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The meeting was called to order at 3.05 p.m. Commissioner for Human Rights for the purpose of
bringing to their attention certain specific
recommendations made in the concluding paragraphs of

Agenda item 89: Report of the Special Gmmittee to  jts 1998 report to the General Assembly (A/53/661) and

Investigate Israeli Practices Affecting the Human restated in paragraph 264 of its 1999 report (A/54/325).

Rights of the Palestinian People and Other Arabs of  The Special Committee had also been in communication

the Occupied Territories (A/54/73 and Add.1, 181-  jth the International Labour Organization and the World

185 and 325) Health Organization with reference to matters relating to

1. Mr. De Saram (Sri Lanka), speaking as Chairmarthe occupied territories.

ofthe Special Committee, introducedthe thirty-firstannugl  with regard to the occupied territories of Gaza, the
report of the Special Committee to the Genéisslembly \vest Bank and East Jerusalem (report, paras. 35-215), the
(A/54/325), noting that it had been preceded by tWgpecial Committee had ascertained that the Israeli
periodic reports (A/54/73 and Add.1) but that he woulgythorities had set up an extensive system of laws,
refer principally to the annual report. regulations and administrative procedures that were

2. As in previous years, the Special Committee hZppressive and discriminatory against Palestinians.
received the Coopation of the Governments of Egypt,Chapter v OfthereportdealtWith thefOIIOWing questions
Jordan and the Syrian Arab Republic and of Palestinidfat the Special Gomittee considered particularly
representatives. In Egypt and Jordan, its representatiy@¥ortant: (i) the construction of new settlements and the
had received the oral témony of persons residing in the €xpansion of existing ones and the building of bypass
occupied territories as well as written material. In thEoads, the fragmentation of the land, the environmental
Syrian Arab Republic, they had received thé¢itesny of ~Problems resulting from the establishment of settlements,
persons who did not reside in the occupied territories b@fd the tension and violence aroused by the presence of
had remained in contact with inhabitants of the Occupiéjmed Settlers; (ll) the utilization Ofwater, with the settlers
Syrian Arab Golan. It was unfortunate that the Israefilearlyinaprivileged position; (iii) the restrictions on the
authorities had denied Special Committee membmmsss construction or expansion of Palestinian housing and the
to the occupied territories. It was important for théemolition ofhouses constructed or expanded without the
Committee to go there in order to be directly informe&equired authorization, which was very difficult to obtain;
about the human rights situation and to ascertain direcfly) the restrictions that applied to East Jerusalem,

the views of the Israeli authorities on matters within it§Specially with regard to residence, and the alteration of
purview. the city limits, with the establishment of Jewisttleenents

3 p Ki tat tstothe Special C .twithin or in close proximity to East Jerusalem; (v) the
h. d bersonsm? lngds aerpenths othe .f.peua o;nt[r;: tem of administrative detention, the conditions of

a een cautioned as to the signiticance o etention andthe arbitrary extensions of detention, and the
statements, and the statements had been made under

o , . hods of interrogation, which were contrary to the
Anumber of_IsraeI| nat|9nals cor_lcerr?ed with .human.”gh6onvention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or
inthe occupiedterritories had given |mpresswetest|mon'§5.egrading Treatment or Punishment, as attested to by a
The Special Committee had alseceived excerpts of ’

T . . number of persons, including Israeli nationals; (vi) the
reports appearing in the Israeli press and in the Arab pr §ruptions caused to employment, trade, education and
publishedin the occupied territories. The material provid alth care by restrictions on mO\,/ement,; and (vii) the
to the Special Commlttee by the quernmentg of E.gypéffect of such a long period of occupation on families and
Jordan and the Syrian Arab Republic was outlined in t Qildren.
report, and the annex listed other documents of relevance
that had not been reproduced but were available f8r Chapter V concerned the situation of human rights
consultation. The report was but a fraction ofthe vast bo#y the Syrian Arab Golan occupied by Israel in 1967 and
of information provided under oath that beengived by “annexed” in 1981. The purported annexation had been
the Special Committee, all of which could be consulted i#eclared null and void by the General Assembly and the

the records maintained by United Nations verbatifgecurity Council. The Special Committee had been
reporters. informed that the occupation ofthe Syrian Arab Golan was

4 The Special C ittee had icated with t in itself one of the most serious forms of human rights
’ € opecial Lommittee had communicated With thge|ations. The identity and culture of the Syrians under
Secretary-General and the United Nations Hig

ccupation were being seriously and intentionally
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modified, the school curricula were being altered in bsraelto prohibit certain methods ofinterrogation, the steps
manner that misrepresented Syrian culture and history aretently taken to fakitate freedom of movement
marginalized the Arab heritage and language ofthe Golaomewhat, and the concern of certain Israelisatthe human
Syrians. Stepswere also being taken todeliberately chanmgghts situation in the occupied territories. Theywereto be
the demography of the occupied Golan, in particular byelcomed, even if the circumstances in the occupied
increasing the number of settlers and expanding existitayritories remained on the whole discouraging.

settlements. 11. Ms. Nasser(Palestine) expressed regret that once

7. Water continued to be a serious problem in thagain the report relevant to agenda item 89, which was
occupied Golan. The Israeli authorities exercised a striextremely important for her delegation and for the

control over water resources and gave privileges to tirgernational community, had been delayed. At the dawn
settlements with respect to water utilization, to thef the twenty-first century, the landscape of the Middle

detriment of the Syrians, who were primarily farmersEast continued to be defined by the Israeli occupation of
There were few employment opportunitiesin the occupid®hlestinian territory, including Jerusalem, and by the
Golan, prices for agricultural produce were low and taxaeplorable situation of the Palestinian people. The Special
were heavy. The health care was inadequate and femmittee’s mandate continued therefore to be relevant
population was syected to arbitrary arrest and detentionuntil the Israeli occupation was brought to an end.

Relations between the settlers, who were armed, and QE Although there had been progress recently in the
Synan_populatlon of the occupied Golan were ten_se any logue between Palestinians and lIsraelis within the
often V|olent,_ partl_cularlywhere settler_nents were S'tuatefpameworkofthe peace process, in particular the signature
close to Syrian villages. The Iandmlngs that had be'?)'H4September1999 ofthe Sharm el-Sheikh Memorandum
placed over a large part of the occupied Golan WET€@th the new Israeli Government, Israel continued to

serious threat to the population and it was peheved _th\%late international law and international humanitarian
they had not been removed by the lIsraeli authorltl?gw

b h d h , £ ,including the Fourth Geneva Convention, as well as
ecause they served to prevent the expansion of SYri@R e|evant resolutions of the Security Council and the

yil!ages. Frgedom 'ofmovemen't was restricted a_ndlfes General Assembly. Those Vaions had continued during
living on either side ,Of, the line of dgmqrcathn Welfhe period in question, causing countless hardships for the
separated and had difficulty communicating with ea alestinian people, aggravatingtheir living conditions and
other. in many cases impeding genuine economic development.
8. The overriding impression of the three members dthe frequent use of collective punishments, including the
the Special Committee had been an altogether troublidgmolition of homes, the imposition of closures and
one, which was summed up in paragraphs 253t0 257 of ttierfews and other restrictions on the freedom of movement
report. The Special Committee considered itimportantthat persons and goods constituted a violation of the
the General Assembly and other relevant bodies shodicthdamental rights of the Palestinian people.
continue to pay close attention to the occupied territoridgiministrative detentions and the harassment, physical
and take active steps to improve the difficult situatiomaltreatment and torture of Palestinian prisoners also
prevailing there. The Special Committee considered persisted.

important to reaffirm once again, in paragraph 264 of ity g\yever, among the violations that Israel continued
report, the recommendations it had made in thg  ommitduringthe period in question, the case of llegal
conclusions to its 1998 report. colonial settlements stood out. Such illegal practices
9. The Special Committee was of the view thanvolved many violations of international law and

conditions in the occupied territories were in a number afternational humanitarian law, such as the confiscation
respects not in keeping with contemporary human righ¢$land and propertyfor the building of colonies and bypass
requirements or with the provisions of the Fourth Genevaads, the exploitation and theft of natural resources and
Convention relative to the Protection of Civilian Personthe transfer of more Israeli settlers into the occupied
in Time of War, which General Assembly resolutions haBalestinian territory. The acts of violence perpetrated by
declared applicable to the occupied territories. extremist settlers were a direct result of those illegal
%‘,tivities. Israeli practices with regard to the illegal

settlements were clearly part of an ongoing attempt to
(r‘gfemge the status of the occupied territory or parts ofitand
tochange the demographic composition of the territory by

10. Afewencouraging developments should be noted
conclusion, in particular the recent resumptionafajue
in the peace process, the decision of the Supreme Cour
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creating a de facto situation. That strategy was an integdifficult one, the manyaccomplishments of the negotiating
part of the Israeli campaign to Judaize occupied Egsartners could not be ignored, the most recent being the
Jerusalem by making changes to its legal status, characigming of the Sharm el-Sheikh Memorandum. The Fourth
and demographic composition. Settlement activities weEmmittee should assistin building confidence rather than
notonlyillegal butwere alsoin violation of the agreementgsseningit. He strongly urged Member Statesto delete the
reached between the two parties and, if they continuestandard call for the Special Committee to continue its
would result in the destruction of the peace process. workandreportthefollowing year. The Special Committee
14. Those Israeli practices were a flagrant violation asan anachronism whose existencewa_s?nconsistentwith
ghe joint efforts of Israel and the Palestinians to resolve

the Geneva Convention relative to the Protection i diff G hich d
Civilian Persons in Time of War, which was applicabletgﬂ'e'r Iffierences. Governments which supported peace
ust seek to create an enabling environment for

all of the occupied Palestinian territory, includin A .
Jerusalem. The applicability of the Fourth Gene aeconcmatlon|nordertohelpattamthegoalshared byall:

Convention had been confirmed repeatedly by numero@dust lasting and comprehensive peace in the region.
resolutions of the Security Council, the General Assembly. He reaffirmed that the Fourth Geneva Convention
and other bodies ofthe United Nations. She recalled in thegtplied to the territories occupied by Israel since 1967, but
regard the recent convening of a conference of Higipposed specific reference to Jerusalem in the resolutions
Contracting Parties to the Fourth Geneva Convention ito question because, just as the conference of 15 July
discuss measurestoenforce the Convention in the occupstended by some High Contracting Parties had served only
Palestinian territory, including Jerusalem, and to ensutedivert attention from the peace process, such references
itsimplementation. Ithad been thefirsttimein the historsought to prejdge arrangements which could be

of the Convention that a conference had been held determined only by direct negotiations between the parties.

consider a spgcific situation. The confer.ence representféi_ Ms. Silfverberg (Finland), speaking on behalfofthe
an extremely important step not only with regard to th@ ;. nean Union, the Central and Eastern European
situation in the occupied E’alestlman terrltqry, 'nCIU_d'ngountries associated with the European Union, Bulgaria,
Jerusalem, but also with regard to mternatlon%e Czech Republic, Estonia, Hungary, Latvia, Lithuania,

humanitarian law and efforts to ensure respect for iBland Romania. Slovakia and Slovenia. and the

instruments. It_vvasimpgratiygthattheIsraeliGovernmeggsociated countries of Cyprus and Malta, welcomed the
accept t_hede jure appllcablhty o_f the F.ogrth Genevasigning of the Sharm el-Sheikh Memorandum on 4
Convention and fully implement its provisions. September 1999, which had given renewed impetus to the
15. She hoped that progress would continue and that tiéddle East peace process. It had been a decisive event
current situation would soon change. The peace procedsich had re-established confidence and had been an
would, however, be stalled so long as Israel continueditoportant move towards the goal shared by all: a just,
violate the rules of international law and internationdasting and comprehensive peace in the region. The
humanitarian law as well as the relevant resolutions of teeiropean Union hoped that the implementation of the
United Nations. Respect for the provisions of thosemorandum would contribute to improving the serious
instruments was a prerequisite to progress in the pea&m®nomic situation in the Palestinian territories and to
process and to true improvement in the living conditioredleviating the feelings of despair and frustration among
of the Palestinian people and the human rights situatidhe Palestinian people. It encouraged the Israeli
In conclusion, she expressed her deep regret that the Isr&divernmentto meetits responsibilities fully by promoting
authorities continued to refuse to cooperate with tHavourable conditions for economic development which
Special Committee, which remained an importaodyfor would contribute to areductionin the tension and violence
the accomplishment of the mission of the United Nation#) the region and to the promotion of political stabilityand
with a permanent responsibility for ensuring a resolutiopeace.

of the situation in Palestine until suchme as a 19 Thenewlyrebuilttrustbetween the parties was a very
comprehensive settlement could be reached. important step towards reaching that goal and the parties
16. Mr. Keene (United States of America) said that hignustrefrain from any unilateral acts which might become
Government believed that the terms employed in tlesource of newtension or prejudge the outcome ofthefinal
resolutions under agenda item 89 contained outdatstétus of negotiations. The European Union condemnedin
language that failed to support the peace process. Whihe strongest terms all the acts of terrorism which had
recognizing that the road towards peace was a long afelowed the signing ofthe Sharm el-Sheikh Memorandum
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and called on the parties to dengsess to those who werethat the Fourth Geneva Convention was applicable to the
seeking to frustrate the peace process by paiiwe occupied Palestinian territories and requesting Israel
actions. scrupulouslyto fulfil its obligations in accordance with the

20. The European Union had noted the positivgonvent'on'

developments but still viewed with concern some policié®s. His delegation believed that the Israeli settlement
applied by the Israeli Government in the West Bank amblicy, especially in occupied East Jerusalem, constituted
Gaza Strip. It was however convinced that the questioaghreat to peace in the region and nullified the prospects
addressed by the Special Committee would be better deafltestoring peace, inasmuch asitrendered the negotiating
with in a different context more favourable to the spirit oprocess meaningless. It was also alarming to observe that
compromise and mutualunderstanding. The breakthroulginael was continuing to encourage settlers toreside in the
agreement achieved in Sharm el-Sheikh had already lectupied Golan, in total contradiction to the Israeli
tothe resumption ofthe permanent status negotiations &advernment’s statements about its intention to resume
envisaged the speedy implementation of outstandimggotiations with Syria. The Israeli Government should
commitments under the Interim Agreement. The Europealarify its position in that regard. Certainly the formation
Union was ready to be fully associated, through afanewlsraeliGovernmentin 1999 had broughtnewhope
significant political and economic contribution, with thdor the resumption ofthe peace process, especially after the
implementation of the Sharm el-Sheikh Memorandum $igning of the Wye River Memorandum implementation
the parties so desired, and to contribute to the discussi@ggeement at Sharm el-Sheikh on 4 September 1999. His
at the final status negotiations. delegation hoped that Israel would honour its obligations

21. Mr. Aboul Gheit (Egypt) expressed dissatisfactiorf-n accordance with the agreements that had been reached.

at the late distribution of the Special Committee’s repor26. Mr. Agam (Malaysia) said thatitwas regtable that
He hoped that in the future documents would be issutlte Special Committee had been unable to visit the
within the time limits set by the Genersdsembly. occupied territories to assess the human rights situation at

22. His delegation had thoroughly studied the Specingthand and to ascertain the views of the Government of
Committee’s report for 1999, which unfortunately agaillisrael on the subject. The_ S peeic Comm|ttee_ had
showed that the occupying Power was using all ifthdeavoured to produce a valid report on the basis of other

capabilitiestoalterthesituationonthegroundandimpoggenc'es, reports and detailed testimony, including

ade facto situation on the territories which it had occupiéasumony from Israelis working in the field of human

by force in 1967, in defiance of General Assembly angghts, on such matters as the demolition of houses and the

Security Council resolutions and the rules of internation ptention of Arabs in Israeli prisons.
law, and heedless of its obligations as an occupying Pow&f. Thereportshowedthatthe human rights situation in
under the Fourth Geneva Convention of 1949. the occupied territories had remained very much the same

23. The main threattothe peace process consisted in ﬁ%n previousyears: the Israeli authorities were continuing
tQ pursue their repressive practices, with a heavy

occupying Power’s settlement activities in the occupie8 hological i { the Arabs livi der | i
territories. His delegation was greatly concerned at gipgycenological impact on the Arabs fiving under ISraell

expansion of settlements and the increase in the numb&?QUpaltlon' Thhe s:tuanlon wa;skgspema}lly serious in East
of Israeli settlers in the West Bank and the Gaza Strip, rusalem, where israel was taking various measuresinan

well as in occupied East Jerusalem. One of the occupyiﬁ ort to reduce the number of Arab residents, pursuing a

Power’s objectives was to disrupt the geographic unity licy of Judaization, as was evident from the increase in
the West Bank and to cut it in two by establishin% e number of Israeli inhabitants as a resulirdér alia,

- he construction of the new settlement of Har Homa on
settlements extending from Jerusalem to the Dead Seq. . ) L
g ebel Abu Ghneim and new Israeli housing in Ras Al Mud.

24. Thereportdescribed other mostdisturbing practic§§ His delegation agreed with the viewthat there would

o longer be any need for the Special Committee to
|Q]vestigate Israeli practices once the interim agreement
tggtween Palestine and Israel had beenimplemented. In the
gst, unfortunately, Israel’s implementation of duly
ancluded agreements hadbeenlessthan exemplary. Inthe
ﬁ‘geantime, it was imperative that the people living under

relating to the exploitation of water resources, housin
building permits, the demolition of Palestinian home
administrative detention, checkpoints, and the closure
the territories, all measures which were not conducive
the establishment of peace. The Conference of the Hieg
Contracting Parties tothe Fourth Geneva Convention, h

on 15 July 1999, had issued a final statement confirmi
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Israeli occupation should be able to make their voiceshe&dd. Mr. Al-Hadidi (Jordan) thanked the Special
through the channel of the Special Committee. If th€éommittee for the efforts it had devoted to the preparation
international community was not to disregard thef its report on the practices under review, which,
principles upon which the United Nations had beeastonishingly, were continuing even as the States and
founded, it must continue to monitor the human rightgeoples of the region were doing their utmost to achieve
situation in the occupied territories for as long apeace. The practices in question were regrettable, as they
necessary. resulted in the deterioration of the social, economic and
umanitarian situation in the occupied Palestinian

29. His delegation welcomed the Sharm el-Sheikh N . A
rfitories and thus did no service to the cause of peace.

agreement between Palestine and Israel, and hoped thi§
would lead to a final settlement of the Palestinian-Israe3b. Israel’s ongoing policy of establishing settlementsin
issue, and ultimately the entire Arab-Israeli question. the West Bank, including Jerusalem, and the other
rg;lcupied Arab territories violated the resolutions adopted

el-Sheikh agreement between the Israeli and Palestin the international community, which had declared those

authorities and aecent agreement that would enablgettlements illegal, obstructed a peaceful settlement, and

Palestinians to travel back and forth between the Ga%%' ¢ incompatible with the principles upon which the

Stripand the West Bank. Those were practical actions tH}taCce Process was based.

would improve the difficult living conditions of the 36. Year after year, his country had called for peace in
Palestinians of the occupied territories. However, muche region, which had suffered from war and destruction.
remained to be done, as the Special Committee’s repamthat spirit, Jordanian representatives had gone to Madrid
noted. Israel continued to apply illegal measures and wath their Syrian, Palestinian and Lebanese brothers with
build or expand settlements, in East Jerusalem &view tojump-starting the peace process, and inthe same
particular, despite the condemnation by the internationgpirit the peace agreement between Jordan and Israel had
community. Further human rights violations werdeen signed in 1994. That agreement had been an
occurring even as a process of peace and future coexisteimegortant step on the road to a comprehensive, just and
appeared to be under way. lasting settlement and an example of cooperation in the

31. Greater efforts were required in order to give freg\ﬁliddle East, where social development had been obstructed

impetus to the peace process and ensure that the rele\/tgl prises znddv_v;rs. Palhata/e meas]:u:]es angl temporlrzljry
Security Council and General Assembly resolutions wepg'utions that did not go to the root of the problem wou

implemented. The Geneva Convention of 12 August 1948! bring a_bout a settlemgnt; that could t_)e achieveq only
relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time ol?yaddressmgtheunderlylng causes andimplementing the
War was applicable to all the territories that had be ace agreementsthathadbeenreached. The establishment

occupied since 1967, as appeared from the resolution ppeace was Coﬂd't'oﬂ?"h‘jpon ahjusr: SOIUt;O?] to thbe
that effect adopted by the tenth emergency special sessPoEHeStm'an question, which lay at the heart of the Arab-

of the General Assembly and the recent recommgans Israeli problem, although naturally it was essential to
of the Geneva conference of July 1999 conclude peace with Syria and Lebanon as well. The Wye

River Memorandum was important for the reinvigoration
32. Inorder to restore peace and security to the regiost.the peace process and the restoration of confidence and
the concerned parties should rely on reason and dialogggeperation between the Palestinian and Israeli authorities,
recognizingthe legitimate rights ofthe Palestinian peoplgs well as for a renewal of confidence in the peace process
the dignity of the Arab population of the occupiethn the part of the peoples of the region. The signing of the
territories and the inalienable r|ght5 of the Palestiniagharm el-Sheikh agreement offered grounds for hope that
people to self-determation and the establishment oftheithe final status negotiations would lead to the hoped-for
own State. just settlement. Unfortunately, Israel was still engaging in
33. The Specia| Committee retained its mandate aﬁ:a |||ega| praCtiCES, ViOlating the r|ghtS of the Palestinian
should pursue its important work of protecting an@eople and disregarding the terms of the Fourth Geneva
safeguarding the human rights of the people of tHeonvention relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons
occupied territories, until such time as a just and lastii§ Time of War, and consequently the peoples and

peace encompassing all the countries of the regiotthorities ofthe region had come to doubt that peace was
including Israel, had been achieved. attainable. His delegation hoped that the new Government

of Israel, which had been given a clear mandate to reach

30. Mr.Ka (Senegal) welcomedthe signing ofthe Shar
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a just and comprehensive peace, would fulfil the
commitments it had assumed under existing agreements
andwould putan endtoits practices and the consequences
to which they led. Before peace could be attained, the
Palestinian issue would have to be settled, and it was
essential to find a just, comprehensive solution that would
end the occupation in all its forms. Only then would the
Palestinian people be able to exercise its right to self-
determination in its own land and inaugurate a just,
comprehensive and lasting peace based on the peaceful
principles that had been agreed upon, for the benefit of
future generations.

37. Mr. Al-Hosani (United Arab Emirates) noted that
therecentturn of eventsin the context of the peace process
had produced tangible results in the form of the Sharm el-
Sheikh agreement. Despite thatwelcome development, the
Israeli Government was continuing its policy of
establishing Jewish settlements and comfisg
Palestinian land, especially in East Jerusalem, in the area
around Jerusalem, and in the Syrian Golan, and was still
engaging in practices that adversely affected the human
rights of the Palestinian people, with the result that in
Jerusalem, the demographic, legal, cultural and historic
situation was being altered. Those Israeli practices
constituted flagrant violations of the relevant resolutions
of the General Assembly and the Security Council, and
contravened the provisions of agreements that had been
signhed between Palestinians and Israelis, as well as those
ofthe Fourth Geneva Convention relative tothe Protection
of Civilian Personsin Time of War, as had been reaffirmed
at the Conference of the High Contracting Parties held in
Geneva on 15 July 1999. It was most regrettable that the
Special Committee was unable to visit the occupied
territories to observe at first hand the actual human rights
situation of the Palestinian and Syrian inhabitants.

38. His delegation, deeply committed as it was to the
attainment ofacomprehensive, just and lastititpseent,
reaffirmed thatterritory could not legitimately be acquired
by force. The international community in general, and the
sponsors ofthe peace process in particular, should redouble
their efforts to induce the Government of Israel to fulfil its
international commitments, which were based on the
principle of land for peace, with a view to the inauguration
of peace in all its aspects. Only thus would stability,
security, and sustainable economic andadaevelopment

be attainable in the region.

The meeting rose at 4.45 p.m.



