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The meeting was called  to order at 9;20 a.m.

ORGANIZATION OF WORK

Th_e'PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): Before calling on the first
speaker, I should like to call the atteantion of representatives to some elements
regarding our organization of work. We shall endeavour to listen to the largest
possible number of speakers in the twe meetings scheduled for today, particularly
in the prolonged afternoon meeting. Representatives will recall that the holding
of the meeting in Geneva was decided upon pursuant to a General Assembly resolution
that assigned three days for our work here. Therefore, we have to conclude our
work within that time-limit, which means that the afternoon meeting, which will
begin at 3 p.m., will probably extend into the evening, certainly beyond 10 p.m.

We will try to include all the speakers inscribed for Thursday afternoon in this
evening's list of speakers.

I regret any inconvenience this reallocation of speakers may cause, but I am
sure rzpresentatives will understand that we really must not exceed the time
allot ted to us in the resolution in which it was decided to transfer these meetings
of the General Assembly to Geneva. Hence I must point out that, in so far as
possible, statements must not be unduly long, and I thank representatives for their
understanding.

AGENDA ITEM 37 (continued)

GJESTION OF PALESTINE

{a) REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE EXERCISE OF THE INALIENABLE RIGHTS OF THE
PALESTINIAN PEOPLE (A/43/35)

(b) REFPORTS OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL (A/43/272 and A/43/691)
(c) DRAFT RESOLUTIONS (A/43/L.50, A/43/L.51 and A/43/1.52)

The PRES IDENT (interpretation from Spanish): I remind representatives

that pursuant to the decision taken yesterday the list of speakers will be closed
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today at 12 noon. Therefore, I request those participants wishing to speak to
inscribe their names as soon as possible.

Mc. DOL& (Romania) {interpretation from French): 1, too, would like to
pay a tribute to the Chairman of the Executive Committee of the Palestine
Liberation Organization (PLO), Yasser Arafat, for his vision, courage, and the
brilliant manner in which he presented the decisions of the historic Algiers
session of the Palestine National Council, as well as for the additional
information he provided on subjects of vital importance.

The consideration by the General Assembly of the item entitled "Question of
Palestine” is particularly important this year. The intifadah and the
determination with which the Palestinian people has rejected foreign occupations
that uprising's striking confirmation of the PLO as the sole, legitimate
representative of the Palestinian people; the broad movement of international
golidarity witﬁ and sympathy for the struggle of the Palestinian people; and, last
but not least, the contents of the recent decisions of the Palestine National
Council - all represent a series of new elements from which one may conclude that
more favourable conditions are emerging for the success of efforts aimed at a
pPeaceful political gsettlement of the problems afflicting the Middle East. These
elements provide the most representative world forum, the United Nations, an
excellent opportunity to act and Play its role as a catalyst of peace initiatives
and to make a decisive contr ibution to the initiation of a process leading to the
establishment of a just and lasting peace in the region.

My country, Fomania, has always attached special importance to the Palestinian
problem. It has congsistently advocated a comprehens ive gettlement of the problems
in the Middle East through peaceful, political means in order to arrive at a Jjust
and lasting peace in the region and a settlement guaranteeing the right to

self-determination of the Palestinian people, including its right to establish an
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independent Palestinian State, and the existence of all States in the region,
including Israel, within secure and recognized boundaries.

Romania maintains active relations with all countries in the area, including
all parties involved in the conflict, and has endeavoured, in so far as possible,
to contribute to the settlement of the problem. To that end, the leadership of my
country has undertaken a systematic dialogue with the leadership of the PLO, the
sole, legitimate representative of the Palestinian people, with the Government of
Israel and the Governments of the Arab countr ies of the region. We have always
candidly expressed our opinion on the basis of positions of principle, on the need
for a comprehensive political settlement. My country was one of the first to
underscore the urgency and the need for an international conference, under United
Nations auspices, in the conviction that a settlement in such a framework is not
only possible but aiso desirable, for it would provide for meeting the interests of
the Palestinian people and the State of Israel, as well as be in the interests of
peace and security in the region and in the world as a whole.

In our view it is high time that we agree on an incontrovertible truth. The
problems of the Middle East cannot be resolved by delaying tactics, the maintenance
of the status quo, or externally imposed solutions. It is high time to recognize
by deed and through significant and responsible political action, that only the
acceptance of reality, cnly dialogue on the basis of that reality and in a proper
legal framework, can lead to a settlement that would be consistent with the
interests of the Palestinian people and all States of the area and would promote
world peace. The PLO has amply fulfilied these conditions, for the legitimcy,
realism and seriousness of the decisions of the Palestine National Council seem to

us undeniable.
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The right of the Palestinian people to an independent State stems not only
from the ancient and contemporary history of the region but also from United
Nations resolutions, from General Assembly resolution 181 (II) of 1947 to the
numerous other documents, including Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and
338 (1973). All these documents clearly underscore the rejection of the
acquisition of territory by force, ac well as the right of the Palestinian people
to establish its own independent State, side by side with Israel, on the territory
of Palestine. That is why Romania has, in keeping with its principled position,
recognized the newly proclaimed Palestinian State.

The Romanian Government welcomes and supports the other decisions adopted at
the Algiers session of the Palestine National Council, namely, the readiness to
work for a negotiated settlement on the basis of Security Council
resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973), the implicit recognition of the State of
Israel, complemented in this Hall by the appeal addressed ¢o the leadership of that
State, the rejection of violence and terrorism in all its forms, and 80 on. These
are extremely important steps for the initiation of negotiations in the framework
of an international conference aimed at a comprehensi‘ve and just settlement.

The Romanian Government hopes that every effort will be made, and that there
will be a sense of responsibility, in order to achieve the convening of such a
conference, under the auspices of the United Nations, and with the participation of
the permanent members of the Security Council and all parties concerned, including
the PLO, as the sole, legitimate representative of the Palestinian people, and the
State of Israel.

As my country's President, Nicolae Ceausezcu, said recently:
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“In keeping with the policy it has always pursued, Romania will ccntinue
to work for a settlement, through negotiations, of all existing problems, to
support the realization of the aspirations of the Palestinian people to live
in & free, democratic, independent homeland, in co-operation with its
neighbours.”

By dint of the wil) of the overwhelming majority of Member States, this
session of the United Nations General Assembly convened in Geneva was able to hear
the Chairman of the Executive Committee of the PLO, Yasser Arafat. While we
welcome this development, we note with teqgret that these meetings should have taken
Place in New York. 1Indeed, nothing can justify the refusal to allow the leader of

an organization enjoying official status at the United Nations to participate in

the work of the worid forum.
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Thus, we note with regret the attempts of the political circles of certain
ftates to minimize the importance of the Algicrs decisions or to distort their
meaning. Similarly, we note with regret that new acts of violence and military
aggression have been perpetrated in the region. In the interesc of international
peace and security, there must be no acts of any kind that could jeopardize the
initiation of a political dialogue and the encouragement of all positive trends in
that direction, or that could jeopardize the tecoanition and approprizte assessment
of the overtures that have been made and the drawing of the necessary conclusiors.

We recognize the overtures that had been made and draw the appropriate
conclusiong therefrom.

We express our appreciation to the Secretary-General,

Mr. Javier Perez de Cuellar, for his efforts to ensure a settlement of the Middle
East conflict and the Palestinian problem in the framework of an international
conference, and ve believe that the General Asgcembly should ask him to step up his
efforts in that direction, in the light of the whole range of recent developments
and the new conditions that have emerged. At the same time, it is necessary to
update, and adapt to the new developments and conditions, the tasks and activities
of United Nations bodies with special responsibilities in regard to the problem of
Palestine - particularly the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of
the Palestinian People and the Special Committee to Investigate Israeli Practices
Affecting the Human Rights of the Population of the Occupied Territories.

But, above all, Romania regards the fundamental objective of United Nations
activities in this respect to be an increase in the efforts to convene an
international conference under United Mations auspices to seek a peaceful, just and

lasting settlement to the Middle East conflict.
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The number of States that have recognized the new State of Palestine continues
to grow. 1Its recognition by the largest possible nusber of States could help
maintain and broaden the positive momentum of the proliferation of coaditions
propitious to initiating and successfully concluding a peace process in the Middle
East,

It is high time that, in liberty, independence and sovereionty, Palestinians
and Israelis put an end to the old dissensions and sources of confrontation and
promoted co-operation for the peace and prosperity of All the peoples of the area,
8o that it could become an element of stability and@ make an important contribution
to the solution of the problems confronting mank ind.

Mr. FALL (Senegal) (interpretation frem French): I do not wish to Gwell
on the reasons that have obliged the General Asseitbly to meet here, but would
merely express my delegation‘s gsincere gratitude to the Swiss Government as well as
the authorities of the beautiful city of Geneva for their traditional, famous
hospitality and everything they have done to facilitate the kolding of our meetings
here.

This year the Assembly’s examination of the question of Palestine has special
significance for my country, Senegal, for the folilowing reasons.

First, it is taking place at a time wvhen the United Nations has taken a new
lease on life, when a process giving us reason for hope seems to be the common
denominator of all the regional conflicts posing a serious threat to international
peace and gecurity.

Secondly, our discussions are being held only a few days after the historic
decision taken by the Palestine National Council on 15 November in Algiers - that
city imbued with the history of peoples fighting for freedom - to proclaim the

independence of the State of Palestine.
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Finally, and above all, the presence among us of Chairman Yasser Arafat - whom
we salute for his courage, clear-headedness and acute sense of responsibility -
gives our debates the golemity that befits the svent. His clear, responsible and
moving statement yesterday, his presentation of the Palestinian initiative, his
vibrant appeal to Israel testify eloquently to the Palestinian commitment to the
quest for a peaceful sblution. to the Palestinians' desire to live on their land in
dignity and freedom through the establishment of genuine peace.‘ peace based on
7 justice.

I have the great Iionout, on behalf of Mr. Abdou Diouf, President of the
Republic of Senegal, to express again here ho M:; Arafat the energetic support and
active and effective solidarity ’that the Qnegalese Government and people are
determined to offer our brother Palestinians. We have done so in the past and are
doing so today while they are gufie:ing and shall do so joyfully in the future when
they have regained their homeland.

Is it not time for the Assembly, respecting the rights and freedoms of every
people to determine its destiny in all sovereignty, to give new impetus to a
genuine momentum towards peace in the Middle East, that region of the werld vhich
has contributed so much to the higtory and civilization of the world? 1In that
quest for peace, the international community must first of all recognize that the
Palestinian people has a right to affirm its national identity and establish a free
and independent State.

It will be recalled that at the outset, in 1947, when the General Assembly
adopted the plan for the partition of Palestine, in resolution 181 (II), the Middle
East problem was raised in terms of the application of the right to
self -deternination of two peoples, one Jewish and the other Arab, on the same

territory. Subsequently, we saw superimposed on this incompleted process of
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self-determination the particulatly complex elements of a conflict that has always
Pitted Israel and the Arab States against each other, thereby block ing any
prospects for peace.

For a long time the United Nations itself, in its approach to the Middle East
question, took account solely of the aspect of the conflict between Arabs and
Israelis. It corrected that error only in 1975, by recognizing that the problem of

Palestine was at the core of the Middle East confiict and by establishing the

Comnittee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People.
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A year after it was established, the Committee on the Exercise of the
Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian Pecple recomrended to the General Assenbly
appropriate guidelines for the settlement of the Palestinian problem whose various
constituent elements were: the withdrawal by Israel from all the territories
occupied since 1967; the implementation of the inalienadle rights of the
Palestinian people to return to their homeland, to self-determination and to the
establishment of an independent State in Palestine; and the participation of the
Palestine Liberation Organization in all peace efforts. Ali those recommendations
were adopted by the Assembly in 1976.

In addition, there are the relevant provisic .s of a series of resolutions
adopted by the thited Mations on the question and providing for recognition of the
soverelgnty, territorial integrity and polit{-al independence of the States of the
region.

Involved as it has been in this quest for a just ané lasting solution to the
situation in the Middle East, Senegal recalls that in 1983, during the
International Conference on the Question of Palestine, held in Geneva, the 137
participating comntries recognized

"The right of all States in the region to existence within secure and
internationally recognized boundaries, with justice and security for all”

(A/CONF.114/42;, para. 4 (f)) -
including the State of Paleatine. Thus, the path to peace was clearly staked out.

Today more than ever before the question of Palastine arouses the conscience
of mankind, creates an urgent challenge to the credibility of our Organization and,
at the same time, requires us urgently to find the appropr iate solutions for the
cycle of violence and the intransigence of certain States that continue to deny,

despite all the evidence, the inaiienable rights of a martyzed people.



BCT /bg A/43/PV.79
12

(Me. Fall, Senegal)

I need not recall that the intifadah - this revolution of stones, this new
response of a generation that has chceen resistance from within - is nothinyg but
the refusal by young people to be domina ted, young pecple worried zbout their
future, determined to struggle for liberation and avare of their historical
responsibilities. These Palestinian young people, who ask only to be allowed to
live in peace and Security with their neighbours, are awaiting the reply that they
are entitled to expect from us. We must not disappoint them. On the contrary, our
Organization has the duty and the obligation, faced with the questions and the
anguish of Palestinian yauth, to bring them a new breath of peace, justice and
respect for human rights.

This ysar - the fortieth anniversary of the Declaration of Human Rights - any
reply that is not based on law, justice and equity will only fuel rancour, create
frustration, poison minds and finally lead to blind violence.

Senegal has noted and welcomed the fact that the Palestine National Council,
with its faith in Peace, its wisdom, its realism and its political sense, has
accepted explicitly and wanbiguously the very controversial Security Council
resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973). cChairman Arafat confirmed that yesterday
before the Asgsenmbly. Thig courageous, responsible attitude, which we are pl eaged
to emphasize, igs the Clearest manifestation of the willingness of the Palestinian
people and their authentic repregsentative, the Palestine Liberaticn Organization,
to raise high the hang holding the famous ol ive branch, the symbol of peace and
brotherhood.

How, then, can we fail to welcome this event and call on all the concerned and
interested partiea to stifle their differences and broaden and support the
esgential element - that is, the building of a peaceful Middle East, where all the
pPeoples, while regspecting their differences, will pool their creative energies and

Place them at the service of the peace and brotherhood of nations.
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That is why my delegation takes this opportunity of appeal in¢ urgently to the
Permanent menbers of the Security Council to consider the situation and arrive at a
convergent assessment of it. Por if each party clings to its position, we fear
that the accumulated rancours of the past will become a burden of resentment that
could for a long time to come banish the chances for a lasting peace in the Middle
East, a region that has already seen five Israeli~-Arab wars, with such harmful
consequences.

The extortiorn, harassment and humiliation of all kinds, the innumerable acts
of oppression and the other serious attacks on human dignity in the occupied
Paleatinian territorizs have not been able to stamp out the heroic struggle of the
courageous Palestinian people, under the leadership of the Palestine Liberation
COrganization, the sole and authentic repregsentative that it has freely chosen.

History teaches us that it is usciess to try to muzzle a determined people, a
people committed and resolved to defend its right to exist. It teaches us also
that only political responses can provide prospectz for a just and lasting solution
taking into account the legitimate aspirations of a people which has been
dispossessed of its rights and whose dignity has been attacked but which is
convinced of the rightness of its cause.

Thus, today the doors to peace in the Middle East are opening, so that finally
the peoples of the region, so proud of their cultures and attached to their
identities, may be able to live in peace and security within secure, recognized and
guaranteed boundaries.

For Senegal, which holds the chairmanship of the Comiittee on the Exercise of
the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People, that is the mean ing and scope
that should be given to the message that the Palestine National Council a.dressed

to the international community on 15 November 1988 in Algiers.
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That is why my country considers it necessary, indeed urgent, to seize the
momentum of the present situation to build a comon front for the holding of the
international peace conference on the Middle East. For, as President Abdou Diouf
said in reply to a question on the constitient elements of the State of Pulestine:

"... we must now see to it that the State of Palestinye becomes a reality for

everyone®™.,

My country invites all nations that uphold peace, justice and liberty to

participate in the realization of that ncble plan.
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Mr. FPARAH (Djibouti) (interpretation from Freach): It will scon be two
months since 1 warmly ccngratulated you, Sir, an your election as President at the
forty-third session of the General Assembly of the United Nations.

I should like cace again to reaffirm my delegation's confidence in your
qualities as leader, particularly at this most crucizl moment in the history of our
Organization. 1 should also like to express our sincere appreciation to the
Secretary-General for the comezndable manner in which he is gquiding the
Organization in the face of severe political and financial prcbleas.

The Palestinian exodus or tragedy has turned 40 this year, which, ironically,
also marks the fortieth anmniversary of the adopticn of the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights by the Uniee‘d Nations. That tragedy did not happen by accident. It
was inevitable, since the roots of the problem go back more than a century to the
emergance of the Zionist concept, followed by the Zionist infiltration into
Palestine with the principle aim of capturing the whole of Palestine. Simha
Flagpan, an Israeli historiazn, had this to say on the attitude of the Zionist
leadership in respect of partition:

“In short, acceptance of the United Nations partition resolution was an
example of Zionist pragmatism par excellence. It waes a tactical
acceptance, a step in the right direction and a spring-board for
expansion when circumstances proved judicious®.

Such sinister motives are even better articulated by the architect of Israel,
David Ben-Gurion, who made his views explicit:

"The elimination of the Palestinian people both as adversary and as
inhabitant of the same territory and the denial to them of their right to an

independent State is our ultimate goal®.
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Israel's continued encroachment, its occupation and the establishment of
settler communities in the Arab territories over the past 40 years must be
interpreted az the transformation of that great plan into reality. According to
Flagpans

"The army, in the final analysis, was the basis of all political
achievement”.

In 1967, Israel, having achieved its awful designs, slammed the door once and
for all in the face of the Palestinians. Israel has consistently rejected all
forms of negotiation and has declared that the Palestinians have no role to plav in
the search for a solution to the conflict. Israel has become less and less
concerned with the far-reaching moral, legal and political imnd ications of its
manipulations, distortions and lies. A reknowned English historian, Arnold
Toynbee, summed it up as follcwss

"Right and wrong are the same in Palestine as anywhere else. What is
peculiar to the Palestinian question is that the world has listened to the

Party that committed the offense and has turned a deaf to its victims".

Over the past 12 months, the eruption in the Arsb territories has attracted
the world‘®s attention. The upriging or intifadah startled and shook Israeli
complacency. It was inevitable. The intifadgh represents the direct expression of
a people against deprivation, dispos_;ession and inhumanity. It is an expresgion of
frustration and bitterness born of over 20 years of repressive policies.

For 40 years, the international community avoided the question of Palestine,
which continued to feature in the United Nations agenda, thcugh withcut any hope of
finding a just and lasting solution. fThe United Nations resolutions on tie

question of Pzlestine make up four volumes.
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Today, the Palestinian cause has been reborn, once more drawing the world's
attention to the tragic destiny of the Palestinians. Dijibouti salutes the
tenacity, courage, maturity and pragmatism of the Palestinian people.

The result of all this came about in last month's historic move by the
Palegtine Naticnal Council in Algiers, which concluded in the adoption of a
document of paramcunt imprrtances

A negotiated agreement was accepted on the bagis of Security Council
resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973), which call on Israel to withdraw from the
occupied Arab territories in exchange for security and recognition.

A Palestinian State was declared on the basis of General Assembly
regsolution 181 (II) of 1947, which partitioned Palestine into two States, one Arab,
the ¢ther Jewish.

The recent session of the Palestinian National Council has generated a new
momentum in the diplomatic process and offered fresh opportunities for peace. The
international community, through the United Nations, must find a peaceful solution
to the Arab-Israeli conflict, which embodies the struggle of a people fighting to
free itself from the atrocities inflicted upon it by the doctrine of Zionism.

The adoption of General Assembly resolution 43/21 of 8 November 1988 on the
uprising ~ intifadah - of the Palestinian people is A collective commitment by the
international community to call for an international peace conference on the Middle
East,

In that regard, we urge all Menber States of the United Nations to insist on
the convening without delay of an international peace conference on the Middle East
under United Nations auspices, in which all parties concerned, including the State
of Palestine, as well as the five permanent members of the Security Council, would
participate on an equal footing. The peace plan must be indivisible,

comprehensible and based on the relevant United Nations resolutions.
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We are convinced that there will be no just and lasting solution without the
recognition of the inalienable tights of the Palestinian people to
self~determination.

The consensus of the international comunityvon the search for a lasting
solution to the questioﬁ of Palestine has led us, for the first time since the
founding of the Organization in 1946, to convene the General Assembly cutside its
Headquarters in New York.

The presence of the majority of Member States here ir. Geneva to listen to
Chairman Arafat, Chairman of the Executive Committee of the Palestine Liberation
Organization, the sole representative of the Palestinian people, who has been
denied a visa by the host country, conveys a message of unanimity against an
unjustified action that has damaged the perceived role of the United States in the

Middle East as an “honest broker®,
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Mr. Arafat's presence here is historic. For more than a decade, the Palestine
Liberation Organization, despite the provisions of General Assembly resolutions
3236 (XXIX) and 3375 (XXX), has not been participating on an equal footing with
other partiess such participation is indispensible for any effort, deliberation or
conference on Middle East problems convened under United Mations &uspices.

It is our earnest wish that the Assenbly would grant complete recognition to
the young Palestinian nation, including its people's inalienable right to
self-determination and national sovereignty.

I wish to conclude by thanking the Committee on the Exercise of the
Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People for its effective, substantive
contribution in bringing to the world's attention the plight of the Palestinian
people under Israeli occupation and in recommending to the General Asserbly the
implementation of a programme of action to enable the Palestinian people to

exercise ity right to gelf-determination and national independence.

The Government of Djibouti has noted with pride and satisfaction the decisions
taken by the Palestine National Council, enunciated here with courage and
pragmatism by its Chairman, Mr. Yasser Arafat. We reaffirm our support for the
Palestine Liberation Organization and we welcome the Palestine MNational Council's
declaration of a Palestinian national State.

MR;'QI'Huaiman (China) (interpretation from Chinese): Since ocur
discussion of the question of Palestine at the last session of the General Assenmbly
there have been encouraging developments in international relations. ‘The
international situation is moving towards relaxation, and the peaceful settlement
of regional disputes through dialogue has become a major trend. Conflicts in some
of the world's hot-spots are on the way to settlement or possible settlement.

However, the Palestinian question, which has remained unresolved for more than 40
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years, now looms large before the international community. The fact that we have
to hold meetings here at Geneva to discuzs this guestion is a matter of regret, and
makes us feel more strongly the urgency of finding a solution to it, and to the
Middle Ezst question as a whole.

As is known to all, Israel is to date occupying large tracts of Arab
territory. As a result, thousands of Palestinians have been crudely deprived of
their rights and of their means of subsistence. The Israeli people too have
shouldered a heavy burden. The early achievement of a just and lasting peace in
ti':e Middle East is the common aspiration of the Palestinian and other Arab peoples,
and the long-cherished wish of the Israeli people as well. It is also the
universal desire of the international community.

In our view, the Pzlestinian question is at the core of the Middle East
question. There will be nc peace and tranguility in the region unless the
Palestinian question is resclved. It is most unfair that the Palestinian people,
which has been living in Palestine for generation after generation, should have
been denied its legitimate national rights. The key to the settlement of this
question lies in ensuring that the Palestinian people exercise its legitimate
national rights. Over the past few decades -“e Palestinians, under the leadership
of the Palestine Liberation Organization (F10), have fought indomitably and
heroically for the restoration of their legitimate national rights. Especially
since the end of last year, they have been fighting against the Israeli occupation
of the West Bank and the Gaza Strip, demonstrating a strong will to defy brutal
force and never to give up until they reach .their goal. Their struggle has spelled
the failure of the Israeli policy of occupation. This broadly-based struggle, with
extensive sympathy and support from the world's peoples and the international

community, has injected new vitality into the Middle East peace process.
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The nineteenth extraordinary session held recently by the Palestine Na tional
Council at Algiers was an important milestone in the course of the Palestinian
people's struggle for the recovery of its lost territories and the restoration of
its national rights. The resolutions adopted at the sesion, which were reasamable,
practical and flexible, gave expression to the sincerity of the PLO in seeking a
political settlement of the Palestinian question. A declaration of independence
was adopted at the session, proclaiming the founding of a Palestinian State. It
reflected the will of the Palestinian people and its historic choice. It marked a
new stage in the Palestinian revolutionary cause,

The declaration of independence explicitly indicated the PLO's readiness to
coexist with Israel and stressed the future establishment of a confederation
between the Palestinian State and Jordan. 1In its political statement, the PLO
agreed that Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973) and guarantees
of the legitimate national rights of the Palestinian peocple should serve as the
bacis for an international peace conference on the Middle East, and relterated its
opposition to terrorism in all forms, including State terrorism. Recently,
Chairman Arafat reaffirmed in Stockholm that the PLO accepted the existence of
Israel in the Middle East, as a State".

All of this fully demonstrates the sincerity of the PLO. Now it is high time
for Israel to size up the aituation and make a positive response. Regrettably,
however, the Israeli Government hag taken a hostile attitude and has rejected the
positive ateps taken by the P1O, threatening to suppress with greater
relentlessness the Palestinian people'’s struggle against occupation. Facts have
ghown that the obduracy and intransigence of the Israeli authoritiec are now the
main obstacles to settlement of the Middle Eaest question. It is also regrettable

that things should have developed to such an extent that the host country of
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United Nations Headguarters denied PLO Chairman Yasser Arafat an entry visa in an
attempt to prevent him from addressing the General Assenbly on the PLO's proposals
for the settlement of conflicts in the Middle Esst. That act not only contravenes
the relevant agreement between the host country and the United Nations but harms

the peace process in the Middle East.
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The Chinese Government and people have all along firmly supported the just
struggle of the Palestinian and other Arab peoples and opposed Israeli policies of
aggression and expansion. We consider it imperative for Israsl to stop its
suppression of the Palestinian people in the occupied territories and to withdraw
from the Arab territories occupied since 1967 so as to create conditions for a
comprehensive, just and lasting settlement of the Middle East question. The
legitimate national rights of the Palestinian people must be restored to them. On
that basis, all the Middle East countries may enjoy their rights to independence
and existence. The Israeli authorities should face that reality. 1Israel and the
Palestinian State should recognize each other and enter into negotiations through
the convening of a Middle East Peace conference so as tc achieve a comprehens ive
and just settlement of the Middle East question. That is the only way to genuine
Peace and stability in the Middle East region. China will, asg always, work hard
for a peaceful settlement of the Middle Rast question,

We are pleased to note that the United Nations is playing an increasingly
greater role in promoting a political settlement of regional conflicts. We believe
that the United Nations is an appropriate avenue for a2 peaceful settlement of the
Middle East question. The Middle East question has no parallel since the Second
World War in terms of its long duration, the numerous wars it has triggered and the
extent of disaster it has caused. It is the eager desire of the international
community to see the Middle East question settled, which will be in the interest of
all the countries in the world. The United Nations can play a greater role in the
Middle East question and ought to pay more attention to it by urging all the
countries concerned in the Middle Eagt to take action so as to put an early end to

the turbulence in the region,
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Mr. BEIN (Israel): On behalf of the peopie and Government of Israel, I
should like at the outset to extend to the people and Government of the Soviet
Unicn our heartfelt condolences on the tragic and immense loss of life resulting
from the earthquake in Armenia last week.

The atmosphere in the world today has dramatically improved. We have all been
inspired by the hope that the improving relations between the two super~-Powers will
also positively affect our part of the Middle East. We hope that the war-torn
nations in our region will also one day - and I hope soon - be able to resolve
their problems peacefully and through direct negotiations,

True to this spirit, the United Naticns hag, in the past few months, been
instrumental in bringing about negotiations in the Gulf area, in Afghanistan, in
the Sahara, Namibia and in other areas. The battle-weary nations involved in those
conflicts who seek peace have realized and affirmed the need for a political
process and have asked for United Nations assistance to help resolve last lingering
differences in order to facilitate such negotiations and thus foster the prospects
of peace.

Unfor tunately, some Arab countries do not accept the spirit of peace for which
this Organization is supposed to stand. Year after year they use the United
Nations as merely another forum to confront Israel with their hostility.

Some Arab leaders have welcomed the new climate in international relations
leading to direct negotiations in place of confrontation. Unfor cunately, most will
not concede that that climate should govern their conduct vis-a-vig Israel.

The debate on the question of Palestine iz one-sided and biased. Israel is
confronted with repeated hostile and aggressive statements by representatives of
more than two dozen States of the Arab League and some others. Those

representatives do not call for a genuine peace, but rather state their extreme
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demands, spiced with ocutrageous name-calling and false accusaticns, often coupled
with ambiguous statements whick in the same breath call for the destruction of
Israel and for peace.

All this dnes not help restore tranquility in the territories, does not enable
the Palestinian Arabs to return to normal daily life and does not even further
their political aspirations. It definitely does not advance the cause of peszce.
This debate does not promote a political dialogue or direct negotiztions between
Israel and its neighbouring countries and the Palestinian Arabs, To the contrarys
this debate, through the resolutions it adopto, obstructs any initiative for direct
negotiations. This debate only blocks agreements and postpones the chance of peace.

I am not again going to enter into a detailed presentation of Israel's history
and positions. You all know the facts: since its rebirth 40 years ago0, Israel has
been the victim of ongoing belligerency, aggreasion and terror by some of the Arab
States. Israel has constantly been on the defence against the onslaught of its
neighbours. Israel's call for direct peace negotiations have been repeatedly
rejected.

The Palestinian problem is a direct outcome of the belligerency of Arab States.

Only one Arab leader had the courage to depart from this course. Ten years
ago we welcomed the great leader of Egypt, President Sadat, when he took the
courageous step of coming to Jerusalem. That historic visit, coming as it were, in
the wake of the 1973 Geneva Conference and two interim agreements between Byypt and
Israel, brought about the Cemp David Accords, and six months later the peace
agreement between Egypt and Israel, all bazed on Security Council resolutions

242 (1967) and 338 (1973).
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The road travelled by President Sadat and Prime Minister Begin, with the

creative and constructive help of American mediation, proved that there are ways
out of the cycle of belligerency, provided the wish for & negotiated peace exists
on both sides of the border.

It must be clear to all that intimidation and viclence muat stop.

Intimidation breeds belligerency, and violence will only complicate the situation
in the area. Solutions can be found only by mecans of peaceful negotiations on the
basis of Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973).

Hence, violent disturbances must cease. Tranquility and normal daily life
must be restored in the territories. It is the human, civil and political
obligation of the administering Power, in accordance with international law, which
is quoted abundantly in the General Asscmbly, to maintain public order.

We act, as is our right - indeed, our obligation -~ under international law, to
restore and secure order in the face of violent provocation. We do so with maximum
restraint and in full compliance with the laws which were enacted not by Israel,
but which were applied to these areas for almost half a century before Israel took

control of them.
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As a rule, negotiations and dialogue are held between adversaries who strive
for peace even though they may not agree on its details and may have different
aspirations a2bout its final oztcome.

Political aspirations may be legitimate. Car bonbs, grenades, ehooting and
shelling are not.

Peaceful demonstrations are legitimate. Slingshots, bricks, stones and
firebonbe are not.

To state one's opinion is legitimate. To instigate disturbances, viclenca and
murder is not.

It must be clear to all that violence in any form and to any extent cannoct be
used to impose political solutions or conditions on Israel. Nor can sclutions be
imposed on Israel through ambiguous and misleading umilateral declarations.

The immediate problem we face is to stop the instigators from terrorizing and

intimidating their own communities.

We believe that po'itical deadlock may lead to radicalization and
deterioration towards situations which could best be prevented through an effective
peace process. Such a process includes negotiations and agreements on interim and
final arrangements which must take into account the interests of all partners to
the conflict, including Israel.

We are all witness to how the emerging aspirations to settle confiicts through
peaceful means is taking root in all parts of the globe. Agreements and
understandings are reached between the super-Powers, and regional conflicts are
being negotiated in an atmosphere of peace.

We in Israel, like you, Mr. President, I am sure, have entertained the hope
that this new atmosphere of peaca would also be the guideline of nations in the
Middle East and that a new effort would be initiated to solve the problem of this

region by direct negotiations and peaceful means.



FMB /9 A/43/FV. 79
32

(Mr. Bein, Israel)

We have for years nourished the hope that perhaps by the coming new year the
atmosphere of peace would engulf our region too, and that the vision of the prophet:

"They shall beat their swords into plowshares” (The - Holy ' Bible; Isaiah 2:4)

would come to fruition here and now.

The Falestine Natienal Council (PIC) recently met at Algiers and issued
“declarations®. Thogse who hoped for a genuine change were very disappointed. The
Government of Isracl beliaves that the recent declarations by the BPNC have not
departed from extreme and uncompromis ing positions. The ENC meeting at Algiers did
not adopt meaningful steps. The common denominator of the different €actions
remains the esxtreme, excluding any compromise, rejecting the very idea of
negotiations for peace.

I am not going to analyse here in Getail the resolutions of the PNC. I would
like, however, to comment on a few of them in order to illustrate some crucial
points,

First, the decisions of the PNC constitute a unilateral act that will not
advance dialogue and compromigse. Nor will it advance the prospects for peace. In
the striving for a solution to the Middle East conflict, every step must be
negotiated and must be mitually agreed upon. In the Algiers declaration, the word
"negotiations” is not mentioned, not even hinted at.

Secondly, the declaration from Algiers proclaims a so-called independent
Palestinian State, with no territory, no borders and with Jerusalem, my home town
and the capital of Israel, as its declared capital. That declaration has no
meaning in reality. It gserveg only as another stumbling-block on the road tc a
negotiated peace, with no pre~conditions, which must take account of Israel's

legitimate security interests.
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Thirdly, the WNC reference to Security Council resolutions 242 (1867) and
338 (1973) does not constitute acceptance of those resclutions and of the
principles enshrined therein. Instead, the PNC referred to Security Council
resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973) only in conjunction or, as they term it:

"in accordance with United Mations resolutions concerning the question of

Palestine”, (A/43/827, annex II; p. 7, para. 2 (a)

which contradict Security Council resolution 242 (1967) and undermine it. Many of
those United Nations resolutions seek to impair Israel's legitimacy and its very
existence.

Fourthly, the PLO has not abandoned terrorism. The killing of womenr and
children in Tel Aviv and Jerusalem is Clearly condened. Burning Jewish families
alive is encouraged. There is no indication that the "armed struggle” will cease.
That is why we believe that the courageous decision of Secretary of State Shultz
was necessary and justified and the decision of the¢ General Assembly to move the
debate to Geneva unnecessary and unjustified.

In fact, on 20 July 1988, a Fatah communiqué on the Algiers~based Voice of
Palestine clearly stated:

“The position of Fatah can be represented as follows ... the right of the
Palestinian people to practise armed struggle against the Zionist enemy."
Even as the PNC was meeting at Algiers, PLO terrorists of Yasser Arafat's

Fatah were busy. Attempts were made to infiltrate Israel, to take hocstages and
carry cut mass murders. One group was caught by the Israel Defense Foreces.
Another was confronted by a unit of the United Nations Interim Force in Lebanon
(UNIFIL), and two Lebanese hostages were murdered in cold blood by the PLO

terrorists.,
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And in Algiers, Abul Abbas, a member of the PLO's “executive committee®, the
Rastermind behind the hijacking of the Italian cruise ship Achille Lauro in 1985,
even joked callously abcut the murder of the 69 year-old American Jewish passanger,
Leon Klinghoffer: "Perhaps he went for a swim®,

At Algiers, some Arab spokesmen tried to create the impression of moderation,
claiming that Israel was Ttecognized "implicitly®. What does *impl ied” recognition
mean? The sections of the INC declarations referring to "solutions®™ of the
conflict ignore Israel altogether. When it is mentioned, in other sections, it is
accompanied by various adjectives which are beneath my dignity to even recall
before you here. |

Farouk Kaddoumi, head of the PLO "political department”, helps us not to
misinterpret the PLO's "recognition®”. On 8 November 1388, he declared to the Tokyo
Shipbun: |

"The independence declaration which is based on the U.N. General Assembly
regolution 181, is to dafine the identity of the Palestinian nation. However,
this declaration does not mean the PLO's recognition of Israel's right to

exist."
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Just last week, on 4 December 1988, Abu Iyad, the number ¢two in the Fatah's
hierarchy, was asked whether the BNC's mention. of Security Council resclutions
242 (1967) and 338 (1973) constitute a reéognition of Iarael. >In his reply in
al-Wattan al-Arabi, Lebanon, dated 4 December 1988, he stated:

"This is not a recognition of Israel. It is a de - facto recognition of
something that is found on the ground. It should not be understood that we
have accepted it or are happy about it. De jure recognition is the
recognition of the right of Israel to exist. The Arabs are fighting against
Israel with cries and slogans, and ve” - meaning the Fatah - "are the only
ones fighting against it for real .... We must base ourselves on all the UN
resolutions and the UN Charter."

A number of PLO spokesmen have reiterated, time and again, that a Palestinian
State in the territories would only be an interim solution, which is pact of a
phased programme seeking, as its final objective, to seize "all of Palestine".

On 22 November 1986, Ahmed Sadki al-Dejani, a member of the PLO's "educational
and cultural council® and hich~ranking FNC deputy, wrote in Okaz, Saudi Arabia:

"We in the PLO draw a clear distinction betvween the charter and political
Programmes since the charter contains the permanent strategic policy while the
political progammes contain the phased policy."

Abdel Hamid el-Saih, Chairman qf the PNC, defines this cbjective in al-Shara,
dated 22 August 1983, sayings

"We will take what we can, and afterwards we will demand the rest of the
territory. We are not opposed %o getting a state which would encompass a

quarter or a half of our territory, and afterwards we will demand the rest.”
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In the complex and fragile setting of the Arab-Israeli dispute, the Algiers
"resolutions” seem to have only further complicated prospects for a solution. The
PLO continues to frustrate and stand in the way of negotiations that would serve to
reach a solution mutually acceptablie to Israel and its neighbours, including the
Palestinian people. The vague phraseology of the ENC at Algiers cannot hide the
PLO's continued commitment to the common denominator which unites all its
factions: the path of rejection, violence and terror.

Such an organization cannot be a negotiating Partner for Israel or any State
which respects justice, internatiocnal law and the Charter of the United MNations.

Neither the assumed acceptance of Security Council resolution 242 (1967}, nor
the implied recognition of Israel, nor the alleged abandonment of terrorism, has
taken place. Indeed, the critical and careful balance represented by Security
Council resolution 242 (1967) was violated and distcrted to the point of
threatening to undermine the only commonly accepted basis for a realistic political
solution. Even outdated General Assembly resolution 181 (II) - cvertaken by events
as recognized by Security Council resolution 242 (1967) - was deformed so as not to
suggest a clear-cut recognition of a Jewish State in any part of the once British
Mandate of Palestine. Cessation of terrorism would have facilitated the peace
process; yet terrorism inside Israel and the territories administered by it were
specifically legitimized.

At Algiers, the PLO made demands and impcsed conditions. Those unilateral
acts and declarations of the PLO are meant to pre-determine the conditions and
outcome of negotiations. Thus the PLO demands for an international conference
clearly ignored efforts in recent years to construct an acceptable framework for
negotiations: the kind of forum that the PLO envisages is something that I‘srael

cannot accept.
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The PLO is bound by the resoclutions of the INC. Speeches made from this or
other podiums do not amend or modi fy thosze resolutions. On the one hand, the
Algiers declarations are quoted verbatim and, on the other, certain clarifications
or interpretations of their so-called meaning are simul taneously being voiced in
this chamber. If all this is not sufficient to confuse the situation, we have also
heard various statements made by senior PLO members in various parts of the world
which are at variance both with the apparent meaning of the Algiers declarations
and with the statements heard here.

Any recognition or legitimization of the PNC declarations can only serve to
reinforce the illusion that the outcome of the desired negotiations can be
prejudged by unilateral acts or declarations. Acceptancs of the PNC conidi tions
would turn back the chances of peace and not move them forward.

Israel’s only political aspiration is to live in peace and security. Israel's
founding dcument, its Declaration of Independence of May 1948, declared:

"We extend our hand to all neighbouring States and their peoples in an
offer of peace and good neighbourliness."”

Today, as then, we continue our efforts to rekindle the peace process in our
region. In striving to achieve a ‘comprehensive, just and lasting seitlement tc the
dispute, we have long considered the Palestinian and Jordanian context as the
preferred next phase in that effort,

It is in that context that we once again call upon Arab leaders to break with
the past, to promote a resolution of the Palestinian issue through negotiatiocns, on

the basis of Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973), in an
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atmosphere of matual respect for the rights of Israelis and Palestinians alike. It
is in those negotiations that each of the parties will be free to present"its ideas
and proposals. Israel stands ready to conduct negotiations on this basis witﬂ
Palestinian leaders from Judea, Samaria and Gaza, as well as with others who

renounce violence as a means to achieve their objectives and do not resort to it.
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Isrzel strives for and encourages Palestinian moderation which would enable
Palestinian leadership in the territories to conduct direct negotiations or
arrangements that would terminate the viclence and lay the foundations for a
political process towards a solution of the Palestinian problem in all its aspects,

The participation of Jordan is essential. A stable peace on both sides of the
Jeordan River involves demographic, security and economic considerations that bind
Israel, Jordan and the Palestinians reaiding there for the purpose of a negotiated
political solution. Foundations do exist upon which peace can be built. Sound
principles point the way.

Ten years ago Israel committed itself to a framework in which the Palestinian
problem could have been solved in all its aspects, respecting the legitimate rights
of all concerned. We should not forget that the suppcsed moderation that emerged
from Algiers is the same so-called moderation that rejected the serious and
substantive proposals incorporated into the Camp David accords. We remain
committed to the basic premises of the Camp David accords, which provided that the
permanent status of the territory would be determined by negotiations. We are
ready for such negotiations.

The Camp David accords show that peace is possible, that negotiations lead to
results and that agreements can be reached. 1In addressing the need to solve the
conflict, Israel expessed its desire for a zolution that will be nmutually
acceptable to Israel and its neighbouring partners, including the Palestinians.
The final status of the territories will be determined not unilaterally but in
negotiations. Israel has in the past sparad no effort to foster and encourage
trends of moderation. Israel has always been prepared to initiate and respond to

genuine opportunities for peace with its neighbours.
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United Nations Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973) provide
the basis for peace talks to settle the Arab-Israeli dispute. This is because
242 (1967) and 338 (1973) determine that peace will be reached by agreement and
negotiations, and that every State in the region has the right "to live in peace
withinvsecure and recognized boundaries free from threats or acts of force®. The
careful formulation of those two resolutions has made them acceptable to Israel,
the Arab States and the international community and has retained their relevance to
conditions today.

Negotiations between Israel and its neigbours, with the assistance of éhose
who can constructively help, are the only way to bring peace. They succeeded
before in the United States-acsisted talks beiween Bgypt and Israel. They can
succeed again by helping the parties to address each other ‘s needs, concerns and
interests. The international comnunity can facilitate a mutuslly acceptable
solution to difficult problems. Yet, for that to happen, those interested in
ushering the parties to the negotiating table rust recognize that the ultimate
responsibility for dealing with each other ané forging an accommodation rests with
the negotiating parties themselves.

Violence and terror have set a barren course in the region for decades; misery
and suffering have been the consequence. The path to peuace will not be chartad by
the gun, the grenade, the rock and the firebonb. Viclence and terrorism must cease.

Palestinian representation in the negotiations, in keeping with these
aforementioned principles and without setting pre-conditions that would
pre-determine the outcome of the talks, is essential; but attempts to dictate and
impose terms, to use the weapcn of terror instead of peaceful dialogue, is not. It

will lead to nothing.
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The time has come to stop exploiting and distorting the Palestinian issue in
order to drum up hostility against Israel. The time has come to stop the campaign
of vilification against the Jewish people, its nation2l liberation movement,
Zionism, and the State of Israel. The time has come for Arab Goverrments and the
Palestinians to be ready and willing to engage in negotiations without
pPre-conditions. Within the framework of those negotiations the Palestinian issue
can find its proper and agreed solution.

Mr. PETROVSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from

Russian): The General Assembly has arrived at the ghores of Lake Geneva in order
to have an opportunity to discuss properly the question of Palesi:ine with the
participation of representatives of all the parties concerned.

As is well-known, the decision by the United Nations General Assembly to
consider the prcblem of Palestine at the European Office of the United Nations was
taken as a result of a serious incident that occurred in connection with the work
of the forty-third session.

The General Assembly stated with authority and in a respornsible fashion its
negative attitude towards the action of the United States authorities, which had
not aliowed the leader of an organization having United Wations Permanent Obgerver
status to come to New York. It is particularly regrettable that all this happened
at a time when the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) had taken an important
and constructive step towards faciljitating the search for ways to resolve the
Middle East prcblem with the participation of the United Nations Security Council.

The peace initiative, which was announced yesterday from this rostrum by the
Chairman of the Palestine Liberation Organization Executive Committee,

Mr. Yasser Arafat, opens a window of new opportunities to resolve the conflict that
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has for many years oversghadowed the international situation, Having expressly
stated its willingness to enter into negotiations with Israel in the framework of
an international conference on the basis of resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973),
having expressed its desire to coexist with Israel in conditions of peace and
security and having condenned terrorism in all its forms, the Palestine Liberation

Organization has thereby reiterated that it is a serious and authoritative partner

in peace talks,
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it is now up to the other side to respond. We call upon everyone to take advantage
of this unique opportunity and, abandoning the stereotypes and prejudices, to
accept the olive branch of peace that has been offered and to embark withcut delay
on a path of international dialogue with a view to achieving a comprehensive and
just gettlement in the Middle Rast.

This is all the more important since the Palestine problem, the problem of the
peace in the Middle East, is an organic, integral part of the foundation of psace
and security on a truly comprehensive basis. Interdependence and the emerging
integrity of the modern world underline ite political indivisibility. The bell of
the Middle East conflict, as of any regional conflict, tolls for all of us.

One of the most important tasks on the agenda of the international communi ty
is to disentangle the tight knot of contradictions and to defuse the explesive
confrontation in the Middle East. The solution 6£ that problem ig in harmony with
common efforts aimed at the transition of mankind to a qualitatively new and
peaceful stage of its development.

The detailed conceptual account of those efforts was presented to the
international community in the recent address delivered by the Soviet ieader
Mikhail Gorbachev before the United Nzticns General Assenbly. As the Soviet leader
stressed, we have entered the era when the interests of all mankind will beccme the
basis for world progress, when worid policy will be determined by the priorities of
universal human values, Thie is one of the major features that radically
distinguishes the current stage of world development from those at the beginning or

even in the middle of this century. The interdependence of the world allows us to

take a fresh look at the problem of eliminating regional conflicts, including the
conflict in the Middle Bast. Life itgelf makes us reject stereotyped ideas, old

views and illusions,
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The formula of development at the expense of others is on its way out. In the
context of modern realities true progress cannct be achieved by infringing the
rights and freedoms of any individual, or of any people for that matter. The
Practical application of the concept of freedom of choice is becoming a categorical
imperative today. If not accepted, it is likely to be fraught with very grave
consequences for any region and for world peace. It is particularly important to
realize and agree once and for all that it is impossible tc maintain reliable
security and safeguard the future without respect for the views and positions of
others, without tolerance and a willingness to perceive different views, not as
something necessarily bad or hostile, or without the ability to learn to live
together while remaining different from one another.

It is this very concept of free chicice that is proving ite effectiveness in
different regions of the world which previously had been engulfed in the flames of
war and had suffocated in the atmosphere of intransigence. 1In those circumstances
it is all the more impossible any longer to accept the fact that the Palestinian
problem and the cause of a comprehensive settlement in the Middle East remain
outside the positive trende and the peace-making processes.

In welcoming the current discussion of the Palestinian question at the General
Assembly we believe that the United Nations has a central and most important role
to play in the process of internationalizing the dialogue on the entire set of
Middle East problems. The gravity of the Palestinian problem and of the Middle
East problem as 2 vhole requires that the consideration of those problems at this
sesgion be fully consistent with the new way of political thinking and acting on
the part of States, necessitated by the challenges of our time. In our view, *the

new situation in the world requires that the United Nations produce new decisions
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with fresh approaches. The task today is to help find a balance of interests and
acceptable solutflons, taking into account the interests of different Stateg and
parties to the conflict.

The Palestinian problem clearly highlights the gravity of the situation that
emerged because of the fact that the Middle East remains a source of violence and
bloodshed and a target area of unrestrained militarization. The recently
intensified deliveries of ever more sophisticated weapons to that area, which are
likely to destabilize the military, strategic and political situation there, make
that situation even more explosive. The proliferation of chemical and miesile
weapons in the region is a matter of particular concern. There are legitimate
fears over the fact that the Middle East is approaching the nuclear threshold. All
this jeopardizes the vital interests of peoples and States in the region and is
fraught with grave consequences for international peace and security.

The absence of a settlement to the Azab-Israeli conflict and its key problem -
that of Palestine - underlies all those dangerous developments. The peaceful
Palestinian uprising on the Israeli-occupied Palestinian territoriee of the West
Bank, the Jordan River and the Gaza Strip, which has been going on for more th'am a
year now, is 2 convincing case in point. The uprising has starkly confronted the
international community with the central issue, namely, that there can by no peace
in the Middle East until the fundamental rights of pecples to determine their
future and the rights of all States of the region to free development and security
are guaranteed. There can be no peace as long as anyone attempts to hold the
territories of others by force. Today we can state with satisfaction that the
outline of a comprehensive plan for untangling the Middle Eastern knot of

contradictions is amerging in the international community.
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First, an international legal formula to achieve a settlement on the basis of
Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973), guaranteeing the
Palestinian people's right to self -determination, is taking shape.

Until recently the broad international consensus on these issues was not
sufficiently supported by the development of positions of the parties directly
involved in the Arab-Israeli confiict. In this connection we consider the
decisions adopted at the latest session of the Palestine Maticmal COuncily in
Algiers to be important and highly beneficial to the peace process in the Middle
East. They represent a significané contribution to the creation of favourable
conditions for the transition towards practical steps to settle the Middie East
conflict.

The Soviet Union has positively assessed the results of the supreme
Palestinian forum in Algiers, and it has supported the decision of the Palestine
National Council to found a Palestinian State within the framework of a
comprehens ive Middle East settlement.

Next, there has emerged an under standing of the necessity of at long last
setting in motion a mechanism for a comprehens ive Middie East settlement. An
international conference is the central 1ink of such a mechanism.

Nowadays almost no one, with the exception of a part of the ruling circles of
Israel, contests that the convening of an international conference is the only
realistic and reliable way to accomplish a comprehensive and just settlement that
will enable the Palestinian people to regain its homeland and %he Israeli and Arab
pPeoples to enjoy lasting peace and security.

Thus today there already exists a solid asset in the ’:vm of an international
legal and political foundation for the setting in motion of a mechanism for a

comprehensive settlement, a broad consensus in favour of the convening of an
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international conference and a serious desire among the immediate participants in
the Arab-Israeli conflict to work for the achievement of mutually acceptable
compromise solutions that take their interests into account.

All this makes it possible to resclve the key aspects of the settlement and to
elaborate mutually acceptable agreements on specific ways and means of doing so.

We have repeatedly proposed that the members of the Security Council without delay
proceed to engage in consultations with a2 view to considering issues related to a

Middle East settlement. We are prepared to respond positively to any constructive
‘ proposals on the parameters of such contacts.

In our view, in this regard a particular role could be played by contacts and
consul tations between the permanent members of the Security Council with the
participation of the Secretary-General. There is no doubt that the consol idated
authority of our Organization, i“'i:s increased effectiveness and favourable
conditions can serve as a forceful catalyst in the peace procese, mak ing possible a
practical process leading to the comvening of a conference.

We view the conference as a universal and flexible forum, which we believe
would be the most effective and reliable machinery for defusing the Arab~-Israeli
conflict. It would require very varied forms of interaction among its
participants, who could be all the parties to the conflict, including the Arab
people of Palestine, whose sole and. legitimate representative is the Palestine
Liberation Organization, as well as the five permanent members of the Security
Council, whose role in the conference should in our view be to create a
constructive atmosphere for negotiatiocns. Their individual or collective proposals
and recomnendations; their contacts with the parties directly involved, should
there be complications at any phaze of the negotiating process; and the provis ion

of guarantces and agreements could be crucizl to the success of the work of the
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conference and the implementation of its decisions. At the same time, the right to
make final decisions as specific issues should of course remain with the parties
directly involved.

The variety and importance of problems may require certain interim measures or
a stage-by-stage approach to a comprehensive settlements; such measures and stages
should be considered and carried out within the framework of the conference and
‘ clogely co-ordinated with a compreheng ive settlement.

In conclusion I would express confidence that the internatibnal community’s
will and the strengthening of the role of the United Nations as the central
mechanism for the maintenance of peace and security and the settlement of confl icts
will finally lead to the elimination of such a serious threat to international
security as the Arab-Israeli conflict.

We are now at a turning~-point. This can be a time of lost opportunities or a
time heraiding the beginning of a fundamentally new peaceful period in the
evolution of mankind. |

That is entirely true of the Middle East situation as well. We are convinced
that we now have a unique opportunity to begin the journey towards peace in tlﬁt
region. It is important not to lose this opportunity. It is important that the
uniqueness of the emerging world situation should immediately be realized and used
in full measure to overcome old stereotypes and to move from rhetoric to caim,
business-1like and balanced work aimed at creating a just and lasting peace in the
ancient land of the Middle East.

Mr . ' SHAMUYAR TRA (Zimbabwe)s It is over 40 years since the

General Assembly last met in this beautiful city of Geneva by the lake. when the
United Nations was formed we decided to move our Headquarters to New York, where we

have lived and laboured to this day.
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But before I dwell much on the issue that has brought us all here, I should
like on behalf of the Movement of the Non-Aligned Countries to express deepest
condolences to the Soviet people and Government on the tragic loss of thousands of
lives as well as property in the wake of the devastating earthquake in Armenia last
week. We wish to add our own voice to those who have spoken before us in urging
the international community to be fully supportive of the efforts being undertaken
by the Soviet authorities to alleviate the condition of the survivors of this very
tragic development. The Chairman of the Non-Aligned Movement has already addressed
a request to all members to give what assistance they can to the Soviet Union and
the Soviet psople.

While our return to Geneva fills many of us with nostalgia, it also leaves us
with a foreboding sense of having i:raveiled an ill-omened rcad. For our return to
this city has not been veluntary; it has been forced upon us. The isolationist
streak that kept the United States out of the League of Nations once again became a
dominant sentiment in the anti-multilateralism of the 19680s and in part led to the

decision that forced us to move this session of the General Assembly to Geneva.
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Earlier this year, the forty-gsecond session of the Assembly reconvened three
times in order to deal with the decision taken by the United States, host country
of the United Nations Headjuarters, to close the PIO Observer Mission in New York.
In its communication with the Secretary-General on that subject, the host country
had stated t¢hat it was going to close the Cbserver Mission "irrespective of any
obligations the United States may have under the Headquarters Agreement®, which was
referred to by many speakers yesterday and today. This was blunt, unvarnished
arrogance on the part of the United States. The respongse of the General Assembly
was equally emghatic. It rejected the United States position and toock the matter
to the International Court of Justice. Confronted by a firm and determined
international resistance, the host country relented and desisted from its intended
illegal action against the PLO Mission to the Uﬁited Nations.

Today, this Azsembly finds itself taking another extraordinary measure, once
again in response to a decision taken by the host country in vioclation of its
treaty obligations. The General Asgembly 6ec16ed to transfer the debate on agenda
item 37, the question of Palestine, to this venus because the United States, on
26 November, denied Chairman Arafat the visa requested to enable him to participate
in the work of the forty-third regular session in New York.

Besides jeopardizing and disrupting the free, smooth and efficient working of
the United Nationz in New York, the United States refusal to issue a visa to
Chairman Arafat demonstrates the hoat country’s contempt for international law and
disregard for the role of this Organization. The Secretary~General, in hic
statement circulated in New York ﬁn 28 November, stated that the decision by the
host country was incompatible with its obligations under the Headquarters Agreement

and that, if maintained, the action was likely
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“to complicate and render more difficult the forthconing debates on the

question of Palestine and the sitﬁation in the Middle East in the current

sesgion of the General Assemwbly".
We agr‘ee with this observation of the Secretaty-Genetal.

The United States has insisted that its decision was taken in the name of
"safeguarding its national security®. The entire international community, with the
exception of Israel, of course, has rejected that argument as absurd and
unacceptable. In view of the clear and unambiguous international legal obligations
devolving upon the host country, which the United States itself has acknowledged,
and the almost unanimous appeal made by this Assembly in its resclution on
30 November this year, as well as by other international bodies and Heads of State
and Government, including my own President in his capacities as Chairman of the
Non-Aligned Movement and President of Zimbabwe, my delegation had hoped that the
host country would act wisely and reconsider its move. To cur dismay, the United
States elected not only to disregard these international éppeals, but worege still,
to demonstrate its utter contempt for 1nt:;ztnationa1 isw and for the Unitad Nations,
as vell as for the very ideas it stands for, by stubbornly sticking to its original
ill-conceived decision. These matters have been discussed by'pi:epeding speakers.
But the Non-Aligned Movement would like to stress the gravity of this question and
of the decision taken and the threat to the smooth working of the United Nations if
thege attitudes persist.

The United Nations Legal Counsel, in a statement made before the 136th mecting
of the Committee on Relations with the Host Country on 28 November, was of the ‘7iew
that Chairman Arafat's visa request felli under sections 11, 12 and 12 of the
Headquarters Agreement, which provide, inter alia, that invitees of the United

Nations shall not be impeded in their access to the Headquarters District, that
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this applies irrespective of the state of bilateral relations of the host country
and thgt the necessary visas "ghall be granted ... as promptly as possible®. The
Headquarters Agreement strezses that the necessary visas will be granted to
Speakers who are to come to address the United Nations irrespective of the
relations between the countries they represent and the United States. The ILegal
Counsel also made it clear that the Headquarters Pgreement does not contain a
reservation of the right to bar the entry of those who represent, in the view of
the host country, a threat to its security. He therefore concluded that the host
country was and is under an cbligation to grant the visa request to

Chairman Arafat. My delegation fully shares that opinion of the legal Counsel and
I am pleased to note that several other delegations that have spoken here have
taken the same pogsition.

My delegation joined the rest of the international community in supporting the
decision to transfer this debate to Geneva as a way of overcoming the difficulties
imposed by the host country in Mew York. But some deeply disturbing and
fundamental questions still have to be faced. Does our coming to Geneva address
fully, and provide the sclution to, all the crucial aspects of this prcblem? 1t is
a fact that the illegal and high-handed decision taken by the host country remains
in effect. When our delegations return to New York, the disrespect and contempt
shown by the host country for the United Nationg will still be there. The rights
of the United Nations under the Headquarters Agreement have been eroded. The host
country has arrogated to itself the right to deterinine which world leaders are fit
to address the United Nations in New York. Under these circumstances, can we
continue to acquiesce in this high-handedness? If we do, what remains of the

universality of the United Nations? And should our responge in future be limited
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to switching sessions to Geneva each time the host country "fingers™ anyone oi us?
If 80, then what about the unnecessary financial burdens the United Nations and its
Members, especially the poor developing countries, have to carry?

Our minds are deeply preoccupied with these numerous disturbing questions
regarding New York's suitability as a site for the safe, uninhibited and
independent operation of the Headquarters of the world body. We therefore hope
that the Secretary-General will seek clarification from our host and report to us
at some length on these matters. We cannot accept that the host country can
continue arbitrarily to limit the size of missions to the United Nations or to
seize dependants of personnel enjoying immunity under the Host Country Agreement
and other areas of concern.

The tragedy of the present situation is that it takes place ngainst a backdrop
of events in the Middle East that have positively affected the situvation in that
region and provided windows of opportunities. I have in mind the intifadah,
Jordan's decisions regarding the West Bank and the outcome of the recent Algiers
session of the Palestine National Council. These developments have created new

realitiea on the ground in the Middle East.
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The intifadah, the popular uprising of the Palestinian people against Israeli
occupation, has brought the struggle for the inalienable rights of the people cf
Paleatine to a qualitatively new stage. fThe uprising, now in its twelfth menth,
constitutes a rejection of Israel's "creeping annexation® of the Palestinian
occupied territories, which has been the ultimate and unconcealed goal of such
Israeli practices as the displacement and deportation of Palestinians, the
introduction of Jewish settlements in occupied Palestine, the usurpation of
Palestinian lands, and the alteraticn of the gecgraphic and demographic features of
the occupied territcries. This alteration of the geographic features of Israel, as
we know, has been a continuing phenomenon since 1948. The Israeli authorities have
continued to grab one piece of territory after another, expanding the area given to
them by the 1948 agreement.

The intifadah has indeed demonstrated that over 20 years of Israeli
occupation, terror and repression have failed to destroy the will and determination
of the Palestinians to live in freedom in their homeland, or their comitment to
liberate the oc;ﬁéied territories and to estabiish an independent Palestine State,
as well as their identification with their sole and authentic representative, the
Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO). As the Secretary-General aptly notes in
his report on the work of the Organization this year, the uprising has also vividly
demonstrated the dangers of a stalemate resilting from the inability to agree on a
negotiating process. Thig historic stage of the Palestinian people's struggle has
given special urgency and timeliness to the need to get the negotiating process on
the question of Palestine into motion,

Faced with these realities, the Israeli authorities have intensified their
"iron fist" policies and employed a variety of ruthless measures in their attempt

to quell the intifadah. The representative of the State of Israel, who spoke
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earlier this morning, did elaborate the views of hisg Government and his delegation
on the question of negotiations. 1Israel says it wants direct negotiations with the
Arabs and with the Palestinians. But we noted that in his statement he did not say
that Israel wants direct negotiations with the PLO, the authentic representative of
the Palestinian people. It wants negotiations with Arabs or Arab nations of its
own gelection, and Palestiniansg of its own selection. Yesterday Chairman Arafat
called for direct negotiations with Israel. That question was not answered by the
Israeli representative. Is Israel ready for direct talks with the true
representative of the Palestinian People, namely, the PIO? That is the question to
which he should have addressed himself. It is very nice to talk about wanting
negotiations, but it is another thing to choose the partner with whom you a‘re going
to negotiate.

The international press, the latest report of the Commissioner-General of the
United Mations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near East
(UNRWA) and the telling accounts carried in the report of the Special Committee to
Investigate Israeli Practices Affecting the Human Rights of the Population of the
Occupied Territories, speak of the use of live ammunition, including high-velocity
bullets, and of tear gas being used against unarmed Palestinian men, women and
children. &again, the Israeli representative who spoke earlier today told us about
the desire of his nation for Peace and for negotiation. But it is precisely that
nation that has been the greatest offender in the areas of breaking the peace, of
brutality and of instigating violence, not only against the people of Palestine but
even against the people of Lebanon and other Arab nations. fThere has also been
widespread resort to gruesome beatings, including deliberate bone-break ing,
detentions, the demolition and sealing of houses occupied by familieg of
Palestinians accused of involvement in the uprigsing - the intifadah ~ to which 1

have referred, and the expulsion of individuals suspected of having played a role
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in directing the intifadah. 1In fact, in his presentation yesterday,
Chairman Arafat told the Assembly a great deal szbout the activities of the Israelis
in suppressing the intifadah and I shall therefore not bore members with more
details about that.

The non-aligned countries on several occas ions have expressed their grave
concern over the escalation of these inhuman practices of the occupation forces in
the occupied territories as they desperately try to halt the intifadah. It is
deeply disturbing that the absence of all forms of protection for the struggling
Palestinians and other Arabs living under occupation has continued. The intifaéah
is a clear but desperate and defiant response by the unprotected Palestinian
population of the occupied territories.

At the recent meeting of non-aligned Foreign Ministers held in Nicosia, the
Security Council was called upon to place the occupied Palestinian terzitories
under temporary United Nations supervision so as to protect the Palestinian
people. We put these sentiments to the United Nations at the General Aséen'bly
meetings in September, and we continue to reiterate that pogition before this
body. We should also like to call for the implementation of the urgently required
measures to enhance the safety and protection of the Palestinians which the
Secretary-General proposed in his report submitted to the sécurity Council in
accordance with its resolution 605 (1987).

The Committee of Non-Aligned Countries on Palestine, in its communiqué issued
in Nicosia on 7 September 1988, urged the Security Council to consider these
recemmendations with a view to authorizing their implementation and, in particular,
those relating to the provision of physical and legal protection as well as general
assistance and protection through publicity by the international media. We should

like once again to request the United Nations to become, for a limited time, the
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custodian and protector of the occupied territories and their residents by
maintaining a Uniteq Nations presence in those territories.

The other significant event contributing to the new political realities in the
Middle East, to which I have referred, relates to the additional responsibilities
assumed by the Executive Committee of the PILD following the decision taken by the
Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan last July concerning the West Bank. That important
development, as well as the subsequent co-operation between Jordan and the P10, is
a factor that cannct be disregarded in future Middle East peace initiatives. That
development, as well as the intifadah, are the two factors that have altered the
situation qualitatively in the Middle Fast, 1t clearly demonstrates that the PLO
alone hag the full right to represent the Palestinian people and to participate on
an independent and equal footing with other parties and Governments in all
endeavours, international conferences and activities whose objectives are to ensure
respect for and attainment of the exercise of the inalienable rights of the

Palestinian people.



EMS/16 A/43/PV.79
66

(Mr. Shamuyarira, Zimbabwe)

The intifadah session of the Palestine National Council (PNC) held recently at
Algiers was a historic event. At that session the PLO made a very constructive
offer to negotiate cn the basis of Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and
338 (1973). It also took the bold step of proclaiming the establishment of the
State of Palestine on Palestinian territory on the basis of General Assembly
resolution 181 (II) and in accordance with the universally recognized inalienable
rights of the Palestinian people.

Thoge higtoric decisions taken by the Palestine Mational Council, which were
elaborated upon by Chairman Arafat yesterday, have created a new atmosphere for the
revival of the stalled Middle East peace process. Immediately after the PNC
session, Chairman Arafat himself called for the urgent resuscitation of the
negotiating process. In his statement a few minutes ago, the representative of the
Soviet Union indicated one way in which the negotiating process cculd start
immediately.

The vast majority of the menbership of the United Nations welcomed the PNC
decisions and expressed readiness to seize the historic opportunity offered by
thcse decisions, The Chairman of the Movement of Non~Al igned Countries, Conrade
Robert Mugabe, in a statement issued on 17 November, welcomed those decisions and
called upon Israel and its allies to show diplomatic flexibility in these changed
qircumstances by agreeing to the early convening of an international peace
conference at which the PLO would participate on an equal footing with other
parties. The 12 member States of the Buropean Community, in a declaration issued
in Brussels on 21 November reacting to the results of the PNC session,
chazacterized the decisions 28 positive steps towards the peaceful asettlemsnt of

the Arab-Israeli conflict and appealed to all parties concerned to take this
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opportunity to contribute to the peace process in a positive way. The Soviet Union
and all other socialist States share similar positive sentiments about the Algiers
decisgions,

The response the Chairman of the Non-Aligned Movement has received from other
non-aligned nations shows a similar trend: strong support for the PNC decisions
and = strong desire that the Middle East situation should now move to the
conference table.

The response, however, of both Israel and the United States to the opportunity
for the peace process opened up l;y the recent developments and the decisions taken
by the ENC have been most disappointing. Even their response to yesterday's
historic speech by Chairman Arafat was, again, disappointing, seeking further
clarifi itions, continuing to say there were still ambiguities in a speech which
was quite clear: those of us who listened to it yesterday thought he stated his
views very clearly and appropr iately,

After giving lukewarm support to the Secretary-General's efforts to explore
the possibiiities for convening an international peace conference under United
Nations auspices and pursuing their own rival initiatives, the United States and
Igrael now appear to be groping for new excuses for slamming this recently opened
door to peace. We are now told that the PNC decisions did not go far enough, that
the PLO had not met the conditions for recognition, that the PLO was not explicit
enough, and that its decisions are ambiguous, vague and unclear, whereas we thought
they were very clear and very direct. But, of course, if there is a need to
clarify those decigions and the issues that are being addressed, the place for such
clarifications is at the conference table, with all the parties concerned -

including the PLO itself - not with chosen representatives that some want to
negotiate with. oOur appeal for a beginning of the peace prccess has been made

stronger than ever by the recent developments,
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If the misgivings expressed by the United States and those voiced by Israel
were genuine, why did the United States go so far as to violate international law
by barring Chairman Arafat from giving his response to the world? We £ind it
worthy of note that the United States of Amezica, which in its own recent
initiative insisted that participants in the negotiations must accept Secvrity
Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973), now, faced by the PNC decision to do
just that, lamely says the PNC “has not gone far enough®™. But how far do they want
it to go when nobody is willing to talk with it? Both the United States and Israel
still refuse to hold a dialogue with the PLO. The Israeli representative this
morning referred to the West Bank and Gaza as "Judea and Samaria®, going back to
the biblical names of those districts. He did not really face the issue of
negotiating with the PLO. If the United States and the Israelis do not want to
talk with the PLO, how can the issues be clarified? |

Is it fair to call upon the PLO to negotiate by itself until it meets some
vague and undefined surrender terms demanded by the Shamir régime? Somebody here
is changing the goal posts and rewriting the rules of the game in mid-play, and we
must therefore cry ‘foul'. Besides, we find it astonishing that a State can
arrogate to itself the right to prescribe who qualifies to be the true leaders of
the Palestinian people when the Palestinian people itself has chosen its own
leaders? Is that not self-determination? Is that now what the United Nations
Charter says? 1Is that not what the Atlantic charter gsays? 1Is that not what the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights says? What conditions for crecognition as the
representative of the Palestinians are we talking about?

The Palestinian people in the occupied territories and in exile have long
since demonstrated that the PLO is their suthentic representative. We in the

Non-Alicned Movement have consistently maintained that the PIO, which is a full
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member of our movement, alone has the right to represent the Palestinian people,
and has the right to participate on an independent an equal footing in all
endeavours, international conferences and other activities whosge objective is to
énsure respect for, the attainment of and the exercise of the inalienable rights of
the Palestinian people.

We therefore welcome the proclamation of the State of Palestine by the PNnC.
Over 80 States have so far tecognized the State of Palestine. The INC declaration
made it very clear that the State of Falestine was proclaimed on the basis of
General Assembly resolution 181' (II). Moreover, the establishment of a sovereign,
independent State of ‘Palestine remaing amony the universally r’ecognized inalienable
rights of the Palestinian people.

On behalf of the Movement of Ron-Aligned Countries, I wish to extend our
sincere gratitude to Chairman Arafat for the important gesture he has made in
coming personally before this Assembly to apprise us of the important decisions
taken by the ENC. Our movement has high regard for the cutstanding manner in which
Chairman Arafat has led the Palestinian people in its legitimate struggle against
occupation, and, as I gaid eaxrlier, the Chairman of the Movement has urged members
of the Non-Aligned iovement to support the newly proclaimed State,

We hail the important decisions taken by the EINC, which provide a real
opportunity for a real breakthrough in the stailed Middle East peace process,
Chairman Arafat fully explained those decisions last week in Stockholm, and he
eloquently and lucidly did so yesterday.

It is now time for the entire international community, led by the Security
Council, to accelerate its efforts to promote an offective negotiating process. We
should like to appeal to the United States to have the ocourage to do what is
right., As a world leader, the United States owes this to itself and to us all. a

United States role in the Middle East peace process remaing indispensable, and it
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is an inescapable fact that if that role is to be a positive one there should be a
recognition that the Palestinian question lies at the core of the Middle East
problem. To refuse even to listen to the PLO and to exclude pacrticipation by the
PLO cn an equal and independent footing in the negotiating process is unrealistic.
It amounts to ignoring the fact that the guestion of Palestine lies at the heart of

the Middle East problem.
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The United States, as a major Power and a key supporter of Israel, as well as
a4 permanent member of the Security Council, has an important role to play in
solving the Palestinian question. Therefore, its continued credibility and moral
lezdership must remain intact. A morally weakened United States is no good for
anybedy: not for world peace, not for the pPalestinian cause, and certainly rnot for
Israeli security.

We should like also to urge the British Government, which, after all, created
this problem in the Middle East, to be more positive in ite approach to this
question. We were pleased that the United Ringdom Government made contact with the
PLO a few weeks ago, and we hope such contacts will continue and that the British
Government will take the more positive position that is being taken by other
.European Economic Community Governments in support of the PLO and in support of the
just cause of the Palestinian pecple. It should be aware of its historic
responsibility and the burden on itz shoulders resul ting from having created an
intractable problem by imposing the Jewish population on Palestinian territory at
the end of the Second World War.

The United States refusal to issue a visa to Chairman Arafat is not only a
violation of a solemn international agreement freely entered into by _he United
States of America, but also an offence against cur sense of fair play and decency.
How can we on the one hand call upon the PLO to use peaceful means to promote its
cause while on the other hand we are refusing it the opportunity to address an
international gathering of this kind, to address international opinion, to make its
views known to the rest of the world? Unless our aim is to force the Palestinians
to acquiesce in their loss of self-determinatiocn and stitehood, we can never
condone the refusal to grant a visa to Chairman Arafat, and we can never condogn:e

the attenipts to muzzle the PLO as the authentic voice of the Palestinian people.
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Wise and bold leadersghip has been shown by the PLO aﬁd by the Arab front-line
States in the quest for peace in the ﬁiddle Eagst. The PLO has acted for genuine
pPeace, and has created a basis for the negotiating process to begin. Other world

leaders must now act like statesmen and assist in maintaining an atmosphere that

will facilitate the constructive utilization of the newly opened avenues of peace.

Mr . ANDERSSON (Sweden): 1In his last interview, on 28 February 1986, a
few hours befofe he was assassinzted, the late Prime tinister of Sweden,
Olof Palme, said

"The relationship between the super-Powers “as for a long time been frosty.

But there are now clear signs that the ice is breaking. The international

situation has become brighter. Ths mistrust is receding like the mist of an

early spring morning. We observe several signs of détenta.”

That was indeed a visionary statement. The frosty climate has turned ints
talks and improved relations between the super-Powers. The first agreement on
nuclear disarmament has been signed. A number of regional conflicts are being
solved.

In the Middle East too significant changes have taken place. The uprising in
the Palestinian territories occupied by Israel since 1967 has created a new
situation. The Palestinian pzople has clearly shown that it nc longer accepts the
continuing occupation. The Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) has clearly
shown that it wants to negotiate with Israel within the framework of an
international peace conference, on the basis of a two-State solution. The stage is
set for an important break-through in the peace process,

I myself and my country are true friends of both the Palestinianaz and the
Israelis. Therefore, we feel deep despair at the fact that the two peoples are

living not in peace, but in enmity.
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The United Nations has a spacial responsibility for solving the conflict in
the Middle East. The United Mations provided the basis for the establishment of a
Jewish State and an Arab State in Palestine. The Jewish State was establiched
40 years ago. It is now high time the question of the Palestinians' national
aspirations got the full attention of the vhole world community.

Over the years, we have called upon the PLO to recognize Israel’s right to
exist within secure and recognized boundaries. We have also called upon the PLO to
reject all forms of terrorism.

Over the years, we have called upon the United States to recognize the
Palestinian people's right to self-determination.

Over the years, we have called upon Israel to cease the occupation of
Palestinian territory and to start a dialogue with the PLO leading to peaceful
coexistence between two peoples that have suffered too much.

Today we feel great satisfaction that the PLO, through its Chairman,

Mr. Arafat, has in our view explained: that the PLO is prepared to negotiate with
Israel, within the framework of an international conference, a comprehens ive peace
settlement of the Arab-Israeli conflict on the basis of Security Council
resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973); that the PLO undertakes to respect the right
of Israel to exist in peace within secure and recognized boundaries; and that the
PLO condemns terrorism in all its forms, including State terrorism. That can, in
our view, not be misunderstced, even by the most suspicious.

On this basis we now feél that the ground has been prepared for the initiation
of a dialogue between the United States and the PLO. An important step has been

taken towards peace and reconciliation between Palestinians and Israelis.
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We have repeatedly defended the Palestinian people's right to
’self-determination. It is self-evident that this right must contain the

Palestinians' right to choose their own representatives and the right to establish
a State of their own.

Sweden is commjtted to the existence and recognition of Israel. Sweden has
for 40 years sﬁpported Israel's right to live in peace. That support will continue
unabated.

What the Palestinians are asking for today is the right to establish a State
of their own alongside the State of Israel, as was decided by this world

Organization more than 40 vears ago.
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It must be in Israel’s leng-term interest not only to be accepted by, but also
itself to accept, the neighbour ing peoples and States.

70 my Israeli friends I vish to says remember and consider what Ben Gurion
said in July 1967. He insisted at that time that the occupied territories should
be returned very soons to keep them could chahge, and in the end deatroy, the
Jewish State.

I hereby appeal to the Iasraeli Government to declare openly in the Assenbly
that Israel has no intention to acquire and remain in the territories taken by
force in 1967. I appeal also to the Israeli Covernment to take the extended hand
of the Palestine Liberation Organjzation (PLO) and to show a2 similar willingness to
negotiate. The onus must now be on Israel o reciprocate.

The Swedish Government welcomed the decisions of the recent meeting of the
Palestine National Council irn Algiers. We share the view that an international
peace conference under the auspices of the Uhited Nations should be convened and
that the basis for a peaceful solution should be Security Council resolutions
242 (1967) and 338 (1973) and the Palestinians' right to self-determination.

If Sveden can help bridge gaps and contribute to the peace process we are
ready to & so. It was in this spirit that the meeting in Stockholm last week
betwzen representatives of the PIO and a group of American Jewish personalities was
convened,

Sweden strongly believes in the need for international sol idarity. The Swedes
are a fortunate people. We have lived in peace for 175 years. We have heen able
to build our society in freedom, without external inter ference.

VWe are prepared, together Qith other countries, to assist in healing the
wounds that decades of enmity keep wide open. We are prepared to support in every
way those who stf ive for peace. We are prepared to extend humitagia’rj and

economic assistance to the victims of occups tion,
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Bold political actions and courage are now required from all parties
concerned. Let it not be said that, in spite of everything that happened in 1988,
this year will go down in histery as another year of missed opportunities in the
quegt for peace in the Middle East. |

Mr. WAKIL (Afghanistan) (spoke in Dari; English text furnished by the
delegation): At the opening of the present General Assembly debate on the question
of Palestine we heard a very important and inspiring address by Mr. Yasser Arafat,
Chairman of the Executive Committee of the Palestine Liberation
Organization (PLO). Allow me to express our deep appreciation for the wise words
and practicable ideas the Palestinian leader presénted for the solution to the
question of Palestine as the key to solving thé whole Middle East problem and
bringing a just and lasting peace to that troubled region. We are confident that
this keynote address will prove an important positive factor towards constructive
deliberation on the question of Palestine by the Assembly.

It is regrettable, however, that this address was delivered here in Geneva
instead of at the Headquarters of the United Nations in New York. We have joined
the overwhelming majority of Menber States in deploring an act which is'obviously a
vjolation by the United States of the hogt-country Agreement and of international
iav. We reiterate the indisputable right of the Palestine Liberation Organization -
to participate in the work and sessions of the United Nations and to have free
-access to the Organization in order to do so. We shall support the draft
regolution which calls for the State of Palestine to be granted the rights and
privileges now enjoyed by the PLO in the United Nations. That is in line with our
traditional support for the General Assembly resolutions on the question of

Palestine. '
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At a moment in their troubled history when the heroic people of Palestine have
opened a new page in their national life, it is an honcur for me to exXpress to the
leaders and people of the brotherly Palestinian nation our profound and heartfelt
congratulations on the historic declaration of 15 Novenmber 1988 on the
establishment of the State of Palestine. 'This is no doubt a watershed event on the
path to the realization of the national aspirations of the noble people of
Palestine. I am proud to note that the Government of the Republic of Afghanistan,
which had already established diplomatic relations with the PIO, has recognized the
State of Palestine.

We also commend and welcome the bold and courageous step the PLO has taken
through the adoption by the Palestine Mational Council of the Poli tical Communiqué
of 15 November in Algiers, and also through the Stockhelm declaration. The
Political Comnuniqué - a document of profound importance - has provided a genuine,
historic opportunity for all the sides concerned in the Arab-Israeli confl’'ct to
gsolve the Middle East problem peacefully and bring genuine and lasting peace to the
region. As we had occasion to say earlier in New York, the cause of international
peace and security dictates that this unique opportunity should not be lost.*

In the present world circumstances, the new political thinking in
international relations has rezul ted in new trends towards the soluticn of regicnal
conflicts; great hopes have emezrged of doing away with the hot-beds of regional
conflicts,

The oonclusion of the Geneva dgreemsnts for the solution of the situation
around Afghanistan, the resolution adopted by the' forty~third session of the

General Assembly towards that end and the statements of Mr. Mikhail Gorbachev

..........

* Mr. Al-Shakar (Bahrain), Vice~President, took the Chair.
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on the peaceful settlement of regional confiicts - particularly his proposals on
the political solution of the situation around my country reflected in his speech
during the current session of the General Assembly - constitute prominent examples
of political and all-round solutions to regional conflicts. Therefore, we must
conclude that resorting to foree is no b’asis for the solution to regional conflicts
and there is no alternative to seeking political solutions, talks and dialogue
between the parties concerned. Thus, we state that the new way of political
thinking in regard to regional oonflicts has opened hopeful horizons for the
regulation of new international relations and the decreasing of tension in the
framework of the settlement of regional conflicts, among them the problem of the

Middle East, based on the solution of the Palestinian issue.
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The question of Palestine, as we all know, lies at the core of the Middie East
problem and is the root cause of the Arab-Israeli conflict over four decades. It
is a great human tragedy of enormous dimensions, affecting not only a number of
individuals but a nation as a whole. Through a pol icy of aggression, occupation
and acts of repression directed agéinst the Palestinians and the entire Arab
nation, Israel has deprived the people of Palestine, not only of their homes aﬁd‘
property, but of their territory and ancestral land. Those Palestiniang left
behind in occupied Palestinian lands hLave been systematically subjected to brutal
repr~ssion and the complete denial of their human rights.

In that connection, it is indeed deplorable that the Palestinians have not
been immune to Israeli aggression even in their refuge. The Israeli attack on
Palestinian refugees in Lebanon on 9 December 1988 is yet another shameful example
in the series ¢f armed aggressions that demonstrates the essence of Israeli policy
towards the Palestinian people and the Arab nation as a whole. All this takes
place at a time when humanity in every nook and corner of the world is celebrating
the fortieth anniversary of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights.

That brutal act of aggression against the Palestinians, which was carried out
with total disregard for the irdependence and national govereignty of Lebanon, is a
reminder of the bloody and cruel massacre in the Sabra and Shatila Palestinian
refugee camps and of piratical attacks against other Arab countries, such as, to
name but a few, the terrorist assault by Israel on 16 August i:his year against
Tunisia and the cne committed three years earlier.

The timing of that act of tezror against the Palestiﬁians is also very
significant. It comes exactly on the first anniversary of the heroic uprising of
the Palestinian people in the West Bank and the Gaza strip, which ias nothing but a

logical response to continued Israeli occupation and repression. It also takes
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place on the eve of the present discussion by the General Assembly of the question
of Palestine.

The heroic uprising - the intifadah - of the Palestinian people in the
occupied territories is a clear manifestation of the will of the Palestinian people
to take their destiny into their oun hands. The upr ising, which has continued in
spite of the tightening of the "irom fist" policy by Israeli occupation authorities
and the murder of Palestinian youth, women and children at the hands of repressive
Zionist troops, is not only a response to acts of terrorism and brutality such as
collective punishment, deportation, demolition of houses, forcible confiscation of
land, expropriation of properties and killing of a defenceless population and other
forms of violation of the human rights of the Palestinian people, but is also the
demonstration of their determination to liberate their land and restore their
freedom and independence at whatever cost. It is an irreversible historical event
that proves, on the one hand, the resolve of the Palestinian people to have a State
of their own, and, on the other, the futility of Israeli efforts to continue the
occupation and eventual usurpation of Palestine., It is a just struggle on the part
of an oppressed People against occupation, a struggle which enjoys vast
international support in every corner of the world.

In that connection, we condemn Israeli aggression against the holy places in
the Palestinian and other occupied Arab territories. All Zionist attempts aimed at
altering the political, cultural, religious, demographic and other features of
Palestine and other occupied Arab territories are illegal and null and void. We
also condemn the Israeli policy of forcible displacement of Palestinians and the
configcation of their land for the purpoge of establishing Israeli settlements.
The establishment of those settlements is against international law and has been

rejected by the international community.
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The basic elements of the solution of the question of Palestine and the
entire Middle East problem have been very clear for a long time. ™iey have been
outlined in numerous General Asgembly and Security Council resolutions.
Unfortunately, however, the question of Palestine remains unresclved and the Middle
East continues to be a hotbed of tension and a threat to international peace and
Security. The continued state of confrontation, conflict, instability and unrest
in the Middle Bast has brought about bloodshed, tragedy and destruction to the
entire people of the region, particularly to the Palestinian nation.

The root cause of the tragic situation lies in the depial by Israel of the
inalienable rights of the Palestinian people and its continued occupation of
Palestinian and other Arab lands. The situation is also the result of Israel's
total disregard for international law and the resolutions of the hited Nations.

In contrast, the Arab countries of the Middle East and the Palestine
Liberation Organization (PLO) have time and again called for the peaceful
resolution of the potentially explosive situation in the Middle East. Their
collective decision in Fez, subsequently reiterated at other Arab summits and
meetings has provided the alternative toc a situation of war, conflict and tension
by guaranteeing the inalienable rights of .the Palestinian people to freedom,
independence and statehood. The Political Communiqué of the Palestine National
Council on 15 Novenber this year in Algiers and subsequent statements by the PLO
have clearly demonstrated the wish of the Palestinian people to solve the question
of Palestine by peaceful means. The General Assembly should put every pressure on
Israel to accept the pPath of peace and peaceful negotiations.

The best means for such negotiations is the convening of the International
Peace Conference on the Middle East with the participation, an an equal footing, of

all parties concerned, including the PLO, the sole, legitimate representative of
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the Palestinian people. The Conference should have as its mandate the
unconditional withdrawal of Israel from all occupied Palestinian and other Ar~"
lands, including Jerusalem, the Syrian Arab Golan and South Lebanon, as » .
full restoration of the inalienable rights of the people of Palestine &u =i
their homeland and establish therein an independent Palestinian Stafe.

That, we believe, is the only viable sclution to the Middle East problem, and
to the question of Palestine, which is at its core. It is the only means of
restoring a genuine, just and lasting peace in the region.

In conclusion, I should like to take this opportunity cacs again to reiterate
the unwavering solidarity of the people and Government of the Republic of
Afghanistan with the heroic and just struggle of the Palestinizn people for the
liberation of their land the restoration of their rights, Their struggle will
vitimalely triumph and thc': day, we believe, is not far off.

Mr. AIMED (Somalia) (interpretation from Arabic): Allow me to express to
the President the congratulations and thanks of my Government for his continuous
and tireless efforts in guiding the work of the forty-third session of the United
Nations General Assembiy and its consideration of agenda item 37, entitled
“Question of Palestine™. Those efforts instil great confidence on the part of my
delegation in his skilled and enlightened leaderehip.

It is the duty of the United Nations to implement its legal obligations. We
are accustomed to discussing this item in New York, but since the Heaguarters

Mreement has been breached we are forced to discuss it here.
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Despite the cbstacies and legal impediments Gesigned to thwart the declaration
of the Palestinian Arab State, the efforts for peace in the Middle Bast are an
essential concern for the United Nations, particularly in the light of the
internaticnal atmosphere of relaxation of tensions and rapprochement between the
two super-Powers which has provided propi tiocus conditions. for international
co-operation in the settlement of regional conflicts. Thiis is an excellent time
for Member Statez to redouble their efforts to find a soluticn to the question of
Palestine, which is at the core of the conflict and tension in the Middle Eazt.

Following upon the historic resolutions adopted by the Palestine Naticnal
Council in Algiers, it is now time to achieve a comprehensive settlement of the
Middle East probiem, at the core of which is the Palestinian problem, on the basis
of respect for the inalienable rights of the Palestinian pecple and the exercise of
their right %o self-determination, I should like here to commend the role that has
been played by Yasser Arafat, Chairmsn of the Executive Ccemmittee of the Palestine
Liberation Organization (PLO), to arrive at a just and lasting settlement of the
Palestinian problem.

Somalia whcleheartedly supports the fundamental elements of a just and lasting
peace in the Middle East, in accordance with the relevant General Assembly and
Security Council resolutions, which are in keeping with the principles of the
United Nations and interrational law, confirm the illegality of occupation by force
and defend the right of peoplez to self-determination and independence.

We reaffirm our urreserved support for the call for the total and
unconditional withdrawal of all Israeli forces from all the Arab territories
occupied since 1967, including the Holy City of Jerusalem, and for recognition of
the Palestinian people's right to self-determination and the exercise of

sovereignty in an independent State.
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Unfortunately, Israel's obstinacy in disregarding General Asgembly and
Security Council resolutions on Palestine represents the major roadblock to peace,
the clearest example of which is its stand regarding the historic resolutions
adopted by the Palestine National Council in Algiers on 15 November 1988, for it
continues to reject the legitimate nationai rights of the Palestinian people.

The question of Palestine is without doubt at the core of the Middle East
conflict. The year 1988 has witnessed a major turning-point in the area, and there
is now a convergence in the attitudes of the parties that more than ever makes it
possible to achieve a gsettlement. The intifadah of the Palestinian people in the
occupied territories is the clearest example of the refusal of that people,
including the youth and the elderly, to live under illegal Israeli occupation in
the territories occupied since 1967 and its rejection of recourse to armed force to
maintain occupation.

In this connection I should like to recall the Secretary-General's z:'epozt:s on
the subject and the measures undertaken by the Arab States, in keeping with
international law, to create the conditions likely to promote a peaceful and
lasting settlement of the question of Palestine, as advocated in the peace plan at
the 1982 Fez Arab Summit, which has been endorsed by subsequent Arab Summit
Conferences. The historic resolutions adopted recently, in November 1988, at
Algiers by the PNC on a democratic basis have crowned those efforts with success
and unambiguously confirmed the Palestinian people's desire for peace and for all
peace efforts to succeed.

The proclamation of the Palestinian State and the Political Communiqué, which
specified that General Assembly resolution 181 (II) of 1947 constituted the legal
basis ensuring the right of the Palestinian people to an independent State, side by
side with the Israeli State, in keeping with the relevant Security Council and

General Assembly resolutions, are clear proof of that desire.
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The Government and the people of Scmalia urges the General Assembly to act
speedily to convene the International Peace Conference on the Middie East, in
accordance with the resolutions adopted by this body, with the participation of the
PIO, as the sole, legitimate representative of the Palestinian people, on an equal
footing with the other parties to the conflict. The Palestinian people, through
the resolutions adopted by the Palestine National Council in Novenber 1988, has
explicitly accepteg Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973), thereby
making it possible to begin international preparations for the convening of the
Conference, under the auspices of the United Nations and with the participation of
all parties concerned.

The Government of Somalia appeals to the two super-Powers, the European
Community and the international community as a whole, to assume their
responsibilities in this area, so that we do not miss this oppor tunity of
establishing a just and lasting peace in the Middle Bast. TIsrael mus t without
delay demonstrate good will and declare its readiness to withdraw from Arab and
Palestinian territories, inciuding Jerusalem, occupied since 1967. The efforts of
all States in the international comnunity must aim towards a global and lasting
settlemant of the question of Palestine, in accordance with international law, the
right of peoples to self-Geternmination, human rights and the right to live in peace
and gecurity.

Mr. LAVASANI (Islamie Republic of Iran) (interpretation from Arabic):

“To those against whom

War is made, permission

Is given (to fight), because

they are wronged; - and verily

God is Most Powerful

For their aid; =" (The Holy Koran, XXII:39)
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At the outset, and on the occasion of the commencement of the second year of
the heroic uprisihg of the Muslim Palestinian people in the occupied lands, I
salute each and every person of this valiant nation and pay a tribute to the souls
of the martyrs of this glorious uprisingy rightly, they are the true martyrs of the

freedom and independence of their beloved motherland.
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We thank the United Nations General Assembly for its decision to ééﬁvgne these
meetings in Geneva to support this heroic and valiant uprising which has the
elements of success because of the Secretary-General's efforts. We also extend our
appreciation toc the Government of Switzerland for the excellent hospitality it has
accorded these meetings.

We all know that the reason for the transfer of this particular session of the

General Assembly from its Headgquarters in New York to the European Office in Geneva
was the United States disregard for its international commitments, particularly the
Headjuarters A-zeement, and its insistence on preventing the realization of the
will of the international comunity and also the United Nations from fulfilling its
obligations.

Undoubtedly, the victory of the international will in convening these meetings
at Geneva, despite the obstacles created by the Zionist rdgime and the United
States Government, while exposing the domineering attitude of the United States, is
also clear proof that the question of Palestine is deeply rooted in the conscience
of the peoples of the world. If the United States, or any other Power, seeks o
deny this irrefutable fact, it will definitely gain nothing but isolation. The
United States of America has isolated itself in the international arena because of
this question. Even its closest allies have expressed their disapproval of the
United States decision to this effect.

In the light of past experience and recent events, well-informed people know
that American hostility towards the Muslim people of Palestine has been
Particularly deep-rooted and violent. For this very reason, all efforts aimed at
rectifying the situation have failed. In other words, the attempts to seek
Washington's acquiescence have not brought about the slightest change in the United

States hostile attitude towards the Palestinian people. The reason is clear:
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there is no difference beéween the United States true position and that of the ‘-
Zionist occupiers of Palestine,

In our i'riév}; noées for a softening of the United States position on the
legitirate :iégtﬁ of the Palestinian people in} Q:helr ancestral horeland are indeed
illusory. ’rhe‘t.)niteh& 'Stat:es'has already demonstrated its ill-intentions, =zs
corroborated in the paét. A3 a result, any resort to pepular and armed struggle
for the liberation of Paiestine should not again be subject to testing of the
intentions of the United States, which will only step up the atrocities of the
Zionist régime. The United States intentions have become clear, and waiting is
only going to increase the crimes of the zZionists against the down-trodden
‘Palestinian people.

The continued subjection of the people of Palestine to injustice, the denial
of their inalienable rights by the occupying Zionist régime and its imperial iat
suppor ters, and the unforwnah'e'xlnditfezenee of world Governments, led the
Palestinians, on 8 Decenber 1987, to begin a stone~throwing campaign as ﬁ:eir‘ueans
of defying the ultra-modern weapons of the occupying enemy. The heroic uprising of
the Palestinian people in the occupied lands haa arcused the conscience of mankind,
urging it to take a just stance towvardes the people who have put their lives at
stake to gain their natqtal rights,

This blessed upri.sirig is a manifestation of the strongest reaction of the
Muslim Paiestinian people against the Zionist occupation army , which only in the -
past year has tqken a toll of 500 mactyrs, 40,000 injured and tens of thousands
prisoners, with a large number of people forced into exile. Hundreds of people
have also been made homeless. This revolutionary move deserves the support and'
backing of all the world's revolutionary forces for the realization of the rights

of the Muslim Palestinian people.
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The resistance of the awakened Palestinian nation and the blood of the young
martyrs spilt on the path of Palestine's freedom and independence have not bnly
shakm the very foundations of the Zionist occupiers but also caused discernible
changes in the region and the world. Our presence Lere is a clear demonstration of
this reality and these developments.

The genuine uprising of fhe brave Palestinian people, encompassing all
occupied lands since 1948 or 1967, in addition to exposing the racist nature of the}
Zionist enemy, has produced the following resultss

Pirst, it has dragged tﬁe zi::nist entity into a sericus crisis, with its very
survival at stake.

Secondly, it has proved that the Palestinian people have now taken the
initiative themselves to defend their legitimate rights in a bid to form their own
independent Palestinian State, and that the prolongation of the occupaticon of their
homeland cannot prevent them from pursu:lngltheit inalienable, legitimate rights.

Thirdly, it has reaffirmed the fact that there is only one genuine solution to
the issue of Palestine: the restoration of the inalienable right of the
Palestinizns to self-determination for which they, along with the Islamic Ummah,
have relentlessly fought thrcughout the past 40 years.

Fourthly, it has created a fundamental change in world public opinion )
regarding the Palestinian question and the Palestinian people fighting with stones
against the sophisticated weapons of the Zionists.

Recognizing the genuineness of the uprising of the oppressed people of
Palestine and supporting them and the valiant people of Lebanon are top priorities
in the foreign policy of the Islamic. Republic of Iran. We firmly believe that this
popular movement is the proper instrument for Qch.ieving freadon from the tentacles

of the arrogant occupiers. We are convinced that the Palestinian question is the
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concern of all justice-seeking people in general and all Muslims in particular.
Therefore the Islamic Republic of Iran reaffirms its full support for this sacred
uprizing, which is aimed at liberating Palestine and establishing an independent
Palestinian State on all the occupied land. We are of the opinion that any measure
that does not contribute to the realization of this goal will not havg the support

of the Palestinian pecple. -
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We are discussing the stolen right of the Palestinian people to their
historical homeland, the land of Palestine. That discussion is taking place in the
General Assembly. Under those circumstances we cannot simply ignore the oppression
that has come about as a result of resolutionsa adopted by the United Nations.
Unfortunately, the first act of oppression against the Palestinian people was
initiated by the General Assembly on 29 November 1947 through the adeption of its
resolution on the partition of Palestine. When, years later, the General Assembly
declared 29 November as a Day of Solidarity with the Palestinian People, it was, in
effect, confessing its sin and trying to redress it.

Now that the General Assembly has resisted the domineer ing attitude of the
United States arnd has unpredecentedly moved its work to Geneva, it is appropriate
to look at the list of injustices against the Palestinian people, especially those
inflicted through the partition of Palestine.

We consider the resolutior on the partition of Palestine unjust. The only way
to redress that injustice is tc establish a Palestinian State in the entire
Palestinian territory. Resolution 181 (IT1) , which brought about the partition of
Palestine in 1947, was adopted under circumstances when all the forces of evil -

the colonialists, the Zionists and the plunderers - had joined hands. But at that
time the Arab and other Islamic countries did not submit to tﬁat resolution. They
refused to concede the violation of the historical rights of the Muslim people of
Palestine.

Now that the Muslim ummah has been awakened, at a time when the Palestinians
in the occupied lands have endangered the very survival of the Zionists and when
the international community and its respresentative organization, the United

Nations, has admitted the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people and has
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established a committee on the exercise of those rights, it is appropriate that the
Genéral Aésen’bly should take appropriate measures to rectify a resolution that gave
away 56 per cent of Palestinian territory to the occupying Zionists.

The Islamic Republic of Iran, relying on its Islamic beliefs and its
unal terable principles, has consistently supported the formation of an independent
Palestinian State in the entire occupied territory. It backs the right of the
Palestinians to have a country of their own and refuses to accept the partition of
the Palestinian territory. It was on that basis that after the victory of the
Islamic revolution of 1979 the Islamic Republic of Iran was the only country that
closed the enbassy of the occupying Zionist régime and opened the embassy of
Palestine in its place.

With due consideration of that principle, the Islamic Republic of Iran does
not recognize an entity callzd Israel in the occupied territory of Palestine.
Therefore, the Islamic Republic of Iran is opposed to any position that includes
| recogni tion of the occupying Zionist entity, because any recognition of the Zionist
régime means total disregard of the rignts of the Palestinians and forgetting the
blood of the martyrs who have given their lives to defend and restore those
rights. Such positions will also result in Z2ionist massacres of the Palestinians.
In addition, the presence of the Zionists in Palestine, from our point of view, is
an occupying presence, and noc international rule gives occupiers any right to
occupied territories, no matter how long the occupation may have been in place.

Because of its illegitimate existence an? its sense of isolation in the
region, the Zionist entity has made aggression the basis of its unlawful existence,
and continues to pursue the policy of the iron fist, massacre and unabated

terrorism. The aggression launched some days ago by the Zionists from the air and
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the sea south of Beirut clearly substantiates that statement. For tunately, the
attack was heroically repulsed by the brave resistance of the Palestinian and

Lebanese dafenders. There is no doubt that with the momentum given to the moral

o pPosition of the resistance in defence of its rights, any future aggression by the

Zionists will also be foiled.

Having voiced our views, the Islamic Republic of Iran expects all to support
the legitimate rights of the Palestinian people by recognizing the historical facts
and respecting the Principles of justice. The Islamic Republic of Iran calls on
all nations to support the legitimate rights of the Palestinian people to establish
an independent Palestinian State in all the blessed land of Palestine. It also
invites all the freedom-loving nations of tha world, particularly the Islamic
nations, to back the struggle of the people of Palestine to achieve that sacred
cause.

If you support God's causes, he will support you in your endeavours.

Mr. KARUKUBIRO-KAMUNANW IRE (Uganda): 1In his annual report the

Secretary-General compared the Organization to a small boat in which all the
peoples of the Earth were gathered and whose sails seemed to have caught a
favourable wind. He noted that with careful and patient navigation the vessel had
come vwithin sight of large sections of the shore. For the people of Palestine, the
shores do not seem to be on the horizen. What is worse, Israel, with the tacit
support of a permanent member of the Secv:xrity Council, is working to ensure that
the ship remains in turbulent weathar and that every plan and effort to bring about

a peaceful solution to the problem is torpadced.



EMS/23 A/43/PV. 79
101

(Mz . Karukubiro-~Kamunanwire, Uganda)

The Palestine question stands out as an example of the negation of all the
Principles of the Charter, including the right of peoples to self-determination,
the inadmissibility of the acquisition of territory by force, and the fundamental
rights of individuals and peoples. The very persistence of this problem is a
gearing wound in the international body politic and a consistent reminder that the
international principles embodied in the Charter have yet to be realized.

The struggle of the Palestinian people has over the years been a saga of
bravery and sacrifice, tragedy and broken promises, unfulfilled hopes and a trust
betrayed.

The infamous Balfour Declaration of 1917 - in which the British Colonial
Secretary of the day, in a letter to Lord Rothschild, promised support to the
Zionist movement in setting up a Jewish State in Palestine - set in motion a chain
of events that were to bring tragedy to the region as a whole and that resulted in
the establishment of a gettler colony. Ever since, the entire Middle East region
has been a cauldion of unremitting force, violence and conflict, with the
Palestinians as the victims of the tragedy. Unable to contain the violent
situation they had helped unleash, the British handed over the problem to the
United Nations. On 29 Novenber 1947 the General Assembly adopted resolution
181 (II), containing the United Nations Plan of Partition for Mandated Palestine.

It is worth reminding everybody that in resolution 181 (II) the General
Assembly decided to partition Palestine into two States, one Jewish and one
Palestinian. A Jewish State, namely the State of Israel, has existed since then.
It derives its legitimacy from that resolution. The Palestinian State has thus far
not materialized. It became clear at the outset that Israel was not content with

the territory allocated to it under the Plan of Partition. It embarked on a course
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of action aimed at frustrating the emergence of a Palestinian State and at
swallowing up Palestiniaq and other Arab lgnds. That was in furtherance of its
ambi tion tojéiéaﬁe a Gfegtét Israel.

It is}pteciéely becausé:of ﬁhose Israeli designs that the region has seen
large-scale 3tx:'ife,b'death and destruction. Today I'staeli.\vocc‘upies lands larger than
the territoty Allocated to it under the Plan of Partition, and it is determined to
annex those lands. Millions of Palestinians have been forced against their will to
flee their homes and lapds and live as refugees. Those remainiﬁg have been
subjected to policies of terror, exploitation and humiliation aimed at forcing them
to flee so that a fiction of "a land without people" could be created for
constructing new Israeli settlements. OQuite apart from the express amnexation of
the Syrian Golan Heights and the Holy City of Jerusalem, the continued expansion of
Jewish settlements in the West Bank and Gaza is intended to create the de facto
incorporation of those areas into Israec .

The reports of the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the
Palestinian People and the Special;Committee to Investigate Israeli Practices
Affecting the Human Rights of the Population of the Occupied Territories which have
been submitted to the Assembly at this session provide a strong indictment of
Israeli conduct. They all prove conclusively that Israel, the occupying Power, is
in breach of its obligations under the 1949 Geneva Convention Relative to the
Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War. The extension of Israeli
legislation, jurisdiction and administration to the occupied territories is
contrary to th temporary character of military occupation. Those measures have
been appropriately pronounced null and void by the United Nations.

What we have seen over all these decades is a timeless phenomenon. Peoples

subjected to domination and exploitation by an alien Power are forced to rise and
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gtruggle to free themselves in order to attain their right to self-determination.
That is exactly what the Palestininan people is doing.

Neither the passage of time nor the severity of the occupation can lighten the
cost for the occupier. 1In spite of the magnitude and duyration of their suffering,
the Palestinians have withstood the merciless onslaught. They have not wavered in
their quest for independence, justice and human dignity. "The Israeli authorities
had hoped that through their iron-fist policy they would have been able t¢ silence
the Palestinian patriots in the West Bank and Gaza. As we all know, that policy
created the conditions for the intifadah, which has now peen going on for a year.
Ieraeli actions in that regard were censured by the Security Council in its
resolution 505 (1987). To consider the intifadah as a temporary episode that can

be glossed over is to misread deliberately the whole history of the Palestinian

struggle. The intifadah has proved that the occupation has been rejected.

For too long we have been given the exsuse that Israeli actions against the
Palestinian population and acts of aggression against the Arab countries are
undertaken on security grounds. Indeed, when Security Council resolutions
242 (1967) and 338 (1973) were adopted, Israel pretended that it would be willing
to exchange the occupied territories for recognition as part of an overall peace
settlement. That ploy was believed by many. But the Israeli annexation of
Jerusalem and the Golan Heights, and the construction of Jewish gettlements in the
occupied territories have clearl: unmasted the Israelis' real intentiors.

We bell_ove the security of all Stat.s in the region is vital. We therefore
find it unacceptable that the security of one country should be regarded as
overriding, to the detriment of that of others, and that this should be used as a

justification of the denial to the Palestinians of their inalienable right to



BMs/23 A/43/PV.79

104-105
(Mr .- Karukubiro-Ramunanwire, - Uganda)

self-determination in & State of their own. No country can legitimately claim
security for itself while threatening the peace and security of others. Moreover,
Israel must be reminded that it derives its existence from resolution 181 (II).
That resolution has never been repealed and remains valid. Under the rule of
equity, one cannot deny the validity of a document from which one derives a
benefit. Israel, like the rest of the international community, has the duty to see
to it that United Nations resolutions on the Palestinian State are fully
implemented.

As has been stressed by many, the question of Palestine is at the core of the
Middle East crisis. The region will remain in turmoil so long as a just solution
to this issue has not been found. The wars of 15948, 1967 and 1973, Israel's
persistent meddling in Lebanese affairs, and the continuing tension in the region
are ample proof of this self-evident fact. Each war has been followed by a fragile
truce, only to give way to the outbreak of yet another war. If the present impasse
continues, that is the likely scenario for the future too.

The General Assembly has assumed its responsibilities before history. 1In
resolutions 2672 C (XXV) of 8 December 1970 and 3236 (XXIX) of 22 November 1974 it
undertook for defend and work for the restoration of the inalienable rights of the
Paleatinian People. In resolution 38/58 C the General Assenbly endorsed the Geneva
Declaration of 1983, which called for an international conference on the Middle
East which would work out a comprehensive solution. It wag decided that the
conference should be attended by the permanent membere of the Security Council and
all the partie§ corcerned, including the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO),
the sole, autﬂentic representative of the Palestinian people, which would

participace on an equal footing.
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The call for the convening of the Middle East conference enjoys the
near-unanimous support of the international community. The Secretary-General has
over the past five years exerted enormous efforts to ensure its convening. I wish
also to register my delegation's appreciation of the important role in the whole
question played by the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the
Palestinian People. The Committee's activities have been instrumental in
mobilizing support for the international conference and for the Palestinian cause.

We in Uganda remain convinced that the peace coﬁference offer. .ae only
realistic path towards a just and lasting settiement in the Middle Bast. We
therefore support its early convening. 1In ths regard, we consider the decisions of
the Palestine Wational Couneil procclaiming the State of Palestine and elaborating
its position on Security Council resolutionz 242 (1967) and 338 (1973) as a
positive development. On the question of restoration of the inalienable rights of
the Palestinian beople and the establishment of a State of their own, Uganda's
stand has always been principled and unequivocal. We have supported and shall
continue to support the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) in its struggle.
Uganda therefore recognizes the new State.

We find it regrettazble that the holding of the conference continues to be
subject to prevarications and delaying tactics by Israel with the tacit support of
one permanent member of the Security Council. It is our view that there is a need
for increased pressure on Israel to ensure that it complies with the will of the
international community. The decision by the United States to deny a visa to
Chairman Arafat to address the General Assembly is, to say the least, very
unconstructive., Apart from being a violation of United States legal obligations

under the Headquarters Agréemem:, it serves cnly to encourage Israel to continue
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its gross violations of human rights and other international laws. Viewed against
the background of attempts to close the PLO office in New York, it puts in question
the sincerity of United States initiatives snd its impartiality in the Middle Bast
pPeace process. It is this kind of blanket protection by the United States which
has made Israel behave like a spoiled child in that region, just as South Africa
does in its region.

There are those who still harbour the illusion that it ig possible to solve
the Palestinian question without the participation of the PLO. Incordinate efforts
have been made to misrepresent the true nature of the PLO and brand it as a
terrorist organization. The PLO has proved to be the embodiment of the hopes and
aspirations of the Palestinian people. It hag successfully gone through the
’ rigours of battle. All intrigues and efforts to discredit the movement have proved
futile. The recent Successful outcome of the Palestine National Council mezeting in
Algiers has proved the PLO's statesmanship and unity of purpose. Thus, for anyone
to imagine that it is possible to achieve a solution to the Middle East crisis
without the participation of the PLO is to bury his head in very deep sand. It
remains the only authentic organization and representative of the Palestinian
people,

Por quite some time a Permanent menber of the Security Council had indicated
that it would be willing to hold discussions with the pLO only when it accepted
Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973) and renounced terrorism.
That was actually dene by the PLO at Algiers, We find it regrettable that when the
PLO demonstrated movement towards moderation the United States instead became
provocative by denying Chairman Arafat a visa to enter the United States. Yet more

demands for concessions are made to the PLO. Cne finds it ironic that no
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reciprocal demands are being made by the same Member of Israel, which has
consistently failed to respond to the iﬂjunctions of the Security Council and the
General Assembly.

In conclusion, I wish to reiterate Ug&nda's support for a comprehensive
solution to the Middle East crisis. The Security Council should shoulder its
responsibilities and make Israel comply with the Council’s injunctions. In our
view the situation in the Middle East constitutes a danger to intecnational peace
and security. The United Hations must provide for a just and comprehensive peace.
A framework for peace can be just if it restores the right of the Palestinian
People and comprehensive if it takes into account the legitimate aspirations of the
people in the region and involves the parties concerned. .The restoration of the
legitimate rights of the Paleastinians must constitute the centrepiece of the
settlement. Israel must unconditionally withdraw from the occupied Arab lands.

I wish to take this opportunity of pledging Uganda‘s support for and
solidarity with the PLO and the pecple of Palestine in their just struggle. We
salute tﬁem on their proclamation of the new State.

Mr.'GBEBO (Ghana): The forty-third session of the General Assenbly has
made historybby holding some of its plenary meetings here in Geneva. The
circumstances leading to the decision to convene here are well known. Suffice it
to say that we gather here in the wake of violations of international law - a
situat;on that compels us to lend support to those who protest against such a
ttinsgresaion of the fundamental principle of international law by insisting that
treatiecs must be observed - treaty obligations which, in this case, are explicitly

defined in the Headquarters Agreement.
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The actions of the host country, the United States, with regard to
Mr. Yasser Arafat's application for a visa have created an aftermath of dismay. 1In
spite of this, the international community has raliied, as it should, to meet its
responsibilities in the cause of law and justice by ensuring that the voice of the
brave Paiestinian people be heard, as it must if a just and durable settlement to
the question of Palestine and the Middle East crisis is to be achieved.

thken bones, collective punishment, mass detentions, bloodshed and the death
and destruction brutally’imposed by the Israeli occupation forces on the
defenceless Palestinian people have not extinguished the embers of the intifadah a
year after its outbreak. If anything, the continuation of the uprising in the
occupied territories, the West Bank and the Gaza Strip, and in Jerusalem affirm a
conscious determination for nationhood and & profound rejection by the Palestinian
pPeople of Israeli occupation, policies and practices. The uprising also sends a
message to the international community that any political settlement that excludes
a Palestinian State as the logical expression and outcome of the present struggle
for self-determination will easily come to nothing.

It is with that concrete reality in mind, therefore, that the Ghana delegation
' holds the view that the intransigence of 1srael, supported by its accommodating
allies, is self-defeating and exacerbates an extremely tense situation in the area.

Israel's attempts to change the status and demographic character of the
occupied territories through creeping annexation - expressed in the policy of
Jewish settlements along the West Bank, its annexation of East Jerusalem, coupled
with its brutal and exacting military occupation, all in violation of the Fourth
Geneva Convention, of 1949 - have sown and continue to sow the seeds of discontent,

violence and disruption. Policies that are tailored to illegal ambitions for
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territory and annexation place exceptional emphasis on the use and threat of the
use of force in violation of international law and the United Nations Charter.
Thus, Iscael, heedless of international law and opinion, perpetrates acts of
aggression at will against its peighbouts and busies itself with creating buffer
zones, most notably in southern Lebanon, thereby unilaterally and illegally carving
out its own distorted version of secure and internationally recognized boundaries.

Deséite these acts of provocation, the maseive violation of Palestinian rights
and the recalcitrance of Israel, prudence requires measured and tempered acfions
for peace. The Algiers declaration of the Palestine National Council on 13
Rovember 1988 is one such action. The acceptance by that body of Security Council
resolutions 242 (1967) and 238 (1973), together with General Assembly resolution
181 (IX), establish an initial substantive foundation for dialogue and negotiation
over the fate of Palestine, an issue central to any overall settlement of the
Middle East question. The delegation of Ghana continues to support the convening
of the International Pesce Conference on the Middle East under the auspices of the
United Nations and with the full participation of the Palestine Liberation
Organization (PLO). 1In that connectien, we can only agree with the observations of
the Secretary-General in his report thats

"the time is right for the Security Council, which has a major and

historically recognized responsibility for this complex issue, to commit

itself to a tﬁo:ough review of the situation with a view to adopting a

pragmatic approcach that would take fully into account the coiicerns and

. Becurity interests of all the parties”. (A/43/867, para. 35)

That pragmatic approach must fin: a vehicle for its expression. That vehicle

is the mandated call for the International Peace Conference with all five of the
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permanent members of the Security Council as indispensable patticipants. Indeed,
since December last year, the Schrii:y Courcil has been called into session no less
than five times to rebuke Israel tct 1ts violations of the Pourt:h Geneva Convention
telative to the Ptot,ection of Civilian Peraons in Time of War. Important as those
teminders to Israel are, the Council unforturately ccntinues to address the
fundamental issues at‘ising fr&a fhe situation in the occupied territories in an
ad-hoc and piecemesl fashion. Such an approach is clearly inadequate for resolving
issues having such direct l:ge_azing Ot.l the maintenance of internationai peace and
‘security. . Moreover, the lack of a unified and coherent approach emanating from the
Security Covncil hzs allowed room for unilateral attempts at peace-making by a
permanent member, not surptisihgly without success. The pére:,mial nature of the
problem can only be addressed, in all its dliﬁén_siéhi's‘,ibS( ‘the unity of action of the
international community expressed through the Security Council, in patticdlazﬁ
.thtough its five pecmanent members.

In times past, the leadership §£ the Palestinian people, the Pn), wag called‘
upon to make gestures that would acceierate the possibilities fof peace_.
Persistent calls came from Tel Aviv and Washington in that tegard.' Such gestures,
with specific and substantive tepercussions for peace, were accordingly mde in the
Algiersa declaratioq, which explicitly affitms, within the framework of Security
Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973), the right 6.f Isrgel to exist within
recognized and gsecure boundaries. Purthermore, thé statement of‘uxj.;, Yasser Arafat,
the PLO representative in' this forum yesterday, suggesbed in ;mderate ‘and measured
tones the undertaking neceasary for a peaceful and co-operative settlement of the
confli.ct in the occupied territories. _‘

And’'yet those to whom the olive branch has been extended hesitate, cast '

aspersions and ask for more without committing themselves to any negotlating
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process. Indeed, they act in such a way as to gag the very spckasmen withcut whom
the core issue'at the heart of the Middle East crisis - namely the question of
Palestine ~ cannot concéivably be brought to a lasting solution. It is almost as
if the implications of the Rlgiers declaration threaten the foundations of
‘set-thinking in those capitals, tﬁétvpeace is not possible, or that peace must be
imposed By fprce or at the very least on terms that deny the fullest expression of
Palestinian self-determina£1on. It is as if they were against peace and in favour
of hegemeny in the sub;region.

The Ghaﬁa delegation appealé to Israel and the United States, key partners in
any viable negoéiating process, to téspond‘in a constructive and positive manner to
the glant steps towards peace emahating f:om Algiers and attested to before the
world Organization in‘the statement of Mr. Arafat. Now is the time to show good
faith and resolute determination to bring about a just and durable settlement of
the problem of the Middle East. The gains in the Algiers declaration must not only
be recognized but must also be encéu;aged and nuztured.

The intifadah, coupled with the Political Communiqué emerging from Algiers,
clearly establishes a neﬁland irreverslbie dynamic, a dynamic that places
unequivocal emphasis and immediacy on the resolution of the core issue of

Palestinian national rights.
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In sum, the evolution of events should convey to Israel and itgs friends that
it cannot cheose whom it will negotiate with over the future of the occupied
territories. Any attempt to establish precondi tions that would have the effect of
denying authentic representatives of the Palestinian pecple - namely the PLO -
access to the negotiating table will greatly prejudice the possibility of credible
and lasting sclutionsz to the grave questions at hand. History determines that in
the context of war negotiating partners are invariably one's enemies. The case can
be no different between Israel and the representativee of the Palestinian people.
Indeed pragmatism rings loudly and issues forth from the Algiers declaration and is
the trend of recent times. It is now for Israel to regpond in a responsible and
clear fashion as to its intentions. Heavy reliance on force or rigid insistence on
stiff preconditions can only slam the door in the face of peace.

We listened carefully this morning to the recitation by the representative of
Israel of the PiO's "transgressicns”, and we must candidly state that in the
present context it was tantamount to political.quibbling. We call on Israel and
all States rather to concentrate on the positive elements of the statement of the
highest ranking leader of the PLO made in our presence here and to let all parties
to the conflict now enter an era of peace.

We cannot for ever replicate this unending tale of woe and missed
opportunities and sully the bright dawn of the next century with the blood and
destruction of unending conflict in the Middie East, For, as the Secretary-General
obsgerves,

"It has been tragic that, in the history of the Middle East, oppor tunities

have in the past only too often followed war, The growth of extremism znd the

alarming proliferation of weapons in the area are trends that must be reversed

if we are to avert disaster in a region that has already exyerienced five
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major wars, thousands of casualties and untold suffering. (A/43/867,

para.- 37)

It is time to seize the olive branch or be the victims of cur inaction and
projudices. Clearly the outbreak of peace on hitherto many fronts of bitter
conflict in the last vear offers a unique opportunity for a creative and determined
effort at peace with dignity for all sides in Palestine. It is the Ghana
delegation's hope that we can now build upon the recent positive developments
concerning Palestinians and the occupied territories.

Mr. ESCHEIKH (Tunisgia) (interpretation from Arabic): Mr. President, I

wish to greet you and to convey to you the best wishes of my country, which is firm
in its principles and strongly supporis the United Nations and its actions. We
wish to bring about peace and Security among all the peoples of the world.

The move of the éehéial Asgembly this year to discuss the question of
Palestine in Geneva shows the role the United Nations is playing in the promotiocn
of peace and justice and calls for us to renew our efforts in discussing this issue
and to give thought to the origin of this question, the present situation and the
future.

We listened very attentively to the majcr statement made before the Assembly
yestarday by Mr. Yasser Arafat, when he explained the historic decisions taken by
the Palestine National Council at its extraordinary seassion in mid-November this
Year. He explained the importance of those decisions, their constructive scope and
their positive and direct repercussions for the stcps towards peace being tsken in
the Middle East and the countries of the region. This is obviou3s proof of the
commitment of the PLO in rejecting terrorism and of ite attachment to dialogue and
peace,

The path to peace in the Middle East is the path of the Palestinian paeople.

They are ready to make great sacrifices. and have already suffered a very heavy
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toll. The decision of the United States Secretary of State that led to the denial
of a visa for Mr. Arafat was rejected by us. We deeply regret this development and
hope it will not be repeated. We salute the decision of the General Assembly in
its resolution A/43/L.43 of 30 Novenber 1988 to move the session to Geneva.

The General Assembly is discussing the question of Palestine at a time when
there are signs of détente in international relations as a result of the détente
between the two major Powers. To a very large extent this has alleviated tensions
and reduced the importance and size of regional conflicts in many parts of the
world, improving the international climate and enabling the United Mations to play
its normal role in bringing about peace and security and creating a climate of
confidence among the great Powers.

In that conneétion, the Security Council has once again shown its efficiency
and demonstrated that it can apply the Charter when necessary to protect peace and
security, as can be seen from its resolution 598 (1987), wich regard to the
Iran~-Iraq conflict, which is a clear manifestation of international will and an
example of the role that can be played by this international Organization if
efforts are made in the right direction.

Revertheless it is regrettable ~ and we are puzzled by this - that the
question of peace in Palestine has been set aside though it is the core of the
Middle East problem. Why has there been no progress, given all the progress
achieved by the United Naticns in settling other regional conflicts?

In paragraph 36 of his report in document A/43/867, the Secretary-General
gtates:s

"Recent months have seen tangible progress towards the settlement of several

regional conflictsj; the protracted and explosive nature of the Arab-Israeli

conflict makes it all the more urgent that we now concentrate 'our efforts in

thig area,"
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The fact that the Palestine National Council has accepted General Assembly
resolution 181 (II) and Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973)
clearly shows that the Palestine National Council is committed to international
law, that it respects international decisions and isg Prepared to work in accordance
with them at a time when Israel continues to make tendentious allegations in an

attempt to brand the PLO as a terrorist organization.
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It can now be seen very clearly that it is Israel that is engaged in terrorism
against the Palestinian pPeople. The intifadah hag now entered its second year, the
Palestinian people has affirmed before the world its decision to hold on to its
land and to abide by its decisions, though many have been constrained to leave and
despite all efforts to change the characteristics of its land, culture and
structure,

Israel is a Member of the United Nations, having been created by a United
Nations resolution, yet it now challienges and defies the Organization and stands
condemned for its pPractices in occupied Arab territories and its terrorist
activities against the Palestinian people both within the occupied territories and
outside them. 1Israel flaunts its "long arm" and continues to oppress the
Palestinian people and to defy and challenge the international community. 1In its
intransigence, Israel clearly intends to continue its defiance of those who favour
peace and security.

We, however, have always supported the Palestinians in their efforts to
exercise their right to self-determination and to recover their land in accordance
with United Nations resolutions and under the leadership of the PLO, the sole and
legitimate representative of the Palestinian people.

This year a report was issued by the Special Committee to Investigate Israeli
Practices Affecting the Human Rights of the Population of the Occupied Territeries
(A/43/694) . Israecl is violating the human rights of the inhabitants of the
occupied territories; tha report gives an overview of the oppregssive and repressive
Practices perpetrated by the Israeli authorities against the defenceless
Palestinians, and shows that the morale of the Palestinian people has been
strengthened. That pPeople is proud of itg identity and prepared to make sacrifices

to obtain justice for itg cause.
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The intifadah of the Palestinian people represents a decisive turning-point in
its history and an important stage of its heroic struggle to regain its dignity and
inalienable rights. 71t is a clear rejection of occupation.

The Security Council has met frequently in recent months to study the
dangerous situation created by the Israeli practices. 1In its resolutions
605 (1988), 607 (1988) and 608 (1988) it has condemned the repression against the
Palestinian people, called upon the occupyinrg Israeli authorities to respect the
Fourth Geneva Convention, of 1949, on the protection of civilian persons in time of
war, and called for recognition of the need to bring about a peaceful settlement of
the problem and conflict in the Middle East.

In this connection, in his report in documenf $/19443 of 21 January 1988, the
Secretary-General set forth ways and means to ensure the safety and protection of
Palestinian c.vilians and to release them from the colonial yoke and indicated that
it was only through those peaceful means that the explosive situation could be
defused. The Secretary-General also said he continued to believe that this should
be achieved through a comprehensive, just and lasting settlement based on Security
Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973), taking fully into account the
legitimate rights of the Palestinian people, including self-determination, and that
such a settlement should be negotiated by means of an international conference
under United Nations auspices, with the pParticipation of all the parties concerned.

Pursuant to those recommendations - given in his concluding remarks in that
report - which he reaffirmed in his most recent report on the Middle East, the
Palestinian people, through its highest lzgislative body, the Palestine National
Council, at its extraordinary meeting in Algiers, expressed its will to use the
legal framework offered by the nited Nations and to choose peace as the way to
regolve the problem and bring about a just and lasting solution so that the

Palestinian people may exercise its inalienable right to self-determination and the
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creation of an independent State and so that peace and security can be ensured for
all the peoples of the region. The resolutions of the Palestine National Council
accord with the recommendations of the Secretary-General and Security Council

resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973).

negotiation in an international conference under the auspices of the
United Nations. That represents a decisive step towards peace by the Palestinian
people,

Fully aware of the magnitude of the tragedy the Palestinian people has endured
for 40 years, Tunisia continues to support the just and heroic struggle of that
People to establish an independent State of Palestine. We reiterated our
solidarity when, in November, we recognized the proclanation of the State of
Palestine and the courageous step taken by the Palestinian people.

We stand beside the Palestinian people in its homeland at a time when it has
emphasized its identity. we welcome the decisions of the Palestine National
Council. Many countries have recognized the independent State of Palestine, which
shows the legitimacy of the decisions and their conformity with international law.

It is high time to render justice to the Palestinian people and to put an end
to its suffering and its tragedy. The international comnunity must recognize that
it must act and take effective action to end the deadlock and to break the yoke and
the shackles binding the Palestinian Pecple. It must move ahead and prepare for
the holding of an international conference to put an end to the conflict, to bring
about peace and to guarantee the peaceful coexistence of all the peoples of the

region.
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The resolution of the international community, adopted almost unanimously,
deciding to hear Chairman Arafat is an important lesson and cbvious proof that we
must use the historic opportunity we have been given to implement the constructive
decisions of the Palestine National Council and adopt new and progressive

approaches to bring about justice, peace and détente.

The meeting rose at 1.30 p.m.






