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The meeting was called to order at 3.20 p.m. negotiations began over permanent status issues, including
refugee questions.
Agenda item 88: United Nations Relief and Works 3. His delegation shared the concern of other

Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near East delegations about the deepening financial crisis of
(continued (A/54/13 and Add.1, A/54/338, A/54/345, UNRWA. It agreed that continuing austerity measures
AIS4I376, AISAI3TT, AIS4/385, AIS4/4TT, could be detrimental to the activities of UNRWA, and was

A/C.4/54/L.13 t0 L.19) aware that further cuts were liable to be misinterpreted by

1. Mr Tekaya (Tunisia) thanked the Commissionerthe refugees, or exploited by certain Arab elements which
General of UNRWA for his report and commended theere not in sympathy with the peace process.

tireless efforts made by all Agency personnel to alleviale  nHig delegation commended the Commissioner-
the suffering of the Palestinerefugees. He alsothanked {88neral for his tenacity in carrying out internal
host countries for the care they provided and the financiglstrycturing and reforms with a view to achieving greater
burden they bore. The tragedy of the Palestine refug&gficiency and improved operational performance. It also
who had been dispossessed of their homes and expeljgqcomed the modernized budgetary process and the new
from theirhomeland had been continuing for decades, affimat for presenting the budget estimates for the next
there was still nosolution tothe question of Palestine. Ayannjum. Israel found it regrettable, however, that funding
such solution must take into account the legitimate righ{s; ine Peace Implementation Programme was declining
of the Palestinian people, including the right of theyhiqiy: it attached particular importance to that
Palestine refugees to return and to be paid compensatipfygramme, whose vital time was yetto come. It hoped that

in accordance with the provisions of General AssembjynRwWA would achieve full funding for the 2000-2001
resolution 194 (lll). The international community had Budget.

particular responsibility towards the Palestine refugees. ) )
UNRWA had played a major role in alleviating the2-  His delegat.|or.1 would have welcomed a new_formgt
sufferings of the Palestine refugees by providing all kind@" theé Commissioner-General's report making it
of services. It must continue to provide the same volunfPSolutely clear that all Palestine refugee camps in the
and quality of service until such time as a final and jud/eést Bank and Gaza Strip were in areas under full
solution to the problem of the Palestine refugees had baaalestinian control or Palestlman civilian contrql. There
reached. The financial difficulties facing the agency hatfas onlyone camp leftin an area under full Israeli control.
a negative impact on the services it could provide, and tA§ & result, Israel’s relationship with UNRWA had been
refugee community was apprehensive about the Agenc@éatly simplified and would become even simpler if the
future and the international community’s continue§urrenttrend in the peace process continued.

concern for their plight. He urged the internationaé.  One result of such a format would be greater balance
community to continue to provide and, where possible, tathereportand a corresponding reduction in the verbiage
increase support for the Agency budget, thereby enabliagout Israel. Such problems as remained on the Israeli side,
it to continue to supply theecessary services. Tunisia,generally in connection with the movement of UNRWA
fully conscious of the important role played by UNRWAstaff and goods, were the product stiagenerisituation

had always supported the Agency and would renew ib% the ground, and in practical terms were not significant.
contributions to its budget. As the Palestinian and Isragthe “safe passage” route between the West Bank and the
parties began final status neigions, it was essential that Gaza Strip would ease certain matters. Israel had also
the question of the refugees should receive thecreased the number of permits for authorized UNRWA
consideration it deserved: the solution of that problem wasivers. Moreover, as of March 2000, there would be
one of the prerequisites for a comprehensive, just agHanges in the routing of goods into the Gaza Strip.
lasting peace in the Middle East which would permit al}

. . It was very easy to disparage Israel’s sovereign right
parties to devote their resources to development. yeasy parag gnrig

to be cautious, for security reasons, about who and what
2. Mr.Lamdan (Israel) said that Israel’s policy was topassed through its territory. However, Israel had been
be supportive of UNRWA, and to be as helpful aexposed to incessant terror over the past three decades.

conditions permitted, even though_ it was not a .h.0§[. No UNRWA staff from Gaza had been detained by
country. It regarded UNRWA as a major force for stablllt)(?]raeI during the reporting period, and the two staff

among asignificant segment of Palespnlan society, Wh.' embers who had previously been arrested had long since
was understandably nervous about its future as serious
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been released. Meanwhile, 40 staff members had beesolution A/C.4/54/L.14. That was because the draft
detained by the Palestinian Authority, and 10 remainediiasolutions were loaded with political elements, in an
detention at the close of the reporting period. In the Westtempt to pre-empt positions andlaterally prejudge the
Bank, the number of UNRWA staff members detainedutcome of the peace negotiations. A lasting,
briefly by Israel had decreased from 14 to 10, whereasmprehensive peace would emerge onlyfrom agreements
those arrested by the Palestinian Authority had increaseghched directly between the parties, and not from any
slightly. All of them had been released by the end of theesolutions adopted by the Committee. For the same
reporting period. The need for a new format also applieggasons, Israel would oppose all the draft resolutions on
to the presentation of statistics, for example in table item 89.

entitled “Staff members arrested or detained”. 14. Ms. Naidoo (South Africa) commended the

9. An exhibit mounted by the United Nations Staffommissioner-General of UNRWA and his staff for their
Union in the conference building included a text signed fforts to provide essential services to Palestine refugees
the President of the Staff Union claiming that the largediuring the long occupation by Israel. Byworking torestore
number of detained UNRWA colleagues were detained trose refugees’ fundamental human rights and dignity,
imprisoned by the Israeli authorities, andgently UNRWA was a force for stability and contributed to the
appealing to Israel for their release. Since Israel was rmirsuit of peace. It was incumbent on the international
holding any UNRWA staff members, it requested that the@mmunity to ensure respect for human dignity as
panel bearing the text be removed by the Staff Uniagnshrinedinthe United Nations Charter and the Universal
forthwith. Declaration of Human Rights at all times. The peace
pcess in the Middle East was the only means of ensuring
the Palestine refugee problem had been created by Isr @pting peace, security and St_ab'“ty in the region and the
{eallzatlon oftheinalienableright of the Palestinian people

“aggression” in 1948 and subsequent “occupationist If-determinai dind d tial f
policies. In reality, the Palestinian refugee problem was g S¢'aetermination and independence was essential for
ustained and comprehensive peace. In that context, she

direct consequence of Arab rejection of General Assem L .
resolution 181 (1) and of the concerted invasion of Isra elcomed the signing .Of thg Sharm - el-Sheikh
by six Arab armies on the day Israel had been establish@(‘fmor"’mdur.n and the first pise steps towards
in May 1948. It was that attack, and the war which ha|é71plementat|on oft_hat agre_ementandsheencourgged full
followed, which had forced some 600,000 Palestinians %‘d t|_mely compliance with the letter and spirit of
flee their homes. Thus it was the Arab States and th&Pmmitments made under the peace process.
armies which must bear responsibility for the trageds. Atthetwelfth summitofthe Non-Aligned Movement
inflicted on the Palestinian people. held in 1998 in Durban, South Africa, the Heads of State
d Government had called for the implementation of all
fﬁited Nations resolutions regarding refugees and
affirmed their position on occupied East Jerusalem, the

10. It had been claimed several times in the debate t

11. The Arab States had created a second refu
problem, which was sometimes overlooked: in 1948 a
the yearsimmediately thereafter, 600,000 Jews from Ar

lands had also become refugees. The vast majorityhad b alsraeli sett!ements andthe applidjsgbof.thefourth. .
taken in and rehabilitated by Israel, but they had le eneva Convention of 1949toallthe occupied Palestinian

behind considerable property, assets and resources. 'terr|tory,. including Jerusalem. The_y had alsp ur.ged the
_ _ international communitytoreaffirmits determination and
12. His Government was heartened by the widespreggmmitment to preserve the fundamental values centred

supportwhich had been expressed for the Wye and Shagfi respect for the human being as entrenched in the
el-Sheikh agreements and for the new phase of th§evant international instruments.

permanent status negotiations. Those negotiations were
based solely on Security Council resolutions 242 (196
and 338 (1973). Aspects of the Palestine refugee probl
had already been discussed at Sharm el-Sheikh; Israel
serious in its intention to abide by the time framewor
which had been established, and in its commitment
tackle and resolve outstanding issues.

Until a just, comprehensive and lasting settlement
sachieved, itremained the permanent responsibility of
esUnited Nations to ensure that the basic principles of
ternational humanitarian law were not forgotten during
E e peace negotiations. Her delegation would support the
raft resolutions before the Committee and called on other
delegations to do the same. Endorsing those resolutions

13. Once again, Israel would not be able to support thguld send a clear message to the Palestine refugees that,
resolutions on item 88, with the exception of draft
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until such time as a just solution was reached, their plightd engineered terrorist acts to coerce them into moving
would not be forgotten. to Israel. He stressed that Palestinians should be allowed
17. Ms. Abdelhady-Nasser(Observer for Palestine), to re|tdurr|]| to their horrr]}elr?ndd Iarf1td r\]/vo:\detr)ed whe'Fher Israel
speaking in exercise of the right of reply, express puld allow Jews who had left the Arab countries under

surprise atthe statementbytherepresentative of Israel t yfess to return to their Arab homelands.

the majority of Palestine refugees were currently living1l. The only solution to the Palestine refugee problem
under Palestinian control. She stressed that the occupyimgs implementation of the relevant United Nations
Power remained responsible for the occupied territoriegsolutions, especially resolution 194 (111). He regretted
whether the Israeli military were actually present or nothat the Israeli language and attitude relative to the peace
In addition, 95 per cent of the territories occupied in 1963rocess did not seem to have changed and that Israel
were still under the control of the Israeli military. Israel’continued to impose difficult conditions for the
attempt to absolve itself of responsibility for thd@mplementation oftherelevant Unite@bons resolutions.

Palestinians was regr.ettable since recognitiqn by_t?% He hoped that the Palestinian problem would be
occupying Power of its legal, moral and financialeggeqd and that the relevant resolutions would be
responsibilities was the essential starting point foraluﬁﬁplemented The Arab parties supported the peace
and equitable resolution of the situation. process. If that process failed, the responsibility would lie
18. The Palestine refugees had not been allowed with Israel.

exercise their right to return to their homes in spite of t

wishes ofthe international communityandrelevantUniteg .o\ said that, since the representative of Israel had
Nations resolutions. Israeli intransigence in that matté, o " hic interpretation of historical events, it was only
had aggravated the seriousness of the refugee problgifi, g that his delegation should present its interpretation
Israel was still notin compliance with Genefaisembly ot yhose same crucial moments. With reference to the
resolution 181 (1) an.d had not aIIowgd the return of thosg, e a1 framework of the situation before, during and after
who had fled Palestinian areas which had fallen undfe qgtilities of 1948, he referred to the laudable efforts
Israeli military control subsequently. It was nottrue thaf ., rent |sraeli officials and intellectuals who had had
Israel had accepted, while the Arab States had rejectgg, courage to make an objective analysis of the
General Assembly resolution 181 (II). Israel had in facl; . mstances surrounding the establishment of the State
accepted only those provisions in resolutibdl (Il) ofIsrael and the tragic actions of Israeli forces at that time.

referring to the legitimacy of the Israeli State but haghq e was growing awareness in Israel that Israel was not
violated the provisions concernirigter alia, bordersand as blameless as it had been painted to be

the status of Jerusalem.

Mr. Zaki (Egypt), speaking in exercise of the right

, i .. 24. Liketherepresentative ofthe Syrian Arab Republic,
19. Mr. Mfkﬁad, (ﬁyn?n Arlab Repubhc()j, SPeak'”g Nhe expressed surprise atthe statement by the repatisen
exercEe Of the right o reply, exfplressel ISmay at ti2)"f‘lsrael that after 1948 some 600,000 Jews had fled Arab
remarks o the reprgsenta’uve of Israel concerning th& ritories to move to Israel. That was the first time he had
origins ofthe Palestinian tragedyin 1948. Is;raelcontlnuele.ﬂeard such a statistic. He could say only that, in the case
tofloutinternational opinion and inteational instruments of Egypt, there had been some Jewish emig’ration from
in the areas of human rights, hgmanitarian law and t@ypt in 1956 when certain acts by Jewish citizens in
rlght_s ofrefugees. The United Natlo_ns had often r_eafflrm ypthad shown that their primaryaliegiance was to Israel
theright ofrefugeestoreturntotheirhomeland, in Kosovagnd that they were a threat to Egyptian security. Those
for example, and he wondered why the Palestine refugﬁé‘?sons had left with all their belongings and it was his

had _stlll not b_een able to return to thelrhomeland. Isr_a pression that they seemed to have prospered after
continued to invent pretexts to prevent their return. Wit aving Egypt

regardtothe situationin 1948, he said that the Arab forces

had intervened to save Palestinians from Israeli crimes afel He called on the delegation of Israel to look to the
policies, including ethnic cleansing. future rather than dwell on the errors of the past and

) i ) expressed the hope that the remaining problems would be
20. He pointed out that Arab had long lived in harmony, o -ome so that peace could be established.
with Jew in many parts of the world. The representative of ] o ]
Israel had wondered why Jews had left Arab territories & Mr. Najem (Lebanon), speaking in exercise of the
immigrate to Israel. It was his personal opinion that Isragight of reply, said thatthe Palestinian tragedy was a purely
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Israeli responsibility. It had been the crimes of Zionistonsideration of the item. The two remaining documents
groups in 1948 which had led to the expulsion of the totalling 200 pages, had been submitted in early
Palestinians during the creation of the State of Israel. Th&¢ptember and issued within four weeks, though only one
was perfectly obvious from the memoirs of the Israellay before consideration of the item.

leaders of the time. 32. Agendaitem 88 hadbeen scheduled for consideration

27. Therepresentative of Israel had said that Israelwas 2 November 1999. A total of nine pre-session
not a host country to the Palestine refugees. That was documents had been submitted under theitem. Six of them
surprising since the occupying forces sought to expel thad been issued by 13 October, that is three weeks before
Palestinians into neighbouring countries, includingonsideration. The remaining three, totalling 200 pages,
Lebanon. With regard tothe question ofterrorism, hisowimad been issued within four weeks, again only one day
small country was a perfect example of State terrorism bgfore consideration of the item.

Israel in southern Lebanon and the Bekaa Valley. 33. Atotal ofapproximately 18,000 pages of pre-session

28. He looked forward to a just and lasting peace basddcumentation had been forecast for the main part of the
on the relevant United Nations resolutions and thdty-fourth session of the General Assembly. As of that
principles of the Madrid conference, including theveek, the Secretariat had issued close to 14,000 pages —
principle of land for peace and respect for internationdl0,000 of which had been issued in September and October
legal instruments. alone. That was approximately 1,500 pages more than had

29. Mr. Lamdan (Israel), speaking in exercise of thebeen issued in the same period in 1998.

right of reply, said he would not be drawn into a pointles34. The Secretariat was very mindful of the concerns of
debate. The Committee should deal only with thBlember States with regard to the late issuance of
humanitarian aspects of the Palestinian question. Like lliscumentation, cognizant of the need to do better and
colleague from Egypt, he looked forward to a peagmmmitted to finding ways to improve. Unfortunately, for
settlement but stressed that the Palestinian question cotlld most part, pre-session documents for the General
be resolved only as part of the final status negotiations, a$sembly and its Main Gomittees were still produced

in the Special Committee. He urged delegations whigielatively late, with the result that a significant portion of
seemed interested in the question to return to tipee-session documentation for the plenary and each of the
negotiating table. Main Committees was available only a few days before the
r{'tem was scheduled for consideration. It was thus difficult
to consider a few documents in isolation from the overall
Qaesk, namelyto produce averylarge amount of pre-session
¢

30. Mr.Mekdad (Syrian Arab Republic), speaking agai
in exercise of the right of reply, said that it was false t
speak of an exodus of Jews from Arab countries after t
1948 hostilities. He stressed that it was essential ; - . :
implement all relevant United Nations resolutions and i multaneogsly produce hlgh—prlorlty In-session
looked forward to the conclusion of the peace negotiation chmentatloh, SL.jCh as draft res_,olyt_lons. The best way to
He pointed out that his Government had played a leadi et that obligation was tq prioritize the work based
role in starting the peace process in the Middle East but gely on date of consideration.
1996 Israel had stopped negotiations. Israel was curren®y. The Chairmaninvited the Committee to take action
attempting to impose conditions and restart talks at zem) draft resolutions A/C.4/54/L.13 to L.19.

a position ejected by the other parties, who wished tgg  \15 siifverberg (Finland), speaking on behalf ofthe
resume talks at the point where they had stalled. {e,qnean Union, the largest UNRWA donor, introduced
re-emphasizedthatthe basic principle for the talkswasthgb resolution A/C.4/54/L.13 on assistance to Palestine
of land for peace, which was stijected by Israel. refugees. The European Union believed that UNRWA was
31. Ms. Lewis (Chief, Central Planning andnot only providing essential services but, in managing
Coordination Service, Department of Genegkakembly much of the infrastructure available to the registered
Affairs and Conference Services), responding t®alestinian refugees and thus contributing to stability in
Committee members’ complaints of lateceipt of theregion, was alsoadvancing the peace process. In view
documentation, observed that agenda item 89 had bed#nhe Agency’s financial difficulties, the draft resolution
scheduled for consideration on 11 October 1999. A totaedlled for political and financial support by Member States
of eight documents had been submitted under the item. $imd welcomed the increased cooperation between UNRWA
of them had been circulated more than a month before taed international and regional organizations, States and

cumentation in a relatively short period of time and
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other relevant agencies and organizations. It alboth sidestodeal there with the question of propertyrights.
commended UNRWA for the new approaches it hade drew particular attention to paragraphs 1 and 2 of draft
introduced in connection with programme activities, costesolution A/C.4/54/L.19.

effectiveness, the budgetary process and managemgt Tpe graft resolutions represented the Committee’s
reforms. The European Union hoped that its draff,, o reaffirmation of the rights of Palestine refugees and
resolution would be supported by an overwhelmingis,aced persons and its recognition of the work of
majority. UNRWA under difficult circumstances. He hoped that, if
37. UNRWA had been established to provide onlgonsensus was not possible, the Committee would give
temporary assistance and it was to be hoped that after fibh@m its strongest possible support.

decades, a comprehensive, just and lasting peace in J3¢ . |sjam (Pakistan) sought clarification from the
area.would soon aIIo_w_ the trans_fer of the Agency§ponsors ofdraftresolutions A/C.4/54/L.13,L.14and L.17
functions to the Palestinian Authority. astowhether there was any reason for the omission of the
38. Ms. van Daalen (Netherlands) introduced draftusual final paragraph requesting the Secretary-General to
resolution A/C.4/54/L.14 on the Working Group on theubmit a report at the next session of the General
Financing of the United Nations Reliefand Works Agencgssembly.

for Palestine Refugees in the Near East, on behalfof thg  tho chairman informed the Committee that the
European Uniqn and_ Norwa)_/ and Turkey. Ityvas clear thf”c}llowing delegations had become sponsors of the
the Agency’s financial position was precarious and th‘T’ﬂillowing draft resolutions under agenda item 88: Brunei

again in 1999 it had had difficulty performing even it&b russalam ofdraft resolutions A/C.4/54/L.15,L.16,L.18
basictasks. The draftresolution Wassimilartothatadoptg d L.19: and Bangladesh and Malaysia of draft

the previous year, with an updated fifth preambulgt,qqiutions A/C.4/54/L.15 to L.109.

paragraph and the addition of the new paragraph 4 _
welcoming budgetary transparency. She hopeditwould 8- A recorded vote was taken on draft resolution
adopted without a vote. A/C.4/54/L.13

39. Mr. Pohan (Indonesia) introduced the following !N favour.

proposals: draft resolution A/C.4/54/L.15 on persons Algeria, Andorra, Argentina, Armenia, Australia,
displaced as a result of the June 1967 and subsequent Austria, Azerbaijan, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
hostilities; draft resolution A/C.4/54/L.16 on offers by Belarus, Belgium, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei
Member States of grants and scholarships for higher —Darussalam,Bulgaria, BurkinaFaso, Canada, Chile,

education, including vocational training, for Palestine
refugees; draftresolution A/C.4/54/L."16h operations of

the United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine
Refugeesin the Near East; draft resolution A/C.4/54/L.18

on Palestine refugees’ properties and their revenues; and

draftresolution A/C.4/54/L.19 on University of Jerusalem
“al-Quds” for Palestine refugees.

40. The draft resolutions were essentially like those of
the previous year, with the addition of referencestent
developments. He drew particular attention to
paragraphs 1, 2 and 3 of draft resolution A/C.4/54/L.15,
and to paragraphs 1 and 2 of draft resolution
A/C.4/54/L.16. Noting that draft resolution
A/C.4/54/L.17* dealt with the major aspects of the daily
operations of UNRWA, he singled out the third, fourth,

ninth and eleventh preambular paragraphs and operative

paragraphs 1, 3, 6, 9, 10, 12 and 14. Underscoring
paragraphs 1 and 2 of draft resolution A/C.4/54/L.18, he

China, Colombia, Costa Rica, C6te d’'lvoire, Cuba,
Cyprus, Czech Republic, Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea, Denmark, Ecuador, Egypt,

El Salvador, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Finland, France,
Gabon, Georgia, Germany, Ghana, Greece,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, India,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland, Italy,

Jamaica, Japan, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao
People’s Democratic Republic, Latvia, Lebanon,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Liechtenstein, Lithuania,

Luxembourg, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,

Mexico, Monaco, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar,

Namibia, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines,
Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Republic of Korea, Republic
of Moldova, Romania, Russian Federation, Saint
Lucia, San Marino, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Singapore, Slovakia, South Africa, Spain, SriLanka,

said that both the preambular and operative parts recalled

i oS Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republicailand,
the forthcoming permanent status negotiations and urged

The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Togo,
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Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukraine, United Arab
Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and

of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, VietNam, Yemen,
Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Northern Ireland, United Republic of Tanza”iaAgainst

Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia,

Israel, United States of America.

Zimbabwe.
. Abstaining
Against None.
Israel.
. 48. Thedraftresolution was adopted by 121 votes'to 2
Abstaining
United States of America. 49. A recorded vote was taken on draft resolution

A/C.4/54/L.16
45. The draft resolution was adopted by 120 votes to ?.n favour

with 1 abstention

46. Draftresolution A/C.4/54/L.14 was adopted without
a vote

47. A recorded vote was taken on draft resolution
A/C.4/54/L.15

In favour.
Algeria, Andorra, Argentina, Armenia, Australia,
Austria, Azerbaijan, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Belarus, Belgium, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei
Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Canada, Chad,
Chile, China, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cote d’'lvoire,
Cuba, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea, Denmark, Ecuador, Egypt,
El Salvador, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Finland, France,
Gabon, Georgia, Germany, Ghana, Greece,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, India,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland, Italy,
Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kityl.ao People’s
Democratic Republic, Latvia, Lebanon, Libyan Arab
Jamabhiriya, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mexico, Monaco,
Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Nepal,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Nigeria,
Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New
Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar,
Republic of Korea, Republic of Moldova, Romania,
Russian Federation, Saint Lucia, San Marino, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, Slovakia, South Africa,
Spain, Sri Lanka, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, The former Yugoslav Republic

Algeria, Andorra, Argentina, Armenia, Australia,
Austria, Azerbaijan, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Belarus, Belgium, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei
Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Canada, Chad,
Chile, China, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cote d’'lvoire,
Cuba, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea, Denmark, Ecuador, Egypt,
El Salvador, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Finland, France,
Gabon, Georgia, Germany, Ghana, Greece,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, India,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland, Italy,
Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Kuwait,
LaoPeople’s Democratic Republic, Latvia, Lebanon,
Libyan Arab Jamabhiriya, Liechtenstein, Lithuania,
Luxembourg, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,
Mexico, Monaco, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar,
Namibia, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines,
Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Republic of Korea, Republic
of Moldova, Romania, Russian Federation, Saint
Lucia, San Marino, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Singapore, Slovakia, South Africa, Spain, SriLanka,
Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republicaifénd,
The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Togo,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukraine, United Arab
Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania,
United States of America, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet
Nam, Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

of Macedonia, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda/9ainst

Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of

None.

GreatBitain and Northern Ireland, United RepUb“CAbstaining

The delegations of Jordan and the Sudan subsequently
informed the Committee that they had intended to vote in
favour of the draft resolution.

™ The delegation of the Sudan subsequently informed the

Committee that it had intended to vote in favour of the draft
resolution.
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Israel.

50. The draft resolution was adopted by 123 votes to

none, with 1 abstentioh

51. A recorded vote vas taken on draft resolution

A/C.4/54/L.17"

In favour.

Against

Abstaining

Algeria, Andorra, Argentina, Armenia, Australia,
Austria, Azerbaijan, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Belarus, Belgium, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei
Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Canada, Chad,
Chile, China, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cote d’'lvoire,
Cuba, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea, Denmark, Ecuador, Egypt,
El Salvador, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Finland, France,
Gabon, Georgia, Germany, Ghana, Greece,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, India,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland, Italy,
Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, l&itw_ao People’s
Democratic Republic, Latvia, Lebanon, Libyan Arab
Jamabhiriya, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mexico, Monaco,
Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Nepal,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Nigeria,
Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New
Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar,
Republic of Korea, Republic of Moldova, Romania,
Russian Federation, Saint Lucia, San Marino, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, Slovakia, South Africa,
Spain, Sri Lanka, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab

Algeria, Andorra, Argentina, Armenia, Australia,
Austria, Azerbaijan, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Belarus, Belgium, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei
Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Canada, Chad,
Chile, China, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cote d’'lvoire,
Cuba, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea, Denmark, Ecuador, Egypt,
El Salvador, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Finland, France,
Gabon, Georgia, Germany, Ghana, Greece,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, India,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland, Italy,
Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s
Democratic Republic, Latvia, Lebanon, Libyan Arab
Jamabhiriya, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg,
Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,
Mexico, Monaco, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar,
Namibia, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines,
Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Republic of Korea, Republic
of Moldova, Romania, Russian Federation, Saint
Lucia, San Marino, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Singapore, Slovakia, South Africa, Spain, SriLanka,
Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republicailand,
The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Togo,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukraine, United Arab
Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia,
Zimbabwe.

Republic, Thailand, The former Yugoslav Republidgainst

of Macedonia, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda,

Israel, United States of America.

Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom ofAbstaining

Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic
of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen,

None.

Zambia, Zimbabwe. 54. The draft resolution was adopted by 122 votes'to 2
55. A recorded vote was taken on draft resolution
Israel, United States of America. A/C.4/54/L.19
In favour.
None. Algeria, Andorra, Argentina, Armenia, Australia,

52. The draft resolution was adopted by 121 votes'to 2

53. A recorded vote was taken on draft resolution
A/C.4/54/L.18

In favour.

" The delegation of the Sudan subsequently informed the
Committee that it had intended to vote in favour of the draft
resolution.

Austria, Azerbaijan, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Belarus, Belgium, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei
Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Canada, Chad,
Chile, China, Colombia, Coéte d’lvoire, Cuba,
Cyprus, Czech Republic, Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea, Denmark, Ecuador, Egypt, El
Salvador, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Finland, France, Gabon,
Georgia, Germany, Ghana, Greece, Goetea,
Guinea, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, India, Indonesia,
Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland, Italy, Jamaica,
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Japan, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Kuwait, Laocluding Jerusalem, and other Arab territories occupied
People’s Democratic Republic, Latvia, Lebanomsince 1967, and requestedthe Secretary-Generalto provide
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Liechtenstein, Lithuaniathe Special Committee with alecessary facilities so that
Luxembourg, Madagascardiaysia, Maldives, Mali, it might investigate the lIsraeli policies and practices
Malta, Mexico, Monaco, Morocco, Mozambiqueyeferred to in the draft resolution.

Myanmar, I\_Iamlbla, Nepal,_ Netherlands, Newg praftresolution A/C.4/54/L.9/Rev. 1 reaffirmed that
Zea!and, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Norwgy, Omanye Geneva Convention relative to the Protection of
Pa'F!St%”- Panama, Papua New Guinea, ,Pegi’vilian Persons in Time of War, of 12 August 1949, was
Philippines, quand, Portugal, Qatar,_Repubhg pplicable to the occupied Palestinian territory, including
Korea, Republic of Moldova, Romania, Russiafgrsajem, and other Arab territories occupied by Israel

Federation, Saint Lucia, San Marino, Saudi Arabig;, . 1967 The draft resolution contained a new
Senegal, Singapore, Slovakia, South Africa, Spaify.oambuylar paragraph referring to the convening of the
Sri Lanka, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Ara

blic. Thailand. The f I bli eeting of experts of the High Contracting Parties to the
Republic, Thailand, The former Yugoslav Republig;e, 64 convention in Geneva from 27 to 29 October 1998.

of M.acedon_|a, Togo, Tgn|S|a, Tl_”key', Uganda#,n its operative part, the draft resolution demanded that
Ukrame,.Ur_nted Arab Emirates, Umted_ Kingdom Ofsrael accept thde jureapplicability of the Convention
Great Br't‘."“n and Northern Ireland, United RepUbl'E\nd that it comply scrupulously with its provisions, called
ofTan_zamg, Uruguay, Venezuela, VietNam, Yemerh,pon all States partiestothe Convention to exert all efforts
Zambia, Zimbabwe. toensure respect for its provisions by Israel, and requested

Against the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly
Israel, United States of America. at its fifty-fith session on the implementation of the
Abstaining resolution.
None. 59. Draft resolution A/C.4/54/L.10referred to the

) . _dangerous situation of illegal Israeli settlements in the

56. The draft resolution was adopted by 122 votes'to Zyccpied Palestinian territory, including Jerusalem, and
the occupied Syrian Golan. The draft resolution expressed

Agenda item 89: Report of the Special @mmittee to  grave concern about the continuation by lIsrael of

Investigate Israeli Practices Affecting the Human settlement activities, including the continuing construction
Rights of the Palestinian People and Other Arabs of  of 3 new settlement in Jebel Abu-Ghneim, in violation of
the Occupied Territories (continued (A/C.4/54/L.8;  international humanitarian law, relevant United Nations
L.9/Rev.1, L.10,L.11" and L.12) resolutions and the agreements reached between the

57. Mr. Dausa (Cuba), introducing draft resolutionsparties. Inits operative part, the draft resolution reaffirmed
A/C.4/54/L.8! L.9/Rev.1, L.10,L.11 and L.12 on behalf that Israeli settlements in the Palestinian territory,
of the sponsors, said that draft resolution A/C.4/54/L.81cluding Jerusalem, and in the occupied Syrian Golan
contained an important preambular paragraph whid¥ere illegal and an obstacle to peace and economic and
expressed the hope that, with the progress of the pe§@§ial development, and demanded complete cessation of
process, the Israeli occupation would be brought to an efft¢ construction of the new settlement in Jebel
and therefore violation of the human rights of thé&bu-Ghneim and of all Israeli settlement activities in the
Palestinian people would cease. In its operati&cupied Palestinian territory, including Jerusalem, and
paragraphs, the draftresolution deplored those policies dfiidhe occupied Syrian Golan.

practices of Israel which violated the human rights of th€g. Draft resolution A/C.4/54/L.11focused on the
Palestinian people and other Arabs of the occupigsblicies and practices of Israel that violated the human
territories, demanded thatIsrael cooperate with the Spedigjhts of the Palestinian peoplein the occupied Palestinian
Committee in implementing its mandate, requested th&ritory, including Jerusalem. Reaffirming the
Special Committee to continue to investigate Israelipplicability of the fourth Geneva Convention, the draft
policies and practicesin the occupied Palestinian territopgsolution recalled agreements between the parties,
including the signing ofthe Sharm el-Sheikh memorandum
" The delegation of the Sudan subsequently informed the on 4 September 1999. In its operative part, the draft
Committee that it had intended to vote in favour of the draf{esomnor,] determmed, thatall mgqsures a,nd ac.tlons t_aken
resolution. by Israel in the occupied Palestinian territory, including
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Jerusalem, in violation of the fourth Geneva Conventiof\gainst

and contrary to the relevant resolutions of the Security
Council, were illegal, had no validity and should cease

Israel, United States of America.

immediately. It stressed the need to preserve the territorhstaining

integrity of all the occupied Palestinian territory, and
called upon Israel taaelerate the releasealfremaining
Palestinians arbitrarily detained orimprisoned, in line with
agreements reached.

61. Draft resolution A/C.4/54/L.12, reaffirming once
more the illegality of the decision of 14ePember1981
taken by Israel to impose its laws, jurisdiction and
administration on the occupied Syrian Golan and
reaffirming the applicability of the fourth Geneva
Convention to the occupied Syrian Golan, called upon
Israel to comply with the relevant resolutions on the
occupied Syrian Golan, in particular Security Council
resolution 497 (1981). The draftresolution also called upon
Israel to desist from changing the physical character
demographic composition, institutional structure and Iegg '
status of the occupied Syrian Golan.

62. Hehopedthatthe draftresolutions would be adoptggd.

Andorra, Argentina, Armenia, Australia, Austria,
Bahamas, Belgium, Bolivia, Bulgaria, Canada,
Czech Republic, Denmark, Ethiopia, Finland,
France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Hungary,
Ireland, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Kazakhstan, Latvia,
Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Madagascar,
Monaco, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Papua
New Guinea, Peru, Poland, Portugal, Republic of
Korea, Republic of Moldova, Romania, Russian
Federation, San Marino, Slovakia, Spaina3iand,
Sweden, The former Yugoslav Republic of
Macedonia, Ukraine, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland.

The draft resolution was adopted by 70 votes to 2,

with 49 abstentions

A recorded vote was taken on draft resolution

by the Committee with the greatest possible support. a/C.4/54/L.9/Rev.1

63. The Chairman informed the Committee that

Bangladesh, Indonesia and Malaysia had become spond8rfavour.

of all five draft resolutions, while Pakistan had become a
sponsor of draft resolution A/C.4/54/L.12 and Brunei
Darussalam had become a sponsor of draft resolutions
A/C.4/54/L.8; L.10, L.11" and L.12.

64. A recorded vote was taken on draft resolution
A/C.4/54/L.8

In favour.
Algeria, Azerbaijan, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Belarus,
Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Daruastam, Burkina Faso,
Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Céte d’lvoire, Cuba,
Cyprus, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea,
Ecuador, Egypt, Gabon, Ghana, Guinea, Guyana,
Haiti, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of),
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s Democratic
Republic, Lebanon, Libyan Arab Jamabhiriya,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mexico, Morocco,
Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Nepal, Nigeria,
Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Philippines, Qatar, Saint
Lucia, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, South
Africa, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, United
Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia,
Zimbabwe.
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Algeria, Andorra, Argentina, Armenia, Australia,
Austria, Azerbaijan, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Belarus, Belgium, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei
Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Canada, Chad,
Chile, China, Colombia, Céte d’lvoire, Cuba,
Cyprus, Czech Republic, Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea, Denmark, Ecuador, Egypt, El
Salvador, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Finland, France, Gabon,
Georgia, Germany, Ghana, Greece, Goatla,
Guinea, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, India, Indonesia,
Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland, Italy, Jamaica,
Japan, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao
People’s Democratic Republic, Latvia, Lebanon,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Liechtenstein, Lithuania,
Luxembourg, Madagascar diaysia, Maldives, Mali,
Malta, Mexico, Monaco, Morocco, Mozambique,
Myanmar, Namibia, Nepal, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Norway, Oman,
Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru,
Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Republic of
Korea, Republic of Moldova, Romania, Russian
Federation, Saint Lucia, San Marino, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Singapore, Slovakia, South Africa, Spain,
Sri Lanka, Sudan, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, The former Yugoslav Republic of
Macedonia, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda,
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Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom 069. The draft resolution was adopted by 120 votes to 2,
GreatBritain and Northern Ireland, ited Republic  with 2 abstentions.

of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, VietNam, YemeR,y o recorded vote was taken on draft resolution

Agalr:st | United S f A . In favour.
srael, United States of America. Algeria, Andorra, Argentina, Armenia, Australia,
Abstaining Austria, Azerbaijan, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Swaziland. Belarus, Belgium, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei

67. The draft resolution was adopted by 122 votes to 2,
with 1 abstention

68. A recorded vote was taken on draft resolution
A/C.4/54/L.10

In favour.

Algeria, Andorra, Argentina, Armenia, Australia,
Austria, Azerbaijan, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Belarus, Belgium, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei
Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Canada, Chad,
Chile, China, Colombia, Cbéte d’lvoire, Cuba,
Cyprus, Czech Republic, Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea, Denmark, Ecuador, Egypt, El
Salvador, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Finland, France, Gabon,
Georgia, Germany, Ghana, Greece, Goeatea,
Guinea, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, India, Indonesia,
Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland, Italy, Jamaica,
Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s
Democratic Republic, Latvia, Lebanon, Libyan Arab
Jamabhiriya, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg,
Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,
Mexico, Monaco, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar,
Namibia, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines,
Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Republic of Korea, Republic

Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Canada, Chad,
Chile, China, Colombia, Coéte d’lvoire, Cuba,
Cyprus, Czech Republic, Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea, Denmark, Ecuador, Egypt, El
Salvador, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Finland, France, Gabon,
Georgia, Germany, Ghana, Greece, Guinea, Guyana,
Haiti, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic
Republic of), Ireland, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan,
Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s Democratic Republic,
Latvia, Lebanon, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mexico, Morocco,
Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Nepal,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Nigeria,
Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New
Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar,
Republic of Korea, Republic of Moldova, Romania,
Russian Federation, Saint Lucia, San Marino, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, Slovakia, South Africa,
Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Sweden, Syrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, The former Yugoslav Republic
of Macedonia, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda,
Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic
of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Zambia, Zimbabwe.

of Moldova, Romania, Russian Federation, Sain{gainst

Lucia, San Marino, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Singapore, Slovakia, South Africa, Spain, SriLanka,

Israel, United States of America.

Sudan, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, THebstaining

former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Togo,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukraine, United Arah
Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain an
Northern Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania,

Swaziland.

d?l. The draft resolution was adopted by 119 votes to 2,
awith 1 abstention

Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe&’2. A recorded vote was taken on draft resolution

A/C.4/54/L.12

Against
Israel, United States of America. In favour.
Abstaining Algeria, Andorra, Argentina, Armenia, Australia,

Swaziland, Uruguay.

Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Belarus,
Belgium, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei
Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Canada, Chad,

11
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Chile, China, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cote d’'lvoiresettlement in the Middle East based on the Madrid and
Cuba, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Democratic PeopleGslo Accords. The European Union warmly welcomed the
Republic of Korea, Denmark, Ecuador, EgyptSharm el-Sheikh Memorandum and reaffirmed its
El Salvador, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Finland, Franceaeadiness to be fully associated with the implementation
Gabon, Georgia, Germany, Ghana, Greecef that agreement, if the parties so wished, through a
Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, Indiajgnificant political and economic contribution, and to
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland, Italycontributetotheissuestobe negotiated between the parties
Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kitw.ao People’s under the permanent status negotiations.

Democ.rqnc Rgpubhc, La.tV|a,.Leban_on, Libyan Aral:-}6. Mr. Dedouchkine (Russian Federation) said that his
Jamahiriya, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourgya|aqation had voted in favour of the draft resolutions
Mad.agascar, Malaysia, Maldwesz Mali, Malta, e agenda items 88 and 89. It had been pleased to note
Mexg:q, Monaco, Morocco, Mozambique, l\/_Iyan_marthe growing understanding in the Middle East of the need
Namibia, Nepal, Nether_lands, Newalend, Nigeria, to establish lasting peace and security as well as mutually
'\'Ofway' Oman, .I?ak_lstan, Panama, Papua N%vantageous cooperation, but it was concerned that a
Gumea., Peru, Ph|||pp|nes,. Poland, Portugal, Q"’Ttaéomplicated political and humanitarian situation still
Republic of Korea, Republic of Moldova, Romaniagyisied in the Palestinian territories. The Russian

RUSS.'an Federatmn, SaintLucia, Sgn Marino, S‘?‘ugbderation believed that the fate ofthe occupied territories,
Ara*?'a’ Se_negal, Singapore, Slovakia, Sou_th AfrIC%’erusalem and the Israeli settlements should be resolved
Spain, .S” La_nka, Sudan, Sweden, Syrian Ar_ uring the Palestinian-Israeli permanent status
Republic, Th.a|land, The for.m'er Yugoslav ReDUbII?1egotiations in the context of the Middle East process. As
of Macedonia, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Ugand co-sponsor of the peace process, the Russian Federation

Ukraine,'Ur.lited Arab Emirates, Uniteq Kingdomq elcomed the revival of the negotiations and would do
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United REpUb“(éverything to facilitate their seess

of Tanzania, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia, _
Zimbabwe. 77. As far as the Golan Heights were concerned, the

Russian Federation had consistently favoured their return
to the Syrian Arab Republic in keeping with Security
Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973) and the
Abstaining principle of land for peace.

Swaziland, United States of America, Uruguay. 78. The Russian Federation expressedits full support for
) the humanitarian activities of UNRWA, and considered
7:_’" The draft. resolution was adopted by 119 votes Odhatitwas necessarytoemphasizeitsroleinimplementing
with 3 abstentions the provisions of the Palestinian-Israeliagreementsin the
74. Ms. Silfverberg(Finland), speaking on behalfofthecontext of the socio-economic development of the
European Union, said thatwhile ithad been able to supp&alestinian territories. The Russian Federation advocated
the adoption of the other draft resolutions under agendeintaining the existing voluntary funding of UNRWA

item 89, the Union had the same difficulty as in previou§9_ Ms. Abdelhady-Nasser(Observer for Palestine)

years V.V'th the draft rgsolutlon on the wprk of the Spec'?tlnanked allthose who had expressed support for Palestine
Committee to Investigate Israeli Practices Affecting th nder the agenda item. Such consistent support for the

Human Rights of the Palestinian People and Other Ara olutions on UNRWA served as an important reminder

of the Occupied Territories (A/C.4/54/L)3 and had . ofthe extenttowhich the question ofthe Palestine refugees

therefore abstained in the vote. The European Un'?@mained central to the concerns of the international

viewed with concern some of the policies applied by th&,,mnity, and of the necessity of providing assistance to
Israeli Government in the West Bank and Gaza Stri

them until a just resolution of their plight was achieved.
However, it considered that the mandate and functions of : P9

the Special Committee failed to take account of prese®@- Unfortunately, Israelhad remainedthe only Member

realities and that the issues it covered could be better deal@t€ casting a negative vote or abstaining on two of the
with in another framework. UNRWA resolutions, thereby preventing their adoption by

. . __consensus.
75. She reiterated the European Union’s firm

commitment to a just, lasting and comprehensive

Against
Israel.
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81. The support expressed by delegations for the draft
resolutions under agenda item 89 were indicative of the
importance attached by Member States to the issue. The
annual reaffirmation bythe Committee of the applicability
of the fourth Geneva Convention to the occupied
Palestinian territories, including Jerusalem, and the other
occupied Arab territories was crucial, as was the attention
giventothe continuing violations by Israel throughout the
territories occupied since 1967, includitiggal settlement
activities.

82. Mr. Wehbe (Syrian Arab Republic) thanked those
Member States that had co-sponsored draft resolutions
regarding Palestine and the draft resolution on the
occupied Syrian Golan (A/C.4/54/L.12). Member States
supporting those draft resolutions had thereby supported
the justand fair position ofthe Syrian Arab Republic which
called for a just and comprehensive peace and for
implementation by all parties of the provisions of Security
Council resolutions 242 (196338 (1973) and25 (1978)

and of the principle of land for peace. He urged those
Member States which had abstained from voting to follow
the correct path in future.

The meeting rose at 5.25 p.m
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