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The meeting was call.d to order at 11.05 a.m.

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

The agenda was adopted.

THE SITUATION IN THE OCCUPIED ARAB TERRITORIES

(a) LETTER "ATED 16 JANUARY 1986 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF MOROCCC TOQ
THE UNIVED NATIONS AUDRESSED TO THE PRESIDZNT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL (S/17740)

(b) LETTER DATED 16 JANUARY 1986 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED
ARAB EMIRATES TO THE UNITED NATIONS ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY
COUNCIL (S5/17741)

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Chinese): 1In accordance with
decisions taken by the Council at previous meetings on this item, I invite the
tepresentative oi Morocco to take a place at the Council table; I invite the
representative of the Palestine Liberation Organization to take a place at the
Council table; I invite the representatives of Egypt, Israel, Jozdan, the Libyan
Arab Jamahiriva, Pakistan, Qatar, Saudi Arabia and the Syrian Arab Republic to take

the places reserved for them at the side of the Council Chamber.

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Alaoui (Morocco) took a place at the

Council table; Mr. Terzi (Palestine Liberation Organization) took a place at the

Council table; Mr, Shaker {Egypt}, Mr. Netanyahu (Iasrael), Mr. Kaarawi (Jordan},

Mr. Azzarouk {(Libyan Arab Jamahiriya)  Mr., Shah Nawaz (Pakistan), Mr, Al-Kawari

{Qatar), Mr. Shihabj (Saudi Arabia) and Mr. El-Fattal (Syrian Arab Republic} took

the places regerved for them at the side of the Council Chamber.

The DPRESIDENT linterpretation from Chinese): [ should like to inform the
members of the Council that I have received a letter from the representative of
Barngladesh in which he requests to be invited to participate in the discnssion of

the item on the Council's agenda. 1In conformity with the usual practice, I
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proposs, with the consent ¢f the Cuuncil, o invite that npuuntcti% to take
part in the discussion, withaut the right to vote, 1r; accoréancc with the relevant
provisions of the Charter and rule 37 of the Council's provisional rules of
procedure.

There being no objescticn, it is so decided.

At _the invitation of the President, Mr. Chowdhury (Bangladesh) took the place
recarved for hiwm at tha. #ide of the Council Chamber.

The FRESIDENT (interpretation from Chinese): The Security Council will
now resume its cousideration of the item on its agends.

The first speaker {s the representative of Qatar., I invite him to take a
place at tha Council table lﬁd tc make his atatemant.

Mr. AL-KAWARL (Qatar) (interpretation from Arabic): I am grateful for
this opportunity to speak befure the Security Council as it considers an issue with
a decp hold on the feelings of Moslems throughout the world, an {ssue to which they
sttach the highest importance because it relates to a holy shrine of Islam
surpassed in sanctity to Moslexs only by the shrine at Mecca and the shrine of the

Prophet ~ peace be upon him ~ at Medina.
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The first guestion which must be raised is the following: what was the
intention behind the so-called visit of members of the Internal Affairs Committee
of the Iscasli Knesset to the Al-Aqsa Hosque? Was it & tourist visit, was it an
official visit with the particular sim of sarmarking places of worship in the
¥osque for those of the Jawish faith, or was it merely an act of provocation and an
attempt to inflame the feelings of Mosiems during their noon prayers in the Al-Agsa
Hosgue? Obviocusly, that visit was part of the Zionist plan to control the Al-Agsa
Mosgue, and of the general trend of Israeli expansionismy it ie a policy aimed at
entrenching the Israeli occupation of Azab territories, particularly Jerusales, and
at eradicating all of that Holy City's cultural and physical landmarks which
evidence its Arab character &nd Islamic history. In short, it is an attempt to
legitimize base¢less Zionist claims,

The faithful vho were praying, wito were neither intruders nor “extremists®, as
they were misleadingly describ 3 in the letter dated 15 January 1986 from the
Permanent Representative of Iscael (5/17739)., No wonder they confronted the
Knesset members xho intruded on their right of prayer and dasecrated enother
religion's house of worship where the intruders had no right to be in the first
placse.

It is Iindeed strange that the ietter of the Isrseli representative describsd
that vieit as routine. By what logic can the storming of a place of prayer of the
faithful of another religion - particularly when the so-called visitors held
official positions in the organs of an illegitimate force of occupation - be
dszrribad as routinae? How could 1t not Inflame the feelings of the taithful of the
denecrereal ghrine?

It is noteworchy that among those intruders - those ®visitors® - were a number

of well-known extremist® who advocate the expuleion of Moplem and non-Moslem Arabs
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beyond their borders in order to “purify® the so-called Land of Israel. Among tham
were some known to aspire to the demolition of the Al-Aqsa Mosque and to the
sstablishment of a Jewish synagogue in its place. Buch was the slogan raised by
the wo-called vititou on 9 January when they tried to raise the Israeli flag in
the Al-Haram Al-Sharif. Istael's repeaced claims that it is committed to freedow
of religion and that it ensures the rights of all religious communities - including
the right of fres access to places of worship - are indeed strange, unless, of
course, it means by thosze claims the freedom of access of the Jews to the places of
worship of other religions.

This ie, indeed, 8 very serious fssue threatening the most dire conssguences
for Islamic religious places. In itaelf, it is a flagrant coutravention of the
principle of zespect for the places of vorship of every religion which should be
froguented and used only for the purpose of worship by the faithtul of that
teligion. Indeed, doss Israsl permit Moslems, or for that macter Christians, to
frequent or to pray in Jewish synagoguea? No. Therefore, why was it the right of
the msmbers of the Knesset, and the dozens sccompanying them, to storm the Al-Agasa
Mosque at the time of prayer, and how can that be described meraly as a routine
visit?

The horror of what has been taking place since 8 January is comgounded, not
lessened by condoning the act and attempting to describe it as a routine visit,
That act shows how much the Zionist authorities underestimate the seriousnsss of
this issue in the ainds of the faithful of another religion, Islam.

Ronal resonssihility must hoe boras by zfoniem. and by those who considez the
Zionist entity an example for the civilized world, a beacon for democracy and the

respect of human rights, Do they wtill insist on deluding themaelvea? Are they
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atill atteapting to mislead others? Is this their understanding of the principle

of creapect for humsn rights?

Let us rikall the past, Let us compare the shameful position of the
representacive of the civilized world with the eieaplary atance of
Omar Ibe El-khattad, the second Caliph of the Moslems, in whose era the Holy City
of Jerusalem was openad, Hu was visiting the landmarks of the City whan the time
of prayer came; asoms of his companions, with the best of intentions, suggestad that
they pray aa the Church of the toly Sepulchre. Omar refused, saying, "I fear that
Moslens coming after me will say, *Osmar prayed hers', and that they will then
change the church to a mosque.” That is respect for other religfons. That is how
the Boly Places must be maintained, not through provocative visits of dublous
intent by Knasset members, nor by attempting to raiss the Star of David 6?0! the
Uome of the Rock -in sacred Al-Quds.

This is not the tirst time this Council has Leen seized of Israel's behaviour
vis~i-vis the Islamic Holy Places in Al-Quds: in its resolution 271 (1969) of
15 Septomber 1969, the Council called upon Israel to desist from violating Islamic
Holy Places and from hindering the functions of the Islamic religious authorities
in that connection.

The act of aggression to which the Al-Agsa Mosque fell victim at that tise may
have been the act of a so-called mentally dersnged person, but this act of
aggression was perpetrated by the Isrseli authorities themselves, thus revealing
Isrsel's responaibility more clearly than was recorded by the Council in 1969. We
sincerely hope that this Council will on this occasion adopt a firm resolution that

-will prohibit the Isrseli suthoricies from intsrvening in any way in the affairs of

the Islamic Holy Places, prevent the members of the Israeli governmental organs
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from antesing those Holy Places undar the pretext of routine visits snd ensure the
teturn of Al-Quds Al-Sharif to its natursl status. That is what we expect of the
Becuzity Councily it is the only way to prevent 2 deterioration of the current
situation, the dimensions of which cannot be predicted.

Wat is the common denominator batween the issues befocre this Security Council
relating to the behaviour and practices of the two racist régimes in South Africa
and occupied Palestine? The common dencminator is that thase two régimes do not
implement the resolutions of this Council. Is there not & resolution calling for
the independence of Ramibia? 1Indeed, thare is. ey, then, does that issue keep

couing before the Council? Because the resolution hig not besan implenenced.
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Why does the question of the Israeli occupation of southern Lebanon come
before this Council from time to tims? Is there not a resolution oh that subject?
Indeed, there are many rosolutions on it. The problem iz the non~implemcntation of
the resolutions. Are there not resolutions concecning the ftem bafore the Council
today? Indeed, there is, ssiong others, resolution 271 (196%9). But the item
remains on the agenda, The probiem is the non-implementation of the resolutions.

The Security Council was convensd following the Zionist act of aggression
sgainst Tunisia and the bombing of the headquarters of the Palestine Liberation
Organization, At that time the Council adopted, uncnimously, resolution
573 (1985). In that resolution the Council, after condemning the aggression,
demanded that Israel refrain from perpetrating such acts of sggression or from the
threat to do so and stated that Tunisia had the right to appropriate top.autlons.
Has that resolution been implemented? 1In a note verbale dated 13 January 1986 from
the representative of Tunisia, the reply is given to that question. The
representative of Tunisia states:

“The Sscurity Council, in accordance with the mission entrusted to it by
the Charter anéd with the responsibilities incumbent on it for the maintenance
of international peace and security, should not tolerate a situation in which
the State responsible for the eggression against Tunisia refuses to submit to
the decision of the international community and continues deliberately to
flour its resclutions and to place itself above and outeide internationul law,

“In order to asserv its credibility, the Council must impose its decision
on Israsl or else apply to it the sanctions that it desms guitable.”

(8/17735, p. 3)

We would nct have had reconrze to the Becurity Council had we not placed cur

trust in the United Nations, and pacticularly the Council, anmd hsd we not



BCT/dw §5/PV.2645
12

(Mr. Al-Kawari, Qatar)

entertained the constant hope that the Council would overcome its current problem:
the non-implementation of {ts resolutions. There is a grave issue before the
Council now. We hope that the Council will deal with it in a manner commensursts
with that gravity, in order to avoid the dire consiqucncn that could flow from
trampling under fuot the moral and religious values of willions of psrsons.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Chinese): The next apeaker is the
representative of Egypt. I invite him to take & place at the Council table and %o
make his statement. |

Mr. SHAKER (Egypt) (interpretation from Arabic): Pirst, I express to
you, 8ir, sincere congratulations on your assumption of the presidency of the
Gecurity Council. My country had the honour of being a mesber of the Security
Council in 1984 and 1985, During that period we had close relations with your
delegation and wers able tc appreciate your great skill and gbilities. We are
oconfidant ‘hat under your leaderahip the Council's work will be crownsd with
success.

In that connection, I axpress thanks to all the mesbers and non-mesbers of tha
Counctl that during this month have expressed their appreciation for the role
played by Egypt and the contribution it made to the Council’e work throughout ite
period of membership. We wish the new members of the Council all success in
shouldering their grest tesks and responsibilities.
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"Glory to God

Who did take His Servant

Yor & Journey by night

¥rom tha Sacred Mosque

To the Farthest WHosque,

Whose precincts We did

Bless - in order that We

Night show him some

Of Our Signs: for Ue

Is ths One Who heareth

And seeth all things.” (Sura XVIX.1)

The people and Government of Egypt have learned with great indignaéion and
anger of the actions of sowe Israeli extramists who have attempted to violate the
sanctity of the Al-Agsa Mosgue, the first cof the two Kiblahs and the third holiest
shrine. This is not the first time that these fanatical elewents have violaied the
area of Haram Al-Sharif, without any regard for Moslem Holy Places and historical
rights, But there is sosething new, indeed critical; now: the participation of
members of the Israeli Knesset and Israsli officials in these acts. My country
snecgetically condemns that participation.

A statemont made on 19 January 1986 by Mr. Abmed Easmat Abdel Meguid, Deputy
Prime Minister and Minister for Poreign Affaire of my country, to the Arab Affairs,
Defence and Foreign Affeirs Committees of the Pariiament contains the following
paragraph on the recent events in Al-Quda:

"I wish to place on record Egypt's total rejection of Israel‘s practices
in the city of Al-Quds, and sspecially in regard to the Al-Aasa Mosque, That

Mosgque 18 89 aacred to and has such gpiritusl value for hundreds of millions
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of Moslems throughout the world that tampering with it in any way i a matter

of deep concern to Moslems and only creates wore obstacles to the

establishment’ of the desired peace. We must say in all sincerity and
frankness that, in our view, to inflame religlous feelings at this very
critical stage for our région entails grave dangers that would csrtainly have

a very negative effect on he peace efforts and the chances for z<hieving

peace. In all its international contacts and in all internaticnal and

regional forums, Egypt has already set forth its clear, unequivocal position
on the City of Al-GQuds. I clsarly and uneguivocally repeat that position
today."

These illegal practices and violations are a direct result of the occupation
anforced by Israel on the Arab city of Bast Jerusalem, Al-Quds - a ¢ity which has
always been, throughout the history of mankind, the embodiment of religious
tolerance, peace and stability for mankind. That is the reason for the grief ws
4all feel and the determination to ensure the implementation of the positlion of the
international community, which rejects all these violations and practices.

These vioclations and practices are a manifestation not only of the desire by
some fanatical elements of Israeli society to ensure further acts of provocation
against Arab and Islamic rights, but also the desire to arocuse further doubts and
misgivings about the possibility of the establishment of peace in the Land of Peace.

There cin be no doubt that the responsibility for theldeteriorution of the
situatifon in Al-Qudszs and the occupied Arab territories must be borne by the
Governmenis of Isiael Chat have sucossds? ssch athar ainre 1967. The aim of all
those Governments has been the annexation of the Arab territorles, especially
Al-Qudas, to Iasraecl. They have refused to isplement the many resolutions on the

subject sdopted Ly the international community, g3 represgented in the Ceneral
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Asseably, the Security Council and otisr forums. The United Nations became fully

aware of the dangers inherent in Iocael’s actions and practices concerning Al-Quds
tﬁdiatoly atter the Iu;nu Governmunt, in 1967, amended its laws to extend its

legislative and administrative authority to any part of the occuplied Arad

territories that it regaided as the land of Israsl. ;
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On 14 July 1967, the General Assembly rejected those practices in resolutions
2253 (E3S-V) and 2254 (ES-V) which described the Israeli wessures to annex Jerusalem
as invalid. The General Assembly called on Israel to rescind all those measures
and to desist forthwith from taking any actioé that would alter the status of
Jerusalem.

The Unitsd Wationas 4id not stop at that; indeed, {t has continued to opposas
all the other practices adopted by Iscasl., In 1968 the Security Council adopted
resolution 252 (1868), which states that the expropriation of the land of the Arab
inhabitants of Al-Quds and their expulsion are invalid. Since then more
resolutions have been adopted, reflecting the international unanimity on the need
to oppose and confront all those developments. Those resolutions include
resolution 271 (1969), which called on Israel to cbserve the Geneva Conventions in
regard to the city of Al-Quds and urged it to respect the rights of Islamic
institutions and to protect sacred, historical, holy places in Al-Quds. Resolution
298 (1971) confirmed that the actions taken by Israel to change the status of
Al-Quds ware totally invalid, and resolution 476 (1980) repeated the call to Israel
to cease its procedures aimed at changing the city's character and status.

Egypt's firw and unvavering position with regard to the Israeli occupation of
Arab East Jerusalem is set out in msny documents and official declarations by
BEgypt. Tt may be summed up in the following points: firat, the inadmissibility of
the acguisition of territory through war and the view that the Iaraeli measures to
annex Jerugslem are 2 grave viclztion of the principles of intecnaticnal law and a
departure from international legitimacy; wecondiy, thie nesd £or Istssl oo wivhdraw
£rom East Jerusalem (Al~Quds}, which is an indivisible part of the accupied West
Bank, 80 that Arab sovereignty over the territory may be restored; thirdly, the

right of the inhablitants of Al-Quds, who Form a ba:t of the population of the West
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Bank, and of the Palestinian Arab people as a whole, to execcise their legitimate
national rights, including the right to self-determination; and fourthly, ensuring
the freedom of all parties to perform their religious rites in their places of
worship, with free passage for the adherents 6! each faith.

Today the lnternational community and the Security Council once again £ind
that they have to counter the challenges and the defiance of Isrzeli extreamist
elements, whose practices are not only a violition of the norms of international
law and an infringement of tha Islamic rights in the Boly City, but also a threat
to all Middle East peace effcrts aimed at achieving a just, comprebensive and final
settlement of the dispute. Such a sattlement .eould be based on the following
elewents: first, Israel's complete withdrawal from all the Arab territories
accupied in 1967, including Arab Bast Jerusalem, which must return to A:cab
sovereignty; secondly, resolution of the Palestinian question on the basis of
guaranteeing the right to self-determination of the Palestinian people and the
perticipation of the Paleatine Liberation Organization {PLO), its legitimate
representative, in the efforts to achieve a comprehansive ssttlement; and, thirdly,
safeguarding the right of all pecples and Statea in the Middle East to live in
pesce and with good-neighbourly relationa within secure borders.

The international eouunity" is called upon today once again to reaffirm its
position concernirng the status of Bast Jerusalem and Arab rights there, with
reaffirmation of the following points: first, the 1ni6-iusibtllty of the
occupation of land through military forcey secondly, the sanctity of hl-Haram
Al-Sharif and an immediate end to any provocative acts or acts that violate
inherent, i{nalienable Arab and Islamic righte in the Al-Haram area; thirdly,
Iscanl's adherence to tha Cenova Conventions and the pring’oles of internstional

law whinh govern snd A< ins the responsibilitiss of Che ecupying Power ang
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acceptance of the fact that the Government of Israel should not hamper the work of
the Supreme Moslem Council responsible for Al-Haram's affairs; and fourthly, the
illegitimacy of all Israzeli practices simed at changing the nature, the status or
the demographic composition of the occupied Arab territories, including Arab Bast
Jerusalew,

What 18 required today of all peace-loving forces and all forces trying to
achieve peace is effective action to halt the deterioration of the situation in
Arab Jerusalem, Al-Quds, and other occupied Arab territories. The attainment of
that objective requires that we all oppose the forces of extremisa and provocation,
vhich feed on tension and flourish in a climate of incitement and provocation.
What is required today of the peace forces inside Israel is tha:t they persevere in
their efforts to enable a return to focusing on the re~sstablishment of bridges of
confidence, which is the indispensable prerequisite for the creation of the
necetsary climate o start nev, serious negotiations between all the parties within
the framawork of an international peace conference to schieve a comprehensive
lasting and just settlement of the dispute.

Pinally, we wish to send from this forum to our brethren, the Palestinian
peopla in Al-Quds and the rest of the West Bank and the Gaza Strip, our greetings
and cur appreciation of their firm stance in countering those forces that sttempt
to infringe their national rights and profane their religious sacred pluaces.

Th; PPESIDENT (interpretation frcm Chinese): I thank the representative
of Egypt for his kind words addressed to me.

ine next spewaker is nis SRssilency Mr, HMasssehe Sarrs, Chairman of the
Committes on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of ths Palestinian Pecple, I

invite him to take a place at the Ccuncil table and tc make his statement,
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Mr. SARRE (Senegal) ,’ Cha.tpan of the Committoe on the Bxercise of the

Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People (interpretation from Prench): In my
dual capacity as reprasentative of Senegal and Chairman of the Committee on the
Bxercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People, I wish to thank the
Council for allowing me to participate once again in a debate on the situation in
the occupied Arab territories. I wish to express my appreciation to the
Crganization of the Xslamic Conference and the Group of Arab States for baving
taken the initiative in requssting the convening of this important series of
meetinga, in the light of the serious events that have taken place in Jerusalem in
recent weeks. .

May I at the same time, Sir, congratulste you on your assumpiion of the
presidency of the Council for the month of January. My CGelegation is convinced
that under your leadership the Council will succeed in taking the necessary

maasures in th's crucial situation.
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I wish also to pay & tribute to your predecessor, the Ambassador of Burkina

Faso, for the sxemplary way in which be guided the work of the Council in Decesmber.

I take this opportunity to cougratulate (:hc new meabers of the Council,
Bulgaria, the Congo, Ghana, the Unitsd Arab Emirates and Venezuela. I am certain
they will contribute to the success of the Council's work.

The word Jerusalem is in itself enough to arcuse emotions in the hearts of
many, be they Moslem, Christian or Jexish. Por Moslems, it is a holy site of
Islam. I beiieve it was yesterday that the representative of Saudi Arabla rend out
to the Council a passage from the Holy Koran concerning the nocturnal voyage of the
Prophet Mohammed; I also know that in their prayers Moslems turn towards
Jerusalem. For Christians, it is the cradle of Christisnity and Jesus Chriat. And
for Jews it is the cradle of Abraham, Moses &nd Solcmon,

I say this to indicate that the situation in the Middle Bast is extremely
complex. The Council has already discussed it at length in all its aspects. For a
nunber of years we have bean trying with patience, determination and resdlve to
find ways and means of arriving at a just and lasting pesce in order to make it
possible for the Palestiniun people and all the States and peoples of the region to
1ive in a spirit of understanding and comprauznsion.

And now enother eleman? has been £2ded, an extremely sericus element - a
deminauon;l element - an element fraught with consequences and emotions, which

the Council should not have had to consider.

In sny svent che Vasts ure hafare ue and chav muot boe discussed

We have followed with grave concern the recent events on the Temple Mount and
the increased tension and violence that resulied, The facts are clear. According

to informetfon contained in the Iscaeli and internatiomal press, a delegation of
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Iscaell parliamentarians composed of members of the Interior Committee of the
Knesvet and others visited the Temple Mount twice in less than s waek &ad with
their behaviour provoked serious incidents bct.wun the police and Palestinian Arab
demonstrators. The visics had of course been organized with the consent of the
Moslem suthorities in Jerusalem; they were to be limited to members of the
Committee of parliamentarians and the purpose was the inspection of construction
works that were under way. It is therefore unforgivable that certain
parlissentarians, accoapanied by militants known for having called for cosplete
Jewish control over the Mosles Holy Places and Yor having on smany occasions tried
Co organize prayer groups, used the visits aw a pretext to commit acts of

provocation. In fact, according to the Jerusalem Post and Ha'acetz, during the

first visit, which took place on 8 January, disturbances broke cut when some of
those extremists insisted on photographing the group, apparently to have proof of
their pressnce thers.

It nuet be mentioned thit these perscas were led by the head of a movement
that advocates the destruction of the Dome of the Rock and the reconstruction of
the Jewish temple and that among the Knesset members there was also a deputy who
has called for the expulision of Arabs from Jerusalem and the West Pank and vho was
ond of the leadars of the movesent for Jewish settlement in the heart of tha Arad
city of Rebron. '

In response to that provocation, the Moslem raligicus authorities immediatoly
appealed to the Palestinian Arabs residing in Jerusalem to gather together within
the Mo#que. The deputies then called the police, and as soon as they arrived on
the scene thay threw tear-gas grenades and fired warning shoks, which in fact

wounhded five Palastinian Arabs.
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The events of the following days demonstrated that it was a premeditated
operatfon, not an isolated incident. According to the nawspaper Ha'aretz of
9 Januatry. Genaral Sharon entered the sanctuary escorced by a large police
contingent and made a statement requesting the coexistence of Jews and Arabs in
that place ~ somsthing which, in any case, we already knew. Three Zionist
militants then attempted to raise the Israeli flag in the sanctuary, but they wvere
prevented from doing so by Moslem guards. At the same time certain members of the
Government, such as the Minister of Health, raised the question of a revision of
the agreessnts with the Moslem authorities concerning the Temple Mount in order to
guarantee freer access to Jews.

On 14 January, according to Le Monde, the second visit of the EKnesset
delegation tock place on an esplanade of the Mosque in & state of seige at which
more than 600 Israeli police and border guards were stationed., The troubles broka
out when, upon the reguest of the Chairman of the Committee, a deputy belonging to
the party of the extreme right, Tehiya, began reading the Kaddish, the prayer for
the dead. Some 150 demonstrators then attempted to break the police barricsde, and
according to the police a riot of diszsirous proportions was avoided thanks only to
the withdrawal of the Israeli deputice. The desonstrators were then disperswd with
tear-gas, and 19 persons were arrested, Thoue are the facts,

This bcﬁaviour of the Israeli psrliamentarians was undoubtedly a profanation
of one ¢of the vost uws&ordd piaces of Islam and an affront to the feelings of the

[ T . P
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ai ane indignatics not only in che scouplsd Arsh
territories but aise in the Moslem world at large. In the already highly charged
atmoaphere of the region, as T said at the outset, that religious provecation has
corpaounded the pelitical conflict, with unforegeeable aud perhaps disastoous

connagquenyes foy inteenational peacs aod seooar 1oy,
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We cannot but conclude that, just like the growing colonisation and other

Israeli practices in the occupled tercritories, those actions were aimed at
establishing permanent Iscasli domination ove:. all of Jecusalem and the occupied
territories and creating a fait sccompli by encouraging Arabs to emigrate
permanently from their country.

In this context it should be recalled that since 1967 the Israelis have
committed many acts of aggrassion againat the Moslem and Christian Holy Plases.
Clearly because of their fundamental importance and their religious symbolism for
the Arab and Moslem world, Al-Aqsa Mosque snd the Dome of the Rock have been
targets of a large number of these attacks. Suffice it to recall in thiz respect
the excavation work conducted on the wast and south sides of Al-Agsa Mosgue,
extended by a tunnel penetrating under the mosgue and thus voakening the entire
structure. We also recsall that criminal arson was comsitted in thne Mosque in
August 1%69. 1In April 1982, there was an armed attack on the Mosgue. In
March 1983 and January 1984 actempts were even made to blow up the structure. It
ie clear that we must conclude that the events of last week fit within the

framework of those reprehensitic attacks.
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Members will recall also that at the time of the fire in 1969 the Council

adopted resolution 271 (1969) in which it recognized that any act of destruction or
profanation of the Holy ;’lwcl, religicus buildings and sites in Jerusalem or any
siicouragesent of, or connivance at, any such act might seriously endanger
internatiocnal peace and security, and the Council noted that the execrable act of
desecration and profanation of the Holy Al-Agsa Mosque esphasized the immediace
necessity of Israel's desisting from acting in violation of resolutions 252 (1968)
and 267 (1969) and rescinding forthwith all measures and actions taken by it
designed to alter the status of Jerusalea.

The resolution also called upon Israel scrupulously to observe the provisions
of the Genevu Conventions and international law governing military occupation and
to refrain from causing any hindrance to the discharge of the establigshed functions
of the Supreme Moslem Council of Jerusalem. Lastly, the Council condemned the
fuiluve of Israel to comply with resolutions 252 (1968) and 267 (1969) concerning
the status of Jerusalem and called upon it to implement forthwith the provisions of
those resclutions.

1 need not remind this Council of the great nusber of resolutions it has
adopted in this respect and in which it has always reaffirmed the principle of the
inadmissibility of the acquisition of territory by military conquest; it has
confirmed in the most explicit terms that all legislative and adminiztrative

measures taken by Israel to change the status of Jerusalem, in particular the

Crvinflostimuitontl 1ol -
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in wislstion of the Consvs Convention of 12 Rugues 1040; o

such, they sre completely null and void and must therefore be rescinded immediately,
In the light of theae‘tesolutiona which commanded a consensus in this Council,

&y country, Benegsl, snd the Committes om fhae Exercide of the Tnalisnshle Pighta of

the Palestinlen Peaple deplore the atatenent, made by the Pelss Minduter of farael
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following the recent events that “Israel's sovereignty over all Jerusalem,
including the Temple Mount, is an unassailable fact which need not be further put
to the test”, That quote was taken from Le MQ of 16 January 1986.

In my delegation's view, the status of Jerusalem is one of the fundamental
issues in the Middle East dispute, and the settlement of that question ahould be
envisaged within the framework of a comprehensive settlement in the Middle Bast in
which implesentation of the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people a. defined
by the General Assesbly would have & central place.

In this respect the Committec has unecuingly stressed that tension and
violence will continue to grow in the occupled territories as long as the question
of Palestine remains unresolved; it has unceasingly addressed urgent appeals to the
Security Council to follow up on the recommendations of the Comsittee and of t.ha
Genaral Agsembly for a just and lasting settlement of this question.

It is therefore more urgent than ever to inftiate the negotiation process,
under the auspices of the United Natfons. In thi: respect 1t is fitting to pay
tribute to the Secretary-General for all his efforts to that end. Pursuant to
guidelines established by the General Assembly, negotiations should begin in a
spirit of understanding and co-operation and with respect for the fundamental
interests of all parties concerned.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Chineu){ I thank the repreaentative
of Senegal and Chajrman of the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights
of the Palestinian People for the kind words he addressed to me.

The next speaker is the repreuntaf.ive of the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya. I call

on him to take a plsce at the Jouncil table and to wmake his statement.
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Mr. AZZAROUK (Libyan Arab Jamabiriya) (interpretation from Arabic): WwWe
are meecing today to discuss the latest in a series of nusercus and continuing
Zionist vioclations of the sanctity of Holy Places in the sacred city of Al-Quds,

At the end of these deliberations we will hear those who wish to turn the facts on
thelir hesads seeking to turn the aggrezsor into the victim and the victim into an
extremist aggreamsor. Indeed, he will not hesitate to descriie our discussions
again, as he did last week, as being jocular discussions, encouraged in this by the
protective umbrells which he enjoys in this Security Council, an umbrella which has
prevented and continues to prevent the Council from condemning or denouncing or
even expressing its ragret over his illegitimate bebaviour. Therefore he will
disregard our deliberations and merely qualify them as he ct:zs fit.

The Zionist entity itself in a letter addressed to the Secretary-General on
15 January recognized and admitted that a number of wembers of the Interior
Comsiittee of the so-called Israeli Knesset undertook a routine visit to the Holy
Places in the Dome of the Rock. However, the lettar did not mention the aim of
that visit. It did not mention why some meabers of the Knesset objectad to that
visit, Let us complete that letter for him. The aim of that visit was to earmark
an appropriate place in the courtyards of Al-Haram al-Sharif to rebuild “the
holiest of temples”. The reascn some Arab members of the Knesset objected to that
visit was that it was a flagrant violation of the sanctity of the sacred Masjid
al-Agsa - the Dome of the Rock - and of all Islamic Roly Places in the city, as
well as a tlggrant provocation of the feelings of Moelews.

Naturally, that letter 41d not mentfon that Gershon Sslomon was with the
aforementioned Committee at the head of a Cemonstration of approximately
20 people, We did not expect the represantative of the Zionist entity to remind us
of Garshon Solomon and the moves nt he leads whose forerost aim is to destroy the

Dome of the Rock and rebuild “the vnliest of temples”, We had not axpectad
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the repiasentative of the Zionist entity to mention the provocative visit of Ariel
Sharon, the butcher of the refugee camps of Sabra and Shatila, on 9 January to the
oourtyard of Al-Haram al-Sharif. Wwe had not axpected him to speak of the other
provocative visits planned by Geula Coben, m: of the Nazi-Jewish Knesset, to
the courtyard of the Al~Haram al-Sharif. That the Zlonist Znesset or its speaker
say not have been avwsre in advance of thege provocative visits does not exonerats
it or the entity it represents of full responsibility for these premeditated
violations cf Islamic Boly Places and provocation of the feelings of Moslems and

all Islamic Boly Places in the city.
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The Zionist so~called Knasset was the body which voted on 27 June 1967 to
annax the Arab part of Al-Quds. It 4did so only thres weeks after the zZi nist
entity's acts of aggression on the worning of 5 June 1967 against Syria, Egypt and
Jordan. The Knesset's vote to annex the Arab part of the City of Al-Quds that socn
and at that level was tantaxount to Zionist recognition of the fact that the
annexation of the Arab part of the City of Al-Quds was one Of the main objectives
of the Zioaist sggression of 5 June 1967, while the Zionist Knesset is directly
responsible for the desecration of Holy Places in the City of Al-Quds, that does
not lessen ths internatiocnal community's own responsibility for those violations.

That leads u's to speak of the reasons that paved the way for the Zionist
entity's plan to alter the characteristics of the City of Al-Quds, to Judaize {t,
and to change its landmarks and Arab and Islamic character, thus violating the
Fourth Genava Convention of 1949, which does not give the occupler any right to
change or alter the demographic charscter of tha occupied Arab terzitories.

The City of Al~Quds ia the crossroads of the three revealed religions; it is
Arab land and has been for thousands of yesrs. During all those centuries the
Arabs guaranteed the right of sccess to the faithful of the thres revesled
religions to perform their religicus duties. The right to worship and the
maintenance of the Holy Places was organized following upon the ;878 Berlin
Conference, which divided the religious buildings, according to place and time, and
establinhed rules governing religious rites,

On 29 January 1947 the United Nations adcpted a resolution on the
lizstfon of the Cliiy of

Alatllle ae 8 vaanidt af whinh an {ntavastiAned
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intamnaticns 2 tinnml
system was imposed on a gsnuine Arub city without the prior agreement of those
having sovereiqnty over it - the Arabs who bad scvereignty, and have had

saverelignty, over that city for thousands of years - slthough wo know that all
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régimes of internationalisation presume prior agresment of the sovereign State,
which alone has the right to concede its soveraignty by means of a treaty. That
was the case in respect of Tangiers and Trieste. As for the internationalization
of the City o Al-Quds, that took place withouﬁ consultation with those having
tegional or territorial sovereignty, Indeed, a régime was imposed upon it which
made the city a separate entity under United Nations administration. The Arab
States rejected and will continue to reject the internationalization oi the City of
Al-Quds, because that internationalization perpetuates the Zionist aggression
against that Holy Cit'y.

It is truly paradoxical that on 15 May 1950 the Zionist entity proposed in a
memorandus the internationalization of the City of Al-Quds, but that idea was
shelved following the occupat.on of the City and the annexation of both its sectors
by armed force. In this connection, Moshe Dayan was very clear. He could not
contain his joy following Che occupation of the City in June 1967 and spoke in
front of the Wailing Wail about the Zionist entity's intention to annex the City,
as follows:

*We have reunified the Hely City., We have returned to our most sacred

places. We have returned and wy will never leave.”

As for the Grand Rabbi of the Zioniat Army, he was much clearer than
Moshe Dayan. He shouted in front of the Wailing Wall:

"A people meetg itas capital. A capital welcomes 'its people, They shall never

separate,”

Only a few days later, on 27 June 1967, as I have alresdy myntiocned, the
zionist Xnegset vated to annex the Arab.part of Al-Quds. The United Wations failed
to protect the international végime it had chosen for the City of Al-Quda, although
an 29 January 1947 it had dacided to intarnationalice Al-Quds at -he same time it

decided Lo partition Paleatine,
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Behind the wask of the internationalisation régime - which theoretically
resalned a dead letter - the Zionist entity attempted to expand its empire by
seizing a part of the City and then by seizing the whole City. Despite the
international community's condemnation, expressed at & special session of the
Genaral kssembly convened in June 1967 by a resolution adopted on 4 July 1967 on
the annexation of the Arab part of Jerusalem, in which the General Assesbly called
on the Z2ionist entity to rescind all measures aimed at changing the status of the
City, that entity has not responded to the Gensral Assembly resolition and
rescinded any of its annexationist measures. Despite Security Council
resolutions 237 (1967), 252 (1968), 267 (1969), 271 (1969), 298 (1971), 465 (1980)
and 478 (1980), the Zionist entity continues to occupy the Holy City of Al-Quds and
every inch of Palestine, in addition to Syrian, Egyptian and Jordanian lande.

The zicnist occupation of Palestine and other Arab territories isg the reason
that any desecration of the Holy Places in Al-Quds, Bethlehem or Hebron falls
within the framework of the Zionist occupation of Palestine and the occupied Aradb
territories. The City of Al-Quds, with such a rich history, wiil continue to
languish under and suffer from Zionist occupation and its illegal practices,
instead of existing in an atmosphere of conciliation sand tespect under Arab rule,

The international community cannot be absolved of responsibility for the
continuation of that occupation. The Zionist entity came into being in the United
Nations, which legitimized it internationaliy immedfately after {ts birth.
Therefore, the internatiunal community bears responsibility for the resultzs of the
entity's violation of laws and international noims, iIn addition, the international
community bears respondibility for the results of the antity's disregard of the
i/nited Nations Chartex, the relevant resolutions of the General Assembly and the
Security Council, and its continged ccoupation of Palestinian and Arab lands by

force of arms.
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The international community bears responsibility for the protection that the
Zionist entity enjoys in the Security Council and the relative support in the
General Assembly. That protection and support encourage the Zionist entity to
continue disregarding the international community and undermining its credibility.
If that protection and support continue, we shall hea: of wore violations of the
sanctity of Holy Places in Al-Quds, Bethlshem and Hebron, as well as on every inch
of the occupied territorias.

The phencmenon of terrorism runs amuck in the City of Al-Quds because tha
international community condones the occupier. Therefore we can expect further
illegal Zionist acts such as the demolition of Islamic and Christian Holy Places in
Al~Quds, particularly since some Zionist terrorist organizations pride themselves
on their intention to rebuild the third temple on the ruins cof the Holy Al-Aqn
Moaque. It was solely for that reason that members of the Interior Commisgion of
the Zionist so-called Knessat visited Al-Haram Al-Sharif - to earmark an
appropriate place to rebuild the holiest of tesples.

Evary day and on evety occasion the Zionist sntity reaffirms its flouting of
the international community's will, its discegard of the relevant resolutions of
the Security Council ani the General Assaembly, and its rejection of commitments
stemming from the United Nations Chartcr - all of which preves that it ie a
non-peace~loving entity not deserving of United Wations mesmbership.

The time has come for the Security Council to improve its ctedibility and

impose respect for its resolutions. That can be achieved only by denying the

Zionist entity meaharshin in the Ninited Uarians and resarting tn all tha means

provided in the Charter, as well as imposing sandstory economic sanctione against
it, until it heeds the will of the international community ard respecta the

resaluticns of this internationsl hody,
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Chinese): I should like to infora
menbers of the Council that I have just received a letter from the crepresentative
of Turkey in which he reguests to ba invited to participate in the discussion of
the item on the Council's agenda. 1In conformity with the usual practice, I
propose, with the consent of the Council, to invite him to participate in the
discussion, without the right to vote, in accordance with the relevant provisions
of the Charter and rule 37 of the Council's provisional rules of procedure,
There being no objection, it is so declded.

At the invitation of the Pruidontl Mr. Turkmen s'rurkan took the plsce

reserved for him at the side of the Council Chamber.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Chinese): I invite tha representative
of Turkey to take a place at the Council table and to make his statement.
Mr. TURKMEN (Turkey): I wish to thank you, Sir, and the other members of
the Security Council for having accorded me the opportunity to make a statement.
Hay 1 convey to you sy varm congratulations on your assusption of the
presidency of the Council for the month of January. It gives me great pleasurc to
see in the chair of the Council the representative of the Feople's Republic of
China, with which sy country enjoys traditional and constantly growing bonds of
friendship, a friendship strengthened by the gentimants of sdmiratfon and affection
of the Turkish people towards the great pcople of China. Having had the privilege
of co-operating with you in a different capacity, 7 am all the more confident that
your extensive diplomatic experience will enable you to guide the discuasions of
the Security Council to constructive resuits.
I wish aiso to pay tribute tu your predecessur, the Fermanent Repiesentative
of Burkina Paso, who conducted the work of the Council in December with distinction

and diligence.
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The Permanant Representative of Morocco, speaking in his capacity as Current
Chairman of the Ozganization of the Islamic Conference, and the Persanent
Representative of the United Arab Emirates and the other speakers who have preceded
®e, have related in a detail.’ manner the grave incidents that have taken place in
Haram al-Sharif in Jerusalem. T!:.se statements, and the urgent convening of the
Committee on Jerusalem by His Majesty the King of Morocco, reflect the outrage and
revulsion felt throughout the Islamic countries at the desecration of the Holy
Husliz Shrines in Jerusalam. We have heard also the statement of the Fermanent
Representative of Israel, who argued that the information submitted to the Council
was inacourate. I must say that we £ind his statewment far from belng convincing
and credible, in particylar in the light of the deplorable Israell practices in
occupled territories and violations of the variocus Security Council rcsoiutiona
dealing with the status of Jerusalem. We believe, therefore, that the Security
Council should seriously exsmine a matter which is of interest to all the Muslims
of the world. In fact, the pressrvation of the historical character of Jerusalem,
where the Holy Shrines of three religions are situated, is of concern to the whole
world. The Security Council has adopted several resolutions on this subject with
vhich the positicn of the Government of Israel is totally irreconcilable. In view
of the fact that this positicn hus been reiterated only yesterday, we consider
that, in any case, the principles enunciated by the Security Council in its
resolutions on Jerusalen should be reconfirmed and Israel invited to comply
strictly with them.

Not only as an Islamic country but also because of its historical connection
with Jerusalem, Turkey is extremely sensitive to any developsent that affects
negatively the character of tuis Holy City. The Ottoman Empire throughout

centurius scrupulously safeguarded the historical character of Jerusalem and
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presarved it as a site of religious veneration for all three monotheistic
religions. This concept underlines General Assembly resolution 181 (II) of

29 November 1947, as well as the relevant resolutions the S8ecurity Council has
adoptea after the occupation by Iarael of the whole of Jerusalem.

Let me emphasize that Turkey attachies particular importance to the maintenance
and strict observance of the specisl status and unique character of Jerusalem, as
stated and reiterated unequivocaily in previous casolutions of the Council, as wall
as in resolutions of the General Assembly. In this connection we should like once
again to place on record our deep preocccupation over Israel's continued disrejard
of the Council's relevant rasolutions and {ts unjustifiable and illegal attempte to
assert its sovereignty over Jerusalem and alter the unigue fidentity of the city.

Turkey s(:rongly deplores the incidents that have rightfully compelled Morocco
- and the United Arab Emirates, as Current Chairmen of the Organization of the
Islamic Conference and of the Arab Group, respectively, to call for the convening
of the Council. We should like to express our conviction that, under the
circumstances, the Security Council will not hesitate to take s stand that will
meat the anguish provoked by recen. incidents.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Chinese): I thank the representative
of Turkey for the kind words he addressed to me.

‘The next speaker is the representative of Eangladesh, I invite him to take a
place at the Council table and to make his statement.

Mr. CHOWDHURY (Bangladesh): Allow me at the outset, 8ir, to extend my
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bisms bo wes on wour mesuention of the presidancy of the

Security Council for thae month of Junuary. Our two countries are bound by close

bonds of friendship and co-operation. We are confident thet, under your able and
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proven lesdershiip, the Council) will achleve concrete and poeitive results during
the current month.

We should alsc like to convey our desp appreciation to Ambassador Baasole of
Burkina Faso for the comaendable manner in which he guided the work of the Council
during the preceding month.

Since this is the first time my delegation has taken part in the Council's
debates in the current year, we should like to take this opportunity to felicitate
the newly elected non-permanent members ~ Bulgaria, the Congo, Ghana, the United
Arab Eairates and Venezuela - which have joined the Council this year. Similarly,
we wish to record our deep appreciation to the outgoing members -~ Burkina rud,
Egypt, India, Peru and the Ukrainian Soviet Soclalist Republic - for their valuable
contributions in the deliberations of the Council during their tenure.

The current Security Council debate ls taking place at the joint initiative of
Morccco and the United Arab Emirates - Chairmen of the Organization of the Islamic
Conference and the Arab Group respactively - to consider the recent grave and
dezpicable incidents of desecration of the Boly Al-Agsa Nosque in Al-Quds
Al-Sharif. Membsrs of tha Council are all aware that this was not the first time
that the Zionists have tried to violste the sanctity of the Holy Places of Islam in
Jerusalem and in other occupied Arab and Palestinian tercitories. Ever since the
wanton act of arson of the Holy Al ‘Aqsa Mceque in 1969, tha Israeli authorities
have been making consistent attempts to Judaize the Holy Places of Islam by
perpetrating premeditated acte of aggreszsion with a view to changing their Izlamic

character. The recent evenis have once again resvealed that evil Zionist design.
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On 8 January, when Palestinian and Arab worshippers were offering their
mid-day prayers, scue members of the Israeli Knesset, a:companied by a group of
people who belong to a wovement calling for the destruction of the Dome of the Rock
and for the rebuilding of the "Tewple™, walked into the holy Al-Aqsa Moaque and
disturbed the worshippers. When those extremists were driven out of the Mosque,
the Iszaeli police, in total disragard of the sanctity of the Holy Place, entered
the prenisscs of the Mosqus and used violent means to dieperse the pecple who had
gathered inside. The next day, Israeli Minister Ariel Sharon entered
Al-Haram Al-Sharif, and his followers attempted to hoist the Isczeli flag in the
Sanctuary. Finally, on 14 January the sanctity of the Al-Agsa Mosque was violated
again when members of the Israeli Knesset, accompanisd by & police force, forcibly
éntered the wosque. Those wanton acts of desecration aind profanation of
Al-Haram Al-Sharif, committed by Jewish extremists with the help of the Israeli
authorities, were clearly aimed at Judaizing the Holy Places of Islam in Jerusalem,

Eangladesh, along with the sntire Islamic world, recieved this news wich deep
shock and indignation. The holy Al-Aqsa Mosgue is the third most holy place of
Islam. It vas the first kiblah to which Woslems curnad for prayers in the early
days of Islam. That sacred place, which marks the ascension of the Holy Prophet ~
peace be upon him - is one of the most profoundly revered places for Moslems. The
violation of fts san tity quite expectedly resulted in outrage and revulsion among
Moslems throughout the world.

The recently concluded Fez conference of Islamic Foreign Ministers expressed
grave concern at these Geveiopmenis and girecied ithe Sscratary-—Ssncrsl of the
Organization of the Islamic Conference to bring to the notice of the
Secretary-General of the United Natjong the greve and dsngerous implicatione of any

recurrence of guch incidents. Needless Lo say, auch acte by Israell extremisis
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have the sericus potential of sparking conflict and violence in a region already
characterized by extreme vulnerability.

It is our earnest hope that the Security Council, which has been antrusted
with the primary responsibility for the maintenance of international peace and
security, will be able to address itself effectively and objectively to the
sensitivities of the world Islamic community by ensuring a complete and total halt
to all such acts of sacrilege against the .ioly Places of Islam {n Jerusalem and
other occupied territories.

The rocent incidents in the Holy City ot Jerusalem are not isolated events of
desecration of sscred sanctuariesx, but constitute another link in the long chain of
the Israeli policy of aggression and of the annexation and Judaization of Arab and
Palestinian territories. The Security Council has long recognized the t;ct that
any act of dastruction ot profanation of the religious places in Jerusalem would
seriously threaten international peace and security. The Council thus has a
special responsibility to preserve and protect the historic character of the Holy
City of Jerusalem and to prevent any attempt to alter its status,

Since tha Israeli cccupation of Jerusalem in 1567, the Security Council,
through numerous resolutions - particularly resolutions 252 (1968}, 267 (1969),
271 (1969}, 298 (1971), 465 (1980}, 476 (1980) and 476 (1980) - has repestedly
affirmed that all administrative sctions and legislation undertaken by Israel with
8 view to altering the status of the Holy City are illagal and null and void. On
many occasions, Israel has been called upon by the Council to desist from such

acts. Similarly. tha Council, through ite veasineisns 4€8 10061
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3£ {1990} and
478 (1980), has asked Isgrae) for the annulment of the so-called basic law, which
wap simed at altering the gtatue and charscter of Jerusales.

The unique chavacter of Jeruysalem, which represents a great conflusnce of

thivee majoy rellgioug traditione - JYudaiam, Choistianity snd Istam ~ wmust be
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preserved fully so that peoples of all three faiths can visit their Holy Places
without any let or hindrance. Israeli attempts to annex the Holy City of Jerusalem
through so-called basic lays have been declared null and void by the United
Nations, including this Council, and by the entire international community. The
Holy City is thus beyond the sovereignty of Israel. A8 an occupying Power, Israel
is bound by the nocms of international law, the provisions of the Fourth Gereva
Convention and the relevant cesolutions of th; General Assembly and the Security
Council. The recent acts of sacrilege against Al-Agsa by the Isrseli authorities
are clearly designed to provoke a coanfrontation aiwed at perpetuating and
escalating the policy of aggrandizement and of terror against the Palestinian
people.

In conclusion, my delegation would like to emphasize that the Security
Council, in particular its permanent wemhers, has the clear responsibility to
protect the unigue character of Jerusalewm. The recent acts of desecration and
profoustion of the holy Islamic sanctuary of Al-Haram Al-Sharif =must be deplored in
clear and catagorical terms., The occupying Pouer, at the same time, should be told
that any recurrence of such incidenta would sericusly endanger international peace
and secucity. The entice Islamic world hopes, and believes, that the Council, in
congide:ation of the importance and gravity of the situation, will demonstrate
greater wisdom and political will by adopting effective and concrete measures
commensurate with the responsibilities vested in it by the Chartetr.

The PRESIDENT {interpretation from Chinese): I thank the representative
-of Bangladesh for the kind wdrds he addressed to me,

_Thece are no further aspeakers for this meeting, The next meeting of the

Security Council to continue its consideration of the item on its agends will take

place on Monday, 27 January, at 10.30 a.m.

The meeting rose at 12,30 p.m.




