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The meeting was called to order at 3.30 p.m.

TENTATIVE PROGRAMME OF WORK

The PRESIDENT: T should like to inform delegations of the tentative

programme of work for the latter part of this week and the early part of next week.

On Friday 1 December, in the afternoon, the Assembly will take a decision on
the three draft resolutions on agenda item 37, "The situation in the Middle Bast”.

On Monday 4 December, in the morning, the Assembly will consider the reports
of the Sixth Committee. The same day it will begin consideration of agends
itum 18, "Implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to
Colonial Countries and Peoples™. On Tuesday 5 December, in the afternoon, it will
take up reports of the Fourth Committee.

On Wednesday 6 December, in the morning, the Assembly will consider agenda
item 26, *Judgment of the International Cour: of Justice of 27 June 1986 concerning
military and paramilitary activities in and against Nicaragua: need for immediate
coapl iance®. The same day, under agenda item 39, “Question of Palestine®, the
Assembly will take a decision on the draft resolutions on this question.

I hope to inform delegations tomorrow of the remainder of our programme of
work. |

AGENDA ITEM 39 (contimued)
QUESTION OF PALESTINE -

(a} REPORT OF THE QOMMITTEE ON THE EXERCISE OF THE MALIENABIE RIGHTS OF THE
PALESTINIAN PEOPLE (A/44/35)

{(b) RERORT CF THZ SECRETARY-GENERAL (A/44/731)
(c) DRAPT RESOIUTIONS (A/44/L.43 T0 A/44/L. 45)

The PRESIDENT: I should like to propose that the iiat of spesakers in the

debate be closed tomorrow at 12 noon., May I take it that t.h-e General Assembly
agrees to that proposal?

It was 3o decided.
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The PRESIDENT: I call on the representative of Seneqal, who will speak

in her capacity as Chairman of the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable
Rights of the Palestinian People.

Mrs; DIALIO (Senegal), Chairman of the Committee on the Pxercise of the
Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People (interpretation from French): It is
an hon;our and a privilege for me to speak once zg9ain in the General Assembly in ny
capacity as Chairman of the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of
the Palestinian Pecple to introduce the very important item, “Question of
Palestine”..

Pifteen yesrs ago this item was included in the agenda of the General Assembly
at the request of 56 countries, among them my own, Senegal. They felt that it was
of fundamental importance for the Assembly to address the question of the status
and fate of the people of Palestine, which had been ignored for more than 25 years
even though the Assembly itself, the Security Council and other United Nations
organs hzd had to deal with the violent consequences and ramifications of the
displacement since 1947 of hundreds of thousands of Palestinians and the denial of
their fundamental inalienable right to exist as a people.

In agreeing to place the item on its agenda the Assembly not only recognized
its historic, political and juridical responsibility regarding the queation of
Palestine, but also provided a dispoasessed people with an international forum
within which to give expression to its national existence and aspirations and to
strive for recognition of its right to self-determination and to participate as an
equal, through its representatives, in the deliberaticns of the community of
nations. With the subseguent creation of the Committee cn the Fxercise of the
Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People, the General Assembly established tha

institutional mechanism for directing international action and efforts towards the
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achievement of a just solution to the question of Palestine, based on the
realization of Palestinian rights.

Certain countries veted against the resolutions through which the General
Assembly, fundamentally changed not only international approaches to the question
but also the perceptions and opinion at all levels, governmental as well as
non-governmental, on which policy and action are based. In the intervening years
many things have happened and the wisdom of the approach developed 15 vears ago has
come to be recognized by the overwhelming majority of the international community.
This is proved by the fact that resolution 43/176, in which the Assembly defired
the principles for the éstablishment of comprehensive peace in the Middle East was
adopted by 138 vetes to 2 with 2 abstentions. Early in this session resolution
44/2, in which the Assembly demanded that Israel desist from its policies and
practices in the occupied Palestinian territory and that measures be taken to
provide international protection to the Palestinians living under occupation, was
adopted by 140 votes to 2, with 6 abstentions.,

Through its courageous intifadah, which has been going on for almost two years
now, the Palestinian people have demonstrated conclusively their firm determination
to continue to exist and to establish themselves as a nation, unified by common
objectives and by social, economic and political institutions of their own
creation. The intifadah is more than an uprising; it is the expression of a
nation-State in the making, for which the people have always been ready to accept
the greatest sacrifices.

The intifadah and other major developments, notably the proclamation of the
independent Palestinian State at the meeting of the Palestine National Council in

Algiers in November 1988 and the historic statement by President Yasser Arafat at
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the meeting of the General Assembly in Geneva in December 1988, have generated
unprecedented, massive international support. A great many - even those who had
previously hesitated - have now joined the international consensus and call for the
effective realization of the Palestinian right to self-determination and
sovereignty.

The declaration of independence and the proclamation of the Palestinian State
have now been recognized by more than 110 countries. The Palestinian peace
initiative was endorsed by the xtraordirary Arab summit Conference held at
Casablanca in June 1989 and by the Madrid summit meeting of the members of the
European Community, alsc in June 1989, The States parties to the Warsaw Treaty,
the Organization of African Unity, the Organization of the Islamic Conference and
the Movement of Non-Aligned OCountries have all declared their recognition of and

support for the independent Palestinian State.
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During the past year, therefor:, the issue of the attainment and exercise of
the inalienable national rights of the Palestinian people has acquiced the
prominence that the Assembly has untiringly sought to give it for the past 15
years. All those who are sincerely interested in promoting a just and lasting
settiement of the question of Palestine now recognize that the Palestinian people
and its representative, the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO), are at the
very centre of 2w equation on how to achieve peace in the region and must be
involved on an equal footing in any effort to bring about a negotiating process.
The opening of a substantive dialogue between the Government of the United States
of America and the Palestine Liberation Organization and the subsequent efforts
from many sides to bring the parties together have been significant steps in this
direction although it is clear that much more needs to be done in order to achieve
progress.

Our Committee deeply regrets that the Government of Israel has 80 far failed
to respond positively to the Palestinian peace initiative and that it has continued
to refuse to acknowledge the inalienable national righte of the Paleatinian
people. On behalf of the Committee, I should like from this rostrum to urge the
leaders of Israel to rise to the historic occasion presented by recent developmenta
and by the favourable international climate, and to join the international
consensus on how to solve this conflict. Too much blood has already been shed, too
many people - men, women ané children - have had to endure lives of hardship,
humiliation and hopelessness. Military occupation and armed repression are an
atfront to the human dignity not only of the victims but also of the cccuvier.

Does Israel truly wish its next generation to grow up inured to, and accepting, the
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kind of brutalities and inhumanities that are necessary to perpetuate the

occupation?

However, as our Committee found in its work during the course of the yoar,
many sectors of Iaraeli public opinion are far ahead of their Government in this
regard. There has been a significant increase in pacticipation by Israeli
non-governmental organizations and individuals, including well-known personalities
from the mainstream of Israeli politics, in seminars and meetings of
non-governmental organizations organized by the Committee. The same can be said of
Jewish organizations in North America and Westsrn Europe. The theme “Two peoples,
two States® was meaningfully addressed in a panel discussion by two prominent
Palestinians and two Israelis at the Internationzl NGO Meeting held in Vienna under
the auspices of our Committees last August. The Israeli panelists pointed how the
destinies of Israelis and Palestiniane are inextricably intertwined and how
perceptions in Israel had begun to change. For example, a team of senior
researchers, including retired generals and academics, had prepared a study for the
Jaffe Institute of Strategic Studies at Tel Aviv University. Israel’s major
think-tank, in which sll options were compared and it was concluded that the
two-States solution was the best option from the perspective of Israel's
fundamental security and economic needs. It was also stated that the majority of
high-ranking officers in the Israeli Defence Force reserves believe that Israeli's
security is no longer dependent on holding the occupied territories ard that a
political solution is necessary. Many other sectors of Israeli public opinion are
maoving in this direction.

In the past year, joint activities between Palestinians, including PLO

representatives, and Isrzelis have multiplied. There have been "friendly visite"
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by Israelis, including Knesset members, to villages in the occupied territories, as
well as efforts by Israeli peace activists to break through sieges and cucfews in
order to bring support and assistance. Conferences at which politicians and
personalities from the two sides have come together to discuss their problems and
differences and to develop ways to socive them have been held in Jerusalem itself,
as well as in Prague, Paris, The Hague, Oxford and at Columbia University in

New York. Our Committee has been proud to ha able to contribute to this growing
dialogue through its programme of seminars and non-governmental organizations
m2etings and has been much enconraged by the commitment, seriousness of purpose and
enflinching determination of all participants to continue on this road.

The intensification of contacts between the two sides on so many different
levels, regardless of the unbending position still espoused by the Israeli
Government, clearly shows that an irreversible turning-point has been reached in
the history of this conflict and that a negotiating process is indeed possible, if
the Israeli authorities can finally muster the necesecary political will and abandon
their maximalist and exclusionary ideologies in favour of a peace with justice and
appropriate security guarantees for alil.

The report of the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the
Palestinian Pecple covering its work during the past year will be introduced by our
Rapporteur, Mbassador Borg Olivier of Malta, and I will therefore not dwell on it
in detail. I should like, however, to stress the main concerns and objectives of
the Committee in the implementation of the mandate given to it by the General
Assembly at ita forty~third session.

First and more urgently, the Committee has been distressed and alarmed at the

continued intensification by Iaraei, the occupying Power, of ite brutal repression
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in the occupied Palestinian tercitory, in particularly the increased tarqeting of
childron. Casualties have continued to mount, reaching a total of 782 Palestinians
xilled by the occupying forces tbw the end of October. Throuch my latters to the
Sacretary-General and the President of the Security Oouncil, and in =y statements
in the Sscurity Council and the General Rssembly, I have stressed, on behalf of the
Committee, the imperative necessity to obtair that Israel respect its obligations
as the occupying Power under the Fourth Geneva Convention as well as to prosote the
adoption of all appropriate measures for the protection of Palestinian civilians
under occupation and the provision of smergancy sasistance. Fagrattably, and
despite the valiant work of the United Nations Ralief and Wocks Agency for
Palestine Refugees in the Near Eact (UNRKA) and of many non-governmental
organizations and others in the field, the international community has not yet been
able to adopt the requirsd measures in this regard. Particularly diaturbirg, in
our view, is the fact that those High Contracting Parties to the Geneva Convention
wvhieh couid prevail upon Israel to abide by its provisions have thus far not used

their leverage as effectively as they could.
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However, protection and assistance, while urgently necessary, are not, of
course, ends in themselves. The ailitary occupation and all its tragic
conseguances have ben universally rejected as a violation of the fundamental
Principles of international relations. It must come to an end. The Security
Council, as the United Nations organ entrusted with the maintenance of
international peace and security, must initiate and oversee the prace process in
the region. In our opinion, the United Mations has now, more than ever before, the
duty and the responsibility to promote the establishment of peace and coexistence
tetween the Palestinian amd Ioraeli peoples. The Comnittee has accordingly
multiplied its efforts to encourage the convening of the International Peace
Conferenca on the Middle Eszst, in accordance with General Asaembly resolution
43/17¢. That Oonference remaina the wmost widely accepted framework for the
achievement of a comprehensive, just and lasting peace hased on recognition of the
rights and aspirations of all the parties. In thia regard, I should like to
express the Committee's appreciation to the Sacretary-Genersl of the United Mations
for his tireless efforts and to pledge once again our full co-operation and support
for his further endeavcurs to facilitate the convening of the Conference.

Finally, the Committee believes thea time has come for the United Nations to
address concretely the pregent and future soclo-economic needs of the Palestinian
People and to render all assistance necessary to promote the autonomous development
of the occupied Palestinian territory, in preparation for the attainment of
independence. The Committee accordingly has reiterated its call on the United
Mtions system, as well as on Governments and intergovernmental and
non-govecamental organizations, to sustain and increase their assistance, ‘1n close

co-operation with the PLO.
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The simple courage of the children of the intifadah, who are not afraid to
confront the soldiers® guns with their stones, has been an inspiration for all of
us. lat us not forget that it is ultimately for their sake, and for tha sake of
the Israeli children - 21l cur children - that we must not fail, so that they may

be able, finally, to enjoy the more peaceful and just world that is called for in
the Convention cn the Righte of the Child, adopted@ by the Genaral Assembly in

November.

The PRESIDENT: I call on the Rspporteur of the Committee on the Exercise

of the Inalienable Rights of the Pales:inian Pecple, who will introduce the
Committee's report in document A/44/35.

Mr. BORG OLIVIER (Malta), Rapportesur of the Committee on the Exercise of

the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian Peoples It is an horour amd a privilege
for me to present to the CGeneral Assembly the 1989 report {A/44/35) of the
Comnittee on the Exarcise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People.

In 1989, as in previous years, the Cosmittee diligently carried cut its
aandate on the basis of the resolutions adopted by the General Assembly. It
continued to keep under review the situation relating to the quesation cof Palestine
and to exert all efforts to promote the implementation of its recosmendations for
the exercise of the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people. It also
continued to give the highest nciority to the early convening of the International
Peace Confarence on the Middle East, in accordance with Generzl Assembly resolution
43/176.

In chapte: I of the report the Committee has stressed its concern at the grave

deterioration of the situation in the occupied Palestinian territory and the urgent
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need to take messures for the safety and protection of the Palestinian people and
to intensify efforts to promote a comprehansive, just and lasting aettlement of the
aueation of Palestine. The Committee haz also affirzed its support for the
intifadah, for the proclamation of a Palestinian State and for the Palestinian
peece initiative, and it has called on the Security Council toc take urgant action
towards the convening of the Internationsl Conference.

Chapters II and III, which are procedural, summarize the respective mandatee
of the Cosmittee, the Division for Palestinian Rights, and the Department of Public
Information, and they provide informaticn on the organizaticn of the Comajittees's
wor k.

The action taken by the Committee during 1969 is describad in chaptar 1V of
the repert. In section A.l, reviewing the situation, the Committee expresses its
alarm at the sericus deterioration of the situation in the occupied Palestinian
terzitory as a result of the increasing resort by Israel to armed force, in an
effort to suppress the popular intifadah, which began in early December 1987,
against the continued occupation and gradual annexation of the occupied Palestinian
territory, and against the Iasraeli policies and practices vioclating the rights of
the Palestinian people. The Committee has monitored the situation, on an ongoing
basis, through the media, through the reports of United Nations organs and
agencies, as well as of non-gaovernmental organizations, individual experts and
Governments, and through other sources. As the Chairman of the Committse
mantioned, from the baginning cf the intifadah until 31 Octoher the totsli number of
Palestinians shot to death by Israeli armed forced or killed by heatings, tear-gas

inhalation, or other ueans relatad to actiona by Israeli armed forces and Iaraeli
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settlers has reached 782. The Committee expresses alarm 2t what appeara to be the
deliberate targeting of children - at least 20 per cent of the fatalities, and a
staggering 46 per cent last MAugust. Moreover, thousands of Palestinians have bsen
wounded by Israeli soldiers.

In this section the Committee alsc takes note, with desp concern, of other
actions of tie Israeli authorities, such as mass arrests, the imposition of
administrative detention without charges or trial, deportations, and the banning of
popular organizations, in its efforts to eradicate the leadership of the intifadah.

Section A.2 (a) refers to the letters addressed by the Chairman of the
Conmittee to the Secretary-Ceneral and to the President of the Security Council
drawving attention to apacitic incidents of particular gravity. Since these letters
have bsen circulated as Gocuments of the General Asssably and of the Security
Council, they have not been summarized here, in order to make the report more

concise. Instead, all the documents symbols are ¢iven for easy veferenca.

In addition, the Cosmittee has followed clcsely the activitias of the Security
Council on matters relatad to the Committes's mandate, and participatzd in Council
debates as necessary, as reflectad in ssction A.2 (b).

The Security Council met, at the raguest of the Chairman of the Acab Group for
the month of June 1989, to consider the situation in the occupied Palesatinian
territory - in particular, the daportation of Palestinian civilians. On
6 July 1989 the Security Council, by 14 votes to none, with 1 abstantion, udopted

resolution 636 (1989).
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By that resolution, the Council, inter alia, deeply regretted the continuing
deportation by Israel, the occupying Power, of Palestinian civilians and called
upon Israel to ensure the safe and immediate return of those deported and to desist
forthwith from deporting any other Palestinian civilians.

On 29 Mugust 1989, at the request of the Chairman of the Group of Arab States,
the Security Council met again to consider the situation in the oeccupied
Palestinian territory and in particular the deportation of Palestinian civilians,
On 30 Auoust 1989 the Sacurity Qouncil adopted resclution 641 (1989) by 14 votes in
favour and with 1 abstention. By that resolution the Council deplored the
continued deportation by Israel, the occupyiny Power, of Palestinian civilians and
called upon Israel to ensure their safe and immediate return and tc desist from
deporting any other Palestinian civiiians. It reaffirmed that the Geneva
Convention relative to the Protecticn of Civilian Persons in Time of War, of
12 August 1949, was applicable to the Palestinian territory occupied by Israel
since 1967, including Jerusalenm.

The Council also held meetings in February, June and November 1989 to consider
the gsituation in the occupied Palestinian territory. 1In view of the negative vote
of a permanent member, however, the Council was unable to act on those occasions.

Section A.2 C covers action taken by the General Assembly. The Assembly
considered the question of Palestine from 13 to 15 December 1988 at the United
Nations Office in Geneva. On 13 December 1968 the Assembly heard a historic
statement by the Chairman of the Executive Committee of the Palestine Libt:ration
Organization (PLO). ©On 14 December 1988 the United States Government anncunced its
decision to open a substantive dialogue with the Palestine Liberation

Organization. This positive development was welcomed by all States participating
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in the delib>: ations of the General Assembly. The Asseably adopted five
resolutions on the question of Palestine - resclutions 43/175 A, B and C, 43/176
and 437177 - and in view of the importance of the item decided to retain it on the
agenda of ita forty-fourth session. In fact the Assembly resumed its consideration
of the question of Palestine on 18 April 1989. Resolution 43/233 was adoptad at
the resumed session. It called on the Security Council to provide measures of
protectica for the Palestinians under occupation.

As I have aiready mentioned, in 1989 the Cosmittee continued to give the
highest priority to promoting the convening of the proposed International Peace
Conference on the Middle East in accordance with General Assembly resolution
43/176. 1Its efforts in this regard are detailed in section A.3 ot chapter iV. The
Comaittee expresses appreciation for the support given by the international
community to the Conference and notes that the Secretary-General's efforts in this
regard have so far remained inconclusive.

The Cosmittee expresses the view that the coatinuation of the intifadah and
the intensification of repressive measures by Israel, the occupying Fower, have
created a critical situation which makes it imperative to advance towards a
comprehensive, just and lasting settlement of the aguestion of Ralestine, the core
of the Arab-Israeli conflict in the Middle East. At the same time, events during
the year have also created a new international momentum towards 2 negotiated
settlement under the auspices of the United Nations. The Committee has therefore
continued to streas the urgent need for the Security Council and the parties
directly concerned to seize thia opportunity to take positive action towards the

convening of the Conference.
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The rest of that section contains a list of internationsl conferences and
meetings at which the Committee was representad, because of their particular
relevance to its work, and a list of documents relating to action on the question
of Falestine taken by United Nations hodies, the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries
and intergovernmental organizations. The documents give an indication of the
intensity of international concern regarding the current situation and of support
for the Committee's recommendations to achieve a comprehensive, just and lasting
solution to the question of Palestine.

Section B.l, describes the activities organized by the Committec in its
continuing efforts to expand its contacts with non-governmental orgarizations and
to co-operate with them in their contribution towards heightening interpational
avareness of the facts relating to the guestion of Paleatine. Three regional
symposia for non-governmental organizations were held in Africa, North Ame:;‘.cs and
Europe, and also an international meeting of those organizstiocns was held in
Vienna. Two preparatory wmeetings were also held. The neetings were attended by a
larger nuaber of non-governmental crganizations than in previous years and they
included several from thg occupied territories and Iarael itself.

The Committee notes that the various declarations adopted at those mestings
supported the Palestinian peace initiative and the proclamation of the State of
Paleatina. They called upon the Covernaents bf the United States and Israel o
accept the Felastinian peace initiative and to agree to the convening of the
International Peace Conference on the Middle East, in accordance with resolution
43/176. 'The meetings also welcomed the opaning of & dialcgue between the United

~States and the Palestine Liberation Organization.
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As indicated in section B.2, seminars were heid in Africa and North America.
In the conclusions and recommendationa adopted at those seminars the participants
expressed their conviction that recent developments regarding the Arab-Israelil
conflict and its core, the question of Palestine, had created a new momentum for

bringing about a solution on the basis of United !htio:_\s resolutions and within its

framework and fully supported resolution 43/176 as a basis for the achievement of a
comprehensive peace. The United States was urged to continue its contacts with the
PIO and to broaden the political scope of the dialcgue.

Section B.3 contains information on the activities of the Division for
Palestinian Rights in the field of studies, research and the collection of
information, and on the commemoration of the International Day of Solidarity with
the Palestinian People.

Chapter V of the report details the activities of the Department of Public
Information, which has continved its information programme on the question of
Palestine with a view to furthering the world-wide dissemination of accurate and
comprehensive information on the guestion. The information programme includes
dissemination of press releases, publications and audio-visual material and the
organization of fact-finding news missions and regional and national encounters for
journalists.

The recommendations of the Committee, contained in chapter VI, were drafted
taking into acccunt developments since the last session of the General Assembly.
The chapter recapitulates the significant events of the past year ~ the second year
of the intifadah - in particular the proclamation of an independent Palestinian

State, the Palestinian peace initiative, and the growing deterioration of the

situation in the occupied territory. It stresses the moral duty of the Uni ted
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Nations and the international coamunity as a whole to redouble its efforts to bring
about a settlement and to ensure the safety and protection of the Palestinian
pecple under occupation. The Committee reaffirms its original recommendations,
which are annexed once again to the report, and calls on the Security Oouncil to
act upon them. It also reaffirms the validity of the Desclaration and Programme of
Action adopted by the International Conference on the Question of Palestine in 1983
and reiterates that the recognition, attainment and exercise of the inalienable
tights of the Palestinian people are indispensable conditions for the solution of
the question of Palestine, and that the evacuation of the occupied territory by

Israel i3 a conditio sine gua non for the exercise of those rights.

The Committee reaffirms the international consensus that the Palestine
Liberation Organization iz the sole and legitimate representative of the
Palestinian people and that its participation, on an egual focting, is
indispensable in any efforte and deliberations aimad at the achievement of Apeace.
It welcomes the Declaration of Independence of 15 November 1988, which is in
fulfiiment of General Assembly resolution 181 (II) of 29 November 1947, and it

coneiders that the Palestinian State shculd be accorded its rightful place within

the international community and the United Nations.
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The Committee also calls on Israel to reverse its position and to join in the
international consensus. The Committee calls on the Security Oouncil o take
positive action towards the convening of the International Peace Conference on the
Middle East on the basis of the framework and elements set out in General Assembly
resolution 43/176, of 15 December 1988, and reaffirms the principles for the
achievemant of a comprehensive peace contained in that resolution.

The Comnittee ‘also recomnends tc the General Assembly that it call once again
on the Security Oouscil, in particular the permanent members, to oconsider measures
needad to convene the Conference, including the establishment of a preparatory
comnittee, and to consider guarantees for security measures in accordance with
resolution 43/176. The General Assembly is alsoc called upon to renew the mandate
of the Secretary-General in this regard.

The Coamittee protests the intensification of repression by Israel in the
occupied Palestinian territory and calls for appropriate international action to
provide protection and relieve the suffering. It also calls for the provision of
necegsary assistance to promsote the autonomous development of the occupied
Palestinian territory in preparation for the attainment of independence.

The report of the Committee, the main elements of which I have just outlined,
covers the period since the last session of the General Assembly and has been
brought up to date as far as possible in order to enable the Assembly to have an
accurate picture of the current situation.

hs the Assembly knows, at the bedginning of the current session, in view of the
extreme urgency of developments in the occupied Palestinian territory, the agenda
item on the question of Palestine was briefly considered, at a time when the

Committee wags still completing consideration of its report to the forty~fourth
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seasion. On 5 October 1989 the Permanent Representative of Libya, on behalf of the
States members of the League of Arab States, requasted that special consideration
be given imsediately by the General Assembly to the situation in the occupied
Palastinian tercitory, in view of its gravity.

The Assembly considered the question the next day and adopted resolution 44/2
by an overwhelming majority of 140 votes to 2, with 6§ abstentions. By the
resolution, entitled "The uprising (intifadah) of the Paleatinian pecple®, the
General Assembly condemned the policies and practices of Israel, the occupying
Fower, which vioclate the human rights of the Palestinian people in the occupied
Palestinijan territory, including Jerusalem; demanded that Israel abide scrupulously
by the Genawva Convention relative to the Protection of Civilian Persone in Time of
War; callad upon all the High Contracting Perties to the Convention to ensure
respect by Israel, the occupying Power for the Convention, in all circumstances;
strongly deplored Israel's continuing discregard of the relevant decisions of the
Security Councily reaffirmed that the occupation by lzrael of the Palastinian and_
other Arad territories, including Jerusalem, since 1967, in no way changes their
legal status; requested the Security Council to examine the situation with urgency
with a view to eonsiiierinq measures n2eded to provide international protection to
the Palestinians under occupationy invited States, the United Nations and other
organizations and the mass media to continue and enhance their support for the
Palestinian people; and, £inally, reguestad the Secretary-General to examine the
present situation in the Palesatinian tercitory occupied since 1967, including
Jerusalem, by all means available to him and to submit pericdic reports thereon,

and the first such report as scon as possible.
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The PRESIDENT: I call on the Observer of Palestine, in accordance with

resolutions 3237 (XXIX), of 22 November 1374, and 43/177, of 15 December 1988.

Mr. KADDOUMI (Pzlestine) (intarpretation from Arabjc)s I wish to extend

to you once again, Sir, our sincere congratulations on your election to the
presidency of the forty-fourth session of the General Assembly. This is tastimony
to the confidence in your wisdom and your ability to conduct the business ol this
session with succesas.

I take this opportunity to express our appraciation of the important and
constructive role played by the United Nations and of the efforts of the
Secretary-General, Mr. Javier Peres de Cuellar, in dealing with international
iasues and disputes. The momentum that his efforts give to mankind ‘s progresa
towards peace is greatly appreciated.

The General Asseably has before it once again the question of Palestine, which
it has been considering for decades. The Palestinian intifadah is approaching its
thied year. It has brought new dimensions to the debate and to United Nations
efforts to bring about an early political settlement that satisfies the national
aspirations of the Palestinian people and leads to a just peace in the Middle East.

In his report of 22 November 1989, the Secretary-General states the following:

"the mesaage of the intifidah is direct and unequivocal, namely, that the

Israeli occupation ... will continue to be rejected, and that the Palestinian

people will remain committed to the exercise of their legitimate political

rights, including self-determination”. (A/44/737, para. 36)

The Palestinian intifadah has demonstrated the impossibility of parpetuating
the Tsraeli occupation and maintaining the status quo in the region. It has proved
that the Palestinian people are determined not to surrender their rights or
relinquish their national identity. The world has recognized this as a fact that

cannct be overlooked in the quest for peace in the region. The international
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community expressed this conviction in the resolution adeptad by consensus at the
forty-third session during its meetings in Geneva last December by weicoming as a

sound basis for a just political settlement the Balestinian peace initiative

approved by the Palestine National Oouncii.
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The Assembly's decision at this time last year to move the debate on the
question of Palestine from New York to Geneva was undoubtedly an event of graat
political significance as an expression of comprehensive international support for
the Palestinian position and as a response to the wishes of the international
community. The General Assesmbly also welcomed the declaration of the political
independence of Palestine.

The broad intsrnaticnal support for the Palestinian peace initiative is
clearly shown by the position of the European Community as set forth in the Madrid
Declarationy the Bucharest summit statement of the socialist cocuntries; the
statement of the latest suamit meeting of non-aligned countries in Belgrade; the
fundamental African and Islamic support; the full Arab endorsement of the
Casablanca sumsit initiative, and the positions taken by numarous friendly States,
such as China, Japan, Austria, the Scandinavian countries and othezs. That support
indicates the totai harmony between the substance of the Palestinian initiative and
the internaticnal poesition. Israel, on the other hand, continues to reject all
poaceful Palestinian and international efforts and persists in its oppressive and
terzorist policies against cur people in the occupied Palestinian territories; it
continues to tighten its iron fist against the struggle of ocur pecprle. The forces
of occupation use every possibie means of repression and oppressions the

demolition of hundreds of housesy the deportation of scores of citizensy and the

imprisonment of tens of thousands of people in gaols and detention camps, vhere
they are subjected to the most hrutal forms of torture. Israelil soldiers use live
amsunition and rubber and plastic bullets to kill hundreds of unarmed Palestinian
men, women and children.

Israell practices have been carried even further and include sacking houses

and shops & .4 stealing and confiscating their contents. M exanple is the town of ‘
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Beit Sahur, near the birthplace of Jesus Chriat, the messenger of peace and love.
There Isracl deliberately disrupted all aspects of life by the cloeure of schools,
institutions and universities; by imposing an overall economic blockade of the

. occupied territoriesy preventing the arrival of aid and supplies for besieged
villages and cities; imposing excessive fines, even on women and childrens
resteicting the movement of the Palestinian population; and refusing freedom of the
press and of culture. It even attacked hospitala and assaulted the wounded.

These Israeli practices constitute a desperate attempt to and the intifadah,
perpetuate the occupation and block the march towards peace. The United Nationa
and the world public have repeatedly condemned these racist practices, which call
to mind those of the Nazis against the Jews themselves, and the methods employed by
the apartheid régime in South Africa. None the less, the intifadah of our people
is continuing and Israel should undarstand that it will not be ablie to put it down
no matter what terrorist means and Fascist methods it may use, because our
Palestinian people are determined to pay the price of their freedom and
independence regardless of the magnitude of the sacrifices involved. Our people
will continua their just national struagle until victory.

Israel has shown through its own practices that it i{s a racist and aggregsive
entity. The fallacy of its claim that it is a democratic State has been expoged to
all. Therefore, it deserves the international condemnation and denunciation it has
received. Thias has reflected on the Israeli society, resulting in further political
and sccial contradictions and differences and causing numerous Israeli groups and
personalities to demand that the occupation be ended and that Iszrae)l sit at the
negotiating table with the Paleatine Liberaticn Organization (FLO). Several Jewish
groups throughout the world have joined in the campaign of condemnation and
denunciation. Moreover, the United States has sharply criticized the

collaboration between Iszrzel and South Africa in the military and nuclear fields.

N
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The world is witnessing a notable development in international relations - a
®moveaent towards détante, understarding, nuciear disarmament and the settlement of
regional disputes by peaceful means. This policy has had considerable success in
several areas of conflict. The door betwveen the countries of Western and Eastern
Europe has opened wide and pooples meet in love and peaace. 1Isracl alone continues
to fan the flames of war and to create through its policies and practices the most
dangerous hotbed of tension and aggresaion in the world. This situation shall not
continue, no matter how long the United States continues itz alli-out biased support
of Israel. The world is @oving towards a future in which the existence of racist
tégimes and military domination, as in Israel and South Africa, will not be
acceptable. Such régimes will alwoys be a source of concern and tension in the
worlds hence the need to tighten the siege of those régimes. The United Nations is
Called upon to take practical steps and urgent measures to ensure the protection of
oppressed peoples and help them rid to themaselves of foreign occupation and racist
division and to achieve freedom and independence.

The United States of America has declarsd that it would be willing to start a
dialogue with the PLO. In fact, the dialogue started last Januvary. We were
sincere in our efforts to £ind an acceptable formula for a political settlement.
We hoped that the United States would develop its position in order to give
norentum to the march towards peace. But the United States waz marking time, It
continued to introduce secondary and procedural matters, as well as other matters
of an extraneous nature, avoiding the discussion of the esgence and substance of
the required poiitical settlement. It even went so far as to adopt the Israeli
proposals for elections in the occupied Palestinian territories, as put forward by
Shamir during his vigit to the United States last Kay.*

S —————T——

° Mr. Abdoun (Sudan), Vice-President, took the Chair.
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The United States came to us to discuss those proposals, although they were
not formally presented to us, as though the issue was one of democracy to be
resolved by elections rather than one, first and foremost, of ending the Israeli
eccupation. The objective of those Israeli proposals is to hold pro- forma
elections that would legitimize the occupation as a first step towards the ultimate -
annexation of the Palestinian territories. Another aim of those proposals is to
divide the Pelestinian people into those inside and those ocutzide the PFalestinian
territories, so 2a3 to circumvent its right to self-determination and to isolate the
PLO, its sole and legitimate representative.

Sisterly Byypt has attempted to give momentum to the peace process. It
addressed 10 questions to israel regarding the nature of the elections a2nd the
steps that were to follow them. Israel rejected those questions and refused to
ansver them. Another development followed. The United States Secretary of State,
Mcr. James Baker, introduced his five points on prccedural issues alone, without
touching upon the substantive issues concerning the comprehensive settlement, ita
conditions and successive stages,

Yet the Israeli position was intransigent and negative, as can be aeen clearly
in the letter addressed to the Secretary-General of the United Natf:ions from
Minister Moshe Arens, in which Israel insisted that the dialogue be limited to cne
item - the elections as set forth in the Shamir plan ~ and that Israel should take
part in the selection of the mesbers of the Palestinian delegation. 1lsrael also
re jected internaticnal auspices, the principle of land for peacsz; and any role for
the PLO in the dialogue or the negotiaticns.

We in the PLO accept a preliminary Palestinian-Israeli dialcgue, provided that
each party nominates the members of its own delegatian without interference from
any other sidesy that the agenda of the dialogue he open; that the dialogue be held

under the auspices of the five permanent members of the Sacurity Councils and that
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the dialogue be a Preparatory step towards cenvening the envisaged international
conference.

I should like to draw attention to the facts set forth in the
Secretary-~Genoral's report on the Middle Esste

“I fully share the concern of the Schzitir Council vhich, while taking note of

the positive steps and initiatives undertaken in the past year, remains

Preoccupied by the continuing lack of progrees in achiewing peace in the

Middle East and by the increasingly serious situation in the occupied

territories. Moreover, I am desply worried by the fact that time is passing

and that opportunities that have emerged in the past 12 months might elip

away”, (A/44/731, para. 7)

There is no doubt that Israel. should bear total responsibil ity for the
cbstacles to the peace efforts. The United States shares that responsibility in
view of its support for the intransigent Israeli position. The international
community is therefore called upcn to take z firm stand in order not to lose the
existing peace pProspects and to avoid returning the Middle East region to the brink
of violence and war.

We in the PLO are not opposed to holding free and democratic elections outside
of the Israeli occupation apd wider intermational supervision 28 a step towards a
comprehensive political settlesent. On the basis of that understanding, we
welcowmed the principles and steps approved by the United Nations for the resolution
of the Namibian question. The International Peace Conferarce on the Middle Esst is
the appropriate framework in which to hold the negotiations necessary to working
out a Just settlement, provided that the Conference is attended by the five
permanent members of the Security Council, together with the parties to the
conflict, including Israel and the PLO as the sole, legitimate representative of

the Palestin ;an people,
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President Bush stated that achieving peace in the Middle Bast requires an end
to the Israeli occupation of the occupied territories. Furthermore, the Secretary
of State, Mr. Baker, ~alled on Israel to abandon its dream of Greater Israel and
allow the Palestinian people to exercise its legitimate political rights.

Mr. Shultz said the same thing. We believe that the United States can play a

positive and effective role in reaching a peaceful solution, but that would require

the translation of its ideas into actual policy and real, concrete measures.

We said that an international consensus had baen achieved in General Assembly
resolution 42/176, which contained the basis 2nd principles for a just solution to
the Arab-Israeli conflict. The General Assembly at itse last session welcomed the
declaration of the State of Palestine and the Palestinian peace initiative adopted
by the Palestine National Councili. Recognition of the State of Palestine was
firnly established as a result of the exchange of diplomatic representaticn with
over 80 States Members of the United Nations. We therefore believe that it is time
for the CGeneral 2Zssembly to take further steps to confirm that recognition and to
accord the State of Palestine its normal status as an observer in the General

Assembly.
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In this regard I should like. to express our appreciation of the excellent work
done by the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian
People and of the important recommendations centained in the report of that
Comni ttee.

The United Nations and its specialized agencies, particularly the United
Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestire Refugees in the Near East (UNRRA) ;

have given great support to efforte to alleviate the suffering of our pecple in

these @ifficult circumstances. We believe that the United Hations should continue
its efforts to provide adequate means of protection for the Palestinian peodle
under occupation, in accordance with its Charter and resolutions and with
international conventions relating to the protection of human rights and freedoms.
This requires that the Security Council £ind effective practical means of deterring
Israsl and preventing it from pursuing its cppressive, terrorist policies against
the Salestinian people. The Council should impcse sanctions against Ierael for its
violation of the United Naticnas Charter and the threat it poses % international
peace and sscurity.

The primary prerequisite for peace in the Middle East region is the ending of
the Israeli occupation of the Palestinian and Arab territories and action to enable
the Palestinian pecple to exercise their inalienable rights. WVe therefore place
our hope in the United Nations and its role in the achievement of peace. At the
same time, we shall continue by all legitimate means our national struggle to end
the occupation and enable our pecple to exercise sovereignty over the land of our
independent State. Our search for a just peace will not cease, but we shall not
compromise and we shall not surrender our fnalienable national rights established

by international law.
It gives me pleasure to asalute and express our appreciation to all those who

have supported our pecple in their just struggle. We salute His Holiness the Fope,
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who made a resounding call for freedom for the Palestinian people. We also salute
all those among the States of Burope, Africa, Asia and Latin America that have
supported our struggle,

I take this opportunity to extend our heartfelt congratulations to our
brothers and sisters in Namibia as they stand at the threshold of their great
independence.

I should like to assure the General Assenmbly that we have dedicated ourselves
to the service of the cause of peace and freedom not just in Palestine but in the
whole world. We bezlieve in the peaceful coexistence of peoples, without hegemony
and domination. In spite of the long suffering of our peaple we shall be true to
these principles and loyal to the cause of peace not only for our people but for
all psoples in cur region and throughout the world.

I had intended to end my statement here had it not been for the American
statement.

(spoke in English)

The day before yesterday the United States announced that it would cut its
financial contribution to the United Nations if the General Assembly voted for the
Palestinian draft resolution on defining the designation of Palestine -
unfortunately. The United States is trying toc exert undue pressure on the United
Nations and its Members.

We are not asking for full membership. All we are asking for is a precise
designation of Palestine. The United States claims to uphold democracy and free
choice but, besides denying the Palestinian people that right, it now seeks to deny
it to the Members of the United Nations. It tries to impose on &nd dictate to the
United Nations. It is up to the United Nations to prove its integrity. I have

full confidence in this body's voting with free will on this issue,
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Mr. SALAH (Jordan) (interpretation from Arabic): The climate of détente
between East and West has given rise to a spirit of optimism about the possibility
of bringing about genuine understanding among the peoples of the planet. Thia
positive situation has been atfirmed by leaders and fepreaentatives of Stateas and
by many strategista. From this rostrum only a few weeks ago many Heads of State
and Ministers expressed their optimism about thia new climae of underatanding
before their colleagues in the Assembly and all the peoples of the earth. They
declared their determination to work as one to confront aggression and to address
the injustice, conflicts and suffering faced by numerous peoples, in particular
those under foreign occupation. Statements brimming with hope and confidence about
peace, together with solemn commitments to eradicate agqression, certainly arcuse
the emotions of all those that yearn for security and coexistence.

Expectations have been fulfilled in many parts of the world. A few days ago
we saw the notoricus Berlin Wall come down, and there is now talk of the
unification of the German people in a single State - somethiné that woul@ have been
unthinkable a few months ago.

Like othars, we, the Arabs, felt a flicker of hope when we heard the confident
tone of the repeated undertaking to preserve and enshrine that new spirit in
relations among nations and peoples, so that we almost forgot our bleeding wounds.
For a moment we thought that there was a definite intention and de terminaticn to
overcome the various obstacles that continue to block the proceas of peace in many
regions, foremost among which is the Middle East. We actually believed that
conflicting wills would be reconciled in such a way as to end the sufferings of the
Palestinian people in the occupied West Bank and the Gaza Strip. For a moment we
thought it impossible for the world to move in the direction of peace and
enderstanding and the Middle East region and the Palestinian problem to move in the

oppogite direction.




PEB /ow A/44/PV. 67
39-40

{Mr. Salah, Jordan)

Seeing the German people come together acroes the Berlin Wall and other
peoples throng fresly to the pallot boxes to decide their future, the Palestinian
people must have had a vivid example of the meaning of détente. The Palestinians
must have had reason to hope that the nightmare of occupation and their dispersal
would end, enabling them to be reunited in the land of their ancestors.

Although our bitter exparience of Israel leads us to expect the opposite of
what we long for and what the world awaits, we agreed to entertain some hope 8o as

not to be ac¢cused of pessimiam and thiie lose a valuable opportunity.
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We did rot have to wait long. As expected, Israel showed that it will not
allow this new spirit of understanding to reach Palestine and its surroundings.
Bvents in the occupied Arab territories, Israel's posture vis~ad-vis the Palestinian
uprising and all that has ensued from that atance have demonstrated what we have
known to be true since the beginning of the Palestinian problem, namely: that
Israel's intention is to live at the expense of the Paleatinians and not to coexist
with them, and that its policy is based cn denial and rejection and not on
favourable response and recognition.

Therefore, its practices and measures against the Palestinians have bheen an
archetypal example of all that a foreign occupier can do when the occupier is bhent
on settlement and expansion. The same can be said of Iarael's response to every
peace effort cr initiative by any party, even its closest friends.

In pursuance of that policy, Israel has exploited the new détente to
consolidate further the status quo, entrench its occupation of the Arab territories
and proceed towards their annexation, once having, if possible, broken the will of
the Palestinian people. The most telling example of this ie Israel's frantic
démarches with the two super-Fowers, to ensure an influx of Jewish immigrants to
expand the settlement of the West Bank and the Gaza Strip. Wwith this in view,
Israel has inteneified ite repressive measures and thus forced the General Assembly
on 6 October 1989 - in the midst of an atmosphere of hope and optimism - to
interrupt its general debate in order to address the brutal repression and
tyrannical high-handedness of the Israelis in dealing with the Palestinians. It is
now a fact of 1ife, however, that any censure of Israel by the General Assembly and
every call urging Israel to mend its ways and change ita policies fall on deaf ears
in Tel Aviv., A few weeks later, the Security Council mat to discuss the selfsame

Israeli illegal acts and brutal measures. In both cases there was interna tional
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consensus on the necessity to conldlemn Israel’s pclicies and call for an end to its
continued occupation of the Arab territories. Only one major Power, however,
dissentad and, by means of its né;ative vote, prevented the Council from adopting a
resolution condemning thoase practices. This Israeli conduct is a destabilizing
factor that undersines the process of détente and puts its very future in

question. Israel's friends seem to be obliged to put it above the law and to
resort to a selective approach in protecting it from censure and sanction.
Meanwhile Israel's leaders like to interpret this forbearance as implicit support
for its extreamism and intransigence.

I éo not exaggerate when I say that the Palestinians 2s a people live in
hell. §Since the beginning of ita occupation of the West Bank and the Gaza Steip in
June 1967, Ierael has killed tens of thousands of Palestinians and arrested,
imprisoned and expelled hundreds of thousands zfter subjecting them to the most
atrocioua forms of torture and abuse in its prisons and concentration camps.

The fact is that we witness every day more acts of repression, injustice and
brutality against the Palestinians. With cvery new day, new atrocities are added
to the overflowing cup of the Paleatinians. As a result, with 80 many injuries and
injustices, and such a huge number of individusls newly detained and eaxpelled from
one day to the other, the constant detericration of the situation and the
escalation of Israeli activities, we have neither the space nor the time to recalii
all that Israel has done in the recent past. Thuz the enornity of Isreel'’s current
actions overshadow its atrocities of yesterday. It may shock represcntatives to
learn that there is not a single clause of the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights that has not been violated in the most flagrant manner by Israel in the
occupied territories. More alarming, however, is the fact that there is not a

single Palestinian whose life and future have not been put in jeopardy by Israel's
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policy of driving the Palestinian people to lose hope of ever being able to
exercise thair legitimate human and national rights and thus facing them with a
bitter Hobson's choice of emigration or subjugation. The horrible nature of the
occupation has even aroded the fabric of the occupiers® society itself, to the
extent that Iaraeli voices have begun to be raised in warning against the effect
the occupation is having on the Israelis themselves.

Time does not perait me to gpcak in detail of Israel's brutal practices
against the Palestinians, which include the killing of civilians, destruction of
the syster of education and economic pillage, as has been happening for weeks in
the town of Beit Sahur. However, I must emphasize the hcrrendous nature of the
crimes being committed by Israel againat the unarmed Pelestinian civilians.
Palestinian children have been chosen as a special target for Iasrael's brutal drive
to crush the Paleatinian intifadah. Israel's practices against the civilians
wounded zt the hands of its forces and against hospitals have not b2en less brutal
than the treatment it metes out to Palestinian children. Its army makes a practice
of preventina ambulances and medical teams from entering the sites of carnage in
towns, villages and refugee camps to evacuate the wounded.

As one researcher has noted, tha brutality of the methods of the occupying
army “shows that those actions are not 1ndividua}1 acts but part and parcel of a
systematic campaign of extermination that is being waged under orders from the
coamanders of the Israeli army”.

®With the same degree of malice and determination to kill Paiestinians and
destroy the Palestinian as a human being, Israel also seeks to fragment Palestinian
society, obliterate the Palestinian identity and destroy the econciy of the

occupied territories by using those territories as a market for its goods and
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products and as a source of cheap labour, thus creating a dependent aconomy. The
balance-of-trade deficit between Israel and the territories, in 1988, has been in
excess of hslf a billion dollacs.

Israei's author!ties'- and Israeli settlers supported by those authorities -
4o not hesitate to desecrate places of worship, viclate the sanctity of Holy Places
and interfere with the conduct by believers of religious ceremonies.

Berides destroyiny the individual an? annihilating Palestinian scciety and
economy, Israel, through its practices, works for another political objective that
comaplements its prog}:am. namely, demcnstrating to the Falestinians, and the world
at large, that it is pointless to oppose any action by the occupying authority and
prove to all and sundry that it is futile not to acquiesce in Te)l Aviv's wishes and
that the right and reasonable thing is to surrender and obey. Israel has waged
effective propaganda compaigns to drum in this concept and, at the same time,

promote the myth that the Arabs yeject peaca.
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It is a well-known fact that Israel, in furthering its expansionist and
aggressive political goals, does not depend only on its massive military
capability, which is supported from abroad but also on an extensive and effective
propaganda machine which combines the clout and expertise of countless Zionist and
J«dsh organizations the world over.

It has been the atrategy of this propaganda machine to disinform the world and
persuade world public opinion that Israel's disgraceful ané brut2l acts are but a
reluctant reaction to "Arab rejection™ and not what they are in reality: the
inevitable and logical outcome of Israel's policice of aggressicn that are based on
rejection »nd denisi. BAnyone who wishes to underatand Israel's practices against
the Palestinian people must carefully examine Israel's true objectives armi policies
vis-3d-vis that people.

The quintessence of that policy is the absolute denial of the existence of the
Palestini-" people and, conseguently, the denial of its human and political rights.

From the very beginning of the Zionist enterprise, the 2iocnist movement has
consistently denied the existence of the Palestinian people and acted on the
premise that Palestine was "a land without a people®. From that, it moved on to
iaplemeat its settlee-cclonialist design by building settlements in the context of
a totalitarian process of encirciement and exploitation of labour, preduction and
culture. It has denied the Palestinians the right to work in their own land.

Hence the first practical translation of that policy inte concrete reality has
taken the shape of barefaced exploitation and naked cacisa.

The other face of the coin of denying the very existence of the Palastinian
people has been the Judaization of Palestine by changing the Arsb identity as well
as the demographic character of the territczy. In translating this policy into
reality, Isrzel's leaders have resorted to deportation, erpulaion and all the other

docunentad practices of which the Assesbly is well aware.
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Meanwhile, the Jewish propaganda machine went into full swing and portrayed
the role of the Zionist mcvement in Paleatine as a lofty endeavour to ®bring
civilization™ to that “backward™ part of the world and bring the blessings of
social justice, economic development and prosperity to the whole region and its
inhabitants. At the same time, Jewish real-eatate agencies were busy aecaquiring
Arab land by every devious means at hand, including extortion, fraud and any other
illegal mathod.

Ag a case in point, the Israeli occupation of the West Bank and the Gaza Strip
was being portrayed, before the cutbreak of the intifadah, as an "enlightened and
open-minded® occupation while in reality Israel was gquilty of the most repugnant
forms of exploitation and the moat illegal acts of brutality. It now tries to
describe its repressive measures against Palestinian civilians as a mattar of
necessity and not of choice, and claime that they are being carried ocut with the
utmost degree of self-restraint. We all know, however, that Israel does whatever
it is doing by choice and that it iz dealing with the aituation vengefully,
arbitrarily and without justification.

One of the most notable examples of the policy of denial that has been pursced
by Israel is its denial of the right of return to those Palestinian refugees who
vere driven from their homes in 1948 and to the displaced Arabs who were forced to
leave their homes in 1967, as well as its denial of the right of self~-determination
to the Palestinian people and its refusal to recognize the Palestine Liberation
Organization.

The Israeli propaganda machine had tried, at the beginning, to portray the
iegitimate Arab resiatance to those policiess as the work of a small handful of
elites and feudal landowners who were seeking influence and power. When the

Palestinjan resistance movement first emerged in the early 19603, Israel described
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it as a plot hatched by a group of terrzorists. It novw tries to portray the

intifadah as the work of a few extremist fundamentalists. As for the Intecrnational

Conferance, Israel, vigerously opposes it on a number of grounds. In the i:aat, one
of the most notable Israeli pretexts wag that such a conference would lead to an
expansion of Soviet infiluence in the Middle East and give the Soviets a say in the
peace process. However, now that this argument has probably lost its credibility
and there no longer seems tc be any reasonable basis for any such pretext, Shamirv
has had to admit openly that Israel refuses to attend such a conference because its
outcome will be Israel's withdcawal from the occupied Arab territocies.

The core issue Of the question of Palestine is Israel‘'s refusal to recognize
the Palestinian people'e right to seif-datermination in the land of its
forefatheras: Palestine, 1Israel is therefore constantly seeking other sources of
Arab hostility towards it to justify the policy of rejection which it pursues
vis-3~vis the Palestinians. In addition, since Israel's leaders d not want to
acknowledge the reaction among Palestinians and Arabs in general caused by Israel's
policies and practices, they are always searching for other reasons by which to
explain the natural Arab reaction to the policy of denial and repression pursued by
Israel.

As part of their attempt to establish & reality for Israel, Israsel's leaders
have atriven to deny the reality of the Palestinian people. They have also striven
to create a number of myths and false concepts about Palestinians ané Arabs while
attempting to transform other myths about Israel into facts. "A saying suggests
itself heres in times of war and destruction, truth is always the firat casualty.
Since Israel fearas the truth, namely, the fact of the exigtence of the Palestinian
people and Arab moderation, it is natural that we should see it doing its utmost to
perpetuate a situation of imending violence and destruction go that it may bz able

to continue its denial of such a fact.
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It is by now clear that the Palestinian people has nct fallen victim to the
policy which was designed to drive it to despair. Its will has not been broken by
Israel*s brutal practices. Driven by a natural yezening for freador and impelled
by the justice of its cause and the legitimacy of ita struggle, it has risen in its
noble intifsdah which has continuved since Decewmber 1987.

From the cutset the leaders of the intifadah have called for coexistence and
understanding on the basie of mutual recognition between Israel and the Palestinian
people. The intifadah has been a paaceful protest movement designed to highlight
the true nature of Ierael’s inhuman practices while calling for national
liberation. Thus, the intifadah has destroyed the myth of the "beneficial and

enlightened” occupation and given the lie to the myth of the Arab rejection of

peace. It has demonstrated the vitality of the Palestinisn people and that its
existence is a fact that cannot be hidden or disputed. It has shown that it is not
possible to continua the occupation or return to the status quo _ante.

The intifadah has also demonstrated that a political option is the only one
open to all par:ies. Just as it has given new momentum tc the Pzlestinian pecple's
legitimate aspirations, the intifadah has ushered in a new Palestinian cealism in
the shape of the uprising‘'s peace programme and the subsequent initiatives by the
Palestine Liberation Organization, chief among which was Chairman Arafat's aove at
the end of last year to recognize Isrzel, to renounce terrorism and to accept
Security Council resolution 242 (1967}, thus tultnling.the condi tione required for
the initliation of the peace process. Jordan's decision to sever its legal and
adainistrative ties with the West Bank had paved the way for such a development.
The peaceful stance of the Palestine Liberation Organization has baen complemented

by unanimous Arab support. But how did Israel respond to sll this?
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The Israeli ;uthorities have persisted in their policy of denial and
rejection. The most outstanding example of this is their refusal to engage in
dialogue with representatives of the Paleatinian people before crushing the
intifadah and their determination to eliminate peaceful Palestinian resistance by
military means. Shamir doee not want to talk to the leaders of the intifadah
because, as he puts it, they would come toc the negotiating table a3 victors. BHe
has also ignored the peace initiatives by the Pslestine Liberation Organization
(PLO). 1In the past, he and other Israeli officials paid no attention to Arab and
Palestinian calls for peace on the grounds that the Palestinians in the occupied
territories were weak and acquiesced in the occupation. Thus, Israel does not
accept to negotiate when there is resistance and does not see any reason to
negotiate when the situation is calm.

This brief review of the realitiec of the Palestinian problem leads me to a
number of conclusions, which I wish to put before the Asserbly

First, Israel has no wish to deal positively with the political, diplomatic
and human aspects of the question of Palestine. Ite posture vis-a-vis the
Palestinians has been based on rejection and denial from the very beginning of the
conflict in Palestine. The Israeli Government's four "No's" - no to the
international conference, no to dialogue with the PLO, no to the Palestinian
people's right to self-determination and no to the eXchange of land for peace - aze
ample proof of this rejection and denial.

Sone may be taken in by Shamir's so-callad proposed election in the West Bank
and the Gaza Strip. However, the reasons which inpelled Shamir to declare hie
acceptance of the idea of elections and the conditions which Israel has imposed
show the initiative for what it iss a futile exercise. The idea was originally

forced upon Shamir. Later, he began to make use of it as a means .of aborting the
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lnutadah. sowing division in the Palestinian ranks and perpetuating the Isvaeli
occupation of the West Bank and the Gaza Strip. There has been talk for six months
now of an Aserican plan or proposals to crystallize Egyptian proposals which aim at
implementing Shamir’s plan for the election which he himself i3 trying so hard to
abort.

Thus, Israel has lured varicua partiea into discussions aﬁd procedural
srqumants in the hope of agreeing on other procedural steps which may in turn lead
to initiating discussions on a plan for the election which Shamir has stripped of
any sense or content through the conditions he has imposed.

Nevertheless, attempts to appease the Israeli Prime Minister and collaborate
vith him continue, on the assumption that to win accaptance from Shamir znd the
other hard-liners in his party is the only feasiblie and reasonable approach.
Meanwhile, Shamir is seeking to wreck the very initiative he proposed under
Pressure last May. I think everyone is now aware that what Shamir wants to do is
to make a lot of noise and create an illusion of movement, rather than make any
real progress.towards a solution to the Palestinian problem. This is the view of
many observers. It was voiced most recently by the well-known commentator
Anthony Lewis, whc wrotes

(spoke_in English)
*After rejecting the Mubarak invitation, Mr. Shamir said there could
still be other ideas to follow up. But such talk is a familiar tactic. It is
designed to create an illusion of hope that covers the reality of Mr. Shamir's

determination to do nothing.® (The New: York Times; 8 Octcher 1989, sect. 4,

2. 21) 4




EBF/14 A/44/PV.67
53

{(Mr. Salah, Jordan)

(continued in Arabice)

Secondly, it is not possible for the Israeli occupation to continue, nor is it
admissible for the present situation to continue or for there to be a return to the

status guo-ante. Everyone must be aware of the fact that the political option is

the only possible option for resolving the conflict between the Israelis and the
Falestinians. While the existence of Israel is considered a fact, it must be
recognized that the existence of the Palestinian people is also a fact. Whether
there is to be war or peace is in the hands of both partiess the Israelis and the
palestinians. Israel wrongly believes that it has the option of war and that,
consequently, it has a monopoly on the right to act as it wishes. Forty years of
suffering have shown that a political settlement cannot be achieved through the
acquisition by either party of a single options war may bring victory but it does
not bring peace. The peaceful uprising, the intifadah, has shown that the option
of war is not a monopoly of Israel's and that the Palestinians have the option of
peace. Both parties must therefore work together to ensure the exercise of the
option that is open to both, namely, the peaceful settlement for which the
Palestinians and the Arabs have opted.

Thirdly, there is an international consensus that such a settlement can be
achieved only through the exchange of the occupied Arab territories for the
gsecurity and recogniticn of both parties. Naturally, this would culminate in
respect for the Palestinian people‘'s national rights, first and foremost among
which is the right to self-determination om its native soil in Palestine. The
appropriate framework for the conclusion of such a settlement would be an
international conference that should be convened under the auspices of the United
Mations and attended by all the parties concerned, including the PLO, the 8ole,

legitimate representative of the Palestinian people.
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There are essential moral and political reasons why such an international
gathering should take place.

Preparations sust be made for the conference and the necessary international
guarantees aust be provided through the Security Council. It is therefore
appropriate, and even essential, that the Security Council, in response to the

deteriorating situation in the occupied Arab territories, should discuss ways of

bringing about the comprehensive peace gettlement whose basis the Council laid down
more than 20 years ago, when it adopted resolution 242 (1967), and emphasized its
international contexé aome six years later with resolution 338 (1973). Each of
these two resolutions was adopted after an Arab-Iaraeli war which almost led to a
confrontation between the two super-Powers, quite apart from the tribulations and
losans which these two wars c&used in the region and elsewhere.

It might be appropriate for the Security Council to reaffirm itas adherence to
its two above-mentioned resolutions aa has been proposed by the Secretary-General
in his report in document A/44/737 of 22 November 1989, with a view to bring about
their implementation.

Fourthly, the situation in the occupied Arab territories provides ue with an
opportunity to test on the ground both the new tendency to solve chronic regional
conflicts and the call to increase the effectiveness of ﬁhe United Nations. This
call has been translated into reality by the new joint step taken by the United.
States and the Soviet Union to adopt General Assembly resolution 44/23 of
17 November 1989, on the maintenance of international peace and security and

strengthening the role of the United Wations.
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This is a step we all welcome, just as we welcome the new détente. It is our
earnest wish that our hopes today will not evaporate, and that we shall not see the
United Nations unable to adopt a decisive and earnest position in respect of the
developments in the occupied West Bank and Gaza Strip under the influence of a
biased attitude, limited interests or short-sightedness.

In conclusion, I must stress that the choice is not between moving forward
towards a just peace or perpetuating the occupation. The movement forward and
consequently the attainment of peace are inevitable. The choice is whether this
should take place peacefully and in accordance with our collective wishes, or in
the wake of an upheaval or convulsion as has happened in the past. Shamir cannot
maintain the occupation indefinitely or prevent the advent of peace. However, he
can either cause a cataatrophe in the region or prevent it. It is here that the
role of his friends and those with good intentions assumes great importance,
because they can persuade him to avoid the first alternative and see the benefits
of the second. We trust in the far-sightedness and faith in peace of members of
the Security Council, as well as in the momentum of the new détente between the two
super-rfowers.

Mr. ABULHASAN (Kuwait) (interpretation from Arabic)s "I take pleasure in

addressing the Assembly on behalf of the Arab Group in the United Nations, which I
have the honcur to chair this month.

There is no doubt that the question of Palestine, which is being considered at
present, is the Arab Group's most important concern. It is a auestion that has a
direct impact on the destiny of the Arab couﬁtzies and is a matter of national
commitment. The parties to this issue are the Arab people of Palestine in the
first instance, whese historical existence in and legitimate right to the land of

palestine, the cradle of many civilizations and religions is beyond question, and
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Israel, the State that was implanted in the region and whose very existence is
based on a settler-expansionist ethos that knows no bounds in its dependence on
naked force and contempt for every right, law and convention.

The General Assembly's yearly consideration of the question of Palestine has
become a test not only of the political will of the international community but
also of the very credibility of the United Nations and the effectiveness of its
resolutions.

The international community's political will to deal with the question of
Palestine and solve it has intensified. That pclitical will has been manifested in
various shapes and forms. Pivotal to all such manifestations has been the
awareness of the fact that the Palestinian people, like aﬁy other people in the
world,; has the right to the unshackled exercise of self-determination, as a stage
that should lead to the establishment of an indeprendent state, with holy Jerusalem
as its capital, and the return of the refugees to their homes.

Only Israel, the occupying Power which pursues an expansionist policy, and the
United States, the Power that makes it possible for Israel to pursue such a policy
and nurtures its greed and penchant for aggression, are acting contrary to the
position taken by the family of nations.

The test of the United Nation's credibility and the effectiveness of its
regsolutions has shown that that political will of the international community has
been unable to compel Israel to respond to those resolutions. That is why the
Palestinian people which has enfured occupation in the West Bank and Gaza, was
compelled to shoulder its national responsibilities. 1In doing so, it rose by means
of the intifadah, which is now in ite third year, to the challenge that the General
Agsembly has faced year after year. The intifadah is spreading and intensifying.
Its ranks have attracted the sons of the Palestinian pecple inside and outside the

occupied Arab territories. The secret of the strength and effectiveneas of the
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intifadah is that its fountainhead is the very humanness of the Palestinian people
and the inalienable right to life and survival that is the birthright of every
other people in the world. The weapon of the intifadah is the very human
attachment of man to his land and the resolve and faith that that attachnent to the
land entails.

Concomi ttantly with the intifadah, the Palestine Liberaticn Organization rose
to the challenge wit&_\ an active and positive political move that took the form of
resolutions adopted by the Palestine National Council in Wovember 1988 and the
proclamation of the establishment of an independent Palestinian state.
Subsequently, the General Assembly adopted its resclution 43/177 relating to the
recognition of the proclamation of the State of Palestine.

The intifadah has pushed the cause of the Palestinian pecple to the forefront
of golitical concerns. This has resulted from the brutal wey in which Israel, the
cccupying Power, has dealt with the intifadah, and Israel's obwious intent to
exterminate the Palestinian people and thus rid itself of that people‘s strivings
after its aapirations. For instance, the annual report of the Special Committee to
Investigate Iszacii Practices Affecting the Human Rights of the Ropulation of the
Occupied Territories shows that the level of Israeli violence and repression
against the Palestinians iz escalating and that Israel persists in practiaing its
policy of annexation which it implementa through the building of settlemants, the
confiscation of PFalestinian lands and properties, the implanting of Israeli
settlers and expulsion of Pslestinians from their homeland by every possible
means. That report stresses in ita conclusions the fact that the facaell
authqrities are trampling undarfoot the fundamental freafoas af the Palestinian
citizens of the occupied territories by repeatedly imposing curfows and seriously
hanpering education through the closing Gown of schools, univérsities and even

gindergartens.

L = 3
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The horror of the Israeli practices in the occupied territoriea has prompted
Amnesty International, whose influence on public opinion and official circles is
well known, to advocate the establishment of an independent commission to
investigate the serious events that have been caused by the Israeli practices in
the occupied territories. We are all the more surprised to see that a force exists
that can resort to such harbarous practices towards the end of the twentieth
century, at a time vhen there has been an opening of vist}aa, a strengthening of
freedoms, détente, and religious and ethnic tolerance. We are all the more
astonished when such inhuman practices are extended to sacred values, to places of
worship and holy books, which are deasecrated by Israeli soldiers, thereby violating
their sacred nature.

This odious and provocative situation led the acting President of the
Organization of the Islamic Conference, the Bair of Ruweit, Sheikh Jaber Al-Ahmed
Al-Jaber Al Sabah, to issve a declaration in which he vigorously condemned guch
practices, in particular the attempts by 2ionist settlers, with the support of the
Israeli authorities, to demolish al Al-Aasa mosque and lay the first stone for the
construction of their temple. The Group of Arab States in the United Nationes, in
supporting that declaration, has appeazled, on behalf of 100 millicn Muslims, on all
States and institutions tc deal with this criminal Zionist hatred and to redouble
their efforts to compel Israel to respect the religious feelings of the population
of the occupied territories and those of cne fourth of the world’s population.

The international community today wonders, more than ever before, what will
happen to the situation in the occupied territories, including the guestion of
Palestine - the very core of the Middle Fast conflict - while Israel is pursuving
unchecked its savage practices and its 2ionist acts of aggression, and while we see

the flexibility and political courage demonstrated by the resolutionz adopted by
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the Palestinians and the practical and moderate attitude of the Palestinian
leadership, advccating peaceful coexistance and a just settlement of the conflict.
Bverything is happening az if all the peaccful positions of the Palestinians were
meaningless, while a minority of the Western countries immediately seized the
occasion, of Iasrael's announcement of its "initiative®™ with respect to the
elections - an "initiative® which the majority of States and experts closely
following the guestion of Paleatine Rnew to be a formal, meaningless enterprise.

It referg to the whole question ags if it were a subsidiary matter that had nothing
in common with the aspirations of the Falestinian people and its right to existence.
The glaring truth iz that the Israelis want to create a kind of unfounded
political fagade in the form of negotiations with partners of their own choosing -

which means practically speaking that the elements of their "initiative®™ and the
conditions posed in it radically undermine and contradict any feasible peace
prcecess. What kind of logic is it that gives one party to negotiations between two
parties to a conflict the right to choose its partners? Can hiastory show us any
precedent for thias? To this one must add conditions which are impossible to fulfil
and whose sole purpose is to destroy peace even before it is born - grotesque
conditions by which lIasrael would choose certain categories of Palestinians who,
alone, would have the right to take part in tke elections; conditions that would
define a priori, the situation that would prevail in the occupied territories after
the "elections”™ so as not to attain the minimum for a just and equitable settlement.
For many years the Western countries have called on the Palestine Liberation
Organization (PLO) to accept Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and
338 (1973), asking it to deal realistically with the guestion of Palestine. That
is exactliy what the Palestinian leadership did last year, b2acause it is seekim

peaCe and hopeg to achieve a comprehensive ané laating settlement.



JW/16 A/44/PV.67
‘ 63

{Mr. Abulhagsan, Kuwait)

The guestion that faces u3 today iss what will the Western countries and the
influential forces in the West do in order to react to this historic response by
the Palestinians? Or is this just a matter of wrenching concessions gradually and
endlessly from the Palestinians and Aradbs, with the Israeli position becoming
increasingly rigid - a position, marked by insatiable greed and escalating
oppression? Why should the elections net be accompanied by acceptable guarantees
that would allow them to be one of the elementsg, one of the stages in a
comprehensive settlement process. Why should there not be a balanced dialogue as
preliminary action preparing the way for the holding of the International Peace
Conferance, as required by international legitimacy? V.uy does Iscael not commit
itself to respecting at least those principles of the United States policy in the
Middle East: Security Oouncil resolutions 242 (1967; and 338 (1973) as a basis of
a settlement and a guarantee of security for all countries in the regiony
recognition of the inalienable political rights of the Palestinian peopley and
acceptance of the principle of land in exchange for peace?

The world recognizes today that the Palestinian leadership has shown utmost
flexibility and realism of the highest order in regard to & peaceful settlement of
the Palestinian gquestion and the establishment of peace in the Middle East, whereas
the Isvaeli leadership is condemned and criticized by both Western and Eastern
countries;y we néed not demonstrate that here. Thus the elements of the Palestinian
problem are becoming ever clearer; there can no longer be any doubt about this. It
is urgent for all the institutions and ail the States Members of our Orqanization,
in conformity with the laws of the heavens, international legislation, and national
constitutions, to exert every possible effort to lead Israel towards a just,

comprehensive and lasting settlement based on the inalienable rights of the
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Palestinian people, in particular their right to self~-datermination - recognized by
the international community as a sacred right that cannot be thwacrted by any

force. We know that the will of a pecple derives from the will of God.
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Mr. BIDMI (Rypt) (interpretation from Arabic): For more than 40 years
since the founding of the Organization, this great Hall has witnessed extremely
important and diverse historic events. Perhaps the moat important characteristic
common to all debates, regardless of the speaker or the item under discussion has
been the fact that they have been a true expresesion of the aspiration of peoples to
freedom and a life of dignity.

Today the General Assembly is meeting to consider the agenda item on the
question of Paleatine - a year after the proclamation of the State of Palestine and
two years after the beginning of the Palestinian intifadah, which is the genuine
popular outcry of the heroic Palestinian people, a people that still lives under
the yoke of Israeli occupation and struggles for the most precious and dearest of
human rights, its right to freedom and independence.

While the Palestinian intifadah has commanded the attention of world publie
opinion, its causes and motives won the worid's sympathy and appreciation. It has
continued in spite of the conditions of harsh Israeli oppression and the suffering
to which the sons and dsughters of that people are subjected daily. 1In fact, the
intifadah is a nationalist movement, a mass rebellion against the occupation
authorities. It is a popular movement with which the Palestinian people of all
categories, inside and outside the occupied territories, are linked. It is 1led by
civilians, including women and children, who, because of their belief in the
Jjustice of their cause, made noble sacrifices and stood their ground with rare
courage and heroism against the occupation authorities.

The bloody confrentations we have witnessed over the past months between the
Paleztiniang and the forces of the Israeli cccupaticn in various parts of the
occupied Arab territories, in particular the oppressive measures of the occupation

avthorities in the city of Beit Sahur, are an indication that the confrontation
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between the powers of right and those of tyranny is escalating. I can assure the
Assembly that that heroic people's persistence in resisting the occupation and
continuing its march has compelled the occupation authorities to retreat.

History has proved that violence, arbitrary measures and the practices of
oppression and expulsion will not provide security or realize the aims of the
aqggressor, regardless of the brutality of its measures. Violence can never
extinguish the torch of freedom. Brutality and inhuman practices will omnly
generate more hatred, the result of which will be the frustration of any hope of
breaking the cycle of violence in the Middle East, or of settling the conflict by
peaceful means in a manner capable of guaranteeing the Palestinian people its
national rights, and the Israeli and Arab peoples an honourable life in peace and
security.

I wish frankly to reitecrate at this point what has been said repeatedly by the
people and the Government of Egypt in denunciation of Israel's practices in the
occuplied territories and its continuing policies of oppression and occupatien.,

During the debate on the question of Palestine in Geneva last year, my country
said that we were at an historic turning-point, that the guestion of Palestine was
going through a very impertant phase of transformaticn. In this context, we did
mention the support of the majority of the States of the world for the superior
Palestinisn proposal, as outlined in the documents of the special session of the
Palestine National Council from 13 to 15 Hovember 1988, as well as their backing
for the courageous and wise positions adopted by the Palestinian leadership
following that session.

Today, almost a year after that important and historic transformation, and two
years after the beginning of the intifadah, the Palestinian people in the occupied
territories are still struggling to rid themselves of the iIsraeli occupation in

order that they may exercise their inalienable national rights on an equal footing

v
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with the other peoples of the Middle East and the peobles of the world. Two years
have gone by since the beginning of that honocurable struggle, which was met with 2
btutgl.‘ campaign in which innocent civilians, including women and children, were not
spared. Has the time not come for the international community to seize this
opportunity toc give momentum to the peace process? The parties to the conflict
have a unigue opportunity to conduct a free and comprehensive dialogue, in mutual
respect, to achieve the common objective of the establ ishment of peace.
A few weeks ago President Hosni Mubarak affirmed thats
"The Middle East problem has undergone several developments that have
brought the Palestinian guestion to the fore and demonatrated the importance
of dealing with it in all its aspects if the objective is to reach a historic
comprehensive reconciliation between the Arabs and the Israelis. Such a
reconciliation would put an end to war, conflict and devastation. It would
also pave the way for a creative coexistence hetween two parties which are not
alienated by historical enmity or by theories based on racist or ethnic
consideratiors. The two parties are bound by the same interest in
consclidating peace, st1bility and development in favour of all the peoples of

the region." (A/44/PV.12, bD. 14-15)

President Mubarak added:
"Therefore, we have insisted that the Palestinian people barticipate
directly in the settlement efforts through the initiation of a
Palestinian-Iasraeli dialogue supported by all peace-loving forces. Such
dialogt.;e is aimed at bridging the existing gap in positions, exploring the way
to eliminate the conflict once and for all on the basis of applying the

principle of land for peace and attaining coexistence and co-operation among
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all the peoples of the region. The Palestine Liberation Organization, as the
sole and legitimate repreéentative of. the Palestinian Pecple, has taken
poeitive positions that will help to achieve those goals. This deserves the

full support of the international comnunity.® (ibid., - _16)
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Since President Mubaraik stated that approach before the Assembly, EGydt has
continued its efforts to start the dialogue without any pre-conditions. It has
engaged in intense contacts, in close co-ordination with the Palestinian
leadership, in the hope of finding a common approach to the steps that coixld lead
to peace, and in order to reach an integrated agreement on the provisions of a
cormprehensive settlement, on the basis of resolutions and positions with
international legitimacy, the foremost of which are Security Council resolutions
242 (1967) and 338 (1973), and recognition of the national inalienable rights.of
the Palestinian people. Such dialogue shculd be followed by steps in which broader
international participation would be required, in the context of the Intermational
Peace Conference. In that way a comprehensive ard final settlement of the
Arab-Iaraeli conflict could be achieved.

Bgypt congidered the Israeli proposals, irrespective of their details, as an
indication of Isracl's preparednesa to understand the gravity of the situation and
ita recognition that the situation in the occupied territories and the sjituation of
the peace process cannot remain as they are. However, we thought that those
proposéls contained what could be intervreted as a mere attempt to contain the
situation in the occupied territories and to deal with its deterioration, without
qiving adequate weight to equal rights of and commitments by the parties to the
conflict - the Palestinians and the Israelis - within the context of a
comprehensive peaceful settlement. Egypt therefore believes it to be its duty to
continue to make its contribution to the cutrent procesc. Egypt has raticnalized
the framework of the process and emphasized some of its pointsy it has submitted
the 10 points in order to complement the documents under consideration within that
process. Those documentc are based on a consensus in accordance with the
principles of the Charter and the elements of the peaceful settlement in the Middle

Bast.
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Egypt has proposed a Palestinian-Iasraeli dialeogue in Cairo betwaawm two
delegations, an Israsli Govegnment delegation and a Palestinian-delegation. In
this context it is important to mention the follewing pointse

First, the role played by Egypt in the current process is a joint role of
assistance. Egypt does not regard itself as a substitute for the Palestinian
party, either in making decisions or in selecting the participants in the
Palestinian delegations the Palestinians and their legitimate representatives are
the only cones who can do that.

Second, we believe that the Palestinian delegation should be composed of
members from inside and outside the occupied Palestinian tertitories.‘ as a
quarantee of adequate and true representation of th; Palestinian people.

Third, either party should of course have the right to raise or reauest the
consideration of any aspect of the settlement, including the Israeli proposal to
hold elections.

Fourth, within the context of the preparations for the dialogue, the Unitad
States has submitted a five-point propesal which is being deliberated upon
currently between the parties in order to define positions and explore how
benefit from and Qive impetus to the peace process. In this connaction I express
my appreciation tc the Palestinian leadership and commend it for ite determination
to deal with these proposals positively.

Fifth, needless to say these efforts are at a very delicate stage, im which
all the participating parties should contribute to the peace efforts; that would
ensure that there would be no secret guarantees, or guarantees for only one party,
which would hinder the peace process at any of its stages or lead to the failure by
any direct or concerned party to contribute poasitively to this complex and

difficult process, at present or in the future.
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Sixth, the proposed Palestinian~Israeli dialogue, which we hope will start as
soon as possible, does not in our view represent a substitute for the International
Peace Conference and does not block the possibility of the contributicn at a
subseguent stage qf any other parties, within the United Nations context or
directly among the concerned parties.

Seventh, Bgypt welcomes, as it has alvays done, all positive contributions
the peace process, and in particular the international quarantees which are the
responsibiiity of the whole of the international comnunity.

In conclusion, I should like to assure all members of the Assembly that Egypt
will continue its tireless efforts to settle the Arab-Israeli conflict in order to
ensure to the Pzlestinian '-eople the exercise of its national legitimate rights,
including the right to self-determination. But peace will not be established in
the area in the absence of a positive contribution by'all the parties. Peace in
the Middle East can be established only on the basis of justice and equality among
the peoples of the region, including the Palestinian people as a whole. DBeace will
not be established in the region until Israel deals with the Palestinian people in
a way that Israel would claim for itself and that would be acceptable to Israel
itself. The heroic Palestinian people will continué its struggle until its efforts
have been crowned with what it strives for and is worthy of, the realization of its
aspirations to self-determination and the establishment of its own State, where it
may live in peace, security and fraternity with ;11 the pecples of the Middle Eact.

Mr. FEJIC (Yugoslavia): The consideration of the question of Palestine
at last year's session of the General Assembly in Geneva will be remembered for the
major political decisions that were taken or initiated there. The developments
that followed, .unfortmately. did not justify the expectaticns and hopes of the
international community that after decades of conflict and tension, at the core of

which has been the denial of the legitimate rights of the Palestinian people,
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conditions had at last been established for the beginning of a substantial dialogue
aimed at opening up a process for the political solution of the question of
Palestine.

Instead we have witnessed the continued deterjoration of the situation in the
occupied Palestinian territories as a result of the continuaticn and
intensification of Israel's repressive policies and measures, directed at
suppressing the intifadah, the uprising of the palestinian people against foreign
occupation and domination. The goals of the intifadah are clear. The
two~year-long uprising of the Palestinian people is an expression of their resolute
refusal to tolerate any longer the continuation of foreign domination and the
denial of their legitimate rights. The resistance of the Falestinian pecple to
foreign domination, which has for years occupied the attention and been met with
the broadest sympathy of the internaticnal community, is thus telling proof that
the situation created by years-long Israeli occupation is untenable.

The tense situation in the occupied territories, which continues to he on the
verge of causing the outbreak of a broader ccnflict in the region, compels us t
note again with regret that the orientation towards dialogue and negotiations in
the solution of outstanding international problems that have burdenecd international
relations for years has not so far been adequately reflected with respect to
opening up the prospects for speedily overcoming the Middle East crisis and the

problem of Palestine which is at its core.?®

* Mr. Hirst (Antigua and Barbuda), Vice-Chairman took the Chair.
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At the same time, it is difficult to think of more lasting consolidation of the
current positive trends in international relations if determined efforts are not
made to achieve a political solution of the question of Palestine based on
realization of the inalienable and legitimate rights and aspirations of the
Palestinian people, whereby probably the most dangerous source of international
instability and conflict would finally be removed.

Together with most of the non-aligned countries, Yugoslavia has pointed out
for years that the Middle East crisis and the question of Palestine cannot be
resolved by a policy of fait accompli, diktast 2nd repression. A sclution can be
achieved only by political means, with full respect for the authentic interests and
rights of all peoples and countries in the region, and by creating conditions for
Peaceful coexistence and security for all. |

The evolution in the position of some major parties in the crisis has greatly
helped to remove some important psychological and political obstacles and
burdensome legacies from the past that used to hamper the efforts to reach a
political solution of this exceptionally complex and dangerous problem. In
particular, we have in mind the far-reaching, historic decisions adopted by the
Palestine National Council, among which are those on the proclamation of the
Palestinian State -~ which Yugoslavia, together with the majority of United Nations
Member States, has recognized - and on the establishment of the United
States-Palestinian dialogue.

However, it is a matter of great concern that those in some very influential
circles in Israel continue to flout or attach conditions to the efforts aimed at
finding a basis for the opening of a process for the political solution of the

question of Palestine. It is particularly difficult to understand the continuing




FMB/19 A/44/PV.67
77

(Mr. Pejic, Yugoslavia)

refusal of Israel to engage in a dialogue with the Palestinre Liberation
Organization (BLO), which is considered by the Palestinian people in the occupied
territories and in the diaspora to be its sole, legitimate representative.
Yugoslavia and, I believe, the vast majority of non-aligned countries
rightfully expect that this year's session of the General Assembly will be a

watershed in the efforts to open a process leadiny to 2 just and lasting solution

of the question of Palestine. We believe that some of the most important parties
in the crisis will reconsider their current position and enable the United Wations
and its main organs, in particular the Security Council, to fulfil the role
entrusted to them by the Charter of the United Nations in the solution of this
question, which without doubt rep: =sents the most gerious threat to international
peace and security.

A lasting and just solution of this international problem requires Israel's
withdrawal from all the Arab and Palestinian territories occupied since June 1967,
the realization of the inalienzble rights of the Palestinian people under the
leadersl.ip of the PLO to gelf-determination and a State of their own, and respect
for the right of all countries and peoples of the region, including Israel, to live
in peace and security within internationally recognized berders.

In that context the international community, at the forty-third session of the
General Assembly, supported almost unanimously the initiative concerning the early
convening of an international conference under the auspices of the United Nations
on the basis of Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 {1973), as well as
other relevant United Nations resclutions, with the participation of the five
permanent membere of the Security Council and all directly interested parties,
including the PLO, on an equal footing. At the summit Conference in Belgrade the

non-aligned countries reaffirmed their position that the convening of the
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Internaticnal Conference as conceived is at the present time the mcst realistic and
acceptable way of ensuring a just and lasting solution of the Middle Bast crisis
and the problem of Palestine. In line with this, Yugoslavia is in favour of an
early start on the active involvement of the Security Council in finding the most
suitable basis for the opening of a process leading to the convening of the
International Conference and supports the efforts made by the Secretary-General
towards that end.

We consider that it is high time to take resolute steps to remove all the
remaining cbstacles that stand in the way of the solution of the queation of
Palestine. In view of the current explosive situation in the occupied territories
this brooks no further delay. An urgent solution *~o the question of Palestine hzs
been, and must remain, one of the main preoccupations of the world Organization.
It owes it to the Palestinian people to enable them to exercise their legitimate
and inalienable rights and fulfil their aspirations. As Chairman of the Movement
of Non-Aligned Countries, Yugoslavia will continue to give its full support &nd
make its active cocntribution to the speedy attainment of this goal. 1In this we
proceed from our assessment that each and every delay in addressing this question
is fraught with new risks for international peace and security, which we must
jointly forestall.

Mr. HUCKE (German Democratic Republic): On the occaaion of the
International Pay of Solidarity with the Palestinian People, the German Democratic
Republic wishes to re-emphasize its firm support for the Palestinian people's
efforts to exercise its inalienable rights.

The struggle which the people of Paleatine has waged to win recognition of
those rights has been long and arduous. The life of that people is characterized
by unbearable hardships; it is exposed to inhuman conditions in refugee camps,

occupation and repression, as well as human rights violaticns parpetrated by the
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occupying authorities. So far the Palestinian people has been denied a life in

freadom and deprived of the exercise of the right to self-determination. The most

recent developments illustrate graphically that Israe) ia determined to continue
its settloment policy in the cccupied territorise, thus further eroding the living
conditions of the Palestinian population. This leads to an exacerbation of the
already explosive situation, while at the same time scuttling the poasibilities
that have emerged for a comprehensive, just and lasting settlement of the Middle
Bast conflict, of which the question of Palestine is the core.

However, with the intifadah now about to enter its third year, the
Palestinians have demonstrated quite eloquently that the beginning of a process
ieading to a settlement of the conflict can no longer be delayed.

The German Democratic Republic calls emphatically for an early solution of all
conflicts and the removal of all conflict situations by political means. The
Government Of the German Democratic Republic shares the view expressed in a number
of international documents that a stable peace in the region will be achieved oply
if and when the Palestinian people's right to self-detarmination is realized and
Israel’s right to exist within secure borders is fully recognized. The popular
uprising has definitely created new conditions and pessibilities for joint
international action in the search for a solution to the question of Palestine.

While it is true that in the past the settlement of that conflict without the
Palestine Liberation Orgam:ation (PLC), the sole, legitimate representative of the
Palestinian p2ople, was hardly conceivsble, that is even less imaginable today.
That is all the more true since the reascnable and realistic proposal on entering
inte a dialogue which the PLO leadership addressed to Isrzel represents a

constructive peace initiative and has found much international acclaim.
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Over the last fev months the PLO has conatructively pursued this realistic
policy on the basis of the historic decisions adopted by the nineteenth session of
the Palestine National Council. The PLO has shown a readiness for compromise and
the political will for a just accommodation of interests. The recent proposal on
entering into direct talks with Iarael under international auvspices is a case in
point. This approach, which is essential for real moves towards a solution, met
with vnanimous support at the Aradb States' summit conference at Casablanca.

'n'aday. Israel should display a similarly constructive posture. Continued
rejection of the International Pesce Conference on the Middle East which the
international community has been calling for would be in stark contrast to the
aspirations of the peoples in the region to a life in peace and secure borders; and
it would make the tense situation even worse.

The General Assembly, the Security Oouncil, the Committee on the Exercise of
the Inzlienable Rights of the Palestinian People, and@ other bodies within or
outside the United Nations framework have made major efforts to bring about an
early gettlement of the Middle Bast conflict because of the adverse repercussions
it has on international peace and security. In numerous documents, resolutions and
decisions there is - by and large - 2 concurrence of views as to the key elesents
of a comprehensive solution to the Middle East conflict and the question of
Palestine. Theae elements include Israel's withdrawal from the territories
occupied since 1947, the iaplementation of the inalienable rights of the
Palestinian people, especially the right to self-determination, and the right of
2%} States in the region -~ includirg the State of Iasraal and the State of
Palestine ~ to a secure axistence and sustainable develcpment. It is only in that

context that such problems as that concerning the refugess can be solved.
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Like a mirror, the question of Palestine reflects the complexity and

intertwinement, as well as the interdependence and intricacies, of the problems
that have accumulated in the Middle East. They can be solved only through a
comprehensive approach and joint action to be taken by all sides involved. Of
enormous significance for successfully tackling these highly complex tasks is the
work of the Comnittee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian
People. Here we wisgh to commend the Permanent Representativg of Senegal to the
United Nations, Mrs. Absa Claude Diallo, for her tireless efforts in the Chair of
the Committee.

As a long-st':'andi.ng menkber of that Comuittee, the German Democratic Republic
"hgs been anxious to make its co;téribution to the efforts to bring about a generally
accepted, Imégotiated settlement so that at long last the Palestinian people will be
able to exercise its sovereign rights. My country will continuve in the future to
support the Comrittee's work in pursuit of these objectives.

The convening of the International Peace Conference on the Middle East is
certainly the most appropriate way to solve the multifaceted problems in the
region. Such a conference would assemble all sides directly involved - including
the PLO, Israel and the permanent members of the Security Council - as equals
around the negotiating table. In this way a constructive sclution could be
produced that would take account of the legitimate interests of all sides involved.

The German Democratic Republic supports all endeavours designed to ensure the
holding of that Conference. To that end the world Organization's potential should
be used to the full, as called@ for in the report of the Committee on the Exercise

of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian Pecple, which states:
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*In the past year, the international consensus in favour of the convening

of the Conference has clearly been further consolidated. The Committee
accordingly urges the Secretary-General to do everything in his power to

ensure that active congultations are undertaken within the framework of the
Security Council for that purpose. The Committee intends to continue to

intensify its efforts towards this objective ...". (A/44/35, para. 114)

These endeavours must produce concrete results for the sake of peace and étability
in the Middle East, as well as in the interests of the Paleatinian people and the
people of Israel.

Mr. DAMODARAN (India): It was exactly 42 vears ago, on 29 November 1947,

that the General Assembly adopted its historic resolution 181 (II) on the question
of Palestine. Four decades and four wars later the situation in the Middle East
remains cne of the greatest unravelled tragedies of our time.

At the meetings of the forty-third session of the General Assembly in Geneva
last December, and in the preceding weeks, a series of developments of unparalleled
aignificance had given rise to cautious optimism for progress towards at least a
serious search for a solution to the guestion of Palestine. The proclamation of
the State of Palestine, the prompt recognition of that State by a preponderance of
States, and the acknowledgement by the United Nations, in General Assembly
resolution 43/177, of the proclamation, were all momentous events. VYaaser Arafat,
the President of Palestine and Chairman of the Palestine Rationmal Council, launched
a peace process when he addressed the General Assembly. In' the words of

Bassam Abu-Sharif, his Politiczl Adviser, as reported in The New York Times of

8 November, Chairman Arafat advanced one solitary point - namely, that
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"the Palestinian pecple, heeding the counsel of those who believe that
Paleastinian rights are more easily secured through peaceful rather than
violent means, are seeking a negotiated solution that would lead to a free

Palestine living at peace with a secure Israel®. (The New York Times,

8 NMovember 1989 p. A3l)

The establishment of direct contacts and the beginning of a dialogue betwaen
the United States of America and the PLO augmented the hope that at long last the
search for a comprehensive, just and lasting solution to the question of Palestine
would be addressed with realism and pragmatism. These contacts have been widely

welcomed.
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Following the new poli tical Peace process for gettlement initiated by
President Arafat, various propssals have been put forward by different parties.
Some of them were undoubtedly made in earnest pursuit of a just and lasting
settlement. For such a comprehensive, just and lasting settlement in the Migdle
East, certain essential elements must be acknowledged. They have been 3tressed
often encugh by an overwhelming majority of Governments and nen=-governmental
organ.i zations.

The central reality is that the question of Palestine is at the core of the
situation in the Middle East. BAny settlement must take fully into cognizance the
inalienable rights of the Palestinian people, including its rights to return to its
homes and property, to self -determination, to national independence and the
exercise of sovereignty in an independent State of Palestine, as well as the
recognition of the right of 211 States in the region, including Palestine and
Israel, to 1live in peace within internationally recognized and secure boundaries.

Another reality is that the Palestine Liheration Orqanization is the sole,
legitimate representative of the Palestinian people. Israel must withdraw from all
the Palestinian territory occupied since 1967, including Jerusalem, and from the
other occupied Arab territories. The solution must be found on the basis of
Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973). A1l the relevant issues
can best be dealt with and resolved at the proposed international peace conference
on the Middle East, under the auspices of the United Nations, with the
participation on an equal footing of all parties to the confliet, including the
Palestine Liberation Organization, and the five permanent members of the Security
Council. Those elements and the framework are clearly set out in last year's

General Assembly resolution 43/176.
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A long as Israel continues to deny to others the rights that it claims for
itself, the Middle East will not enjoy the secure and lasting peace that would
enable all States in the region, including Israel itself, to live in peace and
prosperity.

The world is passing through a historic phase in international relations. A
wind is blowing that is clearing away many cobwebs of mistrust and
misunderstanding. There is renewed hope for a shared future. Several regional
conflicts are giving way to concord and co-existence. Today, the last remaining
vestiges of colonialism are crumbling and Namibia is on the verge of independence.
The one tragic exception is the Palestinian people, whe continue to live the life
of refugees, within Palestine and without. The present juncture of history beckons
us to bring that sad and unjust chapter of Palestine to an early and peaceful end.
It is time that the international community, as represented in the United Nations,
discharged its historical obligation to that people.

The Palestinian people has waged a valiant struggle. The intifadah is a
glorious demonstration of its inextinguishable fervour and unflinching
determination to win its rights and homeland through sacrifice and
non-co-operaticn. The Palestinian uprising will soon be two years old - two years
marked by untold sufferings. PBeit Sahur is just one example; Naharia is another.
But nothing has succeeded in breaking the spirit of freedom and liberty manifest in
the heroic struggle of the Palestinian people. What we are witnessing here is
nothing less than the martyrdom of a whole people, which demands from all of us a
response of admiration, sympathy and support.

We in India feel strong bonds of sympathy for the Palestinian people and
extend it our full support in seeking the early attainment of its rights, including

the right to a homeland of its own.
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‘In his report on the work of the Organization, the Secretary-Ceneral has
obsgerved thats

"The situation in the Middle East remains a source of profound and
intense concern; not only because of the political principles and issues at
stake, but also because of the widespread human suffering caused by the
failure to cesolve those issues... My constant attempts to pave the way to an
effective negotiating process...have also until now proved frustratingly
inconclusive...

“Meanwhile, the sitvation in the Israeli-occupied territories qrows
steadily worse, with hundreds of people killed and thousands wounded or
detained since the beginning of the intifadah... Despite the appeals of the
international community, widespread violation of human rights persists.
However, it is the political aspeets of the problem that have to be addressed
if an end is to bz put to the confrentztion... I would, therefore, remind all
cencerned of the urgent nced for an effective negotiating process based on
Security Council resolutions 242 (1967} and 338 (1973) and taking fully into
account the legitimate rights of the Pazlestinian people, including that of
self-determination®. (A/44/1, Dp. 7-8)

My deleqation fully shares those sentiments of the Secretary-General and agrees
with his prescription for seolution.

The ainth summit of the Non-Alicned Mcverent at Belgrade alsc once again
reaffirmed the principles for the achievement of comprehensive peace in the Middle
Bast.

My delegation wishes to comnend the United Nations Committee on the Exercise
of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People, under the leadership of the
Permsnent Representative of Senegal, Ambagsador Diallo, for its performance of the

tasks entrusted to it by the General Asszmbly. The Committee has exerted
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considerable efforts to promote and implement its recommendations, including
measures to heighten international awarenzss of the facts relating to the question
of Palestine. The Division for Palestinian Rights and the Department of Public
Information have also continued ably to discharge their corresponding
responaibilities.

This morning, the United Nations obgserved the International Day of Solidarity
with the Palestinian People. I should like to conclude with the message sent by
the Prime Minister of India on this cccasions

"india has a special relationship with the Palestinian people. Our

comnibuent.: to the Palestinian cause has been constant and unecuivocal., We are

confident that it will soon attain its cherished and leqitimate goals of
self-determination and an independent State."

Mr. SOTIROV (Bulgaria): The Bulgarian delegation presented in detail its
position on the sitvation in the Middle East, inciuding the question of Palestine,
during the discussion of agenda item 37. The debate once again demonstrated
convincingly that the Palestinian problem is at the very core of the Arab-Israeli
conflict and that lasting peace in that region is unthinkable without a just
soclution.

The world is cuczrently going theough asn unprecedented period ia its
development. This is a time when the right of nations to free checice is being
steadily consol idated as a vehicle of the positive processes in internatiornal
relations. Unconditional respect for that right translated into practice would
undoubtedly assist to resolve existing regionsl conflicts and prevent new ones from
emerging. We believe that the Arab people of Palestine has told the world in no
uncertain terms of its choice of self-determination and independence. The uprising
in the West B.ank and the Gaza Strip that has heen going on for almost two years now

is vivid proof cf the determination of the Palestinian people to win its freedom.
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It causes considerable concern that as a result of the repressive actions of
the accupying Fower most casuvalties are civilians, many of them young peopie and
children. We are &also concerned by the fact, which is emphasized in the report of
the Secretary-General on the work of the Organization, that since the beginning of
the intifadah the situstion in the Israeli-occupied territories has grown steadily
worse, with.hundreds of people being killed and thousands wounded or detained,
despite the appeals of the international community and the repeated calls of the
Security Gouncil for Israel to abide by its obligations under the Geneva Convention
relative %o the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War.

The historic decisions of the Palestine National Council of 15 November 1988
once again emphasize the rcle of the Palestine Liberation Organization as the sole,
legitimate representative of the Arab people of Palestine. The decisions of the
Council have created broad opportunities for real diaiogue on the Jjust and lasting
solution of the Middle Bast problem through an effective negotiating process on the
basis of Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973), with due regard to
the legitimate rights of the Palestinian people, including its right to
self-determination.

Reqrettably, we must note that the positive potential of the Algiera decisions
of the Pelestine National Council and the constructive steps and initiatives of a
numaber of Arab States have not led to dialogue between Israel and the
Palestinians. That is mainly due to Iarsel's umwillingness to negotiate with the
Palestine Liberation Organization and to withdraw its forces from the occupied Arab
territories. Thare can be no justification for its intransigence since the
Polestine Liberation Organization has explicitly recognized the right of Israel t
exist within secure and internationally recognized boundaries and has dencunced
terrorism. It is our deep conviction that the Israeli Government should exaamine

scberly the changing realities in the region and in the world as a whole.
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The People's Republic of Bulgaria shares the overwhelming political will of
the world community for a comprehensive, peaceful and lasting solution to the
Middle East problem. We believe that the United Rations should play an
increasingly important role in this respect, particularly in enabling the
Palestinian people to exercise its legitimate and inalienable righta. This would
correspond to the world Organization's growing involvement in the efforts to find
peaceful solutions to regional conflicts. In this context the People's Republic of
Bulgaria again expresses its support for the idea of convening an international
peace conference on peace in the Middle East under the auspices of the United
Nations and with the participation of all interested parties, including the
palestine Liberation Organization, on behalf of the State of Palestine, and the
five permanent members of the Security Oouncil.

In conclusion, I should like to express the hope that the States involved in
one way or another in the Middle East conflict will demonstrate political wils,
wisdom and realism in the search for mutually acceptable solutions based on a
balance of interests and to the benefit of the peaceful future, security and
co-operation of all States in the region.

Mr. ABDELLAH (Tunisfa) (interpretation from Arabic): The General

Assembly is considering the question of Palestine while the Palestinian people are
on the eve of the commemoration of the second anniversary of their heroic intifadah
against Israeli occupaticn., That uprising can be considered a rare phenomenon
because of its continuity and the steadfastness it reveals. It is the axpression
of a deep determination. to reject occupation, an effort to cling to naticnal
identity and to insist on regaining legitimate national rights.

At a time when the international coimunity is witneasing tranaformations that

until now were unimaginable; and the material, political and idesclogical barriers,
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set up in the aftermath of the Second World War are collapsing, the guestion of
Palestine is still with us, with all its tragedies and sufferings, which for more
than 40 years have been untouched by the rising tide of freedom that has swept
other parts of the world.

The climate of détente that has prevailed in international relations for some

tine now has made possible the containment of regional confiie’ created a

rovement towards their peaceful settlement and consolidated the role of the United
Rations in f£inding solutions for such conflicts. The latest such sclution
concerned the question of Namibia, which has entered a new era since the victory of
the nationalist South West Africa People’s Organization (SWAPO) in constitutional
elections.

In spite of that, the guestion of Palestine remains apart from the positive
developments which have heartened the world public and rekindled a feeling of
security and tranquillity. The Palestinian people continue t confront the forces
of brutality and tyranny, armed with their patriotism and their stones and shielded
by the strength of their determination, their resolve and their faith in a
dignified life. They are beset by the most vicious, harsh form of colonialism, a
settler colonialism based on Geportations, expulsions and expansion. The
Palestinian people have bean uprooted from their land and have had their properties
confiscated. Their livelinood has been taken from them and whole areas have been
depopulated and then resettled by Jews from various pacts of the world.

It is not surprising that the Palestinian people should revolt against these
condi tions, the purpose of which is to liquidate them, using all available means,
and to implement Zionist plang based on expansion and aggression. However hacd
Israel tries to cover up the painful sitvation obtaining amcng the Falestinian

people in the occupied Palestinian territories, especizlly over the past two years,
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and however strictly it imposes a blackout on informtion about its brutal
practices, it has been exposed for what it is and the truth is now clear. Its
system is based on violation of human rights, non-recognition of ethical
considerations and no scruples in pursuing their purposes and schemes. The
occupation forces do not heaitate to kiil children, damocliah housea, desecrate
Islamic and Christian Holy Places and distort the characteristics of Holy

Jerusalem.
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We £ind them ~breal:mg the hones of youths. They bury people alive. We find thaa
profaning the privacy of homes. They demolish homes on mere suspicion, using the
principle of collective punishment, thus reminding us of the Dark Ages. JIsrael
should derive a -lesscn from the @isastrous consequences of those Dark Ages.

The relentless continuvation of the intifadah for a period of more than
24 months, in spite of the crimes committed by the Israeli Army and the gettler
militias, an arm of that Army, in the form of repression, persecution a;s‘d arbitrary
action, is but an expression of the rejection of the fait accompli which Israel
tries to legitimize by all possible methods. Hence the continuation of the
intifadah reflects the reaffirmation of national unity and the rallying round the
PIO.

Israel has tried to portray the intifadah as terrorist action, However, this
ploy does not fool anyone =~ not even its closest friends. The reality belies these
falsehcods and provides evidence that the only weapon is the w2apon of stones in
registing the Israeli war machine, which possesses the most sophisticated and
lethal weapons. If there is terrorism, it is State terrorism, which is committed
daily by Israel in the West Bank and the Gaza Strip, in southern Labanon and on the
outskirts of Beirut, in the Golan, and even in countries far removed from
Palegtine, when Israel breaches the security of Tunisia, Libya and Iraq. While the
Lebanese people last week were mourning the death of President Moawad, Israel diad
not even respect the sclemnity of the ccocasion but chose those very circumstances
to terrorize Palestinian and Lebanese refugees in their campe in Lebanon, using
them as targets for its air raids.

While the intifadah is a rejection of the policy of fait accompli, it also

shows that the Palestinian people have attained political maturity. This is
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manifest in all the initiatives of the Palestinian leadership. During the past
year we have witnessed the declaration of the Palestinian State by the Palestine
NRational Council in Algeria, the statement by President Arafat to the General
Assembly in Geneva, and also the positions he so clearly expressed on that
occasion - all of which is proof of the Palestinian leadership's moderation and
realism and a sign of ite responsible conduct and readiness tc make sacrifices for
the sake of just and lasting peace.

These decisions and positions have had wide repercussions all over the worlds:
recognition of the Palestiniasn State has been forthcoming and the United States has
engaged in dialogue with the PIC-in Tunisis. They represent initiatives that have
proved the sincerity of the Palestinian leadership in its peaceful orisntation.
The only skeptic is Israel, which merely wishes to procrastinate and exclude any
solution.

The Palestine National Council in Algeria adopted international legitimacy as
a basis for the settlement of the problem, a legitimacy which is reflected in
United Nations resolutions - from General Assembly resclution 181 (II) on
partition, to Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1873), not to
mention other relevant resolutions.

The Palestine National Council in Algeria agreed to consider the international
conference as the ideal framework for the realization of peace in the Middie East.
The Arab Summit Meeting convened at Casablanca last May endorsed those options and
reaffirmed the Fez Arab peace plan, as well as the commitment to Security Council
resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973), and supported the convening of an
international peace conference under United Nations auspices,. with the
participacion of the permanent nembezs of the Secutity‘ Council and 211 the parties

concerned, including the PLO, on an equal footing.
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What was Israel's response to all these initiatives? Israel's reply was
totally negative: it said no to the internationa2l conference, no to the
Palestinian State, no to the right.to self~-determination, no to the PLO, no to the
initiative of "land for peace".

There can be no justification for such absolute negativism; it can only be
ascribed to Israel's concealed intention to pursue its expansionist ambitions,
thereby scorning international resolutions and defying the will of the |
international community. One is entitled to ask whether Israel does not cast
doubts on the legitimacy of its own existence by rejecting resolution 181 (II) -
which stipulates the establishment of two States, an Arab State and an Israeli
State, in Palestine - as a basis for a solution. o

As usual, Israel has resorted to procrastination and del;ying tactics to gain
time while the international community awaited a decisive, positive response and a
8incere éndeavour to implement United Nations resolutions. Most regrettably, its
purpose was limited to finding ways and means of ending the intifadah rather than
achieving just and lasting peace guaranteeing security and stability for all the
Palestinian people and for all the peoples of the region.

The international ~ommunity considers the Palestinian-American dialogue as an
encouraging sign., Tunisia has spared no effort in providing propitious conditiens
for bringing about such a dialogue and sustaining it. The news concerning direct
contacts at the highest level within that framework gives us cause for optimism.
We hope that this dialogue will put matters on the right track and provide the

necessary impetus for the peace process,
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In the same context, I must pay a tribute to the efforts made by the BEuropean
Community, which is linked to the people of the Middle East by common interests in
all fields. The virtually unanimous support for the Palestinian cause all over the
world is indeed the best guarantee that the peace process will go forward.

We wish also to praise the Secretary-General, Mr. Perez de Cuellar, for his
. persistent efforts in this field, as well as the work of the Committee on the
Exercis€ of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People, under the able
leadership'of Mrs. Diallo, Permanent Representative of Senegal, and that
Committee's important role in sensitizing international public opinion with regard

to the legitimate Palestinian rights and securing the widest possible support for

and assistance to that cause.
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The international community is aware of the various positive and negative
aspect 3 fhat I have mentioned. This is reflected in the President of the Security
Council's letter addressed to the Secretary~General on 7 November 1989, in which he
stated:

*While menbers of the Council have noted with appreciation some positive
gteps and initiatives undertakean in the past year, they zenainrpreoccupied by
the continuing lack of progress in achieving peace in the Middle East and by
the increasingly serious situaticn in the occupied territories. They are
therefore convinced that efforts must be continued on an urgent basis to
achieve a comprehensive, just and lasting settlement of the situation in the
Middle East, particularly a solution to the Palestinian problem in all its

aspecte.® (5/20968, paca: 3)

This stance reflects a realistic view of developments and a deep sense of
responsibility concerning the peoples of the region, above all the struggl ing
Palestinian pecple. We call on the Security (ouncil, in particular its permaznent
members to seize this auspicious opportunity to achieve tangible progress towards
fulfilling the aspirations of the Palestinian people and the international
community and banishing the spectre of war from a region that has for vears known
nothing but the ravages and ruin of conflict.

Precident 2ine El Abidine Ben Ali stated when he addressed the General
Assembly on 13 November 1989:

"The resurgence of confidence within the international community
reqgarding United Mations action gives us cause for optimism and strengthens
our conviction that international problems can be solved oriy by applying the
orinciples set out in the United Nations Charter, which 21l countries are

pledged to respect.™ (A/44/PV.33, pp. 3~5)
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We hope that the Palestinian cause and the Middle East guestion will benefit
from these constructive trends and that the Security Council will shoulder its
responsibilities with determination and courage so as to provide the necessary
' protection to the Palestinian people and end the long historical injustice of which
they have been the victim.

Mr. LI Luye (China) (interpretation from Chinese): Since the General

A‘ssenbly conzidered the gquestion of Palestine at its forty-third session there have
been important and positive changes in the Middle East situation. A political
settlement of the Middle East question has increasingly been in the mainstream of
the development of events and the parties concerned have made unremitting efforts
to bring peace to the region. In particular, since the establishment of the State
of Palgstine last November, the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) has adopted
a series of flexible and realistic policies and taken some practical steps to
promote the peace process, thua instilling new vitality into the Middle East peace
process and winrning extensive commendation and support in the international
community.

The uprising against the Israeli occupation by the Palestinian people.in the
West Bank and the Gaza Strip is now entering its third year. Faced with
heavy-handed suppression by the Israeli occupying authorities, the Palestinian
people have persevered in the struggle without fear of the brutal forces,
demonstrating their militant and dauntless apirit and their strong aspiration to
regain their legitimate rights. They have thus won extensive international
sympathy and support. Their struggle has made the international community realize
more clearly the urgent need for a Middle East settlement. It has also brought the
world to recognize even more clearly that without the restoration of the legitimate

national rights of the Palestinian people and without a fair gettlement of the
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Palestinian question, there can be nc Middle East peace and trancuillity to speak
of. To our regret, however, the Israeli authorities have continued to pursue their
policies of suppression and starvation against the Palestinian people in the
occupied territories, disregarding the just call of the international community ana
the peace efforts of the PLO and have stuck to their refusal to recognize the
legitimate natiornal rights of the Palestinian people. This obstinate stand on the
part of Israel has naturally met with ever stronger condemnation by the
international community and all the countries in the world that uphold justice.

The Chinese Government and people have followed the Middle East sitvation very
closely. We have aiways supported the just cause of the Palestinian people and the
unremi tting efforts of the PLO and Arab countries in their attempts to bring about
a peaceful solution to the Middle East question. We are of the view that a
political settlement ia the best way to arrive at a fair, reascnable and
Comprehensive solution to the Middle East question and we hope that all parties
will refrain from the use of force. This is not only a conclusion drawn from more
than 40 years of experience of the history of the Middle East conflict; it is also
in conformity with the prevailing trend of international relaxation and the
Peaceful settlement of regional conflicts.

We support the convening of an international conference on the Middle East
under the auspicee of the United Nations and with the participation of all the
partiea concerned, including the five Permanent members of the Security Gouncil.

We also support the opening of dialogue in all the forms that the parties deem
appropriate. We demand that Israel stop its oppression of the Palestinian people ’
in the occupied territories, withdraw from the occupied Arab territories and
recognize the national rights of the Palestinian people. Only in thie way can

there be corresponding guarantees of the security of Isracl. We hope that the
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State of Palestine and the State of Israel will recognize each other and that the
Arab and the Jewish nations will coexist in peace.

We beliéve tha.tf: thé attainment of a just and lasting peace in the Middle East
would not only::vmeet the‘.fundamental interests and wishgs of the people in all the
Middle Eastern'covuntties, but also contribute favoutabljtol peace and atability in
the world at large. We call upon the Israeli Government to tfaoe up to reality, go
along with the tide of the times, change its rigid position and, proceeding on the
basis of the interests of all the peoples in the Middle East,'including the Israeli
People, adopt a positive and flexible attitude So as to help bring about a fair and
comprehensive settlement of the Middie East question that will promise peace and
tranquillity for the peoples in all the Middle Eagt countries.

We maintain that the internati nal comaunity should focus greater attention on
the Middle East question. We are convinced that the United Mations is capable of
Playing an even greater role in promoting a peaceful political settlement of the
Middle East question. 2s a permanent member of the Security Council, China is
ready to make its own contribution, together with all the parties to the Middle
East question and all the countries in the world that cherish peace and uphold

justice, towards a just and lasting peace in the Middle East.
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Mr. BEIN (Israel): My delegation spoke vesterday and presented its views
with regard to the sitiation in the Middle Bast. Most speakers, however, did not'.
Insteaé of addressing the many inter-Arab upheavals in the region, they preferred
once again to direct and divert attention only to Israel and the Palestinians.
This practice is being repeated in today's debate. In this connection, let me

temind the Assembly that the Palestinian problem is the direct consequence of the
instability and violence still reigning in many parts of the Middle East. The

prcblen of the Palestinians is a direct cutcome of the situation in the Middle East
and the ongoing belligerency of the Arab States towszds Israel.

We live in the middle of a historical era which will be remembered for
generaticns to come. PFor the first time, mankind is placing its very survival at
stake. We are altering the physical structure of the planet, the genetic
composition of plants and animals, znd the very ecosystem upon which all life is
dopendent. Modern science is now compelled to find immediate solutions to these
san-made dangers. We are confident that solutions will be fecund, and in our time,
48 our generation has spawned more scientists than have been spawned in all human
history put together. Yet scientists alone will not redeem us. As we are all
aware, effective solutions can be found and applied only through close and vigorous
So-opecation.

Pacrallael ing these environmental and scientific challenges, political
opportunities of historic dimensiciis lie at our doorstep. The aspiration to
democracy is asserting itself in the most impervious corners of the world.

Physical and ideological walls are crumbling. The information revolution has

duarfel the globe, and the message of democracy is spreading over physical and
political boundaries. Since democracy is characterized by an open exchange of
views, the stronger and more vwidespread democracy becomes, the higher the

probability of peac>ful interaction between peoples and nationg. Indeed, in
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addressing political conflicts in this energing democratic era, dialogue and
negotiations are beginning to replace recourse to coercion, threats and
belligerency. The virtue of democracies is to be found in their deep conviction
that even when the process of negotiation is loaded with dangers, the risks
entailed in.dialcgue and compromize are smaller by far than those of violence,
terror and war.

The unfortunate reality in the Middle East is that Israel is still a
democratic minority in that region. The winds of change and political progress,
which are engulfing whole regions of the world at a dizzying pace, have left the
Middle East relatively untouched; there has been no change to date. The continued
repudiation of Israel by the Arab States is a product of the intolerance and the
rejectionism which still reign in most Middle Eastern countries. To this, Israel
is an exception. For decades, and since its rebirth, this young democracy has
urged its neighbours to coexist peacefully with it. We have continuously called
upon the Arab States to demilitarize the conflict and to democratize the solution.

This concept has failed to take root in much of the region surrounding
Israel. ‘The assassination of Mr. René Moawad, the newly elected President of
Lebanon, served to remind us once again of the true character of the region we live
in, where the only stable factor is that of instability. Bitter recriminations,
political asassinations and mass murders of dissidents remain the accepted norms.
These norms have been reinforced by the PLO, which has the copyright to the
systematic targeting of civilians by hijacking, hostage~taking, car bombs and
mid-air bombs, as well as the indiscriminate murder of uninvolved civilians at

airports, on cruise ships and in schools, synadogues and mosques.
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Here at the United Nations we have witnessed a trend in which the debates on
many issues, Particularly those Pertaining to the Arab-Israeli conflict, are held
as if within hermetic glass wallss all too often the debates here are comple tely
divorced from the reality in the Middle East. The responsibility for this bleak
tecord lies squarely on the shoulders of the Arab bloc¢, for, instead of using the
United Nations to further Aautual tolerance, understanding and dialogue, the United
Nations, today as in the Past, is being used by the Arab group as an additional
weapon, a war by other means, in their ongoing struggle against Israel. An absurd
Phenomenon has thus emerged: the resolutions of an organization dedicated to the
pursvit of peace are made to identify fully with the most bellicose and
intransigent of the Arab poeai tions.

It is thus here at the Asgenbly that we have witnessed not the condemnation of
acta of war by the Arab States, but a castigation of the only peace treaty achieved
in the region. On 29 November 1979, at its thicty-fourth seasion, the General
Assembly endorsed resolution 34/65 B, which strongly condemned all so-called
“partial agreements and separate treaties™, and declared that the Camp David
accords had no validity. The United Nations was made to denounce the peace
agreement signed between %vpt and Israel, the most comprehensive and only peace
treaty ever signed between parties to the Arab~Israeli conflict.

Nothing is more indicative of this detachment from reality than the continued
presence of UNTSO cbservers on the defunct 1975 interim buffer zone line.

Following tpe withdrawal of Israeli troops 1l years ago, UNTSO observers are today
situated hundreds of kilonet;es deep into Egypt. Evidently the shifting border did

not affect its observers. The border moved; its observers did not.
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It is here at the Assembly that we have witnessed another blunder orchestrated
by the radical Arab States and the PLO: since 1971 the General Assenbly has been
made to condemn Israel's efforts to rehabilitate the Palestinian refugee camps.
That same year, Iarael embarked on a monumental effort aimed at a comprehensive and
costly r;habilitatim of the Palestinian refugees in the Gaza district. In a
commitment which continues to this day, over 22,000 families, some 150,000 refugees
benefiting from the programme, have left the camps of their own volitiony they are
domiciled today in modern neiglsourhoods outside, but in close proximity to, the

camnps.
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Israel has thus not only rehabilitated the 800,000 Jewish refugees from Arab
countries, but has been the only party actively engaged in rehabilitating
Palestinian refugees. The Arab Grour on the other hand, today as in the past,
continues to work for the perpetuation of the refugec problem. The human suffering
continues to be exploited by them as a spearhead in their struggle against israel.

The Arab Group has, therefore, initiated annual resolutions of the General
Assembly which from 1971 to 1978 not cnly condemed this humanitarian effort bat,

for example, called on Israel to:
"take effective steps immediately for the return of the refugees concerned to

the camps from which they were removed ...". (resolution 33/112 E, para. 1)

These annual resolutiocns continue to this very day in various formulations, and beg
the question: is this really the way to achieve peace, to further soclutions?

It was here in the Assembly that we witnessed how nations were coaxed by the
Arab Group to vote on the infamous equation of zionism with racism, vhen those who
voted in favour of that resolution knew only too well, even as their votes were
being cast, that this was a gross lie, that the very mention of the two in the same
breath was an oxymoron, a statement of totélly contradicting concepts which defied
all logle.

But the ominous significance of that ghameful resolution ran much deeper. The
very labelling of zionism as racism was in itself racist, portending a grave threat
not only to Jews e@erywhere, but to many others as well. For while Jews are often
the first group to be attacked on racist grounds, they are never the last. For
this reason, Andrei Sakharov, among many other voices of human conscience, called
this resolution “an abomination”.

It is here in this Organization that among all the endeavours of Arab

propaganda, the practice of the double standard has been especially perfected. We
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have thus grown accustomed to seeing how tyrants condemn tycanny, raciszts attack
tacism, and soae members of the Commission on Ruman Rights are amony the chief
human rights transqressors themselw:s. And worst of all, scee of the anlightenad
States that genuinely support freedom and democracy acqulesce in the hypocriticsl
Procegs of double standards, and themselves hecome part of that process.

It is only here at the United Nations that we could witness continucus
denunciations of Israel's lone efforts in combatting international terrorisam, with
naver even a mention, let alone a condemnation, of the multitude of heinous terror
attacks perpetrated against Israeli and Jewish civilians around the world. The
Bassacre of Israeli athletes during the Munich Olympics, the massacre of Israeli
high-gchool children at the Ma‘alot high school, the 1977 bus massacre on the
Haifa-Tel Aviv road are but a few 2among many, many Bloody outrages never condeaned

here. Inatigators of violence escape condemnation, while their targets are

condemned,

It is only here that we could have vitnessed the auvdacity of those Arab
States, aiders and abetters of international terrorism, responsible for killing
hundreds of innccent victime of countless nationalities, shamelessly castigating
Israel for the Entebbe operation in which 103 innccent civilians were rescued from
bloodthirsty international terrorists.

It is only here at the General Agsembly that we could witness swesping
condemnations of Israel for its purported use of violent measures, when in reality
Israel is trying to stem the violence with ghe utmost restraint, violence which is
funded, supportad, encouraged and perpetrated by the PLO and some of the Arab
States,

Over 150 Palestinian Arabs, one quacrter of all those killed in the violence of

the last two years, were slain in cold blood by the PLO in the most brutal wsy
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imaginable. Orders for those 150 murdera of Palestinians by Palastinians were sant
directly frem FLO headquarters in Tunis and Jordan. Only here could tﬁoae
Palestinian vietims be so callously ignored by those who are purportedly concerned
about the Plight of the Palestinians.

We did not hava to wait for the report of Amnesty International to learn that
it is Israel's responsibility to protect the local residents. We did not have to
wait for that report to be convinced that it is Israel's obligation under
international law to track Gown and prosecute the PLO murderers. We know that, and
we act accordingly.

It is cnly here in the General Assembly that Israel could be blamed for being
the aggressive party, whereas the aggression stems from some of the Arab States and
the PIC. Over 40 terrorist attacks, aided and abetted by Syrh; and Iran, have been
launched into Israel since Arafat, with his "caduc®, purportedly renounced his
terrerism in December 1988,

It is only here that Israel could be impugned for the use of tear-gas in its
efforte to quell mass rioting, when the condemnation comes from countries such as
Iraq, which slaughtered with lethal chemical gas over 5,000 of its own Kurdish
civilians in two bloody days.

It is only here that spokesmen could denounce vociferously Israel's expuls ion
of individuale accuseq of active instigation and térror while mass deportations of
hundreds of thousands of innocent civilians in their own countries and regions are
ignored.

And it is only here at this Assembly that countries who supply 90 per cent of
the oil that fuels the apartheid systam could £ind the audacity to castigate Iscael

for its alleged support of apartheid, whereas we have stated tirelessly, again and
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again, and as recently as 9 November 1989 from this very podium, that Israel and
the Jewish people condemn and reject apartheid in the most categorical and
unequivocal manner, both as an ideclogy and as a political aystem.

All present here, I am convinced, are aware ﬁhat Israel, a multiracial
_ soclety, composed of aome 100 ethnic groups of all shades and ail colours, is the
most colour-blind nation in the world.. Yet none of those facts restrains those who
join in these assaults against Israel. None of those facts temper their voting
patterns.

It is only here at the United Nations that we witness the manipulation of
suamoning special sessions of the General Assembly and Security Council on
Predetermined and special dates significant only to the Arab bloc, when nothing on
the ground justifies them. |

Only here do we observe the obaessivé'efforts ained.at isol&ting Israel =t all
costs, exemplified by systemstic attempts by the Arab Group to block Is;aeli
sponsorship of resolutions of any nature, 1nc1uding the moet politicglly'innocuous
such as those pertaining to the elderly or youth.

It is only here that we could witness such an unabashed demonstratioﬁ of Arab
belligerency during every general debate whan the delegates of all‘Arab States,
with ﬁhe exception of one, collectively march out of the Hall when tﬂe Priﬁe
Minister or Foreign Minister of Israel make his annual call on the Arab States to
commence direct negotiations and conclude peace,

Only in these halls could the ritual of contesﬁing the ctedenéials of the

delegation of Ierael, aimed at expelling Israel from this Organization, repeat

itself annually.
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And only here could the same States, in glaring hypocrisy, sponsor resolutiops
calling for an inteenational conference under the auspices of the very Crganization
from which they seek to expel Israel.

This is hardly the way to achieve peace, to soive the Arab-Israeli conflict,
to improve the lot of those caught in the middle or to find a solution to the
Problea of the Palestinian residents of Judea, Samaria and Gaza. The fruitiess
repetition of clichés and slogans by the spokesmen of Arab States and others at
best dampens Prospects for any sclution and at worase exacerbates hatred and deepens
the conflict.

None the less, the dGebate on the question of Palestine continues to be
one-gsided, biased and governed by moral double standards. Israel is confronted
with repeated hostile and bellicose statements by representatives of over 20 Arab
States 2nd others. They represent Governments which do nothing to further
dialague, negotiations or peace. Instead, they repeat extreme demands, spiced with
outrageous narme-calling and falsa accusations and coupled with ambiquous statements
of intent.

All this does nothing to encourage the parties to the conflict to advance the
cause of peace. This debate, and the subsequent resolutions, will fail to
encourage political dialogue or direct negotiations between Israel, its
neighbourinrg States and the Palestinians in Judea, Samaria and Gaza.

Instead, these deliberations succumb tc the most truculent and intransigent of
Arab positicns. Such positions disclose the deeply ingrained all-or-mothing stance
80 common to radical Arab tradition in which only the most utopian soclutions will
be accepted, irrespective of the amount of blood shed inm the process.

The grave mfstake and tragedy of the Arab Palestinians has been their

proclivity always to adopt the extreme option and exclude any compromise. They Aid
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80 as early as the 19308 when they identified with Haj Amin al-Husseini, the Mufti
of Jerusalem, whe from his base in Nazi Germany called for the liquicdation of the
Jewish communities in Europe and Palestine.

They rejected the decisions of the Peel Commission in 1936, which recommended
allotting them 80 per cent of the area west of the Jordan River. They rejected the
Chamberlain White Paper in 1938. They rejected the United Nations partition plan
in 1947. They rejected the Pre~1967 boundaries. They rejected Security Council
resolution 242 (1967). They rejected the rehabilitation of their own refugees and
they rejected the Camp Daviad Accords, which called for negotiations over the future
status of Judea, Samaria and Gaza.

If the history of this conflict teaches anything, it is the folly of
rejection. Israel and the Jewish People have always held that if a document is
30 per cent in your favour, accept it as a basis for negotiations. Arab

re jectionists have always held that if a document is even 80 per cent in your

favour, throw the thing cat.
Unfortunately, some Palestinian Arabe are repeating the same old mistake.

Instead of choosing the route of dialogue, negotiations and compromige, they
continue to identify with and resort to the extreme only. Sadly, the deliberations
here are heir to this extremist legacy.

In this era of glcbal thaw, it behooves us to adopt a conastructive approach
not only €0 ecclogical problems or to the crumbling cold-war world order but to the
Arab-Israeli conflict as well.

There are a number of fundamental facte that must be repeated in this
contexts: Israel never declared war on the Arab Statesy it was the Arab States
which not only declared war on Israel in 1948 but had the gall to infore the United

Mations officially of their aggression.
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Forty-one years of belligerency and five wargy tens of thousands of war dead
on both sides; 600,000 Arab and 800, 060 Jewish refugees - these are the bitter
fruits of this unceasing aggression. Forty-one years of repeated calle by Israel
to its warring neighbours to accept its existence once and for all, to terminate
the state of belligerency and to normalize relations. Forty-one years of one-sided
calls for peace.

Twenty Arab States are still in a for@l state of war with Israel. On our
eastern front alone we face massive Arab armies with over 1 million men under arms,
over 10,000 tanks, 1,500 fighter planes, and hundreds of missiles, some armed with
chemical warheads - all aimed at Israel's dense population centres.

Only one Arab State had the courage to depart from this course. BEgypt, the
largest and most prominent of the Arab States, under the guidance of its great
atatesman, President Anwar Sadat. reached the conclusion that it was Iarael that
needed assurances that it was welcome in the Middle East and that the only solution
to the conflict was through dicect negotiations. The pecple of Israel welcomed the
Courageous gtep taken by President Sadat when he came to Jerusalem. His
declaration of "no more war®, the Camp David Ac;:ords and the final peace treaty -
all based on resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973) - were the natural outcome,

The road travelled by Presgident Sadat and Prime Minister Begin, with the
creative and constructive help of United States mediation, proved that there are
ways out of the cycle of belligereﬁcya provided thot the aspiration for a
negotiated peace exists on both sides of the border.

These historic developments, which held in them a promise and a vision f?rwa
batter future, occurred 1} Years aqo.

Since then, various diplomatic moves have taken Place, primarily between

Egypt, Jordan and Iaraei. Contacts bet-ieen Israel and some other Arab States have
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bzen initiated and an agreement was signed between Israel and Lebanon and ratified
by the Lebanese Parliament only to be abrogated under Syrian duress.

Yet, the 20 Atab Statea still in a formal state of war with Israel continue to
ignore Israel's repeated calls to terminate the conflict. This impasse can be
resolved only when the Arab States Join in efforts to unravel the tangled web of
the protracted conflict in our region and subscribe to the prevailing international
atmosphere of dialogue, rapprochement and normalization of relations. The hostile
atmosphere which continues still to tesonate in these halls only proves that it is
not here that the sclution will be fcund. It can and will be found onl, through
dialogue and Qirect negotiationa - not by repetitious, one-sided and extreme
tesomtions.

The 14 May 1989 peace initiative of the Government of Israel has resuscitated
the peace process, and new hopes now reign in the region. The initiative is aimed
at resolving the Arab-~Israeli conflict and achieving peace with a pragmatic,

realistic and comprehensive approach.
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Its four points call fors strengthening the peace treaty between Egypt and
Israel; ending the state of war between the Arab States and Israely rehabilitating
the Palestinian refugee camps; and holding elections among the Palestinian
inhabitants of Judea, Samaria and Gaza. These four peints are mutually
reinforcings; progress in cne facilitates progress in each of the(othets. For that

reason we believe that all four points should be pursued in parallel; and with

equal vigour.

None of these points is beyond the pale for anyone but the radical Arab
States. The first, which calls for the strengthening of the peace treaty, is
already being acted upon; the third, aimed at rehsbilitating the refugee canps, is
widely recc;gnized as crucial;s the fourth - that of the concept of elections - is
strongly endorsed by the Palestinians in the territories. Only the second, which
urges beace with our Arab neighbours, has remained out of reach. Yet that point is
most crucial. For an end to the state of belligerency is the linchpin of any peace
process. Peace in our region is clearly contingent upon the normalization of
relations between Israel and its Arab neighbours.

Despi te all the obatacles, our goal remains to move as quickly as pogsible
towards elections in the territories of Judea, Samaria and@ Gaza. These elections
will enable the Palestinians, for the first time *n their history, to chcose their
legitimate representatives freely and openly. This is the true meaning of
self-determination: to-enable the people to exercise their choice and freely elect
their representatives. No one has the right to claim representation of a people
except its elected representatives. Precisely for that reason, the Palestinians®
self-nominated "sole legitimate representatives®™ are terrified by these electionsg,
by this genuine expression of seif-determination. Echoing Arafat‘'s infamous threat
to pump 10 bullets into the cheat of any Palestinian opposing him, Arafat's deputy,

Abu Iysd, issved the following statement only five days ago:s
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“I warn every Palestinian who participates in any meeting, dialogue or
neqotiation with Israel which is nct approved by the PLO. ™ (Shark el Ausat,

Saudi :Arabia; ' 24 November - 1989)

So fearful is the PLO - an amalgamation of terrorista who are neither the soie nor
the legitimate nor the representatives of the Palestinians - that it has murdered
over 150 Palestinian opponents. And that is all in the name of self-determination.

The PLO chieftains coamit acts of tezror and murder while, with the same
breath, claiming to be the legitimate representatives of theii victims and,
supposedly, willing to negotiate on their behalf. This destructive force is
opposed, in princivie, to the democratic process, and applies force to block the
emergence, through free elections, of genuine representatives.

Israel is determined to inplement the 14 May peace initiative. The campaign
of internal Palestinian terrorism will fail, and the elections in Judea, Samaria
and Gaza will take place. With the elected Palestinian representatives Israel
intends quickly to conclude negotiations for a five-year periocd of Palestinian
self-rule, which will give the Palestinians effective ocontrol over moet aspects of
their daily lives. We are coamitted to beginning negotiations on & permanent
settlement within three years of the commencement of the period of self-ruie.

This is a genuine and practical initiative aimed at bridging the gaps,
untangling the web of mistrust, and reaching an agreement on the firat attainable
step towards a comprehensive peace. There is no rationality in further rejection.
The time is ripe to put an end to the cycle of violence and the deeply exbedded
hatred, and to cast away the fossilized and ossified slogans used here, which only
serve as additional atumbling-blocka on the road to accosmodation.

In order to advance the poade process, it behoves us to overcoke the many

pitfalls along the way. The more we avoid mottoes pertaining to ultimate
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aspirations and to the permanant settlement, the better will be tha prospects for
achieving agreament on slections and the interim settlement.

Avolding such slogans will anhance our ability to reach an agresment on
interim arrangements regarding elections and self-rule. 1If, at that pomt; joint
efforts aimed at building confidence and normalizing relations continue, there is a
very qood chance that tl.e long~sought permanent settlement and true peace will be
achievad.

There are no megic solutions. The peace process in the Middle Faat cequires
not only courage but patience and perseverance. Eecretary of State Henry Kissinger
had to make 27 visits to Damascus just to secure the disengagement aqreement. By
the same token, peace with Egypt was achieved through interim stages, which
stretched over a period of five years. The peace process opened with the
disengagement agreement in January 1974, feilowed by the interim agresment in
1975. The Camp David accords were 3igned three years later, followed by the peace
treaty in 1979.

Political platforms are often basad on security concepts founded on past and
present expeiience., However, friendly relations and true peace must be developed
in the minds of people. Israel has proposed, therefore, to attempt to achieve that
which is possible now, through free and democratic elections leading to a
transitional period of self-rule. During this period we should all dedicate
ourselves to furthering the process of confidence-building in the region. It is
our hope that the dynamisa, the momentum of negotiations, wiil & the reat.
Negotiations on & permanent solution will follow. All proposed visions, cptions
and plans for an agreed permanent settlement will be discussed then. If the
atmosphere in the araa, before and during the transitional period, can be changed
from one of belligerency, terrorism and violence to one of confidence, dizisgue and

peace, permanent solutions can and will be negotiated and agreed upon.




MR /ar A/44/PV.67
124-125

(Mr. Bein, Israel)

To the peaples of the region this is the best peaceful alternative . It is
achievablie now. It is within our reach. Let us give it a chance.

The PRESIDENT: In accordance with General Assembly resolution 3369 (XXX)

of 10 October 1975, I now call on the Observer of the Organization of the Islamic
Conference.

Mr. ANSAY (Organization of the Islamic Conference): I should like to
thank you, Mr. President, for giving me the opportunity to address the General
Assembly cn an issue of such extreme importance to my organization, especially on
this very day, which is being celebrated by all of us as the International Day of
Solidarity with the Palestinian People.

For the Organization of the Islamic Conference and the entire Ummah the
question of Palestine is at the core of the Middle East problem, and at the heart
of the Palestinian question lies the problem of Al Quds Al Sharify the continued
aggravation of that problem constitues a grave threat not only to the stability of
the rvegion but to the peace and security of the world at large.

For the Oi-ganization of the Islamic Conference, the cause of Palestine and
holy Jerusalem is the prime cause of the entire Muslim Ummah, not only because of
its justness but also because of the fact that Al Quds Al Sharif is the first Qibla

and the third holiest place for all Muslims.
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For more than four decades Israel's policieas of expansionist aggression,
tuthless oppression of the Palestinian people, provocative defiance of the will of
the international community and intransigent flouting of all norms of international
law have been “he single source of unabated violence, tension and war in the Middle
East. The ultimate designs of these policies are as transparent as they are
futile, namely, the permanent usurpation of the fundamental rights of the
Palestinians and the liquidation of the Palestinian cause.

The question of Palestine concerns not ony the Muslim Ummah or the
Organization of the Islamic Conference but is a question of basic concern to the
international community, because it involves certain fundamental principles of
international law and norms of behaviour without which the international community
cannot coexist. The international community must therefore fight the dangerous
doctrine according to which any State may commit aggression against its neighbours
and occupy their land under the pretext of seeking enhanced security, which in
effect is tantamount to the principle of might being right.

The United Nations has a historic and special responsibility towards the
people of Palestine. The eviction of the Palestinians from their homes and from
their land, their immense sufferings and travails, all originated from the decision
taiken by the General Assembly some 40-odd years ago; yet for decades, the
international community has ignored the national aspiration and identity of the
Palestinian people, treating their tragedy as merely a quesztion of refugees.
Twenty-two years after the Israeli occupation of the West Bank and the Gaza Strip a
new generation of Palestinians, who had seen nothing but the overweening arrcgance
of Israeli occupying forces and colonial settlers, has come of age. No amount of

terroc and intimidation can extinguish the flame of liberty and freedom which their




EH/cw A/44/PV. 67
127

{(Mr. Ansay, Organization of
the Islamic Conference)

youthful spirits yearn for. Thus on 8 December 1987 Palestinians threw the first
stone against the armed might of the Israeli occupying forces; thus the glorious
intifadah had at least jolted the conscience of the international community.

The courageous Palestinian uprising in the occupied Palestinian territory
approaches the advent of its third year now, during which more than 1,000
Palestinian martyrs have fallen with honour.

The political leadership of the Palestinian people has reinforced the
intifadah by the historic Declaration of the Palestine National Council at its
nineteenth session, held in Algiers on 15 November 1988, proclaiming the birth of
the Palestinian State, which constitutes a landmark in the search for a peaceful
solution of the Middle East problem. The affirmation by the Palestine National
Council of the principles and purposes of the Charter of the United Nations and the
acceptance of all relevant United Nations resolutions on the question of Palestine
is a clear demonstration of the commitment of the Palestinians %o achieve a lasting
and durable peace. Indeed, the historic decision taken at the Palestine Mational
Council meeting and the message of peace brought by Mr. Yasser Arafat, Chairman of
the Palestine Liberation Organjzation {(PIO), to the' December 1988 meetings of the
General Assembly in Geneva have met with universal acclaim by the international
community. Since then, President Arafat, with admirable courage and wisdom, has
multiplied the peace initiatives which are irrefutable proof of the peaceful
desires of the Palestine Liberation Organization. The world-wide reaction to those
Palestinian initiatives has been very positive. In this context the Islamic world
welcomed the decision of the United States of America to initiate discussicns with
the PLO even though that dialogu® has not progressad much because of certain

hasitations entertained by the United States.
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I should like to report to the Assembly that the Co-ordination Meeting of the
Ministers of Foreign Affairs of g:he Organization of the Islamic Conference, held at
the United Nations Headquarte.s in New York on 4 October 1983, saluted the blesased
intifadah and reaffirmed its full support for it.

The meeting condemned lsraeli policies and practices aimed at continuing the
occupation and liquidating the intifadah, which has resulted in the martyrdom of
over 1,000 Palestinians and injuries to and arrests of tens of thousands, in
addition to . portations and the destruction of Palestinian properties.

The meeting reaffirmed that the Palestinian cauvse is the core of the Middle
East conflict and that a just and comprehensive peace cannot be achieved unless the
Palestinian issue is settled on the basis of the immediate total and unconditional
withdrawal of Israeli forces from the territories occupied since 1967 as well as
without enablina the Palestinian people to exercise their in-“ienable national
rights, including the right to return, to self-determination and to the
establishment 6f an indspendent Palestinian State on their own territory, with
Al Quds Al Sharif as its capital, under the leadership of the PLC, their eole,
legitimate representative.

The meeting called for the urgent convening of the International Conference on
Peace in the Middle East in accordance with General Assembly resolution 43/176,
under the auspices of the United Nations and with the participation of the
permanent members of the Security Council and all parties concerned in the
conflict, including the PLO, on an egual footing.

Before ending my statement I must express the appreciation and gratitude of
the Organization of the Islamic Conference for the contribution made to the

Palestinian cause by the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the
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Palestinian Pecple, under the able and wise guidance of its Chairman. Its latest

report before us speaks for itaelf.

History has shown that agqression, domination and the use of force have never
baen able to quell the legitimate aspirations and demands of pecple for freedewm,
independence and self-determination. The legitimate and just struggle of the
Palestinian people to achieve those noble goals is no exception.

The PRESIDENT: I shall now call upon those delegations which have asked

to speak in exercise of the right of reply.

May I remind members of the Assembly that in accordance with General Assembly
decieion 34/401 statements in exercise of right of reply are limited to 10 minutes
for the first intervention and five minutes for the second, and should be made by
delegations from their seats.

Mr. SHABREED (Sycrian Arab Republic) (interpretation from Arabic): It has
become clear to us all that the representative of the Zionist entity in occupied
Palestine has lost touch with reality. It is not my intention here to attach any
importance to his oft-repeated fabrications or to dignify them by trying to refute
then. I shall merely state a few simple facts in the plainest of terms, 20 that
even the representative of world zionism can grasp what I shall say. Having
demonstrated his inability to understand even the simpleat of procedural matters,
how can he aspire to speak of matters that have to do with international peace and
aecurity?

First, in his verbose statement, he spoke of democracy claiming that the
entity he represents is one of the few democracies in the Middle East. I wish only

to draw attention to John Brinkley's article in The New York Times of

21 November 1989 so that the Asszembly may see for itself the sort of dsmocracy he

claims to represent.




BH/cw A/44/PV. 67
130

(Mr, Shaheed, Syrian
Arab_Bepubl ic)

Members will £ind that this bogus democracy works in the couplete absence of any
law thst may ensure for the inhabitants of occupied Palestine the most elemental of
humen rights, or any law that prohibits discrimination on the basis of religlon and
ethnic origin, or any law that guarantaas freedom of expression and equality under
the law. Indesd, mambers will find & unique case of a democracy without a

constitution.
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Secondly, he referred once again to General Assembly resolution 3379 (XXX),
which rightly branded zionism as racism. That resolution was adopted in the wake
of the challenge to international law by the racist régimes in Tel Aviv and
Pretoria when they refused to comply with the United Nations resolutions calling
for the elimination of all forms of discrimination. The resclution was the

expression of the common outrage at the grave threat posed by the unholy and

suspect alliance between Tel Aviv and Pretoria and their inhuman practices.

Suffice it to say that the representative of the Zionist entity could only tear up
the resolution in this very Hall before all the delegations of Member States. That
gives soma idea of the mentality that characterizes his racist attitude.

Thirdly, he spoke of peace. He digd thag. of course, from the standpoint of
Zionist aggression.

We have been affirming for years that we are on the side of peace, that we
seek a just and lasting peace in the region, based on United Nations resolutions
which we and the entire international community support. Any talk of peace outside
this context is nothing but deceit and an attempt to hoodwink international public
opinion.

History has proved conclusively that zionism is a racist expansionist
movement. That movement has not been content with the planting of a parasite
entity in Palestine at the expense of the indigenous people of that country and
within boundaries that are not those 3defined by the United Nations in 1947. It has
expanded the area it ac_quired at the expense of the Arab countries in 1948, with
total contempt for the truce and resolution adopted by the Security Council, every
resolution adopted by the Organization and its Charter.

That movement further expanded the area under occupation in 1952 and again

through the tripartite aggression against Egypt in 1956. 2Zionist expansionism
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reached its zenith in June 1967 with the annexation of Jerusalem and the Golan, the
installation of Zionist settlements in the occupied territories and the occupation
of a large part of Lebanon's territory.

The Zionist entity still practises its traditional blackmail. It pecrsists in

clinging to its declared annexationist-expansionist policy at the expense of the

Arab nation, in its drive to establish its mythical State from the Nile to the
Buphrates. Talk of peace by the representative of zionism deceives no one.

Mr., HOSSEINI (Islamic Republic of Iran): The representative of the

Zionist base of terror occupying Palestine has, as usual, .i.n order to conceal its
deception, lied and made allegations without foundation against the countries of
the Middle East, including my country. Of course, we are not surprised by those
lies. This is the Zionist's usual manner. I categorically deny all those
meastrous allegations.

As I said yesterday when speaking in exercise of my right of reply to the
zionist representative, it ig our conviction that the Zionist base was created by
force, by terror, and that its very existence in the area is illegal. It is an
illegitimate State which through its illegal activities is trying to gain the title
of a State. This, of course, is not possible because they are acting against the
will of the people of Palestine and against Muslims all over the worid. I assure
thes that they will not attain their dirty goal.

As members are aware, the Zionist régime has a record of four decades of
occupation and of the most inhuman and brutal behaviour and policies against the
inhabitants of Palestina., Members must also all remember the crimes that Zionist
non-entity committed in the Sabra and Shatila camps and what they are now doing in

Beit Sahur. The same criminals are committing the same crimes.
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Our poeition on the issue of Palestine is well-known. We have always
supported the just and heroic struggla of the Palestinian people, the Palestinian
Muslim combatants to exarcise their inalienable right to establish an independent
State in the entire land of Palestine. We do not recognize any non-Palestinian
State in the haly land of Palestine.

#Mr. BEIl (Israel): The right of reply is meant to be uwsed by
representatives of States which have been attacked by previous speakers. Since I
4id not impugn the integrity of any Member State and only called for the peaceful
rescilution of the Arab-Israeli conflict, I fail to see any justification for the
exercise of the right of reply by the representatives of Syria and Ikan, unless
they meant it &s a declaration that they oppoes, in principle, the peaceful
resolution of confiicts. As a matter of fact, the representative of Iran called

openly for the liquidation of Israel.
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These cutbursts, in which Israel is not even called by its name, Serve only to
demonstrate what the Arab-Israeli conflict is all about. Once again Iszael appeals
for peace - and this is a good enough reason for it to be attacked by its Arab
neighbours.

The PRESIDENT: 1 call on the representative of the Syrian Arab Rapublic,

who wishes to speak a second time in exercise of the right of reply.

Mr. SHAHEED (Syrian Arab Republic) (interpretation from Arabic): I shall
be extremely brief. Since the representative of the racist Zionist entity in
occupied Palestine spoke about peace from the Zionist perspective of peace, 1 wiah
to present the Assembly with our concept of peace. Those who s2ek peace should
find its components -

The PRESIDENT: I call on the representative of Israel om a point of

order.

#r. BEIN (Israel): Countries in the United Nations have names. Israel
definitely does not mind being called 2ionist. We are very proud of it. Members
know that zicnism is one of the liberation movements of which a country can be
proud. But I was not called by my name, and . think that the President should rule
that countries in the United Nations have denominations; they should be called by
their names and not be called entities. I too could resort to this kind of thing:
I could call the Syrian Arab Republic a terrorist entity. But I would rather not.

The PRESIDENT: The Israeli request is noted, and I ask the
representative of the Syrian Arab Republic to proceed in accordance therewith.

Mr. SHAHEED (Syrian Arab Republic) (interpretation from Arabic): I am
not going to answer the allegations of the representative of the Zionist entity who
interrupted me under the pretext of a point of order. 1 shall not do so for a

simple reason: out of respect especially for you -
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The PRESIDENT: I call again on the representative of iscael on a point

of order.

Mr. BEIN (Israel): Mr. Cresident, if I understood correctly, vou have
just acked the representative of the Syrian Arab Repulrlic to use the right
denominaticns of States as thsy are used in the United Nations. He 8id not. He
ignored your reguest.

The PRESIDENT: 1 should like to refer to what I have already said., %

regret that the representative of Iarael had to interrupt the debate again. I
suppose that delegations are aware of the practice esztablished in the United
Nations with regard to the names of States. In the interest of a substantive
discusgion, I hope that there will not be another intecruption of the debata.

I ask the representative of the Syrian Arab Republic to continue his statemsent.

Mr., SHAHEED (Syrian Arab Republic) (interpretation from Ars:ic): Onoe
more I wish to confirm that out of my respect for you, Sir, I am not going to
comment on the points of order which the representative of the Zionist entity in
occupied Palestine claimed he had the right to spezk on. Out of my respect for
you, Sir, and for those attending this meeting, I shall not answer hia.

Allow me to continue my statement in order to present ay country's concept of
peacz, which is in complete opposition to the Zionist racist concept. We have
always rejected and shall always reject that concept because it is not based on the
principles of right or justice and doces not restore the rights of thoze whose land
was usurped.

Those who seek to achieve peace should £ind its components. Those who wish to
establish Deace shouid have all the factors leading to peace. KNone of these
factors is expansion, destruction and the denial of the psoples' righta. Peace has
its objective factors. If they are established, then peace, in turn, will be

established. Otherwise, to speak of peace would be futile. Until these objective
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factors are established, to speak of peace would be nothing but falsification and

deception. PForamoat arong those objective factors is the elimination of zll forms
of aggression and commitment to the Charter of the United Rations &nd international
norms. The developments =

The PRESIDENT; The representative of the Syrian Arad Rapublic has used

up his five ninutes.
I call on the representative of the Islamic Republic of Iran, who wishes o
speak a second time in exercise of the right of reply.

Mr. HOSSEINI (Islamic Republic of Iran):s We think that the presence of

the cancerous Zionist régime goes against peace in our region. The mein cause of
instability and trouble in the tegion iz the existence of the Zionist occupiers.
That is tha main reason. That régime, which was crested by force and has sent
thousands of Palestinians into refugee canps, is now asking for peace and talking
about peace. This reminds us of a situation where a burglar breaks into & house by
force and then says, "Well, let's share the property.®™ That is the exact logic of
the Zionist non-entity representatives.

I think the Cionist base iz a danger to peace and security not only in the
Middle Bast but in the world. As I said earlier, we believe that peace can be
restored to the Middle Bast only by the recognition of the Palestinian peopie‘s
inalienable right to establish their own independent State in the entire land of

Palestine.

The PRESIDENT: I call on the repreaentative of Israei, who wishes to

speak a second time in exercise of the right of ceply.
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Mr. BEIN (Israel}: T want only to reitecate thiss I hope you have
listaned, Sir, to tha representative of Iran. BHe just cailed for the liquidation
c¢f the State of Israel sc that anothar State can be established in the whols
territory of Mlestine. Thst is, in a nutshell, what we have {x the Niddle Bast;

that is the conflict:s we are calling for peace) thay are calling for ligquidation.

The maating rose at 8.10 p.A.




