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2146th MEETING

Held in New York on Thursday, 31 May 1979, at 11.30 a.m.

President: Mr. Vasco FUTSCHER PEREIRA (Portugal).

Present: The representatives of the following States:
Bangladesh, Bolivia, China, Czechoslovakia, France,
Gabon, Jamaica, Kuwait, Nigeria, Norway, Portugal,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of Amer-
ica, Zambia.

Provisional agenda (S/Agenda/2146)
1. Adoption of the agenda

2. The situation in the Middle East:

Letter dated 30 May 1979 from the Permanent
Representative of Lebanon to the United Nations
addressed to the President of the Security Council
(S/13356)

The meeting was called to order at 1.10 p.m.

Adoption of the agenda
The agenda was adopted.

The situation in the Middle East:
Letter dated 30 May 1979 from the Permanent Repre-
sentative of Lebanon to the United Nations addressed to
the President of the Security Council (5/13356)

1. The PRESIDENT: I wish to inform members of the
Council that I have received letters from the representatives
of Israel and Lebanon, in which they request to be invited to
participate in the discussion of the item on the agenda. I
propose, with the consent of the Council, to invite those
representativ&s to participate in the discussion without the
right to vote, in accordance with the relevant provisions of
the Charter and rule 37 of the provmonal rules of
procedure. :

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Tuéni(Lebanon) took
the place reserved for him at the Council table and Mr. Blum
(Israel) took the place. reserved for him at the side of the
Council chamber.

2. . The PRESIDENT: The Security Council is meeting
today in response to a request from the representative of
- Lebanon which is contained in document §/13356. Members
of the Council also have before them document S/13361
which contains the text of a letter dated 30 May from the
reprcsentatlve of Lebanon.

3. I now call on the Secretary-General who wishes to
make a statement.

4. The SECRETARY-GENERAL: It may be helpful to
the Council if I give a brief statement on the current situa-
tion in the United Nations Interim Force in Lebanon (UNI-
FIL) area, based for the most part on reports from
Major-General Erskine, the Commander of UNIFIL.

5. Since 26 May there has been a heavy daily exchange
of artillery and mortar fire between the de facto forces
and the armed elements situated in the Tyre pocket and to
the north of the Litani River. To give some idea of the
magnitude of this exchange, the figures for the last three
days are as follows: on Monday, 28 May, the armed
elements fired 51 shells and the de facto forces 321; on
Tuesday, 29 May, the armed elements fired 144 shells and
the de facto forces 367, on Wednesday, 30 May, the armed
elements fired 66 shells and the de facto forces 145. The
armed elements’ fire has been directed at targets in the de
Jacto forces’ enclave and the de facto forces’ fire at targets
in the Tyre pocket, in locations north of the Litani River
and also in the UNIFIL area of operation. General Ers-
kine notes that the majority of exchanges of fire between
the de facto forces and the armed elements in recent days
were initiated by the latter.

6. The reason given by Major Haddad for shelling
targets in the UNIFIL area of operation is that firing is
being directed on Major Haddad’s forces from inside that
area. This was also the reason given by him for rejecting
on 28 May the UNIFIL proposal for a cease-fire, which
had been accepted by the armed elements. After an
exhaustive investigation and checking with approxi-
mately 100 UNIFIL posts in the area of operation, UNI-
FIL has totally rejected that allegation. A public
statement to this effect was made on 30 May.

7. 1In the past 72 hours the main developments in the
UNIFIL area of operation have been as follows:

—First, three artillery shells fired by the de facto forces
fell on the village of As Siddiqin in the Dutch contingent
area, killing four civilians and wounding one.

—Secondly, 12 artillery shells from the same source fell

~in the centre of the village of Hebbarye in the Norwegian

sector. One of these shells impacted on the roof of a
shelter occupied by several Norwegian soldiers.

—Thirdly, in the village of Haris one shell badly darri-
aged the building occupied by the headquarters of the
Dutch battalion. :



8. Theinhabitants of these and several other villages are
extremely disturbed at the prospects of this situation’s
continuing and this has inevitably shaken their confi-
dence in UNIFIL.

9. Today, 31 May, General Siilasvuo and General Ers-
kine have undertaken a new effort with all the parties
concerned to agree to a formal cease-fire as of 1300 hours
GMT. I have just been informed by General Siilasvuo
that all firing has ceased since 0800 hours local time this
morning, and that the de facto forces have now also
agreed to the cease-fire,

10. 1should also make reference to certain recent inci-

dents which took place outside the UNIFIL area of oper- -
ation, since these incidents have a direct bearing on the

situation in Southern Lebanon. There were recently a
number of bomb explosions in Israel, particularly one on
23 May, and a series of air, sea and land strikes by Israeli
forces directed at targets in Lebanon north of the UNI-
FIL area of operation. These incidents have been the
subject of letters addressed to me by the representatives
of Israel and Lebanon and by the Palestine Liberation
Organization, which have been circulated as documents
of the Security Council. I have recently received a further
letter from Chairman Arafat on the same matter.

11. - T am deeply concerned at the situation which has
developed in Lebanon in the past few days. There can be
no question but that, if a cease-fire is not maintained, the
exodus of the civilian population will increase, as will the
risk of loss of life both to the civilian population and to
UNIFIL personnel. ‘

12. As regards the general situation of UNIFIL, since 15
May when the President of the Council made a statement on
this matter to the Council [2144th meeting], there have been
continuous efforts to facilitate progress on the four points
originally mentioned in my report of 12 January 1979
[S/13026] and, as an immediate priority, on the.improve-
ment of the security of United Nations headquarters. at
Naqoura. The long-term aim of these efforts. has been to
further the UNIFIL deployment in the whole of its area of
operation. That is a prerequisite for the progressive restora-
tion of the authority of the Lebanese Government in the
area as required by resolutions 425 (1978) and 444 (1979).
Further meetings with the appropriate authorities are to be
held in the area in the next day or two and I have asked
General Siilasvuo to come to Headquarters here in New

York immediately thereafter for consultations on this and

other matters.

13. I very much hope that an effective cease-firc can be
maintained. I also would appreciate the continuing support
of those Governments which are in a position in the words
of resolution 444 (1979), “to bring their influence to bear on
those concerned, so that the Force, can discharge its respon-
sibilities fully and unhampered™. For my part I shall pursue
all possible means of securing the effective implementation
of the mandate of UNIFIL.

14. In conclusion, Mr. President, 1 wish to express to you
my deep appreciation for the great efforts which you your-

self have made in pursuit of the goals which the Council has
set for UNIFIL.

15. The PRESIDENT: I thank the Secretary-General for
the very kind words addressed to me.

16. The next speaker is the representative of Lebanon on
whom I now call.

17. Mr. TUENI (Lebanon): Mr. President, two weeks
ago, on 15 May, the Council, with great simplicity yet also
with a certain solemnity, entrusted you, as President, with
an unprecedented mission. You accepted with grace, discre-
tion and—if I may say so—a great measure of courage, to
carry out a diplomatic mandate on behalf of the world
community.

18. Pursuing and developing what your predecessor,
Ambassador Ole Algﬁrd, had done, you have earnestly and
patiently used the presidency of the Council to initiate,
encourage and co-ordinate multilateral efforts aimed at
preventing continued bloodshed and creating better condi-
tions for the implementation of the resolutions of the Coun-
cil. You opted for perseverance, objectivity, calm and
moderation. We were so encouraged by your practical wis-
dom that my Government did not find it necessary to press
for a long overdue debate on the mini-invasion of Lebanon
by Israel, its defiance of the Council, and its aggression
against UNIFIL.

19. It is customary to congratulate the President of the
Council on assuming his functions and we regret that our
expression of gratitude and admiration, for both you and
the representative of Norway, should come so late in the
day, at the very end of your term, and well after the end of
his. May we invite you to have neither sorrow nor regret for
having tried so hard. We have none.

20. Every day and every hour of every day since 25 April
when we first called for an urgent meeting of the Council,
people have been dying in my country. Cities and villages
have been destroyed and devastated. Tens of thousands of
simple people, peaceful Lebanese citizens, have become
refugees in their own homeland. Yet we chose to die in
silence. I almost said “we chose to die in peace”, for we area
people that have, through long years of tragedy, learned the
hard lessons of patience, resistance and faith. Yet today we
all felt that the time had come to ask of the world commun-
ity, here represented, that there should really be no more
war, no more bloodshed and no more suffering.

21. That is our agenda. We all agreed to debate not the
fate of Southern Lebanon, but the future of peace and
peace-keeping in this martyred country which you with us
have come to love so much. Allow me, therefore, to assure
members: once more in the name of Lebanon that my
country is neither for sale nor for hire, that it is neither
dispensable nor negotiable, and that its determination to
survive is only equalled by our unshaken confidence in
justice and human rights. We are a naive people, but-we
have come to you not in weakness but with strength. We
know that we probably stand alone as if condemned by
friends and foes alike to suffer beyond relief. But we also



know that we carry in us a challenge to which you cannot
fail to respond, the challenge of life to: death, of freedom:

- forever rebelling, and of a long history of hope unending,.

22. 1 had promised not to abuse the patience 6f the C‘oun-

cil, whose members have already spent endless hours in

consultations on the issue now before us. Numerous docu-
" ments, letters and reports have been distributed, read and
discussed. I wish to add here the report of the Secretary-
General, whose efforts have been so consistent in the service
of the cause of peace; the good news he brings us s certainly
a great encouragement.

23. : 1 therefore submit that we should not transform the
Council—as we may all be tempted to do—into a forum for
rhetoric or a “debating society”. Let us, rather, try to
approach the question with pragmatism. Let us try to seek
solutions that will lead us all to the objectives set forth by
the Council in the series of resolutions and statements
agreed on with unprecedented unanimity since March 1978.
And let us, above all, trust each other’s ability to understand
the realities of the case, which none of us can disguise.

24, In this perspective, what do we ask of the Council?
Our proposal is the following. First, we ask that the Council
issue an injunction in the most compelling manner, for the
halting of all acts of hostility against Lebanon and for an
end to Israeli violation of Lebanese sovereignty, and the

- shameless sacrifice of human lives. Secondly, we propose
that a strong and determined effort be made to fulfil the
mandate of UNIFIL, beyond ambiguity. It has now been
over a year since soldiers of peace came gallantly and val-
iantly to restore security in Southern Lebanon and assist in
the restoration of our sovereignty. We have all carefully
built a structure for peace and security. This marvellous
achievement suddenly appears frail and threatened. We all
have an interest in maintaining its eredibility and in giving it
the means to succeed, lest its collapse bring further war not
only to Lebanon but to the whole of the Middle East and
probably beyond. And, thirdly, we ask for the immediate
restoration of the only valid framework of peace in South-
ern Lebanon, the General Armistice Agreement of 1949
which was designed to lead, and can still lead, to a just and
permanent settlement of the Palestinian question. For we all
have expressed, though in varying terms, the fact that there
cannot be peace in the Middle East without such a settle-
ment and that no solution of the Palestinian question canbe
sought through the artificial or accidental creation of a no
less dramatic Lebanese question. '

25. My delegation ‘is prepared to discuss, through the
proper conventional methods, a resolution which will arti-
culate-these proposals in a manner that will safeguard the
spirit of consensus which has been maintained all through
our long, and sometimes very painful, handling of the Leba-
nese question. However, should hostilities be resumed or
continue, and should Israel persist in its defiance of pre-
vious resolutions, my delegation feels very strongly that a
condemnation of Israel will become imperative, and so will
the search for new avenues provided for by the Charter.

26. Our case, we believe, has been put very clearly in the
memorandum presented to the members of the Council

PN

yésterday and circulated as an official document of the

. Council [$/13361]. We shall not, at this stage, burden the

debate with any further elaboration. Nor shall we restate the
arguments in our letter of 7 May, [S/13301]. We beg,
however, that both documents be examined in a spirit of
realism, over and above the concern that the Council has
always shown for the plight of my country.

27. In conclusion, I should like to be allowed to make
three brief remarks with the hope that the simple and candid
manner in which they are addressed to the Council, and
beyond the Council, will prompt an economy in the use of
words and perhaps in the Council’s time. My first remark is
about the Palestinians, my second is about the Christians in
Southern Lebanon, and my third is about the Lebanese
question,

28. The Palestinians are in my country a *“diaspora-in-
revolt”. Their most earnest hope, and ours, is that an end
will be put to their dispersion and that they will be allowed to
return home. Only peace, not further violence or further
terror, can bring an end to their revolt. What has happened
between the Palestinians and the Lebanese will go into our
history as a cataclysm similar to none in modern history.
We are now determined that this shall not be repeated.

29. Within a framework of Arab solidarity, both the Leb-
anese and the Palestinians are now firmly committed to
peace and to the undisputed restoration of Lebanese sover-
eignty over all of Lebanon. We expect our friends and the
world community to understand with us this commitment
and to believe once and for all that if there is no peace in
Lebanon there will not, cannot, and shall not, be peace
anywhere else in the whole Middle East.

30. The Christians in Southern Lebanon are, first and
foremost, Lebanese citizens. Neither their national dignity
nor their future aspirations can allow them to be looked
upon as accessories to Israel’s strategic interests. Their pro-
blem is a by-product of the wars that Lebanon has been
going through. Their fears and concerns cannot legitimately
lead them to become what Israel seeks: a tool of destabiliza-
tion and disunity. Their only future is in Lebanon’s restored
independence and sovereignty. Their present security can
best be guaranteed by UNIFIL, not by vicarious occupation
of their homeland. Never will Lebanon allow that they or
any part of the south be detached from our historic body
politic. Such a sacrifice is beyond our tolerance and, if ever
envisaged, will only lead to another war, a war that the -
Lebanese will all wage together, in full unity, to preserve
Southern Lebanon for the Lebanese, and the Lebanese
alone, in freedom, security. and dignity.

31.  What follows from this attitude is that,while debating
the question of Southern Lebanon, it is the question of
Lebanon as a whole that the Council is really debating.
Every effort now deployed to preserve Lebanon’s unity, and
to restore Lebanon’s sovereignty and authority, will be
jeopardized if Southern Lebanon is allowed to explode. One

~war in the South, if allowed to develop, will inevitably lead

to another, and Lebanon will then become again the arena it
has been for almost five years now, -unable to rebuild its
national institutions and recover the unique position it



occupied in the Arab world, and the world at large, in
politics, and beyond in the broad realm of human
achievements,

32. My final words should be for peace, not for war. Yet ]
must speak of the Lebanese army as the instrument on
which we all depend to restore the authority of Lebanon
over all its territory, within its internationally recognized
boundaries. For such has been the tenor of the Council’s
resolutions since March 1978.

33. In three weeks, the mandate of UNIFIL will expire
and the Council will most probably be invited to renew it.
When resolution 444 (1979) was adopted, a phased pro-
gramme of activities was called for, and Lebanon was asked
to start deploying its own troops in the UNIFIL area of
operation.

34. Very few here—let us admit it—really thought that the
challenge would be met. But it was, and we are proud that,
against all odds, Lebanon thus demonstrated very modestly
that it was prepared to share in carrying the burden of
reconstructing a viable, independent, sovereign republic.
Our soldiers are now under the operational command of
UNIFIL, soldiers for peace. This is probably a unique
contribution to a unique peace-keeping force.

35. So, let us see to it together that the Council’s debate
shall lead to a resolution that will express both our concern
for peace-keeping and the confidence and faith of the soldi-
ers of peace who chose to lmperﬂ their lives waging peace,
not war,

36. The PRESIDENT: The next speaker is the representa-
tive of Israel. I invite him to take a place at the Council table
and to make a statement.

37. Mr. BLUM (Israel): Mr. President, let me begin by
paying my warmest respects to you as President of the
Security Council for this month. You represent a country
with which Israel has the most cordial ties, and for which
Israel has the highest regard. You have conducted the busi-
ness of the Council with absolute fairness, propriety and
wisdom, reflecting your outstanding diplomatic talents.

38. 1should like also to take this opportunity of express-
ing my compliments to Mr. Algﬁrd of Norway, who, in his
capacity as President of the Council last month, conducted
its business with remarkable skill and efficaciousness. He
represents a people which, even before the establishment of
the State of Israel, demonstrated its deep understanding of
the plight of the Jewish people and its abhorrence of any
form of tyranny and discrimination. As President of the
Council he demonstrated his consummate skill as a diplo-
mat, so much appreciated by all of us at the United Nations.

39. We have been summoned once again to a meeting

which is designed to satisfy the domestic needs of the’

Government of Lebanon, whose predicament is well known

to all of us. Israel is not prepared to be drawn into or to let

itself be used for a transparent exercise of this kind. How-
ever, since the Council has acceded to the Lebanese request

for this meeting, I wish to place briefly on record ence again

Israel’s position with regard to the matter before us.

40. Israel supports the national sovereignty and térritorial
integrity of Lebanon within its internationally recogmzed
boundaries. As Prime Minister Menachem Begin stated in
the Knesset on 7 May 1979:

. “I hereby announce in the name of the Government of
Israel that our State does not have any territorial
demands on Lebanon. We support the territorial integrity
and national sovereignty of Lebanon.”

‘41, The Government of Israel wants peace in and with

Lebanon. To this end it has made and will continue to make
all endeavours possible. Despite Lebanon’s ongoing pro-
biems and their complexity, Israel believes that the time has
none the less come to exert all efforts to move towards a
negotiated peace between Israel and Lebanon. In keeping
with this primary objective of Israeli foreign policy, the
Prime Minister of Israel extended a direct appeal to the
President of Lebanon, inviting him to a meeting with a view
to reaching a negotiated peace treaty between Israel and
Lebanon. I quote from his words in the Knesset on the same
occasion: ’

“I have the honour to invite the President of Lebanon,

Mzr. Sarkis, to come to Jerusalem to meet with me. For

. my part, I am prepared to leave by civilian airplane for

Beirut. The subject of our conversation, whether it takes

place in Jerusalem or in Beirut, or perhaps in a neutral

place, will be one—the signing of a peace treaty between
Israel and Lebanon.

“I am confident that Lebanon will have no territorial

" demands on Israel, and I declare in the name of the

Government of Israel that our State has no territorial
demands on Lebanon.”

42.  As has been acknowledged by the Secretary-General .
in several of this reports concerning UNIFIL, and again in
his statement here today, the situation in Southern Lebanon
cannot be detached from the situation in the country as a
whole. Attempts to detach it will not enhance the cause of
international peace and security, in fact are bound to fail.

43. The terrorist group operating under the umbrella of
the murder organization calling itself the PLO are subvert-
ing the situation in Southern Lebanon, just as they have
been doing in the rest of the country. There are some 2,000
armed PLO terrorists south of the Litanj River, mainly in
the Tyre area, and they constitute a threat to three tangible
targets: to the citizens of Israel, particularly in the north of -
Israel, to the villagers in Southern Lebanon, and to the men
of UNIFIL in the fulfilment of their mandate. Beyond that,
there are another 10,000 to 12,000 armed PLO terrorists in
areas of Lebanon north of the Litani. Taken together, these
terrorists constitute a menace to the restoration of the
authority of the Government of Lebanon in all parts of that
troubled country. :

44, In the past few months, there has been a mérked
escalation in the criminal acts against Israel perpetrated by



the terrorist PLO from Lebanese territory: There has also
been an increase—if such were possible«—in the barbarwy of
these outrages, as demonstrated in the brutal and abommna-
ble killing of a little girl of four and her father on the beach
at Nahariya on 22 April, on which I reported to the
Secretary-General in my letter of the same date [$/13264].
The ostensible aim of these atrocities, beyond mass murder
for its own sake, is, to judge by statements by the terrorist
PLO itself, to try to subvert the ongomg peace process in the
Middle East.

45, Lately, Israel has received information, based on
reliable sources, that a decision has been taken to step up
violence by the terrorist PLO in Southern Lebanon and
this is undoubtedly the cause of the heightened tension in
the area in the past few days.

46. The Secretary-General in his statement today has
also confirmed that the majority of the acts of violence in
Southern Lebanon in recent days were initiated by the
terrorist PLO, euphemistically referred to in United
Nations jargon as “‘armed elements”.

47, In my letter of 9 May [S/13312], 1 spelt out the
catalogue of violence against Israel conducted over the
past six months by PLO terrorists operating out of

Lebanon. I also indicated that, in almost every case, it

was through its news agency at Beirut and its radio
station broadcasting from Lebanon that the terrorist
PLO had openly boasted of its responsibility for those
criminal activities.

48. Let me reiterate the Israeli actions are specifically

directed against concentrations of terrorists in Lebanon.
The unfortunate fact is that for years now the terrorist
PLO has chosen to take cover behind refugees in camps
and Lebanese civilians in towns and villages throughout
that country.

49. This fact is well known and beyond dispute.
Moreover, the terrorist PLO marauds with complete free-
dom throughout Lebanon intotal disregard for Lebanese
sovereignty. Who of us has forgotten the extraordinarily
candid speech made on 14 October 1976 by Ambassador
Ghorra, the former Permanent Representative of
Lebanon? Addressing the General Assembly, he des-
cribed in detail, “constant Palestinian intervention in the
internal affairs of Lebanon and intolerable encroach-
ment on its sovereignty”.! Ambassador Ghorra also
reminded us that in 1973 President Suleiman Franjieh
“denounced the illegal occupation of parts of Lebanese
territory by Palestinian elements™.? He recalied that the
terrorist PLO did not respect the many accords which
were concluded with them over the years'to limit their
presence and activities in Lebanon. Let me agam quote
from his statement: :

. . .they [the Palestinians]. . . increased the mﬂux of
arms into Lebanon. . .. They transformed most—if not
all—of the refugee camps into military bastions.

t Official Records of the General Assembly, Thirty-first Sesstan PIe-
nary Meetings, 32nd mcctmg, para. 61.

2 Ibid,, para. 62.

LY
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. .common-law criminals fleeing from Lebanese
wstxce found shelter and protection in the camps -
. . Those camps in fact became centres for the training
of mercenaries who were sent and financed by some
other Arab States. . .. Palestinian elements belonging to
various splinter organizations resorted to kidnapping
Lebanese—and sometimes foreigners—holding them
prisoners, questioning ther, torturing them and even
sometimes killing them. ... They committed all sorts of
crimes in Lebanon and also escaped Lebanese justice in
the protection of the camps. They smuggled goods
... They went so far as to demand “protection” money.

“It is difficult to enumerate all the illegal activities
committed by those Palestinian elements.”?

50. In striking at the terrorist bases from which the
murder gangs of the PLO launch their criminal raids
against the civilian population in Israel, my Government
is exercising its inherent right of self-defence, a right
enjoyed by every sovereign State, a right which has found
expression also in Article 51 of the Charter. Like any
other Government, the Government of Israel has the
right and, indeed, the duty to take all the measures neces-
sary to protect the lives and safety of its citizens.

51. The right of a State to take the measures necessary
to hold back and to foil hostile activities emanating from
across its boundaries is a principle well recognized by
international law and international practice alike. What
is more, the very tolerance by a State on its territory of
armed bands engaged in hostile activities against another
State is considered a breach of international law on the
part of the State tolerating the presence of such bands on
its territory, irrespective of whether such a State is unwill-
ing or unable to curb such activities. This principle was
clearly expressed by Fawecett in his series of lectures
delivered at the Hague- Academy of International Law
under the title “Intervention in Internatxonal Law, A
Study of Somc Recent Cases’:

. .where incursion of armed bands is a precursor
to an armed attack, or itself constitutes an attack, and
the authorities in the territory, from which the armed
bands came, are either unable or unwilling to control
and restrain them, then armed intervention, having as
its sole object the removal or destruction of their bases,
would. . .be justifiable under Article 51.¢

Israel’s response to the PLO’s criminal acts is thus what
any self-respecting, sovereign State would do 'in the

~ circumstances.

52. Indeed, I ask, how many States represented here in

this chamber, would sit back passively and watch their

own women and children being killed and wounded by

terrorists? As the representative of a country that is one of

the prime targets of international terror, I can only repeat

what I have told the Council before: that the Govcmment
3 Ibid., paras. 64-66.

4 J.E.S. Fawcett, “Intervention in Intemanonal Law, A Study of
Some Recent Cases”, Académie de droxt mtematlonal Recueil des
Cours, 1961, vol. 11, p.363.



of Israel is in duty bound to take all measures necessaryto

protect the lives and safety of all its citizens.

53. Israel expects that the territory of Lebanon will not

be permitted to serve, as it has served in the past, asa -

launching pad for harassment and indiscriminate terror
against the citizens of Israel.

54. Let me conclude by repeating what I said at the
outset, namely, that Israel sincerely desires peace with
and in Lebanon. Israel also desires that the national
sovereignty of Lebanon and the effective authority of its
Government be restored within the internationally recog-
nized boundaries of that country.

55. - The PRESIDENT: I wish to inform the members of
the Council that I have just received aletter dated 31 May
[S/13368] from the representative of Kuwait which
states:

“I have the honour to request that the Security
Council extend an invitation to. the representative of
the Palestine Liberation Organization to participate in
the meetings of the Council to be convened pursuant to
the request by the representative of Lebanon which is
contained in document $/13356.”

56. This proposal is not made pursuant to rule 37 or rule
39 of the provisional rules of procedure but, if approved by
the Council, the invitation to participate in the debate
would confer on the Palestine Liberation Organization the
same rights of participation as those conferred on Member
States when invited to participate pursuant to rule 37.

57. Does any member of the Counci! wish to speak on this
proposal?

58. Mr. PETREE (United States of America): The posi-
tion of my Government on the proposal before us has been
made clear on a number of occasions in the past: We would
be prepared to agree to the requested hearing under rule 39,
which is the rule clearly applicable in this case. We are not
prepared, however, to agree to a hearing on the basis which
has been proposed and we therefore request that. the pro-
posal be put to a vote.

59. The PRESIDENT: If no other member of the Council
wishes to speak at this stage, I take it that the Council is
ready to vote on the proposal of the representative of
Kuwait.

A vote was taken by show of hands.

Infavour: Bangladesh, Bolivia, China, Czechoslovakia,
Gabon, Jamaica, Kuwait, Nigeria, Union of Soviet Social-
ist Republics, Zambia

Against:  United States of America

Abstaining: France, Norway, Portugal, United King-
dom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

The proposal was adopted by 10 votes to 1, with 4
abstentions.

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Abdel Rahman -
(Palestine Liberation Organization) took a place at the Coun-

4ci1 _tabIe.

60. The PRESIDENT: The representative of the Palestine
Liberation Organization has asked to speak, and I now cali
on him. '

61. Mr. ABDEL RAHMAN (Palestine Liberation Organi-
zation): I thank you sincerely, Mr. President, for allowing
me to speak and I apologize to the members of the Council
for speaking at such a late hour, but I promise to be brief.

62. Iwould not have asked to speak had it not been for the
barrage of lies, falsifications and distortions to which the -
representative of the Government of Menachem Begin has

subjected the Council in his statement this afternoon.

63. The facts are very clear. Our position on Lebanon is
known to our Lebanese brothers and has been acknow-
ledged by the representative of Lebanon. We are for the
sovereignty of Lebanon, for the territorial integrity of
Lebanon and for the national unity of Lebanon. We are |
committed to those principles.

64. We are not in Lebanon by choice. We are in Lebanon
because we have been expelled from our homes and pro-
perty in Palestine, and we are in Lebanon because there are
people like the representative of Israel, who comes, like his
Prime Minister, from a country in eastern Europe. We are in
Lebanon because there are 3 million Jews and 80 per cent of
them are settlers and colonials occupying the houses and the
land of our people who are refugees in Lebanon now. We
are not in Lebanon because we want to be in Lebanon. We
are in Lebanon because we cannot be in Palestine at this
point. But we promise the international community and our
Lebanese brothers that once we have Palestine we will carry
the bones and the ashes of our martyrs out of Lebanon and
take them to Palestine. :

65. The greatest act of terror that has been committed in
recent history has been the destruction of a nation, of the
Palestinian people. For the past 31 years our people have
been living in exile. For the past 12 years our people have
been living under military occupation. Military occupation
means soldiers with machine guns, violating the sanctity of -
the people, violating the human rights of the people. The
occupation of our lands is unprecedented in human history.
As recently as on 2 May when the thirty-first anniversary of
the Zionist State in Palestine was being celebrated, 70,000
settlers moved into the villages and towns of the West Bank,
beating people, insulting people, and one settler even
thought it proper to take out his gun and shoot a student at
Bir Zeit University.

66. What does the international community expect of the
Palestinians? Does it really expect us to throw flowers at our
occupiers? Of course not; we are like the French people
under the Nazi occupation. They resisted occupation. We
are like every other people in this world which resists occu-
pation and wants to live in freedom and dignity. That is.our
purpose.



67. We are interested in peace. I do not think any other
people in the Middle East or elsewhere in the world is as
interested in peace as we the Palestinians, because no other
people in the world has suffered for as'long and as often as
we have. We -are’ separated from our families, we are
deprived of our right to be in our homes with our families.
That is the condition in which the Palestinian people are
living now, and, as a great people with a great heritage
which has existed for thousands of years and made a contri-
bution to the international community throughout its his-
tory, we shall not disappear. We shall continue to struggle,
not for the sake of war but for the sake of peace. We shall
continue to struggle until our rights are restored to us, until
our right to self-determination is recognized and until our
right to establish our independent State in our homeland is
exercised. We shall never acquiesce in the colonial attitudes
or practices against our people of the Zionist expansionist
settlers. It is our inherent God-given right to fight against
illegal occupation, and occupation is illegal and the mem-
bers of the Security Council have recognized that occupa-
tion is illegal. Therefore resistance to occupation must be
legal, because both cannot be illegal. If occupation s illegal,
then to undo occupation is legal. Therefore, in resisting
occupation we are exercising our basic, inherent, natural
right, because we are defending our land, we are defending
our freedom.

68. The missions of death that the Zionist State of Israel
conducts on a daily basis against our civilian people and our
Lebanese brothers are carried out with aircraft made by the
United States: Phantoms, F-15s, F-16s. And the missiles
and rockets, which are sometimes as large as 1,000 kilo-
grams, the cluster bombs and the fragmentation bombs that
are used to kill our civilians, and used by their navy as well
as their troops against our people, are made in the United
States. Ninety-nine per cent of the victims of the missions of
death flown by Israeli Zionist pilots are civilians; only 1 per
cent, probably, are Palestinian combatants.

69.  We are told here that Israel is acting in self-defence.
What self-defence? If you have your boots on the neck of
someone and he tries to change that situation, does it
become aggression because he threatens the starus quo?
That is exactly our situation with the Zionists. they have had
their boots on our necks for the past 31 years, and the
international community, at one point at least, scemed to

accept that as the stafus quo. When we try to alter the
situation of victim and victimizer and make the victim equal
to the victimizer we are called terrorists and condemned for
exercising our inherent right to change the situation.

70.  There have been cover-ups and big jokes about auton-
omy and a peaceful settlement in the Middle East. One joke
is that the other day a journalist asked the Zionist, Mena-
chem Begin “Suppose the Administrative Council on the .
West Bank declares independence, what are you going to
do?”; and he said, “Well, I will clap them into gaol.”

71. This is the kind of autonomy that is offered to the
Palestinian people. At best what they receive may amount
to a bantustan and at worst to a reservation such as those
here for American Indians. We reject the concept of bantus-
tans and we will not be put into reservations. We shall
continue our legitimate struggle until our rights as a people
to self-determination and: national independence are
recognized. ’

72. The PRESIDENT: As no further speakers are
inscribed to take the floor at this stage, I propose to adjourn .
the meeting now. The consideration by the Council of the
present agenda item will continue, and members of the
Council will be informed of the date of the next meeting.

73. Before we adjourn, I should like as outgoing President
of the Council to make a brief personal statement. I should
like to thank the members of the Council for the co-
operative spirit they have shown throughout this month
and especially during the consideration of the item before
us. Our work could not have been completed without the
help of the very competent personnel of the Secretariat, to
whom I also wish to express my appreciation,

74. Inregard to the subject under discussion, I should like,
before I relinquish my presidency, to address an appeal to
all parties, which I hope will be heeded, to respect the
cease-fire in accordance, inter alia, with the Armistice
Agreement, to refrain from all acts of violence to help
UNIFIL to carry out the mission entrusted to it by the
Security Council in resolution 425 (1978).

‘ The meeting rose at 2.15 p.m.
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