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The meetina was called to order at 11 a.m.

STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Arabic): I should like at the very
outset to acknowledae the presence at the Council table of the Minister for
External Relations of Cuba, His Excellencv Mr., Isidoro Malmierca Peoli, and the
Minigter for Foreian Affairs of Malavsia, His Excellencv Dato Abu Hassan Haii
Omar. On behalf of the Council I extend a warm welcome to Their Excellencies. We
look forward to co-operating with them in our work.
ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

The agenda was adopted.

THE SITUATION IN THE OCCUPIED ARAB TERRITORIES

LETTER DATED 12 FEBRUARY 1990 PROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF THE

UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS TO THE UNITED NATIONS ADDRESSED TO THE

PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL (S/21139)

The PRESIDENT (interpretation £rom Arabic): 1 should like to inform the

Council that I have received leatters from the reoresentatives of Israel, Jordan and
Beneaal in which they request to be invited to particivate in the discussion of the
item on the Council's aaanda. 1In accordance with the usual praceice, I provose,
with the consent of the Counclil, to invite those repregentatives to particivate in
the discussion without the riaht to vote, in accordance with the relevant
provisions of the Charter and rule 37 of the Council's provisional rules of
procedure.

There being no objection, it is so decided.

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Rain (Israel), Mr. Salah (Jordan) and

Mmrs. Diallo (Seneaal) took the places reserved for them ut the side of the Council

Chamber.
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Arabic) ¢ I should like to inform the
Council that I have received a letter dated 13 March 1990 from the Permanent
Observer of Palestine to the United Nations, which has been issued as
document S$/21191 and reads as follows:
*I have the honour to request that, in accordance with ics previous
practice, the Security Council invite His Excellency Mr. Faroug Qaddoumi, Head
of the Political Department of the Palestine Liberation Oraanization, to
particioate in the debate on the item entitled *'The situation in the occunied
Acrab territories'.*
The request is not made pursuant to rule 37 or rule 39 of the provisional rules of
procedure of the Securitv Council bur if avproved by the Countil would invite the
Head of the Political Department of the Palestine Liberation Oraanization to
participate, not under rule 37 or rule 39, but with the same riahts of
porticipation of rule 37,

Doas any member of the Security Council wish to speak on this request?

Mr. WATSON (United States of America): As this is the first time I have
spoken durtng vour presidency, Sir, I should 1like to congratulate vou warmly on
vour assumption of that post, 1 should also like to thank vour predascessor, the
representative of Cuba, for his esemplarv performance as President last nonth,

The United States will request a vote on the proposal before the
Security Council, and the United States will vote against it on two drcunds.

Pirst, we believe that the Council does not have before it a valid request to

- - A ah
servar of tha Bglaztine

speak. Secondly, the United States maintains that t
Liberation Orqanization should be aranted permission to speak onlvy {f the request

complies with rule 39 of the rules of procedure.
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(Mr, Watson, United States)

In our view it is unwarranted and unwise for the Council to break with its own
practice and rules. As members of the Council we should ask ourselves this
question: does a decision to break with our rules and procadures enlarae ot
diminish the Council's abilitv to play a constructive role in the Middle East peace
process? My deleqation firmly believes it diminishes the Council's abilitv to plav
gsuch a role.

Ag all members of the Council are aware, it is a lona established practice
that Observers do not have the rtaht to speak in the Security Council at their own
request. Rather a request must be made on the Observer's behalf by a Member
State. My Government sees no justification for anv departure from that practice.

It is clear that General Assembly resolutions are not bindina on the
Security Council. In any event, there is nothing in resolutions recently adopted
by the Assembly that would warrant a chanae in Security Council practice.

General Assemblv resolution 43/177, which purported to change the designation
of the PLO Migsion did so

"without prejudice to the observer status and functiong of the Paleatine

Liberation Orqanization within the United Nations svstem, in conformitv with

relevant Unitad Nationg tesolutions and practice®.,
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That resolution does not constitute recoanition of any State of Palestine.
Like many othet Members of the United Natfons, the United States does not recoanize
such a State.

The United States has consistently taken the position that under the
provisional rules of procedure of the Securitv Council, the onlv leqal basis on
which the Council may gqrant a hearina to persons speakina on behalf of
non~qovernmental entities is rule 39. For four decades the United States has
supported a generous interpretation of rule 39, and it would not have objected had
this matter heen appropriately raised under that rule. We are, however, opposed to
special, ad hoc departures from orderly procedure.

The United States consequently opposes aranting to the PLO the same rights to
participate in the proceedinas of the Security Council as those that would be
granted if that organization represented a State Member of the United Nations.

We believe in listening to all points of view, but not in a manner that
requires violatina the rules. In particular, the United States does not aqree with
the recent practice of the Security Council that aopears selectively to trv,
through a departure from the rules of procedure, to enhance the prestice of those
who wish to speak in the Security Council.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Arabie): I thank the reopresentative
of the United States for the kind words he addressed to me.

If no other membaer of the Council wishes to speak at this stage, I sghall take
i1t that the Council is ready to vote on the request by Palestine.

It is so decided.

I therefore now put to the vote the request by Palestine.
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A vote was taken by show of hands.

In favour: China, Colombia, Cote d'Ivoire, Cuba, Democratic Yemen, Ethinpia,
Finland, Malaysia, Fomania, Union of Soviet Socialiast Reoublics,
Zaire
Aaainst: United States of America
Abstaining; Canada, France, United Kinadom of Great Britain and Northecn
Ireland
The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Arabic): The result of the votina is
&g followss 11 votes in favour, 1 against &and 3 abstentions. The request nas been
approved.

At the invitation of the Prestident, the representative of Palestine took a

place at the Council table.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Arabic): I should like to inform the
Council that I have received a lettar dated 14 March 1990 €rom the Permanent
Representative of Jordan to the United Nations, which reads as follows:
"X have the honour to reguest that the Security Council extend an
invitation under rule 39 of its orovisional rules of procedure to
His Excellency Ambassador Clovis Maksoud, Permanent Obgerver of the Leaque of
Arab States to the United Nations, Aduring the Council's discussion of the item
pregentlv on its aqgends.*
That letter will be published as a document of the Security Council undar the
syabol 8/21193,
If I hear no objection, I shall take it that the Council agrees to extend an
invitation under ruie 39 o Mr. Maksoud.
There beina no objection, it is 80 decided.
The Security Council will now begin its consideration of the {tem on its

agenda.
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(The President)

The fecurity Council is meeting in response to the request contained in a
letter ($/21139) dated 12 February 1990 from the Permanent Representative cf the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics to the United Nations addressed to the
Pregsident of the Security Council.

I should like to draw the attention of members of the Council to the followina
documents: S/21118, letter dated 31 January 1990 from the Charaé d‘'affaires
ad interim of the Permanent Mission of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics to
the United Nations addressed to the Secretary-General; S/21133, letter dated
7 February 1990 from the Charqé d'affaires ad interim of the Permanent Mission of
Kuwait to the United Nations addressed to the Secretary-General; S8/21134, letter
dated 7 February 1990 from the Permanent Representative cf Saudi Arabia to the
United Nations addressed to the Secretary-General; S/21137, letter dated
9 February 1990 from the Permanent Representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics to the United Nations addressed to the Secretarv-General; 8/21143, letter
dated 13 February 1990 from the Permanent Representative of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics to the United Nations addressed to the Secretary-General;
8/21144, letter dated 12 Pebruary 1990 from the Permanent Representative of Tunisia
to the United Nations addressed to the Secretary-Genaral; S§/21182, letter dated
8 March 1990 from the Chargé d'affaires ad interim of the Permanent Migsion of Oman
to the United Nations addressed to the Secretary-Generals; 8/21186, letter dated
12 March 1990 from the Permanent Representative of the Unicn of Soviet Socialist
Republics to the United Nations addressed to the Secretarv-General; and 5/21192,

letter dated 13 March 1990 from the Permanent Representative of Yugoslavia to the

United Nations addressed to the Secretary-General,



BCT/ASW S/PV, 2910
9-10

(The Precident)

The first speaker is the repregentative of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, on whom I now call.

Mt. BELONOGOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): I should like to take this opportunity to conaratulate vou, Sir, the
representative of the People's Democratic Republic of Yewen - a country for which
the Soviet people have feelings of friendship and sympathy — on your assumption of
the important post of Pre.ident of the Security Council. Allow we tO express mv
conviction that your rich political experience and high level c¢f professionalism
ensure the effective and fruitful work of the Security Council in March.

It is with a feeling of areat satisfaction that I express also my aratitude to
your predecessor, the Permanent Representative of Cuba to the United Nations, for
his skilful conduct of the proceedings of the Council in Pebruarv.

I wish to welcome the Foreign Ministers of Cuba and Malaysia and the Head of
the Political Department of the Palestine Liberation Organization. Their
participation in the work of the Council will lend a much more weiahtv character to
the discussion of the item on the agenda todav.

This seetina of the Security Council has been convened at the request of the
Soviet Union. Following a number of statements bv us - particularly the statement
by the Minister for Poreian Affairs of the USSR on 9 February - and also contacts
with Igrael, the United States and Arab countries, we have come to the conclusion
that the queation of Israel's actions in settling the occupied territories with
persons «who have never lived in those territories is extremely serious and affecte

mattaers of security in the Middle Basgt.
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(Mr. Belonogov, USSR)

In that regard, the Soviet Government t’nas decided to bring before the Security
Council the guestion of the consideration of Israel's unlawful actions in settlinag
the occupied territories.

Statements by Prime Minister Yitzhak Shamir and other prominent Isrselis about
the settlement in the occupied Arab territories of immiqrants arriving in Israel
from the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and elsewhere are causing deep concern
in the Soviet Union. The international reaction has also been uniformly critical.

Practical moves in furtherance of such schemes are a violation of generally

recoanized standards of international law, leading to heightened tensions and
growina confrontation and extremism in the Middle East ~ especially the occupied
territories ~ further increasina the danger to human riahts, human safety and even
humnan life.

Menbers of the Security Council are of course aware that the United Nations
has repeatedlv condemned illegal moves by Israel to establish settlaments in the
occupied territories, holdina them to be in violation of the Fourth Geneva
Convention of 1949, of which Igrael is a sianatory. Pursuant to article 49 of the
Convention, "the Occupying Power shall not deport or transfer parts of its own
civilian populstion {nto the territory it occupies”, The situation arising by
vireue of Israel's filouting of international leqal standards in the occupied
territories requires the Securitv Council's immediate attenttion.

it is relevant in that regard to draw the Council's attention to the statement
of Ierael's Minister of Housing on 8 March 1990, to the effect that his Ministty is
working on plans for building 4,000 homes and apartments on the West Bank for the
settlement of immiarants.

By these means, the Government of Israel is heading towards del iberate
violation the provisions of the Geneva Convention, Its position is also in

violation of the decisions of the Security Council on that subject, in particular
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(Mr. Relonoaov, USSR)

its resolution 465 (1980), which was unaniwously adopted, wherebv the Security
Council stipulated that:
"Israel's policy and practices of settling parts of its popultation and new
immigrants in those territories constitute a flagrant violation of the Geneva
Convention relative to the Protection of Civilian Pezsons in Time of War and
also constitute a serious obstruction to achieving a comprehensive, just and

lasting peace in the Middle East"., (resolution 465 (1980), para. 5).

I would recall that the Securitv Council called upon Israel to cease the
establishment, construction and plannina of settlements in the Arab territcories
oceunied since 1967, including Jerusalem.

The Soviet Union vigorously coﬁdemna Israel’s illeaal acts of settlement in
the occupied territories. The Soviet Union has never recognized and does not
recognize the Israeli occupation of Arab, including Palestinian, territories since
1967; we regard it as illegal and demand that it should end, as called for in
United Nations resolutions., We are also adamantly opposed toO any measures to alter
the physical character, demographic composition, organizational structure or status
of the occupied territories,

In the Soviet Union, Tel Aviv's frank statements about its interest that there
should be the greatest poasible number of Jews in East Jerusalem - includina
imsiqrants from the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics -~ have not gqone unnoticed.
The Soviet position on the question of Arab Jerusalem is well known: we consider
East Jerusalem an intearal part of the West Bank of the Jordan occupied by Israel,
and that it falls within the purview of the provisions of the relevant United

Nations resolutions and the Fourth Geneva Convention of 1949,
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(Mr. Belonogov, USSR)

The evolution of the situation in the Middle East has, in recent times, heen
rightly viewed in the world and, indeed, within the Organization with a certain
amount of hope that a real beqinning will soon be made towards a real settlement.
That prospect was opened up £irst and foremost by the constructive position of the
Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) and the Arab States. They have
convincingly demonstrated their desire to put an end to the many vears of
confrontation and to enter into agreements that would ensure a peaceful and secure
future for all parties to the conflict, including Israel. Unfortunately, the
settlement of immigrants in the occupied territories and the statements of
political leaders in Tel Aviv about the creation thereby of a "Greater Israel® are
a new and serious obstacle to peace in that reaion.

Those steps can only be viewed as further evidence that certain circles in
Israel are deliberately creating obstacles to a peaceful settlement in the Middle
Bagt and are undermining efforts, which have recently become more active, to bring
about a settlement of the Arab-Israeli conflict and a just solution to the
Palestinian problem.

It 18 also clear that, behind all this, there 1ies the intent - throuah the
clash of intecrests between the Palestinian population and the gettlers - to open
yet another front in the strugale against the intifadah, a heroic and non-violent
uprising - the basic form of expraession of the Palestinian people's will - to which
the lona-suffering people of the occupied territories have been compelled to resort.

Of course, the situation that has arisen is a matter of gserious concern to
Palestinians and cther Arab countries. There are good grounds for that concetn,
since Israel's actions in settling the West Rank and Gaza with immiorants affects
not only the vital national {nterests of the Arab people of Palestine, but also

questions of security in the Middle East as a whole,
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(Mr. Belonoqov, USSR)

Appeals are sometimes made to the Soviet Union to prevent Soviet Jews from
eniarating to Israel., That is impossible, because it would be contrary to the
overall policy of ensuring all citizens of the Soviet Union equal rights and
freedoms, regardless of their nationality or ethnic origins. At present, we are
undertaking a major democratization of Soviet legislation, including exit from the

Soviet Union. Indeed, the Sunreme Soviet of the USSR is considering a bill on exit

and entry which is in line with existing international practice. Its provisions
correspond to those in force in other countries of the world, including Arab

countries.
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Exit restrictions can be applied onlvy in connection with proper leqal norms
recoanized in international law and international practice.

The point is not that the Soviet Union should impose orohibitions; the point
is that Israel should prohibit its citizens and others from settling in the
occupied territories. The responsibilitv lies with Israel, which is violating
current provisions of international law,

There is another side to this problem, to which I should like to draw
attention. Verv few of those of Jewish nationality leavina the Soviet Union desire
to live in Israel. Evervone knows the countries to which most emiarants have thus
tar been going and why. We have consulted with the Goverament of the United States
in connection with reports that since last Auqust the United States has cut the
number of entry permits for individuals of Jewish nationality from the Soviet
Union. We have received assurances from the United States that its practice in
this regard has no connection whatsoever with Israel's decision, and in particular
with Prime Minister Shamir's statement on the "qreat aliva® to Israel, and that the
United States i1s continuing to admit individuals of Jewish nationalitv emiqrating
€rom the Soviet Union, althouach for various reasons the United States side claims
that it cannot do this quickly. The United States denies that there is anv
co~ordination with Igrael and agserts that the reasons for the Aelay in considerina
applications from those wishina to enter the United States from the Soviet Union
are of a purely technical nature. Of course, a broader range of opvortunities for
those of Jewish nationalitv leaving the USSR to gettle freelv in Western countries
would do much to allay the concerns of the Palestinians and other Arabs.

At the same time, this in no way alters the responsibility of the Government
of Israel to ensure that individuals coming to live in Israel do not settle where

they should nots in the occupied territories. We would hope that the Israeli
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Government will wmake a sober agsessment of the situation and will not permit
actions liable to alter the demogqravhic structure of the occupied territories.
Apart from anvthing else, that would be in the interests of the State of Israel
itself. It is high time that State beacan a serious, sincere search for peace and
friendship with its neiahbours. Nor would it do any harm for Israel to heed the
views of the international community, including Israel's allies, which, like
others, have expressed concern over Israel's intention to settle i{mmiqrants in the

occupied territories.

In our view, the Security Council's attention should be focused on the
following three elements: f£irst, confirmation of the applicability of the fourth
Geneva Convention on the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War, of
12 August 1949, to Palestinian and.other Arab territories occupied by Igrael since
1967, including Jerusalem; secondly, disaareement by the Security Council with the
intention of the Government of Israel to settle immigrants in the occupied
territories in contravention of the orovisions of the fourth Geneva Convention, and
in pvarticular articie 49, which prohibits the gettlement of nonnative inhabitants
in ocoupied lands; and thirdly, an appeal bv the Security Council to the Government
of lgrael not to permit actions liable to alter the demoaraphic structure of the
ocoupied territories.

We hope the Government of Israel will comply with auch a decision addressed to
it by the Security Council.

Wa are convinced that none of the many problems afflicting the Middle Bast can
be considered outside the context of the Arab-Igraeli conflict and the ongoing
tansisn in Uie fegion, The Soviet Union bases its position on the Middle Bagt on
the belief that there is a possibility of solving the problems of the reaion on the
basis of compliance with the principle of balancina the interests of all parties

concerned in the framework of an international conference.
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In that connection, it would be useful to recall once more how we view the
fundamental elements of such a settlement,

First, the territorial basis of such a settlement has been determined by
Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973), which call for the
withdrawal of Israeli troops from territories occupied during and after the 1967
arved conflict.

Secondly, the Palestinian people should he enabied to exercise the riaht of
self-determination to preciselv the same exten: as this is ensured for tic peoole
of Israel. I must note in that connectinn that the Soviet Union has recoginzed the
proclamation of the Palestinian State, with which we maintain relations at the
ambassadorial level.

Thirdly, all varties to the conflict have the right to a peaceful and secure
existence within internationally recoanized boundaries.

That {3 the foundation for a comprehensive political settlement.

We ghould like to see a multi-option approach to development of the peace
process on the baais of the potential of the United Nations. As part of the
practical praparations for an international conference, there could be purposeful
bilateral and multilateral contacts to find compronise decisions, includine interim
decisions, and to work on the basis of these towards quidelines acceptable to all
sides for a comprehensive peace process. We continue to support also the
commencement of praparatorv work for the international conference on peace in the
Middle Bast in the framework of the Securitv Council.

The Saviet Union haa alwavs supported. and continues to support, the fust
cause of the Palestinian people, and we subport its uprisina ~ which has already
laated more than two vears - against Israeli occupation. That supoort is well

known to our friends in the Arab world and has never been confined only to words.
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That is the overall context of the situation in the Middile East, one of the
aspacts of which is the question of Israel's unlawtul actions in settlina the
occupied territories. In bringing this matter to the Security Council. we truat,
in the light of the positions of members, that the Council will aaree on and adopt
& decision on the serjous situation caused by Tel Aviv's actions, and that this
aeeting will serve as & serious warning to Israel and will encouraqe it to review

{ts obstructionist position.
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The PRESIDENT (interpretition from Arabic): I thank the representative
of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics for his kind words addressed to me.

The next speaker is the representative of Palestine, upon whom I now call.

Mr. QADDOUMI (Palestine) (interpretation from Arabic): I take pleasure in
thankinq you, Mr. President, and the other members of the Security Council for
invitina Palestine to participate in this debate. I sghould also like to thank you
personally Sor your constant efforts in behalf of the cause of peace. We are
pleased that the President of the Council for this month i{s a brother Arab with
whon we have close fraternal ties. We commend your wisdom and long experience,
which will, we are confident, have a positive effect on the Council’s deliberations.

I should also like to take this opportunity to express thanks and aratitude to
our friends the Minister for Foreiqn Affairs of Malaysia, His Excellency Ha{ji Abu
Hassan Bin Haji Omar, and the Minister for External Relations of Cuba,

His Excellency Isidoro Malmierca Peoli, for havina journeved to New York o
participate in the Security Council's debate.

Yesterday I arrived in New York Citv from Tunisia, where the State of
Falestine pregided over meetings of the Council of the Leaque of Arab States. In
those meetinas the Arab Foreign Minjsters discussed the situation created bv the
immiqration of Soviet Jews to occubied Palestine. I came to New York to
participate in the Seourity Council’s debate and to convey to it an accurate
picture of the true aspirations and sentiments of the Arab nation, in the hope that
the Council would fulfil ice responsibilities and establish oeace on the land of
peace - Palestine,

The Securitv Council {5 meeting in extremely complex international
citcumstancas, at a time when the world is expaeriencing significant changes in
international relations. Most of the world's leaders are movina, in acod faith,

towards reconciliation, Aialogque and the gettlement of teqional problems through
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peaceful means. We, the more than 5 million Palestinian peopnle, welcome the new,
conatructive orientation in international relations. Unfortunately, however, we
note that a very few leaders are not moving with the mainstream of peace but are
trying to seize opportunities to rebuild their military machines in preparation for
war, expansion and aaqression. The immiqration of Sovie+ Jewa and their settlement
in the occupied Palestinian territories is an act of agaression against national
Palestinian rights and a usurpation of our Palestinian iand in preparation for
expelling our peoble, as happened in 1948,

In 1948 approximately 1 million Palestinians were expelled from their homeland
in the wake of massacres carried out by Israel against tha Palestinians similar to
Nazi deeds in Europe. Out of 595 Palestinian villages, 478 were destroved.
Horrendous massacres took place at Deir Yassin, Kfar Kassem, Kabbia and Nakhalin.
Next came the ominous June 1967 war, which resulted in the disgplacement of some
450,000 Pslestinians in the West Rank and ths Gaza Strip. Since then, Palestinians
have been subjected to expulsion from their homeland throush unabated terrorism and
violence.

Seti:lement and land expropriation remain the bases of the dominant oolicy of
Igtael's rulers. 8ince the June 1967 war Israel has built more than 200
gsettlements in the Wost Bank and the Gaza Strip. %o are thus witnessina the
perpatuation of a contemporary crime that consists £irst in terrorizina and
aevicting Palaestiniana and then in settling Jews from all parts of the world to take
the place of Palestinians in their own homeland,

The world has in fact condemned that aagreasive and expangionist poliev. Tha
@esuriey Council has adopied a a86iina of resolutions, in particular

resolution 465 (1980}, which determined that Igrael's occuvation of the Palastinian
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territories was illecal and called for the dismantling of thoge settlements.
Notwithatanding that resolution, however, the settlements remain.

Resolution 465 (1980) also reaffirmed the illeqalitvy of the annexation of Jerusalem
and determined that it - and the annexation of the Golan Heights -~ had no leaal
validity., It also determined that all these Israeli measures were a serious
obstruction to achievina veace in the Middle East. Yet, in spite of all those
resolutions, the racist Israeli régime has continued to consolidate its occuvation

of Palesatinian and other Arab territories.
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In 1982 Israel invaded Lebanon, an act that was blessed bv Alexander Haiq and
President Reagan. Israel perpetrated the massacres at the Sabra and Shatila
refugee camps, which were under the protection of the British and French
multinational forces at the time, following a cease-fire arramngement worked out
between Lebanon and the United States, involving the departure of the Palestinian
forces from Beirut. That is how israel continues its crimes in building
settlements in defiance of resolutions of the United Nations, includina the
Security Council, the will of the international community and internationa}
agreements,

What {8 really strange is that Israel finds support from those who aive it

aenerous financial aid and enable it to continue its expansionist and aaqressive

policies.

Every human being has the riaght to emigqrate from his own countrv for one
reason or another and to return to his homeland whenever he chooses. That is an
indisputable universal human right. By the same token, no human being has the
right to act against the rights of others or to exprooriate and exploit the
property of others or to live in the homelands of others after expelling them,
which is exactly what is happening through the massive Jewish immiaqration ordanized
by world 2ionism and Israel.

Everythina that I have described is detrimental to the rights of the
Palestinian people, for the name "Palestine” is associated with that people. What
an injustice it is that millions of our Palestinian people have remained homeless
for dozens of vears, living outside their homeland, experiencing the tragedvy of
diaspura as refugees at a time when there is an influx of waves of Jewish

iamigrants of various nationalities from all over the world, occupving our homes
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and farmland and enfoving the resources of our countrv, Palestine! That is
happenina while the Palestinians are survivina on aid given by the United Nations
Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees {n Near Bast (UNRWA) and sigter
countries which host the Palestinian refuqees. Is not that preposterous, the
hatqht of human tragedy, at a time when we hear that the principvles of freedom are
beina promoted, that democracv is expandina and that peace and equality will
prevail, and when the United Nations has made successful efforts to brina
colonialiam to an end and we see raciam and racial discrimination declining, thanks
to the struagle of the peoples.

History has taught us that societies built on oppression, aaqgression and
racial discrimination cannot be gustained in the long term, as has been proved by
the events that we continue to witness, includina the collavse of similar réaimes
and gystems in Anqola, Mozanbique, Zimbabwe and Namibia, which gtands on the
threshold of its qlorious independence, which we are about to celebrate. Soon the
racist Pretoria régime, too, will collapse, and the peoplie of South Africa will
take it3 natural place amona all the independent peoblss of the world.

Sinca the turn of the century, when the Zionist invasion of Palestine beqan,
our Palestinian paople has stood heroically acainst the tide of gettlement, because
tiir  alestinians recognized from the very beginnina the purvosaes of this
colonisiist settlement onslaught, aimed at uprooting the Pslestinian people,
destroying Palegstinian society and erasina the name "Palestine” from the map of the
world. All that was done in order to create the State of Israel, at the expense of
national Palestinian riahts. The massive orqanized Jewish emiaration from the
Boviet Union to Falestiné is Ii fact 3 continustion of tha Zianise tavsainn of tha

Paleatinian and Arab lands,
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Therefore, it is onlv natural that our Palestinian people and our Arab nation
will continue to oppose tha invasion in defence of the homeland and its existence
and in order to safequard our national riohts. Despite all the untold sufferina of
the Palestinjan people since the tragedv of 1948, the Palestinian people has
offered, and continues to offer, humanitarian solutions and constructive
initiatives on the basia of international law.

Our aim {s peaceful coexistence. Alas, Israel's response hasg been an
escalation of violence, terrorism, killing and evictions, a strengthening of the
occupation and persistence in the practice of evicting the Palestiniana from their
homeland.

The Palestine National Council has adopted the peace initiative put forward by
Pregident Yasser Arafat in his address in Geneva to the General AsSembly at its

tortv~third gession,



RG/10 S/PV, 2910
31

(Mr, Qaddoumi, Palestine)

The Arab Summit Conference held at Casablanca endorsed the Palestinian
tnitiative, which also gained world-wide support. But Iarael has reijected that
initiative, Indeed, Israel has intensified i{ts oopressive and terrorist practices
against the Palestinian peorple. Tens of thousands have been gaoled; hundreds of
children, women and the elderly were killed; dozens of hames have been demolighed;
schools, universities and institutions have been closed; towns, villages and
refugees camps were encircled by Israeli forces. Israel has also plundered the
personal properties of Palestinians, as happened in the valiant city of Beit
Sahur. Crime after crime was committed in Gaza, Nablug, Al-Khalil - Hebron ~ and
many other towns and villages, and hundreds of Palagtinian citizens wvere expelled
from their homeland.

All those erimes have been committed in broad davliight, despite the relevant
resolutions adopted by this Council one after the other and despite the
international community's copndemnation of thege practices. The uprising and
revolution of our people against the Igraeli occupation is an act of self-defence
and a manifestation of the determination of the Palestinian people to live free in
dianity in its homeland in order to excercise its sovereiantv in its independent
State on the land of Palestine.

There has been a dialoaue between the United States of America and the
Palestine Liberation Organization which started in the wake of the Palestinian
peace initiative. Throuagh this dialoque with the United States, we for our part
have been anxious to reach s common understandinq foi a political sgettlement. We
hoped that we could aaree on a declaration of principles with reqard to guch a
gsettlement, as was the case in iNamibia., Unfoctunataly, the United ftatas ahied
away from discuasing the substance and content of any just solution and has
supported the Shamir plan for nominal elections in the occupied Palestinfan

territories,
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Nevertheless we informed the United States of America that our people demanded
the holding of free domocratic elections without interference by the occupation
forces and under international supervision. This should be considered as a prelude
to an even-handed comprehensive peace. Later, sister Eqvpt moved on its own
initiative to revive the peace process and submitted 10 questions to which Israel
refused to respond. The United States Secretary of State Mr, James Baker then put
forward his well-known five points dealing with procedures onlv, aimed at holdina a
dialogue between the Palestinian and the Israeli delegations. The Israeli
Government procragstinated - indeed reiected - that provnosal, and Moshe Arens
gubmitted his well-known letter to the United Nations rejectina evervthing.

This intransigent Igraeli position is definitive oroof that Israel does aot
want peace and that it insists on expansion. Shamir expressed in no uncertain
terns this expansionist aaqressive policy when he reaffirmed the plan for the
establishnent of Greater Israel by means of settling hundreds of thousands of
soviet Jevws in the occupied Palestinian territories,

In his report to the Security Council at the end of last vear the
gecretary~General indicated that he shared the Council®s concern that the looming
opportunies for peace miaght indeed be lost. He urqged members of the Council to
make good use of these opportunities to seek peéace and achieve a just solution. We
for our part have emphasized that we seek a just and permanent peace in our
region. Buch 3 peace cannot be established unless the Palestinisn people is
allowed to exercise its riaht to self-detarmination and to the establishment of {ts
independent Palestinian State on its national sgoil.

The inited Nasisn samblV endorsed the convening of the
International Peace Conference on the Middle East, with the participation of the

five permanent members of the Securitv Council and the parties to the conflict,
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including the Palestine Liberation Organization, the sole, leaitimate
representative of the Palestinian peonle. This conference would be convened on the
basis of the Security Council's relavant resolutions and the riaht of the
Palestinian people to self-determination. Such an international conference is the
proper framework for attaining a comprehensive settlement and reachina a just
solution with the required international quarantees, That {s opposed and reiacted

by Igrael.
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The Middle East remains a hotbed of tension and continues to drift towards the
brink of vet another war that would pose serious threats to international peace and
gecurity - all because of Iarael’s intransiaent stand and its aagressive policies.
Moreover the United States of America remains hesitant tc aaree to the convening of
an international peace conference, which has won the support of the international
community. The United States does not want to see other Powers participatina in
the making of peace within the peace process. The United States insists on
pursuina unilateral efforts. All evidence proves that that unilateral approach is
inadequate, indeed futile.

The age of colonialism, 2ionism and recism has gone once and for all. The
world has begun to enter a new age, the age of human beinas, as I said earlier.
Therefore it is unreasonable that hundreds of thousands of Soviet Jews settle on
Palestinian land, at a time when there is talk about human richts. It i8 a
seemingly felicitous tenet ugsed to disguise malicious intentions.

It io inadequate for the Socurity Council to adopt a resolution or to issue a
statement. Concrete action-oriented measures are essential, measures similar to
the actions taken against the racist Pretorie rdaime. Equally important, wa expact
& firm stand by the Statas immediately concerned - the United States of America and
our friend the Soviet Union - against thie organized massive {maiaration. Thev are
the two super-Powers that have led the world into the era of intermational
reconciliation and harmonization.

Here I would recall what my brother Abu Ammar Yassir Arafat said in his

address before the General Asgembly back in 1974: “Do not let the qreen olive

hranch £all fram the hends of v soopis.”
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Arabic): I thank the FPoreian Minister
of Palestine for the kind words he addressed to me.

Mr. ABU HASSAN (Malaysia)l: I should like to take this opportunity to

express our warmest congratulations and felicitations to vou, Sir, on vour
agsumption of the high office of the presidency of the Council for this month. We
are assured that, aiven vour acknowledged diplomatic skills and your vast
experionce in multilateral dimlomacy, vou will be able to discharge vour
stewardship of the Council in a most effective fashion.

1 should also like to commend His Excellency Ambassador Alarcon de Quesada,
the Permanent Representative of Cuba, for his skilful management of the Council's
work during the month of Pebruary.

My Government continues to be serfously concerned about the situation in the
occupied territories of Palestine. It is concerned at the violence being
perpetrated by the Iaraeli authorities on the people of Palestine, who are in the
third year of their intifadah against foreiqn occupation of their homeland. The
repressive policies and practices of the Israeli Government have been universally
condemned. They ghould continue to be condemned in this Council and elsewhere. It
is scandalous that even as they are trving to put down the intifadah the Israeli
authorities are embarkina on a massive exercise of bringina thousands of Soviet
Jews into Israel. This i3 an outright insult and provocation to the Palestinian
people. It has added a new dimension to their uprisina, and it is likely to
exacerbate the situation in the occupied territories,

Malaysia takes strong issue with the mass iamigration of foreian Jews into
Israel. My presence here, as the Poreian Minister of mv country, in response to

the fraternal request of the Palestinian leadership, is testimony to the
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importance Malavasia attaches to this meeting of the Securitv Council. My
Government condenns Israel's policy of importina larqge numbers of Jews from a
foreiqn country to se¢rve its sinister political and strateqic obiectives. Such a
policy is not only immoral but one that is frauaght with qrave dangers to the peace
process as well as to international peace and gecurity. In a world of nation
States characterized by the nmulti-ethnicity of their vopulations, such a policy
would set a danqerous precedent and inject a new and destabilizing element into
international relations.

As is well known, some of those immigrants are beinqg resettled in the occupied
territories of Palestine, with the prospect that more will follow suit, That is a
blatant breach of the Fourth Geneva Convention Relative to the Protection of
Civilian Persons in Time of War, of 12 Auqust 1949. The provisions of the
Convention are very clear and precise, and beyond any other interpretation that
could be given by lsrael. It prohibits the occupving Power from deporting the
inhabitants of the occupnied territories or trassferring parts of its own civilian
population into the territorv it occupies. In other words, it prohibits the
effecting of demographic changes to the occupied territories. As a High
Contracting Party to the Geneva Convention, Israel is dutv-bound to €ulfil its
internationsl obliqations under the Convention and to respect, as wall as to ansure
respaect for, the Convention, as enjoined by article 1 of that Convention, Israel,
vhich has treated the Caonvention's provisions in a cavalier, even contemptuous,
fashion, nust therefore be pregsured by the collective welaht of international
opinion, if not by sanctions, to reapect its international obligations under that

Convention and ihe relevant resoiutions of this Council.
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The mass migration of foreian Jews to Israel is a matter of the aravest
concern to the peovle of Palestine. The influx of Jewish immiarants, who mav run
into hundreds of thousands, into a small country of Israel's size would create
enormous and complex political, sccial and economic problems, There would be a
tremendous pressure for land and new settlements both in Israel and, eventuallv, in
the occupied territories, not to mention the increased demand on scarce and
depleting -esources such as water., Given the Israeli leadership's well-known
policy on the opening-up of new settlements in the occupied territories, this
influx would lead to the dispossession of the Palestinians of their lands, That
would be a aross indfustice to the Palestinian people, many of whom have been
expelled from the territories and many more of whom suffer in the Diaspora.

Israel®s aim of populating the occupied territories with Jews in purauance of
a Greater Israel is transparent to all and cannot be denied. It exists not {ust in
the mind of the Israeli Prime Minister, who has been particularlv vocal about it,
but also in the minds of most Israelis. Clearly, the mass emiaration of Jews is no
accident or coincidence. It is a deliberate plan and a crucial factor in the
realization of the 2ionist qoal of a Greater Israel. In its sinale-minded pursuit
of this 2ionigst dream the Israeli Government pays scant attention to the
aspirations and riahts of the Palestiniana to a homeland of their own., It is deaf
to the clamour for a Palestinian homeland and is ever ready to condemn the
Paleastinians to a life of permanent Diaspora.

The mans immiaration of foreian Jews into Israel, and ultimately the ococupied
territories, is likely to lead tu an exodus of Palestinians ort of the
territories. This would precipitate another tragic Diaspora for the Palestinians,
in less than 50 vears, with attendant political, social and economic ramifications

on the reaion, Clearly, therefore, lsraeli policv on the magss immiaration of Jews
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has ramifications that extend beyond the borders of Israel. Such a policv cannot
be justified either on political or on moral grounds such as human riaghts. It is a
distortion of the principle of human riahts and a clear application of double
standards to champion the right of Jews to emigrate to Israel at the expense of the
riahts of the Palestinians to stay and to work in, or to return to, their ancestral
homeland. Indeed, the right of emiaration for foreian Jews cannot be equated with
the rights of stav and of return for the Palestinians. It would be a travestv of
natural justice if thousands of foreian Jews were allowed to settle in Israel, and
eventuallv the occupied territories, on the so-called principle of right of return
when Palestinians are being keot out - or driven out - of their ancestral land.
Clearly, the Israeli policy of encouraging mass Jewisn immiqgration and its policvy
of territorial occupation of Palestinian lands, leading to their eventual
annexation, cannot be condoned and ought to be condemned by the Security Council.
The Caouncil can best communicate its redection ot Israel's plan to dispossess
and disenfranchise the Palestinian people of their homeland and inalienable riahts
through the adoption of a unanimous resolution., At the same time, CGovernments
should refrain from providing financial assistance to Israel for the purpose of
developing settlemants in the occuvied territories, As a complementary measute,
there should be a moraterium on the mags emiqration of foreiqn Jews to Israel until
an internationally supervised vrogramme of departuie is put in place that would
ensyre that the new gettlers are not sent to the occupied territories. FPurther,
Jews intendino to immiarate should be oiven a choice of settling in the country of
their preference. At the same time, for those intending to settle in Igrael there
should be an expressed and internationally verifiable undercaking by the Israeli

Government that they will not be resettled in the occupied territories and that
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they will be helped to return to their country of oriain should thev chooose to do
80. Only in those circumstances would the immiaration of Jews to Israel in larae
nusbers be perceived by the Palestinians and the international communitv as normal
immiaration rather than inmiaration that is impelled by some gran? strateqic
design, Clearly, there is a special responsibility on the part of the sender
country or countries to ensure that thev do not open the €lood-gates of Jewish
emigration to Israel, which would have far-reaching tmplications for the reaion.
There is also the resvonsibility of the traditional recipient countcies not to
erect artificial barriers against those intendina to immiarate.

My Government feels very stronqly that pending the aettlement of the
Paleatinian problem it is incumbent on the international communitv, and the
Security Council in particular, to ensure the protection of the hapless inhabitants
of the occupied territories. 1In this reqard the proposals contained in the
Secretary-General's report of 21 Januarv 1988 (S/19443) provides a fair basis for
international protection of these unfortunate people. We would urae the Council,
once again, to reconsider this revort and out into effect some of the proposed
medsures outlined therein. The Council cannot continuo to take a callous attitude
towarda the pliaht of the Palestinians living under the voke of Israeli occupation.

Por too long Israel has been allowed to get away with tts intransigence on
account of the inability of the Counoil to pronocunce itself on the fssue of Israeli
policy and practices in the occupied territories. This has engendered a teelima of
Ieraeli invincibility, infallibility and unaccountability. The time has come - in
tha intereat of promtina the peéasce process, if not of upholding the credibility of
the Council - to tell Israel that it is neither invincible nor infaliible and that
it must, like all States in the international svstem, be accountable to the

{nternational community.
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It is imperative that the Council send a clear and unequivocal message to the
Israeli Govaernment that it deplores ite policies and practices, including the
illegal opening-up of settlements in the occupled territories, and that Israel
desist forthwith from thoge practices. It is equally imperative that the Council
declare the illeqality of those settlements and reaffiim the inalienable rights of
the Palestinian people to its land, including the right of return. The Council
must pronounce itself unambiquously on that fssue. Not to do so would only reflect
ita lack of unitv and resoive on this issue and would only encourade Israel's
continued intransigence.

In the wake of the vogitive developments in the international political
climate and the breaking-out of paace in manv parts of the world, the opportunity
should not be lost to find a breakthiroush to the stalemate in the Middle East.
Israel should be uraed to aive up its territorial ambitions over the occupied

territories and the loaic of ansuring its security throuash the permanent control of

the territories, It should be encouraced to pursue a permsnent peace with the
Palestinian veopble through neqotiation based on the "land for peace” formula. We
believe that this is the only viable framework for a comprehensive, lasting and
{uat settlement of the Palestinian problem based on the full realization of
Palestinian statehood.

Israel cannot be oblivious to the overvhelaing international reocoanition of
the State of Palestine and of the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) a8 the
repository of Palestinian sovereianty. It must, in its own self-interest, realize
the folly of clinging to a strateqic doctrine that at most only provides
short-tern, precarious security and does not quarantee its lona~term securitv and

stability.
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Malavsia remains convinced of the special responsibility and role of the
Security Council, particularly of its vermanent members, in promotinag the peace
process and facilitating a political settlement of the Palestinian problem. We
believe a comprehensive settlement can onlv be attained throuah negotiation, and
would urae once again the convening of an international peace conference on the
Middle East under the auspices of the United Nations on the basis of Security
Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973), with the participation of all the
parties directly concerned, including the PLO, We believe that the time has come
for the Security Council to plav a constructive role in the peace process by
establishinag, as goon as poasible, a preparatory committee that will lay the
qroundwork for the international conference.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Arabic): I thank the Minister of
Foreiagn Affairs of Malaysia for his kind words addressed to me.

Mr. MAIMIERCA PEOLI (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish): 1 should like

at the outget to cohdratulate vou, Mr, President, on your election to the
presidency of the Council for the month of March. We are aware of vour Aiplomatic
skills and of how wuch vou have done through the vears in defengse of the noble
causes of oppressed peoples, especially in promotina the recoanition of the

inalienable riaht of the Paleatinian people to return to its native land and to

establish {ts independent State.

Once again, the Saecurity Council meets to consider the situation in the
Palestinian territories occupied by Israel and the new danaers looming over that
lona~-sufferina people. Once again, we are sure, we will again hear condamnations
of one of the greatest injustices committed acainst anv people in this centurv.

In his opening address to the International Conference on Palestine, in Geneva
in 1983, the Secretarv-General of the United Nations, Mr. Javier Pérez de Cuéllar,

said that, after 36 vears and six wars, we were in an extraordinarily danaerous
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state of gtagnation. Today, we can say “after 43 yesrs and seven wars“, because
the intifadah is a war that the Palestinian people has besn waaina for more than
two vears for its indapendence and to bring about the withdrawal of the occupving
Igraelis.

Today, the situation is even wore dangercus, because the illecal settlement in
the occupied territories in Palestine bv Jewish citizens resident in Israel or
imuiarants from the Soviet Union and elsewhere is evidence of the determination of
the Zionist occupiers to protract and give a permanent character to their
occupation of the Palestinian and Arab territories.

In Security Council resolution 446 (1979), adopted on 22 March 1979 bv 12
votes in favor with three abstentions ~ amonast which, naturally, was that of the
United States - it was duclared that:

"The policy and oractices of Igrael in establishing settlements in the

Palestinian and other Arab territories occunied since 1967 have no legal

validity and constitute a serfous obstruction to achieving a comprehensive,

just and lasting peace in the Middle Bast®. (resolution 446 (1979), para. 1)

It was requested that a commission be established consisting of three members of
the Security Council, whose task would be to exanine the situation relatina to
thase gettlewenta.

At a later ctage, on 1 May 1980, through its resolution 465 (1980) - this time
adopted unanimously - the Security Couneil daplored the refusal by Israel to
co~oparate with the Commigsion; affirmed that the Geneva Convention relative to the
Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War, of 12 Auqust 1949, was applicable to
the Arsb territories cccupted by Israsel since 1967, tncludina Jarusalem; cailed
upon all States not to provide lgrael with any assistance to be used specifically

in connexion with settlements in the occupied territories; and requested the
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Commission to continue to examine the situation relatina to settlements in the Arab
territories occupied since 1967, including Jerusalenm,

Thus, Security Council resolutions 446 (1979) and 465 (1980) remdin fully in
force and must be fully and completely implenented.

In discussing the question of the illeaal settlement by Jews in the occupied
territories, we cannot digreaard the fact that by that means Israel is seekina to
alter the present couposition of the population in those territorties and
attemptina, amona other objectives, to check the momentum of the revolt of the
Palestinian people - to put down the intifadah - which it has not manaaged to do
degvita fiorce ronression that has alreadv taken hundreds of lives and thousands of
victims.

There is talk of the riaght of Jews to immigrate to Israel, but it cannot be
forgotten that, of the 5.5 million Palestinians, more than 3 million are today
outside of thejir lands.

In discussing a solution to the problem of the Middle East, we cannot fail to
racognize that our main objective and clear obligation ia to resolve the central
issue of recounition of the legitimate rights and future of the Palestinian people,

For that reason, in callina for an end to the establishment of illeqal
pettlements by Jewish citizens in the occupied Palestinian and Arasb territories, we
aust algo point out that those sattlements constitute an obstacle tc. progress
towards convening the internationsl peace conference on the Middle East and solving

the core question of Palestine.
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Therefore, recent statements by Prime Minister Shamir that Israel needs a
larqer, stronger country to accommodate enormous Jewish immiaration constitute a
reiteration of Israel's expansionist ambitions and a direct negation of what would
ba the first step towards a solution of the Middle East pbroblem: Israel's
withdrawal from the occupied territories.

Throuah jllegal Jewish settlements in the occupied territories, Israel is
attempting also to stop the qrowth of the Palestinian population, permanently
approor fate the territories of Gaza and the West Bank, and lay the foundation for
requesting additional credits from the United States.

It i3 not for us to judge the immigration policies of anv sovereian country,
nuch less to dictate the rules that each country may see fit to apply in this
area, But it is unguestionable that the provisions adopted bv the United States
Adninistration to linit the number of Jewish immigrants from Eastern Buropean
countries entitled to enter its territory, toqether with Israel's practice of
gsettling those citizens in the occupied Arab territories, contribute to prolonaing
the suffering of the Palestinian people and to makina a solution to the Middle Bast
conflict all the more remwote,

Dozens of resolutions have been adopted bv the General Aasembly and the
Security Council unambiquouslyv stating lgrael’s quilt, condeming Israel and
demanding that it return the occupied territories, and oroclaiming the right of the
Palestinian people to establish an independent State of its own. We must remind
members that the United States and Israel voted against those General Assembly
resolutions. The United States and Israel have ignored the will of the
international community as expressed in those resolutions, which have been
relesated to the archives because of Israel’s obstinate refusal to comply with
them, which is a mockery of the opinion of the vast majority of the international

community.



EMS/14 8/PV, 2910
52

(Mr, Malmierca Peoli, Cuba)

How long will this state of affairs continue? Can the international community
stand idly by and allow this crime to continue without takina steps to stop it? It
is clear to everyone that Israel is able to act with such impunitv because it is
protected and encouraged in its actions by the military, political and economic
support cof the Government of the United States. Only that can explain such
arrogance and such contempt for this institution. Only that can explain the
obstinacy and impunity with which the 2ionist réaime acts,

The principles on which a just lasting peace in the Middle East must be based
have been defined for vears. Such a peace can be reached onlv with the withdrawal
of Igraeli forces from all territories occupied since 1967, includina Jerusalew;
with a quarantee of the security and legitimate riaghts of all parties; and with the
full uxercise by the Palestinian people of its inalienable riqhts, includina the
right to return to its land and establish a sovereian, independent State in its
homeland.

But the Government of Israel persists in its policy, a policy no longer merely
of denying the most basic rights of the Palestinian people, but even of trying to
dictate who will speak on behalf of that peoble and choose its representatives in a
negotiating process. The Igraeli occupier wants to speak with those of its
choosing about the issues of its choosing.

The issue nust be the withdrawal of Israel from the occupied territories, and
the interlocutorg must be the representative of the Palestinian people, the
Palestine Liberation Organization (PLOJ. They must talk of withdrawal, not of
eleations in the occupied territories.

On 11 March 1990, a minigstorial meetina of the Committee of Nine on Falestine

of the Movemant of Non-Aligned Countries was held at Tunis. In their communiqué
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the Ministers invited the Security Council to proceed, as a matter of urqencv, to
preparations for convenina the International Peace Conference on the Middle East
under the auspices of the United Nations, on the basis of Securitv Council
resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973) and the legitimate national riahts of the
Palestinian people, primarily the riaht to self-determination, with the
pacrticipation, on an equal footing, of all the parties directlv concerned,
including the PILO.

The meeting condemned the illegal Jewish settlements in Palestine, called upon
the Security Council to adopt measures for the protection of the Palestinian
civilian population under Israeli occupation, and called upon all States not to
provide Israel with any assistance to be used specifically in connection with
settlements in the occupied territories. The Ministers of the member countries of
the Committee aareed to express that view in the Security Council and to endeavour
to have it endorsed in the Council's decisions.

The United Nations has an obligation and a debt to the Palestinian peoble. So
long as that people cannot exercise its leaitimate rights, thot debt will be repaid
only with the convenina of the International Peace Conference on the Middle East as
a framework in which all the parties, includina the Palestine Liberation
Organization, can participate on an equal footina, and with the beainning of a true
neqotiating process leading to a peaceful solution., Such a solution will be
genuine and permanent only Lf it means the withdrawal of Israel from all the
occupied territorias, including Jerusalem, and the recoanition of the tight of the
Palestinian people to roturn to its homeland, its native soil, and to establish an

independent State.
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Arabic): I thank the Minister for
Externa) Relations of Cuba for the kind words he addressed to me.
In view of the lateness of the hour, I intend to adjourn the meeting now, The
next meeting of the Security Council to continue consideration of the item on its

agenda will take place at 3.30 p.m. today.

The meeting rose at 12,45 p.m.
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