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The meeting was called- to order at 4.50 p.m.

QUESTION OF THE VIOLATION OF HUMAN RIGHTS IN THE OCCUPIED ARAB TERRITORIES INCLUDING.
PALESTINE- (agenda item 4) (continued) (E/CN.4/1481, 1482, 1483 and Add.1;
A/36/706=S/l4762° E/CN. 4/1932/L 3) B

THE RIGHT OF PEOPLES TO SELF-DETERMINATION AND ITS APPLICATION TO PEOPLES UNDER
COLONIAL OR ALIEN DOMINATION OR FOREIGN OCCUPATION (agenda item 9) (cofitinued)
(E/CN.4/147T7 and Add.1l, 1487, 1490, 1491, 1498; E/CN.4/1982/3 and 6;
E/CN.4/1982/L.2 and L.4)

1. Mr. OGURTSOV (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic), speaking on agenda item 9,
said that the Commission should focus its efforts on working out new and effective
measures to achieve the speedy liberation of colonial peoples, as envisaged in the
historic Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples
of 1960 and the Plan of Action for the full implementation of that Declaration adopted
at the thirty-fifth session of the General Assembly in resolution 35/118. There had
been profound changer in the world 8ince the founding of the United Nations and now
nearly two thirds of the Members of the United Nations were former colonial or
dependent countries. Freedom hdad not been given to thosé peoples from above but had
been won by them in their brave national liberation struggles. The victory of the just
cause of oppressed peoples was also to a large extent due to the constant solidarity
and support of the socialist countries. ' Not all countries, however, had been able to
free themselves from oppression and achieve self-determination. The peoples of
southern Africa, the Arab people of Palestine and the peoples of many island territories
in Micronesia and other territories wereé still subgect to the oppresgion of foreign
domination and ra01st Governments.

2. In South Africa the inhuman system of agartheld or "separate development" had

been introduced by the racist régime. Under the apartheid system the indigenous black
population, amounting to more than 80 per cent of the total population, had been
restricted to 13 per.cent of the land, generally in the least fertile areas. Attempts
had been made to introduce the same system in Namibia, illegally occupied by

South Africa. The heroic national liberation struggle of the Namibian people would
have succeeded -long ago had it not been for the covert and overt assistance the
occupying racists received from the Western. Powers, in partlcular the United States and
the United Kingdom, and international monopoly interests. Hypocritically condemning
the apartheid system and demagogically proclaiming their readiness to work towards the
elimination of colonialism and racism in southern Africa, some Western Powers were in
fact carrying out a policy that could only serve to maintain the existing order in that
area. Of particular concern was the broad military assistance provided by the

Western Powers, in particular the NATO countries and Israel, to the illegal white
minority régime in South Africa. That country sought to break up the unity of States
opposing its criminal policy and was continuing its military aggression against
neighbouring States, namely, Angola, Zambia, Mozambique, Zimbabwe. The Zionist régime
in Israel had adopted a similar policy, seeking to impede international assistance

for the Arab people of Palestine and to frighten Arab countries by naked military

aggre351on.;
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5. ilany so-called small territories cand enclaves in the Pacific, Indizn and
Atlantic Oceans and in the Caribbean renion romained under colonialist rule. Tne
1960 Declaration apnlied to all territories, includins the Trust Territory of
tlicronesia, vhica had been de facto annexed by tho United States. In 19360 the
United States, instead of granting indenendencae o the ilicronesian Territory, had
arbitrarily divided it into four semi-colonialist aduninistrative units "in free
association™ with tha United States. llovever, iashin-<ton continucd to exercisc
full control over those so=callel “Governments” in respect of their economics nnd
policies. The United States had talken similar actlon uith rorsard to Pucrto Rico,
vhich had also been declarad to be "in free agsociation wvith thz United States in
1952, Since that tine Pucrto Rico Lnd renainzd a colonial annendasge of the

i ) H
mainland United States and full power continucd to. . be in the hands of that country.
In granting those small terriforics and iclands Yspecial status®™, the imperialist
Powers made usc of theusl ag naval and air bazes and as aucloar testing sites.

a, Those remnants of colonialisn were the deliberate work'of the evil alliance of
the foress of uorld reaction that vere waging a rearnuord action osainst the notilonal
liberation moveuents and verc attempting to exact revense for earlier defents and

to check the acvance of %the forcoes of freedon and social progress. tlis delegation
hoped that the Comaission uvould be able to wmake ito contribution to the eliaination
of such vestises of racisi and colonialisu, o

v
5. Fr. TOSEYSKI (Yusoslavia) said itseeuned that each year peace in the lidddle Dast

vas further avay than cver. Asain, in 1962 a new provocative act on the nart o

Lsrael, namely, the recent decision of the Israeli Governilent to annex the Golan
iieighte = an act of naked aggrcssion and a brutal violation of the wost Tundanmental
prineiples of the Charter of the United illntions, shoucd that Israel uas persisting
in its long-tern and systenatic effort aimed o single oal. That goal wvas an
order based on Israsli intecrests alone, ons
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that lesalired agsression, clained
occupation as a good benefiting the peoples subjected to occupation, proclained
annexation as o holy right, and justificd the seizure of the proncrty ol others by
the laus of the so-called free narket. The Isracli action was an open threat to the
toerritorial integrity of the 3Syrian Arab RepublicHand'an open provocation to war.

h ycar the Commission studicd the report of the Speeial Comaittee to

6. TFac
Investisate Isracli Practicez Affecting the Human Rights of the Population of the
Occupied Territories and received contiradictory infornation from the observer for

Israel, uvhose aim uas to mininize or even nullify the Special Comitiee's findings.
The obsecrver. for Lzrael would have the Comuission believe, for instance, that the
Israeli occupation of tihe Arab territories was sonetning to which the Arabs should
asplre and that Arabs lived better and had more freedon and 2 better futuire under
occupation. The Commission was, allesedly, wvasting its time with such questions
as the legitimate rigits of the Palestinian necople to seli-dcternination and the
creation of their oun State; 1t was wrons to deal with issucs concerning the

protection of huian rights in the occupied Arab territorics.
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7. Such an abgsurd viou vas not restiricted to leading circles in Israel but was
also held in wany partz of the international comunity, as could he scen from the
frequent and persistent nractice of acial exclusiveness, angression, occupation of
foreign territorics and repression of the risht of peoples 9 self-determination.
The international communlty must react morce energetically to such flagsrant V:Lolatlonu
of the Charter. lfore efficient measurcs must be taten to prevent further Isracli
acts of asgr gsion. Israel would pooner or later have to couply uith theé basic
norms of the international coanunity and aust renounce the imposition on éothers of
its own norms of behaviour and 1ts version of peace founded on aggression and the
subjusation of other peoples. T¢ wwst withdrau from all occupied Arab territories,
including the Golan Heights and Jerusalem, and conditions must be securad for the
realization of the rights of the Palestinian people to self-determination,  the

cr “athﬂ of an independent Palestinian State and the recosnition of the Palesiine
LTOH Organization (PLO) as the only lesitiaate renrcsentative of the

I 1 inian pcople. n particular, his delesation favoured strong and snacely
measures, in view of tne recent anncization of thie Golan Heights, to protect the
sovereisn rights of the Syrian Arabd Republic and other Arab States over territories
that had been taken away froa thon by Ioraeli agmsression.

[_(
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3. Ms. DERUENDJIEVA (Dulsaria) snealzing on agenda item 4, said that the tension in
the iliddle BEast had reacned a point uvhere nou political ana nilitary unheavale ucre
possible, with dire consequences for international ncace and sccurity. The wunole
liiddle Bast pfO)lem, with all its coiplexities and in particular the question of

the violation of human rishts in tie occupied Arab territories, including Palestine,
was one of the gravest nrobleng facing the United Hations znd the Comuission.

=/

9. The report of the Special Comamittee (A/36/579) showed convincingly that Israel
had committed massive and flagrant violations of the human rights of ‘the Palestinian
nﬂople and the population of the occupicd Arab territoriecs. Hith the prrotection of
the United States, the Israeli authorities had for decades pursued a policy of
oppresgion, terror and genocide vis-a-vis the Arab peonlc of Palestine, trying by
yarious means to stifle its just strugsle undoer the leadership of its sole legitimate
rcpvcpentaulve, tix2 PLO, Israeli practiz2s in the occupiec Arab territories :
included ezpulsion, digplacencnt, tra asfe:, acvacuation, deportation, denial of the
right of Arabs td return to their homes, confiscation and ciupropriation of Arab
propenty,‘destcuction and demolition of houses, mess arpraests, adainistrative
detention, ill=treatment, torture, and illegal exploitation of the natural resources
of the Arab pnonleg Isracl sousht to anne: the occupied territorics, cither directly
or by expandinz ex1ut1ng Israecli settlements and cstablishing nev ones, modifving the
status of Jerusalen, desecrating and decntroying historical, religious and cultural
Arab monuments, and escalating repression. Jeoraelts prefusal to accept the fact that
the Palestinian peonle had a rizht to self=determination and to éstablish its oun .
independent State was the major obstacle to the attainment of a just and lasting
peace in the liiddle East.
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10. There was no doubt that Israel would never have been in a position to carry out
its policy of colonization and annexation, and thus cynically to defy the
international community, had it not been for the comprehensive and active support of
the United States. The "Camp David accords' and the "Waghington treaty', concluded
without the participation of the Arab people of Paleastine, represented a continuation
of that policy and an attempt to legalize it. Under the prOUe t of talks on
so-called '"Palestinian autonomy' an effort was being made to digpuise Israel's plans
10 perpetuate its occupation of the Arab lands.

11. Dulgaria had repeatedly condemned the expansionist and terrorist policy of the
Israeli authorities and had expressed its solidarity end support for the Jjust cause
of the Palestinian people. DBulgaria would continue to render active assistance to
the legitimate struggle of the Arab people of Palestine under the leadership of the
PLO, until the final victory of their caus :

12, Mr. SOLA VIIA (Cuba) introduced draft resolutions g/CH w/1°82/h 3 and L.4
behalf of the delegations of Algeria, Bulgaria, the Byelorussian Sovict oOClallst
Republic, Cuba, Cyprus, Democratic Yemen, Bthiopia, India, Iraq, Jordan, Madagascar.
Horocco, Pakista 1y Syrian Arab Republlc, Tunisia, Viet ﬂwm, Yugoslaviae and Zimbabwe.
He expressed the increasing concern of the countries of the non-aligned movement for
the need to express moral, political and econonic solidarity with the just struggle
of the Palestine people and to condemn Israeli practices in the occupied Arab
territories, including Palestine. After summarizing the provisions of the fwo draft
resolutions, he commended them to the Commission for consideration and adoption.

1%, Mr., AL-KAISY (Observer for Irvaq) said that the Zionist occupation of Lrab lands
since 1948 had almost no parallel in history; it resembled racist rule in

South Africa and Nazi occupation during the Second World Var in its recourse %o the

displacement of the indigenous population and repressive measures against detainees,

14. The Zionist occupation of Palestine wras associated with an ideology which denied
the very existence of the Paléstinian people. The basic tenet of zionism was that
the dominant Jewish majority had rights denied to others., Iore than half a century
since the Balfour Declaration, the Arabs of Palestine enjoyed neither the political
rights to which they were entitled as a people nor even the civil or religious rights
promised them by a former occupier of their land. In fact, the Palestinians wvere
viewed by the Zionists as temporary residents, as was made clear by a utatement ma.de
recently by a spokesman for the Gugh Emunim settlement.

15. The Zionist plan of so-called local rule announcec in the Knesset in

December 1977 formed the centrepiece of the Camp David accords, which condemned the
West Bank and Gaza to a status of subordination.and sentenced the Palestinians outside
Palestine to permanent exile. The post-=Camp David period had witnessed an escalation
in repression and violation of human rights, -including cengorship, restrictions on

all political activity, land transfers, expulsion and various forms of terrorism.

16, In Vview of the seriousness of the question of human rights in the occupied
Arab territories, the United Nations General Assembly had established a Special
Committee to Investigate Israeli Practices Affecting the Human Rights of the

a4

Population of the Occupied Territories. In his letter transmitting its
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thirteenth report (A/36/579), the Chairman of the Special Cormittee stated that the
situation of human rights in the occupied territories had not changed from previous
years and that the Government of Israel continued to follow a policy of annexation
of those territories. In its conclusions, the Special Cormittee had once again
emphasized the need for the intervention of the international community to put an
end to that policy of annexation.

17. It was clear from the report that, in addition to the fact that the occupation
in itself constituted a violation of human rights of the civilian population, the
policy of the Zionist Government was also contrary to the 1949 Geneva Convention
relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War and the Hague
Convention of 1907. Those instruments had been repeatedly violated, in particular,
through the punishment of civilians for offences they had not committed and through
the collective penalties and reprisals inflicted on the civilian population., With
regard to the question of judicial remedies, he noted the statement in the report that
the gituation of the civilian population of the occupied territories was such that
the threat to international peace and security due to the policy followed by the
Government of Israel in that area was more serious than ever. In his opinion, the
report constituted an objective and faithful reflection of the situation regarding
the violation of human rights in the occupied Arab territories.

18. The racist, expansionist and aggressive practices of the Zionist entity in
Palestine and other occupied Axrab territories had been repeatedly condemned by the
United Nations and its various organs. In addition, other international
organizations such as ILO, WHO and UNESCO had adopted resolutions concerning the
conditions of the population in those fterritories.

19. In 1980, the Zionist entity had announced its decision to annex Jerusalem and
declare that city its capital, a measure which showed the extent to which it
disregarded world public opinion and flouted the principles of international law.
The Security Council had therefore adopted in June 1980 a resolution calling on the
Zionist authorities to abandon measures aimed at changing the status of Jerusalem.

20, The Zionist entity had recently announced its decision to annex the Syrian
Golan Heights, once again challenging the will of the Arab people and the world
commmity. It had ftaken that expansionist measure without regard to the
resolutions adopted by the Security Council and continuous international demands for
it to withdrawv from all the occupied Arab lands. In carrying out that measure,

the Zionist entity depended on the full support and assistance of the United States.

21, With regard to official measures taken to implement the policy of annexation
and settlement, he referred to paragraph 58 of the report of the Special Committee
and said that the strategy of the Zionist entity was based on the obliteration of
Arab Palestinian identity and the forcible expulsion of ‘Palestinians from their
homes., It was clear that through its policy of establishing settlements, the
Zionist entity sought to undermine the identity of the Arab population, weaken
the factors of Arab resistance and achieve both security and economic benefits
through large capital investments in the settlements.
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22. He noted the statement by the Prime Minister of the Zionist entity that the

Camp David accords which had been concluded under the supervision of the

United States, applied to the people and not to the land. In his delegation's

opinion, those accords were aimed at depriving the Palestinian people of its right

to self-determination and had rightly been opposed by all Arab, Islamic and
non-alignment - conferences and by the General Assembly at its sessions since 1979.

His Government strongly condemned the accords and Security Council resolution 242 (1967).

23. In June 1981 the Zionists had committed a blatant act of aggression against
Irag by bombing the nuclear installations near Baghdad. In that connection, the
Security Council had adopted resolution 487 (1981) stating that the military attack
clearly violated the Charter and the norms of international conduct, that Irag

was entitled to appropriate redress for the destruction which 1t had suffered and
responsibility for which had been acknowledged by Israel, and reaffirmed the right
of Irag and the developing countries to benefit from the peaceful uses of atomic
energy. The resolution further stated that the raid constituted a serious threat
to IAEA's safeguards régime; winich was the foundation of the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, and called upon the Zionist entity to refrain
in the future from any such act

24 Iraq was not satisfied with that resolution and had stated that it reserved
the right to take further action on the lines of the resclution. Moreover, the
resolution failed to satisfy the desire of international public opinion to see
sanctions imposed on Israel - a step which had not been taken because of the
attitude.of the United States. Meanwhile, the Board of Governors of IAEA had
condemned the Zionist entity for its attack and had recommended its expulsion from
the Agency. The raid had also been condemried by various countries and political
circles throughout the world; it was not only an act of aggression but a blatant
violation of all international laws and norms of civilized behaviour.

25. It was well known that Irag's nuclear installations had been set up for
peaceful purposes: that fact had been stressed on several occasions by Iraqi and
French officials, France being the supplier of the reactors. Furthermore, since

1 July 1968 Iraq had been a signatory of the Non-Proliferation Treaty, which the
Zionist entity had refused to sign. ZIEver IABA had confirmed Iraq's peaceful
intentions in using atomic enezgy. Desgpite all those assurances, the Zionists had
persisted in their assertion that the security of their State was threatened by
Iraqi potential to build nuclear weapons -- a patent falsification since the plant
was still in the initial stages of construction and under systematic inspection by
IAEA, which had recorded no violation of the Treaty.

26. The Zionists, acting in collaboration with the Tranian régime, had already
raided the nuclear installaztion nesr Baghdad in DGeptember 1980, When Irag had

gone ahead with its peaceful atomic energy. programme, the Zionists had attacked

again and it appeared thet the Iranian régime had prolonged the war and refused to
respond to honest offers by Iradq and world bodies for the peaceful settlement of

the Iragi-Iranian conflict in order to glve the Zionlsts opportunities to mount their
raids on Iraq's nuclear installations.
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27. The real reason for the attacks was that the Zionist entity realized that the
decisive importance of its scientific and technical superiority enabled it to plant
itself in the heart of the Arab homeland and te annex further Arab territories, and
that it was currently losing its advantage. Its aggression wag directed against
Arab attempts to catch up with world tecinical and scientific progress. That
clearly confradicted the Zionist claim fto be an oasis of progress in a backward
region,

28. In conclusion, he reminded the Commission that on 13 November 1980 the
General Agsembly had adopted reésolution 56/27 which strongly condemned Israel for
its premeditated and unprecedented attacks on Iraqi nuclear installations.

29. Mr. AREBI (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) said that the list of Israeli violations of
human rights in the occupied territories grew longer every year. Horrible acts of
persecution and racial discrimination had been committed against Palestinians in a
country which gave the "right of return" to foreign immigrants from all parts of the
world while forbidding Palestinians to return to their homes., The Palestinians,.
the indigenous inhabitants of the territory, could not be deprived indefinitely of
their inalienable rights, particularly the right of self-determination, which they
had been denied for over 34 years ever since the adoption of the General Assembly
resolution, approved by all the major Powers, which had set up two States in
Palestine. ' '

30. B8ince then, the great majority of the international community had repeatedly
reaffirmed the right of the Palestiniang to set up a free and independent State.

All the formidable methods used by world Zionism, supported by imperialism, to
liquidate the Palestinian people had failed; that people was still there, stronger
than ever, and any plan for coupromise that did not take account of ifs legitimate
rights wag doomed to failure. For that reason, the Canp David accords and the
Weshington treaties had been rejected by both the Palestinian people and the
majority of the international comrmuni ty . Those agreements had not served the cause
of pecace; . they had merely enabled the Zionist entity to step up its aggression and
defy the international commwnity by such acts as fthe annexation of the Golan Heights
‘and the bombing ¢ the Iragi peaceful nuciear research centrz, Aggression clearly
paid off when the pevpetrator could rely on the veto of that great defender of
human rights, the United States. Other friends of zionism had nercly to abstain.
No Arab country, however remote from Palestine, could feel safe from United States
weapons in Zionist hands. Israeli advances under the United States wuibrella

showed what reliance could be placed in the goodwill of the United States and in

its protection of human rights and peace in the Middle East.

31, All those who encouraged the Zionist entity directly or indirectly were
responsible for the misfortunes cf the Palestinian people., His delegation found it
hard to credit the attachment to human rights in general and the Palestinian cause
in particuler of those who ordered sanctions of all kinds when one man failed %o
obtain an exit visa but blocked any action against the Zionist aggressor when the
fate of the Palestinian people as a whole was at stake.

32. He urged all peace-loving nations which believed in the Palestinian cause to
discard all accords and treaties bearing the overt or covert mark of the
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United States or the Zionist entity. The sole condition for re-establishing
peace in the iiiddle Bast was thot the Pelestinian people should regain all their
rights over the whole of their national territory, Palestine, under the acgis of
their sole legitimete represcntativa, thp PL0.  All intruders should pack their
bags and lecave. o ’

3%. His delegation wes Pbll’bd once again to denounce the close undbrstgndlng
between the racist réginmcs of the Zionist entity and South Africa, both of which
were upheld by the sanc Powers. The situation with regard to Namibia was
deadlocked, thus putting at risk not only the Hamibians fighting for frecdom undpr
the banner of SWAPO, their legitimete representative, but also seccurity, development
and peace in southern Africa. The attacks of the Pretori“ Governuent against the
front-line States demonstrated the neccssity of forecing it to give Namibia back its
independence in accordance with resolution A3) (19/8), which had been accepted by
the Africen and most other States as the basis for any solution of the problei,
without prior conditions.

34. In conclusion, he reaffirmed his delogation's political, diplomatic and
naterial support for all subjcct peoples in Palestine, southern Africo and the
Sahara. The United Netions, the Organization of Africen Unity and the non-aligned
countrics had repcatedly expressed concern about the right of the pcenle of
Western Srhara to sclf-deteruination. He was - confident that the just cause of all
those peoples would finally triunph.. ’ '

35. He annbunced that his delegation wished to join the sponsors of draft
resolution E/CN.4/1982/L.4.

36. Mr. Salah-Bey took the Chair.

37. Mr. BRIMAH (Nigoria) expressed concern that for over three decades areas of
the Middle East had been a hotbed of tension which threatcned world peace and
security, Since 1967, Isracl, in gross violation of thc Fourth Geneva Convention,
had donc everything to maintain its occupation of the Arab terriftorics i1t had scized
by changing their legal status. Its policics were as repressive as théy were
brutal. Over the preceding o yegrs therce had becn over 50 Gencral dsscimbly
resolutions condeining the attitude of Isracl towards the Paélesitinian people and
their sole representative recognized by the international commwnity, the PLO, The
latest negative wmove, the Isracli anncxation of the Syricn Golen Heights, had been
the subject of a Sccurity Council resolution calling for sanctions, which had
unfortunately been vetocd by the United States.

38. Other rcoent acts by the Israeli authoritiecs had clss clearly shown thet Tsrael
was not prepared to conprouise for the sake of peace with its Arab neighbours. - Its
behaviour appeared to be prompted by the delusion that it could sccure its own
independence only at the cxponse of leaving other pcople in the arca stateless and
discenfranchized. Hoence itg ccllous disregard for world opinion and the csteblished
norits of international conduct. It night have been thought that a nation which was
disgipating all its cnergics in wer offorts would be willing to exchangce territorics
for peace.
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39. Quite clearly, Israel held the key to the peaceful resolution of the

Middle East orisis. It must show magnanimity, by giving up the West Bank, the
Golan Heights, the Gaza Strip and Sinai, and recognize the right of the Palestinians
to a State of their own. As a reciprocal gesture, the Arab neighbours of Israel
should recognize its right to live within secure boundaries. All the peoples of the
Middle East, including the Israelis and Palestinians, must be guaranteed recognized
boundaries. Such a solution would enable efforts currently being dissipated in
unnecessary conflicts to be devoted to zccelerated development in the region.

40, Mr. KIS (Observer for Hungary) said that owing to the Israeli Government's
policy the situation in the Middle East had further deteriorated since the Commission's
previous session; Israel's attack on Iraq's nuclear installations and the

Israeli Parliament's decision concerning the Golan Heights were but two of the mony
disturbing events that had occurred. Because. of lack of unanimity among the
permanent members of the Security Council, an emergency special session of the
General Assembly had been convened to examine the question of the Golan Heights,
whose annexation could set a dangerous precedent and had been condemned by the vast
majority of States, including his own. The United Nations and other international .
bodies must take immediate and approprizte action to stem Israel's expansionist
policy in the Middle East, where the situation would remain dangerous unless a
comprehensive settlement was reached.

41, As a result of the substantial support it received from its major ally, Israel
was able to pursue a systematic policy aimed at changing the character and legal
status of the occupied areas, thus violating the norms of international law.

Since 1967, successive Israeli Governments had refused to acknowledge the
inadmissibility of acquiring territory by force. The major victim of that policy was
the Palestinian Arab people; until thot people's human rights were fully restored,
no just and lasting settlement for the region could be achieved. The policy also
extended to unprovoked attacks against independent countries in the region, attacks
which violated the sovereignty and territorial integrity of several States Members
of the United Nations and posed a constant danger to international peace and

' security, Lo o ' '

42. The Israeli Government could never pursue such a policy without the almost
unconditional support of the United States. Nor could that policy serve the

Israeli people's long-term interests; nationzl security could not be achieved by
endangering the security of other parties to the conflict. The futility of the

Camp David accords showed that no partial approsch could remove the root cause of

the conflict. Only a collective effort with the participation of all those concerned,.
including the PLO and based on the principles of the relevant United Nations
resolutions, could produce a just and comprehensive settlement.

43. TFor that reason, Hungary resolutely supported all the relevant constructive
resolutions of the Commission and other United Nations bodies. It alse fully
supported the Palestinian people and their sole legitimate representative, the PLO -
which was gaining increasing international recognition, in their struggle to
re-establish their inalienable rights.
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44. Mr. EL REEDY (Observer for Egypt) said Egypt shored the belief that human rights
were inseparable from peace and security and should be exercised regardless of
frontiers, geography, colour or political affiliation. The question of human rights
in the occupied Arab territories.eand the cause of the Palestinian people was of
utmost concern to Egypt. and a commitment in its nctional policy. The appalling
situation in the occupied territories, where the inhabitents were constantly subjected
to detention, expulsion, deportation, destruction of property, closure of
universities and schools, and other forms of subjugetion to foreign rule, represented
a violation of human rights and a chellenge to the internationzl community, in
response. to which the Commicsion was called upon to act. The Commission could help
to convert a state of war, occupation and human rights violations to one of peace,
security, free territories ond harmonious coexistence, by impressing upon those most
directly concerned the need to abide by universally accepted principles, two of

which were fundamental.

45, The first was that of equal rights and self-determination. That principle,
stemming from experience of the First Uorld War, had been confirmed by the events
prior to and during the Second World Wor and reflected in the subsequent
international order. DlMore thean any other principle, it found expression in the
struggle against colonialism and foreign domination being waged by millions of Arab,
African and Asian peoples. The General Assembly had stated that by virtue of that
principle, enshrined in the Charter, all people had the right freely to determine,
without external interference, their political status and to pursue their eszonomic,
social and cultural development, and that every State had the duty to respect that
right in accordance with the provisions of the Charter. The opplicability of that
principle to the Palestinian people could never be denied. :

46, The second principle - unanimously enounced by the Security Council and the
General Assembly, and indeed accepited by all the parties to the lMiddle Bast conflict -
was that of the  inadmissibility of the acquisition of territory by force. Pursuant
to that principle, all States were obliged not to recognize any territorial change
brought about by force; and the General Assembly, on the occasion of the
twenty-fifth amniversary of the United Nations, had unanimously declared that no
territorial acqu.sition resulting from tie threat or use of force should be
recognized as legal., Mindful of that principle, Lgypt had jointed the international
community in condemning Ieracl's attempts to anmnex the Syrian Golan Heipghts, and

in declaring that such action and the attempt to annex Arab Jerusalem had no legal
validity. Under the rule of law, Arab Jerusalem was an integral pvart of the

West Dank and its inhabitonts sn integral part of the Palestinian people.

47, The task of changing the state of war to one of peace was a cardinal aim which
Egypt had pursued with determination and conviction. TIn doing sc, it had never
claimed to speak on behalf of the Palestinian pecple; its commitment was to help create
conditions for a just solution in which the Palestinian people could freely determine
their future. Peace would undoubtedly be the greatest contribution to the cause of
human rights; but equally the observence of human rights in the occupied territories
would help greatly to establish peace bused on justice znd equality. Bgypt hoped that
the Commission would contribute to achieving that goal. o
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48. Mr. MANSOUR (Observer for the Palestine Liberation Organization) said that the
observer for Israel had attempted to falsify not only the human rights situation in

the occupied territories but also the region's history and geography. The PLO,

while respecting Judaism as a religion and the right of Jews everywhere to live free
{rom discrimination, must condemn zionigm as a political and wmilitary movement whose
policies, aided first of all by British colonialism and later by American imperialism,
had deprived the Palestinians of {their rights and homeland. It was because they hed
been expelled from their land that Palestinians currently formed a majority of Jordan's
porulation; the Palestinians wighed to return to their homes, not to be -ebsorbed into
the population of host countries such as Jordan and Lebanon.

49. It was the international community's inability to stop the aggressors that had
decided the Palestinians, in the 1960s, to form an organization.of their own, which
had become the PLO, now recognized as the Palestinian's sole legitimate representative
not only by the 1nternstlonal community but by all Palestinians, who would disavow .
any alternative body of a collaborative nature. The PLO National Council embraced all
forms of activity, including military, trade union and professional. In addition,

the PLO was the instrument for progress in social, cultural, medical and educational
matters; but even in such fields Israel had forbidden all PLO activity in the
occupied territories and had blocked Arab-administered financial a351stance to
townshlps there.

50. The PLO}sought complete self—determination for its homeland and rejected all
proposals for autonomy - a disguised form of annexation,; which would enable Israel
ultimately to destroy the Arab character of the territories concerned.

5l. Despite the attempt to portray Israel as a peaceful and endangered nation, it
was in fact zionism which since 1882 had posed a threat to the Palestinian and other
lArab peoples; Israel now boasted that it had the strongest armed forces in the
region and was the sole secure ally'of the United States outside NATO.

52, " The Palestiniéns were confidént that their liberation struggle would lead to
national 1ndependenoe and the full enjoyment of human rights, Jjust as the people of
Zimbabwe had now achieved freedom and were represented in the Commission. Whereas
Israel was on the side of military dictatorships and repressive régimes, the
Palestinian people was proud to be associated with the national liberation movewents
of southern Africa and Bl Salvador and with countries which had won freedom, such as
Nicaragua and Zimbabwe.

53. He hoped that the Commission would vote in favour of draft resolutions

B/CN.4/1982/1..3 and E/CN.4/1982/L.4.

54. Mr, Garvalov (Bulgaria) resumed the Chair.

55, Mr., FEIDMAN (United States of lmerica), speaking in exercise of the right of
reply, said that the statewments made by the representative of the Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic were factually wrong and that, in any case, the conclusions he had
drawvn did not logically follow from his statements. For example, the Trust Territories
of the Pacific Islands had indeed been divided into four areas, pursuant to action
taken by the Congress of Micronesia, the representative body of those Territories.

But they had not been placed in any new status; such action could be taken only in
accordance with the rules laid down for strategic Trust Territories, of which
Micronegia was the only one.
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56. The people of Puerto Rico had exercised their right to self-determination in
referenda held in 1952 and 1967; it should be noted that, during the routine
elections for Governor in 1980, the two condidates advocatins independence had
between them polled only 5.6 per cent of the total votes cast.

57. He wondered when a referendum had last been held in the Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic and what attitude towards self-dotermination was held by the
authorities there. He quoted a pessege by Lenin to the effect thet no true Marxist
could deny that the interests of gocialism were above the right of nations to
self-determination, and a passage by Stalin asserting that the right to
self-determination could not and must not serve as an obgstacle to the working class
in exercising its right to dictatorship.

The meeting rose 2t 7.2% p.n.






