting its responsibilitiea under international humanitarian
law concerning the treatment of protected persons under its control, Iraq is

engaged in a determined, systematic campaign to eradicate the very identity of the

# Mr. Awocnor (Ghana), Vice-President, took the Chair.



EMS/12 A/45/8V,.60
47

{Mr._ Scialoja, Italy)
State of Kuwait. Furthermore, by pushing the indigenous population toc leave, Irag
is attempting to change the demographic structure of the country it occuples.

Such acts cannot be tolerated. The European Community and its membsr States
attach the highest priority to the solution of this crisis on the basis of the
Security Council resolutions, ard reaffirm that rno solution is possible without the
pPrior implementation of those resclutions.

The Twelve demand that Iraqi forces immediately, totally and unconditionally
withdraw from Kuwait, that Kuwait's legitimate Government be restored amd thgt all
foreign citizens who 30 desire be allowed to leave Iraqg and Kuwait.

The Twelve, in accordance with the relevant resolutions of the Security
Council, have repeatedly condemned the Iragi practice of holding foreign nationals
as hostages and keeping soms of them at strategic sites. They remind Iraqg of its
international obligations in that respect and continue to hold the Iragi Government
fully responsible for the safety of foreign nationals. The Twelve reaffirm their
total solidarity in achieving the immediate release of all foreign citizens trapped
in Iraq and Kuwait. The Twelve have dencunced the unscrupulous use Iraq has made
of them with the sole and vain purpose of trying to divide the intermational
community. They have uareservedly condemned that manoeuvre carried out in contempt
of the most basic humanitarian rules. Those committing these grave breaches will
be held personally responsible. The Twelve have taker note of the intenticn of the
Iraqi authorities toc relsase all foreign hostages and they expect that Iraq will
fully abide by Security Council resolution 664 (1990) ané permit the immediats
departure of all hostages.

The Twelve also demand that in sccordance with the Vienna Convention Irag
permit the free and unhindered dcparture of diplomats accredited to Kuwait who are

at present prevented from leaving Iraq.
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The Twelve express their satisfaction at the high degree of consensus in the
international community on the principles I have just mentioned. They believe that
this consensus should be preserved in order for a peaceful solution of the erisis
to be achieved. The Community and its member States are determined scrupulously to
adhere tc the embargo and to the other measures decided upon by the Security
Council, and call upon all other States to act in the same way. They also strongly
support Security Council resolution 678 (199G) and urge Ivaq to take advantage of
the pause of goodwill by complying with all relevant Security Council resolutions.

The position of the Twelve on the question of Palestine was expressed more
fully during the debate on agenda item 23. The Twelve wish to stress their
intention to work for a comprehemsive, just and lasting settlement of the
Arab-Israeli conflict and the Palestinian problem in conformity with the relevant
resolutions of the Security Ccuncil and the principles set out by the Community in
its previous declarations, namely the right of all States of the region, including
Israel, to exist within secure, recognized and guaranteed boundaries on the basis
of Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973), and the right to justice
of all pecples in the region, which includes recognition of the legitimate rights
of the Palestinian people, including their right to self-determination with all
this implies.

The Tﬁelve believe that a peaceful gsettlement based on those principles should
be achieved through the convening, at an appropriate time, of an intermational
peace conference under the auspices of the United Nations. In their view such a
conference would be an appropriate forum for direct negotiations between the
parties concerned. The Twelve reitetat; that the Palestine Liberation Organization

(PLO) should be a part of this process.
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In accordance with their firm commitment to uphol@ing international law, the
Iwelve reaffirm the principle of the inadmissibility of the acquisition of
territory by force. This principle, embodied in the Charter of the United Wations
and recalled in Security Council resolutiot 242 (1967), is bindiag upon all
States. This implies that Israel must put an end to the territorial occupati~-, it
has maintained since the 1967 conflict.

We have witnessed a deterioration of the situation in the occupied territories
caused by the increasing number of illegal Igraeli settlements. The Twelve stress
that any change in the demographic structure of the occupied territories is illegal
under international law and constitutes am obstacle to the peace process. The
settlement policy in the territories, including East Jerusalem, occupied by Israel
since 1967 is making territorial compromise even more difficult. Indeed,
establishing new settlements or enlarging existing ones is the reverse of the kiad
of confidence-building measures that could contribute to a peaceful sclution. The
Iwelve reaffirm the right of freedom of movement in accordance with the provisions
of the International Covenant on civil and Pelitical Rights. In that regard they
support the right of Jews who wish to do so to emigrate,

Furthermore, the Twelve consider as null and void the unilaterai decision
taken by Israel go modify the status of Jerusalem. They reaffirm the significance
of Jerusalem, a Holy City of three religions, and state that everyoune's freedom of
access to places of worship must be safeguarded.

Finally, the Twelve reiterate that the provisions of the Fourth Geneva
Convention relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War, of
12 August 1949, must be implemented in the occupied territories. Israel's
pe?sistent refusal to acknowledge that the Convention is fully applicable can in no

way be justified and is a matter of great concern to the Twelve. The Security
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Council has cunfirmed in many resclutions that the Fourth Gemeva Conveantion does
indeed apply to the Israsli-occupied territories, most recently in its re~- -=jiong
636 (198%), 641 (1989), 672 (1990) and 673 {1990), which the Twelve w-

support,
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The 12 States members of the European Community are aware of the extreme
gravity and complexity of the Palestinian problem. It is a further injustice to
the Arab people that Iraq's invasion of Kuwait - from which, as from any
aggression, all should unequivocally dissociate themselves - has delaysd the search
for progress towards a solution to the problams of Palestine. The Twelve are ready
to contribute, by ma2ans of an intense dialogue with all the parties concerned, to
the achievement of a comprehensive, just and lasting solution.

On this occasion the Twelve wish also to underline that all measures taken by
Israel to impose its law, jurisdiction and administration in the ocucpied Syrian
Golan are null and void.

In Lebanon, after 15 years of foreign interventior and intercommunal strife,
it is vital to end the sufferings of the population and further loss of innocent
lives. The Twelve express their deep diamay at the continuing violence in
Lebanon. They hops that a process of national reconciliation will effectively
develop in that country.

They reaffirm their strong support for the implementation of the Taif
Agreements, whose ratification by the Lebanese Parliament on 21 August 1290 was a
historic step. The Twelve, while taking note of recent positive davelopments in
their implementation, such as the creation of the Greater Beirut Security Plan,
stress that the Agreements should be carried out by all concerned as soon as
possible, thus bringing about the full restoration of the sovereignty,
independence, unity and territorial integrity of a Lebanon free of all foreign
troops. The Twelve call upon all parties in Lebanon to take part in this process
and to co-operate with a view to the immediate restoration of conditions praventing
the recurrence of such violence. The European Community and its member States will
continue to support that process fully, and are ready to partiecipate in the

reconstruction of the country.
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The Twalve reiterate that the persistence of the Israeli occupation of areas
of southern Lebanon, contrary to the relevant Security Council resolutions,
constitutes an obstacle to the establishment of conditions of stability and
security in the region.

The Tweive firmly support the United Nations Interim Force in Lebanon (UNIFIL)
and wish to sscure the best possible conditions of safety for its contingents,
three of which belong to States members of the European Community. They once more
reaffirm the responsibility of all States Members of the United Nations to meet
their financial obligations in full in order to solve UNIFIL's budgetary crisis.

Finally, while welcoming the release of some hostages detained in Lebanon, the
Twelve underline their deep concern for the fate of those who are still held
captive, scme of whom are citizens of States msmbers of the Community. The Twelve
strongly appeal for the immsdiate release of all hostages.

The States members of the Eurcpean Community have noted the Iraqi decision to
withdraw from Iranian territory, to exchange prisoners of war and to acknowledge
“the validity of the Algiers Agreement of 1975. 1In this regard, the Twelve
reiterate that they attach great importance to the implementation of Security
Council resolution 598 (1987), in all its parts. The Twelve share the
Soctetary-ceneral 8 view that the full implementation of resolution 598 (1987)
could well contribute to a marked improvement of the situation in the region as a
whola. |

Just and lasting soluticns to the different problems of the Middle East can
only contribute to giving full meaning to the role that the Arab world should play
in the international community and to strengthening the historical links between

Europs and all the countriss of the region.
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Mr., LICHEM (Austria): It is hardly an exaggeration to gay that the past
year has been an annus mirabilis. 2 miracle year, The cold war has come to an end,
significant progress has been made in regional disarmament and co~-cperation and the
aspirations of maay a nation that seemed unrealizable only a short while ago are
becoming reality. Progress has also been made with regard to some remaining
regional conflicts.

On the other hand, however, it is also kardly an exaggeration to state that
the situation in the Middle East has not only remained immune to the positive
developments elsewhere, but has in fact gone from bad to worse. The one excsption
to thig sombr§ picture, the one silver lining to the clouds on this dark horizon is
Lebanon, where recent changes point in the direction of national reconciliation,
political reform and the restoration of the unity, independence and soversignty of
Lebanon en its entire territory.

As if the situation in the Middle East had not already been explosive enough,
the invasion and purported annexation of Kuwait by Iraq has added yet another
danger, has lit yet another fuse. We fear that the Secretary-Ganeral may very well
be correct in his assessment in his latest report on the work of the Organiszation
that

"It is clear that progress cannot bs made on the overall situation in the

region, including the Arab-Israeli conflict, until the present crisis is set

on the way to solution in accordance with the position taken by the Schrity

Council." (A/45/1, p. 10)

An urgent solution to the Gulf crisis based on the rule of law could, however,
have an extraordimary impact on the whole situation in the Middle East and give a
new, much needed impetus to efforts aimed at.a just and peaceful solution of the

Arab-Israeli conflict.
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The events that begun on 2 August 1930 have led to an unprecedented responce
from the United Nations. The decisions taken by the Security Council have moved
the society of nations closer to the effective establishment of a system of
collective security and, through it, towards the rule of law in international
relations. This is a development to be welcomed by everyone, though there should
be no doubt that for this original dream of the United Nations to become reality
the rule of law must be applied everywhere. For the Security Council this means -
in general - that it has to be, and has to be allowed t. oe, just and fair in all
the cases brought before it. The Security Council has to, and has to be allowed
to, uphold and if necessary enforce the rule of law, regardless of where and by
whom a breach of law occurs. Consequeantly, the Security Council should continue to
be seized of the Midile East problem, with a view to Playing an effective role in
the search for a fair, lasting and peaceful golution,

We were encouraged to note for the first time that there is now unanimity
among the permanent members of the Security Council that the

"prolonged delay in the settiement of the Middle East prcblem poses a grave

threat to peace and security in the region as well as the world” (As/45/709,

para, 5)
and that

"efforts must be continued on an urgent basis to achieve a comprehensive, just

and lasting settlement of the situation in the Middle East, particularly a

solution of the Palestinian problem in all its aspects”. (ibjid.. para, 6)
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By the same token, w® have to note with regrat that the divergencs of views as
to the role that the Security Council and the United Nations as a whole could play
in this regard still persists. When Austria Jjoins the Sscurity Counecii, on
1 January, this will certainly be cne of our prioritiss. It is not cnly that the
situation warrants a more active and effective role for the Security Council; it is
also that the newly gained influence, prestige asd credibility of the Council must
be maintained if collective security ard the rule of law are indeed to be realized.

Recent laudable bilateral efforts aimed at promoting a dinlogue betwesen Zsrasi
and the Palestinians have, regrettably, roached an impassa. The historic opeaing
created by the implicit recognition of Israel and the renunciaticn of terroriem by
the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) has not Yot evoked similar Isrseli
:igns of goodwill. On the contrary, renewed talk about a greater Igrael, the
settlement of immigrants in the occupied territories inm violstion of the Pourth
Geneva Convention, meaecures aimed at breaking the resistance of the Palestinian
population in the occupied territories, and the refusal to co-opsrate with a
mission of the Secrstary-General authorized by the Eecurity Council point in the
opposite direction.,

It would be erronecus for the Israeli leadership to believe that the current
Gulf crisis has fundamentally changed the questicz of Palestine. The PLO contimues
to be regarded as the legitimate representative of the Palestinian people,
especially by the Palestinians themselvos. As in any serious nagotiations simed at
a tenable result, one has to negotiate with those who can deliver that resuit.
Direct contacts between Israelis and Palestirians are necessary. These contacts
should ther pave the way for the coavening, at an appropriate time, of an
international peace conference, with the participation of all the partiss

concerned, including, of ceurse, the PLO.
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In the mesn time the protection of the civilian Palestinian population in the
occupied territorics rnceds te be improved. It is no lornger encugh to deplore what
is heppaning arnd to call for restraint. We hope that the current focus on
practical measures aimed at providing better protection will yield positive
results, will help toc broak the vicious cycle of viclence and thus alac contribute
to a climate that allows for long overdue nagotiations.

In our view, peace camnnot be achieved through the policy of the irom fist but
must be built on respect for intersation2) law. Austria rsgards the following
elamorts as essential to a comprahensive, just and lasting colution: observance of
Security Council resclutions 242 (1967) ané 338 (1973) based@ on the principle “land
for peace”, which to this day provide the most widely accepted basis for a
solution; withdrawal from cccupied territories; respect for the right of all
States, including Isrsel, to exist within secure and iaternationally recognized
boundaries; and recogunition of the national rights of the Palestinian psople and of
the need for participation by its legitimate representative, the PLO, in the
negotiating process.

Mr. BUGXI (Pakistar): In the Middle East the prospacts of pesce,
unfortunately, remain as elusive as they were when the General Asgsembly firat
considered the threat posed to international peace and sacurity by developmsats in
the regioa over 40 years ago. The Secretary-Gensral hss also referred to this
impasse in his report on the work of the Organisaticn, noting thst

“an impasse hss been reached in the effort to promote 8 dlalogue between

Isrzelis and Palestinians. The iptifadah will soon enter its fourth ysar and,

regrettably, the situation in the occupied territories remains bleak, with

little hope of eariy progress." (24571, p. 10)



PRB/13b A/45/PV.60
58

(Mr. Bugti, Pakjstan)

The current debate is indeed amother reminder of Israsl's iatrarsigence and
its deliberate pelicy of thwarting every pesace initiotivs. The rezscn for its
attitude is simple. Israel persists in the mistaken belief that through its
military preponderance it will be able ia the course of timo to tramsform into a
fait accompli its gradusl abscrptior of the Palestinian and Arab territories which,
through massive abuse of force, it continuas to occupy illegally. We thorsfore
condsmn once ayain Israel's policy of expansion snd sanezation and its continued
occupation of the southern territories of Lebanon.

The crux of the problem in the Middls Bast has been the denizl of the
inalienable rights of the Palestinian people, including their right to
self-determination and statehcod. Meither through five wars nor through its
contemptuous dismissal of Palestinian rights has Israsl been able to wish away this
problem. Neither through the protracted use of force and terror nor through its
repeated attempts to liquidate the identity of the Palestinian pecple haz Iurasl
succeeded in extinguishing the flame of freedom, which for over four decades the
Palestinian people have kept alight at the cost of incslculable sufforing and
sacrifice.

The jntifadah in the cccupied Palestimian territories since 9 Dacember 1987
has demonstrated once again the determinationm of the Palestinisn people to be free
and independent. According to the Database projact on Palestinian human rights, as
of 31 August 1990 the number of Palestinians killsd by the Israeli authorities had
reached a total 856. Nearly 99,150 Palsstinians had beea wounded, while more thaﬁ
85,000 had been imprisoned. According to Amnesty International, 13,000
Palestinians remained in detention at the end of 1989, Since then the
international community has witnessed the tragic events at Al-Haram Al-Sharee?,
where, on 8 October 1990, in viclation of the Holy Place, Israeli border forces

brutally shot 22 Palestinians and wounded sver 200. Racent events in the Gaze
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Strip have shown a2 continuation of the Israeli campaign of oppression, resulting in
over 750 casualties in two dsys alone, from 3 ko 5 Hovamber.

Given the situation in the occupicd territories, the international community
must take practical Steps to ensure the protection of tie Palestiniaa pesople. The
Secretary-General, too, in his report to the Security Ceouncil dated
31 October 1990, while finding Israel in flagrant violation of the Fourth Geneva
Convention, urged that

“far more is required on the part of the international compuzity to ensure the

safety and protection of the Palestinian civilian population in the occupied

territories.” (§/21919 aud Corr.l. para. 18)
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For too long has Israel's obduracy been allowed to run rampart in the Middle
East. Israel's distorted vision of its destiny, buttressed by a siege mentality,
has engendered grave turmoil and turbulence in the Middie East and has wrought
havoc on its neighbours. It continues its occupation of southern Lebanon sad the
Golan Heights, even while the Arab dezire for a geauine peace has been repeatedly
made manifest, as it was in the resclution adopted in Algiers by the Palestine
Natio#al Council (PNC) in 1983.

There is no longer room for prevarication: the PNC resolution is clear and
unambiguous; it underlines the necessity of holding an effective international
conference on the Middle East problem and its essence, the Palestinian cause. The
conference will be held under the auspices of the United Natioms, with the
participation of the permanent members of the Security Council and all parties to
the struggle in the region, on an equal footing, including the Palestine Liberation
Organization, the sole and legitimate representative of the Palestinian people.

The conference will be convened on the basis of Security Council resolutions
242 (1967) and 338 (1973) and of the assurance that the legitimate national rights
of the Palestinian people will be upheld. First and foremost among these rights
are the right to self-determination and‘the liberation of all Palestinian and Arab
territories that Israel has occupied since 1957, including Jerusalem.

No nation need condemn itself to a perpetual atate of war. Israel has a
choice between a Gurable peace and an ephemeral security based om the instruments
of war and coercion. Prospects for a just and lasting settlement in the Middle
East do still exist, and can be revived if Israel is willing to negotiate on the

basis of the proposal for an intermational peace conference on the Middle East.
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We beiieve that the members of the Security Council, particularly its permanent.
members, have a special resporsibility for providing the necessary impetus for such
a confersnce to be convened.

More thar 40 years 8go the Palestinian poople were brutally uprooted from
their ancient homeland. All these years the people of Pakistan have remained
stcadfast in their support for the just cause of the Palestinian people. I wish to
take this opportunity to renew our Pledge of solidarity with the Palestinian people
in their struggle to regain their right to self-determination and independence, and
with the Arab States in their efforts to resolve the Middle East conflict and
strengthen psace and stability in their region.,

Thers can be no durable peace in the Middle East until and unless justice is
done for the Palestinian people and Israel withdraws fully from all the occupied
Arab territory. For four decades the Palestinians have suffered a tragic life.
They are entitled to a homeland of their own. We joir all fair-minded nations in
supporting their righteous cause.

The Iraqi ianvasion and subsequent annexation of Kuwait clearly violated the
principles of the Charter of the United Nations and well-established normsg of
inter-State conduct. The response of the international comrunity was awift and
sharp. The Organiszation of the Islamic Conference, the Non-Aligned Movemsnt, the
Security Council and also the Arab League categorically rejected the aggression as
totally inadmissible, and demanded the immediate and unconditional withdrawal of
Iragi forces from Kuwait and the restoration of the legitimate Government.

The principle of the non-use of force for settling disputes is of the highest
consequence. The issues a2t stake are of universal concern and transcend any

regional considerations or solutions. Given its strong belief in the sanctity of
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international law and its historical experience, the Muslim world could not have
condored the Iragi aggression against and occupation of a brotherly, Islamic State.

If Iraqg had not been challeng 3 for its indefensible act, a dangerous
precedent in the conduct of inter-State relations would have been established. 1In
our view, it is imperative that Irag should uncondiiionally and immediately
withdraw all its forces from Kuwait. The sovereignty and independence of the State
of KQwait and its legitimate Goveramert must be restored, free of all outside
influence or interference. Only thus can respect for international law and the
norms of inter-State behaviour be restored. Only thus can the grave threat to
international peace and security be overcome.

Mr. AFONSO (Mozambique): When I addressed the Assembly last year during
the consideration of this agenda item, I stated that the deteriorating security
situation in the Middle Eas: continued to be a matter of grave concern to the
international community. Since then, as previous speakers have correctly
indicated, eveants in that regioa have continued to develop in a most throatening
and unprecedanted manner, especially in recent mouths.

The Middle East is an exception to the positive political developments the
international commurity has been witressing since the last session of the Gemeral
Assembly. The expactations we all had in following, as we are following now, the
significant progress made in virtually all other major poelitical conflicts and
problems around the world do not seem to have influenced the Middle East crisis in
any positive way. Rather, the situation in the Middle East seems to be evolving in

quite the reverse direction, contrary to all our expectations.
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Since last August a new, explosive situation has developed in the region. The
invasion, occupation and annexation of Kuwait have diverted the attention of the
international.community from the search feor a lasting solution to the Middle East
question. What has been created in the Gulf as a result is a very complex and
dangerious military and political situation: in less than three months the Gulf
region has experienced an acceleratéd military build-up which probably puts the
region at the top of the list in terms of concentrations of offensive forces and
modern weaponry. This has put an additional burden on the peace-loving countries
in their quest for stronger ianternmational peace and secuzrity.

I wish to repeat our appeal to Irag to heed the voice of the international
community and unconditionally withdtag its forces from Kuwait and allow that
country's natioral sovereignty to be restored. My Government continues to place
its faith in a peaceful settlement to restore Kuwait's national independence arnd
sovereignty.

We particularly hope that the provisions of Security Council resclution
678 (1990) of 29 November, especially the 15 January deadline, will not have to be
invoked. To that end, we deem it incumbent on the parties directly involved to
exercise restraint and demonstrate their sense of statesmanship in order te prevent
war.

We weicome and encouvrage the positive initiatives towards dialogue since the
adoption of Security Council resolution 678 (1990): likewise, we welcome the receat
decision by Iragq to release all foreign citizens who have baen kept in captivity
since last August. We hope that Iraq will proceed expeditiously to comply with all

‘the other Security Council resolutions,
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We sincerely hope that ali parties to the conflict will co-operate and take a
positive attitude sc as to facilitate a peaceful solutioa to the problem. An
urgent and peaceful solution to the Gulf crisis would certainly help the
internationzl community to concentrate fully on the search for a comprehensive,
just and durable solution to the question of Palestine, which continues to be the
core of the Middle EBast conflict.

The continued acts of repression and gross violation of fundamental human
rights in the occupied Palestirian and Arab territories and, above all, the denial
of the birthright of the Palestinian people tc self-determination, have resulted in
an unprecedented uprising in those territories.

The deterioration of the situation in the occupied territories has reached
alarming proportions, Despite repeated international appeals, Israel has continuved
its reliance on military force to deal with the uprising. As a result, the number
of casualties involving innocent civilians, as well as damage to property,
continues tc increase. The massacres of ianocent civilians on 8 October at tke
Al-Haram Al-Shareef in Jerusalem are the most frightening of the recent tragic
events. The total figure of identified casualties since the beginning of the
uprising, now in its third year, is close to 1,000. These are indeed tragic events
which demand decisive action from the world community.

We wish tc register our profound indignation at the failure fully to implement
Security Council resclutions regarding the oécupied territories. We particularly
deplore the refusal by Israel to comply with the provisions of Security Council
re~2lution 672 (1990), which would have permitted the Secretary-Gemeral to send a
fact-finding mission to the region. Hence, we call upon the Government of Israel
to reconsider its position and to allow the Secretary-General to fulfil his noble

mandate.
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According to the observations contained in the Secretary-General's report,
despite unarvimity on the need for a lasting and comprehensive settlement of the
problex,

“sufficient agroemont does not exist, eithor within the Security Council, or

amongst the parties to the confliet, to permit the convening of the

Internationsl Peace Conference on the Middle Bazt as called for in resolution

44/42." (A/45/709, pars, S)

I recall that the 1989 report of the E2cretary-Gexaral on the work of the
Organization contained similar conclusions. Year afier year, the international
community is faced with a continued lack of progress on this subject. The question
is, for how long?

My delegation wishes to place on recoerd its total endorsement of the
conclusions contained in paragrzph 7 of the report (A/45/35) of the Committee on
the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People. We agree that
the Security Council must display the same readiness and resoluteness in dealing
with the question of Palestine as it has beesn doing in the case of the Gulf
ecrisis. Likewise, my dslegation regards the resumption of dialcgue between the
United States and the Palestine Liberation Organisation as an important feature in
the ovorall search for peace in the Middle East ragion. In our view, it is only
falr and proper to gather the visws of all the paitiea concerned so as to remove
the obstacles axisting partiellv as & result of the continued imbalance in
opportunities.

Lot me aiso underscore that it ig high time for Israel to abide by the
relevant General Assembly and Security Council resolutions and to respect the

‘national inCependsnce, unity aznd integrity of Lebanon. Since the brutal invasion

in 1982, the people of that country have not been edble freely to enjoy a peaceful
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life. We express our strong support for the efforts to safequard Lebanon's
territorial integrity, sovereignty and the unity of its people,

My delegation continues to balieve strongly that the achievement of a just and
comprehensive settlement of the situation in the Middle East can only be brought
about through dialogue and negotiations and by scrupulous respect for the
legitimate interests of all parties concarned. Therefore, we reiterate the urgent
need for the convaning of the International Peace Conference, as envisagad in
numerous United Nations resolutions, in particular resolution 44/42 of
6 December 1985. We appeal once again to all peace-loving countries to work
collectively to remrve the obstacles which have so far impeded the convening of the
Conference.

The provisions of the aforementioned resolution call, joter aljs, for the
participation on an equal footing, of all parties to the conflict, including the
Palestine Liberation Organization and the five pormanent members of the Sacurity
Council. They further emphasize the need for the withdrawal of Israsl from the
territories occupied since 1967, including Jerusalsm, and for the security of all
States in the region, within secure and internationally recoqnirad boundaries.

The need for a comprehensive, just and lasting settlemen: i this crisis
places greater and increased demand on the permanent members of the Security
Council, in view of their special responaibilities. To that end, we encourage them
to work out their differences, which have proven t¢ be harmful for the
establishment of the Preparatory Committee of the Conference.

In conclusion, I should iike to reiterate our firm conviction that the
existence of both the State of Israel and the Palestinian State are two undemiable
realities. We absolutely cannot cordcone that one State should exist by destroying

the other or refusing to accept its existence. This has, unfortunately, been the
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sad situation in the'naarly five decades of the existence of the United Nations.
The need for negotiations must prevail against the resort to armed confrontation.
We hope that the curreat international climate will exert a positive influence on
the Middle East question.

Mr. SUAREZ (Philippines): Ths situation in the Middle East has been one
of the most vexing concerns of the United Nations during all of the 45 years of the
Organization's existence; arnd by most indications, it seems that it will remain so
for some years to come.

In retrospect, the record of the Organziation on this issue canmnot be
considered completely dismal. Armed corflicts - often fiercely fought contests -
have erupted in the region, and the United Nations Aid succead on those occasions

ip brokering cease-fires or in pProdding concerned parties to open negotiations.
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However, the many attempts by the United Nations to bring about a lasting and
comprehensive peace in the region have thus far failed, but certainly not for want
of determination on the part of our Orgamization.

The innumerable resclutions that have been adopted by the Assembly - an
increasing number unanimously - as well as the peace-kaseping operatiocns, to which
precious resourcss, even lives, have besen committed by the international community,
show $eyond doubt that the world desires peace and stability in this regionm.

The heightened sense of global co-operation brought about by the ending of the
cold war undoubtedly provides the right atmosphera for a peace process to begin in
the Middle East. Yet, unless all the parties to both 014 aud new conflicts in the
region demonstrate restraint and a spirit of accommodation, no peace is possible.
For, while the rest of the world works with the utmost urgency and commitment to
achieve peace in this region, the ultimate Gecisions and the roequisite moves
towards peace remain to be made by the regional psrties them;elves.

We are well aware of the difficulties involved in making those decisions. So
much suffering on all sides has been inflicted that each has chosen retaliation as
a ready option. The ensuing cycle of violence has bred bitterness and deep
mistrust. The massive concentration in the region of both conventional arms and
weapons of mass destruction facilitates resort to the use of force even as it fuels
aggression and adventurism. Violence, with all its tools, has indeed found a home
in the embittered hearts of the Middle East.

Still, reason has elsevhere broken the logic of violance. Arms have been laid
down in Central America; President De Klerk and Nelusn Mandela have agreed to hold
talks in South Africa; the process of peace is pProceeding in Cambodia. Surely
reason can also prevail in the Middle East, and reason suggests that the will of

nearly all humanity must be heeded.
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Almost all the members of the international community are convinced that the
best way to achieve a negotiated settlement of the Arab-Israeli conflict, with the
question of Palestine at its core, is through an international peace conference
under the auspices of the United Nations, with the participation of a1l the parties
concerned, including the Palestine Libsrstion Organization, on an equal footing,
and the five permanent members of the Security Council. We call on Xsrael and a
few others to join in this consensus. To smooth the road to that conference,
Israel must also abide by its obligations as a high contracting party to the Fourth
Geneva Convention and under relevant United Hations resolutions relative to the
protection of the right of Palestinians in the occupied territories, including
Jerusalem.

My delegation agrees with the great majority that the terms of the Taif
agreements must be respected and given every chance to be implemented. Only
through such action can the soveraignty, independence, territorial integrity and
unity of the suffering Lebanese nation be regained and that country be freed of all
foreign forces.

With regard to a more recent conflict, the Philippines has joined with zany
other countries in condemning the invasion and aunexation of Kuwait by Irag and has
demonstrated its support of those that oppose that aggressioa by its announcement
that it Qill field a medical-hospital team in the region.

We call on Irag, to avert the unmitigated disaster of amother war, to heed the
the intermational community‘'s demand that it end unconditionally its illagal
occupation of Kuwait and abide by all relevant Security Council resclutions and the
Charter of the *Inited Nations. The world public will not, and camnot, accept

anything less.
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Our notable lack of success in achieving that elusive poace in the Middle East
is not a disaster for the partiss inmediately concerned alone. Not one country
represented here can hide behind the accident of geographic distance and pretend
that all is well in the world so long as one couxtry in a region masses its troops
on the doorstep of its neighbour. Kot one member of this body cam claim immunity,
deapite the shield of its economic might or the callus of its economic want, from
the shock waves of eack act of aggression in that regiom. Not one nation that has
accepted the United Nations Charter can be indifferent to the cries of victims of
repression or terrorism in those lands, knowing all too well that such cries could
in a moment be drowned in the din of yet another war.

Such is the significauce of the Middle East that if any Government were to
feign indifference to any evolving crisis in the region its owa capital's stock
market or gas stations could be trusted to spell out the details.

If psace in the Middle East is indivisible, so is peace in this interdependent
world.

Mr. SHIHABX (Saudi Arabia) (interpretation from Arabic): The
post-cold-war world is 2 new world, indeed, but not in the Middle Bast. All
countries and peoples have realized the significance and the necessity of
participating inm crystallizing the new concepts, which call for the appiication of
the ideals =nd principles of the United Nations, with the exception of Igcreel and
the Israeli authorities, which continue to live with the mentality of the last
century and behave in the Middle East as if it were a desclate jungle in which
Isreael can wreak havoc at will. As for the sudden Iragl invesion of Kuwait - which
the United Nations is dealing with as it should be dealt with - we look forwarad to
ending that invasion and eliminating its effects and consequences, according to
General Assembly and Security Council resolutions and in consonance with the

Charter and international unanimity.
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How can Israel's politicians conduct their affairs in the region like outlaws
when they look at themselves and at the world around them? They are but a small
group of peopla, just 3 million strong, in the midst of s vast ocean of hundreds of
millions of Arabs and Muslims whom sicnism has faced with animosity aud hatred.
For how long do those ignorant people think that they can go on imposing their will
on the region by force? Sooner than they think, the gap which has eaabled them to
achieve temporary military superiority in the region will bs no more. Do theay
really think that the wheeli of time has stopped turning for the Arabs while it
tures for them, so that the Israeli authorities car maintain their military ana
technological supsriority over the Arab and Muslim world for ever? Is not this the
dream of the ignorant and the hope of the £ool in the face of the world of reality?

Israsl is aggression. It is aggression &gainst Palestine and the
Palestirians, aggression ageinst Lebanon, aggression against the Syrian Arab
Republic, aggression against Tunisia, preceded by aggression against Iraq even
before the Iragi régime started its aggression against brother Arabs in Ruwait,
rapad their country, ransacked their possassions, draw their blood, infringed their
honour and threatensd the security of its Arab and Muslim brethrem, all in the

sezrvice of the devil.
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Isrzeli authorities threaten all the Arsb and Islemic countriag. They have
committed and corntinue to commit crimes 2gainat humanity dsily in Paleatine, in
Lebanon, and on the Golan. What sort of mentality is it that lives in the middie
ages, while we are on the threshold of the twenty-first century.

Then there is the rejection of overy peace initiative and abortioa of every
attempt to reach at a settlemsnt. There is the trampling of every convention angd
internatioaal commitment, and the viclation of every human and moral value and
principle. What mental incompetence and inability to waderstand reality.

This Israeli entity is not on a distant island or in a wide barren desert; it
is in the heaft of the Middle Bast, a danger td all tﬁose around it. It threatens
Syria; it is getting ready to attack Lebanon; it resists the arming of any Arab or
Islamic country, and obstructs their sclentific, technological and economic
progress. It is a fundamental impediment t§ the develspment of the region and its
advancement in the reslims of sciences and the civilization of the twentieth and
twenty-first centuries.

It makes it its right to acquire and amass nuclear, chemical and
bacteriological weapons, and to possess the most modern arsenal of weapons in the
region. It makes it its right to attack with its pianea and weapons the lands of
neighbouring countries, to commit against the Palestinians every crims that
breaches human rights. It commits all those crimes againat the Palestinisn human
beings under your eyes, without fear of retribution or accountability.

Then the prime minister of Israel declafes that his party considers Israel's
borders to extend from the sea to the viver. The sea is the Mediterranean, and the
river is the Jordan, Supposcdly, not the Euphrates as claimed by theiz well-known
desig.s3, and only God knows what they are planning. This is how Israel defines its

borders as if the Middle East were an open area for them to dismember as they see
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fit. Is not this soft of thinking and planning the acme of political stupidity?
We know, of course, that international law does not reccgnize a State that has no
borders. Defined borders are one of the most importaat qualifications of a State.

So, what about Iscaeli borders? Is the Middle Bast a map made of rubber which
Zionist leaders stretch every other way acrosa the ragion's territories as if there
ware no other paoples in the region, and as if the rest of the land and States were
fair game for oppression?

The huge Jewish immigration to Palestine carriss within it great dangers for
the region the consequences of which are difficult to forsses. A small country
that is hardly large enough for its inhabitants such as Palestine is being
overvhelmed by a new population invasion that will cause the demographic situation
to explede before long. The results ol that axplosion will be borne by the Israeli
authorities. This immigration is but a barefaced invasion of the Arab lands. We
call upon the international community not to assist in facilitating it and to bear
its rasponsibility in any of its stages.

We know the extents of ths decoption that these groups of emigrating Jews are
being subjected to. They are being tempted to come to Palestine where they face,
after arrival, serious problems which abound in the Israeli society. Indeed they
become part of the problem and bear its consequences. They also become part of the
Zionist invasion of the Arab territories and the terroristic Israeli campaign
against Arab citizens on their s0il and the land of their forefathers.,

As the United Nations embarks on a néew era and assumes an iwportant role in a
new world order that is built on complete adherence to international legality,
respect for human rights, and the common international endeavour to establish a
world of law and order, the nature of the United Wations responsibilities in
relation to the Middle East problem must be compatible with this vew international

reality.
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The United Nations must dedicate its great potential to containing the Middle
East problem and directing it towards solution, to curbing the Israeli authorities
and forcing them to live in the reality they do not want to see or recognize. The
spirit of security and peace and the preservation of the rights which have beqgun to
permeate intermational relations, should.reach the Middle East, and must curb
political opprassion and political ignorance. We hops it will not be long before
we se; the Zionist oppression recede, and see justice return to the people in
Palestine, Lebanon, Syria and all the States of the region.

The intifadah in Palestine, which embodies the aspirations of the Palestinian
people, attracts the sympathy and support of the Arab and Muslim nation, as well as
the support of every justice-loving person in the world, is a historical phenomenon
that should be understood by the rulers of Israel. They must realize that there is
no way they can destroy it no matter what they do or to oppose it no matter what
injustices they may indulge in, and that it is better for them to return to the
peace formulaze that have been put forward, for they may have in them the means of
solving the problem. We salute the freedom fighters in Palestine, the freedcm
fighters in Lebanon and the Golan Heights. God Almighty's blessings on the martyrs.

The world will not tolerate for long what Israel is deing. The Arab people
will regain their rights no matter how long it may take. The rope of tyramn; is
short and tenuous no matter how long and strong it may seem. The international

community bears a great responsibility to support And safequard these rights,





