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The meeting was called to order at 1C.05 a.m.

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

THE RIGHT OF PEQPLES TO SELF-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, B/CN.4/1983/12 and 13; ST/HR/SER.A/14)

1. Mr. LIGATRT (Fiji) said that in the 23 years since the adoption of the
Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, more
than 70 million people had achieved independence and 57 former dependent territories
had become States Members of the United Nations. Since 1945, 75 former colonial
peoples had joined the United Nations as independent sovereign States. While
decolonization had made significant gains under the international trusteeship system,
increased impetus had been given to that process by the Declaration and by the
establishment of the Special Committee of 24 entrusted with its implementation.

2. Only a handful of territories had yet to achieve independence. As a result

of South African intransigence, the people of Namibia continued to be denied the.
right of self-determination and it had always been clear that a negotiated settlement
would be possible only if the Pretoria regime sincerely wished such an outcome. The
question of Namibia must be resolved in accordance with Security Council

resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978), which called for genuine majority rule based
on elections supervised by the United Nations.

3. The situation in Western Sahara was fraught with tension and his delegation
hoped that the parties to the conflict would find a compromise solution based on the
recommendation made by OAU at its 1981 summit in Nairobi, namely that a general and
free referendum on self-determination should be organized throughout the territory.

4. Fiji's commitment to world peace had caused it to become directly involved in
the peace efforts in the Middle East. It continued +to support Security Council
resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973) as a basis for peace in the region. It was
imperative that a Palestinian homeland should be created and that recognition should
be given to the right of all countries in the region, including Israel, to live

- within secure and recognized borders. Fiji believed that all disputes should be
-resolved through negotiations and had therefore contributed contingents to THIFIL in
1978 and to the muliilateral force seot uwp in 1982 to supervise the peaceful return of

Sinai to Egypt.

5. Self-determination was a fragile right which could easily be lost unless the
international community was prepared “o defend it. The right of many independent

Members of the United Nations to pursue their own development had been violated.

Thus, the 1979 invasion of Afghanistan and the continuing occupation of that country was a
destabilizing factor in the region and undermined international relations., The

invasion had inflicted untold suffering on the Afghan population and imposed a heavy
burden on the neighbouring countries which had accepted Afghan refugees. His

delegation appealed to the countries concerned to heed the repeated appeals of the
international community to resolve that problem.

6. The Kampuchean people had recently suffered a period of barbaric despotism,
followed by foreign invasion and occupation. That people must be allowed to
determine its own form of government without outside interference. The recent
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formation of a coalition by the various resistance groups in Kampuchea provided s
basis for a negotiated settlement. In the case of both Afghanistan and Xampuchea,
the majority of States Mewbsrs of the United Nations had taken en unecuivocal
stand which his delegation endorsed.

7. Colonialism persisted in other parts of the world. As a member of the Special
Committee of 24, Fiji believed that a realistic appraisal must be made of the
application of the right of gelf-determination to the remaining dependent
territories. For instance, with regard to the dependent tzrritories in the Pacific
his delegation welcomed the steps taken by the Administering Authorities to take
account of the interests of the peoples of those territories. It was confident
that such steps would lead to the noint where the exercise of self-determination
would ensure a smooth transition tc independence.

8. Broad international co-operstion was needed to promote world security and
economic development, based on respect foxr the right of self-determination.
Violation of that right in any part of the worid jeopardized the possibility of
increased international understanding and always led to serious violations of human
rights and fundamental freedoms. It was also incompatible with international law
and the principles of the Charter.

9. Mr. KONSTANTINOV (Bulgaria) said that the right of peoples to self-determination
was embodied in the Charter, the International Covenants on Human Rights and the
1960 Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Pzoples.
Its importance was best illustrated by the intensity of the struggle to achieve it,
and its recognition and realization had been one of the main objectives and
achievements of the United Nations. The legitimacy of the struggle of colonial
peoples to exercise their right of self-determination by whatever means, including
armed struggle, had been accorded vpriority in many United Nations resolutions. The
eradication of colonialism and the exercise by colonial peoples of their right of
self-determination were inseparable from the struggle of all progressive and
democratic forces to strengthen international neace and security. As a member of
the Special Committee of 24, Bulgaria had long been involved in the decolonization
process and it was due 1o the concerted efforts of the vast majority of States and
the hard-fought struggle of peoples that the colonizl system of imperialism had
collapsed and suppression of the right of self-determination had been banned under
international law.

10. Cases of flagrant suppression of that right nevertheless remained. The denial
of the legitimate rights of the Palestinian veople was a problem that had confronted
the United Nations since its estsblishment. For three decades, the Israeli
authorities, backed by the United States and international imperialism, had pursued
a policy of terror and persecution againét the Arab people of Palestine and sought
various means of compelling their legitimate representative, the PLO, to abanden its
Just struggle for self-determination and the establishment of an independent
Palestinian State. The Bulgarian people sympathized fully with the Palestinian
national liberation struggle. To deny Palestinians rights and to distort the purpdses
of the Palestinian national liberation movement was to flout the inalienable right
of all peoples to self-determination, violate the Charter and oppose the will of the
international community. Such action alsc created tension in the region, with
untold consequences for international peace and security.
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11. The recist regime in Pretoria hed been waging a coloniel war in Namibia in
order to deprive the Namibien people of their right to self-determination and
independence. It wes chlefly the political, military, economic and other aid
rendered to that regime by cerfain Western countries that had enabled it to
pursue its racist and aggressive policiss in Namibia. Docunients E/CN 4/Sub.2/469
and E/CN 4/sub. 2/1;82/10 contained new and convincing evidence of the neture

and scope of such eid and the close relations beltween those Western countries and
their monopolies and the Pretorie regime. That illegal recist regime had
countered the legitimate struggle of the Namibian people with massive repression
and bloodshed, and continucus attempts hed been made to present the Namibian
national liberation movemsnts as terrorist orgsnizations in ordsr to Jubtlfj

the sending of mercensries srmed and financed by imperizlist countries te fight

a neo-colonial war,

12. When it had become clezr that brutal physicszl repression would not deter the
Namibian people, led by their sole legitimate represeuntative, SWAPO, new _
perfidious plans had been devised to distort the decolonization process so that
that people might be kept within the confines of neo-colonialism and 1mperialism.
The cleim that "patient negotiastions' were nesded was hardly convincings; such
negotiations were simed at solving the nroblem cutside the framework of the
United Nations. Conditions currently being ettached to the solution of the
Famibian preblem were unaccepbabls and congtituted interference in the internal
2ffairs of Angola. ©Such wnlens were masterminded by the ganp States that had
blocked the imposition of comprehensive sanctions against South Africa. Instead
of supporting the racist regime in South Africa snd donjlng the rights of the
Nemibian people and the legitimscy of SWAPO, it was high time that those

Western Stctes implemented the relevant resolutions of $he United Nationss,
including General hAssembly resolution 2621 (XKV), which called on all States to
provide moral and meberiel assistance to colonial peoples.and.their natiomal
liberation movements in their stru ogle for freedom and independence.

13. is delegation was elso concernsd zbout the continuing coloniel rule in the
so—~called small territories of the Caribbesn and the Pacific, Atlantic and
Indien Oceans. The 1960 Declerction mede no dis )inotion hetween colonial
territories on grounds of théir size or prox imity to, or distance from,

colonial Administrations. The internationzl community mus® accord high priority
te the decolonization of those territories; the dismantling of the foreigm
military bases and military installstions on some of them would speed up that
Process.

14, His delegation categorically rejected any zttempts tc encroach on the

right to self-determination of peoples which, heving overthrown reacti ionary,
imperialist and genocidel regimes, hed embarked on a path of reconstruction and
the restoration of humen rights end freedoms. .That included attempts to distort
the true nature of the situstion in A¢gnanlsuan and Kampuchea, gutampts wvhich

only impeded any wvolitical settlement of the situation in those countbries.

- 15. His country would continue to support the struggle of colonial peoples for
self-determination by participating in vilatersl and multilateral efforts to
neble the pcoples of southern African and other coloniel territories to exercise
their right of self-determination.

16. Mr. LOPATKA (Poland) observed thgt for over 20 years a pumber of

Member States had viewed the Palestiniaen problem purely as & refugee problem.

In so doing, they had demonstrsted a 190& of political will to take an objective
stand on the question of the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people. The
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outcome of their refusal to recognize Palestini
people continued to live as refugees and the cr s

unregolved. The Palesgtinien people was entitled to exercise its right of self-
determination in eccordance with Articles 1 and 55 of the Charter, the
International Covenants or Human Rights, the Déuluf?GlOD_On the Granting of

at the Palestinian
¢ BEast remained

Independence to Colonial Countries ond Peoples, and the Daclaratior on Princinles
of Imternational Law concerning Friendly Relations and Co-operation smong States.
17. The right of seli-determination had besp rocognized by ths intermzticnal
community at lerge. There was, however, a tendency io atitribute to that right
elements which were inco pati‘le with its higstoricsl development. Distoried
intervretations of <het right, which perverted its very mesning, had sven besn

0 1

zdopted in the Commission. That right had bee Y struggle of
colonial peonles for indevendence and libere tlon from oolonAQI dominasion,

18. The right of the Palestinien pecple 4o self-determination had also been
substantiated in & number of United Nations resolutioms and decisions, in particular,
General Assembly resolutions 2535 B (XXIV), 2623 (®v), 2649 (XIV) and 37/86,

znd Commission resolution 108L/]. Al Pough it was supposed to respect the
principles of the Charter, the Isracli Govermment continued to ignors such
resolutions and rcohondca with further egar: 31on and increased nwmen rights
violations. It could do so only because it had the strong backing of a major
Power which provided it with military, economic, voliticel and ovher assistance,
That seme Power frequently cxpressed concern about human rights viclations in
other countries but never rezlly condemned Israeli crimes. Israel had gone to new
lengths with its invasion of Lebanon, which had cost thousands of Lebanese and
Palestinian lives. That was 2 sad irony when the Jewish people ned suffered so
much from German nazisnm,

19. Any solution %o the Middle East problem must take full qocounﬁ of the

egitimate agpirations of the Palestinian people, including tha right of self-
determination. What was needed waeg & collective and com r"h“n81ve gettlement
which respected the rights of all parties, in particular the right of ¢
Palestinian people to establish their owr State, Poland fully supported the
legitinate struzgle of the Pzlestinian people — under the leadership of its sole
legitimate representative, the PLO - to exsrcise ite inalicneble rights without
outside interference.

20, lr. HERDOCILA {Nicerague) mrecalled that %he principle of self-determination
had first been upheld in Axrtic 1bs 1 and 5% of ths Charter. The anti-colonialist
dimension of that principle had g dlally bee nd., ingplired by ne
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had finally come +o

o
™
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liberation struggles of Arab and Lf
interpreted as the liberation of dap
foreign occupation.

21. The 1960 Declaration on the Graonting of Independence to Colonial Countries
and Peoples had been the first instrument to elavorate on the relevent articles

of the Charter. It hed been followed by article 1 of the two Intermationazl Covenants

1

on Humen Rights which, while proclaiming the right of self-determination, had
emphasized that there was ro poind in recognizing the rights and freedoms of

i
individuels if the country in which they lived was not free, Thus, self~determinatior
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had become an essential precondition for the effective reccognition of individusl
rights and freedoms. Lastly, in 1970, the Genersl Assembly had adopted by
consensus the Declaration on Principles of International Law concerning

Friendly Relations end Co-operation smong States. Although it was not itselfl

a rule of international lew, the Declaration had contributed to the establishment
of a set of general rules on self-determinaticn which had becotic the main element
of intermetional rules con the subject.

22. Once the 1960 Declaration had enunicated the right of self-determination,
subsequent General Assembly resolutions on the Palestinien problem hsd recognized
that the root cause of the provlen was the denisl of the inalienable rights of the
Pzlestinien people. For instaLCu, General Asscmbly resoluticn 2535 B (XXIV) had
stated that full respect for ths inali engble rights of the Palegtinian peovle

was essential for the cs t9011 hment of just and lasbting peace in the lMiddle Bast,
Recognition of the Palestinien n;ouLe'q rlgn+ of gelf-determination had henceforih
placed Israel under the obligation to withdrew from the occupied territories end
had brought the PLO recognition zs the sole 1 gitimate representative of the
Palestinian people. ' ‘
23. In paragraph 47 of the communiqué issued by the fifth Extraordinary
Ministerial Meeting of the Co—ordinating Buresau of the Movement of Non-Aligned
Countries, held ab Moncguz in January 1933, the Ministers of Non-Aligned Countries
had reaffirmed the nead to eliminate colonialism, reiterated their support for
self~determination and independence for Puerio Rlco, recognized that the

Malvinas (Falklands), South CGeorgia and South Sandwich Islands were an integral
part of Latin America, ond welcomed the solidarity shown by Latin American end
other non-aligned countries towards Argentina in its efforis to resolve the

dispute and prevent cclonial entrenchment in those islands. The Ministers had

also commended those Latin Anerican and Caribbesn countries that had provided
material and politicsl support to the national liberation movements of Namibhia

and Souvh Africa, urged tn_m to redouble their c¢fforts to secure immediate
lmplemvnt tion of Security Council resolution 435 (L978;, and called on the
countries of the region to pariicivate in the forthecoming international conferences
in support of the Struggle of the Namibian Peoyle and in support of the front-line
States. Lastly, they had reiterated their full support for the just demand of the
Cuban people that the United States should restore the territory illegally occupied
by the Guantdnamo naval base.

24, His delegation supported the Sahrawi people's right of self-determination
and would sponsor & resolution to that effect. » '

25. Ever since it hed come to power on 192 July 1979, the Revolutionary Covernment
of Nicaragus had been the constant target of imperislism, which wags seeking the
overthrow of the Sandinista Government, in open violation of the Charter., The
Vicaraguan people were undsr constant attack from counter-revolutionary units
belonging to the former Somoza Nationel Guard and operating from baseg in
Honduras with the logisticel, economic and military support of fthe United States-
and broad secctors of the Honduran army and Gevernment., In March 1982, the

United Statea Government had obligsd Nicarague to go to the Sccurity Couno;l to
demand its right to live in p sce cnd to exercise self-determination to the
fullest possible extent. A draft resolution on the subject had been vetoed by the
United Stetes even though it hzd not even mentioned that ceountry by neme dut had
simply eppca ed for the implementation of Article 2 (4) of the Charter, which
urged States to refrain from the use or threat of force against other countries.
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through deeds its desire for peace and its respect for the principles of equal
sovereignty of States and the Nicaraguen people's right of self-determination.

29. Mr. SENE (Senegal) observed thet the report of the Specisl Committee to
Investigate Israeli Practices Affecting the Humen Rights of the Povulation of the
Occupied Territories /A/57/AQ5) had been sdopted by the General Assembly by ¢ large
mejoritys; the Special Committes's work was receiving ever wider supnort.

30. Benegal could not accept Israel's contention thet the Special Committee was a
politicel tool in the hands of Israel's enemies. Sensgel, which was represented
on that committee, did not regerd itsell o5 an enemy of Israel, but it supported
the principles of lew, tolerance and mutuzl respect. The necial Committee had
in fact done its utmost to co-operate with Igrazel. Howeve r, it was the latter's
lack of response and its hindrance of the Special Comm¢ttee’s work -~ for example,
by frequently wnreventing the attendance of witnesses end by prohibiting the
Committee from investigating conditions at first haend - that had so far render

2ll efforts fruitless.

31l. The Special Commititee nevertheless intended to dis

scharge its mandate. Each
year it amassed a considersble amount of testimony, whicl X ami

’ y
hoit e<am;ned rigorously,

f c
in the light of relevant® 1nternuclon 1 ingtruments and resolutions of the
United Hations end related agencies, with a view to producing legal findings
pursuwnt to that mand te. T Special Committee expressed gspecisl gratitude to

inhahi s of the n
" iy

32. The human rights situation of the Arab population in the occupied territories
was causing the international community greve concern. A number of speskers had
already referred to signs that Israel's policies and practices weore assuming a
permenent character; acts such zs cnunexrztion of land, t“u cocelerated introduction
of settlers, the suppressicn of the indigencus vwepulation's freedoms, the illegzel
exploitation of resources and the replacement of Uﬁmocr:tloul y elected councils

by the occupying regime's nominees rointed to an intention %o change the geographical
ard demographic nature of the territories occupied. But Isreel remained deaf to the
condemnation and concern expressed by the international community, as well as to »
appeals to allow the Special Committes to visit the territories 1p guestion. Israsl
sought to justify its actions on the grounds of security, but those actions served

~ ohly to intensify the stmosphere of tenq1qn and vioclence, The Sccretary-Geners
. of the InternatiOHEI Commission of Jurists had asked on whet grounds the ITsrselil
avthorities could justify their inv(olon of Lebanon, in defiance of the norms of
international law. And surely it w“s the Pelestinien and Lebanege civilians who
were in greater need of security then Israel, which rogarded itself as one of the
world's foremcst military Powers — o viaw ‘bUDO t e scphigticated weaponry

it had used in Lebanon. The messacres al 5 ile had Unocued world public
opinion. Israel's zim was clearly ©to obliterate Legtinians' resistance and to
discredit the PLO, although the latter hzd already becen offici aLlJ re90ﬁnlzea by

117 States, The Jewish people, which had suffered the

world history, should surely be rore sensitive tc the sufferlngs of othclu.
Moreover, history showed tha® no Jjust cause could be suppressed for ever by force.
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35. The tragedy of the Palestinian people was on the international community's
conscience; the United Nations, which had brought into being the State of Israel,
now seemed powerless to prevent that State from defying it or to restore justice
to a dispossessed people and thus enhance peace and security in the Middle East.
After five conflicts in the region, the United Nations clearly had a duty to end
the rule of force‘and'remcve the sources of bitterness and hostility. The Arab
peoples must be permitted to put down their roots once again. No lasting peace in
the region was possible as long as Israel - whose own right to exist within
internationally recognized boundaries had always been respected - failed to
recognize.the rights of its neighbours. To invoke security needs was one of the
most hackneyed tactics in international relations; but true security involved not
the supremacy of .one State over another nor illegal 1ntervention, but security for
all,

34. Any true settlement of the region's problems must entail Israel's withdrawal
from all the occupied Arab territories and its willingness to embark on sincere
negotiations, which must include the PLO, the Palestinians' sole legitimate
representative, on an equal footing. It was on that basis that Senegal had
constantly sought positive and fruitful reconciliation between the parties involved.
Senegal attached great. 1mportance to recent nev peace proposals and supported the-
relevant conclusions of the twelfth Arab Summit Conference. International legallty
was the sole basis of genuxne dialogue among States, and his delegation hoped that
such a dialogue would soon be 1n1t1ated_

35.. Mr. MANALO (Philippines) Sald that the problems in Kampuchea were essentially
of akhuman rights nature, relatlng chlefly to the denial of the Kampuchean people's
right of self-determination and right to develop its natural resources, material

and spiritual. A further related factor was the unacceptability of the use or threat
of force in the settlement of disputes.

36. No substantial changes in the human rights situation had occurred in the four
years since foreign forces had invaded and occupied Kampuchea. A puppet government
had been installed, controlled from a foreign capital. The invader's armed forces
carried out assaults on the population, which refused to b2 subjugated; the chief
victims were innocent civilians. It was erroneous to regard the situation in
Kampuchea as now stabilized; if the situation was stable, the 200,000 foreign troops
in that country would not be needed. But a new factor had emerged - the establishment
of the coalition Government of Democratic Kampuchea, which was a step welcomed by
his delegation. That Government's broadly-based elements represented a crucial
factor in restoring national freedom and dignity to Kampuchea, and constituted a
countervailing force and a focus of fresh allegiance for the Kampuchean people. As
long as the latter were denied the right of self-determinatlon human rights would
remain a central issue in that country; the recommendations of Mr. Eide, acting
under the mandate of the Sub-Commiscion on Preventioun of Discrimination and
Protection of Minorities, bore testimony to that fact and to the urgent need for
greater efforts to solve the problem of Kampuchoa.

37. His delegation was gratified to note the high priority given by the Commission
to the elimination of practices which violated the Kampuchean people's inalienable
rights and freedoms. The Commission's continued review of the situation was a
positive contribution to the restoration of those rights and freedoms. The right
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covered by item 9 of the Commission's agenda should be monitored constantly until:
Kampuchea was free and independent. In that connection, the resolutions adopted-
by the General Assembly ard the Commission served to recall the need for speedy
and specific action for their implementation. Commission resolutions 29 (XXXVI),~
11 (XXXVII) and 1982/13.and Economic and Social Council decisions 1981/154 and
1982/43 all. reaffirmed, inter alia, the 1nallenab1e human rights and fundamental
freedoms of the Kampuchean people.

38. For four consecutive years the General Assembly had adopted resolutions callxng
for an end to armed intervention and for the total withdrawal of foreign troops

from Kampuchea. Resolution 36/5 adopted the report of the International Conference

on Kampuchea, including the four principal elements of negotiation for a comprehensive
political settlement and the establishment of the Ad Hoc Committee of the
International Confarence on Kampuchea. And resolution 37/6 stressed the urgent

need for a comprehensive political solution of the Kampuchean problem based on the
complete withdrawal of all foreign forces and respect for Kdmpuchea's sovereignty,
independence and territorial integrity.

39. The international community's~aim'was to bring peace to a region beset by
decades of incessant conflict. The occupation of Kampuchea was undoubtedly the
chief destabilizing factor in South-East Asia, and was also a threat to world

psace. By any definition of the term, the invaders of Kampuchea were aggressors.

But the international community sought not retribution but negotiation, with a view
to restoring peace based on the relevant General Assembly and Commission resolutions.
Most of the international community, including the Philippines, deemed the proposals
made entirely reasonable. A solution- based on them would benefit- everyone,
particularly the parties chiefly involved. The development of:-the region was.a goal
devoutly wished but attainable only if the Kampuchean problem was solved.

40. . His. delegation commended the werk .of the Sub-Commission and Mr. Eide on violations
of human rights and fundamental freedoms in all countries, particularly the occupied
colonial and other dependent countries and territories. The Sub-Commission had made

a positive contribution to the work of the Commission; it was to be hoped that the:
latter would now make special efforts to. 1mplement the recommendations contained in
document, E/CN.4/Sub.2/1982/L. 4. .

41, Thene'was no doubt that the Kampuchean. situation was a destabilizing factor in
the region, adversely affecting international peace and security, and that a
politigél settlement was indivisible from the humanitarian aspects. Recognition
of that fact would provide compelling impetus for an early settlement of the
confllct in Kampuchea and thus enable the Kampuchean people to live in dignity and
peace, in full enjoyment of thelr inalienable rights. , Y

42, Mrs. KUROKOCHI’(Japan) said that since its very foundation, the United Nations
had been grappling with the question of the right of peoples to self-determination.
Japan supported the universal realization of that risht and the speedy granting of
independence to colonial countries and peoples, but believed that measures to achieve
those ends must be practical and not involwve the use of force. Indo=China was one
area of the world in which self—determlnatlon had yet to be achieved. Foreign
military intervention persisted.in Kampuchea whose people continued thereby-to.be
denied their right of self-determination. Her delegation profoundly deplored that
violation of human rights, which threatened the peace, security, stability and
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prosperity of the entire South-East Asian region. For peace and stability to be
secured in Indo-China, it was essential that a lasting settlement should be reached
in Kampuchea. The only way to dc that was for all the parties concernad to hold
negotiations in accordance with the Declaration and Resclution adopted by the
International Conference on Kampuchs=a. All foreign troops should be withdrawn and
the Kampuchean people should be allowed te choose their own political future freely,
without fear of foreign intervention. Her delegation strongly appealed to all the
parties concerned to respect the principles and specific measures contained in the
Declaration and the relevant United Hations resolutions, which reflected the voice
of the international community and were aimed at a comprehensive political solution
of the Kampuchean problew.

43. Afghanistan was another area in Asia where the right of self-dstermination had
been seriously vioclated. Not only were the basic human rights and fundamental
freedoms of the people ignored, but Soviet military activities seriously undermined
nmutual trust and confidence batween Eazst and West and threatened international peace
and security. That situation viclated the basic principles of international law:

it should be teprminated at once and Soviet troops withdrawn immediately. The
problem must be rescived in accordance with the principles of non-interference and
respact for the Afghan people's right of self-determination.

44, Those two cases in which pesoples had been denied the right of self-determination
even after having attained independence were contrary to the trend of history, which
had been towards the complate realization of the right of self-determination. Her
delegation urged that that right should be promptly restored to those peoples and
that all the countries concerned make every effort to resclve those problems as soon
as possible. A

45.' Her delegation believed that peace in the Middle East would be achieved only
through recognition of, and respect for, the legitimate rights of the Palestinian
people, including the right of self-determination, in accordance with the Charter.
Japan supported that right, which included the right to establish an independent
State, but also supported the right of the State of Israel to exist.

46, Her delegation regretted that in southern Africa the Namibian people continued
to be denied the right of self-determination. South Africa should withdraw from
Namibia at an early date in order to allow the Namibian people to exercise its right
of self-determination and to achieve independence.

47. Japan reaffirmed its support for the universal realization of the right of
peoples to self-determination and the speedy granting of independence to colonial
countries and peoples, and hoped that as a result of the efforts of the United Nations.
those goals would be achieved and pecple throughout the world would be able to enjoy
their fundamental human rights.

48, Mr. HUTTON (Australia) said that his delegation was unequivocally committed to
the right of self-determination in botu its practical and conceptual aspects. As
decolonization neared its end, it was time to begin consideration of the concept of
self-determination in its wider sense¢ as a sequel to the special attention paid by
the Commission ir recent sessions to flagrant breaches of that rignt in the Asian
region by Powers which had no compunction about resorting to the use of armed force
in the massive invasion of a neighbouring sovereign State.
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49. There were hasic human rights which attached to each individual citizen and which
stemmed frowm- his inherent dignity ag a human being and his right to life, liberty and
the pursuit of happiness. Other basic human rights had their origin in the fact tﬁat
an individual was a citizen in a closc relavionship with sociedy and Governments in
the international community. One principal goal of internationsl human rights bodics
was the regular examination and reaffirmation not cnly of the practicel realities. of
that relationship hut also of its underlying philosophical basis. 1t was for that
purpose thal his delegation had introduced an initiative at the previous session to
give greater clarity to the dsbate about the nature of self-determination as a human
right with broad political and regional respon ei’l1¢t". Draft resclution

A/CN 4/1962/L.21 had been intended to reaffirm thet self-determination was the right
of all pcoples, and not only those in colonial si ntjons. under alien domination ox
under foreign military cccupatiion. The effective exercise of that vight was-=-. .
continuing process which rﬁﬁuired, for instance, regulaxr and free plebiscites tec ensure
domestic political accountability. BEveryone had the right to participate, either
directly or through freely LhOSbn representatives, in the conduct of foreign affairs,
The particular circumstances of o country in times of naticnal crisis could influence
the exercise of that right, but as a basic principle it was unchallengeable, Through -
concrete expressicn by the Commission, the fundamental principle sat cut in article 2.
of the Declaration on the granting of Independencs to Colonial Countriez and Peoples
rmust be reaffirmed, and his delegation hoped that the Commission might scon give full
consideration to that concept.

50, AHustralia stood by its record as a supporter of peoples struggling to realize
their right to self-determination, independence and the 1nue)r1tj of {their national
territory. In a region vwhere self-determination and independence were still = goal
for some peoples, lustralia hiad been amgisting them to realize that geal, inler alisa,
through its membership of the Svecial Committee of 24. It had also becn a member o
the Council for Mamibia end hoped that the time would soon come for sovereign control
to be transferred to the duly elected revresentatives of the Nemibian people.: It
would continue to lend full support to the «fforts of the principal negotiating-bodies
seeking to bring Nemibia to indevendence.

51, His delegation had repeatedly deploreda the serious violation of the right to the
integrity of national territory represcnied by -the Soviet invasion of iAfghanistan.
Continued Soviet occupation of that country had been internationslly ccndemmed, and
rightly so. His dclegatir“ condenned the contimuing presence of foreign occupying

.
troops in Cambodis and paid tribuis to Mr. Bide of Nﬁ*rny for the material he had
collected on %he subject U/CH A/5uh.2/1962/L.4) ., [nstralis was among the vast majority

of the international commmnity which cculd not “CCPWt the flagrant violations of the
right of self-determination in Lfghanistan and Cambodia, had condemned the foreign
occapatlon nf those countries and had called for the immediate withdrawal of foreign
troops from them. It accordingly looked forward tc appropriate draft resolutions at
the Commission's current session.

32, It was now time for the international ¢ ommnity to put the cuestion of the
gituation in East Timor behind it snd look to the future constructively and positively,
Since Indonesia was in effective contrsl of Tast Timor, resolutions in United Nations
bodies on solf-deternmination for Bast Timor had been and remained unrealistic,
impractical and unhelpful. The same was true of the most recent draft resolution on
the subject. The overuhelming najority of countries in the isian and Pacific region
onposed a United Haiions resolution which might in any way guestion Indonegian
sovereignty over East Timcr. The most constructive and ellthc way in which ths
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international community could support and assist the peonle of Bast- Pimor was by
working through; and in co-operaticn with, the Indomesian: authoritiss., For that
reasor, his delegation could not support fthe ahove~mentioned draft resolution.

53, Mr., KOEBL (Tkrainien Soviet Socialist Rspublic) seid that the nest importer
development in world affeirs in recent decades had heen the successas of natisonal
o

liberaticn movements in isia, Africa snd Letin dmericas; under pressure by those

novements colonial empirss had been virtuslly eliminated. In that historic achievement,

the Ukreinian pecple saw the triumph ¢f the Leninist principles of self-deternination

of peoples. The role played Ty the United Hations and it3 international legal
ngtruments in the siruggle of peoples for national liberation should alss be noted.

”Vc Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countrles and Peoples

which had been adopted on the initiative of the Soviet Union, had marked the Dtart of

an irreversible drend. towards full decolonization.

5A, The right of pecples 1o ¢ clf—ﬁwtarm-natJDn wes ebi v
hoWever, 2 number of paecples were still denied Jt bty their oporess

flouted international law, ¥His delegation fully shered the desp co
1nt3rn9t1 nal community about the fate of the Palesiinian Arab ncople, the peeples of
South /frica and Namibia, and the pop:

eraally exercise
soxre, who uherebJ
neern of the

F
populations of a nurher of island torritories, in
particular Micrones 1n.and Diego Gereia.

2

55. The Palestinian fireb people had heen among the first to q”f‘rm its right of
self-determination, hut it had not been able to exerci that right Israel, supperted
by the racist ~ootr1 e ond ambitious yearnings of Zioniesm, had prev:nted it from doing
80. A& 2 result of Isreel's atiacks, the Palestinimon /irabs had not only been deprivad
of the oppertunity o crecate their own State hut had been driven fron tﬂw laend of their
forefathers. A grave injustice had been commitbted, uwt the tragedy had etill not been
resolved and was worsening, since Israsl'sc annexationist actlons were heconing
increasingly arrogmnt and scfiant, A new and striking example of uncontrolled Israeli
aggression was the military invasion of Tebanon.

56, The Zionist idée fixe «

Nile to the Euphrates; that houl\ ama

‘imperialism. In an attempnt to carxcy
a ¥

‘alism and
was ocounying

Arab territories onc after onother and ing noviith militarized
Jevish settlements. hat its to-"ﬁlon1a11;m, ‘the same
solonialisr which nany neoples hs 1ith winich had becn

=

7

declared an intolerabls evil vy wmank ionist maniacs were ?vquTUlWO o
vernetuate thet svil by preventing t“e Pﬂlcwt’ﬂl"n Arab pecple fron
own fate and by infringing the freed 3

freedon and independence of oiher Aral

57. Israel's esctions in the M
Pretoria, which was denying the Fon
South iAfrica their right of gelf-ded
in thwerting the peacoful designs
against those who reprec entﬂd
Both regimes had commitied ina: cote 1
independent uuate%, ware at tempting e esvadlish in ernal sedrﬁpntlon, whetner in the
form of '"Palestinian autonomy" or of ”hﬁpuu“tqnizatipn”y and for that purpose resorted
to forcidle resettlement ¢f the oopressed =nd disenfranchised populations.

Ex

'L]'\E P_L‘. }
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58, The Ziocnist and apartheid regimes not only resembled each other, but they
embodied many of the nefarious characteristics of imperialiesm, Had not the
European conquerors who had established colonial rule over fhrelgn lands and peoplas
acted exactly as the Israeli Zionists and South African razists were now acting?
Were not Palestinian autonomy and bantustanization snalogous to the fragmentation
which the United States was imposing in Micronesia? I+ was therefore not
surprising that the colonialist poiicies of Israel and South Africa were undersuood
and supported by the imperialists, especially the United States., The eccnomic
-foundations of both regimes rested largely on Western capital. Over 3,000 foreign
companies had made capital invesiments in South Africa in 1981, an increase of

1.6 over 1979, PFPifty-eight per cent cf those companies were based in the

United States and the United Kingdom. Hince 1951 alone, Israel had received credits
of 428 billion from the United States, mainly for the purchase of weapons, The
military co-operation of %hie United States and other NATO countries with those regimes
and their direct support of the increase in their military potential were growing
and represented a threat te international peace and zecurity.

59. In the political field, the support of the imperialists for Israel and
South Africa was reflected in proiection from any sanctions imposed by the
international community, the use of the veto in the Security Council against
resolutions on sanctions, the sabotaging of decisions adopted by United Hations bodies
and even obsitruction of discussion of the subject. At the same time, the West was
undertaking activities outside the United Nations designed to produce an apparent
but not real solution: he was referring, of course, tc the Camp David accords and the
activities of the "contact group". Behind the cover of those manoeuvres, the
colonialist and racist regimes were intensifying their revressive legislation in the
illegally cccupied territories end resorting to new coercive measures designed to
perpetuate the colonial status of the usurped lands. That could not be condoned

and the reign of the colonists must be ternlnabvu.

60, The process of self-determination did no+t ceazse with the achiavement of
political independence. Anotler important stage in that process was the achievement
of economic independence, a task vhich reguired liberation from all formg of
imperialist control, the establishment ol “full sovereignty over natural resources
and the institution of equitable economic relations with other countries. His
country fully supported the steps of the independent developing countries in that
direction,

fle His delegation condemned the colonialiet and racist regimes and all those who
protected them in any way and thereby shared responsibility for the crimes they
comnitted. I4 fully shared the concern about self-determination for Micronesia

and Puerto Rico, the elimination of United States military bases at Guantdnamo

in Cuban territory and on Diego Garcia, and the restorztion of those territories fo
their legitimate owners, I+ fully supported the historic Declaratlion on the Granting
of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples and the nlan of action for its
implementation. The speedy realization of the goals of those instruments would
secure the final elimination of the vestiges of the shameful colonialist system,

€2. Crocodile tears were being ched at the current session aboui the situation

in Afghanistan and Kampucheas; however, the threat came not from the sides thav had
been accused, bul from those elements which, having lost their former position of
satraps and exploiters as a result of progressive changes in those countries, had fled
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abroad and were now attempting to re-establish their position with the help of the
imperialists, The true threat was the restoration of the former reactionary,
anti-popular regimes and the transformation of those countries into bargaining chips
in the deals to which imperialism resorted for the purpose of maintaining and
expanding its rule, '

63. The Democratic Republic of Afghanistan and People's Republic of Kampuchea had the
right, as sovereign States, to choose their own friends in order to protect

themselves from external threats, and any attempt to deny them that right

represented flagrant intcerference in their internal affairs, Such attempts had
nothing to do with the right to self-determination or human rights in general, Their
aim was to divert the Commission's attention from genuine infringements of the right
of self-determination and of human rights wherever imperialism held sway, Those who
slandered Afghanistan and Kampuchca did so in a vain attempt to compensate for
disturbing developments in their own countries.

64. Meanwhile, the Democratic Republic of Afghanistan and People's Republic of
Kampuchea were confidently following the path of profound social and economic change,
Those who attempted to represent the situation in those countries in a false light
revealed themselves to be violent opponents of such change, which had led to real
improvements in the citizens' enjoyment of their rights, employment education,
standard of living and participation in government. His delegation categorically
rejected all fabrications concerning the situation in Afghanistan and Kampuchea as
inappropriate and harmful and hoped that good sense and goodwill would finally
prevail in the Commission.,

65. Mr, BEHRENDS (Federal Republic of Germany) said that the fundamental importance
of the right of peoples to self-determination was reflected in the fact that it had
pride of place in both the Charter and the two International Covenants on

Human Rights. Both Covenants stipulated that all pcoples should be free to determine
their political status and to pursue their economic, socizl and cultural development,
and it followed that a nation must be given the opportunity to express its free will
in referenda end elections., PFurthermore, the individual must be eble to share in the
exercise of that right. That, in turn, could be ensured only if the individual
enjoyed basic rights and fundamental freedoms. The enjoyment of the basic rights

of the individual, on the one hand, and the exercise of the right of peoples to
self-determination on the other, were inseparable, and each would remain incomplete
without the other.

66. His delegation shared the views of the Australian delegation concerning the
nature of self-determination as a human right and continued to support the draft
resolution which had been submitted by that delegation at the preceding session,

67. While many positive steps towards universal recognition of the right of
self-determination had been taken since the founding of the United Nations, the world
had time and again witnessed violations of that right and of the independence of
nations. Flagrant violations of that right had been committed in recent years, some
involving military interventions which had not yet been terminated, The

United Nations must therefore be vigilant in ensuring that the old form of
colonialism was not succeeded by an ideologically motivated colonialism and a

new policy of hegemony.
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8. The Commission had not only = rigiat but alsc a duty o dsal with situations in
which the elementary principle of internationzl law on which the international
community was based - "the right of self-determination - continued te be viciated.
His Government shared the orinion of the overwhelming majority of lMember States
that the continuing pressnce of Seoviet military forces in A ghgnlstan con“tituted
a flagrant violation of the human rights, fundamental freedoms and @ éﬂf to
self-determinaticn of the Afghan people. The immediate witlhidrawal of Soviet fcrces
from Afghanistan and $he cessation of all outside interference in the internal
affairs of that couniry, as repeaiadiy called fo“ by the internmaticonal community,
were prerequisites for & lasting settlement which would restore freedom and
independence: to the Afghan pecple,

69, His delegation wes also profcundly councerned about the continuing occupation
of Xampuchea by Vietnamese forces, which deprived the. Kampuchean pecple of their .
righ%t of self-determination and ccnstituted anothe“ serious. threat tc international
peace and security. It therelore continued o sgupport all slfforis to bring sbout a
comprehensive political solution bhased on the withrr wal of all foreign troons and

~

the restoration of the right of self-delerminaticn to the Kempuchean peonie.

70. His Government remained commitited to working within the frameworx of the

Contact Group of Five. towards the speedy uccess'ﬁn of Namibia to indenendence in

accordance with Securlsv bounc1l resolution 435 \¢O7u/. His Government conaemnel the
South African system of gpartheid and, in particulax, the pclicy of

pal

bantustanization and forced resetitlement.

71, His delegation fully subgcribed to the wwo fundamental principles Lfox hc basis
of a settlement in the Hiddle Bast set out in the Venice Declaraiion sdonted In
June 1980 by the Member States of the Lurcpean Communiiy, namely, the righ"c~tA
existence and security of all States in tr< LCflC“- inoluding l:rzel9

for all peoples in the erea, i :
the Palestinian pecple 1o QQL?—theIMiDation,
to exercige its right of self-teterminetion within
peace setbitlement.

-~ o~

72. In Burope, too, the right of leterminaticon was net rezlized sveryvhere,
ané the German nation was divided ageinot its will, The FPederal Republic of Germany,
which had consistently supnoried effo%ts 0 secure the exercise ol the L
self—determingticn in all parte of wid, demanded that right fox the German
people too.. It remained the declare d i is Govermment to woric for o snate ox
peace in Burope in which the German nation regain 1bs unity through F
”vlf—determlnaulon.

<

7%3. Mr, TABIBI (World Muslim Congress) soid that he wished to foous on the suffering
and plight of the people of Falestine and ifghenistany there were many other
problems, such as the mistreatment of Islamic minorities in varicus varts of the
worlu, buu they were better left to the Sub-Commission. '

o

74. The adversaries of “he liuslim seople were inflicting hardship and injustioe

on the Islamic community in Palestine, LCb”hCﬁy Afghenistan ané el

The Holy Land, where peace had always ] iled under Islam 2nd fr

had been observed, was nov soaked in . bleood and faced destruction and holocaust.

£1-Quds, the second holy place of Islam, was under foreign occupation and recently
? o L 9 S

beautiful Lebanese cities had been reduced to ashes. Innocent Arap civilians had

2y
ecdom of worshin
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been butchered at Sabra and Chaitile without any thought for the provisione of the
various instruments on human righte. The Palestinian people were suffering aftexr
having been driven from their ocwn co nt“y ant. vere scattered throughout the world
without any hope of a deceni fubure '

75. In 1947, the General Assembply had adopted o resolution calling for the
establishment of both Arad and Jewich Otates bul more then three decades later the
Arab State of Palestine hioc yet tc become a reality. More than three yesrs had
elapsed since the Soviet Union had invaded Afghanictan, a peaceful and non-aligned
naticn, in the name cf friendshin and on the vretext of having been invited by
Govermment, The basic hwman rights of the Ielamic people of Afghanistan were being
viclated, and its leLC*, bridges end roads destroyed. United N;tiﬂns exmerts

and other sources in developed countrics had recently published reports on the use

of chemical and +©

texin veapon. in Afghanistan; the world could nct remain silent
while international conventiocns on the use of such weapcns were viclated, Dvidence
of the use of such wearons had bHeen nresented only a few days sarlier to a humen
rights tribunal in Paris, and a Russian ooléier nemed Suknarcv had confessed at a
press conference that he hac vitnessed the use of a certain type of chemical weapon
in Afghanistan. Such evente were occurring despite the many treaties of friendship
and non-aggression which the Soviazt Union had concluded with Afghanistan, 4As a
result of the use of scphisticated weavons in Afghanistan, thes greatest ciodus in
history wes taking place, with more than a quarter ol the oo*ulaulﬂn having fled to
Pakistan and Iran,

76. His organizaticn fecred that if the invasion of Afghanistan by & super-rowexr
was allowed under a false pretext, a similar fate might await other countriecs.

He therefore recommended that the Comaiszsion should make every effort o ensure

the implementation of 1ts resolutions and those of the Sub-Commission anhd the
General Assembly. Arab lends must be returned to their rightful owners and Soviet
forces must be compelled to withdraw forthuith from iAfghanistan., The new Soviet
President had a great opportunity ‘o wectify the injustices inflicted on the Afghan
people in the past three Woar%. The time had alsc come for Israel fTo recognize

the legitimate rights of the Palestvinian people,

Y]

d‘

77. Mr, ABOURGZI (International Indian Treaty Council) said that his crganization
wished to draw attention to the dﬂuerl\rctﬂnx situaticn of the Indian peopies of
North America, who were facing of CrltFC” gocial and economic problems
as a result of the consisten ight of self-determination. Lhe
colonial process created an e set of social, economic and
political problems, which were

v
edy while domination end oppre331on

ifficuls to rou
5till existed., Since the imposition ¢f the nec-colonial Cvoter in 1934, the .
economic and social situztion on Indian recervations in the United States had been

disastrous, and the Indian people continued to suffer I
unemployment, housing shortages, sub-stancard housing,
poor health cere and extreme pcverty. In additicon, they hacd been denied Ireedom
of religion and had steadily lost their water rights to state goveramente. The
Indian pecple were being subjected to an alien educationsl system with the aim of
destroying their traditional culture and language and replacing their traditional
systems of government,

on extremely high
ack of transportation,

L5}

78, Indian peoples decerved the right freely to choose their internal political
system and to pursue their eccnomic and socisl develcpment unhindel d by external
forces, While such righte wers recognizel — as far as meny of the Indian naticns
in the United States were concerned ~ in bilateral treaties with the

United States Government, they wewre not always respected, That Government was nov
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admitting the failure of its colonial policies and public opinion in the

United States was being prepared for the introdustion ¢f a new policy Ffor the
Indiaens, which consisted primarily of the elimination of govermment grants anc the
introduction of private 1ndustry on Indian reservationsz. The current United States
Administration wes promising to create a favecurable environment for transnationsl
corporations on Indian reservations as vhe sclution to the problems resulting
from government oppressicn in the past. It was oifering to "help” Indien pecple
by relieving them of their vast snergy and mineral resources. In shori, it was

offering to replace political domination by economic domination,
79. The Indian peoples' efforts to obtaln internal remedies had so far been
consistently blecked by a Juliclary and Administraticn rife with racisn and cuitural
chauvinism, and by the econoui: interests ¢f the Government and businesg commnity,
The Indian search for seli-determination had met with varying degrees of repression
and determined government efforis to disrupt pclitical activity,

80. The Indian peoples me® every requirement for the right of self-determination
and yet they were congistently ignored vy both the United States ané the
international community.. Only when thiey were liberated from the colonial process
with the help of the international community, would they bhe able to reverse the
effects of that process and begin %o redevelcp socially, economically and
politicelly as a distinct and unique people with many important contributions to
make to the contemporary world.

81. Mrs, SLAMOVA (Observer for Czechoslovakia) said that, whila the right of all
peoples to self-determination was & recognised principle of contemporary international
law, it was not wespected in such pluces as Naxdbia, Palesiine and the other .
territories occupied by Israel. The cuesticn of the violation of human rights by
Israel in the occupied Arab territories and Palestine had teen on the Ccmmiscion's
agenda for many ycars, and various United Wations bodiss had adopted numcrous
resolutions condemning Israel and calling for its withdrawal. HNHevertheless, lerael
continued to disregard such res olutlonb, world public onln¢04 and the

Geneva Conventions of 1949, A sitrilking illustration of Israel's policy wes its
recent invasion of Lebanon, whick L@ raduced many cowns te rubble and Cqudd untold
suffering to thcusands of Lebanese and leestinian refugeer ln tuut country. he
entire peace—IOVing world had hesn sounned ; at Dabra and
Chatila, which were parallelled only by the war orimes of the Nazis. -As a result
of Israel's pOllOleS, the Palestinian ed from re+urning to their
homeland, despite the confirmetion of i tc do 50 by the United Notdions,
Israel had not succeeded in llruldatlab LVJ PLC, the sole legitimate representative
of the Palestinian people, or in eliminating the 4 million or so Palestiniens and
their genuine aspirations for freedom and indepen dence. Thet was a reality with
which Israel znd its supporters would have to recken,

82. The recent invasion of Lebanon had conce again drawn atienition to the situation
in the Middle Fast 25 a whole and served as a reminder of the need for a speedy
solution to the conflict there, DPeace could be brought about in the Middle Bast

only by means cf a comprehensive settlement and not by diktat or senarate deals.
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83, The Commission had a heavy responsibility for finding a soluticn to the problen
«af the Palestinian and Namibian peoples in accordance with the universally '
recognized right of self-determination, It should accordingly focus atiention on
those issues and should not bve distvracited by those who were seeking to diverti ite
attention to pseudo-problems, such as the so~-called situations in Afghanistan and
Kampuchea. Her delegation cbjected to any attemnt to sgide~track the Commission frem
the crucial issue of the violation of human rights and to interfere in the internal
affairs of those couniries.

84. Mr. SAKER (Obsexver fﬁv the Syrian Arab Republic) sa 6 thas the right of

gelf-determination was a fundamental right recognized in e Charter and other
important United Nations instrumentis, 1nolua11g the Deﬂlara tion on the Granting of

C)

Independence to Ceclonial Countries and Peoples. The right of self-determination was
essential to understanding beiween veonlcs and to efforts to promote neace, security
and détente,

85. 1In a long series of resolutions, the General Assembly had recognized the
inalienable right of the Palestinian -people to self-delermination, condemned thoge
who would deny that right, recognized the PLO as ithe sole authentic representative of

Y S, r
the Palestinian people, granted the PLO cbserver status in the General Assembly and
other conferences held under United Nations auspices, and established a Special
Cormittee tc secure the exercise by - the Palestinian peorle of their inalienatle
rights., Other international and regional organiczations had taken similar stands,
and yet Israel and the United Svates continued to seek to destroy the PLO and o
legitimize Israel's occupation of Palestine and other Arad territories. Foriunately,
there were signs that public opinion was changing in the United States, where a

= y

groving segment cof the population supperted the 1ight of the Palestinian peoule to a
homeland. Public opinion was also shifting in Israel. v :

36. The entire world recognized that the guestion of Palestine was central to the
situation in the Middle Tast and that 2 solution must be found on fthe hasis of .
United Nationeg resolutions. The Palestinian pesple were deeply atiached to their
country, vhere over a period of centuries they had helped to build a brilliant
civilization and resist the onslaught of British imperialists and Zionist colonialis
The Palestinian identity had suzvived and was constantly developing., In their effor
to expel the Palestlnlans from the area, bhc Zionigts were resorbing to heinous
crimes, which violated the human righits of the Palestinian people and the provisions
of the Charter. The promise of self-government held out in the Camp David accords
could not be taken seriously as long as genuine autonomy was denied and Israel
maintained control over all sources of water. The Palestinian people, uncer the
leadership of the PLO, rejected the Camp David accords, and his delegation was
confident that their just cause would ultimately prevail.

ts.
t3

87, It was also his delegation's hope that the people of Namibia would scon attain
freedom and independence in accordance with -the relevant resolutions of the.
United Nations.
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88, WMr. SOFFLR (Observer for Isracl) said thab 1% was with profound dismay that his
delegation had noted the unabashed efforts of some speakers to subject the Commission
to malevolent tirades which were irreconcilable with the purposes of the Commission.
Whenever Arab rejectionists spoke of the Palesiinian Aravs, the image invariably
conjured up was that of a wandering bhand of homeless people stripped of their land and
possessions. Indeed, it was from that fallacious premise that virtually all the
impassioned cries for the so-called liberation of Palestine flowed. In reality,
however, the Palestinian Arabs had had s sovereign homeland for nearly four decades.
In 1946 the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan had been sstablished on 76.9 per cent of the
territory of mandated Palestine. When King Abdullah had illegally annexed Judea
and Samaria in 1950, he had remarged that the Palestinian Arabs and the Jordanians
were one people. Jordants self-perception as the Arab State in Palestine was
reflected in that country's citizenship law, which enabled every Palestinian Arab to
become a Jordanian citizen. In 1971, King Hussein had directed his Prime Minister to
deal conclusively with plotters who wanted to esiablish a separate Palestinian State
and destroy the unity of the Jordanian and Palestinian people.

89, From that historical perspective, it was clear that calls for Palestinian
self-determination were nothing but a devious ploy by the Arab rejectionist bloc to
achieve strategic military positions with a view to eliminating the State of Israel.
Those who attempted to deny the Jewish peovle's right of self-determination ignored
the historical and legal facts which were an inconvenience to their devicus political
motives. The Jewish nation had been born in Israel atv the dawn of history, and the
0ld Testament, the New Testament and the Koran all attested to the inextricable bond
between the Jews and the land of Israel. Calls for Palestinian self-determination were
but metaphors for the annihilation of Israel. Jordan had heen created to be and was
the sovereign Palestinian Arab State. To preiend otherwise was to deny not only
historical fact but also geographical, demographic, cultural, religious and linguistic
ties.

90. The PLO unequivocally asserted that only Arabs had the right to exist in Paléstine
and Yasser Arafat repeatedly avowed that, for the PLO, "peace" meant the liguidation

of the State of Israecl. Nevertheless, in spite of the manifold atrocities committed
by the PLO, his country had forthrightly embarked upon an unprecedented path towards

a just and comprehensive settlement of the Arab-Israeli conflict. That path,
delineated in the Camp David accords, called, inter alia, for the solution of the
Palestinian problem in all its aspects and envisaged the =stablishment of full

auvtonomy for the Palestinian Arab inhabitants of Judea, Samaria and Gaza. Those
inhabitants and the Kingdom of Jordan were invited and indeed urged to participate
fully in all discussions to determine the final status of the administered territories.

91. TUnfortunately, that promising path towards a true peace had continually been
obstructed by outside forces of agitaltion, most prominently the PLO, which presumably
viewed the prospect of peace as a threat to its primordial aim, the obliteration of
the State of Israecl. Despite PLO interference and ruthless terror tactics, Israel
was persevering in its efforts to provide the Arab population of Judea, Samaria and
Gaza with every opportunity to determine its collective future, and remained
steadfast in its commitment to the crucial process of peace initiated at Camp David.
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92. The representative of 3Senegal obviously thought that merely by mentioning the
right of Israel to exist as 2 sovereign State he met the accepted standards of
impartiality. Such might be the standairds of the Commission, but tne representative
of Senegal could make no claim to impartiality unless he also pointed an accusing
finger at those who denied israel that elementary right and called for the cessation
oi' the Holy ¥War waged against Israel by tne Arabz. Tne bias of the representative cf
Senegal was also raflected in tne report of the Snecial Committee on the Exercise of
the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian Pecgle, of which he was a co=-author.

9%, Mr. SAKER (Observer for tne Syrian Arab Republic), apeaking in exercise of the
right of reply, said that there was nothing new in the propaganda tactics of the
Israeli renresentative or in the Israeli Government ‘s nazism and terrorism. He
appealed to international public opinion;including those in Israel who opposed
Zionism, to support the Falestinian people who had for so long been denied their
rights. The Arab peorles were seeking pezce and the return of the Palestinianz to
their homeland: they were not anti-Jewish. It was regrettable that the observer for
Israel had used the forum of the Commission to twist the truth and make statements
bordering on the cowmic. TFor Israel, peace meant that Arabs must be reduced to sbject
submission.

94, He expressed gratitude te the representatives of Senegal,; Sri Lanka and

Yugoslavia foir their objective statements and to all representatives who had
participated constructively in the United Nations Seitinar on violations of human rights
in the Palestinian and other Arabp territories occupied by Isracl.

nyg, S

The meeting rose at 1.15 p.m.






