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The meeting was called to order at 10,40 a.m.

QUESTION GF THE VIOLATION OF HUMAN RIGHTS IN THE CCCUPIED ARAB TERRITORIES,
INCLUDING PALESTINE (agenda item 4) (continued) (E/CN.4/1984/2; E/CN. 4/1984/6
E/CN.4/1984/9; E/CN.4/1984/51)

THE RIGHT OF PEOPLES TO SELF-DETERMINATION AND ITS APPLICATION TO PEOPLES UNDER
COLONIAL OR ALIEN DOMINATION OR FOREIGN OCCUPATION (agenda item 9) (continued)
(E/CN.4/1984/15; E/CN.4/1984/15)

1. Mr. BEAULNE (Canada) said that the problem of the violation of human rights in
the occupied Arab territories had its origins in the permanent state of war that
affected a large portion of the Middle East. That was what made the peace process
between Israel and the Arab.countries so important. In his introductory statement,
the Assistant Secretary-Genéral for Human Rights had suggested that the highest
priority should be given to.the most fundamental right of all, namely, the right to
life. In view of all:the human lives that had been lost in the Middle East, there
could only be one correct answer to all the questions that arose: peace must be
sought through dlalogue and negotiation.

2. Security Coun011 resolutlons 242 (1967) and 338 (1973) prov1ded the necessary
basis for negotiation. While his delegation supported the right of Israel to
peaceful .existence and congidered that the Arab countries and the Palestinian
representatives must recognize that right, it was also of the opinion that Israel
could make a substantial contribution to the start of negotiations by displaying

a more flexible attitude towards Lihe future of the occupied Arab territories. -
Although his Government had expressed itsdisgpproval of the annexation of Jerusalem
and the Golan Heights and the establishment .of settlements in the occupied Arab -
territories as being contrary to international law and having a negative. impact on
the pursuit of negotiations .that might lead to a lasting peace, it had supported
the initiative taken by the United States in September 1982 to advance the peace
process between Israel and the Arab countries. It also supported the resolution
which had been adopted by the Arab summit at Fez in November 1982 and which did
not rule out Israel's recognition by the Arab countries.

3. Canada recognized the rights of the Palestinians, including the right to full
participation in negotiations concerning their future and the right to a homeland.
In view of developments, however, it could not say exactly how the Palestinians'
.aspirations .should be fuifilled. - The parties to the -dispute would have to come to
an understanding and determine the nature of a Palestinian homeland and its
relations with its neighbours. His Government did not wish to rule out any possible
option, includlng political autonomy for the Palestinians in association with

Jordan or a homeland established within wellndeflned borders. :

4. The Violence that was still raglng in Lebanon today served ‘as a remlnder of
the 1mportance of the political stakes in the region. His Government once. again
condemned the use of force for the settlement of disputes. The Lebanese people had
been the 'only one in the Middle East to offer asylum to the Palestinians when they.
had been driven from their homes, but its generosity had now been poorly rewarded.
Was the great dream of an independent, pluralist and democratic, Lebanese State,
which would be a bridge between West and East, doomed to drown in blood? Extreme .
situations, such as that of the 25,000 Christian refugees who had been beseiged in
the village of Deir el Kamar in late 1983 and whose most basic rights had been
violated, were now increasingly frequent and, while discussions were being held at
the United Nations, a nation was dying. The worst was that, although the tragedy
was perhaps drawing to a closs, no one was doing anythingor knew how to be of
assistance.
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5. Canada nevertheless wished to contribute, even modestly, to the search for a
peaceful solution, as it had done in the past. It was taking part in UNRWA's

. humanitarian activities and it had refused to supply military matériel to the
parties to the conflict. It had sought to expand its bilateral relations with
the countries of the region and, as always, to convince the parties involved

of the need for moderation.

6. Moderation should also guide the Commission in its discussions. Although his
delegation had supported the resolutions of the Commission and of other bodies

that represented a serious effort to solve the problems at hand, it would not’
hesitate to abstaln or vote against exce331ve resolutlons that dld not take account
of the goals which he had just described

7. Mrs. GU Yijie (Chlna) said that, as a result. of Israel's requal to implement
the relevant resolutions of the General ASSbmbly and the Commission, the question

of the violation of human rights in the occupied territories, including Palestine,
had still not been solved. 1Israel's policy of aggression, expansion and annexation
had prolonged the conflict in the Middle East and caused the Arab population untold
suffering. The Palestinians, in particular, had seen their homeland ravaged, had

, been deprlved of their national rights and had been forced into exile by the millions.
.. Despite strong opp031tion by the international community, Israel had recently

" intensified its policy of establishing settlements on the occupied West Bank, driving
away Paléstinians and other Arabs to make room for Israeli immigrants and trying to
change the geographical and demographic compositionof the area to legitimate and
perpetuate its occupation. ‘

8. In June 1982 Israeli troops had openly invaded Lebanon and massacred ,
Palestlnian civ1lians., In the .past year, the situation had grown still worse and
_the invasion forces contlnued to occupy southern chanon, despite Security Council
resolutions 508 (1982) and 509 (1989) Israel had recently bombed Palestinian

bases east of Beirut and Syrian troops in the Bekaa valley, inflicting heavy .
casualties. Communications between the north and’ the gouth of the country had .
been cut off and many families had been unable to re=unite. For several months, the
Israeli oocupatlon troops had been arbitrarily arresting people in southern,Lebanon
and had even brought police dogs into mosques. A

9.. .Israel could pursue its policy of aggression and expansion only because it
engoyed the connivance and support of a Superpower. In November 1983, the.

United States and Israel had reached a new "agreement on strategic co—operation“
further 1nten31fy1ng their military collaboratlon in the Middle East. :Under the
1eadership of the Palestlne Liberation Organization headed by Mr.. Arafat the

heroic Palestinian people had waged a relentless struggle and .the Palestlne
Liberatlon Qrganization had now shown,, 1tself to.be a well-tempered fighting force.

" For years, United Nations bodies and, in partlcular, the Commission. had been deeply
concerned by the per51stent tension in.the Middle Bast and had. adopted many
important resolutions condemnlng Israeli policy and reaffirming the inalienable
rights of the Palestinian people to return to its homeland, exercise self-
determination and establish its own State. Since Israel refused to 1mplement those
resolutions, however, the legitimate rights of the Palestinians had not been
realized. Out of concern for Justice, the Commission must therefore continue to adopt
resolutions which took account of the rights and interests of .theZPalestinians and
other Arab peoples; strongly condemned Israel. for its policy of aggression and
expansion “demanded that it should withdraw from all the Arab territories that had
been occupied since 1967 and that the Israeli troops of aggression should withdraw
immediately and unconditionally from Lebanon; recognized the inalienable and
legitimate rights of the Palestinian peopls, including its right to return to its
homeland, to exercise self-determination and to establish its own State; and urged
all countries to continue their solidarity with the just struggle of the Palestinians
and other Arab peoples. Only on the basis of those principles could a just solution
be found to the problem of the Middle East and could pecace and stability be restored
to the region.
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10. The Chinese Government had consistently condemned Israeli aggression and _
supported the struggle ofthe Palestinians. and other Arab peoples. Together with all
peace~ and justiceéloving Governments and peoples, it would continue its efforts to
achieve a comprehensive, just and lasting solution to the Middle East question., .If
the Palestinians and other Arab peoples strengthened their unity and persisted in
their struggle, they would certainly be able to recover their territories and their
national rights.

11. Sir Anthony WILLIAMS (United Kingdom) said that, in view of the increasing
urgency of the Middle East problem and the current situation in Lebanon, in particular,
the Commission was right to consider agenda items 4 and 9 at the beginning of its
current session. A compromise had to be reached in order to halt the carnage of the
past few days in Lebanon. The United Kingdom had played a full part in other forums

in the search for a political solution - the only possible solution -"to-the

Middle East problem. The Commission's discussions and resolutions should however,
-reflect the fact that its concern was with human rights.

12. Respect for the right to self-determination was fundamental to resolving the
 problems of the Middle East, as it was to resolving those of southern Africa, |
Afghanistan and Kampuchea. As the United Kingdom representative had stated at the
iCommission's previous session, the people of Israel whose history provided a striking
- exanple of the search for self—determlnation should be uniquely equipped to
understand and recognize the aspirations of the Palestinian people to self-
determination.

13. Ih:practice, however, Israel had taken a number of actions in the past year
‘which were relevant to the work of the Commission and had led to a further
-ideterioration in the confidence of the Arab inhabitants of the West Bank_and the
Gaza:Strip. Israel's continuing encouragement and financing of the establishment of
settlements was illegal and an obstacle to peace. There had been continﬁing
haragsment of educational institutions and harsh treatment of demonstrators. Renewed
" efforts by the Israeli authorities to respect human rights in the occupied.territories
‘would: represent an important step towards peace. Of course, the Palestinians and,
hence, the PLO also had an important role to play in improving the climate of
confldence.

14. The~Un1ted Kingdom was convinced that such an improvement was essential if
progress was to be made on political issues. A balanced peace settlemént embracing
sboth . Israel'’s right to exist and the Palestinians® right to self-determination could
not be achieved without a realistic and. determined approach on all sides. Such an
approach was also required in the Commlss1on and, in that connection, he had been
.encouraged by the tone of the opening statement made by the representatives of the
PLO. It was, however, unfortunate that some later statements had not been equally
moderate. Rhetorical statements would not help the victims of the current situation.
The United Kingdom also regretted that the resolutions submitted in the past had not
been formulated in such a way that they could command his delegation's support. He
-hoped that the realistic approach adopted in some recent statements made during the
debate would also be reflected in the resolutlons of the current session.

15. Mr. BIGGAR (Ireland) said that‘the complex issue of the violation of human
rights in the occupied Arab territories had its roots in the conflict between two
sets of rights: those of the Palestinians and those of Israel. A practical
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equilibrium between those rights could be found by recognlslng two basic prlnciples
first, all the peoples of the Middle East had a right to Justice and that naturally
applied to the ;Palestinian people and anluded its right to selfudeterminatlon,
secondly, all States in the region, including Israel, “had the rlght to exist in peace
and security- withln recognized and guaranteed borders. ‘In practlce, the legitimate
rights of Israel had.been respected, even. 1f they had not peen formally recognized

by all. The Palestinlan people had, however been deprived ‘of 'its right to self-
determination and-that had led to. derlalﬂ of. other human rights and to the violation
of the individual. liberties of the 1nhab1tants of the occupled terrltorles, problems
that were: all too often- accompanled by violence. 1ead1ng to death. For almost

17 years, the people of- the. occupied terrltories had endured ‘a serigs of obJectlonable
practices, including restrlctlons on. freedom of movement ‘the removal of
democratically elected representatives, curfew and censorship.

16. Israel's policy.of creating.setilements anu cxicnding infrastructural links in
order to alter the: physical and demographlc character of the occupied territories was
of particular concern. His delegat;on consxdered that, ifr that policy of "creeping
annexation", which was contrary %o lnternatlonal law, contlnued, it would make the
exercise of self-determination by the Palestinian people nothing more than an -
academic:.exercise.

7 Israel must therefore abandon those 1llegal attempts to change the status cf
i ‘the occupied territories. The above-mentioned violatlons of human ‘rights must’ cease
and Israel had to agree that its withdrawal from the territorles it had occupied
since 1967 was an essential element in constructlng a. durable peace. Outside partles,
in particular those with. lnfluence over the parties 1nvolved could contrlbute £0
securing the rights of tha Palestinian people within the framework of an over—all
settlement. The recon01liatlon of the respective rlghts of the ‘Palestinian people
and of Israel could, however, be achieved only .through negotlatlon and compromlse
between the parties directly concerned, including the PLO. His delegatlon therefore
called on all the parties concerned to make the necessary efforts to bring about
such a reeon01113ticn. . »

- R
18. Mr BENDANA (Nlcaragua) s3id that the deterioration of the 31tuatlon 1n the
Middle East Justlfled priority cons1derat10n of the gquestion’ of the v1olatxoh ‘of
human rights in the ocgupied. Arab terrltorles, inecluding Palestihé In"thath
connection, the Ministers, of the non—allgned countries had stated at the méetlng
they. had held in New. York in- October 198% that peace in the Middle East must" be
comprehengive and just and therefore depended on Israel’s full and unconditional
withdrawal from all the Palestinian and Arab territories it had occupied since 1967,
including Jerusalem, as:well as on. the restoration to the Palestinian people of its
.inalienable rights, beginnlng with its right to self-determination and - the.
establishment of a State,‘ What was. at stake was peace and stability in the world.

19.. Terrditorial expansionism and human rights violations in thé'occhpled Arab
territories were, as attested in statements made by organizationsd and bodles such as
the ILO; WHO, UNESCO the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the
Palestlnlan People and the Palestlne leeratlon Organization, two closely

interwoven aspects of a single pql;cy .a policy of aggression.
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20. The Israeli occupation authorities continued to commit barbarous acts of
terrorism against the Palestinian people and the Syridn people of the Syrian
territory of the Golan Heights. They persisted in refusing to apply the

1949 Geneva Convention Relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time

of War and were doing everything they could to impose their laws, Jurisdlction

and administration illegally by promoting and encouraging the establishment of
settlers in the occupied territories. Those settlérs committed, with complete
impunity, crimes that had cost the lives of many Arabs, illegally exploited the
resources of the territories, removed elected leaders, set up obstacles to
religious worship and opposed the return of the Arabs to their homes. More
recently, Israel had refused to abide by the agreement concluded with the
International Committee of the Red Cross in November 1983 for the exchange of .
prisoners. There was, moreover, abundant testimony concerning the torture and other
acts of persecution suffered by Palestinian detainees, who, under that
agreement, were to be released unconditionally. '
21. Nicaragua condemned all Israeli measures to change the demographic
composition and legal status of the occupied territories, including Jerusalen,
Just as it condemned the flagrant contempt Israel showed for General Assembly

and Security Council resolutions relating to the Golan Heights.

22, Inasmuch as Israel continued to violate international law and to ignore the
will of the great majority of the international community, it would be logical and
fair, under international law and in view of the legitimacy of the cause of the
victims of Israel's policy, to apply to Israel the measures envisaged in Chapter VII
of ‘the Charter. That was, however, impossible as Israel received the support it
needed from the Government of the United States of America, which, by abusing

its right of veto, prevented the Security Council from discharging its
responsibilities under the Charter. The enormous support which the United States
provided to Tel Aviv as part of their "strategic alliance" gave Israel the
political, economic and military ability to pursue its policy of expansion, war
and violations of the rights of the Arab population.

23. His delegation reiterated its active support for the heroic cause of the
Palestinian people and in partlcular for the Palestine Liberation Organlzatlon,
its sole legitimate representative. The justice of the Palestinian cause and

the admirable heroism of its people were only heightened by the shameless
brutality of the oppressors. The Commission must redouble its efforts to provide
increasingly effective support for the Palestinian people in its struggle for
self-determination, which was the absolute prerequisite for the exercise of all
rights.

24. Mr. CHOWDHURY (Bangladesh), reviewing the historical background of the
question of human rights in the world, pointed out with concern that the violation
of the rights set forth in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights - which

was intended to ensure the welfare and dignity of all human beings after all

the horrors of the past - cast the ominous shadow of a new world conflagration,

It was in that light that the Commission must consider the situation in the
occupied Arab territories, including Palestine, and the right of peoples to
self-determination. It must do so with patience, objectivity, tolerance and in a-
spirit of solidarity and fraternity in order to find a solution based on reason,
justice and equity.

25. The future of Palestine must be decided by the Palestinians themselves,

through their sole legitimate representative, the Palestine Liberation Organization.
The Commission must, however, promote their Jjust cause, so that the Palestinians
might live in security, dignity and freedom on their own land, and in order to

put an end to the violations of their rights and the acts of terrorism to which
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they were subjected, as shown in document E/CN.4/1984/9. Israel’s colonial policy
in the occupied Arab territories, including Palestine, and in the occupled Syrlan>
terrltory of the Golan Heights must be stopped w1thout delay. '

26. The 1nvasiqn of Lebanon~by.Israel had_also created an extremely serious
situation and Israel must apply the provisions of the 1949 Geneva Convention
RelatiVe'to the Treatment of Prisoners of War.: =

27. His country had supported and would always support the Arab cause -and would
actively seek yays of finding a just solution that would ensure a lasting peace in
the Mlddle East and everywhere in the world. In all cases, however, respect for
the right’ of people= to self-determination :was absolutely essentlal

28. Mr. HEﬁEQ;& (Cuba) ﬁoted.with=concern that the increasingly viclent Zionist
acts of aggression in the occupied Arab territories were a genuine tragedy for the
inhabitants of the territories, who were subjected to the worst possible humiliations,
terror and barbarism, of which the Sabra and Chatila massacres were only one - :
dramatic example. Having refused to apply the provisions of the 1949 Geneva

' Conventions and, in partlcular, the Convention Relative to' the Protectlon of -
‘divilign Persons ;n Time of War, the Zionist invader was now. expandlng its pollcy n
of anrixdtion and the establishment of new settlements: in order-to’ consblidate '
forever its presence on Palestinian land. Those acts had been condemned by the ,
Palestlne Liberation Organization,. the legitimate repre¢entat1ve of the Palestlnlan
people and by other groups and. Governments.

25. It uhOUld be noted that Israel could commit:such atrocities agalnst the Arab
peoples only because it benefited from the material support ‘of North American’ _
imperialism, which supplied it with .the military and financial resources it needed
to pursue its policy of domination. In the context of a strategic alliance for
domination both in the Middle East and in-Africa, Israel also maintained ties’ w;th
South Africa in order to oppose the liberation of peoples still under the yoke o

of colonlallsm and neo- .colonialism. It would, however, be a mistake to underestlmate
the courage of the Arab peoples, who were the victims of the Israeli occupation, ’
but enaoyed the support of, most of the world, as could be seen in statements by

the Movement of the Tonmullffrw a Coun<tries, \ﬂfucn supporsed their just cause
uncondltlonally. » ' :

30. "His delegatidn reiterated its support for those peoples and, in particular,
for the Palestinian people, which had been deprived of its homeland by the Israeli
occupier and had suffered. violations of its rlghts and fundamental freedoms.-

3L. Mr. ToSEVSKI. (Yugoslavja) said that the>international community could not
tolerate .any aggressive poliey or any denial of the basic rights of peoples.

There Was no moral, political, historical or other reason why Israel should be
excluded from that universal rula, That was a matter of principle, for the

United Nations itself, which was based on the equality of the Member States and to
whose establishment the Jewish people had, through'the activities ef'lts ]
intellectuals, contributed so promlnently. It was not in the interests of any
Israeli Government, of whatever type; and even:less fn thé interests: of the JeW1sh
nation persistently to challenge the.United Nations. It was regretfablevthat
since the cccupation of the Arzb territories in 1967, sucdessive Israeli T‘
Governments had followed a policy of expans1on and total disregard for the rlghts
of other peoples, a policy of disregard for the basic principles of the’ [

United Nations and a policy of almost paranoid nationalism:and 1ntoleran¢e. " Such

a policy contrasted strongly with -the contrlbutlon that the ‘Jewish people had made.
to civilization, including Yugoslaviais. ‘
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2. What was now. needed from Israel, after so many years of: military

brutality and political arrogance, was a demonstration of genuine goodwill

and readiness to co-operate with the international community. But, year after
year, Israel's foreign policy increasingly frustrated that hope. It was an
unfortunate fact that most of the Arab territories, including the Gaza Strip,
Jerusalem, the West Bank and the Syrian Golan -Heights, were::still in Israeli-
hands and were subject to illegal measures designed to change their demographic
and administrative oharacter and: that various kinds of oppression were the daily
practice of the occupying forces. Two years after the invasion, those forces.
were gtill. in Lebanon and Lebanese civilians continued -to endure the worst
suffering. Israel ignored -appeals by the United Nations' for the immediate
withdrawal of its forces from Lebanon and for the restoration of the territorial
integrity, sovereivnty .and. independence of that country.

-33. - It was high time for Israel to understand that its current political

orientation was not. .going to ensure its ‘own security. It.was totally unacceptable

to claim that security should. be .considered a right and duty for one nation and to
deny and ignore the same right and duty of other nations. - Why should the Palestinian
nation be denied 4dts right to politieal identity, its right to live in security

and its right to national development?

34. The international community had,.it seemed, arrived at-a. consensus on the:
content of the c¢risis and on methods of solving it and that consensus should be
further enhanced, Joint efforts should be made to achieve a politiecal solution
to the crisis within. the framework. of the United Nations. The International
Conference on the Question of Palestine had adopted a comprehensive.political
platform and a detailed programme of action aimed at that objective.u

39. The uninterrupted series of wars. of expansion and aggression and the denial

to the Palestinian people of its right to self-determination had now been

followed by developments that threatened to make the conflict spread to the entire
region and beyond. The Middle East crisis had reached a crucial point. All those
involved must show the highest degree of restraint and exert further efforts, on
their own and through the United Nations, to limit and remove the dangers.of:
further exacerbation. New possibilities and prospects for the political .settlement
of all aspects of the crisis must be opened, primarily by discouraging maximalistic
and narrowly defined ambitions and goals. .

36. Mr KHERAD (Observer for Afghanlstan), speaking under rule 69 of the rules
of procedure, said that the violation of human rights in the occupied Arab
territories, including Palestine, and the deterioration in the general situation
in the’ Middle .East constituted.a serious threat by the State of:.Israel to world

peace and security. The documents before the Commission bore overwhelming witness -
to that fact.

37. Since its inception, the Zionist State had been pursuing;a; policy of aggression
and occupation and imposed a policy of coercion and oppression on the helpless
people of Palestine and other Arab countries, part of whose territory -it had been
occupying since 1967. The wviolations of the provisions. of the Charter of the

United Nations and the Universal Declaration of Human. Rights were.countless-and . .
were a challenge to world public opinion and the international:organigations. . In
their policy of zionization the Israeli authorities persisted: in applying measures-
intended to change the legal status, geographical nature and: demographic composition
of the territories. they occupied. The appetite of the Zionist entity remained
unassuaged, and its first victim was the people of Palestine.
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38, Mr. SCHIFTER (United States of America), sweaking on a point of order, asked
the Chairman to. invite spgakers to refer to States Members of the United Nations
by their off101al names. He recalled that at the thirty-ninth session of the
Commission, .in response: o a.point of: crder, a member of the United States
delegation had been obliged.to apologize for having used the expression

"Kabul regime'.

39. The CHAIRMAN requested smeakers to refer to States Members of the United Nations
by their official, names.

40.  Mr. KHERAD (Afghanistan),. continuing with his statement said that -the
Palestinians, a people with their age-~old history, wrenched.from their homéland-
and deprived of their national rights as a result of a conspiracy by the
imperialists, colonialists-and Zionists, were experiencing a tragedy unprecedented -
’Jn human hlstory and .were expoued to nothlng less than annlhllatlon.

412; The 1nallenable rlghts of tho DalestJnlan peoplp and - thelr right . to
salf—determlnatlon, independence and soverelgnty were officially and unequivocally
recognized by the international community in a.series of resolutions.and relevant
documénts, within the United Nations ag well as outsidey more particularly -in the -
resolutions and declarations of the oonferences of the non-aligned countries.

42, Yet degpite that basic conviction on the part of the international community,
United States imperialism and the State of Lsrael, resortlng to dissembling metliods
against the interests of the Palestinian and. Arab peoples, had sought to legitimize
‘the Israeli occupation of Palestinian and other Arab territories and condemn -the

Arab people of PalesUlne to eternal eklle.. Such acts ran counter to. the Charter of.
thae United Nations and the generally recognlaed rules and principles of international
law, 1nclud1ng the rlght of peoples to self~determination,

4%, The State of Israel had intensified its warlike and aggressive activities
against the people of Palestine and other Arab countries by refusing fto implement
the resolutions of the Security Council and the General Assembly, by continuing to
deny the Palestlnlan neople the execrcise of. their national rights, by persuing its
pollcy of expansion and repression against the peoples of the yegion in the name
of a fa01sU'1deology, and by committing.atrocious crimes agalnst the: Palestinian
and other Arab peoples in uhc OuCUD’Od tprr"torles

44. leltless suppo t from tho Unlteo Suatcs of Amerlca had encouraged Israel %o
carry on 1ts racist, ex pan51onls% and terrorist. polloy and practiceg against- the
Palestinian” peoplé in their occupled homeland . It had also encouraged Israel to
implement its own settlemcnt programmes and to judaize the occupied Palestinian ,
and Arab terrltorles, beglnnlng with the annexation of Jerusalem which it had made
its capltal " and then 111egally ann“y1ng the- Syrlan terrlbory of -the Golan: Hblghts.

45. The acts of repre081on agalnst the Palestlnlan and Arab pﬁoplcs in the ooouple
territories, the barbarlo raids agalnst: he civilian population of Lebanen.:to
terrorize them and’ undermlne their mozale, and the massacre of Palestinians:at
Sabra and Chatlla, werg,paru of a polloy of sheer 1ntornat;onal ‘terrorism.

46, -Israel had become an effect;vo tool of the Uhlued States pollcy of aggression.
and expansion, thus seriously Jeonardlz;ng the 1ndepundence and sovereignty of the
Arab peoples and world peace,
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47. The United States of America, the protector of a State with rulers whose main
aim was territorial expansion through constant aggression, provided the Zionisi
aggressorsg with the most modern weapons, pouring billions of dollars into the Israeli
military machine and striving to paralyse the will of the international community
every time the issue of a United Nations review of Israel's acts of provocation
against the Arabs was raised.

48. Without United States aid and support, Israel on its own would be unable to
persist stubbornly in its policy of aggression and expansion in Palestine and the
other Arab countries, nor could it maintain its arrogant attitude towards the
international community.

49. The Government and people of revolutionary Afghanistan resolutely condemned the
State of Israel’s policy and practices of aggression and oppression and reaffirmed
their firm support and revolutionary solidarity with the heroic people of Palestine
and with the legitimate Palestinian and Arab struggle against aggression and
oppression by the State of Israel and its protectors. They considered that there
could be no just, comprehensive and lasting solution to the problem of the Middle East
unless the pcople of Palestine could genuinely exercise their inalienable rights,
including the right to establish their own State.

50. His delegation welcomed the adoption of the Declaration of the International
Conference on the Quesiion of Palestine, held from 29 August to 7 September 1983, and
considered that cessation of Isravli aggression against the Arab countries,; immediate
and complete withdrawal of Isracli troops from Palestinian territories, including
Jerusalem, and from other occupied Arab territories, and exercise by the Palestinian
people under the leadership of their sole legitimate representative, the Palestine
Liberation Organization, of their right to self-determination, including their right
to establish their own State, were indispensable in arriving at the full settlement
awaited so long.

51, Mr. ALFARARGI (Observer for Egypt) welcomed the fact that the Commission

had assigned high priority to the question of the violation of human rights in

the occupied Arab territories, including Palestine, for the international community
was faced with an escalation of violence in that region and with an unprecedented
tragedy that weighed heavily on the conscience of mankind. The Commission had
carried out its responsibilities to the full and had adopted a number of resolutions
on the issu<, mentioning more particularly its concern at the increase in the

number of settlements on Arab land and the change in the physical character,
demographic composition and legal status of the occupied territories. In its
resolution 1983/1, the Commission had condemned Israeli practices and had "reiterated
its call to all States ... not to recognize any changes carried out by Israel in

the occupied territories™ (resolution 1983/1 A, para. 9). It had also called upon
Iarael to "respect the obligations arising from the Charter of the United Nations
and other instruments and rules of international law, in particular the provisions
of the Geneva Convention relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of
War" (resolution 198%/1 B, para. 4). The issue could not be settled, however,

while the Palestinian people remained deprived of their lawful right to self-
determination. Despite the clear position taken by the international community,

the violations of human rights in the occupied territories were increasing in
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number and Israel was continuing its systematic policy of oppression of the
Palestinian people, in the form of collective punishment, mass arrests, the imposition
of curfews, the closing of schools and universities and the demolition of houses. In
addition, Israel was obstructing the activities of development and educational bodies,
and those of the trade unions, and preventing Palestinian leaders from going to other
Arab States to take part in meetings or international study courses. Israel was also
pursuing its settlement policy in defiance of United Nations resolutions and the
provisions of international instruments. Since 1967, more than 150 settlements had
been established on the VWest Bank, 14 in the Gaza Strip and at least 36 on the

Golan Heights.

52. His delegation was also, concerned about the steps taken by Israel to impose its
sovereignty in the Arab territories. In January 1983, the Israeli Parliamcnt had
passed a bill on the implementation of emergency regulationa in the West Bank region
and the  Gaza Strip, authorizing troops to arrest, interrogate and sentcnce any
Palestinian citizen for crimes committed in thosc regions. It was also about to adopt
a law authorizing Israel to levy a tax on income from real estate transactions in the
territories. The adoption of those bills was a clear breach of Israel's commitments
under the Fourth Geneva Convention of 1949, since Israel was seeking in that way to
impose its sovereignty and Jjurisdiction in the territories in question. The
international community must take the reguisite measures to put an end to an
unacceptable policy which made coexistence between Israel and the Arab countries
impossible.

53. Egypt, whichaffirmed the authenticity of its Arab identify, solemnly declared that
the Israeli presence on the West Bank, in Jerusalem, in the Gaza Strip and the

Golan Heights was unlawful. It had always categorically rejected Isrgeli practices,
which constituted a breach of all the international instruments and the

Security Council resolutions. Isracl had adopted an intransigent, negative and
extremist attitude that stood in the way of peace in the region. In an effort to
create a c¢limate conducive to peace, Egypt had called on Israel to stop.establishing
settlements in the Arab territories, to restore confiscated property, to lift
restrictions and to free political prisoners, but its appeals had gone unheeded.

54.. Egypt for its part had always firmly defended the cause of the Palestinian people
and their inalienable rights. It had welcomed the Palestinians on its own soil, had
made great sacrifices and had provided funds for the search for a just and lasting
solution. It had unfailingly encouraged the parties concerned to wage the struggle
for peace and respect for the rights of the Palestinians.

55. Egypt could not speak on behalf of the Palestinian pcople, who alone had the
right to decide on their future, but it had always hoped that the course of, events
would change and the right to live freely and without constraints would triumph. It
firmly supported all efforts to establish a just and lasting peace in the region and
to secure observance of the fundamental rights of the, Palestinian people, in the
interests of the development of the region and general prosperity.
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56. Mr. DOWEK (Observer for Israel) said it was deplorable that, with the prompting
of some of the States that had the most shameful records of violation of human
rights, the Commission constantly chose to ignore the disastrous human rights
conditions and the plight of minorities in 24 out of the 25 States that comprised
the Middle East. He had a documented list of all violations of human rights in those
countries, but the Commission merely focused on issues relating to one single

State, Israel, which was depicted in speeches and resolutions as the source of all
evil. ‘

57. The Comnission had made it an inalienable human right of the Palestinian
people to wipe off the map one, or even two, sovereign States, members of the
United Nations almost since its inception. It had adopted resolutions.affirming
that the Palestinians had the right to return to their homes and to establish a
sovereign State in Palestine by all available means, something which meant that
the existence of the State of Israel and of the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan was
illegal, that they had usurped Palestinian lands, and that the Palestinians could
use, terror and assassination anywhere in the world to gain control over those lands
and estdblish a State in Palestine from the Mediterranean Sea to the eastern
boundary of dJordan. Al States, United Nations organs, specialized agencies and
other international organizations were urged to give the Palestinians active
support in achieving that sublime goal. All forms of negotiation were to be
banned, all agreements and peace treaties to be considered null and void, the
Camp David accords should be invalidated, and the plan of autonomy rejected.

For some it was a day-dream, one that not only Israel but also Jordan and all
enlightened nations were bound to prevent from becoming a rcality. It was also
a nightmare, one that meant continued bloodshed and tears, and thousands of
Israelis and Arabs alike would have to pay with their lives and the well-being

of their families for the madness of leaders who were manipulated by foreign
interests and were living in luxury.

58. The Palestinians themselves would pay the heaviest price. To date, countlesé‘,
resolutions and speeches had failed to settle their problenm, and had simply.
stirred up more bitterness and hatred, provoked more bloodshed, and led to armed
confrontation and ruthless Arab regimes. What an achievement by those who, for
35 years, had said no to all possibilities of settlement and to all negotiations!
Even now, Mr. Arafat, the so-called moderate leader, expzelled from Tripoli by
hisfbrethren and by his inconstant Syrian allies, was calling for more terror

and bloodshed. On 19 December 1983 he had proclaimed to the Kuwaiti newspaper

Al Watan: "The liberation of Palestine will never be achieved through political
and diplomatic action", and on 26 December 1983 had declarad to the Lebanese
newspaper Al Dostour: "My interest is in a fully-fledged war in the region,
because for me only a real war againat the Jewish enemy can cure the plague of
the Arab lands", UWhy not clasp the hand outstretched in peace? Why not try
through negotiations to reach practical solutions that would at long last give
the Palestinians the opportunity to live in peace and to determine their own
future in close understanding with their anatural neighbours, with the people they
were bound to live with? Why reject the peace treaty with Egypt, the non-
belligerency treaty with Lebanon and the Camp David framework for solving the
Arab-Israeli conflict?

59. It was even more surprising that the Commission on Human Rights should reject
the only possibilities that had emerged in recent years to foster peaceful
coexistence in the Middle East. Had the members of the Commission carefully read
the terms of the Camp David framework for peace in the Middle East? He doubted
it, and wished to draw attention to some very significant paragraphs of that
framework.
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60. -The preamble read: "The search for peace in the Middle East must be guided
by the following: ' .

The agreed basis for a peaceful settlement of the conflict between Israel
and its neighbours is United Nations' Security Council resolution 242,
in all its parts.

To achieve''a rclationship of peacec in the spirit of Article 2 of the
United Nations Charter, future ncgotiations between Israel and any
neighbour prepared to negotiate peace and security with it are necessary
for the purpose of carrying out all the ‘provisions and principles of
resolutions 242 and 3%,

Peace requires respect for the sovereignty, territorial integrity.and
political independence of every State in the area and their rights to
live in peace within secure and recognized boundaries, free from threats
or acts of fodce.

Security is enhanced by a relationship of peace and by co<operation
between nations whizh erjoy normal relations.”

61. Why should the Commission reject those principles en bloc?  The reasons
given to justify that position utterly contradicted the 'spirit and letter of the
Charter of the United Nations, wnotever one might think of the text of the
framework for peace, and were in no way substantiated by the Camp David text.

He recommended that members of the Commission should read the full text and went
on to ¢ite further extracts. : '

62. "The Parties are determined to reach a Jjust, comprehensive and durable
settlement .. They recognize that, for peace to endure, it must involve all those
who havé been most deeply affected by the conflict. They therefore agree that
this framework as appropriate is intended by them o constitute a basis for peace
not only between Egypt and Israel, but between Israel and cach of its other
neighbours Which'is prepared to negotiate on this basis. With that objective
they have agreed to proceed as follows:

1. Egypt, Israel, Jordan and the representatives of the Palestinian
people should participate in negotiations on the resolution of the
Palestinian problem in all its aspeets. °®To achieve that objective,
negotiations relating to the West Bank and Gaza should proceed in
three steps:

(a) ... In order to provide full authority to the inhabitants under
the arrangement, the Israeli military government and its civilian
administration will be withdrawn as soon as’ a self-governing authority

~_lpas'been freely elécted by the inhabitants of the area to replace the
eXisting military government. To negotiate the details of a
trangitional arrangement, the Government of Jordan will be invited to
join the negotiations on the basgis of this framework ..."



E/CN.4/1984/SR.5
page 14

63. It should. be.emphasized that the Government of Jordan had repeatedly been called
upon to do so; only a few weeks previously the call had been reiterated.. ! )

64. The:text-of the framework went on to state:

"(b) Egypt, Israel and Jordan will agree on the modalities for establishing
the elected self-governing authority in the West Bank and Gaza. The delegations
of Egypt and Jordan may include Palestinians from the West Bank and Gaza and
other Palestinians as mutually agreed ... L

(c) When the self-governing authority. in the West Bank and Gaza is '
established and inaugurated, the transitional period of 5 years will begin.
As soon as possible, but not later than the third year after the beginning of
this transitional period, negotiations will take place to determine the final
status of the West -Bank and Gaza and to conclude a peace treaty between Israel
and Jordan by the end of the transitional period. These negotiations will be
conducted among Egypt, Israel, Jordan and the elected representatives of the
inhabitants of the West Bank and Gaza ... The negotiations should be based
on all the provisions and principles of UN Security Council resolution 242. The
negotiations will resolve among other matters, the location of the boundaries
and the nature of the security arrangements. The solution from the
negotiations must also, recognize the legitimate right of the Palestinian people
and their just requirement. In this way, the Palestinians will particlpate in
the determination of their own future ..." ,

65. It would be noted from the text he had just read out. that the Palestinians were
regarded as full participants in the negotiations for determinating the final status
of the West Bank and Gaza. Moreover, as soon as they established their own
administrative council through genuine;y_free;elections, without any outside
interference, they would for the first time in their history enjoy full autonomy and
rule themselves, by themselves and for themselves, in a way that would arouse the
envy of many ethnic groups throughout the world. Was that solution rejected because
Mr. Arafat was not "anointed" president of a.State, or because the PLO gangs were
not given the upper hand regarding the fate and future of the Palestinian people, or
because it put an end to the dream of a greater Syria and prevented outside
manipulations of the Palestinians, or because Jordan would have to meet its
responsibilities? - Was the reason for the rejection that a conflict could be
continued and thus provide a convenient scapegoat for diverting world public opinion
from international crises and internal strife, from blatant misbehaviour in the
field of human rights and ruthless treatment of ethnic . and- religious minorities?

66. Even if the Commission once again adopted resolutions that would fan hatred in
the Middle East, the peoples and Governments of that region would at long last
realize where their real interests lay, The signing of the peace treaty between
Israel and Egypt, the pact of non-belligerency between Israel and Lebanon, the open
bridges on the.Jordan, the life in common between the Palestinian Arabs and the .
Israelis in the past 16 years were but forerunners of changes which would no doubt
bring peace, -stability and co-operation to the region desplte the opposition of
those interested in perpetuating conflict in the Middle East and despite the
resolutions of the Commission on Human Rights.
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67. Mr. BARAKAT (Jordan), speaking in exercise of the right of reply, said it was
deplorable that, in referring to self-determination by the Palestinian people, the
Observer for Iarael should have distorted the situation and departed from the facts.
Jordan had always responded positively to the peace efforts in the Middle East.
Equally, it had always rejected the attempts to dictate to the Palestinians the role
they were to play. It must be remembered that the peace agreement worked out by

the United States, Israel and Egypt and mentioned by the Observer for Israel had
required lengthy negotiation. Obviously, Egypt was still disposed to work towards

a comprehensive solution, but Israel's negative attitude had delayed

negotiations for years, to such a point that the United States negotiateors themselves
had emphasized the intransigence of the Israelis.

68. The Observer for Israel had mentioned Sacurity Council resolution 242 (1967),
which Jordan had accepted. How could Israel support that resolution yet pursue a
policy of annexation of the West Bank, Jerusalem, the Gaza Strip and the

Golan Heights? The Prime Minister of Israel, Mr. Shamir, had recently asked Jordan
to negotiate, but had also referred to the population of the occupied Arab
territories as "the Arab inhabitants of Israel" and declared that those territories
formed part of Israel. Instead, Israel should truly recognize the right of the
Palestinians to self-determination and apply the 1949 Geneva Conventions in the
territories it occupied.

69. The CHAIRMAN said that the Observer for the Palestine Liberation Organization
had also asked to speak in exercise of the right of reply and would do so at the
next meeting.

The meeting rose at 1.15 p.m.






