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The meeting was qalled to order at 10.10 a.m.

QUESTION OF THE VIOIATION OF HUMAN RIGHTS IN THE OCCUPIED ARAB TERRITORIES,
INCLUDING PALESTINE (agenda item 4)(continued)(E/CN.4/1983/6-8)

THE RIGHT OF PEOPLES TO SELF-DETERMINATION AND IS APPLICATION TO PEOPLES
UNDER COLONIAL OR ALIEN DOMINATION OR FOREIGN OCCUPATION (agenda item 9)(continued)
(E/CN.4/1983/2 and Add.1, E/CN.4/1983/12 and 13; ST/HR/SER../14) ' '

1. Mr. LT Luye (China) said that the reports circulated since the Commission's
thirty—-eight session presented a shocking picture of the Israeli authorities!’
violations of human rights in the occupied Arab territories. As stated by the
Chairman of the Special Committee to Investigate Isracli Practices Affecting the
Human Rights of the Population of the Occupied Territories, such violations had
attaired an unprecedented level during the past year and had included an attack

on *he Al Agsa Mosque in Jerusalem; they had violated the rights to life and to
freedom of religious belief. In defiance of the Palestinian peoplet!s opposition
and of world public opinion, Israel continued incessantly to encroach upon Arab
land, having accelerated the expansion of settlements on the West Bank and the

Gaza Strip and declared that, within the next five years, the number of settlements
would be increased from the current 103 to 16C and that the number of Jewish
immigrants would reach 100,000. On the West Bank and the Gaza Strip, Palestinian
land was being confiscated and the natural resources plundered; the aim was clearly
to change the character of the occupied territories, perpetuate Israel's military
occupation and thus prevent the Palestinians from recovering their homeland.

2. Also during the past year Israel had expanded its military occupation of

Argb territories through its armed aggression against Iebanon - yet another

provocative act against the Arab countries and peoples and against nations which

upheld Jjustice. BSince 1973, Israel had brutally trampled on Lebanon's sovereignty

and territorial integrity, flagrantly violating the Charter and basic norms of
international relations. Worse still, Israel had caused the tragic massacres at

the Sabra and Chatila refugee camps. Israel's wilful violation of the Geneva Convention
Relative o the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War (fourth Geneva Convention)
had reached genocidal proportions, for which its authorities could not evade
responsibility. Israel's audacity stemmed from the support it received from one
guper-Power, which ensured that the continued violations of human rights in the

occupied Arab territories went unchecked.

3. The Palestinian people's Jjust struggle, despite temporary setbacks, was gaining
ever more support, as reflected in important resolutions adopted in 1982 by the
Security Council at emergency sessione and by the General Assembly at its resumed
seventh emergency special session. The General Assembly, at its thirty-seventh
segsion, had also adopted - by an overvwhelming majority - a resolution demanding
Israel'!s withdrawal from the Arab territories occupied since 1967 and the restoration
of the Palestinian people's national rights. China had participated in, and supported
the findings of, the Seminar on violations of human righte in the Palestinian and other
Arab territories occupied by Israel, (which had reaffirmed the Palestinian people's
inalienable right of self-determination and condemned the many crimes committed by the
Israeli suthorities. It had also stressed that Israel'!s occupation constituted a
violation of that people's human rights, and that the Palestinians' future could be
dotermined only with the participation of their sole legitimate representative, the
Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO).
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4. To talk of guaranteeing basic rights in the occupied Arab territories was
fruitless unless the right of national self-determination was restored and foreign
and military occupation ended. Therefore, in order to solve the problem of human.
rights violations in those territories, the following action rust be taken. Firstly,
the right of the Palestinians to return to their homeland and to exercise national
- self-defermination and statehood must be restored. Secondly, Israel must withdraw
from all the territories it had occupied since 1967, including Jerusalem and Lebanon,
and must be made to stop its ammexations and atrocities. Thirdly, the relevant
General mssembly and Security Council resolutions must be implemented and Israel
strongly condemned for all its acts in breach of those resolutions, the Charter and
the norms of intermationsl law. Fourthly, in the event of war and armed conflict
and in the occupied territories, civilians must be protected strictly in accordance
with the fourth Geneva Convention; the Israeli authorities must consequently be
punished for the killing of civilians., PFifthly, Israel must release all Arabs
detained as a result of their struggle for self-determination and, pending their
release, cease all acts of torture amnd ill-treatment and accord the detaineesn the
vrotection envisaged in the relevant internmaticnal instruments. Sixthly, the
international community must provide all moral, material and divlomatic assistance
tc the Palestinian people and desist from supporting Israel while the latter was
pursuing its expansionist policies and viclating human rights in the occupied
territories. Seventhly, the eight principles adopted at the twelfth irab Summit
Conference at Fezr provided a sound basis for a just and comprehensive settlement of
the iiddle East question. iThe PLO should participate in all efforts to settle the
problems of Palestine and the Middle Bast as a whole.

5  Mr. CHOWDHURY (Bangladesh) said that year after year, in various intermational
forums, the voice of justice had been vainly calling for an emd to the sufferlng of.
the peoples of the occupied irab territories, including Falestine. The rights of
self—determlnatlon had long veen recognized, being enshrined in the Charter and in
article 1 of tha International Covenants. The Palestinians, having their own culture,
religion and race, constituted a people, and their rights had bsen recognized as such
in a number of United Nations resolutions, But the United Nations seemed.powerless to
remedy the denial of the Palestinian people!s right to recover its homeland and live
there in freedom, security and dignity. Indeed, the occupation of Arab lands was
increasing, in defiance of the numerous resolutions adopted, and the wopulation of .
the occupied territories was being subjected to dincrimination and denied the enjoyment
of equal rights and opvortunities. Israel's occupation of Jerusalem was in flagrant
disregard of wcrld public opinion and United Nations resolutions. ILikewise,
resolutions calling for humane treatment of persons imprisoned by the Israeli
authorities had been ineffectual.

6. The only reasoncble course open o the United Nations wac to implement ita
resolutions, alllng on Isrzel, as a Member State, to comle with them. Igrael must
release all its prisoners since it waz unable tc treat them in accordance with the
provisions of the Geneva Conventions. The Uhited,Natlans must take steps. to enable
the Paleatinian people to recover its homeland and all peace—lovmb nations should’
give material assistance for that purpose. It was for the Palestinians themselves,
through their sole legitimate representative — the PLO, to determine their future.
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7. Bangladesh would continue to lead its full support to the cause of the Arab
peoples, including the Palestinians, and in all forums it would support their
struggle to live in their own homeland in peace and freedom.

8., Mr. KONSTANTINOV (Bulgaria) said his delegation was deeply perturbed by the
fact that the question raised in agenda item 4 had for scme 35 years'pést_been on the
_agendas of various United Nations bodies, including the General Assembly, the
Security Council and the Commission. Despite the numerous resolutions adopted and
the international community's efforts, the vioclations of human rights in the occupied
territories, including Palestine, and the overall situation in the Middle East
continied to worsen and remained among the gravest of current problems, seriously
threatening international peace and security. The United Nations faced a situation
in which a State had for many years pursued a policy of oppression, violating
recognized norms of international law and numerous United Nations resolutions.
Israel's illegal occupation of Arab territories since 1967 and its Govermment's acts
of aggression and oppression were clearly designed to change the legal status,
geographic. nature and demographic congtitution of those territories, through
deportation, expulsion and denial of the right to return, thus grossly violating

the inhabitants' human rights. Confiscation and expropriation of private and public
Arab property, destruction of houses, collective punishment, arbitrary arrest,
detention and ill-treatment were common Israeli practices inflicted on the Arab
population of the occupied territories. So too were the measures aimed at destroying
the educational system and the social and economic development of the Arab people,.
and the illegal exploitation of the territories! natural and human resources.

9. As the Special Committee to investigate Israeli practices in the  ncompied
territories had stated“in its report (4/37/485), it was vital to realize that the
violation of human rights in those territories would cease only when the Palestinian
people was allowed to exercise its right of self-determination.. The denial of that

. right remained the major obstacle to the restoration of peace and security in the
region. As has been pointed out during the Seminar on violations of human rights in
the Palestinian and other Arab territories occupied by Israel (ST/HR/SER.A/14), that.
right could not be extinguished by coercive displacement of the people from the
territory once the right had accrued to that people there, and the right of self-
determination included the right of the Palestinian people to regain their rights by
all means iq accordance with the Charter. ’

10. During the Commission's thirty-eighth session, it had been stated that Israel
should be commended rather than condemned for its efforts to maintain order, security
and justice in the sc-called administered territories. However, the culmination of
those efforts had been Israel's invasion of Lebanon in 1982 d the resultant
devastation and loss of 1life. Enormous numbers of people had been deprived of such
basic needs:as housing, sanitation, medical care, food and security. Israeli troops,
using sophisticated weapons, some of which were prohibited under relevant
international instruments, had systematically and indiscriminately destroyed

refugee camps, hospitals, schools and settlements. Despite Security Council
resolutions, Israel had occupied almost half of Lebanon's territory. The chief
victims of that criminal war were the Pzlestinian and Lebanese peoples, whose
gufferings represented a brutal denial of the right to life. Its climax had been
“the cold-blooded massacre, for which the State of Israel was responsible, in the
refugee camps at Sabra and Chatila, a crime against humanity reminiscent of Nazi
practices.
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11. In view of Israel!s deeds during the previous year, it was hard to understand
the statement, recently made in the Commission, that Israel had good reason tc be
proud of its record in the occupied territories. The expansionist course adopted
by Israel was bound tc lead fo more warfare and suffering in the occupied
territories, especially since Israel had always received the unconditional political
and military support of the United States. The General Assembly, in

resolution 36/226 A, had considered, inter alia, that the agreements on strategic
co-operation between the United States and Israel would encourage the latter to
pursue its aggressive and expansionsist policies; the tragic result of such
co-operetion had been seen one year later., The strategic asvects clearly included
a policy of division, hostility and interference with the right of Arab peoples,
including the Palestinians, to self-determination and peaceful development. The
Ceamp Lavid accords were the first of many destabilizing steps which had led to a
constant deterioration of the situstion in the region, the exacerbation of existing
tensions and gross violations of human rights in the occupied territories. The
so—called Palestinian autonomy, far from being a remedy, was likely to jeopardize
any just and genuine solution. '

12. His delegation's views had been expressed many times in the Commission and

other United Nations bodies. Bulgaria condemned Israel's aggressive and expansionist
policies and its persistent and systematic violations of human rights in the occupied
Arab territories. It expressed sympathy, solidarity and support for the Palestinian
people in its struggle, led by its sole legitimate representative, the PLO. Only by
recognizing the Palestinians'! right of self-determination, including the right to
create their own State, could a true, equitable and lasting solution be reached. His
delegation urged the Commission to adopt all resolutions aimed at that goal.

13. Mr. ZORIN (Union of Soviet Socialist\Republios) said that the peoples of the world
had long condemned the crimes committed by Israel in the oceupied Arab territories,

but the recent events in Beirut and elsewhere in Lebanon could not be compared even
with those crimes. Israel had begun its aggression in Lebanon in June 1982 with a
number of goals: +to destroy the military forces and leadership of the PIO, to
annihilate the Palestinian Arab people as a nation, and to force upon Lebanon a peace
treaty similar to the Camp David accords, thus tearing another State away from the
Arab front.

14. The bloody war in Lebanon had shaken mankind. The heavy casualties among the
civilian population had not been coincidental: the mass killings in West Beirut and
the massacres in Sabra and Chatila were true examples of genocide against the
Palestinian Arab people and were on a par with such evil deeds as the Babi Yar
massacre during the Second World War. It was impossible to convey the full horror
of the tragedy. The victims of the massacre had begged Israeli soldiers at the gates
and reconnaisance points for mercy. On at least two occasions, delegations of women
and children carrying a white flag had approached those soldiers but had been shot.
A group of doctors and nurses had also sought safety under a white flag; +they had
been killed Wy a grenade, Many wounded from Palestinian hospitals had later been
found shot at the Beirut stadium. And on 17 September, Israeli General Etan had
thanked those who had carried out the massacre for their good work,
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15. 4&n international commission to inveatigate Israel's crimes against the Lebanese
and Palestinian people had been established; its members were prominent lawyers and.
public figures from 17 European, Asian, African and American countries. It haed

heard the evidence of witnesses who had experienced al“ the horrors of the war in
Lebtanon, read the conclusiovms of legsl experts and doctors, reviewed the materxai
evidence, end undertaken a political and legal sssessment of all the material it

had studied. Ite conclusion had been that the detions of Israel and its proteciors
congtituted & grgse vicgaﬁzon of the nomrzs and principles of international law
enshrined in the Chsrier and other instruments. The commission had found that in
%nmb;ag and ﬁ~¢qing part of Lebanon, Israsl had not only vicliated the genersl
shibition of $he use of force in internationsl relations embodied in Ayxticle 2

of the Charter, but had alsc committed acts specified in azﬁ;c*a 3 (at, (b‘ and (C}
of the Definii; on of hggression (General Assembly resclubtion 3314 (XKXK}}. Since

the adaptlan of the Declarstion on the Granting of Independesnce to Colenial Countries
and Peoples, any military or repressive action aga:ms+ puoples strugglxng'$cr
self-determination had been viewed as a most serious international crime, snd it was
precisely action of thaet kind that Isrsel had systematically been taking agamnst the
P&iestinian.&rab peopie.

16, ﬂhe commizsion had f¢rtﬂer “Qﬁﬁlﬁﬁéﬁ net, in carrying out its aggr&SSTOﬁ .
against independent Lebanon, Israel and its Zionist leaders had begun o imflict
genanlée on the Palestinian Avab people. The Israeli leaders had not. hidden the

act that the main goal of their action hsd been the destructzar of the PLO and of
the Palestinien pecple as a historical and ethnic entlty. The commission hed
determined that Israel was deliberately engaging in military. action against &
civilian population and bombing peaceful towns and populated areae, which was
deemed a crime by many intermational legal instruments.

iT.. ihe use. of prohibited types of weapons was also & direct violation of
internationsl conventions. The commission had noted that barbaric weepons of mass
destruction had been widely used in Lebanon and that the majority of the victims had
been peaceful citizens. v~lle 50 per cent of the vietims of mlllﬁary action &u!ing
the Second World War and 70 pex cent in Viet Nam had been cxvlllanq, the figure Yiad
reached 90 per cent in Lebanon. The Israelis had dropped 900-kg American~produced
wom%s on heavily popufated areas of Lebanese towns and on Palestinian refugee caiips.
The *ombing by the Israeli air force of hospitals preb goted by the emblems of the
Hed Croazs and @np Red brescent violated one of the oldest nomms of humanlsafuaS.m&wc

18. The. bcmmlsalon’s document also referred to such crimes as the terror;vatxan of
the civilian population, the use of starvation as a means of warfare, the creation of
concentration camps for refugees and peaceful c1t;zpns, cruel treatment of prisaners,
torture, mutilation, the systematic destruction of § diplomatic mxs&icns, ahd the
srtibilation of scientific and cultural institutions. Those crimes had alsc been
discussed at the Seminar on viclations of human rights in the Palestinian and othex
Arab territories ocoupied by Israel. The Seminar had concluded that the viclation of
humax rights in the occoupled territories would cease only wheri the Palestinian people
were allowed to enjoy thelr right to self-determination and when Israeli osccupation
ended, It had condemned the Isveeli invasion of Lebanon as an illegal act in all its
aspaects, and mzst }&Iﬁl@lpaﬂha had concluded that Ilsrael kad committed acts which
fell clearly within the definitions of war crimes, the crime of genocids and crimes
againet humanuy Lhe iden of imposing sanctions upon Israsel analogous to those
imposed on South Africa wes worthy of special attention.
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19, The Government of Israel was openly ignoring Security Council resolutions 508 (1982)
and 509 (1982) and attempting to strengthen its position in Lebanon. The bloody

events in Lebanon were a direct consequence of the Camp David accords and a
manifestation of the Israeli policy of finishing off the-Arab countries one by one.
Primary responsibility for the crimes in Lebanon and the other occupied Arab

territories rested on the ruling circles in Israel, but those who had placed weapons -

in' the aggressor's hands were also guilty. The events were a direct consequence of

the "strategic alliance" between Israel and the United States, and Washington

continued to seek additional bases in the Middle East.

20. While the United States had formerly attempted tohide its expansionist policy
in the region, it now took a direct and active part on the side of Israel in events
in the Middle Edst.. Since 1951, TIsrael had received credits of around $15 billion
for the purchasé of weapons from the United States, whose economic and military aid
to Israel would ‘exceed $2 billion in 1983. Israel simply could not have' lgufiched its
new phase of aggression against the Arab peoples without United States ‘supports
Washington ‘was now trying to dissociate itself from the crimes which had beén committed,
particularly at Sabra and Chatila, but intervention in those camps had been discussed
earlier by the Israeli leaders and Murray Draper, Reagan's representative in the
Middle East. When, at its emergency special session, the General Assembly had
adopted a resolution ‘demanding the withdrawal of Israeli forces frof Lebanon, only
Israel and the United: States had opposed the resolution, thus show1ng ‘who' ‘was the
criminal and who inspired ‘the Israeli ruling circles to commit ‘the crimes they
committed. Israel and: the United States had also opposed the adoption of
General Asgembly resolution 37/86 which acknowledged the right of the
Palestinian Arab people to self-determination.

21. The observer for Israel had said nothing in response to the accusations of human
rights violations levelled against his Government. That was understandable: he
simply could not deny what everyone knew. He had, however, attempted to-point to
human rights violations everywhere else except in the occupied territories:” 'Accusing
others of hypocrisy, he had gone beyond hypocrisy by asserting that the humdn Tights
situation in the:occupied territories had improved after thousands of women, elderly
peoples and children-had perished in West Beirut and the annexatlon'of Arab
territories had been intensified. But nothing else could be: expected of - -an Israeli:
such was the logic-iof the aggressor. However, the aggressor and his protector had
not accomplished their goals; they had not brought the Palestinian or Lebanese
peoples to their knees.

22, There was a real chance to co-ordinate the actions of all those who sought a
just peace in the area. The Soviet Union favoured a comprehensive settlement 1n»the
Middle East which provided for:the full and unconditional withdrawsl of Israeli "
forces from all Arab territories occupied since 1967, 1ncludlng eastern Jerusalemy and
the enjoyment by the Palestinian Arab people of its lnallenable national rights,
including the right to exercise self-determination, create an 1ndependent State and -
return to their homées: The-Middle East problem could not be solved unless’ the
Palestinian problem was solved, and that could not be done without the participation
of the PLO, the sole legitimate representative of the Palestinian people. An
effective way of achieving a true settlement in the Middle East would be to-convene
an international conference 1n iwhich the PIO should partlclpate together with other
interested parties.
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23, Thé:Commlsqlon must condemn Israel's gross and massive violations of human’
rights in the occupied Arab territories and must call on all States and peoples to
exert pressure on the Israeli ruling circles in order to end their occupation of

the Arab territories and Lebanon. It should demand that the United States cease all.
support for the criminal policy of Israel in respect of the Arab States and the
Palestinian Arab people. It should stress that that people, led by the PLO, must
soon be given the opportunity to exercise its right of self-determination, ircluding
the right to establish an independent State. To deprive.the Palestinian people of
that, right was a very serlous crime Whlch mankind could not condone.

24. Mr., MARTINEZ (Argentlna) said the Commission should ask itself whether in its
discussion of the violation of human rights in the occupied Arab terrltorles, .
including Palestine, it was dealing merely with the effects and not with the causeeﬂ
When a territory was occupied by force by a foreign Power, a permanent injustice,
which could only be maintained through the systematic violation of human rights, was
instituted. Such situations were by their very nature a constant threat to
international _peace and security.

25. . His delegatlon etrongly opposed the continued presence of the invader in the
occupled ‘Arab territories: its presence constituted an affront to "the 1nternatlonal,
community and to the letter and spirit of the Charter. The defence of the '
territorial integrity of States was one of the pillars of the United Nations qystem
and the basis for coexistence among nations. Accordingly, the contimued occupatlon
of territories and their forcible annexation jeopardized the very existence of the
United Nations system and represented a serious setback in the evolution of '
contemporary international law.

26. The explosive situation in the Middle East had now been exacerbated by further’
invasions of the territories of States, as a result.of which massive violations of
‘human rights had proliferated, including inexcusable attacks on refugee camps and
the assassination of civilians., His 'delegation was horrified at the massacres in f
. the Sabra and Chatila refugee camps and called for an end to the invasion which had
facilitated those crimes, It vigorously rejected the unilateral measures used by
Israel to change the legal status, geography and demographic composition of the
ococupied territories in flagrant violation of the fourth Geneva Convention and
numerous Genéral Assembly and Coumission resolutions. It opposed the Israeli
occupation of Lebanese territory and the presence of foreign armed forces in
violation of specifio Security Council resolutions.

27. He drew attentlon to the situation in the holy city of Jerusalem, the
iunllateral occupation of which compllcated the situation still further. As Security
Council resolution 476 (1980) indicated, that problem could be solved only on the
basis of historic and cultural values by Christians, Jews and Moslems, all .of whom
regarded the city as their spiritual heritage. A policy of fait accompli could not _
confer legitimacy, since it violated the principle of non-acquisition of terrltorles
by force.

28.- His. delegation had always fully supported the self-determination of the

martyred Palestinian people, which had unique characteristics differentiating it.
' from other peoples in the region and centuries—old roots in the territory which it
inhabited. It would be disparaging to consider it as an ethnic or cultural minority,
gince it fulfilled all the requirements for exercise of the right of self-determination
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His delegation strongly condemned the military occupatlon which prevented the
Palestinian people from exercising that inalienable right, ere01ally‘q1nce the
occupying Power was attempting to 1mnlant a foreign population in order to make the
Palestinian peonle a minority in its own land.

29. An integrated solution to the Middle East conflict meant that all States in the
area would have the right to exist within’ nutually recognlzeo and secure boundaries.
The Jewish and Palestlnlan peopleq were two realities by which the Comm1351onfg work
must be guided. The activities of United Nations bodies and efforts by the o
Secretariat were far from a rhetorical and 1neffectua7 exercises on the contrarv,
it was precisely in forums like the Commission that progress had begun to be made in
obtaining justice for the Palestinian people. His delegation hoped that that
progress would continue through decisions adopted by the Commission at its current
session.

30. Mr. BHAGAT (India) said that becauce of its complexity and the enormity of the’
human rights violations involved, the subject under discussion was a test case for
the Commission, which would be Jjudged in terms of its success or failure in B
restoring basic human rights to the unfortunate people of Palestine. Any moral or
political presqure ‘which the Commission had been able to exert had so far been
arrogantly disregarded by the Government of Israel, and the brutal suppression of
the rights of the Palestinian people had not let up. That represented a singular
failure on, the part of the éommlsswon and the 1nternaulona1 conmunity. -

31. Since the Commission's previous session, events in the occupied territories and
Lebanon had poignantly revealed the sad plight of the Palestinian people. Israel had
continued its policy of formal annexation of Arab territories through the establishment
of qettlementg, which had led to a chahge in the denographlc composition of those
terrltorleo. ‘The Palestinians were thus being turned into aliens in their own
territory, where they were denied the rights that were their due under the Charter and
other international instruments. The occupation had resulted in the denial of the
basic right of self—determlnetlon and of political, civil, social and cultural rights
to the indigenocus Palestinian populatlon. The economy of the occupied territories

was completely subjugated to the Israeli economy. Palestinians and Arabs in the
occupied territories were subjected to nass nvreqts, “%orture, destruction of houses
and expulsion frouw thPJr homes without any recourse to judicial or other legal '
processes. Since the occupied territories were covorned by Israeli martial-law
authorities, the freedons of expression, assembiy, association and relig gion,

together w1th the other fundamental rlghts of the Palestinians, had been severely
curbed. '

32. Not only had the Paleutlnlans beéen denied their basic human rights in their
homeland, but those of them who had taken refuge in foreign lands had been hounded
from plaoe to place and massacred as part of a calculated extermination campaign.
The massacres at Sabra and Chatila, perpetrated with the connivance of the Israeli
authorities, were a blot on the conscience of the international community. In utter
disregard of the fourth Geneva Convention, to which Israel was a party, atrocities
had been committed against the innocent civilian population. Despite the guarantee
given to the PLO when it withdrew from West Beirut that the Palestinian civilian
population would be protected, thousands of defenceless men, women and children ha
been massacred in a manner reminiscent of the genocide committed during the Second
World War. There had also been reports that Palestinian prisoners were being tortured
and killed by the Israeli authorities.



E/CN.4/1983/SR.5
page 10 ,

33, The impact that that state of persecution and uncertainty would have on the
generation of Palestinians surviving the genocide was incalculable. Not only had
the Palestinians suffered physical and emotional uprooting, but younger generations
would grow up in a state of physical, materisl, educational and psychological
deprivation. The human cost inherent in the situation made that episode one of the
most harrowing of recent history.

34+ Since its independence, India had consistently supported the realization of
the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people, without which there could be no
peace in western Asia. ' The countries concerned and the international community
must support the struggle waged by the Palestinian people under the leadership of
the PLO, to which India had granted full diplomatic status. India had increased
its contrlbutlon to UNRWA to 200,000 rupees in 1982 and had provided an additional
200,000 rupees in response to an appeal from the Commissioner-General. The
Government of India had continued its programme of scholarships to Palestinian
students who had been denied a proper education in their occupied homeland and had
dispatched a medical ‘mission to Lebanon to care for sick and wounded Palestinians
whohad fallen victim to the Israeli onslaught. There was widespread public
sympathy in India for the unimaginable sufferings of the Palestinian people.

55, A permanent and just solution to the problem of human rights in the occupied
Arab territories, including Palestine, could be found if the international :
community:could prevail upon Israel to vacate the territories it had occupied by
force and to respect the sovereignty, territorial integrity and political
independence of every State in the area, their right to live in peace within secure
and recognized boundaries, and the right of the Palestinian people to return to
their homeland.

36, What should the Commission do to deal with the new emergencies that had
arisen? Its resolubtions, seminars and resounding statements had been treated by the
perpetrators of human rights violations as ritualistic exercises. It must, however,
- have faith that its words and deeds would force the Israeli authorities to conform
to the standards of human rights expected from a peovple which had been victims of
such violations itself. It should display completée solidarity in condemning the
Israeli Government's violations of human rights. It should speak as the conscience
of mankind, unsullied by controvergies or the global strategic considerations of
certain countries, and it should reflect the moral and political pressure of world
opinion in its resolution on the matter. There could be no better guarantee of a
change of heart in the Government than to mobilize Israeli public opinion in

favour of such a change.’' The countries represented in the Commission, especially
those with the most effective leverage, should, in their bilateral dealings with
Israel, make the Israelis realize that the long-term implications of the present
policies would harm only themselves. Any impression that its actions were condoned
at the bilateral level would only encourage the Israeli Government and dissuade it
from working for a just and comprehensive solution to the problem. Members of
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the Commission could also furnish moral, material and physical assistance to enable
the Palestlnlan peaple to. live with dignity and honour even in the midst of the
current vicissitudes,

37 " ‘The Compission was at a crossroads: its &status as a watchdog against human
rights violations could be vindicated only if it showed the will and determination
to tgke the steps he had outlined.

38. Miss ILIC (Yugoslavia) said that, even if the shocking events pf the past year
in the Middle East had not taken place, there would have been numerous other
instances of violations of human rights by Israel for the Commission to consider.
Israel and some of its friends defended such acts as the expulsion of Arabs from
their homes, the expropriation of land, the establisghment of Jewish settlemente
deportations, collective punishments, mass arrests and torture as being- normal,
legal and justified under a state of occupation. However, the only legal act in
a territory occupied by an 1nva.der was to resist and struggle for liberation and
human dignity.

39.' While.the situation in the occupied Arsb territories had been deteriorating
year after year, it had changed cualitatively as a result of the carefully
co-ordinated aggression against Lebanon and the massacres at Chatila and Sabra,
which had been planned at an Israeli cabinet meeting on 15 June 1982 and had not
been officially condemmed by a sector of the international community which was
otherwise very quick to react to infinitely less serious events elsewhere.

40. The recent events left no doubt about Israel's real aims. Israel had never
sought peace, except on its own terms, It was now openly admitted that Israel )
sought domination over peoples and countries, even if that implied the extermination
of an entire peoplc whose rights were being denied by a "chosen people" vho claimed
that their right to Palestine was God-given. What was particularly disturbing

was that such views were supported by the highest religious authorities in Israel.
After the recent evenbts in Lebanon, friends and allies of Israel must make it
absolutely clear to the Government and people of Israel that their concern and
support for that country's right to exist - a2 concern shared by the Yugoslav
delegation ~ must not be construed as support for, or approval of, its policy of
aggression and annexation.

41, Israel had ofteu attempted in the past to justifly its asggressive acts by
invoking a supposed threat to its own security. The security of Israel was indeed
threatened, but by Israel itself. It was 1llusory to think that Israel could
secure recognition for its right to exist by means of war, terror and blackmail.
It could do so only by demonstrating its readiness to live in peace with its
nelghbours, to reoognlze the rights and equality of others, to become a part of
the region and to wofk for its peaceful development and progress.

42. The question of self-determlnatlon for the Palestinian people was thie core of
the Arab-Israeli conflict. No peace plan would succeed if it was based on the
denial of the existence of an entire people, failed to recognize the Palestinian
people's right to self-determination and to establish a State of their own, or
excluded .dinlogue with the almost universally recognized representative of the
Palestinian people, the PLO,
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43. After the latest Israeli act of aggression, the Commission must make it clear
that acts of genocide committed against Jews in the past could not and must not be
accepted as a justification for crimes against the Palestinian people. The
Commission would be remiss in its duty if it did not adopt a resolution recognizing
the right of the Palestinian people to self-determination, including the
establishment of its own State, calling on all Member States to declare publicly
their determination not to impede the realization of the Palestinians' right of
self-determination, and recognizing the right of all States and peoples in the area
to live in peace and security. Such a rcoslution, if adopted unanimously, would go
a long way towards promoting peace and respect for human rights and fundamental

freedoms and towards securing genuine frezdom and independence for all peoples and-
countries in thz area. »

44. Mr., ZAFZERA (Observer for Madagascar): sald that the inclusion of item 4 in the
agenda attested to the constant concern of the international community not only
about the plight of the Palestinian pedple but also about the great threat which
Israel's criminal actions posed to world peace and security. The various reports
before the Commission contained damning proof of Israel's numerous violations of
human. rights in the occupied Arab territories, including Palestine. Instead of
complying with the many resolutions of the United Nations and other international
organizations, Israel continued te pursue a policy of terror and to deny the
Palestinian people their inalienable national rights, including the right to
self~determination and independence. It obstinately continued to establish
settlements and expel the Arab population, and refused to apply the fourth Geneva
Convention. Despite all the efforts of the international community, Israel
persisted in its attitude of scorn, arrogance and cynicism, and was steadily
escalating violence. The recent Israeli aggression and genocide againét the
Palestinian and Lebanese peoples and, in particular, the barbaric massacres at
Sabra and Chatila were further manifestations of Israel's arrogant challenge to
the world.

45. At session after session, the Commission had adopted resolutions condemning

such acts znd yet Israel was pursuing with impunity its pollcy of aggression and
expansicnism; the United Nations seemed powerless to prevent the most serious
violations of international law and human rights since the end of the Second World
War. The Commission must take effective measures to put an end to Israel's criminal
acticnz, failing which 1nternational peace and security would be seriously threatened.-

46. His delegation wished to reaffirm its condemnation of the policy of aggression
and expansionism of the Zionist regime and its support for the just struggle of the
Palestinian pzople under the leadership of its sole legitimate representative,

the PLO.. The Palestinian question was the crux of the problem of the Middle East,:
and there could be no question of a separate peace, as envisaged in the Camp David
accords. What was required was a comprehensive peace based on respect for the
inalienable rights of the Palesiinian peopie, including its right to self-
determination and to establish an independent State, and on the withdrawal of
Israel from all occupied Arab and Palestinian territories, including Jerusalem.

47. 1In southern Africz, human rights and the rights of peoples continued to be
flouted. The racist regime in Pretoria was reinforzing its policy of agartheid
and stepping up its repression against the black population, while its continued
illegal occupation of Namibia was accompanied by a growing number of v1olations of
the moct basic human rights and a further outhreak of armed aggression against
neighbouring States.-
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48. The efforts of ths international community to secure genuine indepsndence for
the Namibian pecple under the leadership of SWAPG, its scle legitimate representative,
ware being thwarted by the brazen intransigence of Preteria, which by means of
delaying tactics was %eeking to avert the application of the United Hations plan end
to pesrpetuate its policy of brutal demination and exploitation. Far from heeding

the many appealsa of the international community, the Socuth African regime was
e3cslating violence, massacring prisoners of war, refugees and innccent civilians,
and refusing to mpply the fourth Gensva Conhvention and its additional protocol to
freadom fighters. ,

4%. The repeated deliberate acts of aggression against the front-line States,
particularly the Peoples Republic of Angola, were deeply disturbing thresats to the
peace and security of that part of the world. Becauss the front-line countries wers
supperting a just cause, the South African regime was btsking savage reprisals against
them with the aim of undeing their efforts to develop their young sconomies and
sreating permanent insecurity within their territoriss. The settlement of the
Namibian question reguired the lmmediate implementation of Security Council
raselution 435 (1978}, and sny attempt to link ihe independencs of Namibis with any
other ieave, partlcularly the withdrawel of Cuban forces from Angola, must be
rejected as conbrary to the spirit and the letter of that resolution and ths
provisions of Article Z, paragraph 7, of the Charter.

5Q, Turniug to the question of Wes*ern Sahara, he racalleé that the internaticnsl
comminity haé weloomed the decisions adopted by the L1381 Confersnce of Heads of
State and Government of the Organization of African Unity (OAU} concerning the
holding of 2 general and free rzferendum on self-determinaticn in Western Szhara,
The arrangements for the referendum had been clearly outlined by the QAU
loplementation Commibttee znd had subsequently been referred to in resolutions
adopted by the Genersl Assembly at its thirty-sixth and thirty-seventh sesaions, and
resclution 1982/15 adopted by the Commisajion at its thirty-sighth session, inm which
it sappealed to the parties te the conflict, Moroces and the Frents Polizaric, %o
enver into nespotiations on a cease~fire as a prereguisite for the organization of
the referendum. In spi%s of ail thosao wesci itiong, the fighting in Wemtern Sahars.
continued and the Sahrawi people were 2till suffering the conssguencesz of an unjust
war which had been impesed on them. While the Frente Polisaric had Gemcnstraﬁad ita
willingness ta negotiate with Morocco with 3 view to endimg the conflict, the
%evagcans seawad adament in thair unw;iiiﬁgﬁess to negotlate, and &hﬂ aitua*ion
sesmad once again o be deadlocked.

5.7 It was high time the horrors and injustices suffered by the pecples of Palestine,
Bamibia end Western Sahara were brought to an end. The higher interests of mankind,
law and justice must cutweigh all other considerations. He wus oonfident that the
Commission, whoss primery responaibility waz to prﬂrﬁte respast for numaﬁ righte,
wisld take the necesasry measurss for that purposs

52. Mr. FARES (Obasrver for Democratic Yemen), speaking alasc on behalfl of Yemen, said
tnat, vear after vear, the (ommissicn reviawed the record of the violation of husmen
”i§u~a by ths Zicnist entity. Since the preceding session, the situation with regard
o the rights of the Pzlestinian pesple had deteriorated zs a reau*t of Iaraslts
liey of aggression in oocupied Palestine and other Aralb territories. A genocidal
@ 9&3%%@? had b carrisd cul by the Ilarsell army in Lebanon with the help of

i

r*l

inited States technelegy, and the Israeli war machine had l2f%t thousands dead o

wounded. The messacre of t¢hildren, women znd old people in Labanon was reminiscent

of the worst crimes of fasciazm zng na=ism. The massacres abt Sabre and Chatila, which
int

raaticpal commonity, would long be remembered, and =vas
n unable fo conosal the truth about thoss traglc avents,

Bad been condamned by
the Wesisprn news medls had ba
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53. Genocide had always been one of Israel's aims and the recent massacres were by
no means the first. Israel was attempting to destrov Lebanese unity and break the
spirit of the Palestinian people on the pretext of eliminating the PLO. Israel's
occupation troops remained in Lebanon and the Palestinian people continued to be the
victims of terrorism, deprived of all their humanitarian and human rights. That
noble people had been suffering for decades because of Israel's actions and the
protection and support Israel enjoyed from the Western imperialists. The
establishment of settlements in the occupied territories was proof of Israel's
expansionist and annexationist designs, which viclated United Nations decisions aimed
at securing the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people, especially their

right of self-determination. The various aspects of Israelis aggression and
expansionism and its violations of the Charter and of fundamental human rights were
well documented in the reports prepared by various United Nations bodies and other
international organizations. The Commission, for its part, must adopt a resolution
unequivocally recognizing the necessity of an Israeli withdrawal from the occupied
territories and reaffirming the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people,
including their right to return to their homeland and to establish a State of their
own there under the leadership of the PLO.

54. Mr. KUDRIAVTSEV (Afro-Asian People's Solidarity Organization) said that his
organization was deeply concerned about the gross violations of human rights which

had accompanied Israelf's occupationof Lebanon and other Arab territories. He had
been a member of the international commission of inquiry into the crimes committed

by Isracl against the Lebanese and Palestinian peoples. That commission had found
Israel to be guilty of a series of crimes against humanity, including genocide and
other gross violations of fundamental norms of international law. Responsibility for
those crimes must be borne by the guilty party and those who aided and abetted iti

55. - The interrational commission had reached several conclusions with regard to the
situation in Lebanon and other occupied Arab territories. It considered that the
continued Israeli occupation of a large part of the sovereign State of Lebanon
represented a gross and premeditated violation of the principles of international

law and must be declared an international crime. There was irrefutable evidence

that the Israeli authorities were provoking acts of violence in Lebanon and

fomenting enmity between various groups of the population, including the Moslem and
Christian communities. The Israeli occupation was destabilizing the political

gystem of Lebanhon and disrupting all normal activities. Under tnhne occupation

gross violations of human rights were occurring, including mass arrests, torture and
the internment of civilians in concentration camps. The occupation represented a
very serious violation of the soverecignty and integrity of Lebanon and of international
law and human rights, and was an obstacle to the achievement of a just and
comprehensive settlement in the Middle East, including recognition of the right of the
Palestinian people to form a State of their own.

56. Israel invoked rather strange arguments to justify its behaviour, including

the assertion that some people were better off under the Israeli occupation and that
terrorists were to blame for the situation. Similar arguments had been used by

the Hitlerites to defend their conduct in occupied territories but such arguments
could hardly be taken seriously in the latter part of the twentieth century.
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57. The international commission had also concluded that the situation in Lebanon
could be ended only through the immediate, full and unconditional withdrawal of
Israeli forces as a first step towards the fgll restoration of Lebanon's sovereignty
and the normalization of living conditions there. Israel must bear full
responsibility for all acts of violence committed in Lebanon under its occupation
and control. Responsibility must also be borne by those who made the Israeli
occupatlon possible, first and foremost the United States. The presence of

United States military contingents in Lebanon was not conducive to an end to Israeli
aggression against that country. The ways and means of implementing resolutions

of the Security Council and other international bodies could be found by holding an
international conference on the Middle East, with the participation of all parties
on an equal footing, including the PLO.

58. His organization fully endorsed the conclusions reached by the international
commission and hoped that the Commission on Human Rights would take effective measures
to put an end to the Israeli occupation of Arab territories and ensure the full
implementation of all United Nations resolutions on the subject.

59. Mr. SOFFER (Observer for Israel), speaking in exercise of the right of reply,
said that at its 3rd meeting the Commission had been subjected to one of the most
contemptible statements it had ever heard. The racist hysteria of the speaker in
question was on a par with the most loathsome pages of Hitler propaganda. It was
appalling that such a statement should have been made only days after the fiftieth
anniversary of Hitler's accession to power, when the world was remembering the

worst campaign of anti-semitism in history. The Commission was supposed to promote
human dignity and mustnot become a vehicle for neo-Nazi racism. The statement by
the speaker in question insulted the ideals of the Commission, the intelligence of its
members and human dignity in general. He could understand that some delegations,
wishing to cover up their own Governments' human rights violations, might choose to
slander Israel. He could not, however, allow the Jewish people again to be the
victim of such savage provocation and barbarous racism.

60. The speaker concerned represented a Government which was notorious for its
racism, In that country, over 1,000 citizens had disappeared or been executed over
the past three years and the torture of political prisoners had become a matter

of routine. The dictator of that country had vowed to liquidate all his opponents
and even sent his thugs to other countries to eliminate fellow citizens who had
chosen to live abroad. The intolerance and religious fanaticism of that dictator
had become a code of conduct and he was proud of his anti-Jewish views. To quote
only one example, on 25 January 1983 he had stated in an interview with the French
newspaper Le Matin that it was zionism's aim to rule the world or destroy it, that
the Zionists were training young people in various economlc fields so that they might
undermine the world economy, that the current world economic crisis was the result
of the proliferation of Zionists in all areas of economic life and that Zionists
might one day even take charge in the White House or the Kremlin or in the capital
of some other major power. According to that same dictator, Hitler had realized
what the Zionists planned to do and that they wished to rule Germany, and had acted
to stop them.



E/CN.4/1983/SR.5
page 156

61. Such intellectual 0b5cenit1es did not deserve contradiction. It should be noted,
“however, that they bore a very close resemblance to the anti-semitic propaganda
publlshed in Tsarlst Russia at the turn of the century. The author of such statements
was HMuammar Qadhafl, dlctator of Libya. It was nardly surprising, therefore, that the
Libyan representative should have launched into a tirade of anti-semitism and racial
provocation. ' :

62. Mr. AREBI (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya), speaking on a point of order, observed that
the Comnission was used to Zionist propaganda and would not be intimidated by the
Zionist representative’s obscene statements, which were totally out- of place and

showed a lack of respect for the Commission and all those present. At the Commission's
rd neeting, the same speaxer had insulted the Comwission. The Commisasion always.tried
to be objective, and was currently considering items 4 and 9, namely Israeli
violations of human rights in the occupied territories, including Palestine.

0%. The CHAIRMAH appealed to the representative of the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya to be
brief and-to conclude his point of order.

64. '1’ AREBY (leyan Aran Jawahiriya) reiterated that the Commission was dealing
w1th 1temg 4 and 9 and that the Israeli representative could not therefore refer to
any Gove*nﬂent other than his own. He certainly had no right to mention the

Libyan dgad of State.

65, The CHAIRMAN reminded members of the Commission that, under rule 43 (2) of the
rules of procedure, speakers must confine their remarks to the subject under
'considebation, in the present case items 4 and 9. ile also wished to point out that.
it was general practice in a body. such as the Commission on Human Rights for members.
to use parliamentary language when addressing each other and the Chairman. The
request to raise a point of order was always very specific and meant that a member
wished to draw attention to a departure from the Commission's normal procedure. In
raising points of order, members must confine themselves strictly to drawing
attention to such departures from procedure and be as concise as possible.

66. 1ir. SOFFER (Observer for Israel}, continuing his statement in exercise of the
right of reply, recalled that other speakers had referred to the Lebanese tragedy in
the same racist, anti-Israeli manner and he challenged everything they had said.

Hith regara to the massacres &t Sabra and Chatila, he would simply ask the delegates

in ‘question what their Governments had done when the PLO and Syria had fomented civil
war in Lebanon at he cost of over 100,000 innocent lives, and why they had remained
silent when the PLO had massacred the entire population of the town of Damour and

when the PLO and Syria had committed genocide against the Lebanese Christian community.

6(. HWr. SAIuR (Observer for the Syrian Arab lepublic), speaking on a point of order,
said that fsrael had again Strayed from the subject matter of items 4 and & and
should be made to coaply with the rules of procedure.

65. Mr. BEAULWE (Canada), speaking on a point of order, said that the
Syrian Arab xepubllc was not a member of the Commiszion and that the observer for
that country could not therefore raise points of order.

69. The CHAILRAN upheld the point of order raised by the representative of Canada.
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10. #ir. SOFFER (Observer for Israel), continuing his statement, repeated that, wita
rugard to the events at Sabra and Chatila, it was scandalous that instead of
conderning those responsible soma countiigs wepre blaming Israel for what had been a
tragic settling of scores between Lebanese Christians and Palestinian occuniers after
eizht vears of civil war and anti-Chiistian oporession. It was unpardonabvle to

velray the uemory of the victims of the Sabra and Chatila massacres by using them for
a hystarical anti-semitic campaizn, wiil2 passing over the deaths of the 100,000 other
victiis of the Lebanese civil war. it was, moreovsr, parauwozical that those who
slandered forasil included not only Libya but aiso such States as iran, wier

religious terror was cogting itne iives of countinsss inpocent beoplic.

L. Mr. AREBY {(Lioyan Arab Jamahiriya.. speacing oo a point off order, sald. that the
obse vvc- Jor Lerael was again Straying froin matters velating to items 4 and 9 and
even referring to countries whicy were not represented snd were therefore unavle to

ute nis accusations.

fe. The U repeated that speakers aust confine themselves to the subject-matter

o

of items A and 9.

{United States of Americsa), speaking on a point of ordsy, said that
server for fsrael hada ie"‘ been intarrupted ne had been speaking of the
e@@ﬂtﬁ of Sabra and Cnatiia. Since almost all otaer speakers had referrec to those
events, it seemad logical to allow Lne Israell representative to do Llikewise.

i, b, SOFER (Observer for Israel), continuiax nis statement, said that ne would
not insult the intelligence of delegatas by reiterating the obvious. They would be
avie to distinguiszsn for themselves bhelveen Justice and common sense., on tne one hand,
and the fanaticism and anti-zemitic frenzy which they hac ovsen foirced to witness, on
the other.

75 iir. OSwAN {Quvserver for Somalia, sald that the zravity of I(sraeii violations of
auman rLga»o in the occupizd territories, including Pal stln was aaply

demonsticated by the reports and resolutions adotped vear axtn year by the Commiscion
and other international organizations. It was tue sincere no} of' nis delsgation
that, at its cuirrent session. the Commission woulis adopt a rirm, effective and
unequivocal decision dpnoun01n Isvaeli brutaiity and atrocities. The documents
nefore the Commission revealed tn° scale af the teriror,; zepocide and destiuction
peirpetiratad Dy Yavael against tne peoples of the occup ‘territories, and showed that
there vere no limits Lo its contempe For international law oir to its callous
inhumenity.

o

i5. Israel’s armed aggression against Lebanon was a clear exannle of its total
disregara for the rule of law anu fopr cix izad internztional behaviour. The

intensive ooubing of Beiprut and other Lebansse towns, the ki1lliing and waiming of
thousands of civiiians, ana the continuing occupation of lLebanon by Isroell armed
forces had grave ilmplications for worid peace aad szcurity.

‘he recent massacres

at Sabra and Chatlwa were a particularly painful rominder of the horrors of the
nolecaust of the Second Voirld wWar and the international cowmunitiy had rightly
condeined israel for its zenocidal actions. The uionist zntity should bGe held
ragponsible forr aiding and anetting the vpevondtratoss of thoze atrocities against
defenceless civilians. Its action was a crime agzainst quwmawtv an’l violzted the
reievsnt )ntepnat€0hal conventions, in narticular tile fourth navi Convention.
Israel s concinuin~g occupalion of Palestinian and other Arav territorizs was itself
a flagrant violation of the unan riznts of the ponulations of thoese territories and
its supprassion of tneir fundawmental hts and freedoms waa 2 sersious breach of the
principles of international iaw and the provisions of tue Intarnational Covenants on
duman Rishis
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77. His delegation urged the Commission to be firm and uncompromising in its
condemnation of Israel for the bloodshed in Lebanon and tc call for the immediate,
complete and unconditional withdrawal of the Zionist forces of terror and oppression
from that country. At the same time, the Commission should reiterate its call for
the restoration to the Palestinian people of their inalienable and legitimate right
of self-determination, including the right to establish their own State. His
delegation strongly urged all States and international organizations to extend full
support to the Palestinian and Arab peoples under Israeli occupation.

78. Mr. ARMALIE (Observer, Palestine Liberation Organizaticn), speaking in exercise
of the right of reply, said that the Commission was used to Israel's lies and
distortions, but the observer for Isrsel seemed to have exceeded all bounds at the
current session., He was reminded of a tactic used by Goehbels: the bigger the lies,
the more likely they were to be believed. Fortunately, delegations were mware of
Israel's tactics and the tyuth spoke for itself. The Zionist representative had wept
crocodile tears over the innocent victims of the civil war in Lebanon, yet that war,
all previous civil wars in Lebanon and indeed all the troubles of the Arab peoples?,
especially the Palestinian people, had been caused by the practices imposed by Israel
on the Palestinian people ever gince 1943,

79. He would not comment on the Israeli statement that the Sabra and Chatila massacres
had been & settling of scores between Lebanese Christians and Palestinian Moslems.

He would simply remind the Commission that Israeli public opinion had itself accused

the Israeli Government of complicity in the preparation for, and even execution of,

the massacres. The findings of the Israeli commission of inquiry inte the massacres
had been well publicized and, although its work was not yet complete, that commission
had already pointed an accusing finger at Menachem Begin, Ariel Sharon and Itzak Shamir.

30. He also wished to refer to a statement by Camille Chamoun, former President of
Lebanon and current head of the Isresli-protected Lebanese Christian Front, which had
been reproduced in L@ Monde on 1 February 1983%: according tc Mr. Chamoun, if any doubt
had remained as to the duplicity of the Israsli Government, Ariel Sharon had dispelled
it by providing irrefutable proof that Israel was pursuing its own interests and

no one else's in Lebanon, to the detriment of Lebanon's sovereignty and territorial
integrity.

8l. Mr. SAKER (Observer for the Syrian Arab Republic), speaking in exercise of the
right of reply, said that his delegation would make ite statement on items 4 and 9 at
the following meeting but wished to respond to some of the comments made by the
observer for Israel, who clearly could not tolerate the accusations levelled against
his country. No one lmew exactly what had happened at Sabra and Chatila, but the
observer for Israel had been lying when he had accused Syria and the PLO of genocide
against the ILebanese Christians. Syria did not discriminate between Christians and
Moslems. Its delegation to the Commission comprised both Christians and Moslems, while
the PLO delegation was made up entirely of Christians., Neither Syria ncr the PLO would
ever oppose a Christian or a Jew on the grounds of his religion, but they did oppose
the human rights violations perpetrated by the racist and repressive Zionist Government.

82. The CHAIRMAN announced that the informal working group of 10 members to be set up
pursuant to Commission resolution 1982/40 %o consider the possibility of rationalizing
the Commission's agenda would ccnsist of the following States:; Argentina, Australia,
Cuba, India, Ireland, Japan, Senegsl, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,

United Republic of Tanzania and Yugoslavia.

The meeting rose at 1.05 p.n.






