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lMmdu&ion 

1. 'Ihe Seventh United Nations North American Regional seminar on the 
Question of Palestine on the general theme Veace and justice for the 
Palestinian people - an imperative far the 1 9 9 0 ~ ~ ~  was held at united Nations 
Headquarters, New York, on 25 and 26 June 1990. The Seminar had been mandated 
by General Assembly resolution 44/41 B of 6 Deamber 1989. 

2. Mrs. A k a  Claude Diallo (Senegal), Chairman of the Committee on the 
Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People was Chairman and 
Mr. Alexander Brg Olivier, Rapporteur of the committee, was Rapporteur of the 
seminar. 

3.  
aspects of the question of palestine. 
Govenrmerrts, Palestine, 1 non-member State, 2 United Nations organs, 7 united 
Nations specialized agencies and bodies, three interqaVenmrnenta1 
organizations, as -11 as 1 national liberation mwement and 15 
non-ermental organizations attended the seminar. 

Four meet- were held and 12 panelists presented papers on selected 
In addition, representatives of 47 

Statement by the represen tative of the Secretary-General of the United Nations 

4. m e  opening session was addmssed by the representative of the 
Secretary-1 of the United Nations, Under-secmtaq-General Ronald I. 
Spiers. In welcCaning the participants, I&-. Spiers stressed that the decision 
of the General Assembly to convene regional seminars on the question of 
Palestine reflected the international amnnunity's deep camem about the 
ArabIsraeli conflict, w h i c h  the m l e m  of Palestine intensified. There was 
overwhelming agreenent among the members of the United Nations that a just and 
equitable solution of the issue, which affected not only the parties directly 
concerned lsut also the interna ti& oannanrity as a whole, was more went 
than ever. 

5. He referred to the European Regional Seminar on the Question of 
Palestine, w h i c h  had been held in Stockholm, Sweden, in May and said that it 
had been particularly successful because of the participation of 
parliamentarians and opinim-makm from Europe, Israeli and Palestinian 
panelists as well as experts fram the united states, china, the Soviet union 
ard repmsentatives of the International and European ~~~rdinating Camittees 
for NGas. 
lively and constructive discussion and the deliberations had been marked by a 
co-opemeve spirit which had resulted in pcsitive and pragmatic proposals for 
the future. 

'Ihe valuable amtributims of all the participants had led to a 

6. He empusized that the meting was taking place at a time when a 
political deadlock d i n e d  with the existing diplcsnatic vacuum amld, if it 
continued, have very serious implications. The interna tional anmunity was 
increasingly concerned at the deteriorating situation in the caxpied 
territories. T h e  uprising, the intifadah, was m in its third year. 
message of the intifadah was direct and unequivocal. 
which had now lasted for 23 years, had not become acceptable to the 
Palestinian people. 
be found to begin an effective negotiathq process that could restore hope for 
the attainment of a just and durable peace. 

The 
?he Israeli occupation, 

III that atms-e, it seemed imperative that a way must 
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7. 
adopted a resolution which called once again for the convening of the 
International Peace Conference on the Middle East. 
held under the auspices of the United Nations, would bring together parties to 
the conflict, including the Palestine Liberation organization, and the five 
permanent members of the Security Council. 
Secretary+%neral, it should meet on the basis of Security Council resolutions 
242 (1967) and 338 (1973) and take fully into account the legithate political 
rights of the Palestinian people, including the right to self-determination. 

The General Assembly, at its forty-fourth session, had overwhelmingly 

That Conference, to be 

In the view of the 

8. 
stalled for the moment, and there had been acts of violence against innocent 
civilians w h i c h  the Secretary4Ameral had condemned and which had been the 
subject of lengthy discussion in the security council. 
had called on the Israeli authorities, as the occuwing Fwer ,  to abide 
scru~ously by their obligations under the Fourth Geneva Convention. 
Further, the Secretary-General had been deeply concerned abut developmts in 
the territories. 
Charter it w a s  his duty to send a mission to look into the situation and 
report back to h i m .  

The progress towanis a settlmmt in the Middle East appeared to be 

The Serretary-General 

He had felt that in view of kfs responsibilities under the 

9. 
effective negotiations, had deepened the frustration of the peoples of the 
Middle East, contrjlxlting to an escalation of tension throughout the area. 
The Secretary%eneral felt it was imperative that a negotiating process 
involving all the parties to the conflict be launched as soon as possible. 
For that reason, the Secretary-General had maintained constant contact with 
all the parties to the Middle East conflict with a view twards trying to 
establish some cammon basis for negotiations. Many Goverrrments were 
continuing their efforts to assist the parties in the Middle East tcrwards a 
settlement. 
developnents. In that context, he noted that the United States Government 
had, for the present, suspended its dialogue with the Palestine Liberation 
Organization. While the decisions of Governments had to be respected, it had 
to be en@asized that the UniM Nations was an organization d t t e d  tm 
furthesing peace through dialogue and he expressed hope that the dialogu@ 
muld be resumed soon. 
international peace and the ability of the international crrrmrmnity to focus 
its en- and resources on the loaning issues confmnting it, for instance, 
in the fields of development, the ernrimnment, human rights, and narcotics. 
Also, much of the terrorist activity the world had witnessed had its mots in 
the conflicts in the Middle East. 

The lack of progress tclwards peace, w h i c h  could only be achieved through 

Such efforts must continue, in spite of discouraging 

The existing situation was a constant threat to 

10. 
pressure to bear to advance the peace process in the Middle East. 
the principle of selfdetermination for the Palestinian people by the 
influential participants in the Seminar could help contrilxlte to the 
mobilization of public opinion in North America. 
indispensable for a just solution to the question of Palestine. 

He concluded by saying that an enlightened public opinion could bring 
Support for 

Wide support was 
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Statement by the Chairman of the Seminar 

11. 
meeting was being held at a time when wider support was needed from the 
international community, and in particular fmm public opinion in Mrth 
America, for a just solution of the problem. 
committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People 
had constantly stressed that the solution of the question of Palestine could 
only be envisaged thmugh the implemntation of the twwstates solution. 
Consequently, the Camnittee had continued to call on Israel to respect its 
obligations under international law and United Nations resolutions. It also 
called upon the United Nations to provide all the necessary assistance to 
pranvSte the ecOnamic developmmt and prosperity of the Palestinian people. 
She pointed out that the persistence of the military occupation and the 
refusal of the Israeli Govermnnent to recOgnize the rights of the Palestinians 
had helped to ensure that the many political and diplomatic initiatives so far 
undertaken had renamed at a stalemate. 
intensified its efforts to inform world pblic opinion in order to obtain 
greater support for the relevant United Nations resolutions. 
was firmly convinoed that a peaceful solution required inevitably the 
enlightenment of public opinion and the 
discussions between all the persons concerned in order to prcanote a climate in 
which the parties coiild engage in a negotiating process under the auspices of 
the united Nations. 

Mrs. Absa Claude Diallo, Chairman of the Seminar, pointed out that the 

Since its establishment, the 

In that situation, the canrmittee had 

The C3mmittee 

of frank and objective 

12. unfortunately, however, the initiatives for peace and for the opening of 
dialogue adapted since 1988 by the Palestinian side had met constantly with 
the opposition of Israel, w h i c h  had adopted a pcmcative attitude besed on a 
clear desire to strengthen its illegal occupation of the Pal estinan territory, 
where it was constantly subjecting the people to all kinds of violence, 
frustration and intimidation. That situation, from 9 1987 ollwards, 
led to the intifadah and there was a danger of increasing recourse to violence 
by- 'sts in bath camps. 
that a conflagration might again break out with unforeseeable consequences. 
The recent sudden deterioration of the situation had amused extreme concern 
in the intenza tianal axonunity and had been the subject of an urgent meeting 
by the Security council in Geneva. unfortunately, the security Council had 
been unable, once again, to adopt meaflures likely to guarantee the security 
and p m a i o n  of the Palestinians living under Occupation. mat was because 
of the exercise of the veto by one of its permanent members. 

After recent events in the area, there w a s  fear 

13. 
desKxsracy was bluwing thmqhout the world, it was unacceptable that the 
Palestinian people should continue to be subjected to the most inhuman 
sufferings. lRe time had come to stop those injustices. 
intemational camrmnity must give greater support to the objective of peace in 
the Middle East and must convince Israel that the Palestinians had confirmed 
their detemu 'nation to resist and to end the Israeli occupation in order to 
obtain recognition of their national rights, in spite of all the 
difficulties. Ihe intifadah had begun to establish the foundations for the 
future independent Palestinian state not only in the minds of the people h t  
also in the way they organized their daily lives. 

At the end of the twentieth century, when the wind of freedam and 

The whole 

The cbmittee deeply 
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regretted that, despite the repeated appeals of the international Canmrunity, 
the Government of Israel had so far not responded positively to the 
Palestinian peace initiative or accepted the principle that the Palestinian 
people, like all other peoples, had inalienable national rights. convinced 
that there could be no solution of the problem except through dialogue, the 
ccmmittee was mre than ever determined to continue its search for ways to 
pramJte such a dialogue and to king the two parties closer together, in order 
to pram* conditions conducive to the holding of an international peace 
conference. 
public opinion, which was far ahead of their Gowmmmt in that respct. 
same could be said of Jewish organizations in North America and Western 
Exlrope. Many Israelis had begun to understand that Israel must engage in a 
dialogue with the true representatives of the Palestinian people, namely the 
Palestine Liberation organization, and consider withdrawing cmpletely from 
the occupied territory, in order to allow the prw=ess of self-detemuna ' tion 
and independence to go forward. The Palestinians, including representatives 
of the Palestine Liberation Organization, and Israelis, w e r e  working side by 
side in a number of activities, thus giving proof of their maturity and their 
desire to coexist peacefully in a fraternal spirit and in mutual respect. 
intensification of contacts between the two sides on different levels clearly 
shwed that a historic turning-point had been reached in that conflict and 
that a negotiating process was indeed possible. She concluded by saying that 
the influence of North American public opinion had been decisive in the 
successful solution of major wrld problem. 
the sincere attachmnt of the peoples of North America to the ideals of peace 
and justice. 

There was mre and mre support from many sectors of Israeli 
The 

The 

She expess& appreciation for 

Message from the chairman of the Executive conunittee of the 
Palestine Liberation oqam ' zation 

14. A message from H.E. Mr. Yasser Arafat, atainnan of the Executive 
Committee of the Palestine Liberation Organization, was read by W. Z u h d i  L. 
Terzi, Permanent &server of palestine to the United Nations. In the message, 
high appreciation was expressed for the effective role and great and important 
efforts of the canmittee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the 
Palestinian People, and for efforts of the secretary- as well as for 
the important role played by non-governmentdl organizations. 'Ihe message 
stressed that the Palestinian people wuld continue to wage its struggle for 
freedan from Israeli occupation, to pursue the intifadah, and to maintain its 
defiance of the Israeli occupation authorities until such time as it achieved 
its national goals of freedan, independence and sovereignty over the soil of 
its homeland under the leadership of the Palestine Liberation mzation, 
its sole legitimate re-tative. 
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15. 
prcqmme there was a plan for crushhg the intifadah and for the absorption 
and settlement of millions of Jewish immigrants. 
Palestinian people in the occupied land as strangers in their crwn country. 
Features of the progranane of the Israeli governing coalition presaged the 
dangerof awarof exterrmna * tion against the Palestinian people accompanied by 
exercises in mass expulsion in implementation of the transfer plan meed by 
the most fanatical of Israeli extremists. 
Israeli Governntent was a govenrmerrt of war against international legitimacy, 
the resolutions of the interna tional cmmnity and the fundamental national 
rights of the Palestinian people. That Government relied on an approach based 
on the anrogance of power, the rejection of international legitimacy and 
international law and the imposition of the fait aamnp li by means of the 
1IIcu-deT, intimidation and expulsion of the Palestinian people in order to clear 
the land of its inhabitants and settle Jewish immigrants in their place prior 
to annexing those territories and establishing a Greater Israel. That Israeli 
scheme represented an open defiance of the international cmmunity and was a 
fundamental &each of the national rights of the Palestinian people, just as 
it represented a serious threat to peace and security in the region and in the 
wrld. 
posed by the Israeli Gmmment's plan. 

Referring to the new Israeli Government, the message said that in its 

That Government treated the 

The message said that the new 

The message cautioned the international d t y  against the dangers 

16. The message went on to state that today more than ever, the United 
states was called upon to renounce its prejudice in favour of Israeli policies 
of aggression and to adopt a new political stance characterized by 
decisiveness, even-handedness and support for Palestinian rights and in 
keeping with the resolutions of the international camunity and of 
international legitimacy as represented by the United Nations, including those 
resolutions relating to the convening of the International Peace Conference on 
the Middle East as the best mecham ' s m  for ensuring the achievement of peace in 
the region. 
inrpeded international legitimacy by using its power to veto at the United 
Nations, which it had done six times that year. 
support, Israel muld be unable to persist in its intransigence and its 
rejection of peace, including the ideas and proposals put forward by the 
United States Administration itself. The announcement by President wlsh 
breakhg off the dialogue with the 
tension in the region and gave necw strength to extremism. The Palestine 
Liberation Organization held the United States Administration responsible for 
the lack of prqress on the road to peace, and for any deterioration in the 
situation and any inrreaSe in the violence, killing and destruction. 

The message further stated that the United States Miministration 

Without the united States 

was a new factor w h i c h  led to immased 
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17. 
consideration to recent developmts and wxld adopt fitting resolutions to 
expose the grave dangers that wuld ensue from continued denial by the Israeli 
Government of the national rights of the Palestinian people and frum continued 
United states support for the Israeli Govemmmt, as well as the dangers 
arising from the inflow of Jewish immigrants and their settlemnt in the 
occupied Palestinian land. 
U d  adopt appropriate resolutions to im=reaSe support and assistance to the 
j u s t  Palestinian cause, to the legitimate struggle of the Palestinian people 
for freedom and to the national uprising until such t i m e  as Israeli occupation 
w a s  brought to an end and the people regained the exercise of its inalienable 
national rights, including the right to return, to exercise self-detenNna ' tion 
and to establish an independent Palestinian state with its capital at 
Jerusalem. 

The message expressed confidence that the Seminar muld give serious 

It also expmsed confidence that the seminar 

mer statements 

18. 
the Special committee on the situation with regard to the Implementation of 
the Declaration on the Granting of Independmce to Colonial oountries and 
Peoples; M r .  Guennadi oudovenko, V i c e d E l i r m a n  of the Special oarranittee 
against Aparul eid; M r .  Clovis Maksoud, Permanent Observer of the League of 
Arab states; M r .  Ahmed w i n  m y ,  permanent cherver of the mpnization of 
the Islamic conference; and ~ r .  Count Pietersen, Chief Representatve of the 
Pan Africanist congress of Azania, also made statements in support of the 
exercise by the Palestinian people of its inalienable rights and for the 
achievement of a just, comprehensive and lasting settlemmt of the question of 
Palestine. 

At the opening meeting, M r .  Ricardo Alarcbn de Quesada, Vicw3airman of 

B. Panel discussion 

19. 
follaws: 

Tko panels were established. The panels and their panelists were as 

Panel I: 
econcm'tic, cultural and social developmt of the Pdlestinian people, and 
its political progmmne to achieve statehood for the Palestinian people" 

ttThe role of the Palestine Liberation organization in the 

M r .  mahimAt;u-Lughod (Palestinian) 

Panel 11: 
Peace confer- for a two peoples-two states solution, and the role of 
North America't 

'"The intifadah, the urgency of convening the International 

Mr. Mahdi Awul-Hadi (Palestinian); Mr. Faisal Husseini (Palestinian); 
H.E. M r .  Latyr Kamara (Senegal); Mr. A~KIS K e n a n  (Israel); Mr. Hans Peter 
K o t t h a u s  (Federal &public of Germany); H.E. Mr. Michael Lmigan 
(Ireland); MIS. Margaret Mdbmck (United states of zmmica); W i  
Marshall Meyer (United states of America); The lbst FWrerxd Michael J. 
peers (canada); ~ r .  chaim shur (Israel); Mr. Andrej ZaMrarOv (Union of 
Soviet Socialist Republics). 
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Panel I -- 
"'_me role of the Palestine Liberation orqartl 'zation in the ecodc, 
cultural and social development of the Palestinian peop le, and its 
plitical programme to achieve statehocd for the Palestinian peop let# 

20. 
Professor of Political Science at Northwestern university, stressed that the 
- m. Ibrahimm-m , member of the Palestine National Council and 

role of the Palestine Liberation organization consisted ;1;1 leading the 
Palestinian people tcmards independence. 
liberation, b t  it had also been engaged in the task of social, educational 
and cultural liberation of the Palestinian people. 
statemnt of Mr. Nelson Mandela before the General Assembly, he emphasized 
that Israel did practice a similar kind of unique form of colonialism as the 
- apartheid r&gime of South Africa. In its actions, the PLD had been guided by 
its National Charter, w h i c h  called for self-determination for the Palestinian 
people, for national identity. Israel, especially the Zionist mement denied 
the identity of that people, conceiving of Palestine as a land without a 
people. 
E.>artictllarly interested in the presemation of culture, and in the devel-t 
of education. 
Gaza as well as the establishment of a national research centre in 1965. 

Its main function was national 

With reference to the 

In order to preserve and nourish the national identity, the rm3 was 

m l e s  were the growth of universities in the West Bank and 

21. 
represented an affirmation that palestine was a State. 
recognition of a governmnt came from the people themselves, not frcnn any 
other government. 
demonstrated their acceptance of the authority of the PLD as their goverrrment, 
in the political, dtural and htional sense. The question that remained 
was the consolidation of the Palestinian sovereignty on the land without 
external interference. He pointed out that the intifadah had also unmasked 
Israel's role as an occupying PakFer. 
independence anchored itself in the United Nations declaration on independence 
for colonial countries, in the universal Declaration of Human Rights and 
others. It w a s  anchored also in the particular General Assembly resolutions 
on the Paiestinian issue, w h i c h  included the recognition of the right of the 
Palestinians to self-determination, independence, sovereignty as well as the 
right to return to its historic land and/or to ampensation. In conclusion, 
he said that the United States had never accepted the Palestinians' right to 
self-determination, as it did ncrt accept many peoples' right to 
self-determination; hcwever, it acoepted reality. 
to change reality in the region. public opinion in the united states w a s  in 
favour of the exercise by the Palestinian people of its sovereignty. Israel 
muld be defeated as a colonial pwr. It had to be demonstrated to Israel 
that the relationship between the oolonizer and the colonized improved after 
deaalonization. It was always up to the colonized to break the impasse. It 
was the Palestinians who had offered Coexistence with the Jewish m t y  in 
Palestine. The form was a two-states solution in w h i c h  bath states and both 

The EUl was also guided by the 1988 declaration of independence, w h i c h  
The nrost important 

under the intifadah, the Palestinian people had 

The Palestinian declaration of 

Therefore, it was mcesary 

peoples W x W d  be equal and h which both peoples WDUld m t e .  
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Pane1 I1 

"The intifadah, the urgency of convening the International Peace conference 
for a two peop les - two states solution, and the role of North Americatt 

22. 
Centre in East Jerusalem, said that in order to achieve peace and to bring an 
end to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, bath sides should set aside their 
dream and their concerns. 
essence of that enemy, and whether there aould be coexistence. For the 
Palestinians, they assessed that Israel w a s  the enemy. 
coexist with that aq and they were willing to sit down and to negotiate 
with it. 
hated it, because only with that leadership could peace be achieved. Israel 
should also identify its enemy, deterrmne * its position tawards him and sit 
down with the representatives of that people. 
not be hilt on a balance of pcwer, w h i c h  meant a balance of puwer and fear, 
lmt on mutual interest. 
between Israel and Palestine as well as betwen Israel and Jardan. 

M r .  Faisal Husseini, a Palestinian and Director of the Arab Studies 

Each side should identify who was the enemy, the 

ney had decided to 

And they had to negotiate with its leadership, whether they liked or 

A future security system should 

He emphasized that there was much ammn ground 

23. 
clear message was that the Palestinians did not want to destroy the State of 
Israel, h t  wanted to put an end to occupation. 
that ocxxlpation. 
changing the tkinking. 

and the Arab front. The first year of the uprising was dcuninated by an 
internal Palestinian battle and culminated in the decisions of the Palestine 
National Council in Novesnber 1988. On the international front mLlch had been 
achieved especially in Europe. II-I the third year of the intifadah, the battle 
was being waged on the front of Israeli public opinion. It was already not 
possible for Israel to maintain the occupation on the basis of a complete 
national omsensus. It had led to the collapse of the coalition Govermnent 
and strengthened internal opposition to the occupation. It was necessary to 
consolidate the intifadah by reviving and escalating it. The goal muld be 
the establishmnt of the infrastmcture for the Palestinian State, the 
separation of ~alestinian interests and Palestinian agencies frat the Israeli 
state agencies and the sepmtion of the Palestinian emnay from the Israeli 
economy. He pointed out that the ultimate aim of establishing a Palestman 
state was to achieve a comprehensive peace in the Middle East region. 'Ihat 
peace wovld not be attained through a separate Palestinian-Israeli agreement 
txt rather through a amprehensive Arab-Israeli agreement that was endorsed 
and guaranteed by an international conference and the big powers. The fight 
for a Palestinian state was not for creating a new econmy, h t  because that 
was the only solution for the problem of the Palestinian people. ?hrough the 
creation of a Palestinian S t a t e  the door could be opened for qi& 
co-operation in the Middle m t .  
time, there was no national cmsensus inside Israel to support the 
occupation. 
the United states to support ~srael whether it was right or wrong. Naw, 
therefore, was the time for the Palestinian people to continue to strive, 
witkin the frama\Fork of interna tional law. American public opinion shoeild be 
influenced through mncerted action by Arab and Jewish ccmnnmities in that 
country. 

Referring to the intifadah, he said that it had great implications. T h e  

There was no way to maintain 
Ihe intifadah was a mement, a kind of a revolution tuwards 

m e  battle was It was a war to change pblic opinion. 
being waged on four fronts, the Palestinian, the Israeli, the irrterna tiOnal 

HE! eqhasized that, today for the first 

Also them was no C O ~ ~ S ~ ~ ~ S U S  within the Jewish cunuwnity inside 
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24. 
the Study of International Affairs, pointed out that the intifadah had given a 
reinfo- sense of national identity to the Palestinian people in the 
occupied territory. 
and to mntain the intifadah in its limited geographical borders. 
therefore important for the interna tional comunity to mnitor the Israeli 
practices in the occupied territoxy in a serious and systematic manner. 
international ccmmumiw should also strengthen its presmce there through its 
various agencies. 
Israeli practices and inform public opinion, in order to ensure that the 
international Ccnrpnunity would act to stop those practices and to k i n g  Israel 
to the negotiating table together with the m, within the framewprk of the 
International Peace conference, w h i c h  was the only venue to guararrtee peace, 
security and stability for all States and peoples in the region. He said that 
the intifadah was hilt on two major elements. Wing the first year of the 
intifadah people succeeded in Lxrilding the national amsensw, whose 
expression was the political prograrmne for a -states solution. 
year brought the international recognition. Ihe main task for the third 
year was to influence Israeli public opinion. But llclw, with the new Israeli 
Government, the fears came back, because there was no peace process any m r e .  
He referred to the question of Jerusalem and stressed that the Palestinians 
wanted to see it as one open city, k u t  two capitals and two sovereignities. 
With reference to the Jewish &grants from the Soviet Union, he stated that 
the Palestinians were not against the right of anybody to leave his or her uwn 
country and to return, tsut that should be amlied to buth Palestinians and 
Jews as well. He called on Eastern and Western Europe as well as tkbe United 
States and Australia to open their doors to those emigrants. 
to Israel should not be at the expense of the Palestinians in terms of land, 
work, w a t e r  and rights. 
occupied territory would escalate the confrontation. 

M r .  Mahdi Abdtul Hadi, President of the Palestinian Academic Society for 

The Israeli policy had been to m a b i n  the status w 
It w a s  

'Ihe 

Such agencies should play an eyewitness role with regard to 

The second 

zmy immigration 

Any a- to settle those emigrants in the 

25. 
hope of seeing the start of true negutiations on the burning question of 
Palestine seemed to have been dashed when 
Labour Party, was defeated in forming a majority Goverrnnent in Israel. At the 
same t ime, the violence and the extent of repression taking place in the 
occupied Palestinian territories w e r e  appalling. 
pace may well pave the way for war. He stressed that a possible solutim did 
exist, w h i c h  had been mrked out lung ago and had been the object of 
international consensus. 
Israel W t  to allow electiuns in the occupied territories, then 
Israeli-Palestinian negotiations, and finally the organization of the 
International mce conference on the Middle East, in aanpliance with General 
Assembly resolution 181 (11) , which provides for a bm peoples-- States 
solution. m e  united states and Israel were responsible for the obstacles 
that prevented the International Peace conference from being held. A f t e r  all 
efforts made by the united Nations, new strawies of a l l  kinds must be 
devised, that would bring pnressures, sanctions and attempts at persuasim to 
bear on those two ccxzntries, on their public opinion, and on the Jewish 
community of the united states. 

H.E. I+&. Latyr Kamara, Honorary hbssador from Senegal, Said that the 

pleres, head of the Israeli 

Israel's clear refusal of 

It was universally felt that its acceptance by 
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26- 
defining the direction of the actions to be taken. 
element in such strategies that already emccanpdssed the Israeli Arabs, nust be 
enmuraged and supported and the unbelievable sacrifices made should make the 
front page of the newspapers. The justice of what was behind it rrmst cane to 
prevail. (bm;mnitant diplomatic activities that must  not discount any aspect 
wuld also be mdertaken. The mcunentous events which had already swept away 
or shaken many system that had denied human rights and the dignity of peoples 
had dynamics that would do the rest. The basic question - Will the question 
of Palestine and the illegal occupation of the Arab territories continue to 
el.ude the dialectics of the new East-west detente? - nust be atlswered in the 
negative. 
Wernment could not go on indefinitely and would finally be thwarted by the 
forces of peace in the world. 

He stressed the immediate need for starting the peace process and for 
The intifadah, a major 

The delaying tactics currently being practised by the Israeli 

27. Mr. ATWX Kenan, writer and journalist from Israel, said that the 
children of the intifadah were fighting also that war to likerate Israel from 
the omupation of the West Bank and the Gaza Strip. 
Israel today there was a decline of the judicial system, of health and welfm 
services, of education and economy. Israel could not afford that decline 
without massive help frcnn the United States. 
different reasons, historical, humanistic, lmt also as a political bribe. 
said that the three most obstinate historical enemies of Israel declared today 
apenly that they wanted to make peace with Israel: 
Nevertheless, the Syrian or Iraqi danger continued to be an often used clicM 
to prove the assertion that for security reasons, Israel cuuld not make peace 
with them. wlt Israel had every interest and every possibility to make peace 
.tsu$ay. 
that would not make peace with Israel. 
and F-Blestinians were like twins, they had lived for one century on the same 
soil and they loved the same place. 
them. 
referre3 to the activities of the United Nations to educate public opinion an 
the Middle East conflict in different regions of the wrld and said that the 
only  decisive arena for the battle for peace was in the United States, 
especially its Jewish Ccamrmnity. 
should be convinced of the necessity of inunediate peace with the Palestinians 
and the recognition of the human rights of the Palestinians including the 
right of self-determination. Although there was a gap between public opinion 
and official policy in the united states, public opinion was documerrted by the 
d a ,  and people like him did not have access to the American media. He 
quo?zed from a cummentary he had written after the recent tragic incidents in 
Israel and w h i c h  had been rejected for publication by several newspapers in 
the United States. In Israel, he said, he could publish it in any newspaper. 
He concluded by proposing that the United Nations Secretariat should enploy 
especially one Jewish Israeli and one Arab Israeli, who a d  try to amtact 
the Jewish community in the United States to establish a dialogue. W i t h o u t  a 
dialogue between Israelis, Palestinians and Diaspora Jews there would be no 
peace in the region. 

He stressed that in 

Israel was given that nrmey for 
He 

the m, Iraq and Syria. 

He emphasized that there was no serious factor today in the Arab mrld 
He expressed the view that Israelis 

m c e  was in the interest of both of 
Israel could not p h  the Palestinians or the Arabs forever. He 

m e  Jewish Cammunity in the united States 
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28. 
of the Parliamentary Association for -Arab co-operation, stressed that 
Europe, and in particular the mropean carrarrrrm 'ty, had to make its 
amtrihtions trrwards the peace process in the Middle East. 
direct neighbow of the region and the m t  important eamomic partner of both 
Israel and the Arab wrld. In their Middle East policy the United States and 
Bx-ope should give high priority to the support of the forces on both sides 
which strove for a political settlement. 
states to initiate a comprehensive peaceful settlement, which was inseparable 
fmm the creation of a Palestinian State and setting the borders between the 
t m  States. By suspending the dialogue with the m, the unites States was 
rewarding the extremist group, which had irlitiated the massacre. Such a step 
played into the hands of the rejectionists on both sides. 
weaken the political position of the W t e  rm3 leadership. The Emopean 
Carrnanrity should do its utmost to persuade the United states to resume the 
dialogue and to urge it to intensify its peace efforts. lhere was also the 
problem of Soviet Jewish immigration to Israel, he continued. Inalienable 
human rights, such as the right to freedom of movement, had their limitations 
when the human rights of ather peoples were irnrOlved. He shared the united 
States' concern about the danger of the growing arms race in the Middle EElst 

play in the peace process. A negotiated settlement resulting in 
self-determination for both Israel and Palestine had to be reached. 

Mr. Hans Peter Kotthaus (Federal Republic of Germany), SeCretary-Gerwral 

Europe was a 

Ihe t i m e  had come for the united 

It-d also 

region, and said the United States and the European ammuam 'ty had key roles to 

29. 
of ~uropean involvement in meetings .such as the current seminar . Mostsupport 
for the palestinian cause came f r m  countries which were not in a position to 
do rrmch about the problem. 
and thcse who sought to deny the rights of the Palestinian people shrruld keep 
that in mind. 
through its colonial aspirations and intrusions. 
European countyies which had not been a colonial FWXX- in the region and might  
therefore be able to serve as a bmker in the disprte. With reference to the 
results of the local elections in Algeria, he the view that the 
victory of militant Islam in that country wuld be only a Starting point of 
turmoil thmqhout the Middle East. 
signatory to the Fourth Geneva Convention and its violations of irrterna ti& 
law in the Occllpied territories had to be addressed. Israel's cosignatories 
had not pratected the Palestinian people's rights. Israel had failed to 
amply with the Geneva canvention in such areas as education and health. 
had used violence and excessive force against peaceful demnstmtions and 
permitted the use of firearms in such situations. 
the occupied territories was essential to a peaceful settlemnt. 
signatmry to the Geneva amvention should be called upon to fight for its 
enforcement in the occupied territories. In conclusion, he stressed that the 
State of Israel had the right to exist, but equally 
recognition of the rights of the PdLeStinians. 'Ihe camittee on the Exercise 
of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People should beccune a catalyst 
for discussion and should try to extend its influence more int0 the Western 
cxxurtsies. 

Mr. Michael Lanigan, Senator frm Ireland, expmsed amcern at the lack 

He said that people did not forget their rocJts, 

westem ~urope had played a major role in the Middle East 
Ireland was one of the few 

He pointed out that Israel was a 

It 

Israel's withdrawal f m  
Every 

w a s  the 
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20. 
said she had spent 20 years working to influeme American politics. 
united states was engaged in a propaganda m e  to use fftenrorismt as an excuse 
for military action. Feace activists had prevented the use of the terror game 
to justify military intervention in the Middle East, txlt the united states had 
seized its first opportunity to break off talks with the FTO. With an 
election ccaning soon, she expected m i c a n  foreign policy on the Middle East 
question to be one of %enign neglectff. 
continued to be the single most important force for bringing the parties to 
the Middle East conflict to a peace wnference. 'Ihe political wrk must be 
directed tcrwards the united states ~ ~ ~ e n n n e n t  through the superstmcture, 
w h i c h  was we11 organized and consisted of hsiness, education, press, 
religion, the military, labour, culture and politics. 
the society, she said, could be effective only if those 
in blocks of voters or visibly organized w i t h i n  the superstructme. 
important to work continuously and directly to M l d  the coalition between 
African-Americans and Palestinians. 
to mobilize the superstructure and not the base, because it muld not be 
possible to organize the base in sufficient nunbers to influence voting 
results. 
were subsidized and the most effective lckbying could be undertaken by taking 
Congress members to the West Bank and Gaza and to the leadership of the 
Palestinian mement. 
struggles for Palestinian statehood and the solidarity mements for national 
liberation in south Africa and central America was bea=aning increasingly 
important. she concluded by saying that eveqthing w a s  political: arts, 
music, culture, education, religion, Lxlsiness, sports, work; and one should 
not pass up any opportunity I-ut make every opportunity wrk to influence the 
state. 

Mrs. Maryar et McCbrmack, a political consultant from the United states, 
The 

she stressed that the United states 

Mobilizing the base of 
were organized 

It was 

she stressed that it was mre effective 

The elected officials wild visit Palestinian leaders if the trips 

Further, the relationship between the damestic 

31. 
York, said that he was missing in the discussion a rhetoric leading to peace. 
Instead, there was a strange dealing with history. 
in a Ixm-States solution to the problem and that he had fougfcrt for the 
recognition of Palestinian rights. For that, the intifadah was a very 
impor tan t  instrument. 
Peace Conference on the Middle East for the tm peoples - two States 
solution. %I achieve that goal there was a role to be played by North 
America, Europe and the European c!cnmnm 'ty and the Soviet Union. 
totally with the policies of the occupation of the territories and he 
considered the West Bank and Gaza as Occupied territories. 
was a Zionist kut he w a s  against occupation and inhuman treatment of the 
Palestinians. 
the Jewish people, just as the Palestine Liberation Organization was a 
liberation mement for Palestinians. 
Faisal Husseini, a Palestinian, he stressed that the latter had presented a 
oonstructive progranrme. Both parties had to give up stupid past dreams and 
clichk discussions of the past. 
over history because ewqbcdy muld read history according to his or her awn 
particular discipline. History is a subjective study. He stressed that there 
could no longer be a m t e r  Israel dream and called for the implementation of 
the "land for peacet1 formula by Israel. There m t  be 

Rakbi Marshall Meyer of Congregation B'nai Jeshurun in Manhatlzm, New 

He stated that he believed 

~e stressed the urgency of convening the International 

He disagreed 

He said that he 

Zionism was not a form of racism, txlt a liberation movement of 

With reference to the statement of m. 

They had to get off ideology and displtes 
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autorrcony for the Palestinian people and also elections. 
stop the bloodshed. Mrman life was a sacred gift which nobody had the right 
to take. 
a b u t  the possibility of what to do now so as to ensure the possibility of a 
future. 

It was imperative to 

The parties should stop talking so much about the past and t a lk  

32. Archbishop Michael J. F€ers, Archbishop and Primate of the Anglican 
church of Canada, s t r d  that he was speaking as a Christian and a North 
American. Me said that there were Muslins, Christians and Jews on that 
continent who felt a moral obligation to the cause of peace and justice in the 
Middle East. H o w v e r ,  North American involvement had not always been 
helpful. Decisions affecting the lives of people in the region were often 
made in North America on the basis of self-interest . 
intifadah was primarily a non-violent movement of the Palestinian people. Its 
causes were complex and lay outside the region, among the interna tional 
amnmity, as wsll as within. The West had tended to fllhntrge the Palestinian 
question witkin the larger issue of ArabJewish hostilities, and the result 
had been serious crises for the Palestinians, and now for Israel and the world 
itself. It w a s  n w  the time to convene an international peace conference. 
The &urches of the Middle East, as well as those of Canada and the united 
States, would support such an initiative. 
by force. Christians had much to repent of their history in relation to 
Jewish people. 
suffering. 
meaningful dialogue am~ng the principal parties in the conflict. 

Heeqhsizedthatthe 

The conflict could not be resolved 

wlt they a d  nut be silent today in the face of Palestinian 
People of faith and good will must be ready tc, support a 

33. m. ataim shur, Israeli writer and Editor-mef of the Middle East 
magazine New-Outlook, stated that he accepted the right of the Palestinian 
people to self-deterrmna ' tion which should be expressed in the establishwnt of 
a Palestinian state. The Palestine Liberation Organization should be regarded 
as the sole representative of the Palestinians. Israel should withdraw to the 
1967 borders. 
three aspects: religious, dcipal and political. All religions should be 
equally respected and the city should have Jewish and Palesthian boroughs. 
But the essence of the political problem was that Jerusalem should consist of 
two capital cities: one part should be the capital of Israel and the other 
part the capital of Palestine. He added that the right of return should be 
equally granbd to both Palestinians and Israelis. W Palestinians shcruld 
have the right of return to the Palestinian State and the Jews should have the 
right of return to the state of Israel. 
that ampromise, and even fewer would agree w i t h  recognition of the 
Palestinian State. 
conducted. 
they were Jews from the Soviet Union or f m  Brooklyn. 
against Jewish settlement in the oocupied territories as such. Viewing the 
issue f m  that angle, Jewish immigration to Israel was not a pmblem. 
opinion, it was not innniption, but settlement in the occupied territories 
that lnattered, he stressed. 
Though no people was perfect he was proud of Jewish kistory, and proud of the 
culture and achievements of Jewish people. Unfortunately, the history of 

glasnost had done m y  positve things, it had also given rise to "pamyatll, an 
anti-semite movement. Many Jews emigrated fram the Soviet Union not because 
they were Zionist, but because they were afraid of anti-semitism. 

Referring to the question of Jerusalem, he said there were 

However, very few Israelis agreed to 

In his view, a dialogue, not a monologue, should be 
He said he was against the Jews settling on the West Bank, whether 

In fact, he was 

In his 

He, himself, was very proud of being a Jew. 

Jewish people was a sad one, being full of pogrom. ?bough peres troika and 

He 
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undersbod Zionism primarily as the right of Jews to self-detentuna ' tion,he 
said. 
self -deterrmna ' tion and security for Israel and Palestine. 

In conclusion, he called for a settlement that would result in 

34. 
Solidarity conunittee, stressed that the Middle East was still a dangerous seat 
of tension, creating a serious threat to world peace, security and stability. 
He emphasized that the radical changes in the world arena w e r e  objectively 
creating favourable external mnditions for settling the coolflict. 
intifadah had given one of the most important impulses for finding a fair 
solution to the Arab-Israeli conflict. 
authorities were escalating reprisals against the Palestinians, the intifadah 
was enplaying essentially peaceful, nowviolent methods, displaying 
self-control and self-possession. Fram the outset, the uprising had been led 
by the Palestine Liberation Organization, which had lmttressed its 
international prestige. He stressed that the PLD had displayed a respunsible 
and constructive approach to the problems of a settlement of the Middle East 
conflict. It &d be unfair to refuse to deal with the PLD and to deny it 
the right to participate in the peace r>rocess. Reaently, the threat of a new 
escalation of tension had arisen. m e  situation was gravely ccaoplicated by 
the intention of the Israeli Gmemmmt to settle emigrants, including those 
from the Soviet union, on captured Arab territories. 
taking step on that saxe through the united Nations and through bilateral 
channels, wrking for an effective barrier to Israel's expansionist plans, so 
that within the framework of the implementation of universally acknawledged 
human rights, including freedcnn of emigration, the legitimate Arab rights 
should not be prejudiced. 
settlement was fraught with a special danger, because of the ongoing intensive 
arms race, w e a p o n s  of mass destxuction and missile system. A -1-t must  
be camprehensive and embrace the withdrawal of Israeli troops fram all Arab 
territories occupied since 1967, the realization of the right of 
self-determination of the Palestinian people and security qwmmbes for all 
the Middle East countries, including Israel. 
international system of security guarantees for all sides oould p t  an end to 
the co- of Israelis and Arabs. ?he system of guarantees must be up to 
the highest standards, providing for requisite measures in the event the 
agreements were breached, for mutual inspections and carsite verifications, 
for fully demilitarized zones, and also for curtailed military piresence. 
active use should be made of the possibilities of the United Nations and its 
Security m i l .  
principle of sensible sufficiency for defence. 
free of weapons of mass annihilation. 
exercise appropriate influence on Israeli policy. 
States Administration to suspend the dialogue with the PLD could create 
additional difficulties for the negotiation process and encmmge Israel to 
carry on its obtmctionist policy. 

M r .  Andrej Zakharov, menber of the Presidium of the soviet Afro-Asian 

The 

He noted that while the Israeli 

The soviet Union was 

He said that the absence of an ArabIsraeli 

Only a carefully amsidered 

More 

It was neoessary to work for a turn from over-arming to the 
He pmposed a Middle East zone 

He uryed that the United States should 
'Ihe decision of the united 

C. conclusions and reccsrnnendations 

35. The participants expressed appreciation once again for the opportmity 
to have a f u l l  and candid discussion of aspects of the question of Palestine 
and the Arab-Israeli conflict under the auspices of the camittee on the 
Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People. 
satisfaction that the Seminar had made a positive contrihtion to the peace 
process by providing a forum for a balanced and constructive discussion of the 

lkaey explressed 

1SSlJCF- 
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36.  
peoples, tm statestt principle which adequately addressed the rights and 
cmncems of both the Israelis and Palestinians would result in peace and 
justice in the region, as misaged in General Assembly resolutions 181 (11) 
and 194 (1x1) - 
Israeli public have beame active in support of the lltm Statett solution. 
Appreciation was expressed for the position adopted by a large number of 
Govermnents and NIOS in response to the proclamation of the state of 
Palestine, the Palestinian Arab State,  to exist side by side with the State of 
Israel. The participants urged that negotiations should be based on the "land 
for peace" formula embodied in Security Ccruncil resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 
(1973), which provided a foundation for an eventual settlement, and the 
legitimate national rights of the Palestinian people, including primarily the 
right to self-deterrmna ' tion. 

The participants reaffirmed the view that negotiations based on the t%m 

Statements were made indicating that important sectors of the 

37. They noted the adoption of General Assembly resolution 44/42 of 6 
December 1989 and were encouraged by the overwhelming vote in favaur of that 
balam=ed and comprehensive resolution which, for the first t i m e ,  was supported 
by all members of the European Conmum 'ty. 
necessity of convening the International Peace conference on the Middle Eas t  
under the auspices of the united Nations with the participation of all parties 
to the conflict, including the ma and the five permanent mentbers of the 
Security courX=il. Regret was expressed that to date there had been no 
progress .in that regard. 
whereas same recent statements on the part of the newly fonned Government of 
Israel seemed to cast doubt on its adherence to Security Council resolutions 
242 (1967) and 338 (1973). 

?he resolution reaffirmed the 

The mX, had explicitly accepted those resolutions 

3 8 .  
occ,upied territories and at the continued violations by Israel of the human 
rights of the civilian population in the occupied Palestinian territory. The 
international commmity had repeatedly declared that the Israeli policies and 
practices in the occupied palestinian territory were  in violation of its 
obligations as a party to the Geneva convention relative to the protection of 
Civilian Persons in Time of War and contrary to United Nations resolutions and 
generally recognized norms of international law. m e  participants appealed to 
the parties to the convention to ensure respect for its pmvisions. 'Ihey 
deplored recent statements by the Israeli Government inplying the prospect of 
increased settlement of immigrants in the occupied Palestinian territory, 
while Israel continued to deny Palestinians the right to return to their 
haws. The participants s u p r t e d  the right of freedam of movement and the 
right of everyone to leave any country and the right to return to one's own 
oomtry. Huwever ,  those rights could not: be used as a piretext to settle 
ununigrants or Israeli civilians in the occupied Palestinian territory, 
including Jerusalem. 
settlements. 

Participants expressed deep concern at the continued loss of life in the 

They q e d  the Security Council to prevent such illegal 

39. Participants viewed with grave concern the tragic incidents which had 
taken place recently in Israel and in the occupied Palestinian territory. 
They deplored the attack in Israel on the Palestinian wrkers frm Gaza 
leading to 7 deaths and 10 wounded, which sparked demmstrations thm@mut 
the occupied territories that resulted in 7 additional Palestinian deaths by 
Israeli arrny gunfire, d in the wtnmdmg * of hundreds of others. Further, the 
participants expressed their concern over the recent incursion of the Israeli 
Defence Forces in the UNRWA Health Centre in Gaza 
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town in which many civilians and, in particular, infants and young children, 
w e r e  injured. At the same time, participants expressed deep concern at the 
aborted raid on Tel Aviv beaches by Palestinian guerrillas and noted that the 
Palestine Liberation organization disassociated itself f m  that attack. 

40. 
initiative of November 1988 as efforts by the Palestinian people in its 
s.;tsuggle to attain and exercise its inalienable rights. 
considered that the s t eps  proposed by the Israeli Govenrment on 14 May 1989 
were inadequate, since they did not include interkn measures of pmtection for 
the Palestinian people nor other measures which wmld enable the Palestinians 
to fully exercise their right to self-detamination. 
intifadah had far-reaching implications, which included effects on aspects of 
Israeli politics. Specifically, it had led to a major goVenrment crisis and 
helped the forces wrking for a just  peace to engage in dialogue and joint 
activities with the Palestinians as a way to prcnnote mutual undershdhg. 
They agreed that the United Nations sbauld continue to offer its good offices 
and organize activities to bring together Palestinians and Israelis under its 
auspices. Participants appealed to all ~ ~ ~ e r n m n t s  with influence, including 
the united states, western Emopean countries, Israel and the Palestinians to 
pursue more vigorous efforts tcxmnis a fair and just solution to the Middle 
East dispute. 

The participants supported the intifadah and the Palestinian peace 

The participants 

It w a s  noted that the 

41. 
its responsibilities and to take uryent measures to ensure the physical 
protection and to guarantee the safety and security of the Palestinian people 
under Israeli occupation, including prevention of deportation of Palestinians 
which had been repeatedly amdemed by the Security Council and General 
Assembly. ?hey urged the security council, particularly its pemamnt 
members, ts undertake every effort to facilitate the ccwnrening of the 
International peace cbnference on the Middle East and to adopt irrterim 
measures including the deployment of a United Nations force to safeguard the 
physical security of the people of the occupied Palestinian territory, 
including Jerusalem. 

Participants appealed to the Security Council to assume and disdmqe 

42. 
taken the initiative to send a Personal Representative to Israel and the 
occvpied titories to look into the situation and report back to him. nhe 
participants egressed appreciation for the Secmtaq-1’~ continuing 
endeavours to advance the peace process and to facilitate the convening of the 
International peace conference. 

The participants noted w i t h  appreciation that the Secmhry-Geneml had 

43. The participants called upon the camittee to ensure that united Nations 
regional seminars on the question of Palestine provided an opprtum ‘ty for 
diverse pints of views to be exrJressed so that a meaningful dialogue could he 
held anrmg peuple of good will on all sides. 
the constructive and frank exchange which had taken place at that seminar 
between the Israeli and Palestinian participants, as well as nationals of 
other countries including those of Jewish faith. 
while Palestinians representing the PLlO had participated, the Gavermnent of 
Israel had yet to agree to be re- in such forums. 

meet-. 
related to the question of Palestine should consider some of the dz&antx ‘ve 
is-:ues which needed to be addressed. 

Satisfaction was expmsed with 

It was noted, however, that 

The hope was 
Participants suggested that f w  seminars and NGO symposia 
that the Guvermwmt of Israel would be represented at future 
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44. 
and other western countries to support the ccgmnittee's activities and its 
objective of e x p m d m g  ' dialogue ammg opinion shapers and responsible 
political leaders. 
were uryed to participate in the work of the Carmnittee as mmdxzrs or 
observers. 
a significant contrihtion thmugh the convening of seminars and symposia to 
widen the exchange of views ultimately leading to areas of CCBnmon approval. 
It was noted with concern that the united States Government had, for the 
present, suspended its dialogue with the palestine Liberation organization. 
Participants considered that that action constituted a serious set-back for 
the peace process. The participants expressed the hope that the dialogue 
would be reestablished as soon as possible and its scope expanded to include 
the consideration in a cxmtmch 've manner of substantive issues so as to 
enhance the process of negotiations leading to a just and lasting solution to 
the question of Palestine. 
achieved. 

Participants called on all countries and particularly the United states 

TkK>se Govennents as well as ather United Nations Members 

The participants expressed the view that the Cormnittee could make 

Adversaries must speak tcqethcx if peace w a s  to be 
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MESSAGE FIEclM THE PAKFICIPAIWS XI H.E. MR. YASSER ARAFAT, 
CHMRMAN OF TI33 EWCVTIVE OF THE PALEsL?NE LIBERATION OIEGANIZATIm 

We, the participants in the Seventh United Nations North American 
Regional Seminar on the Question of Palestine and the Seventh United Nations 
North American Regional NGO symposium on the Question of Palestine wish to 
express our appreciation for your gracious message of support conveyed to the 
seminar and to the symposium by bfr. Zuhdi I,. Terzi, PeMMnent Wserver of 
Palestine to the United Nations. 

W e  take this opportunity to express our support for your e x t r a d n a r y  

We reaffirm our solid support for the struggle of the Palestinian people 

efforts to open a substantive dialogue for peace in the Middle East. 

to exercise its legitimate and inalienable national rights, as dramatically 
denmnstrated over the p t  two and a half years in the intifadah in the 
c m p i e d  &ilestinian territory. 
initiative Launched by the nineteenth extraordinary session of the Palestine 
Nationa1 Council, held at Algiers fran 12 to 15 Nuvenker 1988, as a bold and 
significant cmtrhtion tawards the achievement of peace in the Middle East. 

we salute the historic Palestinian peace 

We have noted with concern that the united states Govenrment has for the 
present, suspended its dialogue with the Palestine Liberation organization. 
We consider this action as a serious set-back for the pace process. We hope 
that the dialogue will be re-established as soon as possible and its scope 
expanded to include the consideration in a constructive manner of substantive 
issues so as to enhance the process of negotiations leading to a just and 
lasting ,solution to the question of Palestine. 

We sincexely hope that the results of the seminar and the symposium will 
mntrjfxrte positively to the achievemmt of a just, lasting and c;mnprehensive 
settlement of the ArabIsraeli conflict, of which the question of Palestine is 
the core. 
Pdlestine until the full realization of an independent and sovereign 
P&estinim s3 te  is achieved. 

We reaffirm our unconditional a x n n i t m e n t  to support the people of 

we reqard the significant results achieved at the forty-fourth session 
of the General Assembly and in particular the adoption of General Assembly 
resolution 44/42 of 6 Decemhr 1989, which reaffirm the provisions of General 
&&ly resolution 43/176 of 15 December 1988 as a demonstration of the 
emnerying international consensus of the necessity of convening the 
International mce Conference on the Middle East and express our genuine 
s u p p r t  for the Secmtaq4sneral of the united Nations in his endeavours 
aimed at early realization of this objective as demanded by the international 
cnmnmity. 
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Annex I1 

L;IST OF PAZTmCIPANTS 

Panelists -- 
Mr. Mahdi Abdul-Hadi (Palestinian) 

m. l3xahlm ' Alxl-Lalghod (Palestinian) 

Mr. Faisal m i n i  (Palestinian) 

H.E. W .  Latyr Kamara (Senegal) 

Mr. Amos Kenan (Israel) 

W .  Hans Peter Mthaus (Federal Republic of Germany) 

Mr. Michael Lanigan (Ireland) 

?&s. Margaret McCormck (united States of America) 

Marshall Meyer (united states of m i c a )  

The Most Rev. Michael G. Peers (Canada) 

Mr . Chaim Shur (Israel) 

Mr. Andrej Zakhamv (Won of Saviet Socialist Republics) 

F&pm3enta tive of the Secretary-Gemxal 

Mr. Iionald I. Spiers 
under-secretary- for Blitical and General m l y  Affairs and 
Secretariat Services 

Afghanistan Mr. -d m - h w a a n  
Minister Counsellor 

Mr. M o h a w  neb 
First seffetary 

W. ESstanislao A. Zawels 
secsetary of -Y 
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Bulgaria 

F3urkina Fasa 

Chile 

china 

cĉ rte d'Ivoire 

Cuba 

Cyprus 

H.E. M r .  James B. Moultrie 
Permanent Representative 

M r .  Peter Deveaux-Isaacs 
First Secretary 

Ms. Keva L. l3ah 
second secretary 

Mr* Ivan Sotirov 
Acting permanent Representative 

H.E. Mr. Gaetan R. Ouedraogo 
PeMMnent Representative 

~ r .  Ambroise Silga 
second Counsellor 

~ r .  Konrad Paulsen 
First secretary 

Mr. Julio Fiol 
T h i r d  secretary 

m. Yu Shuning 
First Secretary 

Mr. Djabia Joachim Amrir6 
counsellor 

H.E. Mr. Ricardo Alarcdn de Quesada 
Perruanent Representative 

Mr. Ren6 J. Mujica 
Minister munsellor 

m. petros Eftychiou 
Depty Permanent Representative 

M r .  E l i a s  Eliades 
Counsellor 

M r .  James C. Dr0Ush.l ' Otis 
First secretary 



- 21 - 

Mrs. Jenny Almeida de mdeneira 
Camsellor 

H.E. Mr. Amre M. Moussa 
Permanent Representative 

Mr. Mohamed Nabil Fahmy 
Counsellor 

Gerrtlan Demxratic Repblic Mr. Dirk Hielscher 
--w 

EIungary 

India 

Indonesia 

Ireland 

Jamaica 

Jordan 

H.E. Mr. S.R. Insanally 
permanerrt Representative 

Mr. Earl Manget 
First Secre4x-y 

Mr. Ferenc Mxah&n 
First Secretary 

Mr. Din& Kumar Jain 
Counsellor 

H.E. Mr. Nana Sutresna 
pefinanent Representative 

H.E. Mr. Mzgrohr> WknUnarrti 
Deputy Permanent Representative 

Mr. Abdul Nasier 
Counsellor 

Mr. Kristio W a h y o n o  
Thi rd  secretary 

M r .  John 0. wlrke 
Chary6 d'Affaires, a.i. 

Mr. Kevin Francis Conmy 
second Secretary 

Mr. Dennis Innhoe Francis 
Counsellor 

Mr. IkrahhAwawdeh  
second secretary 
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Liberia 

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 

Malaysia 

Mali 

Malta 

Mauritania 

Mauritius 

Mexico 

M o m  

Nicaragua 

Nigeria 

Peru 

Qatar 

Romania 

M r .  Konah K. Blaclcett  
Minister Counsellor 

m. Moses Y. Harris 
Second Secretary 

Mr. Omar R. Jelban 
F i r s t  Secretary 

Mr. Kamal Yan Yahaya 
F i r s t  Secretary 

Mr. Zainal Abidin Ahmad 
SeCQnd secretary 

M r .  Cheick S i d  Ahmed Tidiane D i a r r a  
F i r s t  Counsellor 

H.E. M r .  Alexander Borg O l i v i e r  
Permanent Rqmsentative 

Mr. Kharass Kane 
F i r s t  Counsellor 

M r .  AbrahamMontesdeoCa 
Counsellor 

Mr. M'Harmned Chafik E l  Khatib 
counsellor 

Mrs. Grethel Vargas 
F i r s t  Secretary 

Mr. Oseloka H. Obaze 
Second Secretary 

Mr. Julio Garro 
Second Secretary 

Mr. Alkhulaifi Abdulrahman 
F i r s t  Secretary 

Mr. Nicolae Micu 
Deputy Permanent Representative 

Mr. Ioan N. Voicu 
Minister mumellor 
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Rwanda 

Saudi Arabia 

senegal 

Sierra Leone 

Sudan 

Syrian A r a b  Republic 

Tunisia 

Turkey 

Mr. Chas teAbm 
First Counsellor 

Mr. Eaansour Al-Saud 
Second Secretary 

H.E. Mrs. Absa Claude Diallo 
peMnanent Representative 

M r .  Mame Balla Sy 
First Counsellor 

H.E. I@. Tam Obaleh 
permanent Representative 

M r .  Thcsnason D. Lawson 
First Secretary 

H.E. Mr. Salah Mohamed Ali 
Deputy Permanent Representative 

Mr. Abbas Ahmed ElNaur El Gereifawi 
First Secretary 

Mr. Mohammad Adib Khani 
Counsellor 

Hs. Holla Bachtobji 
First Secretary 

Mrs. Alice Benlamine 
First Secretary 

H.E. Mr. Mustafa Aksin 
Permanent Representative 

Mr. AhlEt Acet 
Counsellor 

Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Mr. Nikolai P. Makarevytch 
Republic Deputy Permanent Representative 

Mr. Nikolai N. Kirichenko 
First Secretary 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

Union of Soviet Socialist Mr. Vladimir Khanjenkcw 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
Republics Expert, International organizations Department 

Viet Nam H.E. Mr. Nguyen Can 
Deputy Permanent Representative 

Ms. Dinh Tki Minh Hqen 
Counsellor 
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Yi3EI-I 

Yugoslavia 

Holy see 

Mr. Ahmed Ali Alakwaa 
Minister Plenipotentiary 

H.E. Mr. Dragoslav Pejic 
Femamnt Representative 

bfr. Misislav paic 
Counsellor 

Non-membr States represented by observers 

Archbishop Renab R. =in0 

Rev. David A. Carol1 

United Nations organs 

Special committee on the Situation with regard to the Implementation of the 
Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples 

H.E. M r .  Ricardo Alarc6n de Quesada (Cuba) 

special @arrani t tee against eid 

H.E. M r .  Guennadi I. oudavenko (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Repblic) 

ILQ 

UNIDO 

United Nations specialized agencies 

Mr. Geoqes Minet 
D e w y  Director 

Mr. William Knight 
Public Information Officer 

Mr. z. chichioco 

Mrs. Neh Dukuly-Tblbert 
mior Liaison Officer 
Liaison Office with the United Nations 

Mr. D. Harold F’ruchtbaum 
consultant 

M r .  Hassan BaNauli 
Deputy Director 

Ms. Aurora Rodriguez 
Information Officer 
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WHO 

UNCHS (HABITAT) 

UNICEF 

Mr. Chin-Minm 
Principal Tisrternal Relations Officer 
Liaison Office w i t h  the United Nations 

United Natians bodies 

Ms. Aliye Celik 
Liaison officer 
Iiutmn settlemmts officer 

Mr. Assane samb 
Repmsmtative at the United Nations 

M r .  Santiago Rcrmero P&ez 
Deputy Representative 

Ms. R. Padmini 
Chief 
Middle East and North Africa Section 

Ms. Maie Aycxlb 
programme Officer 
Middle East and North Africa section 

Intergov enrmental orqanizations having received 

and the bark of the General Assembly as ohservers 
a standmg ' invitation to mticipate in the sessions 

Asian-African -1 H.E. Mr. Bhagwat-Sm 
consultative Ccmunittee -observer 

Ieague of A r a b  States H.E. Mr. Clovis Maksoud 
pe;rmanentabserver 
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Organization of the Islamic H.E. M r .  Ahmet Engin Ansay 
conference perrtlanent observer 

Ms. Yaye Samb 
Administrative Attache 

Palestine 

other orqanizations havinq received a standinq invitation 
topar t  icipate in the sessions and the wrk 

of the General Assembly as okervers 

m. Zuhdi L. Terzi 
pernranent observer 

Dr. M. Nasser Al-KidWa 
Alternate Permanent observer 

Dr. Riyad H. Mansour 
Deputy permanerrt observer 

Mrs. Maha Giacaman Khoury 
Counsellor 

National liberation movements recogru zed 
byme - ization of African Unity 

Pan Africanist congress of m. m m t  Pietersen 
Amnia chief Representative 

Nonqnemmental organizations 

American Jewish Alternatives to Zionism 

Arab-Palestine Association 

Christian mce conference 

church of Humanism 

Friends of New Outlook 

Grassmts International 

Middle Fas t  Inst,itute 

Mobilization for Survival 
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United Holy Land F'und 

United Methodist Church 

Warnen's International League for peace and Freedcnn 

World Feace Council 

co-ordinating carronittees for NGos on the Question of Palestine: 

Asian co-ordinating camnittee for Ncos on the mestion of Palestine 

European co-ordinating camnittee for NGos on the Question of Palestine 

International co-ordinating committee for NGos on the Question of 
Palestine 




