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‘The meeting was called to order at 4.05 p.m.

EXPRESSION OF WELCOME TO THE REPRESENTATIVE OF NIGERIA fT:‘

‘The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Russiam): I wish at the very outset

-bf this meeting to extend a warm welcome to the new Permanent Representative of
Nigeria to the United‘Natioﬁs, His Excellency Ambassador Clark, I wish also
to congratulaté him on his election as Chairman of the Special Cormittee against
Apartheid. ' ) .o v 7 .

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

The agenda was adopted.

THE QUESTION OF THE EXERCISE BY THE PALESTINIAN PEOPLE OF ITS INALIENABLE RIGHTS :
LETTERS DATED 13 MARCH 1979 AND 27 JUNE 1979 FROM THE CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMTTTEE(
ON THE EXERCISE OF THE INALIENABLE RIGHTS OF THE PALESTINIAN PEOPLE ADDRESSED
TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL (S/13164 and S/13418)

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Russian): I wish to inform members

of the Council that I have received letters from the representati#es of Israel,
Sri Lanka, the Syrian Arab Republic and Tunisia in which they request to be
invited to participate in the discussion of the item on the Council's agenda.
In accordance with the usual practice, I propose, v1th the consent of the Counc1l
to invite those representatlves_to participate in the dlscu351on w1thout the right
to vote, in accordanee with the relevant provisions of the Charter and rule 37 |
of the Council's provisional rules of procedure. ‘ | '

There being no objeqtidn,*it is so decided.

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Blum (Israel), Mr. Fernando (Sri Lanka),

Mr, El-Choufi (Syrian Arab Republic) and Mr. Mestiri (Tunisia) took the places

reserved for them at the side of the Council chanber.
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Russian): I should also like to

inform members of the Security deuncil that I ha&e'received.a‘letter from the
Chairman Of the Committee on the Exercise of»the Inalienable Rights of the ‘
Palestinian People dated 29 June 1979 which reads as follows:
"I have the honour to refer to the forthcomlng meeting of the Securlty
>Counc1l on the question of the exerc1se by the Palestinian people of its
inalienable rights and to request that I be invited to address the Counc11
in my capac1ty as Chalrman of the Committee on the Exercise of the

Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People in accordance with the

provisions of rule 39 of the Council’s'pro§isional rules of procedure,"

.On previous occasions the‘Security Council hasbextended invitations to
representatives of other United Nations bodies in coﬁnexioh with the-consideration'
of matters on its agenda. In aceordance‘with past practice in this matter I
propdse'that the Council extend an invitation to the Chairmah of the Committee
on the Exerc1se of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestlnlan People pursuant

' to rule 39 of the Council's provisional rules of procedure. o

There being no obJectlon, it is so dec1ded

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Fall (Senegal), Chairman of the

Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People

took a place at the Council ‘table.

“The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Russian): I should like to

= 1nform the Council that I have received a letter from the Permanent Representatlve
of Kuwalt to the Unlted Natlons dated 29 June 1979 which reads as follows:
. "I have the honour to request that the Security Council extend an
~ invitation to the representative of the Palestine Liberation Crganization
to participate in the Security Couhcil‘s consideration of the item, 'The
question of the exercise by the Palestinian people of its inalienable
rights', in accordance with the Council's past practice." . - _
That letter will be circulated-as”a document of the Security Council with the
symbol 8/13422. The proposal by the representative of Kuwait is not made '
pursuant to rﬁle 37 or rule 39 of the provisional rules of . procedure of the

Security Council, but, if apﬁroved by the Council, the invitation to participate
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{The Presidént)

in the debate would confer on the Palestine Liberation.Organization the same
rights of participation as those conferred on Member States when invited to
participate pursuant to rule 37. . Does any member of the Security CounCil

wish to speak on this propqsal?

Mr. McHENRY (United States): I should like to ask you to put to
a vote the question of the request for special procedure for the-
part1c1pat10n of the Palestlne leeratlon Organlzatlon in the proceedlngs of

the Council.

The PRESIDET (interpretation from Russian): If no other member
'of the Council wishes to speak at this stage, I shall take it that the Council
is ready to vote on the proposal of Kuwait. o ' '

A vote was taken by show of hands.

In favour: - Bangladesh,'Boli#ia, China, Czechoslovekia, Gabon,
' Jamaica, Kuwait, Nigeria,‘Uﬁion of Soviet Socialist
Republics, Zambia
- Apainst: United States of America ‘
4Abstainin2: JFrance, Norﬁay, Poftugal, United Kingdom of Great Britain

and Horthern Ireland

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Russian): The result of the voting

is as follows: 10 votes in favour, 1 against and 4 abstentions. ‘The proposal
has been adopted. '

At the invitation of the Pre51dent, Mr. Terzi (Palestlne leeratlon

Orranization) took a place .at the Council table.

The PRESIDEHT (interpretation from Ruséian): The Security Council

will noﬁ begin its consideration of the item on its agenda. The Security Council
is meeting today in response to the letters from the Chairman of the Committee

on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights oflthé Palestinian People, dated

13 ilarch and 27 June 1979 and addresséd to the President of the Security Council,
which are hefore the Council in dccutents S/l3l6h and 5/13418. Members
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(The President)

of the Council also have before them document S/13047 which éqntains the
text of a note by the Secretary—Genéral of 19 January 1979, by which he
transmits the text of General Assembly resolutlon 33/28 A.
The first speaker is the Chairman of the Committee on the Exerclse of
the Inalienable Rights of the Palestlnlan People, His LExcellency,
Ambassador Fall, oh‘whoﬁ'l now call,
fhu FALL (Senegal), Chairman of the Committee on the Exercise cf
the Inalienablé Rightsyof the Palestinian People (interpretation from French):
Pernmit me, Mr. President, at ﬁhe beginning of my statement to express to you, on
bghalf»of the members of the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights
of the Palestinian People, and on my own behalf personally, whole-hearted
satisféction at seeing you presiding over this meeting of the Security Council,
Your country, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, is,among'those States
which, ever since the cfeation of our Committee, have lavished support and
encouragement upon it. ‘Permit me to add to that the constant interest always
shown by your ¢6untry in thé‘question of Palestine and the important role it
has always played‘in attempts to bring about a settlement of this difficult
problen, These eminently positive factors, taken together with your quélities
as an enlightened and experienced diplomat, give us‘grounds to hope -that this
debate will be marked by equity and wisdom. | | |
- Permit me also, Sir, to associate myself with the words of.welcomé which
you have'just addressed to?Ambassador Clark, the new Permanent Representative'of
the Federal Republic of Nigeria, with whom I enjoy rerticularly friendly relations.
The Council will recall no doubt that the General Assembly, in
resolution 31/20 of 24 Hovember 1976 endorsed the recommendatlons-contained
in the report of the Committee on the Exercise of the‘Inalienable Rights of
the Palestinian People."In the same resolution, the Geheral Assenmbly requestéd‘
the Security Council to éxémine the recommendations contained in the report of
the Committee with a view to taking the necessary measures to apply those
recommendatlons so as to make rapid progress towards a solutlon of the problem

of Palestine and the establishment of a Just and lasting peace in the Mlddle’East.
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(Mr. Fall, Chairman, Committee on

the Exercise of the Inalienable
Rights of the Palestinian People)

In the sare resolution ‘the General Assembly gave a méﬁdate to the
Comnittee on the Exer01se of the Inallenable nghts of the Palestinian
People: )

"ees to exert all efforts to promote the 1mplementat10n of its

recommendatlons and to report thereon to the General Assembly at its

thirty-second session.” ‘ v ‘

It ;s on the basis of that mandate'bf the‘Genéral Assembly, a mahdate ‘
vhich was repeated in General‘Assembly resolutions 32/40 of 2 December 1977
and‘33/28Aof T December 1978, that the Committee several times approached
both the Pre51dent and the permanent members of the Securlty Council in order
to prevail upon thls body of the: Unlted Natlons to follow up the recommendatlons

of the General Assembly,
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’ : : _ : : (Mr. Fall, Chairman, Committee on
' the Exercise of the Inalienable
‘Rights of the Palestinian People):

On 27 October 1977, the Council undertook & new consideratioh of the
recommendations of the General Assembly'relatlng to the ‘implementation of the
1na11enab1e rights of the Palestinian people. v ‘ ;

It is therefore correct to say that the Security Council has been seiied
of this question uninterruptedly since 27 October 197T. This debate, therefore,
is not a new debate but merely the continuation of an old debate ﬁhich had
only been suspended. Today, therefore, the Committee, after having displayed
so much petience and goodwill, has decided to eall'on‘the Council to resume
consideration of the recomﬁéndationsvcf the General Assembly on the exercise
of the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people. At the request
of certain 1nfluent1al members of this Council, the Committee hag accepted in
October 1977, the suspension of the examlnatlon of its reports. The Committee,
at the time, wished to demonstrate its gqodw1ll and not to hinder anyfchance‘
of progress in the quest . for peace in the Middle East. Howerer5 we wanted to

' make it clear that we could in no way agree to a sine die adjournment of the
examinatisn of the recommendations of the Committee by the Seeurity Council.
Ve are obliged to note, 20 months after the sﬁspensibn of the meetings, that
nothlng has been done to resume the examlnatlon of this questlon. ‘The General

, Assembly, in resolution 33/28 A of T December 1978, noted with regret that the
Security Counc11 had taken no decision on the recommendatlons, and authorized
the Committee: :

... in the event that the Security Coﬁncil,fails to consider or to

,teke a decision on those recommendations by 1 June‘1979, to consider that

situation and to make the suggestions it deems appropriate;™.

The Committee chose initially to remind the Council of its responsibilities
and to call upon it to resume consideration of the reeommendations of the
General Assembly. Indeed, the Committee was encouraged in this action,

| in spite of the passivity of the Security Council, by the fact that the
majority of the.members of the Couﬁcil had, atlits_meeting on 27 October 1977,
reaffirmed that there could be no just and lasting peace in the Middle Fast
'until, infer alia, a just solution had been found toefhe problem of Palestine

) based on the exercise of the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people.
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(Mr, Fall, Chairman, Committee on the

Exercise of the Inalienable nghts
of the’ Palestlnlan People) .

Furthermbre, all the members of the Council have,at one time‘er another,
actually snoken out in favour of the rights of the Palestinian people, wvhether
. they be known as national or legitimate rights. But as soon as it comes to.
the recommendations of the General Assembly, certain members, in spite of
their proclamationS‘ in favour of the rights of the Palestinian people,
adopt an inflexible negative attitude, a particularly unjustified attitude."
This conduct in which they seen to have been 1nsp1red_by their protégé in
"the Middle East, does a great deal to put a curb on the peace process.in”the:
Middle East. In so doing, they are blocking any progress towards the search
for a settlément of the Palestinian problem which would take account of the
legitimate national rights of allkthe‘parties concefned. ' |
While‘the Council hes remained frozen in its passivity as a result of the
efforts of some of its permanent members, the vicious circle ofkattacks »
followed by neprisals has continued. Every day innocent people have been dying
in the Middle FEast. The Palestinians, who have no alternative but to resort
to armed struggle, have been contlnulng their military operations agalnst 7
Israel in order to win back thelr usurped rlghts. In a word, the war between
the Arab and the Jewish peoples of Palestlne has continued and grown
more 1ntense The Security Council, ironically to some, but tragically in our-
view, has been paralysed by those who have been dreaming of settllng the .
Palestlnlan problem w1thout the Palestinians and their legltlmate representatlve9
the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO). The Committee could only be
concerned over such a situation and in the face of such an attitude, beczuse
| it seemed to it, to say the least, paradoxical that the positions of the
PLO should have been disregarded and that the‘slighteet contact with it :
should have been eschewed, while people were saying that they wanted to find
a peaceful solution to the Palestinian problem. ‘
Ever since the meetings of the Security Council in 1977g the flames
‘of the Isreeli—Palestinian conflict have engulfed Lebanon. its sovereignty
has been constantly flouted and its terrltorj has even been 1nvaded and

occupled by the Israeli army
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(Mr. Pall, Cheirman, Committee on the

Exercise of the Inalienable Rights
of the Palestinian People)

The Security Council, as a result of such acts, has been obllged to send a -
peace—keeplng force to that reglon. That Force unfortunately has not been
able to dlscharge its functlons properly because of the épntinuaticn by _
Israel of its policy of'disghised occupationbof southern Lebanon. The Committee "
on the Exercise of the Inaliensable Rights of the Palestinian People at one

point informed the Security Council fhat the dispatch of a peace—keepihg |

force to southern Lebanon could not have 1ast1ng results if the fundamental
problem was not tackled, that is to say, the problem of the exercise of the rlghts
of the Palestinians in Lebanon to return to their homeland.

In the face of this climate of v101ence and tension, the Israeli leaders
ébntlnue to pour oil on the flames. They are per51st1ng thus “in denylng'the
Palestlnlan people 1ts fundamental right to self-determination.

‘In this context, I should llke to illustrate what I am saying by recalllng

.that the Prime Minister of Israel stated, as recently as 6 June 1979, that
there would never be any independent Palestinian State. He even went on to add:
B "If the Arab members of the Executive Council which will emerge from the

West Bank elections decide to proclaim Palestinian independence, they '

will be immediately arrested by the Israeli army."

‘That is a fine example of scorn for the.right-of-peoples to self-determination.
But this constant denial of the nationél rights’bf the Palestinian people has
its most pro?ocative aspect in the Israeli policy of establishing settlements
in the occupied Arab territories. ‘ .

Thus,‘over the course of 12 years, 110 settlements, comprising 16,000
inhabitants, have been set up by the Israeli authorities in the Paléstinian and .
Arab territories that have been occupied since 6 June 1967. What is worse it is
“said that the present Israeli authorities are preparing within the next five years
to double the 58 settlements which already exist on the West Bank of the Jordan.

Recently, at the beg1nn1ng of June, the Israeli authorities decided to
authorize a settlement at Eilon Moreh, at the very gates of the Palestinian
town of Nablus. Butvwe owe it to the truth to state that on that occasion

’evén the most faifhfﬁlrand traditional friends of Israel did not hesitate to
describe that decision, in the words of one of them, as "a mistake that is not in the

interest of the State of Israel itself™.
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(Mr. Fall, Chairman, Committee on the
Exercise of the Inalienable Rights
of the Palestinian People)

That is but one example to illustrate the almost universal condemnation
vhich has greeted the Israeli pollcy of settlements, because everyone ‘realizes

that that pollcy is aimed at undermlnlng the whole peace process and that it
is contrary to the United Natlons Charter and international law.
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-Ixercise of the Inalienable Rights of
the Pglestinian. People)

The climate of violence at present prevailing iﬂ‘the Middle East,
as well as the negative attitude of certain parties to the confllct w1th
. regard to the natlonal rights of the Palestlnlan people, cons»;tute serious
obstacles to peace. The Commlttee has had occasion in this regard to communleaieX
to the Council its position on the most recent developments in the 11iddle East.
Thls position can be sumed up as follows: |
- First, the questlon of Palestlne is ‘at the heart of the Middle
East problem and consequently no solution can be envisaged without
taking into account the rights of the Palestinian people;
Secondly, the reallzatlon of the 1na11enable rlghts of the Palestinian
“people to return to their homes and to achieve self—deternlnatlon,
independence and national sovereignty would contribute to a solutlon of the
'crisis in the Middle East; | o o
Thirdly, the participation of the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO), the
representatlve of the Palestinian people, on an equal footlng w1th the other
parties on the basis of General Assembly resolutlons 3236 (XXIX) and 3375 (xxx) ,
is indispensable in all efforts, deliberations and conferences onvthe

Middle East undertaken under the auspices of the United Nations; and -

‘ Fourthly, the acquisition of territory by force is inadmissible and hehce an
obligation devolves on Israel. to withdraw completely and qulckly from ‘
all territory so occupied.

Furthernore, the Committee remlnued the Council, in its letter dlstrlbuted
~in document 8/13210 of 2 April 1979, that the General Asseubly in resolutlon 33/28 A,
adopted on T December 1978, stated that
“... the validity of agreements purporting to solve the
problem of Palestine requlres that they be within the framework of
the United Nations and its Charter and its resolutions on the basis of the
full attainment and exercise of the inalienable‘rights of -the Palestinian
people, including the right of return and the right to national independence

!. and spvereignty in Palestine, and with the participation of the Palestine

Liberation Organization.” (General Assembly resolution, op. para. L)
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~ (ir. Fall, Chairman, Committee on the

Ixercise of the Inalienable Rights
of the Palestinian People)

This position of the Comm1ttee is based essentlally on the relevant
resolutlons of the United Mations. It enjoys the‘support of the Group of .-
HonuAllgnec Countries, the Islamlc Conference, the Organization
of African Unity and:the League of Arab States. ‘

. The recommendétions of the General Asseubly on the ‘exercise of the
inalienable rights of the Palestinian people, havingz been |
accepted by the nagorlty of the 1nternat10nal commnnlty,cannot be dlsregarded in
any peace efforts 1n the Mlddle Last. _ } _ ,

Certain delegatlons felt that those recommendatlons were partial and
lacked balance. The,Cqmmlttee in this regard reacted positively by embarking -
on discussions with thé delegations in'éﬁestion, with a view to explaining
to them its obgectlves and tne pr1nc1p1es whlch underlay the recommendatlcns«
above all it. 1nv1ted them to make any suggestions or observatlons whlch

ht inprove the recommendations. :

Unfortunﬂtely, ve notlced that those dele rations were not ready
to make any positive contributions to the work of the Committee. Hovever,
we did not give. ﬁf all hope of Seein* them one day sdopting a more positi&e_A
_attitude towards the recommendatlons of the Committee. It is -

" within this conte ¢t that I would Venture to remind the Council of the terms
of the statenent on the Mlddle East published on 18 June by the Ministers
for Forelgn Affalrs of the European: Economic Communlty. The_Nlne examined
the 51tuat10n in the Middle East and stated that »

A just and 1ast1n5 peace could be established only on the basis

of & comprehensive settlement which should rest on the inadmissibility

of fhe acquisition of territory by force; the need for Israel to put an

end to the territorial occupation it has maintained since the 1967 conflict:
_ respect for the SOVereiwnty,'territorial integrity and independence of
every utate in the resion and their right to live in peace within

secure and reco"nlzed frontiers; and, finally, recognition that, in

the establlshment of a Just and lasting peace, account should be taken

of the 1e51t1mate rights of the Palestlnlans, including their rlght

to a homeland." '
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(¢r. TFall, Chairman, Cormittee on the
Exercise of the Inalienable Rirhts
of the Palestinian People)

_ I'am sure that the Council will agree with me that ouvr Committee

could easily have claimed to be the author of those very words. That is

‘all wve have ever been saying, and we are ready to suppért any decision of

the Council based on the terms of that statenent of the nine Lur0pean counur1es.\

The members of our Commlttee are, after three years of activities

'marked.by an attltude of systematic obstructionism on the part of certain
members of the Security Council, keenly avare of the possibility of further
abuse of the right of veto to impede the implementation of the inalienable
rights of the Palestinian people. However, we should like to invite those
members of the Council to uhlnk over the fact that the recommendations of

the General Asserbly were adopued by the Palestlnlan National - Counc1l. ‘

Unless they wish to make a peace - -in Pelestine v1thout the consent of the
Palestinians, which is Very far from being reallstlc, they should

take account'of these recommendations, because they have been Drepared under

the auspices of the United Nations and enjoy the almost unanimous sunnort

of the parties concerned in the conflict in the Middle East.

Another element which delegations opposing the recommendations of »

the General Assejbly should bear in mlnd is ‘the attitude of the Israell people
| itself, Indeed, according to a recent poll carried out by the PORI '
Institute, 63.4 per cent of Israelis questioned replied that no comprehensive
peace was possible with the Arab countries without a solution to the Paléstinian
problen; and among those vho gave other answers only 5. 1 per cent felt that
peace could be achieved without resolving the'Palestlnlan,problem, prov1déd
that the Kingdom of Jordan was associated with the asresilent - and thatlégﬁld
prove to be a no less insurmountable obstacle. This is a positive devéléﬁﬁent,
which proves that the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people cannot
continue ‘to be disregarded. It is the view of the Courittee that the adoptlou
by the Security Council of the recommendations of the General ASSeubly as a basis
~for a solution of the questlon of Palestine would be an imnortant contrlbution to
the search for peace inlthe'ﬂiddle Tast. Indeed, most of the peace efforts ’
undertaken since 1967 have hed a narrovw foundatlon in wvhich the natlonal ;1gnta
of the Pc1°St1nlan peodle were aot fully taken into account Hence the Coun01l‘
tocés has on opportunity to renedy this nrave shortecniine by laylnﬁ the

foundations for a just and lasting peace.
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(ifr. Fall, Chairman, Committee on the

Ixercise of the Inalienable Rights
of the Palestinian People)

In conclusion, I should like to reiterate the conviction of the
neibers of the Committee that the present situation in the liiddle East
brooks no further procrastlnﬂtlon and that the Council is in duty bound
to llVe up to its respon31b111t1es and open the door to peace for the
Palestinian peopnle, represented by the Palestine L1berat10n Organlzatlon (PLO).
The hlstory of pest and present negotictions denonstrates that there is
no alternative to this. The geternlnatlon to ignore the rights of the
Palestinian people has always made peace nore remote. Let us hope that
the Security Council will learn the. proper lesson from this truth and
once‘and,for all adopt all the recommendations of the General Assembly'

‘on the implementatien of the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people.
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Russian): I thank the Chalrman
of the Commlttee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the

'Palestlnlap People for the kind words he said about me. and my country.

The next speaker is the representative of Tunisia, who wishes to make
a statement in his caracity as Chairman of the Areb Group of States for
the month of June. T 1nv1te him to take a place at the Counc11 table and

to make his statement

Mr. MESTIRI (Tun1s1a)(1nterpretatlon from French) Ve are
dellghted to see you, Sir, presiding over the Securlty Council for this
extremely 1mportant debate. We are-convlnced that your w1sdqmjand dlllgenCe'
will help’tb expeédite the work on the crucial matter of the rights of the '
Palestinian people which is once again before the Council. Yét”repreégﬁt*

a country which vigorously supports the cause of the Palestlnlan people
as it does the cause of all peoples subjected to colon1a1 and forelgn ’
domination.. : , -

I take this opportunity to welcome to New Yofk and to the Council
Ambassador Clark, - the new Permanent RepreSeﬁtative of Nigeria, a country
~with which my country has for a long time now had relations of friendship,
'and brotherhood | ' _

Speaklng 1n ny capacity as representatlve of Tunisia and in my capac1ty as
Chairman of the Arab Group, I should like at the outset to express to you,
Mr. President, and the other Council members cur serious concern at the
51tuat10n which now prevalls in occupled Palestinian terrltory. We see,
on the one hand, the Security Council at a deadlock on thls issue;
and, on the other hand, we sce an occurying Power determlned to
set up the milestones of annexation before the eyes of all, That shows

how important is the time element, and 1t is for that reason that
not only the Arab States but also countries of the thlrd worldiéel

their anxiety increase in view of the rapid turn of events.
. Rarely has such a crucial matter,whlch affects the future of a
whole people and a whole region whose strategic importance is decisive

for peace and 1nternat10nal security, met with such immobility, such
inertia and such 1mpotence, although.it has been discussed several times in
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(Mr. Mestiri, Tunisia)

the Security Council, Indeed from October 1977 the reco"_endatlons of the
Cormittee on the Exercise of the Inalienable nghts of the Palestinian
People heve been transrlttec to the Security Counc11 for approval and for A
.con51oeruuwon as a basis lor a2 solution to- the question of Palestine. Siance
that time. the recommendatlons have remained before the Council, but no
decision has been taken on them, notwithstanding the appeals of the
Committee and General Assembly resolutions, including the last one
resolution 33/28 A, which:

"Once again urges the Securlty Councll to con31der and take as

soon as possible a dec1s1on on the- recommendatlons endorsed by the

General Assembly in its resolutlons 31/20 and 32/40 A and in the

present resolutlon.

We must note that the Counc1l's he51tat10n is the more 1ncomprehens1ble
because the recommendatlons are based on Unlted Nations resolutions ‘adopted
by the General Assembly and the Securlty Council itself. I stress that
p01nt because the 1np194entatlon of the prograrme adapted by the Genéral Assenbly'
to zive effect to the rlﬂhus of the Palestlnlan people, 1n accordance with the
Commlttee s proposals Lrgenuly needs the staunch and uctlve support of the -
Securlty Council. o ' » '

With regard to the substance of the problem - thet is to say the final,

: comprehen51ve settlement-of the questlon of Palestine - one should perhaps
recall that the Committee's recommendations contain four fundamental
principles. ‘

First, the questlon of Palestine is at the very heart of the Middle
.East pProblean, and therefore no Just and lasting solutlon can be envisaged
which does not take fully into account the inalieneble rights of the -
'Palestlnlan people. p

Secondly, the full exercise of the inalienable rights of the Pslestinian
people, including their right to self-détermination, independence and national
sovereisnty, is the only means which can lead to & lasting settlement
of the Middle East crisis.
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Thirdly, the participation of the Pelestihe Liberation Organization,
the‘only legitimate representative of the Palestinian people, on an equal
footing with other parties, on the basis of General Assembly resolutions
3236 (XXIX) and 3375 (XXX), is essential in all conferences and negotlatlons on the
Middle East which are held under the . -auspices of the Uhlted Nations.
' Fourthly, the acqulsltlon of territory by force is inadmissible and Israel
has the obllgatlon to evacuate speedily and completely any terrltory
- 50 occupied, . '
Those are, in summary the main recommendations of the Committee, the
implementation of whlch - and they must be 1mplemented - would prov1de .a p051t1ve

response to the legltlmate aspirations of the Palestinian people.
However, when we realize what has happened to the recommendations

adopted by the General Assemblv and supported by the non-aligned movement ,
the Fifteenth Summit of the Organlzatlon of African Unity (OAU) and the
Islamic Conference, we Tmust perforce express dlsapp01ntment and concern,
because nothing tangible has been dqne thus far to enable the Palestlnlan :
" people to enjoy their most elementary'and most'legitimate righfs and it
would be tragic were we to allow latent resentment to explode, creatlng
a 51tuatlon vhose consequences would be felt by the entlre international
communlty. . ' '
The Counc11's silence and procrastlnatlon can only encourage Israel
to continue its pollcy of refusal and denial of the right of the » _
Palestinian people to exist. Indeed, Israel seems bent on a definitive adoption of

the language of fait accompli and of an attitude marked by scorn for the rlghts

of others. This can only pave the way to more frustration, greater v1olence
and greater risks of a conflagration which the international communlty
certalnly does not want. But no decisive effort has been made to avoid the
worst possible outcome; the international community and the United Nations _
are certainly entitled to expect more from those who have the means to compel
Israel to be more reasonable.

We are not trylng to over~dramat1ze the situation. But the situation
1n the occupied Arad terrltorles does not allow us to be optlmlstlc
at all; on the contrary, it daily reinforces our: conviction that Israel will
continue fo violate the fundamental principles of international law, the ,
~ United Nations Charter and General Assembly and Security Counc1l resolutions

in arrogant defiance of world opinion.
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’Indeed; the inhuman practices perpetrated Against the Palestinians, the
ordeals thdt they suffer physicaliy and materially. the murderous bombing attacks
“ to which they are subjected daily in their ovn occupied territory and in southern
Lebanon ,notwithstanding the numerous Security Council resolutions, and the daﬁgerous
policy of establishing nev settlements that is belng contlnued and that is openly
aimed at driving out once and for 'all the Palestinians whose lands have been
confiscated by force from their homes and their country are flagrant proof-
of the intransigence of the Israeli leaders vis-3-vis the international community
and in respect of the most fundamental human rights.

Is there any need to recall that scarcely three months ago the Security
Counc1l adopted resolution Lu6 (1979) calllng upon Israel to refrain from
apply1n~ such policies? :

But statements made by mewbers of the Israeli Government; wﬁich alwayé‘find
effect in the region'i£se1f, like the statement attributed to the Minister
of Agriculture pointing out that 27,000.settler families would be established
on the Vest Bank dufing the next three years, confirm that Israel intends to ; ‘
pursue its policy of creating new settleiments, that is, a policy of .
overt expansionism and colonization. The Prime Minister of Israel himself has.
repeatedly stated in Parliament that for him there will never be a Palestinian State,
that Israel‘will never return to the pre-5 June 1967 borders and
that Jerusalem will always be thé capitai of the State.of Israel.

All these statements; inspired by a religious fanaticism of another era,
enlighten us as to the real designs of the Israeli leaders revarding the region.

Therefore, we should once more express our profound concern over the |
recent developments whose consequences scarcely‘seem favourable to the exercise
of the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people as defined by variéus
United ilations bodies. o |

It is time that the Israeli Goyernment understood once and for all that
peace and security cannot be established to the detriment of the rights of others
to existence and to freedom, and they can be based only on equity and respect
for the elementary principles of morality and international law.

In this context, the events that have occurred in the Middle East prove that

the policy practised by Israel based on the systematic'denial of the existence of the‘l
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Palestinian probiem,its oppression of that people and its obstinate refusai to

: recognize_the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) can lead to nothing; four wars
have not‘reduced the Palestinian people to silence nor made them amendable to foreign
domination. Today more then ever the Palestinian people is determined, led by its
'1iberation organization, to recover its rights its territory end its sovereignty,
supported by the overwhelming majority of peoples and natlons throughout the world
which have repeatedly expressed their profound conv1ctlon that there can be no peace
in the Middle Fast without a just settlement of the Palestlnlan problem.

Perhaps ve should repeat that we want peace in the Middle East, a
Just and lasting Peace, negotiated with all parties to the conflict, and
; partlcularly the Palestinian people, represented by the Palestlne L1berat10n
Orﬂanlzatlon. The Arab countrles and the PLO have constantly demonstrated
‘thelr resolute will to achieve peace and to contrlbute to the elaboration of a
Just and lastlng solution of the problem. ‘They have - shown flexibility and an
understandlng of the real facts and events ,without seeklnv aggre351on or war,

We think, nevertheless, that any attempt at a settlement to be credible and to
achieve satisfactory results for all, must not only take into consideration the
‘rights of all partles as defined in the Charter and in the relevant United Natlons
resolutions but should also allow the participation on an equal footing of v
all parties concerned and first and foremost the representatives of the Palestinian
people ~ the central element of the whole Middle East problem., That problem
is a whole: it cannot be broken into parts.-ilsrael must recognize. that fact

and accept it. To deny it is to persist in seeking false solutions

based on the policy of fait accompli and on scorn for the indefeasible rights
of peoples. | ‘ ' ; '
That is vhy we have confldence in the canac1ty of the Unlted Nations to work

out guldellnes and actions that are both viable and effective, because they
are just end lasting, for the settlement of the Palestinian question. Peace
in the region and security throughout the world is at stake.

' In a letter addressed to the President of the Security Council dated
13 Mareh 1979, the Chairman of the Committee on the Ixercise of the Inallenable
Rights of the Palestinian People, kir. Fall of Senegal9 wrote.
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“The Cormittee is profoundly convinced-that concrete action by the
-Security-Coﬁncil on the basis of the impleméntation of the Committge’s
‘recomiendations would without any doubt lead to the achievement of tangible'
progress towards s solution to the question of Palestine. The menbers v
of the Commiﬁtee accordinsly-bélieve that the impasse currently prevailing
-in the region, characterized by the absence of any initiative that might
lead to peace, and the prolongation of the illegal occupation”of Arad
territories are in no way conducive to the avoidance of nev confrontations.

bbreovér, in the Committee's viev, that impasse could lead only to an

aggravation of the threat to international peace and security“; (8/13164, p. 2)

The impasse'céntinues in the region9 and ve know that the situation will be
at a deadlock as long as the quéstion’of Paléstine is isnored. This requires
concrete action by the Security‘Council, action that is the nore ﬁrgent”since
the policies proclaimed &nd practised by the Government‘bf Israel do not favoﬁr_a
climate conducive to a truly peaceful solutlon. ‘ |

It is time thet the Security Council took concrete steps to 1uplement the
recomnendatlons of the Committee which are the indispensable foundation for the
establishment of peace based on justice and on law and to put an.end to the
suffering of a people that is reduced to living in intolerable and inhuman
conditions. | | _ ‘

The Palestinians cennot continue to be the hapless victims of a situation
that they did not create, & situa.tiori' for which our Orsenization must assume its

shere of the responsibility.
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The PRESIDEAT (interpretation from Rﬁésian); I thank the representative
of Tunisia for the kind words he said about me and.my country. ‘
- . The next speaker is the representative of Sri Lanka who wishes to make a
statement in his capacity as Chairman of the Co—ordihating Bureau of Non=-Aligned
Countries, I invite’himbtd take a place at the Council table and to ﬁake,his

stateuent.

Hr. FERHANDO (Sri Lanka)' Hr. President, let me first thenk you and

‘the other members of the Security Council for giving me the opportunltj of.
addre531ng the Counc1l thls afternoon. _Ivhave no doubt that,‘under your w1se
and able guidance, the deliberations of the Council will be fruitful. At the
same timegpl should like to extend 6ur thanks to the 6utgoing President of the
Counc1l Mr Pereira of Portugal, for the services he rendered to the Counc11
in the month of Hay. : _

I should also like to aséociate ny delegation with the welcome extended

to lir. Clarh, the new Permenent Representatlve of non-aligned hlﬂerla.
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Once more the Security Council has been convened to consider the question of
Palestine. I wish to express appreciation of the‘initiatiVe‘taken by
Ambassador Iall of the Coﬁmittee’on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the
Palestinién People to bring this important matter before ‘the Council in
response to resolution 33/28 A, adopted at the last session of the United Nations
General Assembly.

- reasons. }

First, I speak not merely as the representative of Sri Lanka, whose Government'
has coneistehtly supported the Palestihian cause bﬁt, even more, as the
representative of the Non- Allgned Movement, whlch numbers over 80 Members of the
Unlted Nations, as well as the Palestine leeratlon Organlzatlon. The questlon
of Palestine has been one of the foremost prlorltles of the Non—Aligned-Group.

Secondly, it is the strong end wnanimous view of the non-aligned countries,
- a view shared by the vast majority in the 1nternat10nal community, that the
questlon of Palestine lies at the core of the confllct 1n the Middle East. As long
as the- questlon of Palestine is not settled, as long as the 1nallenable national
rights of the Palestiniaen people have not been recognized in reality, the Middle
East will- contlnue to be denied the peace and stablllty that has evaded it for
50 long.

Thirdly, although by being repeated so often, this may sound platltudlnous,

" the fact remains thal unsettled conditions in the Middle East pose a constant
;threat'to internaticnal peace and security. The ccntinuing state of
political'instability and injustice in the Middle East is,'therefore, not merely of
concern to the Palestlnlan people, or the Arab people, or. the non-aligned
countries, but also to every single Member of the United Nationms.

I returned to New York barely a week ago, having attended the Mlnlsterlal
Heeting of the Co~ordinating Bureau of Non-Aligned Countries, to which my country was
privileged to act as host. At that Conference what clearly emerged, as far as the
question of the Middle East ﬁas-concerned, was that there was an unshakable conviction
that the question of Palestine wés at the core of the Middle East'problem,‘ It was
clear that the interrelationship ~hetween the problem of the Middle East and the |
Palestine question was such that any solution of the Middle East problem could not
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be complete or lastihg or just unless the qnesticn of‘Palestine alsé»was settled.
To be more specific, it is clear that a just and lésting peace in the region can
be attained only on the basis of the total and unconditional w1thdraval of Israel
from all the occupied Palestinian ‘and Arab territories and the restoration of the
national and inalienable rights of the Palestinian people, which would include
the right to return to their homeland the rlght to self—determlnatlon and the
right to statehood. The Palestine leeratlon Organlzatlon vhich is a member of
the Non-Aligned Group, must have the right to full and equal participation in
any serious deliberations that deal with the issues involvéd in the Middle East,
No settlement of the Middle East question can be.considered comprehensive or
just or éérmanent unless the Palestine Liberation Organization participates in
the deliberations as an independent party on,én equal footing with all other
parties concerned. | ' .‘, ‘ "

It is remarksble that the ihtricate compléx of issues that clusters around
the questlon of the Middle East can be explained by a relatively 51mple truth -
that 15, that the persistence of the occupatlon by Israel of Palestinian and
Arab territories and the. denial by Israel of the inalienable rights of those
occupied peoples are the twin obstaclesAthat have prevehted~pcace in the region.
Ambassador Fall, who spoke before me in his capacity as Chairman of the Committee
on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People, has already
dealt with some related aspects of these obstacles to peace. I myself have personal
experience of them through my membershib in the Committee which probes into the
question of Israeli practicgé affecting the human righfs of the population of occupied
territories. These two are but facets of the»central'issue, which must be the
concern of all of us. , :

At Colombo, the non-aligned Mlnlsters were. conscious of various developments
relatlnp to the Middle East that have taken place in the recent past. Unless the
basic requirements that I have detailed are fulfilled, nothing can really settle -
the question of Palestine or the question of the Middle East.

I do not wish to make a long statement, gg I am aware of the constraints of
'time. The bas1c dec131ons on the question of the Middle East that were reafflrmed

by non—allgned Ministers in Colombo will be made avallable soon as & United Natlons
document.
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However, in eonclusidn, I should like to emphasize that any settlement of the
Middle East question must decidedly come to realistic political terms with the
question of Palestine. Any solution of the‘question of Palestine clearly requires
that it be arrifed at on the basis of the United Nations Charter and on the basis
of resolutlons adopted by the United Nations, 1nclud1ng by the Securlty Councll.
More spec1f1cally, that means that recognition of the inalienable national
rights of the Palestinian people, including the participation of the Palestine
Liberatioﬁ Organization'in all negotiations, is‘essential_together with the total
and'uncoﬁditional withdraval oftlsrael from the Palestinian and Arab territories
- it has been occupying. Unless those two prime requirements are met, there can be

no lastlnb peace in the Middle Fast

 The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Russian): I thank the representative
" of Sri Lenka for the kind words he addressed to me. °
I wish to inform members of the Councii that T have just received a letter .

from the representatlve of Egypt in whlch he requests to be invited to participate
_1n the dlscus51on of the item on the Councll's agenda. In accqrdance with the
usual practlce, I propose, with the consent of the Council, to invite that
representative to participate in the discussion without the right to vote,
"in accordance v1th the relevant provisions of the Charter and rule 37 of the
Council's: prov131ona1 rules of procedure.

There being no objection, it is so decided. o

At the invitation of the President, Mr. El-Araby (Epypt) took the place
reserved for him at the side of the Council chamber.

‘The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Russian): The next speaker is the

representative of Israel. I invite him to take a place at the Council table and

to make a statement.

“Mr. BLUM (Israel): The Middle East stands today at a crucial turning-point
in its history. 1In the past three decades we have witnessed two diametrically'
opposed epproaches to the conflict in our region. Both approaches nave been trled

and tested and the choice between them has never been clearer. One approach has
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Anflicted four wars and 1ncalcvlable sufferlng on all the peoples in our region.
The other holds out the only hope for an end to'war and for a constructive future
on the tésis of co-operation and peaceful coexistence.

The second approach is embodied in the United Nations Charter, which affirms
the resolve of all Member States to "live together in peacé with.one another
as good neighbours” and enjoins the pacific settlement of disputes first and
foremost by negotiatibn. That approach, based-én mutual respect -and the sovereign
equality of all States, was reaffirmed by Security Council resolution 2h2 (1967)
of 22 November 1967, which recognized the territorial integrity and political
1ndependence of all States in the Middle East and their right to live in peace
within secure and recognized boundaries, free from threats or acts of force.
That resolution was accepted by the parties and supported by the overwhelming
majority'of States’Members of the United Natiohé. It remains the only agreed
and established framework for the achievement of a negotiated and comprehen51ve

peace in the Middle East.
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This approach has also proved itself to be the most and so far the only
promising process towards the achievement of peace in our region, The past year
and a half has seen a serious and practical peace-making effort that has already
produced the first ever’Arab—Iérael peace treaty. And at this very time
negotiations are contlnulng on the establlshment of autonomy for the Palestlnlan
Arabs in Jvdaea Samariz and the Gaza dlstrlct. »

However, as I have sald before, there is another approach to the Middle
East conflict, an approach which ignores the rlghts of one party to the confllct
while pers1stently favourlng and serv1ng the 1nterests -of its- adversarles. It is-
an approach that denles the inaliensble rlghts of the Jew1sh people to self-
determination, national independence and soverelgnty in its homeland. It is
an apbroach epitomized in»fhe 'covenant" of the so-called PLO a terrorist
.orgaaizationvwhich denies the exfstence of the Jewish people and calls for the
destruction of a MembervState of the United Nations. Masquerading under the
guise of a national liberation movement that group of international crlmlnals
has cynlcally striven to gain respectability at the United Uatlons as a cover for
its heinous crlmes in the fleld Armed with the resolutlons of the General
Assembly in one hand and with grenades and rockets 1n the other, the terrorists
of the PLO continue to murder innocent women and children in the most ruthless
and indiscriminate manner,

Regrettably, the PLO approach to the liddle East conflict has taken hold
in this Organlzatlon and has steadlly sapped its streng th prestige and
effectiveness. Ever since the PLO was granted observer status and irregular
privileges at the United Nations in v1olat10n of the Charter and of the rules of
Procedure of the organs concerned, the General Assembly has gradually been
harnessed to the PLO's aims and objectives, and has adopted so many belligerent
- and one~-sided resoiutions‘that they stand today as one of the major manifestations
of opposition to a peaceful settlement in the Middle Last. One of the most
~ harmful of these was resolution 3376 (XXX) of 10 November 1976, which established
the so-called "Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the
Palestinian People," Thatyresolution which wilfully ignored the inalienable

rights of the Jewish people to self-determination, nationalrindependence and
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"sovereignty in its homeland, was so biased and hostile to Israel.that it was not
supported by any Member State of the United Nations Preserving a modicum

of obJectiviﬁy and discernment, Insplred by Arab countries in a state of war
with Israel, that resolution was specifically de51gned to bypass and undermlne
Security Council resolution 242 (1967). 7

The Committee's composition has remained a function of the resolution which
created it. Nineteen of its 23 members have no diplomatic relations with Isfael,
and to this day several of them even deny Israel's right to exist. No country
maintaining full diplomatic relations with both sides to the Arab-Israel conflict
has responded td the Committee's repeated’invitations to appear before it, so
utterly brejudiced is it considered to be. Indsed it is clear that the Committee
has become a pliant tool in the hands of the PLO whlch remains the dominant
voice in its proceedlngs. ' .

Little wonder, therefore, that, in keeping with the PLO's declared'aims,
the Committée 's recommendations as first submitted in its report.to the thirty-first
session of the General Assembly in 1976 were for all practlcal purposes a thinly
disguised formula for the dismantlement of the State of Israel in stages' merely
translated into the pseudo-legalistic Jargon of the United Nations. The
recommendations ignored Security Council resolution 242 (1967) and failed even
to mention the concept of negotiations. - It is those recommendations which have
been rltuallstlcally endorsed in the General Assembly over the last three years
by the numerical - majority at the disposal of the Arab regectlonlst States and
their supporters, and it is those recommendathns which the Council has been
invited to consider once again,

In fact, the supporters of the PLO not content with having turned the General
Assembly into a tool of their destructive designs, hsve systematically attempted
to subvert every organ and body of this Orgsniiation for their own pufposes.v
They have established a unit in the Secretariat itself, the "Special Unit on
Palestinian Rights", thus undermining the Secfetariat’s integrity and misusing
international funds for PLO’propaganda. They have violated the status of the
specialized agencies by using them for political ends, Indeed, the enemies of
Peace have used the Arab-Israel conflict and the PLO 1tself as a means for advanc1ng

thelr own 1nterests.
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Twice before, in June 1976 and October 1977,'the "Palestine Committee"
has attempted to draw tﬁe Security Council into eroding Security Council
resolution 242 (1967) and endorsing the Committee's own proposals, in defiance
of the Council's responsibilities under thé Chartef of the United Nations.
Constituted to promote international peace and security and intended to encourage
a negotiated settlement of international conflicts, the Security Council now stands
in danger of being'exploited by the enemies of peace. : .

The choice between the two approaches to:the Middle East conflict which I
have Just déscribed has never been clearer., If the Council cannot bring itself
to endorse the current negotiations and peace effofts, let it ét least not lend
a hand to those whose purpose is to fan and perpetuate hostility and war in our

region., Let there be no illusions, the insistence of the "Palestine Committee"
in pressing this debate on the Council at this moment is occasioned by their
undisguised attempts to subvért the ongoing peaéevprocess in the Middle East which
has .now entered its second phase. ' ' ' B '

There may be  some Member States, both in the Council and outside it, which
recognize the issues at stake but none the less may find it difficult to resist the
teﬁptation of trying to gain certain political advantages by participating in |

this debate, Such tadtics can scarcely be regarded as,helpful and can only be
regrettéd. '

This debéte is manifestly designed to -obstruct the peace process. The cause
of peace is better served by non-participation in these proceedings. Theréfore;
and in conformity with its consistent position vis-8-vis the "Palestine '
Committee" and all its wprks, Israel will have nothing-to do witﬁ this

debate, whatever its course and outcone.

~ The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Russian): The next speaker

- is the representative of the Palestine Liberation Organization on
whom I now call, '

Mr. TERZI (Palestine Liberation Organization (PL0)): I wish to thank
you, Mr. President, and through you the other members of the Council, particularly

the members who have joinedkin extending this invitation to the Pdlestine Liberation
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Qrganizotion, the representative of the Pglestinian people, to participate':
in the debate on our own fate, on the free exeréise~of—our inalienable rights"

in our own country, Palestine.
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Mr, President, only a few days ago T visited your beautiful country and
I saw your heroic people engaged in the serlous process of reconstructing and
building for peace. I saw the destruction that was brought_upon your country
and people. I saw the great’respect‘shown fof the martyrs that gave up
their lives in their determined and resolute struggle against fascism. The
’cemetery outside Leningrad, which enshrines the remains of 470,000 martyrs,
is a striking remlnder and an encouragement to us to keep up the flght against
racism in all its forms and manlfestatlons agartheld and Zlonlsm included,

until the final and complete elimination of racism is accompllshed
Mr. Pre51dent through you I wish to extend a hearty welcome to-

Ambassador Clark, the representatlve of the frlendly Republic of ngerla.

I have had the pleasure and satisfaction of working w1th Ambassador Clark
in our joint efforts and endeavours towards the establlshment of peace and
the welfare of manklnd I am referrlng in particular to our co-operation
during the meetings of the non-aligned countries, and espec1ally the recent
meetings held in Colombo, the capltal of hospitaeble Sri Lanka.

The United Nations has been dealing with the question of Palestine since
its establishment. The question of Palestine is one which must find a
solution in this chamber, and we know that it is within the power of the
Secuiity Council to find a solution. We must find a solution if we are to
spare our people and the world from the scourge of war, devastation and bloodshed.
The inJustice wrought upon us must be redressed and Jjustice must be done.

" Only through Justice can this Council secure peace for the Palestinian people,
the Middle Fast and the world at large.

My people has been gyuffering the results of the injustice which has
been done to us since we were forcibly driven out of our homes in 1947. My
people hes been denied the inalienable right to self-determination in its
own hemeland, Palestine. My people aspires and hopes; but. it is
determined to contlnue its struggle, including its armed struggle,
in order to attain and freely exercise its inalienable rights. My people
takes no pleasure in carrjiﬁg guns and in spending sleepless nights on the
alert against planned massacres, for we will not be standing targets or
‘ peaceful sheep driven to the slaughterhouse or to the gas chamber. We will
resist.
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My people appeals to this Councii to help us return to our homes,
where we can, like all peopies, freely exercise our inalienable rights to
self-determination and national 1ndependence. Thus, this Council'cah help
us to contrlbute effectively towards the establlshment of a just and
comprehensive peace in the ‘Middle East and in the world as a whole,

As a matter of fact, it is prec1sely thls, namely, the attalnment and
exercise of our inalienable rights in Palestines that the General Assembly
endorsed in resolution 31/20, as it endorsed the recommendations of the
Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian

. People.  The General Assembly entrusted the Committee on‘the,Exercise of

. the Inalienabie Rights of the Palestinian People with the task of recommending
aiprogramme of implementation to enable the Palestinian people to exercise
its righfs in Palestine. Those inalienable rights have already been
recognized in other General Assembly resolutions, particularly resolution
3236 (XXIX), in vhich those rights are recognized as follows:

' "The General Assembly, '

"1. Reaffirms the inalienable rlghts of the Palestlnlan people in
Palestlne, including:
"(a) The right to self-determination without external interference;
"(b) The right to national independence and sovereignty;
"2. Reaffirms also the inalienable right of the Palestinians to
return to their ‘homes and property from which they have been dlsplaced
~and uprooted, and calls for their return;". E
The Committee laboured hard during 1ong hours eand days and weeks, and
rresented a programme ofrlmplementatlon in document A,/31/35., What . do we
note in those recommendations? The Committee took into consideration some
basic considerations and guidelines, foremost among which was the‘fact that:
""The question of Palestine is at the heart of the Middle East problem
and, eqnsequently; the Committee stresses its belief that no solution in
the Middle East can be_envisaged which does not fully teke into account
the legitimate aspirations of the Palestinian people.” (A/31/35, para. 59)
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‘The Committee also took as a basic guideline the fact that: ‘
"The legitimate and inalienable rights of the Palestinian people to
return to their homes and property and to achieve self-determination,

' national independence and sovereignty are endorsed by the Committee in
the conviction that the full implementation of these rights will contribute
decisively to a comprehensive and final settlement of the Middle East - '
crisis.” (ibid., para. 60) |

Furthermore,'the Committee was of the opinion that:

"The participation of the Palestine LiberatioﬁVOrganizatioh, the
brepresentative of the Palestinian people, on an equal footing with other
parties, on the basis of General Assembly resolutions 3236 (XXIX) and
3375 (XXX) is indispensable in all efforts, deliberations and conferences
on the Middle Fast which are held under the auspices of the United Nations."
(ivid., para. 61) I
Thé Cormittee considered that it was:

"... the duty and the responsibility of all concerned to enable the ‘

Palestinians to exercise their inalienable rights." (ibid., para. 63)

vThese‘recommendations were presented to the meeting of the Palestine
National Council in March 1977. The National Council adopted a unanimous decision
which considered those recommendations as a positive and constructive |
step towards the establishmént of peace through the attainment and exercise
of our inalienable rights. / ,

Wg were Just.told'that the éause of peace would be bettef served by
non-participation in this debate. I wonder whether the one who said that
- really believed it. If he did, he could have spared us the time and the
effort of listening to his statement. A '

While the United Nations and the world community were seriously conéidering
efforts to bring abouf peace in the Middle East and to solve the question of

Palestine in accordance with the principles of the Charter and the resolutions

of the General Assembly; at a time when the two co-Chairmen of the Peace Conference,
the Soviet Union and the United States of America, on 1 October 1977 had made
the welcomelstatement,that they would jointly work towards peace taking into
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con51derat10n the legltlmate rights of the Palestlnlan people; and while
there was a consensus on the establishment of peace and a formula was being
prescribed and accepted, what happened? Someone Just walked out and refused
the international approach. Someone refused to work for a comprehensive _
peace. Someone just reneged énd‘acted against the will of the international

community.
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Subsequently , ve were told that some framework for peace had been
achieved in Septeuber 1970 in what has come to be commonly known as the
Camp David Accords.

Now, vhat do these accords provide us with?' Vhat is in them for
the Palestinian people? Uhot is in them thet is in conformity vith_tﬁe
decisions of the United Hations? Vhat is in theﬁ that is in conformity
vith the principles of‘the Chorter of the Unitea Hations? ’

‘First and foremost the accords deal with the future of the Palestinian
people, and vaish tocstate_here that no Palestinian nor the Palestine
Liberation Organization has authorized the parties to the accords at
Camp David to speak on'behalf of the Palestinian people. Not President: Sadat,
nor Bezin, nor President Carter was authorized by the Palestinian people
to speak on their behalf. They usurped that right for themselves and
tried to impose their will upon us. |

That is in those accords? The‘Camp David accords envisage a final
resolution of the Palestine problem which precludes the exercise of the
inalienable national right of the Palestinian people to self-
deterﬁination and statehood in Palestine, the natural human right
of dispersed Palestinians to return to their homes and the elementary right
of the Palestinian people to choose and designate their own representatives.

~ Vhat the Genefal Assembly‘of the United Nations has adopted on this

question and continues to adopt every single year is a reaffirmation of
the rizht of the Palestinian people to return to theif homes and live in peace.
The Camp David Accords deny thﬁt.right very bluntly, and that is vhy |
the Palestine Iiberation Organlzatlon (PLO) promptly declared that that
fornula was unacceptable. The leaders of the Palestinian population in the
West Bank and Geze, the Governments of the Arab States and all post-Camp David
meetings of non-aligned countries, Islamic States and socialist States all have
declared their non-acceptance and their_rejection of that formula,'because it hes
transpired and the world has perceived that the Caﬁp-David formula for Palestine was
s violation of the international consensus on the Palestine problem, which has
been repeatedly expressed by the summit conferences of all those groups of

States as well as by the United Nations.
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Fupthéruore,'the Camp David ffamework divides the Palestiﬁian people

- into separate catesories and offers different formulas for dealing with
their respective situations. It piaces in one speciél class and focuses
its attention upon the so-called inhabitants of the Vest Bank and Gaza.

Ve are no longer citizens; we are just inhébitants,,just numbers in our own
country; and thet is vhy they referred to us as just "inhabitants”.

The Camp David Accords thenktake cognizancé of a second group of
Palestinians consisting of those ﬁho were displaced from the West Bank and
Gaza in 1967. Finally, they refer imprecisely to the refugee problem.

Ilow, we all know that the majority of Palestiniéns wvere not registered
with the United Nations Relief and Vorks Ageﬁcy (UMRVA) as refugess. So,
vho are the refugees? And thus the distinction among the various groups of
Palestinians is not made solely for the procedural purpose of
providing appropriate formulas for dealing with each group in accordance

"with its distinctive present situation. On the contrary, the Cairp David
conferees have assigned each of those groups a separate and distinct
permanent fate. For example - and I wish to be specific here - I was born -
in Palestine, born in Jerusalem and raised in Jerusalem and I still have
Iy books in Jerusalem, but I do not know whether the right of réturn will
apply o me, despite all the relevant United Nations resolutions. Uhat the
Camp David Accords offer me is the possibility 6f applying for adnission
to my own birthplace., And vho, according to the Canp David Accords, will
be dediding on uy fate? It will be a Committee:composed'of Israel, Egypt
and something called the autonomous body, the governing authority or whatever.
that will be impoéed by the Israeli military Government - and those who
~ signed the Camp David Accorlis just took it for granted that the Kingdom of
Jordan vould just be an.accomhlice to then. Well, the Government of Jordan
“has nade its poéition very clear: it will not take part in that crime,
And vhat viil that Committee decide? It will decide vhether I am to be admitted
- to 1y own howe and each one of them will have a veto on this decision,
And that procedure deals only with some Palestinians who were forced out of their
'homes in 1967. 'hat is to become of the resolutions of the United Mations
since 1948 - some of which were adopted even before Israel vas admitted

to membership of the United Hations - calling for the return of the Palestinians
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o their homes? Are we to forget all those Palestinians. Are we to deny
then that right? Are ve to negate their existence? -That is one aspect -
of the Canmp David Accords. There are a few others, but I should like
 briefly to revert to the role of the United States in the issué,

On 17 Septeuber 1970 President Carter, while presenting these fémous
Caixp David Accords -~ vhich were called ‘e framework for peace>in the
iiiddle East” - said: ‘ “

i framevork concerns. the principleé and soue specifics

in the nost substantive way vhich will govern a compréhepsive

peace settlement.” | _ :
I really wonder vhether President Carter really believes that, by négatinc
the existence of almost L miilion Palestinians,<by‘deny1ng the national
rights of an entire people, he is truly serving the interests of peace
in the world. Of course, I do not expect an ansver from the representative
of the United States. | | i

And we have just heard someone mention the word ’autonomy“. I wonder
vhet that’ vord.means. £ we look it un in the c’ilctlonary9 we might find
thot it has a meaningyclzferent from what ve;are~faced with. Accordlné to ‘
this “autonomy” the ponulation of ﬁhe est Bank and Gaza is to experience some
relaxation of direct rule by the Israeli Lllltnry Govermient and a measure of
self-rule, something more or less in accordance with the proposal first made
by Begin in December 1977., Although in his address to a Jjoint session of
Consress .on 18 September 1970 President‘Cartér described this transforuetion -
by saying that ‘ ' |

“The . Israeli nilitary government over those areas v111 be vlthdravn

and will be replaced by self-government w1th full autonomj s
it is- e.mllcn.y stated in the Camp David- framework that the precise powers
and respons1b111t1es of the selfngqvernlng authority to be exercised in the

Uest Bank and Gaza have yet to be defined.
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So, was President Carter prejudging the issue? I think that in the light
of his recent experience President Carter is having second thoughts. Maybe
he was filled with goodﬁill and‘good intentions and believed at least in Begin
with whom he was dealing. ' ‘ 7
What about Palestinian participation - is it faot or fiction? It is true
that the Camp David Agreement also provides that in ﬁhose negotiations in which the
powers and the responsibilities of the self-governing authority are defined
_ "The delegations of Egypt and Jordan may" - I underllne the word "may"
"include Palestinians from the West Bank and Gaza or other Palestinians
as mutually egreed," 7
That modest permissive clause has given rise to some extravagant rhetoric.
Thus Secretary of State Vance told the United Nations General Assembly in
September 1978: 7 o ,
"The Camp David framework also gives the Palestinians a vital
'> role iﬁ”shaping tneir destiny by recognizing them as participants
~in all aspects of the negotiations that determine their future. They
will part1c1pate in the negotlatlons to set up thelr self-governing
authority..." (A/33/PV.1L, p, 52)

Contrary to that assertion, however, Palestinian participation in that regard

is subject to six crucial limitations. ‘

- First, the actual inclusion of Palestinians in the Jordanian and
Egyptian delegations is not mandatory. As I said, it "may" take place; it
is subject to the decisions of the Governments of Jordan and Egypt - but, of course,
we now know that Jordan will not take part in the crime, so it will be subject
to the decision to be taken by Egypt. A

. Secondly, the selection of individual Palestinians is also subject to
the will of those Governments; and the selected Palestinians wiil be, not'
representatives of their own peopie, but‘appointees of an Arab Government,

Thirdly, if either Arab Government chooses to include Palestinians in
its delegation, every Palestinian it selects must first be approved by -
Israel, which can thus veto the'participation‘of any individnal Palestinian
' in either Arab delegation, Jordanian or Egyptien.v Thus that gives

veto power even to Israel over who represents the Palestinians, even
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within the Egyptian delegation; it is as if Israel should choose our
representatlves )

Fourthly, during the negotlatlons any proposal which a Palestinian
member of either Arab delegation may w1sh to make must be approved by the
Arab delegation concerned before it may be formally presented. So in this
case, before a Palestinian who is part of the Egyptian delegafion can
open his mouth and express an opinion,he mﬁst go to the Egyptianyleader of
the delegation and say: “Sir, would you permit me to speak on behalf of my
people?” It might sound funny, but that is exactly what the Camp Dav1d
Accords have for us. ' ‘

Fifthly, proposals, whether Israeli or Arab, Wh1Ch are unacceptable toi
" any Palestinian participant will not be rejected by the Arad delegation
concerned,unless its Government also finds the proposals in question
unacceptable. | ’

v And, 31xthly, any proposal made by a Palestinian part1c1pant must . be
approved by the delegatlon of Israel before it ‘may be reflected in the final
agreement

Now, what sort of autonomy was foreseen for us in those Camp David Accords?
Since those Camp DéVid Accords were adopted we have noticed the escalation and
intensification of the Israeli oécupaiion of Palestinian territory and the
esteblishment of more and more illegal settlements; we have seen them driving our
peopie from their homes by force, imposing curfews, even in refugee camps,
and preventlng water from getting to those camps. v

T shall just cite one example of & little village out51de Hebron called
Halhul. In that v1llage_there wvas somethlng that the students did not like
and they demonsfrated., What the Israeli occupation forces did‘- and v

this is happening in a terrltory which is 1llega11y occupied and under
military administration -~ was to impose a curfew on the village of Halhul.
The main water pipe that brings water to that village was shut off and for
11 days people had to make do with the little water they had in store.

But since Halhul is ah agricultural village and it had no irrigation for

11 days the crop for the year was destroyed. Is that not reminiscent of the
“territories that the Nazis used to burn? Instead of burnlng it, those
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neo—fasc1sts just cut off the water and the crop was destroyed That is a
Sll htly more sophisticeted type of Hazi revenge.

Furthermore, during the transitional reriod of flve years beIore ’aufonomy
rule" ~ and nobody knovs vhﬂu that 1s ~ what happens? Be~in Leue_hluApurpose
cleer, He said: "After five years I will declare Isracli soverelrnty over .
those territories." Why wait five years? I will tell the Qouncil why they wait
for five years: because during the five years they will use those Nazi
methods to for*e our people to leave, or at least they will be "thinned" out.
And that is a quotatlon from Koenig of the Ministry of Interlor of Israel
who plans to "thin" out the population of Galilee.

Perhaps durlng the five years Israel will achleve the “thinning' out of
the Palestinian population. But if 1# does not, in the meantime it will
have something like a few hundred settlements on the Arab ?roperty,_andl
those settlements will be new Israeli townships. I think it was fhe man
in charge of settlements in the Jew1sh Agency who- suggested that new

"Jevlsh settlements in the Arab terrltorles should have at least 5, OOO
1nhab1tants.' So that is why I said they will be "townshlps

In five years howv many new townshlps shall ve have in the Arab terr1tor1es5

Thus they are creating new conditions so that in five years we w1ll
have more problems to face and shall not have solved any of the problems
that now exist. Durlnu thabvperlod of five years - “and, as I have-
seid' after five years Benin plans to declare Israeli sovereignty over the
terrltory - the Camp Dav1d framework bestows some sort of Anerlcan-Egyptlan
legitimacy upon the continued occupation of the Palestlnlan areas in questlon. '
The projected Egypt1an—Isree11 negotiations, which it is stivulated nmust be |
conducted on the basis of the Camp David Agreement, are mredetermined to
confer further legitimacy upon that occupatlon through Jordanlan consenta and,
if Jorden does not want to narticipate, then Efypt. v1ll tolk on behalf of
the Jordanians and the Palestlnlans- Furthermore, the so-called
selfégoverninv authorlty in those Palestinian territories must acquiesce

in that continued occupation.
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So, vhat do we have? Ve have a purported ?aiestinian legitimacy, but
in fact there is no sﬁch thing as Palestinian legifimacy.. Thus, thanks to
the Camp David framework for peace, an Israeli occﬁpation vhich the 4
entire international community ,and in particular the Security Council ,
have for 11 years declared illegal will now, all of a sudden, be enabled-
to maintain itself in the Palestinian territofies concerned as a legitimate,
occupati@n for several more years, if not permanently - and from all
indications the aim of the Zionist movement is fq stéy'there permanently.

Naturally, ve always meet with the very central problem and question

of Jerusalem. VWhat is the fate of Jerusalem?
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e have heard Beéin speal of Samaria and Judaea. His spokesman here
nentioned something about the inhabitants of Samaria and Judaea. But let me
meke the clarification that even in the Bible we read passages containing
references to Samaria, Judaea and Jerusalem. Sorehow Jerusalem dbes not
full fit into this Samaria~Judaea concept ' | |

In a letter by an Israeli legal expert publlshed in a bulletln called

The Jerusalem Quarterly, the legal contention of Israel is stated, that Samaria and

Judaea do not include Jerusalem since, according to Israel, Jerusalem was annexed
in 1967 and is no longer a territory in dispute. So the territory in dispute
would-include Hablus, Ramallah,Hebron end probably Bethlehem, but not Jerusalen.
low, what is the fate of Jerusalem? In the Camp David Accords, Jeruselem is
totally outside the scope. of the powers and responsibilities of .the projected
self.-governing authority. ' )

It has been reported that'during the Inmesset debate on the Camp David
Agreements, Begin dlsclosed that he had threatened not to sign the Agreements if
President Anwar Sadat of Jwypt went ahead with his 1ntent10n to send him a

.letter of dlsagreement regarding Jerusalem. Well, I am not aware of such a letter ‘
of disagreement, but,even 1f there was an‘e:change of lettersgBegin told his
Lnesset_that ‘ ‘ ‘

“I do not really mind vhat Mr. Carter writes to Hr. Sadat, or vhat

lir. Sadat writes to lir. Carter. Jerusalem will reﬁaiﬁ the eternal'

united capital of Israel, and that is that. Vhat we declare on this

issue is what will stick". _
I think some members have heard Adolf Hltler at one tlLe using 51m11ar language :
“That I dictate is a diktat, and that is how it will be’.

During the televised theatrical signing that took place‘on.26'March_l979;

in explaining his signature -~ in somethihg_likelén explanation of a vote before the

vote - Begin made it clear that one of the most important.days of his life was

the day that Jerusalem was unified,. and that Jerusalem was indivisible.

And it was on " this understanding that Begin signed that paper in Vashington, D.C.

on 26 March. And that deals with our destiny, the destiny and future of the

Palestinian people. It so happens that Jerusalem is a city in Palestine, and

that is why I am concerned and am addressing myself to the problem so directly.
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Did we hear President Sadat or President Cgrter speak in explanation of their
position‘before signing the treaty? They just let it (o, and that is why we can
believe that both President Sadat and President Carter acquiesced in this and
‘granted Begin his vill. v | '

I have a lot to say, but I can.elaborate further ihblater deliberations on
this matter. I should like to conclude uy statéﬁéﬁt.toﬁay with a quotation from
the Bible, because some people quote from the Bible .so often and I think it is
incumbent upon me; too, to do so. It reads: » ?

“floe to them that devise iniquities, for they shall bear the

consequences of their iniquities™.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Nussian): I thank the representative

of the Palestine leeratlon Organlzatlon for the kind words he said about’me
and my country. ‘ ‘ '

I should like to inform theﬁmeﬁbers'of_the Cbuhcil-that_I have - just réceived
a letter from the representative of Jordan in which he requests to be alldwed to
participate in the debate on the item on the Council's agenda. Accordingly, I pro'pcss".
in accordance with the usual practice and with_thelconsent of the Council, to invite
the representative of Jordan to partiqipate-in the debate, without the right to
vote, in accordance with the relevent provisions of the chaftér_ and rule 37 of
the Council'’s provisional rules of procedure. |

There being no objection, the proposalbis adopted;

At the invitation of'the'President, Mr. Shamma (Jordah) took the place

reserved for him at the side of the Council chamber.

4 Mz;_géégg_(Nigeria)° Wr President, I am most grateful to you for your
verv kind words of welcome. I am equally touched by your reference to my
election today to the chairmanship of the Spec1al Committee agalnst Apartheid.

I feel particularly honoured to be welcomed at the flrst meeting of the SeCLrlty
Council that I am attending in my present caracity, by you, Mr. President. Your

hirh standing in the esteem of this Council and the most cordial relations that
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so- happily exist between your great country and mine encourage me to hope that
my presence here will be felicitous and that I shall always.be able to count on
your friendship and co=~operation. N
Similarly, I wish to thank the representatlves of Senegal, Lunlsla, Sri Lanka
and the Palestine leeratlon Organization for thelr friendly and grac1ous words
of welcqme addressed to me. My brothers Mr. Fall of Senegal and Mr. Mestiri of
Tunisia have been more than kind to me. Both have always been a constant source
of inspiration to me, as they have been to Other African diplomats of ny generation
both here and in the councils of the Organization of African ﬁnity. I anm
abundantly confidentrthat I shall éoﬁtinue'to be able to rely -on their wisdom and
brotherly friendship. ' ' - ' '
Twelvé years ago, when I had the privilege of representing my country in
this Council, one of our main preoccupations then was the question of the
exercise by the Palestinian pedple of its inalienable rights. It is a paradok
that following that perloo of absence - a perlod of nore than-a decade marked
at every stage by an historical avareness that was long overdue and that has

led to the llberatlon and independence of many colonlal and oppressed peoples,

by an awareness that in our time and age a United Hatlons solutlon of an

international question on the basis of humanitarian lev and mutual respect of
national soverelgnty was preferable to_a solution d1Cuated by force or ciuel war,
by en awvareness that the right of a people anywhere to self-determinétion as
enshrined in the Charter of the United Nations is inalienable - I should return
to the Counc1l only to be confronted on the very first occasion of my attendance

by the same problem in the form of our agenda 1tem.
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I recall what Lord Caradon, the then Pefmanent Representative of the
Unlted Klngdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, said as he introduced the
draft that became Security Counc1l resolution 242 (196T) - that peace and Justlce
are not incompatible, ‘

May T conclude by pledging my full support and co-operation to you, Slr,
as President of the Council, as you direct our affalrs with a sure and confldent
hand.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Russian): I thank the representative

of Nigeria for the kind words he addressed to me. I should like to say that I
entirely share his views with regard to the firendly relations existing between

my own country and Nigeria.

Mr., BISHARA (Kuwait): In the course_of’our informal'consultations it
was clear that it wae the general Wieh of the members of the Council to confine
the beginningbof the debate on the report of the Committee on Palestine to, I
would say; 2 limited number of‘speakers so as to clear the atmosphere and make
it conducive to serious negotiations with a view to arriving at-a constructive
document.  But at the’present meeting I have found some representatives unexpectedly
inecribing their names on the speakers' list., Of course, that is their rfght;
that is thelr prerogative, which I cannot dlspute.

I had intended to answer the representative of Israel at length on every point
he made. But it is not my nature to attack a person in hls absence., I was really
shocked by his Disneyland behaviour in welking out on the Council.  That did not
‘add to the dignity and the seriousness of our debate. Because of his absence I
shallenot-now addfess myeelf to the points that I had intended to elaborate upon,

My main point in speaking now is to say that, from our informal consultations,
~ the delegation of Kuwait understood that when this meeting was adjourned it would
be our hope to resume our deliberations on this item at the endiof July or at the
beginning of August. I should like to place on record my delegation's understanding
that this debate will be resumed at the endkof'July; ‘ -
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This debate shall not be buried in silence. We shall revive it, and we shall
pursue the cause of the promotion of the rights of the Palestinians no matter what
kind of impossible odds we may encounter, no matter what kind of Orwellian

argumentation ve may face.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Russian): There are no further
speakers. »
In accordance with the understa_nding'reached in the course of
" consultations, to which the representative of Kuwait has just referred,
members of the Council will be “informed of the date of the n_ext meéting of the

Security Council to continue consideration of the item on its agenda.

_'Z_[‘_g_c_e__zgegiiﬁg rose at 6.05 p.m.



