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In the absence of the Presidenﬁ, Mr. Mortensen (Denmark), Vice-President, took
the Chair.

The meeting was called to order at 3.25 p.m,

PROGRAMME OF WORK

The PRESIDENT: In order to assist delegations in planning their work I

should like to inform members of the programme of the Assembly for this week.

This afternoon, the Assembly will continue its consideration of agenda
item 40, "The situation in the Middle East".

Tomorrow, 6 December, in the morning, the Assembly will continue its
consideration of agenda item 40, on the situation in the Middle East, and will take
up reports of the Second Committee on agenda item 148, "Conservation of climate as
part of the common heritage of mankind" and sub-item (b) of agenda item 86, on
special programmes of economic assistance. 1In the afternoon, the Assembly will
consider all reports of the Special Political Committee.

On Wednesday, 7 December, in the morning, the Assembly will hear an address by
the General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union and President of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR. It will
also consider agenda item 49, on the review of the efficiency of the administration
and financial functioning of the United Nations. 1In the afternoon, the Assembly
will consider all reports of the First Committee.

On Thursday, 8 December, in the morning, the Assembly will consider agenda
item 38, on the fortieth anniversary of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights.
That afternoon, it will consider all reports of the Third Committee.

On the morning of Friday, 9 December, the Assembly will consider reports of

the Sixth and the Second Commi ttees.
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Fifth Committee.
AGENDA ITEM 40 (continued)
THE SITUATION IN THE MIDDLE EAST

(a) REPORTS OF THE SECRETAR Y~GENERAL (A/43/272, A/43/683, A/43/691, A/43/687)
(b) DRAFT RESOLUTIONS (A/43/L. 44 to A/43/L.46)

The PRESIDENT: I should like to reming representatives that, in

accordance with the decision taken thisg morning, the list of Speakers in the debate
on this item will be closed today at 4 P.m. I therefore request those

representatives wishing to participate in the debate to inscribe their names on the

list as soon as possible,
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Mr. BADAWI (BEgypt) (interpretation from Arabic): Once again the General
Asgembly is considering the situation in the Middle East, that regidn of the world
rich in history and rescurces, but fraught with conflicts and contradictions.
Although the world has succeeded, in recent years, since the establishment of the
United Nations, in avoiding the threat of global confrontation, the international
community has failed to put an end to the sequence of violence and bloodshed in
that region, which gave the world man's first steps towards the coéification of

systems and values. The region's geographic location at the crossroads of

civilization is probably responsible for the extent of its contribution to various
stages of history, just as it accounts for its instability at other times,
especially in recent decades.

The accumulation of scientific and technological know-how and capital in the
world and in that region, together with the persistence of the Arab-Israeli
conflict, which exposes the Middle East to variocus forms of military confrontation,
make it necessary for the world to realize that it must give top priority to the
threat posed by the continuation of that conflict and the instability prevailing in
that region. 'fhe military arsenals in that region may bring about unprecedented
destruction. This means that present or future conflicts are likely to spread and
seriously harm areas outside the region, or draw them into the whirlwind of
conflict.

Eqypt soon realized what the situation was; we have therefore participated in
the international community's efforts to put an end to such developments and work
for a solution to the main problems in the regicn, in keeping with the principles
and values recognized by the world. We have also relentlessly endeavoured to relax

tension. The initiative taken by Egypt in the 12708 with a view to declar ing the
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Middle East a ngglear-weapon%tee zone was a step in that direction. Egypt then
put forward its Peace initiative in 1977, which was a second, giant step in the
same direction. )

The dangers threatening the. Middle Eas:: can go beyond the region and threaten
Peace and security in the Mediterranean region as well. The stability established
in Burope since the Second World War would be consolidated if it could encompass
the eastern part of the Mediterranean and the western part of Asia. We are living
in times when nuclear bombs and offensive systems have no respect for the border s
- of States and do not distinguish between tne nationalities or colours of their
victims. The deployment of nuclear weapons in the region would jeopardize
stability and escalate conflict, Egypt therefore acceded to the Nuclear
Non-Proliferation Treaty and has accepted the principle of international control
over its peaceful nuclear activities.

We express the wish that all the countries in the region, including Israel,
will adhere to that treaty and abide by that Principle, allowing their nuclear
installations to be supervised by the fepresentatives of the International Atomic
Energy Agency (1AEA).

In the same context, we are gratified to see that the First Committee of the
General Assembly, on 15 November, adopted by a consensus a draft resolution
submi tted by Bgypt on the declaration of the Middle East as 3 nuclear-weapon-free
zone. We hope that that resoiution, as well as the others adopted on that subject
since my country took its initiative in 1974, will be applied and supported by the
international community, providing the legislative framework and the required
material basis for achieving that end.

In August this yYear, the Irag-Iran conflict came to an end. That was per haps

the only pcsitive development in the region this year. fThe war had taken thousands
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of lives and caused widespread destruction in the two countries, costing them
billipns of dollars. The conflagration spilled over into other countries of the
tegion; The parties, in accepting Security Council resoluﬁion 598 (1987) and the
initiation of direct talks between representatives of Iran and Iraqg in Geneva,
marked a new era in the region, which, we hope, will lead to good-neighbourly
relations between the two countries, enabling them to devote their material and
ecdnomic resources to development and reconstruction. Thus Iraq has quite clearly
shown that it has the necessary will to accept the choice of peace, just as it

proved its courage in defending its territory.

Those years of armed conflict have left behind many ccmplex problems which
require patience, flexibility and perseverance on the part of all the parties
concerned in order to reach a lasting solution, with the active participation of
the United Nations and the international community. On behalf of the Government of
Egypt I wish to convey our deepest gratitude to the Secretary~-General for his
efforts in this and other areas. His efforts have made such progress possible, and
we hope that he will keep up his efforts until our objectives have been achieved.

Developments in the Irag-Iran conflict have shown that the international
community is able to resolve conflict if we display the necessary political will,.
In particular we wish to refer to the responsibilities of the permanent members of
the Security Council. The role played by the United Nations with regard to
progress in this area and in other regions of the world has rekindled our hopes in
the Organization. It has also increased its credibility and its prestige. We hope

that this trend will continue.
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More than four decsdes of armed conflict in the Middle East have proved that
the question of Palestine iz at the ve}y core of the problem. There we find the
roots of many other conflicts. Important events have taken place there in the last
few months, encompassing various aspects of the problem and offer ing greater
possibilities than ever before of achieving a negotiated settlement of the conflict.

The Palestinian national uprising in the occupied territories was indeed proeof
of the fact that the Palestinian people rejects the vicious circle created by the
illegal Israeli occupation and the resort to brutal force to matintain that
occupation.

Then’came the decision by Jordan towards the end of July to cut its
legislative and administrative ties with the West Bank in order to emphesize the
representative nature of the PLO and the Movement of Arab Parties, and the Agaba
meeting towards the end of October between President Mubarak, King Hussein and
Yasser Arafat of the PLO. That meeting demonstrated that the Palestinian patcty
respects international legality and that the strategic choice of the Palestinian
and Jordanian peoples is to establish future relationships on a confederate basig.
The Palestinian party has continued te work towards bringing about conditions
conducive to a negotiated settlement of the problem,

. In pursuit of that programme, resolutions were adopted by the Palestine
National Council in Algeria last month. Those resoluéions were adopted on the
basis of democratic practices and showed beyond question the willingness qf the
Palestinian people to work for the success of the peace initiativ'es and efforts.

The declaration of the Palestinian State and the political communiqué in which
it is contained represent two enormous steps along the way to the establishment of
lasting peace in keeping with the principles recognized by the internaticnal

community.
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Egypt is totally convinced that the United Nations bears a special
responsibility in that area. As is evident from the Palestinian declaration and
communiqué, resolution 181 (II) on the partition of Palescine, adopted by the
General Assembly in 1947, continues to ptmidg the framework of international
legality guarenteeing to the Palestinian people its right to independence and to
co-exist with Israel within the 1967 borders, in keeping with resolutions of the
General Assembly and of the Security Council,

Palestinian decisions have clearly shown that the Palestinian party rejects
terrorism in all its forms and that the PLO rcspects the contents of the 1985 Cairo
declaration, while respecting the rights of the Palestinisn peopie, in conformi ty
with all laws, to resist the occupation of its territory. It has also affirmed the
commitment of the Palestinian State to the principles of the United Nations and the
International Declaration of Human Rights, as well as to a policy of non-alignment,
freedom of beliefs, and a democratic parliamentary system based on freedom of
beliefs and the creation of political parties under an independent judicial system.

We continue to hope that now that the Falestinian party has deponstrated the
sincerity of its peaceful orientation, all the other parties will meet it half way,
if only by establishing contacts with its legitimate representatives in order to
work towards a lasting golution, instead of breaking off contacts and shutting
doors. That is an attitude which oould only lead to the encouragement of extremist
trends and violence by both parties, and it would damage the credibility and
neutrality of those of whom we expect a positive role in keeping with their avcwed
principles.

The explicit acceptance by the Palestine National Council of resolutions cf
the Security Council concerning the Palestinian question, in particular Security

Council resolutionsg 242 (1967) and 338 (1973), can help encourage the holding of an

international peace conference on the Middle East under the aegis of the United
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Nations, with the participation of all the parties concerned. We feel that such a
conference would previde the best means of reaching a laetihg and total settlement
guatanteelrig the framework of negotiations between the parties concerned, including
the representatives of the Paleatinian people, who are indiapensabie for the
restoration of the situation in the region,

My country believes that the super~-Powers bear 3 responsibility for the
holding of the conferenca. Here, we note with satisfaction the statement contained
m-pa:aguph 33 of the report of the Secretary~General (A/43/867) concerning the
conviction of all members of the Security Council of the need to convene an
international peace conference and their invitation to the Secretary-Generai to
continue his efforts and consultations in that regard,

We should also like to refer to paragraph 35, which mentions the need for the
Security Council to commit itself to a review of the situation with a view to
adopting a pragmatic approach to that end.

Egypt appeals to the two Super-Powers to shoulder their responsibilitieg in
this field. We also believe that the European group, which reacted positively to
the declaration of the Palestinian State, could help strengthen the dialogue and
contact with the representatives of the Palestintian people, especially in the light
of the historical and cultural links between Burocpe and the eastern part of the
Mediterranean region and between Europe and the Arab world as a whole.

Byypt believes that it would be wrong for Iarael or for any other party to
ignore this development which may lead to peace, since the only alternative would
be to reduce the chances for the peace the Middle Bast so greatly needs,

Today Israel must face its children, the international commmity and the
conscience of humanity and show its good intentions with regard to the
establishment of a just and lasting peace by withdrawsl from the occupied

territor ies, because by pursuing its policy of illegal occupation and usurpation of
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the territories of others it is prolonging the suffering of peoples and the
destabilization of the situation in the Middle East.
The United Nations Charter and Security Council resolution 242 (1967) prohibit

the acquisition of territory by force, That principle applies to ail the Arab

territories occupied since 1967,
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This principle applies to the Syr ian Golan Heights bécause its continued
occupation by Israel, under the Pretext oi security, is in flagrant violation of
international norms. We call upon Israel to withdraw from all Arab territories and
renounce its pretexts, which have proved futile and have been rejected by the
international community.

The situation in Lebanon continues to be a source of grave concern for the
pecplie and Government of my country. It is regrettable that the situation
continues to deteriorate and that the Lebanese p_ Ple have not been able to elect a
President of the Republic within the legally established time-frame since the
outbreak of hostilities in the 1970s. While there are many internal factors
inherent in the conflict, we should not forget the policy of gaining spheres of
influence and the interference in the internal oonflict by other parties. Such an
approach cannot lead to national reconciliation in Lebanon.

Egypt appeals to the international community to put an end to foreign
inter ference and bring about conditions that will permit the Lebanese to arrive at
a gsettlement guaranteeing the indevendence and territorial integrity of Lebanon.

The complex situation in the Middle East requires those in the world that
enjoy freedom to take the initiative in their own societies in bringing about &
comprehensive gettlement of the problems of the region. Neither the congtantly
changing situation nor the sometimes conflicting interests should lead us to forget
that the destiny of mankind is indivisible and that right and justice are the only
foundations for peace and security.

Egypt, as usual, will ocontinue to work for a comprehengive settlement of the
Middle East problem, in keeping with incternational law and, in particular, with the
right of peoples to sel f-determination and to respect for human rights and the
right of all the peoples of the region to live within tecognized boundaries. We

are convinced that good incentions, perseverance and patience 'will prevail’ and make
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the Middle Ezst a more secure region in which peoples and States will co-operate to
ensure prosperity for all and guarantee international peace and gecurity.
Mr. PITARKA (Albania): The important events that have taken place in the
Middle East since the last session of the General Assembly have had, and continue
to have, their impact on the latest political developments in the region.

Por aimost one year now the occupied territories of the West Bank and Gaza
have beaen seething with the Palestinians® massive revolt. The young men and women
that at present clash with the Israeli occupiers in Ramallah, Nablus and elsewhere
belong to that Palestinian generation that was born and brought up in conditions of
Zionist occupation and domination. This fact alone proves that the Palestinian
people are determined to make every sacrifice for the realization of their lofty
national aspiration to live free in their homeland.

In the southern part of the region, the fratricidal Irag-Iran war, which
caused heavy humen logses and incalculable material damage to both sides, has
lately taken a new courae owing to the established cease-fire. This complies not
only with the aspirations of the Iranian and Iraqi peoples but also with the
aspirations of the entire region to peaco and gecurity. The ending of the
Iraq-Iran war also contributes to the relaxation of tension in the entire Middle
East area. At the same ¢ime, it is a development that is not welcomed by Israel,
because that way served as a focus that distracted attention snd energies from the
Zionist and imperialist aggression that goes on in the region.

Nor can one leave out of the overall picture cof events the super-Power s'
interference in the internsl affairs of the Middle East comtries and their rivalry
and collaboration, which are manifested in their feverish diplomatic and military
activities allegedly for the solution of the Middle East question, t:e preservation

of peace, the safety of navigation in ths Persian Gulf, and so forth.
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The Middle Bast crisis cannot be assessed and Judged detached from the
background of Present-day international developments. The Peoples® struggle for
freedom and independence and their independent and govereign rights has compelled
the big "protectors® to review their tactics and per fect co-ordination between them
in order to preserve donination in their respective zones of influence. This is
also one of the focal topics of the institutionalized United States/Soviet
dialogue: discussion and decision on regicnal conflicts. Although in various
pParts of the world there ig actually a tendency to put an end to regional
conflicts, as the Iran-Irag case shows, this does not apply to the whole Middle
East crisie. various and multifarious are the causes that keep this crisis alive.

It should not escape attention that for more than four decades now at the core
of the Middle East crisis has lain the Palestinian question, in all its graveness.,
A whole nation is being subjected to a systematic policy of genocide designed to
liquidate it physically, to say nothing of the denial of the national right of the
Palestinians to live free in their homeland. another important dimension of the
Middle East crigsis is the Arab-Israelij conflict, which is given practical
expression in repeated Israeli acte of aggression against the Arzb countries,
resulting in the occupation by Israel of entire Arab territories. To this must be
added the crisis in Lebanon, which hag been continuing for 10 years. Besides
committing acts of aggression and frequent borbardments, Israel keeps the southern
part of the country under occupation. Moreover, Lebanon is suffering the
consequences of a civil war between Folitical factions and ethnic and religious
groupings which must be considered one of the most serious wounds in the whole
complexity of the Middle East crisis,

This overall grave situation in the Middle Ragt develops against the

background of the rivalry ana, indzad, collaboration betweon the two super-Powers,



RM/3 A/43/PV.69
19-20

(Mr. Pitarka, Albania)

the United States and the Soviet Union. There is no doubt that this rivalry and
<ollaboration further complicates the situation in the regton, which is ser ious
enough as it is.

Over the years the super-Powers, each on the basis of its own interests, have
continued to make plans for the alleged settlement of the Middle East problem and
the restoration of peace and tranquillity in that neuralgic region. Yet the
feverish diplomatic activity that has taken place in the period since the previous
session, wins our attention because of its intensity and complexity. It is
certainly not their concern to put an end to the suffering and misery of the Arab
countries and peoples that propels the super-Powers into si:ch undertakings, much
though they proclair that they stand fbt the settlement of the Middle East
question. On the contrary, it is the struggle of the Arab peoples, notably the
mass ive revolt of the Palestinian population in the occupied territories, that
repudiates and makes nuil and void the pan-imper ialis¢ consensus on “neither war
nor peace®.

It is the unflinching determination of the martyred Palestinian people to gain
their national rights, and the assistance that the other Arab peoples render to
their struggle, coupled with the supportive solidarity of worid public opinion,
that compel the super-Powers, willingly or unwillingly, to count the Palestinian
factor as essential to the solution of the Middle East problem. It is these very
elements that have shattered the foundations of the existing status-quo imposed by
the super-Pewers and Zionism, forcing them to conceive and co-ordinate new tactics

S0 that they do not lose control of events.
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The unprecedented escalation of violence and terror by the Israeli occupiers

and the intensification of Washington'’s activity in connection with the so-called
peaceful settlement of the whole Middle East question are instances of the familiar
"carrot and stick" tactics, which serve one and the same unchanging imperialist
policy - the perpetunation of zionisvt domination in the occupied Arab lands.
Neither Zionist genccide nor United States schemes, under a wide var iety of labels,
vhich ingnore the inalienable right of the Palestinian people to an independent and
Sovereign homeland and do not recognize the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO)
as the Palestinians' sole, legitimate tepresentative, can bring sbout a settlement,
and both are doomed to failure,

In these hard times for Israel and the United States, the Soviets are trying
not to fall behind, ang they avail themselves of every opportunity that looks
favourable and suits them to be part of the plans and settlements that are being
charted on the Middle East question.

Nevertheless, the massive revolt of the Palestinians ang the world-wide
support it enjoys are ruining the game of the super-Powers, which, despite their
frequent meetings and consultations, are failing to shape the settlement of the
complicated Middle East problem after the models set in the bargains previously
struck on other regional problems. 71t is not without significance that the current
United States Administration is Passing on the Middle East question to the
Administration-elect for solution,

Just as in the past, the new United States initiatives do not aim at praviding
a solution to the Middle East crisis, for Washington is concerned only with
Justifying its intervention, and Perpetuating the occupation régime and the "no
war, no peace” situation, which ensures the flow of profits from arms sales and the

privileges of its pPresence in this oil-rich basin.
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The international conference on peace in the Middle East continues to be
Presented, primarily by Soviet diplomacy, as a forum that could take upon itself
the responsibility for solving the Middle East problem. The Albanian delegation
maintains the view that no conference or forum will be able o bring about a useful
result, much less solve the Middle Bast problem, unless the Palestinian Liberation
Otganization participétes in it with full and equal rights as the sole, legitimate
representative of the Palestinian people, and without the solution, first, of the
key problem of the Middle East issue, the Palestinian question.

It is un&e:staneable that the United Nations should be empowered to assist in
assessing and solving regional conflicts, the Middle East included, in conformity
with its Charter and in accordance with the aspirations of peoples to preserve
peace and security in the world. Proceeding from sincere goodwill, the delegation
of the People's Socialist Republic of 2lbania is of the opinion that in exercising
this function the Organization should keep in mind the fact that the main part must
be played by the parties directly involved in a conflict and primarily intercsted
in solving it. The super-Powers should be given no chance to use the United
Naticns as a cover-up and to turn international law into a labyrinth of
pseudo-jur isprudenca to conceal and justify their imperialist intr igues and plots.

The heroic struggle of the Palestinian people is an expression of their
growing awareness and national co'nsciousness, as well as vivid proof of their
determination to gain their homeland. Moreover, it is evidence of the colossal
potential that the Arab peoples can put in motion to stop those who endeavour to
speculate with their sacred aspirations to freedom and independence by cffering
them solutions that carry the seed of future conflicts.

A2 in the past, the People's Socialist Republic of Albania and the Albanian
people will unreservedly support the legitirate struggle dt‘ the Palestinian and

ofher Arab peoples to put an end to imperialist and Zionist aggression and the

’
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- occupation of Arab lands and fully to restore the lawful national rigit of the -
Falestinian'people to a free and independent homeland. Consistent with its support
for the just cause of the Palestinian people and their right to their independent
State, the Government of the People's Socialist Republic of Albania has recognized
the Palestinian State Proclaimed by the Palestine Naticmal Council. We will give
our determined Support to every legitimate endeavour of the Palestinian and other
Arab peoples to ensure the restoration of their lawful natienal rights and achieve
genuine peace and security in the Middle East region,

Mrc. RANA (Nepal): The situation in the Middle East has been the foremost
concern of the United Nations ever since the Organization came into being. Five
major wars have been fought in the region. They have all been as destructive as
they have been indecisive. The United Nations has been instrumental in arranging a
cease-fire after each war. Scores of resolutions on various aspects of the prcblem
and the deployment of peace-keeping forces in different sectors underline the
internationai community 's concern for and interest in a just and durable peace in
the Middle East. 1t has been established beyond doubt that the involvement and
efforts of the United Nations can be effeqtive only when the parties concerned
display the necessary political will and a spirit of co-operation and
accommodation.

The cease-fire in the Gulf war is an example. This prolonged and tragic
conflict contained the seeds of wider conflagration, threatening internaticnal
Peace and security. The cease~fire is the result of the confidence that both Iran
and Iraq have placed in the United Nations to promote a just and lasting solution
to their differences - a negotiated political settlement that will ensure peace,
pProgress and prosperity for both countries. My delegation welcomes the cessation

of hostilities between these two countries, both of which are friends of Nepal,



AE/dsg A/43/PV.69
24-25

(Mr. Rana, Nepal)

and reiterates its full support for the Secretary-General in his laudable efforts
to ensure the implementation of Security Council resolution 598 (1987).

The continuing and deepening tragedy of Lebanon, on the other hand, clearly
reveals the dangers inherent in allowing the status quo in the Middle East to
continue. The situation there is a matter of deep concern to us all. We firmly
believe that the Ssovereignty, independence and territorial integrity of Lebanon
must be respected by ali. Smooth and full implementation of the constitutioﬁal
process, without outside interference, is the first necessity in Lebanon today.
Our commitment to the independence and territorial integrity of Lebanon is
reflected in our continued participation in the United Nations Interim Force in
Lebanon.

In the troubled history of the region, the past year has marked yet another
climax in thé cycle of violence and human suffering. The continuing Palestinian

‘uprising in the Territories occupied by Israel since 1967 has highlighted as never

before the urgent necessity of serious negotiations.
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The uprising symbol izes the spontaneous rejection by the Palestinian people of
life under continued foreign occupation. The reaction of Israel, the occupying
Power, to the civilian protest has been a source of deep concern to the
international community. That concern springs from the fepressive measures ang
me thods adopted by the Israeli security forces and from the Israeli Government's
pPolicy of such collective Punishment ag the demolition of houses, deportations in
open defiance of relevant Security Council resolutions angd arbitrary economic
Measures designed to harm and harass the Palestinian People. Nepal joins in
condemning such pPolicies, which are not only inhuman but also contrary to
recognized international conventions.

Strict observance of the Fourth Geneva Convention of 1949, however, will not
in itself bring peace to the region; the prcblem wiil continue so long as the

fundamental issues are evaded. There ig now broad agreement that the under lying

of the Palestinian people, including their right to a State of their own. Equally
important, the settlement hag to ensure Israel's right to live in peace within
recognized boundaries, free from threats or acts of force.

In the Middle East, the status quo has clearly become untenable and the
international community must exert every effort to promote the peace process. The

Security Council bears a special Tesponsibility in this endeavour. Like the
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the permanent members of the Security Council, offers the best hope for beginning
meaningful negotiaticns on a comprehensive, just and lasting peace in the Middle
East.

Years of war and conflict have left a terrible legacy of mistrust and hatred
in the Middle East region. Bold and imaginative statesmanship is required to break
the vicious circle. In this context, my delegation believes that the recent
declaration by the Palestine Naticnal Council in Algiers constitutes a positive
step in this direction. The Palestine National Council has rejected the threat or
use of force, violence and terrorism against the territorial integrity or political
independence of any State. It has called for a peaceful solution to the
Arab-Israeli conflict and for arrangements to ensure security and peace for all
States of the region. The historic declaration offers an unprecedented incentive
for the convening of an international conference. Nepal welcomes the historic
declaration and hopes that it will Fave the way for mean ingful negotiations to
resolve the conflict on the basis of Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and
338 (1973}. The international comrunity must seize the opportunity and give peace
a chance in the Middle East.

Nep:l regrets the circumstances that have led to the General Assenmbly decision
to shift consideration of the question of Palestine at the forty-third session from
Headquarters in New York to Geneva. While we respect the inherent right of the
United States, or any State, for that matter, to protect its legitimate interests,
the decision to deny an entry visa to Chairman Yasser Arafat was a clear violation
of the host country Agreement. vhat made the decision even more unfortunate was
that it came at a time when there was a real prospect of breaking the stalemate in
the Middle East. Such actions can only delay or damage the prospects for the
peaceful settlement of the issues in the Middle East. Nepal earnestly hopes that

the parties concerned will not allow this unfortunate episode to dampen the renewed
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hope for a mean ingful movement towards a negotiated and just settlement of the
Middle East conflict.

Mr . PAKHDURY {Lebanon) (interpretation from Avabic): The basic 1link
between agenda items 37 and 40 is the question of Palestine and the Palestinian
People, half of whom live under Israeli occupation while the other half live in
diaspora as refugees in other Arab countries.

Israel's inhuman pPractices in quelling the uprising in the occupied
Palestinian territories cannct be condoned under any law, norm or agreement. The
uprising alone proves that the occupation is not accepted, even if Israel tries to
camouflage that occupation to give it the false appearance of a paradise.

This year has seen substantive Progress towards the resolution of a number of
regional conflicts, The United Nations, through the efforts of its
Secretazy-General, has regained its credibil ity, vitality and freedom of movement.
This has given rise to the hope that similar efforts will be made to deal with
conflicts in the Middle Exst, particularly with regard to the Palestinian and
southern Lebanon causes.

Lebanon has its cayge too. Although it began as an offshoot of the
Palestinian cause, it hag now become a serious independent issue, which, thanks to
Israel's continued policy of aggression and its ambition to acquire more land and
water resources, is now an urgent problem calling for a radical solution.

It is to be feared that, in the absence of a determined deterrent stand by the
international community, represented in our Organization and its organs,
Particularly the Security Council, the situation in the region in general and in
southern Lebanon in particular may deteriorate to the point of explosion. Fire,
which at a distance may be perceptible only by the glow of its flames, may suddenly
spread in every direction and burst into a conflagration that could engulf

international peace and 8ecur ity.
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Only then will the world feel the burning heat and become aware of the destruction
and the bloodshed. The Secretary-General has foreseen all this. Hence his report
on the Middle East warns of that danger and calls for action to avoid the
calamity.

In my statement to the General Assembly in the general debate I dealt with the
demands of Lebanon, which are well known to everyone here. However, I have to
state here that so long as Israel remains in occupation of part of southern
Lebanon, and so long as it continues to pursue its practices and acts of
aggression, peace in Lebanon will remain threatened and normalizaticn of the life
of Lebanon will continue to be out of reach. The crisis which has swept over the
country from the south can be solved only from the south, through full and
unconditional Israeli withdrawal. That solution is within the power of the
Security Council, and is the responsibility of the Security Council. The Security
Council is responsible; the Security Council has the power to act. We call upon it
to take a collective stand and adopt a strong binding resolution in the interest of
international peace and security, the sovereignty, independence and territorial
integrity of Lebanon and the Preservation of the lives, property and dignity of the
people of Lebanon.

Some descr ibe the Lebanese national resistance in a way that sometimes may
brand it as terrorist or put it on the same footing as the Israeli aggressors. But
the right of every people to resist occupation is legitimate and legal. We cannot
believe that in the time that has elapsed since the Second World War some countries
have forgotten their own resistance to nazi occupation or that others have
forgotten the human and material support and information provided by them, to the
resistance movements landed.

Having said this, we must point out that national resistance is the right of

every occupied people wherever it may be. We in Lebanon take pride in our
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resistance to Israel's cccupation. Time will never cause us to forget the saga of
that resistance; we have written it in the blood of our martyrs and the tears of
our widows and orphans.

I should like to pay a tribute to the positive role played by the United
Natiens Interim Force in Lebanon (UNIFIL). That role is basically part of the task
entrusted to the Force under Security Council resolutions 425 (1978) and
426 (1978). Let the record show Lebanon's gratitude to the Secretary-General and
the Assistant Secretary-General with direct responsibility for the Force, as well
as to the Force itself, its leader ship, command and personnel, and to the
troop-contr ibuting countries. Lebanon reaffirms its support for the Force and the
need to enable it to fulfil its task - a task that Israel is still impeding, as it
has continued to do for more than 10 years.

Mr. AL-MASRI (Syrian Arab Republic) (interpretation from Arabic): Today

the General Assembly begins its consideration of the grave situation in the Middle
Fast, at a time when the revolutionary uprising of the Palestinian people against
the Israeli occupation is entering its second year. That revolutionary uprising
has demonstrated unequivocally the determination of the Arab Palestinian people to
liberate their homelarnd, Palestine, from Israeli occupation. It has also proved
that the will of the Arab Palestinian people is much stronger than the fascist,
repressive practices of Israel. It has also proved that the Palestinian people's
strong determination to liberate their occupied land can never be crushed, however
great the challenge. This revolutionary uprising, together with the heroic
resistance in southern Lebanon and the Syrian Arab Colan Heights, both occupied by

Israel, has exposed the annexationist objectives and racist, aggressive character

of Israel. 1Israel came into being as a result of a racist movement within the
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framework of settler colonialism. It was built on the imperative of gettling in
Palestine and expelling its Arab people. The Zionist leaders, have realized
throughout that to enable zionism to realize the dream cf establishing Greater
Israel the land must be Cleared of its owners and original inhabitants.

This was expounded by the British Zionist writer Zingwell in a speech he made
in New York in 1904, in vwhich he said:

"We must be Prepared to expel the Arabs from Palestine by the force of the

sword. "

That is exactly what hag been done over the pagt 40 years through a series of
fascist marsacres, operations of deporta~tion and expulsion and the creation of an
atmosphere of pPanic, to force the Arabs to flee from their lands and their homes.
That is exactly what is being done in a heightened form in the occcupied Arab
territories. Strangely enough, there are those that choose not to see all this,
and speak of the possibility of living in peace in the region with the
grandchildren of Hertzl, Jabotinsky, Zingwell and Ben-Gurion.

Colonialist ambitions in our Middle East region and greed for its wealth and
unique strategic position have been the pPrime motives in the conspiracy to
establish a gettler-colonialisat Zionist entity in Arab Palestine, so that that
entity may create a situation of perpetual tension in the regior and expand
whenever circumstances allow in order to safeguard the interests of the colonialist

Powers in this sensitive region,
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Isrzel's intentions and annexationist and aggressive aims have never lacked
Proof. Originally, Israel was an expansionist settler-colonialist enterprise that
had its foundations in aggression and expansien at the expense of the Arabs® land
and the Arab people. Its expansionist policy became clear when it annexed Arab
Jerusalem and the Arab Syrian Golan and went on building hundreds of settlements in
those territories, as well as on the West Bank and in Gaza and removing the
inhabitants of those occupied laads. This proves beyond any doubt that peace is
not what Israel wants. Israel wants land, expansion, and the building of more
settlements. It is for this reason that Israel refuses to recognize the
inalienable national rightz of the Palestinian Arab people and resorts to many
terrorist and nazi practices in repressing the Palestinian pesple in the occupied
Palestinian lands, to force them to leave, exactly as it does in the Syrian Arab
Golan and southern Lebanon.

How, then, can there be talk of Peace? Those that weave the illusion of
solutions that may be reached, while Palestinian land remains under occupation and
the Palestinian people are denied their national rights, including the right to
return to their homeland, Palestine, to self-determination and to establish their
own independent State on their own soil, have not learnt the lessons of the past,
and do not realize that a just peace in the region cannot be achieved under
occupation, sgettlement and expansion.

The sjituation in the occupied Arab territories is extremely grave and is
progressively becoming more so owing to the repressive and barbaric practices of
the Israeli forces of occupation against the inhabitants of those territories, in
blatant violation of the norms of international law znd the Fourth Geneva
Convention relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War. Thus

every avenue that might lead to a solution to the Arab~Israeli conflict and the
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establishment of a comprehensive and just peace is blocked and international peace
and security ace ser iously endangered.

To Israel, peace iz the peace of occupation, expansion and the acquisition of
land by force. Thiis, of course, runs counter to any real concept of peace built on
the ending of occupation and the full and unconditional restoration of the
inalienable rights of the inhabitants of the occupied territories. So long as this
contradiction between real peace and the Israeli concept of peace persists, the
achievement of peace will remain a remote dream and the Arab struggle will continue
until the Arabs liberate their land and regain their rights.

My country has repeatedly made it clear that peace has certain elements. The
most important of those elements are justice and equity, the ending of occupation
and the restoration of usurped rights. There is no peace under occupation. There
will be no pPeace unless and until the Arabs regain all their lands and all their
rights. 1t is sophistry and a grave mistake for some people to believe that peace
can be achieved in this region without total, unconditional Israeli withdrawal from
all the occupied Palestinian and other Arab territories and without giving the Arab
Palestinian people the opportunity to enjoy their inalienable national rights.
Those who speak of peace and ignore its requirements and conditions make a serious
error of judgment.

Israel does not want peace in the region. This is a fact that it does not
need great acumen to appreciate. Israel simply wants the Arabs to knuckle under
and accept its expansionist ambitionas. It is for this reason that Israel rejects
the international conference and insists on direct negotiations, because in this
way it can achieve the aims which it works for, as it did in the case of the Camp
David agreements. However, history does not repeat itself, and what happened at

Camp David will never happen again, because Camp David, with all its agreements and
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its approach to the issue, has brought nothing to the region but a continuing
threat to its peace and security. Suffice it to recall that thcse agreements
enabled Icrael to achieve more expansion and put more obstacles in the way of
Peace. It annexed Arab Jerusalem and the Arab Syrian Golans; it invaded Lebanon,
destroyed its capital, Beirut, and occupied its southern part; and it stepped up
its tepreséion of the inhabitants of the occupied Arab territories and reinforced
its gettler policies there by building more settlements. All of this strongly
refutes the claims of those that would have the world believe that Israel wants
peace. At the same time, it shows Israel to be an aggressor, a racist
settler-colonialist entity and an active force against peace and security in the
HMiddle East and the world as a whole,

Having realized this fact, the General Assembly adopted, on 10 Noveiber 1975,
its resolution determining that Zionism is a form of racism. On 5 February 1982,
after the application of Israeli laws to the Arab Syrian Golan, the General
Assembly declared that Israel's recozd and actionsg confirmed that it was not a
peace-loving Member State and that it had not carried out its obligations under
General Assembly resolution 273 (III) of 11 May 1949,

The long terrorist history of Israeli occupation of the Arab Syrian Golan, the
West Bank, the Gaza Strip and southern Lebanon calls to mind the barbaric acts of
the racist régime of Pretoria against the South African people and the people of

Ramibia and the Nazi crimes against civilians in Europe during the Second World War.
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Since it occupied the Syrian Arab Golan Heights in 1967, Israel has continued

to impose measures aimed at annexation of the territory and encouragement of its
settlement by Israelis. That is why, on 1 December 1981, Isrzel took a decision to
impose its laws, jurisdiction and administration on the Syrian Golan Heights and
Israeli identity on its Syrian Arab inhabitants. Those who refuéed to accept that
identity were harassed and treated very harshly. The Israeli occupation
authorities confiscated the lands of the Syrian Arab inhabitants and converted
those lands into military sites and settlement areas. They also took over the
natural water sources and prevented the Syrian Arab inhabitants from moving and
working freely in the territory.

The situation in the Syrian Arab Golan Heights, as in other occupied Arab
territories, is deteriorating further. Every day the Syrian Arab inhabitants face
very brutal treatment at the hands of the Israeli occupation forces. Their basic
human rights are systematically violated.

Since Israel occupied the Golan Heights in 1967, it has pursued the well-known
Israeli strategy of aggression against the inhabitants of the territory. 1Its
objective has been to Judaize the Syr ian Golan Heights, eradicate the national
identity of its inhabitants, destroy its economic infrastructure, take over its
water resources and change its social and cultural character, in violation of the
Fourth Geneva Convention and General Assembly and Security Council resolutions,
particularly Security Council resolution 497 (1981), adopted unanimously on
17 December 1981, and General Assembly resolution ES-9/1, adopted on
5 February 1982, at the ninth emergency special session, and reaffirmed at every

session of the General Assembly since then.
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It is no secret that the tragic situation in southern Lebanon is the result of
the Isragli occupation of that part of Lebanon and of Israel's use of armed
mercenaries and puppet¢s to commit acts of terrocrism and violence against the
Lebanese popuiace.

Israel rejected Secur ity Council resolution 425 (1978) and subsequent
resolutions calling for the fuli and unconditional withdrawal of its forces from
all Lebanese territory and the deployment of United Nations forces in the area to
carry out its functions.

The Israeli océupa':.ion forces have turned whole towns and villages in southern
Lebanon into quasi-concentration camps. Life there is hell. The Israeli
occupatio‘n forces carry out acts of repression, murder and destruction from air,
sea and land.

It is a mistake for anyone to believe that concessions by the Arab Pzlestinian
people can help establish peace in the Middle East. It must have become quite ‘
clear that making one set of concessions after another only serves Igrael's
settler-colonialist and expansionist designs and makes possible great gains for
Israel, especially in the direction of war and aggression. Those concessions have
not moved us one step towards peace.

Syria is aware of the nature and reality of the Arab-Israeli conflict and
therefore has always called for focusing on a national Palestinian entity, in the
face of zionist claims. Syria has always struggled for the attainment by the Arab
Palestinian people of their national rights, including the right to return,
self-determination and the establishment of their independent and sovereign State
on their national s0il, Syria has always taken a principled stand based on the

~inkage between the restoration to Syria of the Golan Heights, the restoration to
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the Arab Palestinian people of their occupied land, the guaranteeing of that
people's national rights and the liberation‘of all the other occupied Arab
territories.

Syria has constantly called on bublic opinion to support our just struggle for
Palestinian rights and to express that support by recognizing the inalienable
rights of the Arab Palestinian peopl‘e, especially their right to establish an
independent State. Such a position is in conformity with the decisions of the Arab
summit conferences and international law.

Through their heroic uprising, the Arab Palestinian people have rejected the
Israeli occupation and demonstrated their determination to regain their national
rights. Syria feels that the unification of the Palestinians on strong militant
grounds, support for the uprising by the people, and Arab resistance against
Israeli occupation are the right things ©o do if the territory is to be liberated
and the Arab Palestinian people are to regain their rights. That is why Syria has
stroncly supported the establishment of an independent Palestinian State. That is
entirely in keeping with our policy.

The road to a just peace is a one-way road that passes through an
international conference under the auspices of the United Nations and with the
participation of all the parties concerned, including the Palestine Liberation
Organization (PLO), the sole and legitimate representative of the Palestinian
people, and the permanent members of the Security Council.

In essence, peace means justices; it means returning i thts to those who have
been denied them and putting an end to aggression and occupation. That is the kind
of peace for which we struggle. The peace we desire follows the road of the

implementation of United Nations resolutions relevant to this question, including
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these pertaining to the holding of the international conference. Unless Israel
withdraws from all the occupied Arab territories, unless the question of Palestine

is solved in a way that guarantees the rights 6f the Palestinian pecple, there will

be no peace in that region. For, if there is no just peace, aggression ang

will continue, in the Syrian Arab Golan Heights, in the Arab Palestinian land and

in southern Lebanon. That resistance is the natural result of continued occupation.
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Russian): The discussion of the situation in the Middle East at this session of
the General Assembly is taking place at a time when the process of improvement in
world affairs and the widespread realization by the international community of the
need for active dialogue and for foster ing an atmosphere of trust have opened up
new prospects for promting interaction.

in its turn another extremely important aspect of the interrelatedness of the
contemporary world has come into play, namely, the correlation between regicnal
conflicts and the general state of international affairs. A noticeable departure
from old stereotypes and the logic of confrontation, a readiness for constructive
dialogue and a more prominent role for the United Nations have made i:t possible to
achieve a breakthrough in the matter of settling the situation around Afghanistan
and for there to be practical movement towards resolving the Iran-Iraq conflict.
Settlements are indeed taking shape in many other hot spots of the contemporary
world,

Unfor tunately, however, Middle East developments have proved to be among those
lagging furthest behind. The Arab-Israeli conflict continues to remain
unresolved. Israel, which is continuing to occupy the West Bank and Gaza, the
Golan Heights and southern Lebanon, is stubbornly attempting to suppress by force
the uprising of the Palestinian people in the occupied territories. The
unrestrained growth of the arms race in the Middle East is beginning to cause
Particular concern. The fact is that that area has become saturated with the most
up-to-date forms of weaponry. Apart from the grave economic consequences cf the
arms race for the peoples of the region, further militarization may well bring the
Middle East up to a new level of explosive confrontation with unforeseeable

consequences that represent a serious threat to the region and to the international

situation as a whole.
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Nevertheless, even here factors have emerged that will help to facilitate
movement towards a political settlement. On the positive side of the picture ig
the attitude taken by the Arab countries favouring a settlement by political means
through the convening of an international conference on the Middle East as well as
the constructive and realistic attitude towards this matter adopted by the
Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO).

A very important Step in this connection are the resolutions adopted at the
extraordinary session of the Palestine National Council, which was held in Algiers.

The Soviet Union has censtantly supported the Palestinian people in its desire
to enjoy its inalienable natlipnal rights, including the right to establish its own
independent State. Our peopie under stand the feelings of political zeal and
e‘nthusiésm the Palestinians angd their brother arabs are expressing in connection
with the resolutions adopted at the Algiers sgession of the Palestine National
Council. The Soviet Union, in keeping with the fundamental principle of freedom of
choice, recognized the proclamation of the Palestinian State, since it is our
understanding that to achieve a comprehensive settlement will also in fact lead to
the practical culmination of the historic significance of the process of creating
that State.

In the Soviet Union these resolutions of the Palestine National Council have
been greeted with interest and approval. As emphasized in the statement of the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Soviet Union on 18 November this year,

"Since they are imbued with a deep sense of realism and responsibility, as

evinced by the leadership of the Palestine Liberation Organization, these

regsolutions in the aggregate represent a major contribution to the process of

achieving a just political settlement in the Middle East."
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As a result we now have a situation where the parties directly involved in the
conflict have acknowledged that the way to achieve peace and peaceful coexistence
between the Arzbs and Israel is to be sought through talks based on Security
Council resolutions 242 (1567) and 338 (1973).

In his report of 28 November this year, the Secretary-General correctly states
that the Algiers session of the Palestine National Council

"has generated a new momentum in the diplomatic process and ... offers fresh

opportunities for progress towards peace which should be seized". (R/43/867,

para. 37)

It is precisely in this way that these resolutions were welcomed by an overwhelming
majority of States Members of the United Nations.

Against this background a particularly negative tone was set by the decision
of the United States State Department to refuse to issue an entry visa to the
Chairman of the Executive Committee of the Palestine Liberaticn Organization (PLOj,
Mr. Yasser Arafat, to speak before the General Assembly., In Moscow this decisicn
was regarded as both unconstructive and unlawful. It wag taken at a time when the
Palestine Liberation Organization has clearly shown itself tc be both responsible
and a necessary partner at peace talks to resclve the Arab-Israeli conflict.

We must note with some regret that in the Middle East region as well not
everyone has grasped the imperatives of our times. 1Israel is still trying to evade
any resolution of the fundamental aspects of a Middle East settlement at an
international conference, and continues adopting palliatives and depriving the
Palestinian people of an opportunity to determine their own futvre.

The process of achieving a Middle East settlement, as we have seen, is
influenced by various positive and negative factors. Nevertheless, at the present

juncture we do have a political foundation for launching the prccess for a
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for a gsettlement. The presence of such a foundation provides us even now with an
opportunity to start pPreparatory work to convene a conference and get down to
purposeful bilateral and multilateral contacts in order to discuss the fundamental
aspects of a gettlement and work out mutually acceptable agreements on concrete
ways and means of achieving it. The point of departure for this could be

consul tations among the five permanent member s of the Security Counci’, as well as

efforts by all the members of the Council.
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An international conference, as a universal tool for rezolving the
Arab-Israeli conflict, could realize the principle of a balance of interestsg by
enabling the Palestinian pecple to exercise its right of self-determination in a
fashion equal to that guaranteed the people of Israel, by returning the occupied
territories to the Arabs mn the basis of Security Council resolutions 242 (1967)
and 338 (1973), and by guaranteeing all peoples and States of the Middle East an
opportunity to live in peace and security. Participants in the conference should
incluge representatives of all the parties involved in the conflict, including the
Arab people of Palestine, whose sole legitimate representative is the Palestine
Liberation Organization (PLO), and the five permanent members of the Security
Council.

To be sure, the complexity and gravity of the Problems might require the
adoption of interim steps, but these should be considered and implemented in the

context of a conference, and as a part of a comprehensive settlement.,

The range of problems afflicting the Middle East is not confined to the
Arab-Israeli conflict itself; we cannot ignore the growing militarization, the
economic problems or the ser ious humanitarian issues. It is time to consider what
the United Nations can do to solve these problems. wWe must examine carefully the
question of preventing the proliferation of nuclear and chemical weapons in the
Middle East and creating a non-nuclear zone there.

Within the United Nations and its Security Council there is general
understanding of the urgent steps that need to be taken %o bring about a

comprehensive, just and lasting gettiement in the Middle East. As the

30 September 1988 report of the Secretary-General puts it,
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"It is necessary ... to find a political solution which will satisfy both the
legitimate political rights of the Palestinian people and the right of Israel,
like other States in the area, to live in peace within secure ang recognized

boundaries free from threats of acts of force", (A/43/691, para. 6)

The means to that end may be found in an international conference, the
convening of which, as stated in the letter dated 21 September 1988 from the
President of the Security Council addressed to the Secretary-General, "all the
members of the Security Council believe ... desirable" (para. 3)

We are convinced that we now have a unique opportunity, which it would be
unforgivable to let slip. fThe Soviet Union appeals to all countries to geize thig

opportunity and begin Preparations for an international conference on the Middle

Mr. AKSIN (Turkey): oOf all the regional disputes considered by the
Ganeral Asgsembly, the question of the Middle Rast is the most intractable., Over
the past 40 years the question of Palestine and the Arab-Israeli conflict have been
at the core of the troubles in that region, and have been the direct cause of
endless human suffering and a number of major wars.

Over the years Turkish Governmeités have been steadfast in pursuing consistent
policies in that volatile and unstable region. We have a direct and naturail
interest in the Middle East and in the fate of its peoples living adjacent to our
borders. we therefore welcome this opportunity to set out once again before the
General Assenbly our views on the Middle East question, which awaits a just and

lasting settlement.
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Since last year's debate on this item in the General Assembly we have
witnessed a number of crucial developments. The uprising in the occupied
territories, which erupted last December, continues to gain intensity. Jordan
Severed the administrative and legal ties between itself and the West Bank. The
Palestine National Council declared an independent Palestinian State at its recent
meeting in Algiers. Tt is evident that these major events, which occurred dur ing
the past few months, call for careful consideration by the international
community. At a time when there are positive signs in the global political
environment, the Middle East stands out as the only area of regional conflict where
there has yet to be any breakthrough,

In the course of the debate on the situation in the Middle Eagt last year, we
pointed out in the General Assembly that

"The post-war world has lived with the Middle East conflict since the
inception of the United Nations. A whole deneration has experienced the
frustrations of an intractable problem that intermittently leads to explosions

of viclence and constantly threatens international peace and security. Yet

the will to act to resolve the problem, which emerges after every military
conflict, quickly evaporates when the sense of crisis recedes "leading to] an
atmosphere of despondency and resignation., We believe that the explicit or
implicit abandonment of the search for a just solution only postpones a far
dreater upheaval. We cannot forget that the Middle East conflict has many
dimensions, that itg continuation not only can pravoke at any time a new
confrontation between the antagonists but also undermines the stability of an

extremely sengitive region and nurtures the ingredients of a future

catastrophe the magnitude of which we cannot even conceive®™, (pn/42/pV. 86,

pp. 39-40)
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Therefore, it came as no great surprise to us when in December last year the
situvation in the Arab territozies under Israeli occupation deteriorated drastically
and the Palestinian civilian population rose in protest against the Israeli
occupation. The uprising was confronted with extremely harsh and violent measures,

Since then we have been following with anguish and apprehension the
developments in the occupied Palestinian territor jes. The Secretary-General's
recent report (A/43/806) and the report of the Commissioner-General of the United
Nations Relief and wWorks Mgency drew our attention to the miserable conditions in
which the Palestinians 1ive and to their growing despair. 1In the reports and their
annexes we read that more than 200 Palestinians were killed and thousands injured
by the Israeli authorities during the first eight months of the uprising.

In view of the tragic loss of life and the human suffering, the Government of
Turkey has repeatedly denounced the arbitrary Israeli measures and practices that
gravely viclate the human rights of the Palestinian people living in the West Bank
and the Gaza Strip, and has calied on Israel to refrain from all acts of violence
against the civilian population. The Secretary-General’s report (A/43/559) dated
26 August 1988 contains substantive information given by Turkey on this issue in
accordance with General Assembly resolution 42/160 F.

As gtresged in Security Council resolution 605 (1987), adopted last year, and
also in the statement of the President of the Council issued on 26 August 1988, the
policies of Israel, and in particular the killing and wounding of defenceless
Palestinian civilians, are bound to have grave consequences for the endeavours to

achieve a comprehensive, just and lasting peace in the Middle East.
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The duportation of Palestinian civilians from the occupied territories by
Israel, which was the subject of Security Council resclutions 607 (1988) and
608 (1988), adopted early this year, and the shocking practice of breaking into
Palestinian homes and beating up civilians, the curfews imposed on the refugee
camps in the West Bank and Gaza Strip, the desecration of holy places, the
Prevention of the distribution of food and various other economic and political
measures mentioned in United Nations documents cannot be tolerated, whatever the
pretext. Thege are arbitrary measures of desperation, and they constitute a
violation of the Geneva Convention relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons
in Time of War. It is evident that such measures have contributed to the
escalation of tension in the occupied territories. We have reminded the Israeli
authorities of thig fact.

My Government has stated on various occasions that it seeg a close link
between the sufferings of the Palestinians and the political settlement of the
Middle East problem. 1In this connection, it is ugeful to tecall the
Secretary-General's report, S/19443, submitted to the Security Council. 1In
studying the report, one cannot but agree with the views expressed to United
Nations officials by the Palestinians living in the West Bank and Gaza Strip who
have rejected the Israeli occupation and insisted that the plight of the
Palestinians iz a political problem requiring a political solution. Priority, they
have said, has to be given to the negotiation of such a settlement, and measures to
alleviate the suffering of the civilian population should not be allowed to become
2 substitute for an urgent solution of the under lying political problens,

The political nature of the Middle East question is also stressed in
paragraph 9 of the Secretary-General's report A/43/806, dated 21 November 1988, Asg
underlined in paragraphs 32 and 34 of the Secretary-General's most recent report,

A/43/867, dated 28 November 1988, the intifadah is a direct result of the stalemate
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in the search for a peaceful settlement of the Arab-Israeli conflict., It shoqld be
viewed not only in the context of Palestinians and Israelis, but as a broader
political dispute with many complex and interrelated aspects.

The proclamation of an independent Palestinian State by the Palestine National
Council, meeting in Algiers last month, constitutes a historic milestone in the
efforts to find a just and lasting solution to the Middle East question.

It has been the conviction of Turkey that a lasting and equitable solution in
the region depends on the withdrawal of Israel from the Arab territories it has
occupied since 1967, recognition of the rights to self-determination of
Palestinians and recognition of the right of all States in the region, including
Israel, to live within secure and internationally recognized boundaries. 1In
keeping with its consistent policy regarding the Middle East, my Government has
welcomed the dacisions taken by the Palestine National Council as realistic and
congtructive steps towards achieving peace in this critical region, and, with this
understanding, it has recognized the newly established State of Palestine. This
decision of the Government has been fully endorsed by all the Turkish political
parties.

The lack of a proper negotiating process has been one of the major impediments
to addressing the substantive questions of the Middle East in a meaningful manner.
A lasting political settlement in the region can emerge only from comprehensive
negotiations between all the parties concerned., The current uprising has
highlighted once again the urgent need to devise an effective negotiating process
so that the parties concerned can overcome their deep-rooted suspicions.

In this connection, the endorsement of an international peace conference on
the Middle East at the highest level by the Arab countries in the Amman Summit last

year was an important development. We witnessed the same positive approach at the

Extraordinary Arab Summit Conference held at Algiers in June this year. Most
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recently, the realism which prevailed at the Palestine Natiocnal Council meeting
held in Algiers was yet another encouraging development for the peace process.
In this respect, we should like to underline the views expressed by the
Secretary-General in his report on this item. He rightly points out:
"The recent session of the Palestine National Council has generated a new
momentum in the diplomatic process and ... it offers fresh opportunities for

progress towards peace which should be seized.” (A/43/867, para. 37)

It is evident that the Declaration adopted by the Palestine National Council
contains constructive elements which deserve thoughtful responses. The moderate
tone of the Declaration is most encouraging. We hope and believe that the
decisions taken in Algiers will contribute to the achievement of peace in the
Middle East, where all States will be able to live side by side in secure and
internationally recognized borders. It is our earnest desire that these
constructive steps taken by the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) will be
assessed positively by all the interested parties and will be reciprocated in the
same spirit, so that the peace process may go ahead.

With this understanding, we should have preferred to see Mr. Arafat, the
Chairman of the Executive Committee of the PLO address the General Assembly in this
Hall and participate in the debate on the Palestine question. It is our view that
it would have been more appropriate if the granting of a visa to Mr. Arafat had
been handled in conformity with the Headquarters Agreement rather than with
political considerations in mind. The positive attitude displayed by the Palestine

National Council at its last meeting must be encouraged if we are to further the

Middle East peace process.*

S —— ——

*Mr. Essy (Cote d'Ivoire), Vice-President, took the Chair.
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I should like to conclude my statement by referring briefly to the situation
in Lebanon and the Iran-Iraq peace talks. As regards Lebanon, we have been closely
~ following the tragic developments in that couhtry for the past 13 years. We attach
great importance to the maintenance of Lebanon's territorial integrity,
independence and sovereignty. The solution to the problems facing the country
should be found by the ILebanese themselves,

The cease-fire announced between Iran and Iraq last August came as a great
relief, not only to the countries in the Middle East but also to the world at
large. we fu'ly support the untiring efforts of the Secretary-General for the
implementation of Security Council resolution 598 (1987) to restore peace between
Iran and Traq, countries with which we have friendly relations. Turkey attaches
importance to the creation of an environment of mutual trust and confidence among
the countries in the region so that the occurrence of similar conflicts can be
prevented. 1In line with this, my Government has taken the initiative in taking
Practical steps to secure this aim.

Mr . ENDREFFY (Hungary): This yYear has in general been a good one as

regards regional crises and hot-beds of tensions with the active involvement of the
United Nations, of our Secretary-General, most of them seem to be on the way to a
solution,

In striking contrast to this favourable picture, the situation in the Middle
East remains a cause of serious concern. The problem at the core of the
Arab-IXsraeli conflict, the question of Palestine, remains unsolved; the Israeli
occupation of Palestinian and other Arab territories continues. The pur por ted
annexation of East Jerusalem and 2:f the Syrian Golan and the continued violation of
Lebanon's tarritorial integrity are a constant source of tension, necessitating the
continuous stationing of large-scale United Nations peace-keeping forces - the

United Nations Disengagement Observer Force (UNDOF) and the United Mations Interim
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Force in Lebanon (UNIFIL) - in the area, While we express our appreciation to the
soldiers serving the cause of peace, I should also like to express our support for
these peace-keeping activities.

Turning our attention now to the questioﬂ of the occupied Palestinian
territories, we have to state that the situation there has dramatically worsened,
The unwillingness of the Palestinian people to live under occupation found a new,
powerful form of expression in the intifadah. This unarmed resistance brought upon

the Palestinian population especially harsh and cruel forms of Israeli repression.
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The General Assembly, in resolution 43/21, adopted on 3 November 1288, rightly
condemned Israel's persistent policies and Practices violating the human rights of
the Palestinian people and, in Particular, such acts as the firing by the Israeli
army and settlers that resulted in the killing and wounding of defenceless
Palestinian civiliang, the beating and breaking of bones, the deportations, the
demolition of houses, and collective punishments. fThesge Israeli policies and
Practices constitute serious violations of international law and can only aggravate
the tension already Prevailing in the area.

This situation is unacceptable and cries out for a speedy solution, the
conditions of which have long been recognized by the international community.
First, Israel must withdraw from the territories occupied since 19673 secondly, the
inalienable rights of the Palestinian people, including their right to
self~determination, should be recognized; and, thirdly, the svovereignty,
territorial integrity and political independence of all States in the region,
including Israel, should be respected.

It is our conviction that the best way to reach a comprehensive, just and
lasting solution of the Middle East situation would be by the convening of an
international conference under the auspices of the United Nations, with the
participation of all the parties to the conflict, including the Palestine
Liberation Organization (PLO), the sole, legitimate representative of the
Palestinian people, as well as the five permanent members of the Security Council.

The recent session of the Palestine National Council in Algiers has offered
fresh opportunities for progress towards Peace in general and for the convening of
the international conference in particular. The reaffirmation of the determination
of the PLO to reach a comprehensive political settlement, the acceptance by the

Palestine National Counecil of Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and
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338 (1978), with all that that implies, and its repeated rejection of terrorism in
all its forms have been widely welcomed and supported.

We appeal to all parties concerned to seize this opportunity, contribute to
overcoming the stalemate and engage in a peace process that takes into account the
concerns and satisfies the security interests of all the parties.

Mr. ZACHMANN (German Democratic Republic): Yet again the problems of the

Middle East region are on the agenda of the General Assembly. What has already
become apparent in the general debate, during consideration of agenda items
concerning Israeli practices and the United Nations Relief and Works Agency for
Palestine Refugees in the Near East (UNRWA) , and, not least, in the discussion on
matters of international security is the sheer number of the different questions,
ideas, proposals ~ and also contradictions - that relate to.this set of problems,
and, more significantly, the gravity of the concern felt by the ma;]ority of States
iﬁ the face of the threats emanating from the Middle East conflict. That is also
confirmed in the report submitted by the Secretary~-General on the situation in the
Middle East,

Although r.o solution has yet been found for that tormented region, one can
rightly say that an impact has been made by the decade-long efforts exerted by
various States and international organizations, notably the United Nationg, as well
as by the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries, the Arab League, the Organization of
the Islamic Conference and socialist countries. The analysis of the Middle East
conflict in all its aspects has led to a deeper understanding of the problems
involved and to a growing awareness of the n§e§ for a political solution. The call
for a comprehensive, just and lasting settlement of the conflict raised time and

again during all those years and decades has not remained unheeded.
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Negotiations, a matter-of-fact dialogue conducted by equals - that is, a
common endeavour towards a collectively assured future for all States and peoples
in the region - should be points of departure in seeking a settlement of the Middle
East conflict, with the question of Palestine at its core.

The call for an international Middle East conference under the auspices of the
United Nations is therefore more topical than ever before. In the aforementioned
report, the Secretary-General states:

"It is true that all the member s of the Security Council believe that it is

desirable to convene an international conference and it is at least possible

to identify in the replies of the parties agreement that there should be an
international framework for the negotiation of a just and lasting settlement.

But the familiar and deep differences remain about the nature of that

framework, about its Powers, about the basis on which it would be convened and

about who should take part in it." (A/43/691, para. 5)

Peace, security and stability are pPressing needs for the Middle East. They
are the prerequisites for enabling a region that hag done 30 much to develop human
civilization and culture and is of such importance economically to break the
vicious circle of war and absence of war and make an effective contribution to the
advancement of humanity and the solution of major global problems. The potential
for that does indeed exist and could well be used for the benefit of the region and
the world at large.

Responsibility for the continued existence of the Middle East conflict, with
the unresolved question of Palestine at its core, lies with those who keep placing
their stakes on violence ana terror, in disregard of international law and the

decisions adopted by this forum, Wwhat can generally be said about the destiny of
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man in the conditions of the nuclear and space age, namely, that we can only perish
or survive together, is particularly true of the Middle East: either we face up to
the problems jointly and resolve them in the interest of all, or we put humanity’s
very existence at risk.

The German Democratic Republic noted with satisfaction the call for common
action on behalf of peace in the Middle East made at the summit meeting of Arab
States last June. My country has also welcomed the decisions taken by the
Palestine National Council at its most recent session - decisions that give a fresh
impetus to the search for a comprehengive and just settlement of the Middle East
conflict - and it has recognized under international law the Palestinian State
established in conformity with the Unitegd Nations Charter.

In a message of greetings conveyed on the occasion of the International Day of
Solidarity with the Palestinian people, Erich Honecker, General Secretary of the
Central Committee of the Socialist Unity Party of Germany and Chairman of the

German Democratic Republic Council of State, said:
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"In view of the aggravated situation in the occupied Palestinian
territories it becomes ever more obvious that withcut the recognition and
implementation of the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people, including
the right to the establishment of an independent State, no solution can be
found which will take into account the interests of all States and peoples in
the region. 1In the view of the German Demccratic Resublic, an international
conference under the auspices of the United Nations will be the proper way to
achieve this objective.*

No State shouid remain indifferent to what is happening in the Middle East,
still less a State such as the German Democratic Republic, whose exlistence was
virtually founded on the ruins and lessons of a bitter world war. It is therefore
easy to understand why we side with those who are work ing towards a comprehens ive,
just and lasting peace in the Middle East. My country's position has been set
for th repeatedly here in the United Nations and has been reflected in its bilateral
and multilateral activities. It is based on the realization that any conflict, in
whatever region and between whatever States or peoples it arises, must be resolved
by exclusively peaceful means and in conformity with the generally recognized norms
of international law and in conformity with the purposes and principles set forth
in the United Nations Charter. There is no alternative to that and it is indeed
the only way in which to contribute to the strengthening of international peace anqd
Security.

On this premise, the German Democratic Repuk lic has approved and supporzted the
call for convening the International Peace Conference on the Middle East under the
auspices of the United Nations and with the participation of all interested
parties, including the Palestine Liberation Organization, Israel and the five

Permanent members of the Security Council, just as it has supported the many
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resolutions adopted by the General Assembly on this subject and the principles set

forth in them in regard to a settlement. It has also supported the call for the
implementation of the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people, for the
immediate and unconditional withdrawal of Israel from the Palestinian territory it
has occupied gsince 1967, and for guaranteed rights to independence and secure
borders for all States in the region.

It would really be timely for the United Nations Security Council, and in
particular its five permanent members, to take practical steps in preparation for
the Middle East .Conference. As it is easy to foresee how compl icated and
time-consuming the process of preparing and implementing an appropriate negotiating
mechanism will be, any further delay should be avoided at all costs.

When it adopted resolutior 598 (1987) with a view to settling the conflict
between Iran and Iraq, the Security Ccuncil proved that it was capable of united
and coherent action. If the same degree of commitment was applied to the solution
of the conflict in the Middle East, this would certainly serve to enhance the
authority of the Council and that of the United Nations as a whole.

More than ever before, the States and peoples expect positive moves to result
from this General Assembly session as far as the Middle East is concerned. The
General Assembly is called upon to take decisions that will help bring us closer to
the solution of one of the most complex and protracted conflicts of our time. The
more nearly unanimous the vote of States will be, the better are the prospects of
success. It would no doubt be most effective if the Security Council adopted a
decision that would facilitate at least preparatory steps for the convening of the
International Peace Conference on the Middle East. We are in favour of encouraging
the Secretary-General of the United Na(_tions to continue the efforts envisaged in

his report.
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The United Nations may rest assured that the German Democratic Republic will
continuve, to the best of its ability, to seek to make a contribution towards
Progress on the path to a political settlement of the conflict in the Middle East.

Mr. BAGBENT ADEITO NZ ENGEYA (Zaire) (interpretation from French): More

than ever before the situation in the Middle East has brought the attention of the

international community, in Particular that of the United Nations, into focus at a

27 September 1988, as stated in the report of the Committee on the Exercise of the
Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People (A/43/35).
That report also states that 126 more died as a result of blows they had

sustained, the inhalation of tear gas and other causes related to the action of the

Israeli armed forces and settlers,

organizations that>had visited the region. According to those reports, medical
personnel was refused access to the camps and villages, which had been closed down

by the military; hospi tals had been attacked, equipment destroyed, patients beaten
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and arrested, and members of the medical staff brutally attacked. The health
sltuation in the occupied territories has become disastrous and is of concern
according to the Special Committee of Evperts of the World Health Organization.
' bThe Committee notes elsewhere in its report that the Israeli authorities
pPlaced an estimated 5,500 Palestinians in preventive detention without charges or
trial. Mention was also made of several cases of expulsion, in violation of
Security Council resolutions and of provisions of the Fourth Geneva Convention.
Not to dwell further on these facts, I will merely say that the situation in
the occupied Palestinian territories has deteriorated greatly as a result of the
repressive policy and practices of Israel, the occupying Power, in response to the
Palestinian uprising, the intifadah, which began in December 1987 against Israeli

occupation.
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Iﬁ abstaining on draft resolution A/43/L.21 on the uprising of the Palestinian
people, adopted by the General Assembly at its 45th plenary meeting on
3 November 1988, zaire wished to make the two parties in question understand that
it was in their interests to enter into a dialogue to resolve the differences
between them instead of engaging in armed attacks.

It should be added that despite repeated appeals, the Security Council has
failed to follow up the recommendationsg proposed to it that it adopt a constructive
pesition, opening up possibilities for reaching a comprehensive, just and lasting
settlement of the Israeli-Arab conflict in the Middle East, at the core of which is
the question of Palestine, My delegation will return tc this question in Geneva in
order to highlight the shortcomings we have observed in the report of the Security
Council in document A/43/2 of 9 November 1988.

Nevertheless, we wish to dwell on the other aspect of the Middle East conflict
which has exacerbated an already tense situation. I am referring to the
deterioration of the situation in southern Lebanon as a result of repeated attacks
by Israel and all other measures and pPractices directed against the civilian
population there.

If there is one State which has suffered the consequences of the Middle Easgt
war to the point of jeopardizing its independence, its territor ial integrity and
its freedom, that State is Lebanon. less than 12 years ago, that country was a
true oasis of peace, especially the tourist city of Beirut and its surroundings
which were well known by holiday makers from all over the worild. Unfortunately, it
has now become a country torn apart and threatened, where security, public order
and unity are no longer guaranteed, It has become a battlefield and an arena of

confrontation for all parties,
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During the period from 16 June 1987 to 15 June 1988, the Security Council met
many times to consider the complaints brought by the representative of Lebanon, the
special reports of the Secretary-General and the letters of the Chairman of the
Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People.

The Security Council has also had before it draft resolution 8/19434 (1988},
which calls on Israel to put an end to all territorial encroachment, road-building
and closings of the borders, as well as any attempts to occupy Lebanese territory,
modify its status or impede the return of the effective authority of the ILebanese
Government in sovereign Lebanese territory.

The United MNations, which has military staff and peace-keeping forces in that
area in keeping with Security Council resolution 338 (1973), has been asked to
ensuré strict respect for the sovereignty of Lebanon, its independence, its unity
and its territorial integrity within its internationally recognized borders.

The time has come, under Security Council resolutions 425 (1978), 426 (1978)
and 509 (1982), to demand that Israel unconditionally and immediately withdraw all
of its military forces to the internationally recognized borders.

At the outcome of the 2,815th meeting of the Security Council on 31 May last,
and after the adoption of resolution 613 (1988) calling on the interested parties
inmediately to implement Security Council resolution 338 (1973) , and renewing the
mandate of the United Nations Disengagement Observer Force, the President of the
Council made the following statement:

"As is known, the report of the Secretary-General on the United Nations

Disengagement Observer Force (S/19895) states, in paragraph 24: 'Despite the

present quiet in the Israel-Syria sector, the situation in the Middle East as

a whole continues to be potentially dangerous and is likely to remain so,
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unless and until a comprehensive settlement covering all aspects of the Middle

East problem can be reached.' That statement of the Secretary-General

reflects the view of the Security Council.” (S/19912)

As can be seen, the concern of the Secretary-General is thus shared by all the
members of the Security Council and should be shared by all delegations, given the
many armed confrontations which have taken a toll of human life and property and
which are kindled by impassicned feel ings, misunderstanding and lack of dialoque.

The very concept of peaceful coexistence in the context of 2 lasting peace,
which should progressively be taking hold in the States of the region on account of
the effor 3 of the United Nations, is practically non~-existent.

In our view, peace in the Middle Eagt presupposes the following: respect for
law, that is to say respect for the principles of international law governing
friendly relations and co-operation among States; recognition of the sovereignty of
all States; respect for the territorial integrity and political independence of all
States of the region, and the right to live in peace within secure and recognized
boundar ies; inadmissibility of the acquisition of territory by force or through
war; and the guarantee of a just settlement of the problem of refugees.

Considering those principles, it is therefore up to the United Nations and the
Security Council in particular to ensure that law and justice prevail in the Middle
East, replacing the spirit of war, confrontatior. and hatred by that of concertation
and constructive dialogue.

The standard-setting work of our Organization is part of our legacy of
international law. It would therefore be fitting for it to succeed in giving the
Palestinians a Palestinian-Arab State, as it was able to establish a State for the

Jews.,
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Of course, the basis for the settlement of that conflict is Security Council
resolution 242 (1967), which calls for the withdrawal of all Israeli armed forces
from the occupied territories and respect for, and acknowledgement of, the
sovereignty, territorial integrity and political independence of every State in the
area, and their right to live in peace within secure and recognized boundaries free
from threats or acts of force.

The State of Israel is a fact. 1t was created by the United Nations in 1949
by resolution 181 (II), and on 11 May 1949 it was admitted to membership of this
Organization. The time has come for the United Nations to refer back to the same
resclution and establish a Palestinian Arab State.

The many peace plans, which have been Prepared by the Arab States at the
Twelfth Arab Summit Conference held in Fez in September 1982, by the President of
the United States on 1 September 1962, and by the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics on 15 September 1982 and 29 July 1984, should be updated to tage account
of new developments, namely, the declaration by King Hussein of Jordan on
31 July 1988 at Amman on the administration of the West Bank and the Gaza Strip and
the historic proclamation of the stat. of Palestine by the Palestine National
Council in Algiers on 17 November 1988.

Furthermore, all the elements of a comprehensive, just and lasting settlement
of the question of the Middle East are to be found in the many resolutions of the
Organization. Indeed, if taken together, and with all the peace plans known to
this date, those resolutions without question provide our Organization with a
consistent and well-integrated basis for ending the conflict which it inherited

from the League of Nat’-ns.
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Since 1947 war has failed to provide the parties to the conflict with a

Settlement. No other strategy based on force, or,

for that matter, the denial of a
visa to the leader of the Palestine Liberation Organization will lead to a solution
of Che thorny problem of the Middle East.
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The Republic of Zaire, which has diplomatic relations with the two main
parties to the Middle East conflict, cannet but encourage the emergence of a
climate of co-operation and friendship in the'region so that lasting peace and .
Security may prevail.

It is in that context that we welcome the statemént made in Amman on
31 July 1988 by King Hussein on the status of the West Bank and the Gaza Strip, and
in Algiers on 17 November 1988 on the proclamation of the State of Palestine, which
offer our Organization a unique opportunity tc play a role in the convening of an
international peace conference on the Middle Fast, bringing together all parties to
the conflict, and with the Participation of the permanent members of the Sscurity
Council, leading to a definitive and comprehensive settlement of the Middle East
conflict.

Mr. SUTRESNA (Indonesia): Despite the new climate of conciliation and
mitual accommcdation that appears to be taking hold throughout the world, the
situation in the Middle East continues to reflect a dangerous escalation of an
already extremely volatile situation. Indeed, the crisis that has gripped the
Middle East for over four decades is the result of Israel's unrelenting pursuit of
a policy of aggression and expansion against its neighbours and strategic
domination over the region as a whole. 1Israel has time and again brought the world
to the brink of conflagration through its reliance on force, including the
violation of the territorial integrity and sovereignty of States near and far, the
illegal occupation and annexation of Palestinian and Arab lands, and the denial to
the Palestinijan people of their legitimate rights and aspirations, which is and
always has been at the core of the conflict,

It is a truism that the region has undergone a drastic deter ioration over the

course of the past year, owing to Israel's resort to wanton brutality and violence
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unleashed against the Palestinian people’s revolt in the territories occupied since
1967, including Jerusalem. Yet, despite the indescribable repression, the valiant
Palestinians have conclusively demonstrated that there is nothing episodic to the
intifadah - their sustained popular upr ising - which has now gone on for a year,
and that there can be no return to the status quo of the previous two decades. For
through their heroic resistance, the Palestinians have shattered Israel's delusions
that it can any longer bludgeon them into submission by force of arms. This
undeniable reality has now permeated the consciousness of the international
community as a whole, which today is united as never before on the urgent need for
Progress on the diplomatic front.

This determination has been spurred by the bold new initiative launched by the
meeting of the Palestine National Council (PNC), held at Algiers last month, which
proclaimed an independent Palestinian State. Thus the Palestinian people
themselves have taken the historic decision to exercise their right to
self-determination, political independence and sovereignty over their territory.
Significantly they have done 80 by also committing themselves in the proclamation
to the Purposes and principles of the Charter of the United Nations, while at the
same time accepting al}. relevant United Nations resolutions on the question of
Palestine.

It is a matter of deep satisfaction to my delegation that the international
community has overvhelmingly welcomed these momentous decisions, thereby
demonsttating its firm support for Palestinian independence. 1In this regard as
well, I should like to quote in part from the statement issued on 16 November by
the Department of Foreign Affairs of Indonesia according recognition to the
Palestinian State:

"The decision of the Government of the Republic of Indonesia recognizing

the independent Palestinian State is fully in line with Indonezia's consistent
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support for the struggle of the Palestinian people to achieve their

inalienable right to self-determination and to sovereign and independent

statehood in Palestine,

"This support of the Indonesian Government is in accordance with the
noble ideals enshrined in the Preamble of the 1945 Constitution of the
Republic of Indonesia, which states that independence is the right of every
nation and therefore colonialism must be abolished in the world.

"The Government and pPeople of the Republic of Indonesia are convinced
that this development will make a concrete contribution to the achievement of
peace in the region of West Asia and in the world as a whole", (A/43/823,
annex; p. 2)

Indonesia, within its means and abilities, will continue to render all
possible assistance to the Palestinian people's struggle, under the leadership ¢ .
the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO), their sole, legitimate representative:,
and to all efforts by the international community in the realization of their
legitimate aspirations. mwy Government's unyielding support for the PLO, is further
reflected in the decision of the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Indonesia to
attend the meeting of the General Assembly on the "Question of Palestine" to take
Place in Geneva later thig month, In this regard, my delegation believes that the
unjustifiable decision by the United States Administration to deny
Mr. Yasser Arafat, Chairman of the PLO, a visa to attend the Assembly at United
Nations Headquarters in New York, in violation of its treaty obligations under the
Headquarters Agreement, should not divert our attention from the need to build upon
the new prospects for a political settlement generated by the Algiers meeting of

the INC, To this end, the Indonesian delegation will at the Geneva meeting

elaborate its firm position on the need for increased political and diplomatic
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the same political will and constructive spirit of the PNC by recognizing the right
of the Palestinian pPecple to their own independent ang sovereign State, At this
juncture, therefore, my delegation would like only to emphasize that both the
intifadah, which has become the dominating factor in the Middle East, and the

- Proclamation of the independent Palestinian State have irreversibly transformed the
political dimension of the conflict. 1In these changed circumstances, the onus of
reponegibility for any further deterioration of the situation will fall squarely on
Israel, whose policies and actions have always been the root cause of the

exacerbated tensgionsg and conflicts in the region,

the acute crisis in the occupied Palestinian territory, we should not lnse sight of
the other aspects of the situation in the Middle East.

As the events of the past year show, Israel's aggressive and expansionist
designs on the region are furtner manifest in its illegal occupation of sovereign
Lebanese territory, in utter defiance of numerous resolutions of the General
Asgsembly and the Security Council, which demand its unconditional withdrawal to
internationally recognized boundaries, It is imperative that Israel be compelled
to cease its repeated military strikes against Lebanese territory, and all other
measures and practices designed to make life unbearable for the Lebanese citizens
and Palestinian refugees with a view to forcing them out of the area along the
so~called Secur ity zone in southern Lebanon. 1In this regard, it is to be recalled
that the Sgcutity Council met in January and May this year to address these
Folicies, with the latter meeting devoted to the large-scale invasion of southern

Lebanon by Isgraeli forcea. On both those occasions draft resolutions could not be
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adopted owing to the negative vote of one permanent member. My delegation deeply
regrets that the veto prevented the Council from discharging its duty, especially
as thisg cannot but put at greater risk the already dangerous situation facing the
United Nations Interim Force in Lebanon (UNIFIL). 1Indeed, it is unconscionable to
mandate UNIFIL to undertake the task of assisting the Lebanese Government in
re-establishing its effective authority in the area and then to thwart all efforts
to have the Security Council adopt measures that are Fundamental to securing that
objective. It is essential that the authority of the Lebanese Government be upheld

and UNIFIL enabled to fulfil its mission.
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Israel's occupation and annexationist policies are further confirmed by the
fact that it has continued to pursue unabated the infamous'settlements policy in
the West Bank and Gaza. Moreover, the further colonization and Judaization of
Jerusalem and the Syrian Arab Golan, which Israel annexed illegally, has rendered
the resolution of the conflict immeasurably more difficult. Israel has thus
rendered any hope for the initiation of meaningful negotiations exceedingly
remote,

Yet the stakes are so high, and the imminent threat to international peace and
security so gteat‘that Indonesia has always been acutely aware of the need for ali
Of us to persevere on the only sensible path towards a peaceful and comprehensive
settlewent, which is through a process of negotiation involving the international
machinery that we have collectively created and designed for this very purpose -
the United Nations.

In this regard the international community established, at the 1983
International Conference on the Question of Palestine, clear and concrete terms of
reference for such negotiations. These are: the attainment by the Palestinian
people of its legitimate, inalienable rights, including the right to return, the
right to self-determination and the right to establish its own independent State in
Palestine; recognition of the right of the PLO to participate.on an equal footing
with other parties in aill efforts to settle the Middle East conflict; recognition
of the need to secure Israeli withdrawal from the territories occupied since 1967,
including Jerusalem; rejection of de facto situations created by Israel, such as
its settlements policy in the occupied territories and its policy designed to alter
the character and status of Jerusalem; recognition of the tight‘of all States in
the region to existence within gecure and internationally recognized boundaries;

and the convening of an international conference on peace in the Middle East under
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the auspicies of the United Nations. all subsequent sessions of the General
Assembly have affirmed by overwhelming majorities these reasoned and balanced
provisions.

The International Peace Conference on the Middle East represents the cnly
viable means of bringing peace and Justice to the region, and immediate progress
should be‘ made on convening it, for the intifadah is the direct result of the
stalemate that has persisted for so many tragic years, and it cannot be divorced
from the broader Arab-Israeli conflict. Fur thermore, my delegation fully concurs
with the following observation of the Secretary-General in his report on the
situation in the Middle Easts

"The recent session of the Palestine National Council in Algiers hag
generated a new momentum in the diplomatic process and I believe it offers
fresh opportunities for progress towards peace which should be seized. Every
gesture towards peace should be nurtured if we are to overcome the mistrust

that is so deeply felt on all sides." (A/43/867, para. 37)

Thus have the Palestinians responded positively in the interests of peace by
advancing new and bolgd political initiatives. It is therefore imperative that
Israel 'finally realize that the gituation brooks no further delay. The
Oxga'aization, eSpecially the Security Council, must not shirk its responsibility;
it must move forward decisively in a concerted effort to remove all the obstacles
in the way of the commenionment of genuine negotiations leading to a compr ehensive,
just and peaceful gettlement in the Middle East.

Mr. KAGAMI (Japan)s Since ancient times the Middle East has been one of

the centres of worig civilization. 1n addition to its rich cultural heritage, it

is blessed with natural resources which make the region a focus of global economic

activity. we believe, therefore, that it has a unique capacity to play a
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stabilizing role in the world. Is it not all the more unfortunate, then, that when
we consider the Middle East today it is the region's profound and seemingly
intractable problems that demand our attention?

I feel compelled to begin my statement on this item by addressing the question
of Palestine briefly, although my delegation intends to speak at length on this
agenda item next week in the debate which, owing to an unfor tunate chain of
developments, will be held in Geneva,

To say that the Palestinian question is the core of the Middle East peace
problem has become something of a cliché. What must also be understood, however,
is the core of the Palestinian question, which in our view is the issue of
Israeli-Palestinian coexistence on the basis of Israel's right to exist and the
Palestinian people's ri.g_l';t to self-determination, including the right to establish
an independent State, Any approach that ignores the real nature of the question is
an exercise in futility. fThe uprising of the Palestinians in the occupied
territories throughout the past year indicates Clearly the need to take a closer
look at this central issue.

It was from thig peint of view that Japan fol:l;:wed with great interest the
.events leading up to the convening of the nineteenth session of the Palestine
National Cbuncil in Algiers last month and the debate held there. The outcome of
that meeting is an important landmark that merits our serious congsideration.

The Government of Japan has long maintained the position that in order to
achieve a just, lasting and comprehensive solution of the Middle East peace problem
Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973) must be fully and promptly
implemented, and the Palestinian people's right to self-determination, including
the right to establish an independent State, and Israel's right to exist should be

recognized and respected.
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Moreover, in the belief that these aims should be achieved through
negotiation, the Government of Japan has been appealing to the parties concerned to
convene an international conference at an early date. The Government of Japan
therefore welcomed as an impor tant step forward the Palestine National Council's
Statement that such an international conference should be held or. the basis of
those Security Council resolutions, among others. The Government of Japan also
considers that the declsration of an independent State by the Palestine National
Council is of great significance as an expression of Palestinians' long-cher ished
national desire.

Further, my Government noted with great interest the reference in the
statement tc the rejecticn of terrorism, as this will contribute to the creation of
a suitable environment for starting pcace negotiations. We fully share the view
expressed by Secretary-General Perez de Cuellar that, as a result of the Palestine
National Council declaration, fresh opportunities now exist for progress towards
peace, and that all concerned should seize the opportunity to make a new and
determined effort tc achieve a Just and lasting solution of the conflict in the
Middle East.

Particularly in theae new circumstances, we believe that it would have been
extremely useful for the Chairman of the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO),
Mr. Yasser Arafat, to address the General Aszembly here: in New York and, if

pessible, to exchange views with various parties cor.cerned.
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The Government of Japan is of the view that it is regrettable that such an
important opportunity was missed, but hopes that, despite all the difficulties,
every effort will be made to take full advantage of the new situation resulting
from Mr. Arafat's initiative.

Another aspect of the situation in the Middle Eust about which the Government
of Japan isg deeply concerned is the unrest in Lebanon. Lebaﬁon's sovereignty,
independence and territorial integrity are all at stake now. The apparent impasse
in the preparations for the presidential election mist be overcome as a first step
towards national reconciliation, which is long overdue. 1In that regard, the
Covernment of Japan takes note of the ongoing efforts the Lebanese people
themselves are mak ing and wishes them success in realizing their important
objective.

The volatile situation in Southern Lebanon continues to pe a source of
particular concern. It is therefore imperative that we pursue more vigorously
implementation of Sscurity Council resolution 425 (1978), which calls for the
withdrawal of Israeli troops from Iebanese territory, the restoration of
international peace and security and the re-establishment of the Lebanese
Government 's effective authority in the ares.

I wish to take thig opportunity to express my Government's profound gratitude
to all United Nations Peace-keeping operations in the Middle East for the
indispensable role they are playing in ensuring a degree of stability in the
region. The awarding of the Nobel Peace Prize is clear testimony of the high
regard which the international cormunity has for the United Nations peace-keeping
operations,

Japan pays particular tribute to the' soldiers of the United Nations Interim
Porce in Lebanon (UNIFIL) who often face: great personal danger in carrying out

their responsibilities. We were reminded of that fact again this year as we
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learned the tragic news that several gsoldiers had lost their lives and that scores
had been injured.

I must also mention the ordeal of Lieutenant~Colonel William Richard Higging,
a United States officer serving as Chief of the Military Observers of the United
Nations Truce Supervision Organization in Palestine assigned to assist UNIFIL, who
was kidnapped in February this year and has not yet been released. I join the
chorus of voices appealing for his immediate release.

In that connection, I wish to touch upon terrorist acts in the region. During
the past year, we have again witnessed a series of terrorist incidents, including
the taking of hostages, among whom, as I have mentioned, are United Nations
personnel. The Government of Japan condemns those or iminal and cowardly acts
against innocent people and calls upon all parties concerned to do their utmost to
Prevent them. We demand that all the hostages in Lebanon be released unharmed and
without delay.

Japan believes it to be the fundamental obligation of Member States to work
towards the elimination of terrorism. At the same time, we must unite to rectify
the conditions that incite terrorist activities,

The cease-fire between Iran and Iraq achieved last summer after eight years of
killing and destruction demonstrates that the United Nations can play a
constructive role in the realization of peace in the Middle East. On behalf of the
Government of Japan, I wish to reiterate my appreciation for Secretary-General
Perez de Cuellar's tireless efforts that resulted in that achievement.

We are all aware, however, of the precarious nature of the present
cease-fire. The need to secure the implementation of Security Council
resolution 598 (1987) in its entirety cannot be overemphasized. There will be no
just, lasting and comprehensive peace between the two countries until that

resolution is fully implemented and strictly observed. The Secretary-General's
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ongoing efforts towards that end deserve our active support. While pledging its
assistance in every possible way, the Government of Japan appeals once again to
both countries to extend to him their full co-operation.

In conclusion I wish to express my sincere hope that the Secretary~General's
efforts on the Iran-Iraq conflict will be met with success, for I cannot help but
believe that this would in turn lead to significant progress in efforts to solve
other problems in the region and, finally, to the restoration of peace throughout
the Migdle East.

Mr .  HOHENFELINER (Pustria): when we considered the agenda item "The

situation in the Middle East” last Year, we stated that the region, a cradle of
civilization, was once again a hotbed of tension that continued to endanger
international peace and security. while the basic situation has not changed in the
course of the last 12 months, important events have none the less taken place that
highlight the urgency of finding a just and lasting political solution to the
complex problem of the Middle East.

December 1987 gaw the start of the intifadah, the uprising of the Palestinian
population in the West Bank and Gaza Strip. The intifadah has shown that even
20 years of occupation cannot destroy the aspiracions of a people. 1In the summer
of 1988, Jordan severed its legal and administrative ties with the West Bank., On
15 Novenmber 1988, the Palestine National Congress (PNC) in Algiers proclaimed the
creation of a Palestinian State. Forty years after the creation of the Jewish
State provided for in General Assembly resolution 181 (II), the Palestinian people
has finally taken its fate into its own hands by proclaiming the Palestinian State
in the aforementioned territories presently occupied by Israel ag a result of the

1967 war.
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Austria considers the Algiers Political Commun igué and Declaration of
Independence ~ which must also be seen in the light of the now one-year-old
intifadah - as a positive step in the search for a solution to the ccnflice .
references to General Assembly resolution 181 (II) and to Security Council
resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973), which recognize Israel's right to ex:isZ. ..:
renunciation of terrorism and the declared intention to organize the Palestinian
State as a parliamentary democracy are important contributions to a peaceful
solution. The decisions of Algiers constitute proof of the responsible attitude of
the Palestine Liberation Organization (PIO). It is to be hopad that the positive
elements in the PNC's decisions will meet with an encouraging response from the
other parties to the Middle East conflict, in order to seize this opportunity to
initiate a peace process.

My d-iegation would have deemed it natural to hear the Chairmar of the PLO, an
organization that enjoys ohserver status with the United Nations, in the debate on
the question of Palestine here in New York. My country, Austria, itself a host
country of the United Nations, regrets that the Chairman of the PLO was barred from
addressing the Ganeral Asgsembiy from this rostrum through a decision that is
clearly not in conformity with existing obligations under internmational law.

Austria has consistently raised its voice against the way in which Israel is
adninisteiing the cccupied territories and the way the Israeli Army is reacting to

Palestinian demonstrations.
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We believe that the Israeli authorities are obliged under international law to
ensure the application of the provisions of the Fourth Geneva Convention of 194¢
relative to the Protection of Civilians in Time of War. Austria considers the
extension of Israeli legislation, jurisdiction ang administration to occupied
territories as contrary to the temporary character of a military occupation, and
thus invalid. austria has also on numerous occasions rejected the Israel:
settlement policy in the occupied territories as a major obstacle to a negotiated
political solution.

The year of the intifadah has been marked not only by a climate of increasing
tension in the occupied territories but also by an increase in violence committed
against the civilian pPopulation. The United Nations Special Committee to
investigate Israeli practices in the occupied territories has recently reported a
dramatic deterioration of the human rights situation. Up to now more than
300 Palestinians have been killed and thousands have suffered injuries as a result
of the deliberate infliction of fractures, the use of rubber and plastic bullets
and exposure to strong concentrations of tear gas. Collective punishments, such as
the demolition of houses, administrative detention and the deportation of
individuals, have become day~to-day toutiné. Almost 6,000 Palestinians have -
according to a report of the International Committee of the Red Cross - been
detained since the beginning of the uprising, often under particularly severe
conditions. We have also noted with concern the enforced closure of all
educational institutions on the West Bank.

The Austrian Governmen: has on numerous occasions raised its voice in protest
against these practices of the occupying Power and called upon Israel to comply
with the provisions of international and especially humanitarian law. We also call
upon the international community to increase its efforts to that end and to provide

humanitarian aid andg assistance to refugees and civilians under occupation.
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When commenting on the situation in the Middle East one should not overlook
the extensive involvement of the United Nations in dealing with various aspects of
this problem. The situation in the Middle East and the question of Palestine have
for the last four decades been a focal point of United Nations activities. The
United Mations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near East
(UNRWA) and its thousands of emplovees have since 1949 been working to improve the
situation of the Palestinians in the refugee camps. UNRWA, for which Austria is
Proud to be currently providing headquarters in Vienna, is carrying out its noble
task efficiently, even in difficult times.

As the United Nations will at the end of this week receive the Nobel Peace
Prize for its Peace-keeping forces, we should not overlock the contribution of the
thousands of brave soldiers, among them many Austrians, who have served and are
still serving with the United Nations Truce Supetvision Organization (UNTSO), the
United Nations Emergency Force (UNEF) , the United Nations Disengagement Observer
Force (UNDOF) and the United Nations Interim Force in Lebanon (UNIFIL), thus
contr ibuting to a stabilization of the volatile situation in the Middle East.

When speaking of the situation in the Middle East in general and the occupied
territories in particular we have to mentien war-torn and internally divided
Lebanon. More than a dozen years of civil war, external interference, armed
invasion and foreign occupation of parts of its territory have ser iously threatened
the very existence of that once prospercus State.

How can we find a way out of the present dangerous spiral of violence and
repression in the occupied territories? 1In our view peace cannot be based on
unilateral measures but must be based on respect for international law and Security
Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973). We therefore consider the reference

to those resolutions in the political communiqué of Algiers, which, inter glia,



EH/pt A/43/PV.69
93

{Mr. Hohenfellner, Austria)

recognize the right of all States, including Israel, to exist within secure and
internationally recognized boundaries, as an impor tant step towards a peaceful
solution of the confiict.

Resolution 338 (1973), unanimously adopted by the Security Council in 1973,
also shows how a just ang lasting peace should be established. The resolution
calls for the starting of negotiations between the partieg concerned under
appropriate auspices for the establishment of a just and durable peace. What was
deemed to be good 15 years ago should also be considered good in 1988. There are,
however, two significant changes that have intervened during those years: the
recognition of the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) as the representative of
the Palestinijan people by the United Nations and the recent proclamation of a
Palestinian State.

The "parties concerned” of Security Council resolution 338 (1973) include, in
the view of my country, the PLO. The situation will have to be reviewed if and
when a Palestinian Government in exile, which would act on behalf of the Arab
Population of the west Bank and the Gaza Strip, is established.

Austria has consistently advocated the holding of an international peace
conference on the Middle East unger United Nations auspices, with the participation
of the five permanent members of the Security Council and all other parties
concerned. Austria continues to believe that such a conference is the only way
that would lead to a just and peaceful solution for one of the most endur ing and
tragic conflicts of our time. In view of the recent progress made by the United
Nations in bringing about political solutions to a number of regional conflicts,

all parties to the Middle East conflict should soon entrust the United Nations with

the organization of suck a conference,
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One of the noblest goals of the United Nations, under its Charter, is the
malntenance of internaticnal peace and security. That goal reaches beyond the
present peace-keeping efforts of the United Wations in the region. Let us
therefore give the United Nations, through an international conference on the
Middle East, the chance to move from peace-keeping to peace~making, thus
contr ibuting a just and lasting peace to the area.

Mr. DOS SANTOS (Mozambique): Once again, the General Assembly is seized

of another issue on our agenda which ranks among those situations of major concern
to the international community, due to the magnitude of the threat it entails to
international peace and security.

In the midst of the uncer t7 inty, violence, destruction and bloodshed which
still characterize the Middle East, some signs of hope are discernible. The
cease-fire agreement between Iran and Irag is entering its fourth month. Happily,
it brought to an end a senseless and bloody war that had claimed thousands of lives
and the destruction of an immeasurable amount of resources of the warring parties.
Just recently an exchange of prisoners of war has tzken place. This positive act

constitutes a major step in the right direction.
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My delegation wishes to takve this opportunity to pay a tribute to both
countries for this achievement and to commend the Secretary-General,

Mr. Javier Perez de Cuellar, for the important role which he has played and
continues to play. I hope that nis mediation on the Cyprus issue will be crowned
with success and bring an end to the division and occupation in that troubled
country.

While mentioning these Positive trends in the Iran-Iraq war, I also note, with
horror, the situation resulting from Israel's continued aggression, which remains
the single major source of the ever Qeteriorating situation in the Middle East. In
spite of all the energy spent, and resocurces deployed, by the General Assembly in
its efforts t+, find a lasting solution to thig question, the situation is tending
to deteriorate still further owing to Israel's intransigence, arrogance and
disregard for the most elementary principles of international iaw governing
relations among States and to its defiance of relevant United Nations resolutions
and decisions,

Indzed, many resolutions have been adopted by both the General Assenbly and
the Security Council calling upon Israel to respect the provisions of the United
Nations Charter and international law. Several units of the United Nations
peace-keeping operaticns have been dispatched to the region and their duty renewed
several times. None of thege efforts have yet born the desired fruit,

’In fact, Israel ig continuing its policy of occupation and annexation of
Palestinian and Arap territories which it conquered by force more than 20 years ago
and its acts of aggression againgt neighbouring countries. 1t continues to
perpetrate acts of brutality against Palestinians in the occupied lands. Israel
continues to deny the Palestinian people their birthright to self-determination and

independence. This is the underlying cause of the question of the Middle East,
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There can be no genuine peace anywhere in the world if the policy is that of
Occupation and deprivation of the peopie’s inalienable rights to gelf-determination.,

In 1967, Israel, in total disregard of the most basic principles of
international law, unleaahe_d_ ghe war of aggression and occupation against
Palestinian and Arab tertitdti’es: Those who fostered this policy hastily looked
for a justification of such acts before world public opinion,'because they
recognized that in the era following the Second World War the policy of conquering
territories by force was over and outdated. They were aware that
self-determination was the current theme all over the world. The world therefore
heard from the Israeli régime the fabricated argument that the occupation of such
tecritories was temporary in nature andg necessary only in order to provide buffer
Zones to prevent attacks and safequard its security.

However, what is taking place today in Palestine and the Arab occupied
territories is quite the opposite. Today the truth is coming to light. Activities
and measures are being undertaken aimed at annexing those territories. The process
of Judaization is already at a very advanced stage. More settlements are being
established in the occupied territories; the Palestinian people are being turned
| into refugees in their own fatherland; Israeli jurisdiction is being extended to
cover the occupied territories; Israeli identification cards are being issued and
distributed among Palestinians, and attempts to impose the teaching of Hebrew are
under way in certain schools in these ~1:e|:rii:o|::l.es.

In short, the demographic, geographical and legal status of these territories
is being changed. Moreover, within Israeli circles, these territories are no
longer called West Bank and Syfian Golan Heights but Israeli districts of Judea and
Samaria. Yet Israel talks about its commitment to peace and, ironically, claims to
be the v;ctim of the Palestinian pzople. One wonders vhether, when the annexation

Process is completed, more buffer zones will not be needed to safeqguard the
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security of these new Israeli territories. The military occupation of southern
Lebanon by Israel corroborates this scepticism.

These annexationist undertakings are accompanied by other steps to force
Palestinians to flee their fatheriand. Persecution, repreesion and torture are
carried out against those resisting subjugation. People accused on trumped-up
charges are Penalized by having their homes razed by bulldozers. The dispossessed,
struggling people of Palestine, deprived of their basic rights, including the right
to own a home, found themselves faced with no choice but to revolt and regist the
occupationists. Pearlessly, with bare hands or armed only with sticks and stones,
they staged a solid resistance to' the Israeli army.

This month the intifadah will be a year old. The extraordinary Israeli
machinery of repression has failed tv crush it. 1t is time that Israel learned
that no amount of fc‘fce'.cm crush a people ‘s dream of self-determination ang
independence. Israel should learn from history that, no matter how many people you
massacre, you can never annihilate a whole nation. Hitler massacred six million
Jews, but was not able to kill all the Jews. The existence of Israel itself is
living testimony to this fact. Likewise, the Palestinian people will endure until
their dream is completely fulfilled. The people’s uprising in the occupied
territories is a clear message to the occupationists that, for Israel, the only
choice is negotiation, and not bullets; heeding the voice of peace and not war.

The Israelis answered this upheaval with escalating brutality and repression
Perpetrated agsinst children, the elderly and women and with the burying of people
alive. The death toll since the intifadah began is in the hundreds. These acts of
genocide have created a world-wide uproar and condemnation and ateracted sympathy
for the victims from every quarter, inq].uding Jewigh Personalities, around the

wor 1d.
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Israel, availing itself of its powerful propaganda machinery, adopted the
strategy of branding the PLO, the sole and legitimate representative of the
Palestinian people, a terrorist organization and every Palestinian who associated
himself or herself with it a terrorist as well. This was done in the belief that
it would help pave the way for Israel to legitimize, in the eyes of its allies, its
Policies and practices of aggression against Arab States. It was also done to
legitimize the massacre and genocide perpetrated against Palestinians wherever they
seek shelter. | |

It is ironic that Israel, a State of the survivors of the holocaust of the
Second World War in which Hitler persecuted millions of Jews, dares to adopt such
methods against Palestinians. The killings and massacres in Shabra ;ndaspatilla,
Sidon and Tyre remind us of the sad days in human history when Hitler persécuted

the Jews.
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Recent events in Israel ang elsewhere are not conducive to a negotiated
settlement of the question of Palestine. Attempts to prevent Chairman Arafat from
addressing the General Asserbly cannot be construed as a step designed to promote
the peace process.

There are, however, grounds for optimism. The Algiers Declaration, adopted
recently by the Palestine National Council, opens a new era of opportunities for
genuine peace in the Middle East, Therefore, Israel should take advantage of this
opportunity by displaying goodwill. The Daclaration, which proclaimed the'
independance of Palestine, is truly a display of political realism by the Palestine
Liberation Organization (PLO) and the Palestinian people. It is the fulfilment of
the hopes long heid by the dispossessed pPeople of Palestine. It ig indeed
well-deserved compensation for the martyred people of the occupied territories, who
with bare hands have heroically resisted the Israeli military occupation. The
Declaration constitutes an invitation to Israel to lay down its arms and go to the
table of negotiations for peace. Israel once again has shown its allergy to any
word or action aimed at Peace in the Middle East. It has not only rejected the
offer but also labelled it an act of propaganda by the PLO,

My aelegation believes. that the resort to military power will hinder the
efforts towards a lasting peace in the Middle East. we strongly believe that the
international conference on peace in the Middle East called for by the United
Nations, with the participation of all parties concerned, including the pno, would
be a major step in that regard.

Israel seems to be running against all efforts undertaken in favour of peace,
It rejects the conference by imposing one-sided conditions.

Coming from a country with an extensive common border with racist South

Africa, my delegation ig Particularly concerned at the existing co-operation
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between Igrael and apar theid South Africa, especially in the field of military and
nuclear techrology, which poses a grave threat to the region and to international
peace and security. This co-operation was born ocut of similarities between the two
régimes. Both are the only bloodthirsty régimes subjugating the majorities in
their respective territories. 1In the Middle East Israel subjugates the Palestinian
people, while in South Africa the apartheid régime ruthlessly dominates the black
majority. The two régimes derive their political philosophies from religious
beliefs, Israei is believed to be the promised land, and in South Africa the
racist régime believes that the justification of apartheid is consecrated in the
Bible. Both are apologists of brute force. 'Racist South Africa convicts innocent
people on the basis of common purpose, and Israel destroys inert objects on the
basis of their association with its foes. They are the only régimes in the world
that destabilize entire regions, using either puppets or regnlar forces to wreak
havoc and destruction. They are both réqgimes isolated in the international arena
because of their abominable policies, and their survival depends on common allies.
The alliance between zionism and apartheid is grounded in the identity of their
pattern of behaviour.

2eace in the Middle East requires that Israel withdraw its forces from all
Palestinian and occupied Arab territories, recognize the Palestinian people’s right
to self-determination and independence, put an end to its occupation of southern
Lebanon and respect the sovereignty, territorial integrity and independence of
States in the region as well as their right to live in peace and freedom.

Finally, my delegation takes this opportunity to rciterate its suppert for the
PLO and the Palestinian people for the resolute and courageous manner in which they
have been struggling for their motherland. We wish also to take this opportunity
to salute the newly born State of Palestine,

A Luta Continua.

-



BCT/ct A/43/pPV.69
103
Mr. VACEK (Czechéslovakia): In spite of all the efforts exertegd by the
international community for many long years, it hag not been possible thus far to
sélve the basic problems that for more than 40'years have been a source of the
volatiie situation in the Middle East, which remains a grave threat to peace and
secur ity inxthe whole ;orld.

None thé less, we believe that the new way of political thinking that ig
finding an expression in international relations - 3 victory of reason and
humanism - will work its way also into the solution of the compl icated Middie East
crisis that still persists,

We see the key to the settlement of that crisis in a just solution to the
question of Palestine. The massgive uprising of the Palestinian people - which has
how lasted a whole year - in the West Bank of the Jordan, in the Gaza Strip and in
Eastern Jerusalem, against the Israeli occupaticn, confirms the special and
critical urgency of finding a just solution for the tragic destiny of the five and
a half million Palestinian people. 1If they are nct allowed to exercise their right
to self-determination - conceded to them, in fact, as long ago as 1947 in General
Assembly regolution 18] (II) as well as by a number of other resolutions - it will
not be possible to lay the realistic groundwork for lasting peace and security in

all the countries and among all the pPeoples of the Middle East. The Israeli

in the long run to maintain the unacceptable status quo. Continued occupation of
the Arab lands, the trampling under foot of the fundamental human rights of the
Palestiniang, brutality ang terror are not the path toward a settliement of the

Middle East situation or towarg peace for Israel,
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It is a sad fact that, owing to Israel's expansionist policy, a trend towards
military confrontation and approaching problems from a position of strength has
been characteristic of the Middle East region for decades. During its entire
existence Israel has launched a number of acts of aggression against the
neighbouring Arab countries. Israeli raids on Lebanon have been repeated this year
also. That kind of policy is directly contrary to the efforts to resolve the
Middle East crisis. The Czechoslovak Socialist Republic regards it as imperative
that Israel cease to be a threat to the neighbour ing Arab countries.

It will not be easy to surmount the heritage of the decades of animosity,
injustice and mutual mistrust in the Middle East as well as the images and
prejudices deeply rooted in the consciousness of the people as a result of the
abnormal situation. However, objective reality shows absolutely clearly that there
is no way to eliminate the basic Middle East problems by military means and on the
basis of strength. The only possible way out of this situation lies in a peaceful
solution by negotiation on the basis of mutually acceptable compromises and with

due respect for the legitimate rights of all the parties directly involved.
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Czechoslovakia hichly appreciates the results of #he special session of the
Palestine National Counci]:, It __demohsttat:ed_both thhe firm determination of the
Palestinian people to .s‘tr:'uggie for the realization of theif ina_lienable rights and
a gense of political reality. The proclamation of the State of" Paléstin-g is in
full conformity with General Assembly resolution 181 (IT), which provides for the
establishment of two States - Jewish and Palestinian. Czechoslovakia has welcomed
and recognized the proclamation of the State of Palestine.

After the important and constructive session of the Palestine Naticnal
Council, it is inconceivable and inexcusable that the host country of the United
Nations denied an entry visa to the Chairman of the Executive Committee of the
Palestine Liberation Organization, Mr. Yasser Arafat. A transfer of consideration
of agenda item 37, "Question of Palestine", to Geneva has been a necessary step in
the present circumstances in order to make it possible for Mr. Yasser Arafat to
bring his message to the attention of this General Assenbly session.

We evaluate positively the activities of the United Nations, its
Secretary-General and the large number of éountries that have been engaged in the
search for a mutually acceptable solution of the Middle East situation. The need
for a just settlement in that region is understood by the overwhelming majority of
the States of the world today. An almost general international consensus has been
reached on the convening of a substantive international Middle East conference,
which appears to se the only way to a solution of this prolonged regional
conflict. The course of the discussions held thus far is sufficiently convincing.
It is, however, inevitable that a transition be made from declarations to a
Practical solution of all problems barring the way to the convening of an
international Middle East conference. First of all, it must be clear that the

Arab-Israeli conflict can be resclved only on the basis of the principles of the
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Charter and the rules of international law. Such a settlement must be aimed at
reinstating legality and law in the Middle East.

The Czechoslovakia Socialist Republic is of the opinion that the only possible
basis for a solution is constituted by Security Ceuncil resolution 242 (1967) and
by recognition of the inalienable national rights of the people of Palestine,
without which it will not be possible to meet the security concerns of all States
in the regicn, including those of Israel. Israel's arguaments that its security
cannot be provided for within its pre-1967 bord:rs and is incompatible with the
existence of an independent Palestinian State are unwarranted. We are convinced
that with the good political will of all the parties concerned it would be
poasible, on the basis of a just settlement of the Arab-Israeli conflict and of its
core, the question of Palestine, to find and set up an effective international
system of security guarancees for Iscael, Palestine and other neighbour ing Arab
States.

The Czechoslovak Socialist Republic fully supports, and has supported on a
long~term basis, international efforts to resolve the Middle East conflict through
the convening of an international Middle East conference with the participation of
all parties concerned. It provides full moral and material support for the cause
of the Paleéstinian gaople.

In conclueion, I would 1ike to state that a group of representatives of
Cszechoslovak public and scientific zircles has decided to hold a model
international iddle Bast conference in Prague, which will be opened tomorrcis,

6 December. It «ill be attended by prominent personalities from countries
potential participants in a gubstantive international Middle East conference as
well as by officials from international organizations. We believe that this forum
in Prague will help to identify the real possibilities of resolving the crucial

probless of the Middle Bast crisis and wil} e a positive contribution to its
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solution. The Secretary-General's message dispatched to Prague today is sure to be
received with great attention, and it represents significant support for this modal
international conference on pesce in the Middle East.

Mr .  OUDOVENKO (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic) (interpretation from
Russian): fThe discussion on the situation in the Middle East is taking place in
circumstances that are fundamentally different from those that existed a year ago.
The positive changes in international relations that have resulted from the
implementation in practice of the Principles of the new political thinking have
enabled States, through their joint efforts, to make significant progress in
resolving a number of regional conflicts. The conclusion of the Geneva Accords on
Afghanistan, the cease~fire on the Iran-Iraq front and the start of the
negotiations between the two countries on the basis of Security Council resolution
598 (1987), the negotiations to resolve the Namibian problem and the achievement of
Some progress in seek ing mutually acceptable solutions to other confl icts cannot
but be encouraging. The move awvay from confrontation towards a political
settlement of these various compl icated problems, with the active participation of
the United Nations, can and should be a significant feature of the late 1980s.

However, it must be pointed out that a number of regional conflicts have not
ente-ed the stage of bractical solution and continue to be a serious threat to
international peace and security. The situation in the Middle East is of
particular concern. As wag stated in Mikhail Gorbachev's message to the President
of Algeria, Mr. Bendjedid, on the occasion of the convening of the Arab Summit
Conference

"The Arab-Israeli conflict has entered e phase at which its rapid
sclution has become an urgent imperative of our time. The continuance of the
tengse situation in the Middle East contrasts with the changes for the better

that we are witnessing in inturnational relations.*
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In the opinion of my delegation, the favourable climate emerging in the world
should be used to speed up the process of bringing about a just, comprehensive
settlement in the Middle East on the basis of the principles of international law
and the United Nations Charter and decisions, balancing the interests of all
parties. The major pre-condition of such a settlement is the withdrawal of Israeli
troops from territories occupied since 1967, namely, the West Bank, the Gaza Str ip,
the Syrian Golan Heights and southern Lebanon, while the Palestinian people should
be given the richt to self-determination, and all States and peoples o. che region,
including Israel, should enjoy a secure existence in conditions of peaceful
development.

The emergence of a qualitatively new situation in the search for a solution to
the Arab~Israeli conflict has been brought about not merely by changing external
factors in the international climate, but, of particular significance, the radical

changes in the situation in the occupied territories.

On 21 January this year the Secretary-General submitted to the Security
Council a report that fully confirmed the fact that at the beginning of this year
the mass demonstrations by Palestinians in the occupied West Bank and the Gaza

Strip - the intifadah ~ were assuming proportions of widespread popular unrest.
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The Secretary-General's report, containing information on victimized
civilians, mass arrests, deportations and other massive vioclations of fundamental
human rights in the occupied territories, illustrates the tragic plight of the
Palestinians,

Israel’s actions in the occupied territories are a shocking violation of the
United Nations Charter and the numerous decisions of the Security Council and the
General Assembly; they also directly violate the provisions of the Fourth Geneva
Convention of 1949 and other basic instruments of international law. Official
Statements by Israeli leaders leave no doubt that they intend to continue theair
policy of annexation and colonization and to rule the occupied territories with an
iron fist. The popular uprising by Palestiniane in the West Bank has shown how
untenable that policy is. The Arab people of Palestine is showing the world its
indomitable Getermination to decide on its future for itself. The Palestinian
uprising is having a major impact on the entire international view of the Middle
East situation, including the positions of the parties directly concerned.

As noted in the report of the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable
Rights of the Palestinian People (A/43/35), a fundamentally new element has been
added with the decision by the Government of Jordan to terminate its legal and
administrative relationship with the West Bank and the stated willingness of the
Executive Committee of the Palestine Liberation Organization (PIO) to assume full
responsibility for such matters as the administration of the occupied Palestinian
territories.

Given those facts, it is a matter of grave concern that Israel's ruling
circles are obstinately refusing to learr: a lesson from the long, inglorious
history of occupation and agree to a political settlement of the Palestinian

problem, which is at the core of the Middle East conflict.
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We agree with the conclusions of the Secretary-General, as stated in his
report on this item. I shall quote a rather lengthy passage from that report,
which truly describes the present situation in the region.

"The intifadah in the occupied Palestinian territories, which began on

9 December 1987, has for nearly a year been a dominating factor in the

Political agenda in the Middle East. It was the focus of the Arab Summit

Conference in Algiers last April and the inspiration behind the recent zession

of the Palestine National Council in Algiers. It has also generated an

intense debate among Israelis about the Peace process and about their role in
the occupied territor les. Born of the frustration and despair of a population

that has lived under occupation for more than 20 Years, the 1ntifad.ah is a

direct result of the stalemate in the search for a peaceful settlement of the

Arab-Israeli confiict™, (A/43/867, para. 32)

A step towards breaking the stalemate was taken by the Palestine National
Council when it proclaimeq the establishment of a peace-loving Palestinian State
and its recognition of Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973) as
the basis for the convening of an international peace conference.. In that way the
Palestine National Council demonstrated realism, political will and readiness for
businesslike, open negotiations with the Israeli party, within the framework of the
Uﬁited Nations, and on the basis of the relevant resolutions of the Security
Council and the General Assembly. The declaration of independence issued at the
Palestine NationaI‘Council's session has won wide endorsel'uent from the
internationa)l community, which wishes to convene, under United Nationsg auspices, an
international beace conference on the Middle East in conformity with the provisions

of resolution 38/58 C.-
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We are convinced that such a coﬁference is the only forum that could bring
about a radical change in the Middle East settlement process. The conference
should include the Participation of all interested parties, including the Arab
people of Palestine as tepresented by its sole, legitimate representative, the pPLO,
and the permanent members of the Security Council.

It is obvious that the idea of such a conference has won widespread
international support at all levels and has become_ an important factor with an
impact on a whole range of problems relating to a settlement. There is a growing
international consensus in favour of the eariy convening of an international
conference on the Middle Easty this has, in fact, become the unanimous position of
Member States on this issue. The Government of Is}.'ael is virtually alone in
opposing the convening of such a conference.

The new situation in the region requires a shift to practical steps to set in
motion the machinery of a conference. A concrete strategy must be devised within
the United Nations framework, along with plans for assisting conference
Participants %0 establish a comprehensive, just and lasting peace in the Middle
East. The United Nations has both the authority and the necegsary facilities to
accomplish this,

The permanent members of the Security Council have an exceptionally important
role to play in this process, We believe the Council could begin consultations on
related igsues,

' My del~gation believes that a conference on the Middle East should truly turn
out to be a powerful, viable, flexible machinery that can formulate mitually
acceptable solutions on the whole range of problems involved in the Arab-Igraeli
conflict. It is important that the format of its workings not impinge on the

rights or interests of any party, and that it facilitate compl iance with the



MS/25 A/43/PV.69
114-115

‘Mr. Oudovenko, Ukrainian SSR)

principle of strict respect for sovereignty and independence and for the right of
all peoples to self-determination and the choice of their own path of independent .
development,

We feel particular attention should be given to the question of Palestinian
representatica, as the Palestinian question is‘at the core of the Middle East
conflict. Of course, the PLO should participate in the conference on an equal
footing. That organization has authority among the Palestinians, which guarantees
the acceptability to the Arab people of Palestine of agreements reached with the
participation of the PLO. Past experience and the present situation in the Arab
territories occupied by Israel show that any decision that does not take into
account the view of the PLO ~ and hence that of the Palestinians, who are
fepresented by that organization - is doomed to failure.

Any attempt to exclude the PLO from a Middle East settlement would be
inappropriate and inadmisrible. Yet we note with regret that such attempts
continue. Everyone in this Hall will remember the efforts of the General Assembly,
the Secretary-Geheral and the International Court of Justice to stop the United
States from closing the Permanent Observer Mission of the PLO in New York. Only a
few days ago, notwithstanding protests from the entire international community, the
United States unjustifiably denied an entry visa to the Chairman of thev Executive
Commi ttee of the PLO, Mr. Yasser Arafat. ™.at decision has placed new obstacles in
the path of a comprehensive settlement, and has harmed the relevant United Nations

efforts nov under way.
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By rejecting the idea of an international conference, under various
far-fefched pretexts, Israel, too, is continuing to block a Middle East
) éeﬁtlémént. Reliance by the ruling'circles of that country on confrontation and
the ‘mposition of their own will, which is the essence of their present policy and
practices against the Palestinian people, is inhuman and futile.

Arrogance towards the decisions and peaceumaking machinety of our
Organization, political short-sightedness by Israel with regard to the question
being discussed and unwillingness to adopt a constructive compromise have become a
feature of its position at the United Nations.

I should like to take this opportunity once again to appeal to the Government
of Israel to reconsider its position, to join in the broad intetnational consensus
in favour of a conference and join in the coll ective efforts to find lastinq, just
peace in the Middle East, which would be in the interests of all the States of the
region - including, we are convinced, the people of Israel itself. We feel that
collective discussion of the situation that has now emerged in the Arab-Israsli
conflict should lead to a comprehensive settlement in the Middle East. At pPresent
there are a number of problems that, by their nature, cannot be resolved
bilaterally,
| I wish to dwell on another aspect of the present situation in the Middle East,
which with every passing year is becoming increasingly prominent and acute. Under
the non~proliferation Treaty, which has been in operation for almost 20 years,
States that do not possess nuclear weapons undertake not to acquire such weapons of
mass destruction. The Treaty, which came into force in 1970, scon enjoyed broad
international recognition. Now a significant majority of States have become
parties to it. Therefore, one is particularly concerned that one of the parties to

the Arab-Israeli confli~t, Israel, is cbstinately refusing to accede to that Treaty
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and fully to accept International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) monitoring of its
nuclear activities. That fact is noted in resolution 487 adopted by the General
Conferesnce cf the IAEA on 23 September this year. The resolution decisively
condemns Israel's unwillingness to renocunce the poésession of nhcleat veapons as
well as its refusal to stop collaborating with South Africa in developing nuclear
weapons and delivery systems. Israel's policy in that regard has an extremely
negative impact on both the international non-proliferation régime worked out on
the basis of the Treaty and the security of the region of the eastern Medi terranean
and the Near and Middle East. The danger of that policy to international peace and
security, given the constant tension in the Arab-Israeli conflict, is quite clear.

Success in resolving the Middle Eas£ conflict and other complex regional
problems will be determined by the level of political maturity shown by the States
Members of this Organization, and it will be a yardstick of the United Nations
effectivepess as political machinery. The emblem of our Organization is a globe
framed by olive branches, Farmers know the hard work needed for a shoot growing
out of an olive pit to produce the first fruit. Time waits for no man. If we want
the olive trees planted on the day of the establishment of peace in tha Middle East
to produce fruit in this century, the concrete practical steps towards achieving
that peace must be taken today.

Mr. RAZALI (Malaysia): The situation in the Middle East has been at the
forefront of our agenda for over four decades now, and, despite the efforts of the
United Nations and other initiatives, the Arab-Israeli conflict remains as
intractable as ever. Recent trends which have brought promising developments to
other conflicts have not had their impact on the problems of the Middle East. as

the Secretary-General stated in his report (A/43/691),
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"Recent months have seen tangible progress towards the settlement of many
of the major conflicts which beset the worlqg .., These beneficent winds of

change have not yet reached the Arab~Israel conflict, which remains one of the

most tragic and threatening in the world.” (A/43/691, para. 7)

East nust rest with the intransigence ang expansionist policies of Israel. Basing
| itseif on its burgeoning military strength, Israel has spurned every opportunity
for a comprehensi\}e and durable peace in the region. It has been able to @ sgo
cwing to the Support of certain Powers, which have evinced a clear inability or
unwillingness to act in the larger interests of al}l States in the region. 3 Middle
East policy anchored on the basis of Israel's supetiqr armed strength‘cannot, from
the geo-psliticai point of view, be sustained. It is a mistake to believe that
such a policy can serve the long~term interests of any Power or by any calculation
Promote peace and stability in the region,

Israel hag exploited its armed strength to perpetrate aggression and the
ocCcupation of Palestinian and other Arab territories. It has Justified its illegal
occupation by itg security requirements in order to mask itg objective of
aggression and expansion into Palestinian ang Arab lands. The international
community has repeatedly condemed Israel and called for total and uncondi tional
withdrawal from all territories. fThe annexation of East Jerusalenm and the Golan
Heights has been declared null and void, just as Israel's attempts to change the
religious, cultural and socio-economic character of the occupied territories have
been universally condemned .,

The central aim of Ierael's policies is the continued denial of the
inalienable rights of the Palestinian people to self-determinati.. and to an

independent State. For over 21 Years the Israeli illegal occupation of Palestinian
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land has been accompanied by policies and practices that seek to crush Palestinian
aspirations and to liguidate the Palestinian identity. The Israeli strategy for
peace in the Middle East is premised upon the total subjugation and emasculation of
the Palestinian nation, thus remving the core of the Middle East conflict: the
question of Palestinian rights,

Yet, despite 20 years of iron-fist policies, the P‘alestinian people have not
succumbed. They have demonstrated their indomi table spirit and resilience by their
sustained uprising, the intifadah, which will commemorate its first anniversary in
a few days' time. The Palestinians have borne the brunt of arrests, deportation,
expulsions, loes of lives, loss of property and the establishment of illegal
settlements by the Israelis. Malaysia joins the intarnational community in
condemning the brutal policies of the Israeli occupying authorities, which are
flagrant violations of fundamental huma;r‘i‘ -values and of the Fourth Geneva Convention

of 1949,
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The intifadah hag demonstrated to the world the rejection by Palestinians of
Israeli occupation and their willingness to pay the price for their legitimate
rights to self-determination and an independent homeland. As the Secretary-General
stated in his reports

"The intifadah in the occupied Palestinian territories, which began on

9 December 1987, has for nearly a year been a dominating factor in the

political agenda in the Middle East. It was the focus of the Arab Summit

Conference in Algiers last April and the inspiration behing the recent session

of the Palestine National Council in Algiers." (A/43/867, para. 32)

The declaration of an independent Palestinian State and the acceptance of
Security Council resolutions 242 (1967)° and 338 (1973) by the Palestine National
Council on 15 November 1988 have received the overwhelming support of the
international community. Malaysia is proud to be among the first to recognize the
independent Palestinian State. That event was a historic development, lauded not
only by Palestinians but by all countries that seek peace and justice.

My delegaticn also fully concurs with the Secretary-General's conclusione with
regard to the Palestine National Council meeting, when he stated in his report:

"The recent session of the Paleatine National Council in Algiers has
generated a new momentum in the diplomatic process and I believe it offers
fresh opportunities for progress towards peace which should be seized, "

(ibid., para, 37)

Unfor tunately, thcse fresh opportunities have been spurned. Even the opportunity
to address the Assembly was denied t. Chairman Yasser Arafat, the leader of the
Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO), That decision has been deplored by an

overwhelming majority of the Members of the United Nations, who have also decided



/27 A/43/PV.69
122

(Mr. Razali, Malaysia)

to accord Chairman Yasser Arafat the honour of addressing the Assembly at the
United Nations in Geneva. What is being denied in New York will be rectified in
full at Geneva. The Palestinian cause must have its just hearing.

The acceptance by the Palestine National Council of resolutions 242 (1967) and
338 (1973) enhance the prospects for the convening of the International Peace
Conference on the Middle East, as envisaged in General Assembly resolutions 38/58 C
and 42/66 D. Malaysia fully supports the convening of that Conference under the
auspices of the Secretary~General and with the participation of all parties
concerned, including the Palestine Liberation Organization, on an equal footing.
We believe that only through the convening of such a conference could a
comprehensive, just and durable settlement of the problem be achieved and the
Palestinian people be accorded their inalienable rights to self-determination and a
national homeland. Malaysia fully supports the efforts of the Secretary-General to
convene such a conference, which has been overwhelmingly endor sed by the
international community. It is regrettable to note in another of the
Secretary-General's reports that

"familiar and deep differences remain about the nature of that framework,

about its powers, about the basis on which it would be convened, and about who

should take part in it.*” (A/43/691, para. 5)

Malaysia calls upon Israel and those in support of its prevarication to lend full
support to the Secretary-General to make possible the early convening of the
International Conference.

Lebanon, an independent ang sovereign nation, has also fallen prey to Israel's

expansionist thirst for territory. Since 1982 Izrael has maintained a so~called

security zone in south Lebanon under its total control. Lebanese citizens have
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been arrested, abducted, deported, tried and sentenced under Israeli laws. Scores
of Palestinians from the occupied territories have also been depor ted to Lebanon by
the Israeli occupying authorities. Iron-fist policies of repression of all
opposition to Israeli occupation have continued with undiminished ferocity, in
violation of international laws and of the Feurth Geneva Convention, of 1949.
Israel's intervention in Lebanon's internal affairs has inflamed the factional
conflicts within Lebanon's body politic in order to serve its own expansionist
interest in annexing south Lebanon permanently as part of greater Israel.

This year has witnessed repeated Israeli invasion and aerial bombardment of
Lebanon, resulting in the loss of lives and in the destruction of homes and
property. Such wanton acts of aggression againgt a sovereign State violate the
Charter, international laws and United Nations Secur ity Council resolutions
425 (1978), 508 (1982) and 509 (1982), which demand a full, immediate and
unconditional withdrawal by Israel from all Lebanese territory, airspace and
territorial waters and the immediate cessation of aggression and other practices
directed against Lebanese territory.

Malaysia would like to reaffirm its solidarity with the Gover nment and people
of Lebanon and to join the international community in calling for full respect for
the sovereignty, independence and territorial integrity of Lebanon, free from
foreign intervention and interference.

Dame Ann HERCUS (New Zealand): The report of the Secretary-General on

the situation in the Middle East makes sober reading. As the Secretary-General
notes, it has not Yet proved possible to launch a negotiating process acceptable to

all the parties to the conflict. Accordingly, the stalemate in the peace process

continues, with its attendant dangers. Violence is endemic. Israeli continues to
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occupy Arab territories acguired in 1967 and to conduct itgself there in ways the
entire international community considers to be contrary to international law. The
Secretary-General rightly notes the impact of the tprising in the occupied
Palestinian territories as a dominating factor in the political agenda in the
Middle East.

The Secretary-General's comments provide a frank reminder of the situation.
He notes that the intifadah was born of the difficulties and despair experienced by
a population that hac lived under occupation for more than 20 years and that it is
a direet result of the stalemate in the Arab-Israeli conflict. Like many other
countries, Mew Zealand is deeply concerned about policies and practices that
violate the human rights of the inhabitants of the occupied territories, and we
join those who have called upon Israel to abandon those practices and to abide
immediately and scrupulously by its international legal obligations. The
Secretary-General's observations are a timely reminder of the frustrations and
despair of the Palestinian population. Accordingly, it is to be regretted that
there is not ye: sufficient agreement to allow the search for a durable settlement
to proceed. We have noted hisg remarks in regard to the International Peace
Conference on the Middle East. Despite the difficulties he foresees, we welcome
the Secretary-General's intention to continue his efforts in accordance with the
invitation given to him by the Se.curit:y Council to pursue his consultations. It
would be highly desirable if the evidence of progress towards settlement in other
conflicts - and the generally more positive international climate - were able to be

translated into movement on this most intractable of issues.
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My Government was heartened by the outcome of the Palestine National Council
in Algiers. 1In our view the outcome of that meeting needs to be carefully
assessed, but it is movemént in a positive direction - a significant gesture of
reconciliation by the Palestine National Council. We would like to have had the
opportunity to hear the Chairman of the PLO here in New York. We therefore will be
looking forward with interest to this Assémbly taking up the issue of Palestine in
Geneva. In the mean time, we welcome in particular the indication of the Council's
positive attitude concerning the principles on which a comprehensive peace
settlement should be based. Those principles have been the corner-~stone of the
international community's search for a settlement.

To reach understanding on the principles which will underpin a settlement is
crucial. We also lock for agreement on the procedures to be followed in order to
bring about this settlement. The Secretary-General rightly sounds a note of
concern in his report at the absence of a generally accepted and effective
negotiating process which, as he says, is of fundamental importance.

As a distant observer of developments in the Middle East, but one which takes
a principled interest in the situation there and recognizes the vital importance of
the region for global stability, New Zealand shares these concerns., My Government
is very conscious of the dangers alluded to by the Secretary-General. We regret
that neither regional initiatives nor great-Power involvement has pointed a way out
of the current impasse. Each year that goes by without a solution adds to the
intractability of the problem.

For its part the united Naticns has played a useful and constructive role over

the years, seeking to create the conditions in which the problems of the region may
be resclved. The Peace-~keeping operations and the activity of the

Secretary-General himself all bear witness to the constant and patient efforts of



M fot A/43/PV.69
127

(Dame Ann Hercus, New Zealand)

the United Nations to this end. New Zealand will continue to give active support
to those efforts.

In New Zealand's view the basis for a compr chensive settlement in the Middle
East is provided by Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973). The
pPrinciples laid down in the former resolution are clear and just. It should be
implemented in all its parts. That resolution emphasizes the inadmissibility of
acquiring territory by war. Accordingly, Israel must withdraw from all the
territories occupied in 1967. We regret that it has shown no inclination to do so
and that many of its actions point in a contrary direction. New Zealand does not,
for example, recognize the validity of Israel's annexation of East Jerusalem, nor
the establishment of new settlements in the occupied territory.

In New Zealand's view, any settlement must take account of the rights and
aspirations of the Arab people of Palestine. Palestinian refugees are entitled to
be repatriated or compensated. My Government has long held that their rights
include the right of self-determination. New Zealand welcomes the initiatives
taken by the Palestine National Council, but expects final status of the occupied
territories will be determined in the context oé an overall peace settlement.

New Zealand recognizes and supports the right of Israel, as an independent and
sovereign State, to live in peace vithin secure and recognized boundaries, free
from threats or acts of force. We have regretted the reluctance among Israel's
neighbours and the Palestine Liberation Organization to accept unequivocally that
Israel has this right.’ That reluctance will need to be overcome clearly and
unequivocally if there is to be a durable settlement. A negotiated peace calls not

only for flexibility and compromise but for recognition of the rights of all

parties.
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Without a willingness to consider reciprocal concessions, the
Secretary-General.'s dloomy assessment of the prospects for the establishment of a
viable negetiating process in the foreseeable future seems likely to be borne out.
New Zealand supports the convening of a conference under United Nations auspices in
which all parties concerned could conduct direct negotxations. Those parties
include Israel, the Palestinians and the neighbouring Arab States. Who should
represent the Palestinians is a matter for they themselves to decide. No
gsettlement will be lasting if it is not negotiated by representétives acceptable to
the Palestinian people.

The sucvess of an international conference will rest in large measure on a
prior demonstration of readiness to resolve the long-standing and complex dispute
by peaceful means and a determination among the parties to achieve agreements that
will secure a just and durable peaée.' We encourage those involved to press on with
their efforts and welcome the commitments of the United Nations Secretary-General
in that regard. The Plight of the people of Palestine requires that further and
substantial endeavours be made to secure a future for them. Only in that way will
stability and peace for the pecple of Israel also be secured,

Mr., RAMIREZ (Colombia) (interpretation from Spanish): The Middle East,
the cradle of civilization and the fountainhead of numerous cultures, is today
strife-torn, with fighting on many fronts. This long-standing situation marked by
conflict has been of great concern to the international community, and through our
Organization it has tried to create an atmosphere of peace in which the peoples of
the Middle East, with their rich traditions and cultures, may experience a rebirth.

Colonial intervention, there ag elsewhere, brought in elements alien to lccal

cultures, thereby creating a desire for independence. 1In the process the
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differences and similarities of the minorities that have lived for centuries on the
same territory became particularly marked.
We welcome the fruits of the present relaxation of tension, and we also

welcome the actions of the Secretary-General.

This has led to the beginning of an understanding in the conflict between Iran ' g

and Irag. We hope that the peace movement there will continue and lead to a
lasting peace and secure boundaries.

The present situation in Lebanon and the violence exper ienced there for many
years continue deeply to concern the international commumty. We hope there will '
be a speedy under standing between the nationals of the two countr ies and that
Lebanon will soon resume the outstanding position it occupied in the region as a
centre for development and an example of harmony and progress.

My country continues to observe with concern the crisis in the Middle East,

where recently there have been ser ious signs of turbulence.
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We believe that peace in the area should be scught through the United Nations and
should be based on global solutions in Reeping with. the spirit of the resclutions
repeatedly adopted by the Security Council. These solutions will lead to progress
only if they fully acknowledge the right of the Palestinian people to have a
sovereign territory. That situation bears a striking resemblance to the one in
which Israel found itself in 1947.

The situation in the Middle East, which has been 80 threatening, would be much
more promising if there were a return to the spirit and letter of resclution
242 (1967) adopted by the Security Council on 22 November 1967. The contents of

that resolution even today continue to be the basis for peace in the area.

Ever since the creation of the United Nations Colombia has taken a balanced
and fair position on the Middle East. The elements in the resolution I have just
mentioned involve recognition of the inalienable right of the Palestinian people to
self -determination and recognition of the inadmissibiiity of the acquisition of
territory through the use of force, withdrawal of Israeli troops from all occupied
territories, and the termination of all belligerent situations and respect for the
sovereignty, territorial integrity and political independence of ail States in the
area and respect for their right to live in peace within secure and recognized
boundaries, free from any act of force or threat of the use of force.

We firmly support the convening of an International Peace Conference on the
Middle East under the auspices of the United Nations and with the participation of
the permanent members of the Security Council and all parties to the conflict,
including th‘e Palestine Liberation Organization.

The relationship between the various conflicts in the area fur ther compiicates
the geo-political balance there, creating a very complex situation. Negotiations

will have enormous repercussions not only on parties to the conflict but on the
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region as a whole. For this reason we should promote any peace initiative capable
- of leading both to bilateral solutions and to regional negotiations, which in turn
might lead to a just peace.cn a basis of esquity.

Mr. MUDENGE (Zimbabwe): We should like to express our gratitude to the
Secretary-General, Javier Perez de Cuellar, for the very lucid ;nd informative
reports on the item before us today contained in documents 3/43/222 of
31 March 1988, A/43/683 of 11 October 1988, and A/43/691 of 30 September 1988.

Following the adoption of resolution 41/43 D (1986) by this Assembly two years
2go, on 7 May 1987 the Secretsry-General presented a report on the basis of
intensive consultations regarding the possibility of convening the International
Peace Conference on the Middle East (A/42/277). That report brought the pleasant
news that in recent months there had been indicatfions o greater flexibility in
attitudes towards the negotiating process, and that thigs had to be encouraged. The
Movement of Non-Aligned Countries, through its Committee of Nine on Palestine, made
an effort to encourage that new positive trend and to support the efforts of the
Secretary-General.

When this Asgsembly last cohsidered the item on the Middle East on
ll.necember last year, in its resolution 42/209A (1987) it reaffirmed that the
convening of the International Peace Conference on the Middle East under the
auspices of the United Nations was the appropriate way to find a peaceful,
comprehensive and just solution to the Middle East problem. The Assembly thercfore
requested the Secretary-General to continue his efforts, fn consultation with the
Security Council, with a view to convening the Conference.

The report contained in document A/43/272 indicates that in March this year
the Secretary-General made contacts and communicated with the members of the

Security Council as well as with all the parties directly involved in the Middle
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East conflict. The Secretary-General informed ug that his contacts indicated that
sufficient agreement did not exist either among the parties directly concerned or
within the Security Council to permit the convening of the International Peace
Conference.

Document A/43/621 indicates that ﬁt another effort was made by the
SBecretary-General as recently as two months ago; in pursuance of his mandate
contained in this Assenbly's resolution 42/209 a (1987). That effort did not yield
any positive result either. We were informed that deep differences remained about
the nature of the international framework for the negctiation of a just and lasting
gettlement; about its powers; about the basis on which it would be convened; and
about the participants. fThe Secretary-General made the important observation that

"positions will have to change if an international negotiating process

acceptable to all is to be established.” (A/43/691, para. 5)

We h.ad hoped that at this time, when we are witnessing real progress towards
the resolution of many of the major regional ounflicts, the Middle East problem,
which has been on the agenda of this Assenbly longer than any other issue, would
alse benefit from the new winds of change in international relations.

But today the menace of an impasse hovers over the efforts *o convene the
International Peace Conference. The opportunity offered by the growing
international sentiment in favour of the peace conference following the adoption of
resolutions 38/58 (1983) and 41/43 D (1986) was wasted. The Secretary-General's
report contained in document A/43/691 indicates that at a time when the entire
international community was calling for the early convening of the international
conference under the auspices of the United Nations one important member of the
Security Council was pursuing its own unilateral initiative. We were ¢o learn that

the initiative was based on the so-called three steps: f£first, a vaguely defined
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international conferenci; secondly, direct talks between Israel and a
Jordanian-Palestinian delegation on a transitional pericd of self-rule for the
occupied térritories, and thirdly, talks between Israel and a Jordanian-Palestinian
delegation on the final status of the West Bank and Gaza. Other conditions were
also made. We were told that the gathering would be open only to parties which
accepted United Nations Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973) ang

renocunced terrorism.
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We in the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries welcome any efforts aimed at
bringing peaceful solutions to international conflicts. we have actively
encouraged the peace initiatives undertaken in the various regions, including
Central America; South-East Asia, the Persian Gulf and the Middle East itself.
However, we f£ind it deeply disturbing thaf when there is a universally endorsed
multilateral effort under way, within the framework of the United Wations, an
important member ofvthe Security Council should come up with a rival initiative the
goals of which are not consistent with those envisaged by the United Mations effort.

A United States contribution to Middle East peace efforts is welcome, indeed
indispensable. But we cannot help questioning the sinceri.y of an effort which
deliberately seeks to disregard the core of the Middle East problem: the question
of Palestine. 7o disregard the right to self-determinz"ion of the Palestinian
people, including the right to establish a Palestinian State, and to exclude the
participation, on an equal and independent footing, of the Palestine Liberation
Organization (PLO), the authentic representative of the Palestinian people, amounts
to ignoring the fact that the question of Palestine lies at the heart of the Middle
East problem.

A few weeks ago we witnessed a historic event wnich brought new hopes for the
Middle East peace process. The Palestine Liberation Organization, meeting in
Algiers during its intifidan sesgion, proclaimed the establishment of the State of
Palestine on Palestinian territory on the basis of General Asgsembly resolution
181 (II), and endorsed Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973), as
the basis for the International Peace Conference on the Middle East, thus meeting

one of the conditions insisted upon by the United States.
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This decision of the Palestine National Council (PNC) has created a fresh

atmosphere for the revivai of the stalled peace process. We should not allow this
new opportunity to be wasted once again. The Chairman of the PLO,
Mr. Yasser Arafa: himself, called for the resuscitation of the peace process
immediately after the PNC session. Already, there are disturbing signs that some
wish to slam this recently opened door for peace. 1Israel, which since the
beginning has been the major obstacle to the convening of the International Peace
Conference under United Nations auspices, is moving more and more in an extremist
direction and had rejected in advance the important decisions taken by the PNC.
The United States, which had in its recent initiative insisted that participants in
the negotiations must accept Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338
{1973), now appears to be groping for other excuses,

The recent refusal by the United States to give a visa to Chairman Arafat is a

major blow to the cause of peace in the Middle East. It diminishes the prestige of
the United States and strengthens the position of the hard-liners in Israel. a

morally weakened United States cannot be a force for the promotion of peace in the
Middle East and that is of no benefit to anybody: not to the United States, not to
the Palestinian cause, and certainly not to Israel. The vast majority within the
United Nations family is ready to seize the historic opportunity offered by the PNC
decision to initiate the peace process. 1In a statement issued on 17 November, the
Chairman of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries called upon Israel and its allies
to show diplomatic flexibility in these changed circumstances, by agreeing to the
early convening of the International Peace Conference at which the PLO, as the
authentic representative of the Palestinian people, would participate on an equal

footing with other parties.
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The ' 2 States members of the Buropean Community, in a declaration issued in
Brussels on 21 November 1988, reacting to the results of the PNC meeting, pointed
out that the PNC decisions included positive steps towards the peaceful settlement
of the Arab-Israeli conflict and appealed to all parties concerned to take this
opportunity and contribute to the peace process in a positive way. The Soviet
Union and the whole socialist frat.cnity share similar positive sentiments about
the Algiers decisions.

The intifidah, the popular uprising of the Palestinian peoples, and the recent
Algiers gsession of the PNC, have redefined the realities in the Middle East. The
time has now come for Israel to adjust its position to the new realities and to
heed the call of the Secretary-General, the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries and
the BEuropean Commnity to change their position. This is the only way that the
progress towards peace that is being experienced in other regions can also be
extended to the Middle East. The reality on the ground nov calls for bold
statesmanship and not prevarication.

The situation regarding other areas in and around the Middle East region hag
not improved. This year has witnessed an escalation of Israeli threats and
aggression against the Arab front-line States. Last August, Israel launched a new
terrorist assault on the sovereignty and territorial integrity of Tunisia, as a
result of which Mr. Khalil Al-wazir, Deputy Commander-in-Chief of the Forces of the
PLO, was assassinated, together with other Tunisian nationals. Lebanon also
continues to face a dangerous situaticn. Israel has continued its occupation of
parts of southern Lebanon and launched terrorist attacks against Palestinian
refugee camps in Lebanon, We call upon the Security Council to ensure full
implementation of its resolutions 425 (1978) and 426 (1978), and its resolutions

508 (1982) and 509 (1982), calling for the immediate and unconditional withdrawal
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of Israeli forces from ali Lebanese territory up to the internatiounally recognized

borders of Lebanon.

In conclusion, we wish ©o express our satisfaction at the manner in which the
sister non-aligned countries of Iran and Irag have continued to co-Operate with the
Secretary-General in his efforts to compiete the negotiationsg under way in Geneva.

Mr. MABALLATI (Isiamic Republic of Iran) (interpretation from Arabic):

"To those against whiom

War is made, permission

Is given (to fight), because
They are wronged $—-—and verily,
God is Most Fower ful

For their aidj--

(They are) those who have
Been expelled from their homez

In defiance of right,--

(For no cause) except

That they say, "Our Lord

Is God". Did not God

Check one set of people

By means of another,

There would surely have beaen

Pulled down monasteries, churches,

Synagogues, and mosques, in which

The name of God is commemorated

In abundant measure. God will

Certainly aid those who

Aid His (cause) j—~for verily

God is Full of Strength,

Exalted in Might,

(Able to enforce His will).® (The Holy Koran, XXIY339,40)
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The core of the Middle East Problem during the past 42 vears has been the
Zionist occupation of Palestine. PBetween 1947 and 1987 the Zzionist base was the
cause of five ferocious wars, and it has been the home of pe.manent combat between
those dispossessed of their homeland and the Zionist forces of occupation ever
expanding the extent of their usurpation of Palestine.

The occupation of Palestine, which has seriously disturbed the peace and
security of the region and has led to the present plight and grievances of the
Palestinian people, is a major concern of the internationail community. Since the
usurpation of Palestine by Zionist immigrants, Palestinians have been subjected to
unspeakable violence, terror and appalling crimes. The blame for this historic
crime must be placed on thcse arrogant Powers that were the driving-force behind
the conspiracies leading to the creation of the Zionist base, thus turning that
part of the world into a centre of conflict, confrontation, war and bloodshed. By
setting up an artificial State in Palestine, they not only sent millions of
Palestinian people into homelessness but also degstroyed peace and tranquillity in
the Middle East.

‘Unfortunately, the United Nations too, owing to the permanent presence of the
arrogant Powers with colonialist ambitions, was invovlved in the actual creation
and official registration of the Zionist occupation of Palestine. Hence it is even
partially responsible for the victimization of the Palestinian people. The
adoption, by the General Assembly in 1947, of resolution 181 (II) on the partition
of the land of Palestine and the establishment of the Zionist entity was itself in
violation of provisions of the United Nations Charter, as well as of the rules of

international law.
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The indeseribable suffering of Palestinians under Zionist occupation is one of
the most tragic chapters of recent history. For many years the régime occupying
Quds has been expelling Palestinians from their land. Ssadly, however, the
international community has remained undecided and has limited itself to mere
expressions of concern. Under such circaumstances, Palestinians driven. from their
homeland o living under occupation and subjugation by the zionist régime had no
choice but to rise and demand their own legitimate richts. Whenever the
Palestinian Pecople have intensified their struggle to free themselves from the
oppression of occupiers and to iiberate their homeland the occupying régime has
enacted the most oppressive and Savage Reasures ©o suppress them. The reaction of
the Zionist régime to the recent upzising was no exception to this rule. The
systematic use of terror and violence has become the daily practice of the zionist
criminals. Since the inception of the glorious uprising last vear hundreds of our
Pzlestinian brothers, who always felt duty-bound to defend their usurped rights,
have been martyred, injured, detained ard expellad by the forces of occupation.

This Zionist intransigence on the policy of suppression of Palestinians and
its persistence in the usvrpation of Palestine stem from and are, indeed, made
possible by the unlimited economic, financial, military and pelitical support
offered by the United States and certain other Powers. These ardent supporters of
the artificial State of Zionism must bear the Prime responsibility for its
survival, vhich is a factor vorking against regional and international peace and
security.

The continued occupation of Palestine and sections of other Islamic and Arab
lands, the crimes perpetrated by the Zionist régime in the West Bank and the Gaza

Strip, its repeated aggression against southern Lebanon, bombardment of Palestinian
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camps and massacre of innocent civilians and Palestinian refugees prove that the
crisis in the Middle East will not be resolved unless the inalienable rights of the
Palestinian people to self-datermination and to the establishment of their own
independent State in the entire land of Palestine are regtored. |

There are, of course, two aspects of the question of Palestine. On the one
hand, it is the homeland of Palestinian pesople, who have avery right to this
homeland and must therefcre bs Gllowed to return to it. This must, without any
hesitation, be the concern of the international community. On the othef hand,
Palestine i3 an Islamic territory that cannot be given away to the zionist usurpers
under any conditions. It is the holy land which embraces the second-most-important
Muslim sanctuariesy it is forbidden .to surrender these smctuat‘ies‘ or their land to
& Zionist base. It is the duty of every Musliam to strive and struggle for the
liberation of the Holy land. Any decision conflicting with the Islamic duties of
Muslim nations of the world will have no legal validity and will only increase
turbulence and blocdshad in the region.

The pecple and the Government of the Islamic Republic of Iran, together with
hundreds of millions of Muslime of the world, strongly condemn the occupation of
Palestine by the Zionist occupiers. We alsc condemn thosze policies and practices
that have contributed to this fllegal occupation.

The Islamic Republic of Iran supports the holy struggie of Palestinians and
will spare ro effort to ensure the emancipation of the entire land of Palestine.

In pursuit of this policy, we concur with the anncuncement concerning the
establishment of a Palestinian State. This constitutes the inalienable right of
the Palestinian people to their own independent State for the implementation of the

cause of Palestine. Kevertheless, we emphasize that any recognition of the ZzZionist



AE/ct A/43/PV.69
144-145

{(Mr. Mahallati, Islamic Republic

of Iran)
base and negotiations with that non-entity, which is tantamount to the abandonment
of the holy struggle, is not acceptable to the Muslim Ummah.

In this connection, it is to be stressed that the United Nations should
utilize all its rescurces to end the occupation of Palestine and the Arab lands and
give effect to the inalienable rights of Palestinian people to return to their
homeland and establish a Palestinian State. The United Nations is constitutionally
obliged to stop the bloodshed and bring meaningful peace to the region.

Mr. ZEPOS (Greece): I have the honour of speaking on behalf of the 12
States Members of the European Community.

The Twelve have important political, historical, economic and cultural ties
with the countries and peoples of the Middle East. They cannot be passive about or
indifferent to the serious Problems affecting a region go close to them, problems
that have serious repercussions for international peace and stability. The Twelv:
have on several occasions expressed themselves in declarations on the Arab-Israeli

conflict, the conflict between Iran and Iraq, and the situation in Lebanon.
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Although some pogitive developments have given rise to hope, other problems of
the region remain unresolved and have even been aggravated in some cases. The
Twelve are greatly concerned at the suffering of which the peoples in many parts of
the Middle East continue to be the victims as a result of regional tensions and
armed confrontations in the area.

The long-standing position of the Twelve is that there is & urgent need for
negotiated solutions to those problems. The aim must be to bring about a just,
global and lasting peace in the region and good relations between neighbours, and
to aliow economic, social and cultural development, which in some cases has been
adversely affected for too long. ‘

The views of the 7Twelve on the quastion of Palestine will be expressed more
fully in the debate on agenda item 37.

This year's debate comes shortly after the decisions adopted by the Palestine
National Council in Algiers on 15 November 1988. The Twelve attach particular
impor tance to those decisions, which reflect the will of the Palestinian people to
asgsert their national identity and which inciude positive steps towards the
peaceful settlement of the Arab-Israeli conflict.

The prolongation of that conflict endangers peace and security in the region.
The Twelve have repeatedly made clear the principles for the establishment of a
Just, lasting and comprehensive peace in the Near East, set out in the Venice
Daclaration of 13 June 1980 and in their subsequent statements on the issue. Those
principles must be respected by all the parties concerned, including the
Palestinian people and the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLOj, which will have
to be associated witk the negotiations. 1In that context, the Twelve welcomed the
acceptance by the Palestine National Council on 21 November 1988 of Security

Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973) as a basis for an international
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conference, vhich inplies acceptance of the right to existence and security of all
States of the region, including Israel. Respect for that principle goes together
with that of justice for the peoples of the region and in particular with the right
of self-determination of the Palestiﬁian people, with all that that implies. The
essence of a settlement must bs a full, just and lasting accommodation between
Iarael and the Palestinian People, so that they can live together in peace and
security.

The resolution of the problems between Israel and its neighbours should be
based on the Charter principles of non-recourse to the use of force and of the
inadmissibility of the acguisition of territory by war. Igrasl must put asi end to
the territorial occupation it has maintained since 1967 and give up its illegal
policy of gcttlements. We reaffirm our position that sny change in the status and
demographic structure of the occupied territories is illegal wnder international
law and constitutes a sericus obstacle to peace efforts., Military occupation can
only be regarded as a temporary situation and doac not confer upon the sccupying
Power rights of annexation or digposal or the right to extend its law, jurisdiction
or administration to the occupied area. The Tvwalve reiterate that Israeli policy
concerning East Jerusalem and the Golan heights is contrary to international law.
Therefore, all measures taken within the framswork of that solicy are te be
considered null and void.

In the debate on agenda item 77, the Twelve had occasion to set out in detail
their deep concern, in particular over the past twelve nonths, at a number of
Israeli actions and policies affecting the human rights and living conditions of
the population of the occupied territories. 1In this dabate, we shall confine
ourselves to reiterating our call upon Igrael, as the occupying Power, pending its
withdrawal to fulfil its obligations under the relevant Hague and Geneva

Conventions, to ensure immediate protection of the population in compliance with
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international law ang human-rights obligations and to lift restrictions on
political and aconomic activities,

Cice again we ztress the urgency of reaching a political solution. In a
Staterent made on 21 November 1988, the FPoreign Ministers of the Twelve called on
all the parties concerned, while abstaining from any acts of viclence and any
‘action that could further aggravate the tense situation in the Near Bast, to seize
the new opportunities and contribute to the peace process in a positive way with a
view to a just, global and lasting solution to the Arab-Israeli conflict. That
sclution can only be achieved through an international peace conference under the
auspices of the United Nations, which represents the suitable framework for the
necessary negotiations between the parties directly concezned.

The Twelve are profoundly concerned that a breakthrough in the efforts to
reach agreement on an international peace conference has not yet been madsa. 1In his
report to the General Assenbly, in accordance with General Assembly resoluticn
42/209 A on the question of convening an international pPeace conference, the
Secretary-General assessed that the necessary agreement does not exist for the
convening of the conference, because of deep differences remaining with regard to a
basis acceptable to all. We have also taken note of the Secretary~General's
report, submitted in accordance with General Rssembly resolution 42/209 B, in which
attention is drawn to the need for new and determined efforts to be made to bring
about a peaceful settlement to the conglict. The Twelve fully support the
Secretary-General in hig efforts and they fully share hiz view on the urgent need
to establiah a process acceptable to all for the negotiation of a just, lasting and
comprehensive settlement in the Kiddle .!ut. The Twelve will, for their part,
continue their close contacts with all the parties concerned and will do' ¥1) in

their power to play their role fully in the search for such a gettlamant.
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In Lebanon, after 13 years of war and suffering, it is vital that a political
solution be found. A worsening cycle of violence is bound to lead to a further
deterioration of the situation. wuhether as a result of acts of resistance against
foreign occupation, intercommunal strife, actions in scuthern Lebanon by the
Israeli forces and their associates or attacks of one kind or another by whomsoever
across the international border, there will always be innocent victims. This year
again we have witnessed a very serinus situation in and around some of the
Palestinian camps in Labanon, together with a continuation of violence, hostage
taking and killings in different parts of Lebanon. Once again, we express our
great concern for the fate of all hoestages, including a number of our own citizens,
held in Lebanon and appeal strongly on humanitarian grounds for their release as
soon as possible.

In their statement on 21 November 1988, the Twelve expressed the hope that
thet friendly country should soon be able to overcome the acute crisis it is
currently experiencing. The proper functicning and strengthening of Lebanon's
constitutional bodies is a pre-condition for a political solution. We regret that
the mandate of President Gemayel expired without a new President being elected. We
strongly appezl to all parties to promote the election, in all freedom and without
external pressures or interferences, of a President able to carry out the task of
national reconciliation, and to safeguard the unity, independence, territorial
integrity and sovereignty of Lebanon. The Earopean Council convening in Rhodes on
3 December 1988 reaffirmed those principles and expressed the view that the United
Nations should in particular contribute to the satisfactory holding of the

Presidential election, 1f that would be useful.
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A solution also requires total Israeli withdrawai from Lebanon. The so-called
security zone and the continued presence of Israeli forces in south Lebanon,
contrary to Security Council resolutions, can only hinder the restoration of
stability to the area. Bearing this in mind, the Twelve firmly support the United
Nztions Interim Force in Lebanon (UNIFIL) and urge that it be enabled to fulfil its
mandate in the best possible security conditions for its members, three of which
belong to the Twelve. We reaffirm once more the obligation of all Member States to
meet their financial c¢bligations so that a solution of the serious financial
difficulties of UNIFIL may soon be found. We appeal to all parties to co-operate
with the Force in its efforts to carry out its méndat;e and its task of maintaining
stable conditions and protecting the civilian population in its area of operation.

The Twelve welcomed the announcement of a cease~fire by the Secretary-General
and its observance by the Governments of Iran and Iraq, followed by direct talks
under the auspices of the United Nations Secretary-General. The success of the
Secretary~General's efforts contributes to the prestige of the United Wations and
paves the way for an incxeasing role by the Organization in maintaining
international peace and security. The Twelve express their satiafaction at the
obgervance of the cease-fire and at the establishment of the United Nations
Iran~Iraq Military Observer Group (UNIIMOG) to supervise the implementation of
Paragraph 1 of resolution 598 (1987) . However, Security Council resolution
598 (1987) should be swiftly and fully implemented in all its parts. 1In this
connection the Twelve continue to support the Secretary-General's efforts to secure
the implementation of the resolution and urge both parties to co-operate closely
with him in order rapidly to achieve a comprehensive, just, honourable and durable
settlement of the conflict, in full compliance with Security Council resolution

598 (1987), so that pPeace and security may be restored in the region.
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The "1\:elve will follow developments 'in the Middle East with great attention
and concern. Peace in the region ia of vital importance to the Middle Eagt itself,
to Europe and indeed to international peace and security at large. The Twelve
will, as in the past, continue to support all efforts designed to bring about a
peaceful and lasting settlement of the problems of the Middle East.

“'2e PRESIDENT {interpretation from French): I call on the representative

of Israel, who wishes to gpeak in exercise of the right of reply.

I remind him that, in accordance with General Assembly decision 34/401,
statements in exercise of the right of reply are limited to 10 minutes and should
be made by delegations from their seats,

Mr . NISSIM-ISSACHRROFF (Israel): Notwitnstanding the lateness of the
hour, I feel compelled to make gsome brief comments regarding the statement made
this morning by the representative of the United Arab Emirates on behalf of the
Arab Group. 1 shall not refer to all the points he raised, as for the most part
they lack any substance and to do 80 would lend those assertions a dignity they,
frankly, do not possess.

My delegation was particularly astonished that the repregentative of the
United Arab Emirates chose to include in his verbal attack on Israel an
inappropriate reference to nazism. 1In so doing he revealed a stark ignorance of
the history of the Second World War and the horrendous Nazi atrocities and genccide
which wiped out a third of the Jewish people. Moreover, his statement also
revealed a fundamental misunderstanding of Zionism and the ardent determination of
the Jewish people to establish and maintain 1ts homeland on the basis of the

timeless sense of morality with which the Jewish people is imbued.
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(Mr. Nissim-Issacharoff ¢ Israel)

The true enemy of man and the source of conflict is not merely hostility but
rather ignorance and the distortion caf moral reality. The repres.entattve of the
United Arsb Pmirates demonstrated thig morning his evident capability on both
counts,

My remiarks would also be appropriate in relation to the representative of

Mozambique, who spoke this afternoon in a similar surrexlistic vein.

The meetingtose at 8.30 p.m,






