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The meeting was called to order at З-Ю P»t"' 

QUESTION OF THE VIOLATION OF HUMAN RIGHTS IN THE OCCUPIED'ARAB TERRITORIES,, INCLUDING 
PALESTINE (agenda item 4) (continued) (E/CN.4/1983/6; E/CN.4/1983/71 E/CN.4/1985/8) 

THE RIGHT OF PEOPLES TO SELE-DETERMINATION AND ITS APPLICATION TO PEOPLES UNDER 
COLONIAL OR ALIEN DOMINATION OR FOREIGN OCCUPATION (agenda item 9) (continued) 
(E/CN.4/1983/2 and Add.l; E/CN.4/1983/12; E/CN.4/1983/13; ST/HR/SER.A/14) 

1. Mr. AL SHAKAR (Observer for Bahrain) said that the priority given by the 
Commission to the question of the violation' of human rights in the occupied Arab 
territories showed the international community's awareness of the danger represented 
by the situation in those t e r r i t o r i e s . ТЬехг*^ populations continued to experience the 
nightmare of Israeli occupation, which prevented the Palestinian people from 
exercising i t s right to self-determination in the same way as other peoples. The 
region had suffered and was continuing to suffer under the grave events consequent 
upon Israel's acts of aggression and the repression practised by that country's 
authorities. Numerous violations of human rights had been committed. Since the 
previous year, Israel, which had already flouted so many resolutions of the Commission 
on Human Rights, the General Assembly and the Security Council, tiad perpetrated new 
acts of aggression and destruction against the Palestinian, Lebanese and Syrian peoples 
that assumed the nature of a holocaust comparable to that wrought by the Nazis. The 
worst episode had been the occupation of Beirut, with a l l the destruction i t had caused, 
and above a l l the massacres committed in September 1982 under the eyes of the Israeli 
forces. 

2 . The massacres of Sabra and Chatila had claimed innumeralble victims - men, women 
and children; they were crimes against humanity, acts of genocide. But those 
massacres were not the f i r s t ; the history of Israel was a long succession of Zionist 
crimes, among which i t would suffice to mention the massacres of Deir Yassin, Kaloma 
and Qibya, The Beirut massacres had the particularity of having been committed with 
new weapons, such as phosphorus and fragmentation bombs, which were prohibited by 
international agreements. The international community could not refrain from reacting 
to Israel's behaviour. Since 1967, that country had practised a policy of annexation 
of Palestinian t e r r i t o r i e s , whose inhabitants i t had scattered and whose economy i t 
had annexed while exploiting Arab manpower, in contempt of the United Nations 
resolutions enjoining i t to abandon that policy. The policy of annexation and of the 
establishment of Israeli settlements, which was also practised in contempt of the 
1949 Geneva Convention, formed part of a global Zionist plan, whose application meant 
that the population of occupied Palestine was l i v i n g in one large prison at the mercy 
of the occupying forces. 

3 . The report of the Special Committee to Investigate Israeli Practices Affecting 
the Human Rights of the Population of the Occupied Territories (A/57/485) contained 
much evidence of human rights viqlations in those t e r r i t o r i e s , including violations 
of the freedom of expression and of the freedom of:eduoation, removal of community 
leaders, confiscation of land and destruction of houses to make room for Zionists from 
a l l over the world, measures taken ,against inosques and churches, and so on. Israel' 
persistently violated the provisions of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and 
of the international conventions. 
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The report Issued under the symbol a/37/485 Indicated that a l l those human rights 
violations were the result of Israel's military occupation and of i t s policy of 
annexation of the occupied t e r r i t o r i e s , which had the effect of depriving the Arab 
populations of their rights and, above a l l , of the right to self-determination. The 
Ai-ab peoples, rfor their-part, had repudiated the Israeli occupation. The international 
community, i n turn, was^duty bound to act, particularly by prevailing upon the 
countries that gave material and military assistance to Israel to stop doing so. He 
expressed the wish that the Palestinian people might before long exercise: i t s right 
to freedom and self-determination, under the leadership of the Palestine Liberation 
Organization. 

4 . Mr. MHALLATI (Observer for Iran) said that the steady deterioration of the 
situation in the Arab territories since 1948 had reached a climax in 1982. In the 
case of the territories occupied since 1967, expulsion of Arab populations had been 
systematically practised by the occupying forces: 90 per cent of the population o f 
the Golan Heights had been driven away i n 1967, and nearly half a million residents 
of the Wast-Bank and Gaza had been forced to leave their homes in August I 9 6 8 . The 
process of deportation had been accompanied by Israeli colonization; more than 
60,000 Jews were now settled in the occupied t e r r i t o r i e s . Many statis t i c s concerning 
the inhuman Zionist activities had been quoted in various international bodies, but 
the gravity of Israel's racist policy, a process of de-culturalization and ethnoclde, 
had not been f u l l y understood. It should be recalled that recent events in Lebanon 
had been preceded by a tragic succession of atrocities suffered by the Palestinians, 
such as Deir Yassin, Kaloma, Qibya, Kafr Qasim, Qalqilya, Nabi Ellas, Azzum, Khan Yunis, 
Saramu, and so on. In October 1955» Mn. Ariel Sharon, the Israeli Minister of Defence, 
had led a similar operation against the village of Qlbry, leaving 75 dead and as many 
wounded. The atrocities committed at Sabra and Chatila had thus been preceded by a 
long process of intimidation which had started after thé Balfour Declaration, with 

the massacre of Deir Yassin - for which Mr. Begin, as a member of the Irgun, had been 
responsible - as one of i t s most tragic examples. 

5. How lias i t possible that crimes had been committed on such a scale and that more-
than 9D0 United Nations resolutions denouncing the Israeli crimes had proved ' 
ineffective? Statements made by Mr, Kissinger, former Secretary of State of the 
United States of America, reproduced in The Economist of 13 November I 9 8 2 , helped to 
answer such questions. Mr. Kissinger had said that the circumstances for progress in 
the Middle East were the best he could remember and that, without the military events 
in the Lebanon, the Arab reaction to the Reagan plan could not have been achieved. 
Such language clearly showed that the Israeli policy had been formulated to serve 

not only the interests of Zionism but also the strategic interests of i t s supporters, 
especially those of United States imperialism„ Israel's designs went far beyond the 
extermination of the Palestinian people; Israel had assumed the function of gendarme 
to the Middle East, and i t s scheme was eventually to be applied as far as the limits 
of the Persian Gulf. 

6 . The Beirut massacres had been premeditated and carried out by Israel. They 
constituted a breach of the Genocide Convention and a crime covered by the Nuremberg 
judgement. The Commission on Human Rights was duty bound to ask for the application 
of those instruments. Since the United Nations General Assembly had no competence to 
establish a State and had exceeded Its powers in adopting resolution I 8 I (ÏI), that 
resolution should be annulled and Israel should be expelled under Article 6 of the 
Charter of the United Nations for consistent violation of the Charter. 
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7. In c o n c l u s i o n , .he-emphasized that the media, e s p e c i a l l y i n the West, had 
presented a, perverted version- of^ the r e a l i t i e s created, b y the Z i o n i s t airay i n 
Lebanon. The media had focused world a t t e n t i o n on the massacres of. Sabra and 
Cha t i l a , . but only a f t e r a long s i l e n c e on the many previous examples of, such 
operations -which he, had j u s t l i s t e d ; indeed, that s i l e n c e had been broken o n l y 
i n order to blame f a c t i o n s - which, o f !course, deserved condemnation - other than 
the Z i o n i s t i n v a s i o n f o r c e s and by so doing to camouflage the crimes committed by 
those f o r c e s . Thus, the-media had allowed themselves to be corrupted Ъу the 
p o l i t i c a l i n t e r e s t s of c e r t a i n c o i m t r i e s and had invoked himan r i g h t s i n order to 
promote p o l i t i c a l manoeuvres. Despite that campaign, however. Sabra and C h a t i l a • 
would remain f o r e v e r as a symbol of the c o l l a b o r a t i o n between Zionism, i m p e r i a l i s m 
and t h e i r proteges i n the r e g i o n , 

8 . Mr. MacDEBMOT ( i n t e r n a t i o n a l Commission o f J u r i s t s ) asked the çbserver f o r 
Israel.what was the l e g a l b a s i s f o r the presence o f I s r a e l i f o r c e s i n Lebanon.- -Under 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l law there appeared to be only two p o s s i b l e j u s t i f i c a - t i o n s , namely, a 
request to I s r a e l from the Lebanese Government f o r a s s i s t a n c e i n r e p e l l i n g an armed 
inva,si,on, o r e l s e the argument o f s e l f - d e f e n c e . , , , 

9. The I s r a e l i s had put forward both those arguments. They had stated that they 
had come to f r e e the Lebanese people from the PLO f o r c e s ; yet the PLO had entered 
Lebanon at the i n v i t a t i o n o f the Lebanese Government and w i t h the agreement of the 
Arab S-fcat^s. The Lebanese Government had never asked i t to withdraw and had never 
.3?-eqüested a s s i s t a n c e from the I s r a e l i f o r c e s . Self-defence a f t e r the attempt on the 
l i f e o f the Amhassador of I s r a e l i n London had a l s o been advanced as a motive by the 
I s r a e l i a u t h o r i t i e s . That at-tempt had been immediately denounced by the PLO, but 
i n any event, how could i t j u s t i f y an i n v a s i o n ? The I s r a e l i a u t h o r i t i e s had then 
dropped that argument, d e c l a r i n g that t h e i r o b j e c t i v e was to c l e a r the PLO, from a 
4 0-kilometre zone no r t h of the I s r a e l i border i n order to prevent i t from s h e l l i n g 
I s r a e l i v i l l a g e s . F a i l i n g evidence to the co n t r a r y , i n the 12 months before the 
I s r a e l i i n v a s i o n ' t h e s h e l l i n g - which the PLO claimed had been cartiéd out i n 
r e p r i s a l - had ̂ k i l l e d o n l y one I s r a e l i c i t i z e n . Did i t j u s t i f y the occupation o f a 
4 0-kilometre zone, bearing i n mind the d o c t r i n e o f p r o p o r t i o n a l i t y ? As soon as 
the I s r a e l i a u t h o r i t i e s had r e a l i z e d that the Western world was not going to t r y 
to deter them from c o n t i n u i n g beyond .the - Э-kilometre l i m i t s , they had put forward a-
new o b j e c t i v e , namely, d r i v i n g the PLO out o f Lebanon. As f o r the argument o f 
a n t i c i p a t o r y defence, i t was not to be found anywhere i n the Charter o f the 
United Nations, A r t i c l e 51 of which mentioned only "the inherent r i g h t ' o f ... 
sel f - d e f e n c e i f an armed attack occurs against a Member of the United Nations". 
Furtheimore, even those who supported the d o c t r i n e accepted that any a c t i o n taken 
would have to be proportionate to the t h r e a t . I n view o f the st r e n g t h of the 
I s r a e l i f o r c e s compared w i t h those of the PLO, how could i t be claimed that the 
m i l i t a r y operations aimed a t d r i v i n g the PLO from Lebanon were proportionate to 
the threat to I s r a e l of those f o r c e s , a primary purpose o f whose presence i n ' 
Lebanon was to pr o t e c t the P a l e s t i n i a n refugees? A f t e r Sabra and C h a t i l a , there 
could he no doubt that such p r o t e c t i o n was necessary, 

10,, Secondly, what was the l e g a l b a s i s f o r the a r r e s t and de t e n t i o n i n Lebanon 
of P a l e s t i n i a n s , both combatants and c i v i l i a n s ? ,Did I s r a e l accept that i t was 
under an o b l i g a t i o n i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l law to rel e a s e them, si n c e the h o s t i l i t i e s had 
ceased? -Had pny persons arrested i n Lebanon been t r a n s f e r r e d to I s r a e l ? I f so, 
i n what c a p a c i t y and by what r i g h t ? Could I s r a e l give an assurance that they would 
now be returned? 
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11. T h i r d l y , what waa the r e l a t i o n s h i p between the I s r a e l i m i l i t a i y oc»nmanders aiid 
the c i v i l i a n a u t h o r i t i e s i n southern Lebanon? Did the I s r a e l i f o r c e s s t i l l " c l a i m 
not to occupy any part o f Lebanon, to have issued no m i l i t a r y orders a f f e c t i n g the 
c i v i l i a n p o p u l a t i o n , and to be merely a s s i s t i n g the l o c a l c i v i l i a n a u t h o r i t i e s ? 
I f t hat was s t i l l t h e i r o f f i c i a l a t t i t u d e , i t appeared to bear l i t t l e r e l a t i o n to 
r e a l i t y , 

12. Mr. AL-QASEM ( i n t e r n a t i o n a l O r g a n i z a t i o n f o r the E l i m i n a t i o n o f A l l Forma o f 
R a c i a l D i s c r i m i n a t i o n ) eaid t h a t he would confine h i m s e l f to g i v i n g a few examples 
of gross and p e r s i s t e n t v i o l a t i o n s o f human r i g h t s by I s r a e l . The a c t i o n s of the 
I s r a e l i a u t h o r i t i e s , as demonstrated by the i n v a s i o n o f refugee camps i n Lebanon, 
showed that I s r a e l was determined to go as f a r as the p h y s i c a l d e s t i u c t i o n o f the 
P a l e s t i n i a n people. A f t e r the massacre at the Sabra and C h a t i l a camps,, the I s r a e l i 
a u t h o r i t i e s had been content to throw the blame on ot h e r s , l e a v i n g many importanj; 
questions unanswered. Aooording to o f f i c i a l statements, the I s r a e l i aimy, on l e a r n i n g 
of the massacre, had gone i n t o the camps and had stopped i t . Why then had i t not 
arre s t e d the murderers on the spot, and why had i t not brotight them to t r i a l ? I f 
the I s r a e l i s were innocent, that had been the opportunity to v i n d i c a t e themselves. 
Yet not a s i n g l e murderer had been a r r e s t e d o r i n t e r r o g a t e d , 

13. Contrary t o what took place i n a t r u l y democratic s o c i e t y , people i n t h ^ 
occupied t e r r i t o r i e s t hat o f t e n d i d not know of the existence o f a m i l i t a r y order 
u n t i l they were b r o u ^ t to t r i a l and even lawyers had d i f f i c u l t y i n l o c a t i n g such 
orders. Such a s i t u a t i o n had no p a r a l l e l except i n a s i n g l e case, that o f the worst 
d i c t a t o r s h i p the world had ever known, 

14. Furtheimore, the p o p u l a t i o n o f the occupied t e r r i t o r i e s had no e f f e c t i v e 'judicJial 
p r o t e c t i o n . Committees without any semblance o f j u d i c i a l competence had been set up 
by the m i l i t a r y a u t h o r i t i e s , which thus exercised supreme c o n t r o l over the a ' 
a d m i n i s t r a t i o n o f j u s t i c e . Those committees encroached upon the j x i r i s d i c t i o n o f the 
or d i n a r y courts even i n c i v i l matters. As f o r the I s r a e l i Supreme Court, i t was f a r 
from being the f i n a l p r o t e c t o r o f the r i g h t s of the people o f the occupied t e r r i t o r i e s . 
The f a c t that there was no w r i t t e n c o n s t i t u t i o n o r b i l l o f r i g h t s made i t d i f f i c u l t . 
to challenge the c o n s t i t u t i o n a l i t y of any d i s c riminate l y l e g i s l a t i o n , Pusrfchemore, 
the a t t i t u d e o f the Supreme Court towards v i o l a t i o n s of the Ьгдтап r i g h t s o f the' 
p o p u l a t i o n o f the occupied t e r r i t o r i e s and towaj^ds i n t e r n a t i o n a l human r i g h t s 
conventions - f o r example, i t s r e f u s a l to give e f f e c t to the u n i v e r s a l D e c l a r a t i o n 
o f Human Rights - was extremely negative and could not f a i l to give comfort to the 
I s r a e l i a u t h o r i t i e s . The Supreme Court accepted w i t h great ease the ai^ument of 
s e c u r i t y t o j u s t i f y almost every v i o l a t i o n o f the r i g h t s o f the people o f the 
occupied t e r r i t o r i e s , i n c l u d i n g massive e x p r o p r i a t i o n o f t h e i r l a n d s . I n 1979» 
had decided that since there was no s p e c i f i c law to th a t e f f e c t , the Fourth Geneva 
Convention оогх1а not apply to the occupied t e r r i t o r i e s , thus sweeping away the 
p r o t e c t i o n o f f e r e d by the Convention and, together w i t h i t , by eveiy other human 
r i g h t s convention to which I s r a e l might be a p a r t y . Thus the persons f o r whose 
p r o t e c t i o n those instruments had been designed found themselves at the mercy Of an 
occupier who seemed to be i n no hviny to adopt the necessary enabling l e g i s l a t i o n . 
Because o f t h e i r r a c i s t nature, most o f the a c t i o n s taken by I s r a e l c o n s t i t u t e d 
crimes against humanity as tha'fc concept was defined i n the N u r ^ b e r g pfinoipîés atid 
i n the r e l e v a n t i n t e r n a t i o n a l conventions. 



B/CN*4/19S5/SI1.4 
page 6 

15. L a s t l y , the I s r a e l i n a t i o n a l i t y law denied the r i g h t to n a t i o n a l i t y to the non-
Jewish coramunities of Israel, the indigenous people of the country. I s r a e l i 
n a t i o n a l i t y at b i r t h was granted only at t h e ' d i s c r e t i o n of the adminis trat ion. But 
the indilgenous people of Palest ine were not the only v ic t ims of d i s c r i m i n a t i o n ; 
the reformed and conservative Jewish r e l i g i o u s denominations, too, were no longer 
recognized under the law since 198I. The p r a c t i c a l and l e g a l effect of the 
1981 Act could not be exaggerated. That discr iminatory l e g i s l a t i o n should be 
repealed and the r i g h t s to n a t i o n a l i t y and r e l i g i o n restored. 

) . . •: -
16* Mr. HALEVI (Observer, Palestine Liberat ion Organization), speaking i n exercise 
of the r i g h t of r e p l y , said that i t was easier to spread l i e s than to be f a i t h f u l to 
the t r u t h . By d a i m i n g that the item under consideration was not worth the 
Commission's a t tent ion and that only prejudice against I s r a e l , or even a n t i -
semitism, explained that i tem's i n c l u s i o n i n the agenda, I s r a e l was resorting' to 
the t a c t i c s of preventive attack, s i m i l a r to the "act ive defence" po l icy which i t 
practised i n the m i l i t a r y f i e l d . But such attempts at i n t i m i d a t i o n by I s r a e l ' 
served as t h e i r own condemnation and needed no comment. 

17. How could a representative of I s r a e l speak of the o b j e c t i v i t y of the I s r a e l i 
Government's behaviour i n the t e r r i t o r i e s i t occupied? The p r i n c i p a l c u l p r i t 
could not be a judge at the same time. Instead of answering point by point the data 
compiled by the commissions, committees and seminars organized by the 
United Natioos, which drew a precise picture of the s i t u a t i o n , the I s r a e l i 
representative had preferred to launch Into a descr ipt ion of a paradisiac 
occupation. 

18. Members of the Commission knew the s i t u a t i o n w e l l enough to understand that no 
occupation could be benign, s t i l l l ess p o s i t i v e . The fact that the Observer for 
I s r a e l had' i ' r ied to accredi t such a claim provided a measure of h is a t t i t u d e towards 
f a c t s . Those facts were not only described i n the report of the Special Committee 
but were a lso confirmed by non-governmental organizat ions, such as Amnesty 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l , which could hardly be accused o f choosing I s r a e l as i t s favourite 
target . 

19. I s r a e l i i n s t i t u t i o n s , c i v i l i a n i n the t e r r i t o r i e s under I s r a e l i contro l s ince 
1948, m i l i t a r y i n the areas occupied since 1967, discriminated o f f i c i a l l y and openly 
between Jews and non-Jews, as w e l l as between c i t i z e n s and "subjects" of the 
m i l i t a r y Government. One-third of the land i n the occupied t e r r i t o r i e s had been 
confiscated for the benefit of exc lus ive ly Jewish I s r a e l i settlements or I s r a e l i 
m i l i t a r y bases, under the pretext of ensuring I s r a e l ' s s e c u r i t y . To speak of 
democracy i n connection with the %wo m i l l i o n Palest inians ("non-Jews") l i v i n g under 
I s r a e l i r u l e , to' whom the inhabitants ^of occupied Lebanon had to be added, was a 
tap^eléss joke. Democracy was s t r i c t l y reserved for the Jewish c i t i z e n s of the 
"Jewish State" . P a l e s t i n i a n s , for t h e i r part , suffered dispossession and 
b r u t a l i t y , humil ia t ion and pereetiütion. In one case only , that of E i i p n Moreh, had 
the Su]̂ 4*etue Court ruled against c o n f i s c a t i o n , but only because the S e t t l e r s who 
claimed to have d iv ine r i g h t to the land had f a i l e d to invoke that a l l -powerfu l 
argument'. . ' > . 

20f Thé observer for I s r a e l had c a l l e d the PLO an organization of t e r r o r i s t s , while 
the blood of tens of thousands of women, c h i l d r e n and o ld people k i l l e d by I s r a e l i s 
was not yet dry upon the s o i l of Lebanon. He had claimed that the PLO was bent on 
the destruct ion of a Member State of the United Nations, while the Prime Minis ter of 
I s r a e l was at the head of a party whose charter , w r i t t e n i n 1948 and never amended, 
c a l l e d for the destruct ion not only of the Pa les t in ian State and people, but a lso of 
the Jordanian State. Cynicism was nothing new, and I s r a e l was not the f i r s t 
aggressor to t r y to cover i t s exactions with a cloak of outraged innocence. 
Nevertheless, a prompt rejoinder had had to be made. 

The meeting rose a t 4 . 1 0 p.m. 




