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2540th MEETING

Held in New York on Monday, 21 May 1984, at 3.30 p.m.

President: Mr. Oleg A. TROYANOVSKY
(Union of Soviet Socialist Republics).

Present: The representatives of the following States:
China, Egypt, France, India, Malta, Netherlands,
Nicaragua, Pakistan, Peru, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United

Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United- -

States of America, Upper Volta, Zimbabwe.
Provisional agenda (S/Agenda/2540)
1. Adoption of the agenda - |

2. The situation in Middle East:

Letter dated 17 May 1984 from the Permanent
Representative of Kuwait to the United Na-
tions addressed to the President of the Secu-
rity Council (S/16569)

The meeting was called to order at 4.20 p.m.
Adoption of the agenda
The agenda was adopted.

The situation in the Middle East:
Letter dated 17 May 1984 from the Permanent Repre-
sentative of Kuwait to the United Nations addressed
to the President of the Security Council (S/16569)

1. The PRESIDENT linterpretation from Russian):
I should like to inform members of the Council that
I have received letters from the representatives of
Kuwait and Lebanon in which they request to be in-
vited to participate in the discussion of the item on the
agenda. In conformity with the usual practice, I pro-
pose, with the consent of the Council, to invite those
representatives to participate in the discussion without
the right to vote, in accordance with the relevant pro-
visions of the Charter and rule 37 of the provisional
rules of procedure.

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Fakhoury
(Lebanon) took a place at the Council table; Mr. Abul-
hassan (Kuwait) took the place reserved for him at the
side of the Council chamber.

2. The PRESIDENT [interpretation from Russian):
I should like to inform the Council that I have received a
letter dated 17 May 1984 from the representative of
Egypt [8/16571], which reads as follows:

*‘I have the honour to request that the Security
Council extend an invitation to Mr. Zehdi Labib
Terzi, Permanent Observer for the Palestine Libera-
tion Organization to the United Nations, to partici-
pate in the deliberations of the Council on the item
entitled ‘The situation in the Middle East’, in accord-
ance with the Council’s usual practice.”

3. The proposal of the representative of Egypt is not
made pursuant to rule 37 or rule 39 of the provisional
rules of procedure, but, if approved by the Council, the
invitation to participate in the debate would confer on
the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) the same
rights of participation as those of a Member State when
invited to participate pursuant to rule 37. Does any
member of the Council wish to speak on this proposal?

4. Mr. SORZANO (United States of America): The
United States opposes extending to the PLO the same
rights to participate in the proceedings of the Council
as if that organization represented a Member State.
We have consistently taken the position that, under
the provisional rules of procedure, the only legal basis
on which the Council may grant a hearing to persons
speaking on behalf of non-governmental entities is
rule 39. For 35 years the United States has supported a
generous interpretation of rule 39 and would not object
in this case. We are, however, opposed to special ad
hoc departures from orderly procedure. In particular,
the United States does not agree with the recent prac-
tice of the Council which appears selectively to try to

~ enhance the prestige of those who wish to speak in the

Council through a departure from the rules of pro-
cedure. We consider this special practice to be without
legal foundation and to constitute an abuse of the rules.
For these reasons the United States requests that you,
Mr. President, put the terms of the proposed invitation
to the vote. The United States will vote against.

5. The PRESIDENT [interpretation from Russian): If
no other member of the Council wishes to speak at this
stage, I shall take it that the Council is ready to vote on
the proposal of Egypt.

A vote was taken by show of hands.

In favour: China, Egypt, India, Malta, Nicaragua,
Pakistan, Peru, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Upper Volta, Zim-
babwe.

Against: United States of America.



Abstaining: France, Netherlands, United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland.

The proposal was adopted by 11 votes to 1, with
3 abstentions.

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Terzi (Pales-
tine Liberation Organization) took a place at the Coun-
cil table.

6. Mr. SERRY (Netherlands): The Netherlands del-
egation has abstained in the vote on the participation by
the PLO in the Council’s debate. In so doing my delega-
tion does, however, certainly not wish to convey the
impression that in our view the representative of the
PLO should not be heard by the Council. My delegation
is moved by the concern that the Council should be
guided by the rules of procedure it has set itself.

7. Members of the Council will -be aware that my
country, together with the other States of the European
Community, has expressed the view that the Middle
East can enjoy true peace and lasting stability only
through a comprehensive settlement to be concluded
with the participation of all parties concerned, which
means that the PLO wnll have to be associated with
niegotiations.

8. My delegation therefore welcomes the participa-
tion of the PLO in the present debate. Our reservations
relate only to the procedure followed. This is clearly
designed to grant the PLO, admitted to the General
Assembly as an observer, a status similar to that of a
Member State. This is a gesture of a political nature
which does not reflect the true relationship of the PLLO
to the United Nations and which we, therefore, cannot
support.

9. The PRESIDENT [interpretation from Russian]:
I should like to inform members of the Council that
I have received a letter dated 21 May 1984 from the
Chairman of the Committee on the Exercise of the
Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People, which
reads as follows:

*‘I have the honour to request that I be allowed to
participate in the Security Council’s consideration of
the item entitled ‘The situation in the Middle East’,
in accordance with the provisions of rule 39 of the
Council’s provisional rules of procedure, in my ca-
pacity as Chairman of the Committee on the Exercise
of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People.”’

10. On previous occasions, the Council has extended
invitations to representatives of other United Nations
bodies in connection with the consideration of matters
on its agenda. In accordance with pastpractice in this
matter, I propose that the Council extend an invitation
under rule 39 of its provisional rules of procedure to the
Chairman of the Committee on the Exercise of the
Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People.

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Sarré (Chair-
man of the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalien-
able Rights of the Palestinian People) took the place
reserved for him at the side of the Council chamber.

11. The PRESIDENT [interpretation from Russian]:
The Security Council is meeting today in response to
the request contained in the letter dated 17 May 1984
from the representative of Kuwait to the President of

the Council [S/16569].

12. I should like to draw the attention of members of
the Council to the following other documents: docu-
ment $/16568, which contains the text of a letter dated
16 May 1984 from the Acting Chairman of the Commit-
tee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the
Palestinian People to the Secretary-General, and doc-
ument S/16570, which contains the text of a letter dated
17 May 1984 from the representative of Egypt to the
President of the Security Council.

13. The first speaker is the representative of Kuwait,
who wishes to make a statement in his capacity as the
Chairman of the Group of Arab States for the month of
May. I invite him to take a seat at the Council table and
to make his statement.

14. Mr. ABULHASSAN (Kuwait) [interpretation
Jrom Arabic]: Mr. President, first may I congratulate
you on your accession to the presidency of the Council
for this month and to take the same opportunity to
express to you the appreciation of the Group of Arab
States, which I have the honour of presiding over for
this month, and also the particular appreciation of my
delegation for your extreme wisdom and well recog-
nized skill in directing the work of the Council in a spirit
of integrity, skill and objectivity, and also for the sup-
port which your friendly and great country has been
giving to the Arab cause.

15. Similarly, it is my privilege and pleasure to pay a

. tribute to the skill shown by your predecessor, the rep-

resentative of the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
who directed the work of the Council last month.

16. I should also like to convey to you and to all the
members of the Council, my delegation’s thanks for
giving us this opportunity to speak before you today on
behalf of the Group of Arab States at the United Na-
tions on the important item which we have met to
discuss.

17. On 15 May, Israel committed a further horrific
crime when more than 1,500 troops from the Israeli
occupation forces surrounded the Palestinian refugee
camp, Ein El-Helweh, in the southern part of Lebanon,
using more than 150 vehicles, tanks and armoured cars.
They also demolished about 30 houses belonging to
peaceful citizens in that camp. This was then followed
by a series of events in which dozens of Palestinians
were killed or wounded, and several were arrested:.



18. To commit such heinous crimes is nothing new in
the brief history of the tyrannical Zionist entity, but
it does underscore, day after day, our conviction and
the conviction of the international community that the
Zionist entity is developing and thriving on crime, usur-
pation and oppression, which have become the main
features reflecting the real nature of the phxlosophy
underlying its conduct.

19. The crime committed in Ein El-Helweh camp is
not an isolated one. It is neither the first nor the last
of its type committed by Israel. It is only one more link
in a whole chain of inhuman crimes which Israel has
committed and continues to commit in its desperate
attempts to strengthen its grasp over that territory,
whetherin southern Lebanon, the West Bank, the Gaza
Strip, or the Syrian Golan Heights. Thus, what oc-
curred in the southern part of occupied Lebanon can-
not be divorced from what has happened and what is
happening even now in other occupied Palestinian ter-
ritories on the West Bank and the Gaza Strip.

20. The massacre after their arrest by the Israeli
authorities of the two commandos who participated in
the Ashdod operation is no different, as a heinous and
.indicative act, from the massacre of innocent women
and children who had demonstrated against the occu-
pying authorities in the camp of Ein El-Helweh. These
acts are but two different forms of the same sterile
thinking that gives the person who pursues this policy
the right to commit atrocities against an unarmed peo-
ple that is simply clamouring for its legitimate rights.

21. Itis no longer a secret to anyone that the Zionist

doctrine, which was essentially based on a false slo-

gan—-*‘a land without people for a people without a
land’’—cannot survive unless it is being continuously
fed by a series of similar lies and falsehoods, which are
characteristic of all the acts committed by Israel.

22. We have not yet forgotten that Israel invaded
Lebanon, thus violating the sovereignty and territorial
integrity of a Member State under the spurious and
feeble pretext of putting an end to the bombing of Israeli
settlements. All neutral sources recognized that the
bombing had stopped at least a year before this invasion
occurred. The Israeli occupation of parts of sovereign
Lebanon has persisted, however, despite all the reso-
lutions adopted by the Council, starting with resolu-

tion 509 (1982), in which the Council demanded that -

Israel withdraw forthwith and unconditionally, as well
as resolution 517 (1982), in which the Council censured
~ Israel for its failure to comply with resolutions 508

(1982), 509 (1982), 512 (1982), 513 (1982), 515 (1982) and
516 (1982). This amply demonstrates that the reasons
adduced by Israel to justify its barbaric invasion of
Lebanon, which change according to circumstances,
have always been spurious, and that the long-term
objectives in Lebanese territory are today more
obvious than ever. They have been confirmed and
borne out by the persistence of the Israeli occupation,
with all that entails in tragedy and suffering for the
Lebanese and Palestinian people.

23. This latest Israeli crime, which is the expression
of a doctrine and method used by the Israeli authorities
in all their practices and policies in the occupied Arab
and Palestinian territories should remind us of the fol-
lowing points.

24. First, the Israeli authorities, as is now becoming
increasingly evident, are convinced that the Palestinian
presence, in theory and in practice, constitutes a danger
to Israeli territorial dreams because it serves as a con-
stant reminder to the international community of the
fate of the Palestinian people following the well-known
international plots which resulted in the creation of a
Jewish State on Palestinian territory. That is why the
Israeli authorities have always had recourse to two
principal means of dealing with this reality. The first is
to defame the Palestinian people, portray them in the
eyes of the world as nothing more than a group of
terrorists and endeavour to nip in the bud the idea that
this is a people struggling for its legitimate rights; then
to proceed to the physical annihilation of that people by
seizing their properties, expelling them from their coun-
try and terrorizing them by forcing them to emigrate,
applying collective sanctions and using other methods
common in the worst days of imperialism.

25. Secondly, the Israeli authorities have the mis-
taken illusion that the extermination of the Palestinian
people and the terror through which they are trying to
stifle the Palestinian movement in the Arab Palestinian
territories can succeed in dissuading that people from
carrying on their national struggle. If the Israelis looked
at the history of colonialism in general and at the years
they have themselves spent in applying their policy of
colonialist occupation in the occupied territories, they
would realize that the policy of terror and repression,
however ingeniously it is put into practice, cannot suc-
ceed in shaking the will of a people struggling for its
right to be free. Very often it has precisely the opposite
result—that is, it tends to increase the will and the
resolve of those people to continue their struggle.

26. Thirdly, the Israeli authorities harbour another
illusion—that is, that by applying the policy of terror
in the occupied territories, whether it be in southern
Lebanon, the West Bank or the Gaza Strip, they can put
an end to the commandos’ operations against the occu-
pying forces. It would not be unrealistic to say that such
an erroneous conception corresponds to the ideas of the
former Minister for Foreign Affairs, Abba Eban, who,
according to The Jerusalem Post, said:

““For a number of years now we have been domi-
nated by poisoned imaginations, such as that which
claims that 1,250,000 Palestinians, who are inter-
nationally recognized as a separate people, could be
permanently subjugated by the Israeli authorities.”

The heroic struggle of the Lebanese people against
Israeli occupation of southern Lebanon and the heroic
struggle of the Palestinian people against Israeli occu-
pation on the West Bank and in Gaza should convince



the Israeli authorities that a policy of terror and repres-
sion cannot put a stop to the struggle against the occu-
pation. Nothing will stop that struggle but the cessation
of occupation if Israel wants to ensure the security of
its troops in the occupied temtones it has only to with-
draw them. _

27. Fourthly, the Israeli authorities, in committing
these crimes against the Palestinian and Lebanese peo-
ple in the occupied territories, are committing a dual
crime, since instead of protecting the civilians in the
occupied .areas, as the authority responsible for the
protection of civilians, in accordance with the fourth
Geneva Convention,' they commit acts of aggression
against civilians and their property and seek to change
the geographical, legal and demographic status of the
regions they occupy, in contravention of the letter and
spirit of the provisions of the Geneva Convention.

28. The Arab world, :which has been profoundly
shaken-by persistent Israeli arrogance and the sys-
tematic pursuit of a policy of extermination and repres-
sion in occupied Palestinian and Arab territories and by
the fact that the Council has not fully shouldered its
responsibility to put a stop to the actions of Israel,
appeals to the Council to fulfil its responsibilities as
defined in the Charter of the United Nations.

29, Israel is fully responsible for what is occurring in
" the occupied Arab and Palestinian territories. As the
occupation authority, it is called upon not only to put an
end to the massacres, dispersal, torture and imprison-
ment of civilians in the occupied territories and the
destruction of their houses, in violation of international
law, but to protect those citizens and their goods until
the fate of the occupied areas has been finally decided.

30. That is why the Council is required to shoulder its

full responsibility and to ensure the implementation of
all its resolutions on this matter. We refer to the fol-
lowing resolutions: first, the resolutions requesting
Israel to put an end to its contravention of international
legality in the occupied territories and to provide safe-
guards which would guarantee that these violations of
international instruments and resolutions will not be
repeated;. secondly, the resolutions calling on Israel
to withdraw from all Palestinian and Arab territories
occupied since 1967, since such a withdrawal is the only
effective remedy for all the evils that constitute a per-
manent threat to peace and security in the Middle East;
thirdly, the resolutions demanding that the Palestinian
people be enabled to exercise their inalienable rights,
including their right to self-determination and to estab-
lish their own State on the soil of their fatherland;
fourthly, the resolutions concerning the guarantees of
the independence, territorial integrity and security of
Lebanon, and the total and unconditional withdrawal of
Israeli troops, inaccordance with resolution 509 (1982).

31. The PRESIDENT linterpretation from Russian]:
The next speaker is the representative of Lebanon,
upon whom I now call.

32. Mr. FAKHOURY (Lebanon) [interpretation
from Arabic]: Allow me at the outset, Sir, to con-
gratulate you on your assumption of the presidency of
the Council for the month of May and to express to you
our confidence that your wisdom and experience will
enable you successfully to guide the work of the Coun-
cil. I should also like to extend our thanks to your
predecessor, Mr. Vladimir Kravets, representative of
the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, for the polit-
ically competent and outstanding way in which he pre-
sided over the Council last month.

33. Theevents that occurred on the night of 15/16 May
and on 17 May in the Ein El-Helweh camp south-east
of Sidon in occupied southern Lebanon deserve the
serious attention of the Council. The Israel Defence
Forces launched a large-scale assault, with a big force,
attacking the camp from every direction with three
contingents and then overrunning it. Those forces blew
up several houses, some of them while the occupants
were still inside. They also arrested approximately
150 people, who were transported on three buses to
a concentration camp, and killed or wounded many
inhabitants of the camp.

34. Such an onslaught cannot be justified, and the
responsibility for it cannot be evaded. We have stated
here on numerous occasions that the Council will bear
a heavy responsibility if its numerous resolutions on
southern Lebanon and on Israel’s withdrawal to inter-
nationally recognized borders remain without practical
application and implementation. We do not advocate
the accumulation of resolutions that remain dead let-
ters, whether adopted by the Council or by other bod-
ies. Hence our legitimate and rightful call for the
implementation of earlier Council resolutions will con-
tinue to be made until it is heeded and until the Council
responds effectively and sincerely to the demands of
right and justice.

35. Since its occupation of southern Lebanon, Israel
has consistently launched oppressive military cam-
paigns and carried out inhuman practices against Leb-
anese citizens in their villages and Palestinians in their
camps on Lebanese territory. It is our national duty to
inform international public opinion about campaigns
and practices and to call upon the Council to denounce
them, deplore them and condemn them, because they
are in flagrant violation of the Charter of the Umted
Nations and of human rights.

36. Itisalsoincumbent upon the Council to putanend
once and for all to the present state of affairs by pre-
vailing upon Israel to comply with its resolutions
by withdrawing completely from southern Lebanon so
that the Lebanese State may regain its sovereignty and
authority up to its internationally recognized border
and transform the south into a zone of peace and secu-
rity.

37. This latest act of aggression is very serious,
whether it was planned and carried out by contingents



of the Israel Defence Forces or completed by groups
established, armed and trained by Israel. No allegation,
statement or attempt to distort the facts and camouflage
realities can absolve the occupying Power of its direct
responsibility. '

38. Had we decided to lodge a complaint with the

Council about every aggressive act or practice on the
part of Isracl we could have taken up all the Coun-
cil’s time from now until the end of the year. I have
already on several occasions recalled some of the acts
of aggression and arbitrary practices carried out by
Israel in southern ‘Lebanon, which include the fol-

lowing: first, there is Israel’s blocking of all access

routes to the south, which has led to the complete
isolation of that region from the other parts of Lebanon;
secondly, there is the destruction of walls surrounding
orchards and the uprooting of fruit-bearing trees along
the roads in a large area of the country; thirdly, ports
in the south have been blockaded, thus intensifying
the strangulation of the country begun by the blocking
of the access roads; fourthly, fishermen have been
prevented from practising their trade, thus depriving
the poorer classes of their only means of livelihood;
fifthly, in the larger cities there has been indiscriminate
firing on civilians, including men, women and children;
sixthly, the homes of peaceful citizens have been vio-
lated, although those homes should be inviolable, and
terrorist attacks have been carried out against them by
Israeli soldiers, who do not hesitate to use any kind of
arbitrary method; seventhly, a mercenary army has
been established to work in Israel’s interests and has
been entrusted by Israel with the carrying out of outra-
geous acts against peaceful citizens; eighthly, there has
been indiscriminate aerial bombing of Lebanese cities
and towns, the most recent instance of which was the
bombing the other day in the Bekaa area.

39. If the Council does not take a position commen-
surate with the gravity of the Israeli practices,
that failure will pave the way for Israel to persist in

its attempt to change the geographic and demographic -

character of southern Lebanon in furtherance of its
own interests and of -its own designs, under the pre-
text—a false pretext—of the protection of its security.
Israel invoked that pretext for the aggression of June
1982, and its army overran more than 100 kilometres of
Lebanese territory, including the capital of the country,
Beirut. :

40. We call on all the members of the Council to
recognize the real situation in occupied southern Leb-
anon and to heed the dictates of their conscience, as
reflected in the Council’s resolutions. We call on them
to do their duty of preserving the safety of southern
Lebanon, its citizens, its residents, and restoring to
Lebanon, the motherland, the territory usurped by
blood and sword.

41. The PRESIDENT [interpretation from Russian]:
The next speaker is the representative of the Palestine
Liberation Organization. I now call on him.

42. Mr. TERZI (Palestine Liberation Organization):
Mr. President, I greet you, first, as the representative
of a nation whose peoples paid an extremely high price
in human as well as material sacrifice in their strug-
gle against the Nazi hordes that invaded their country.
I greet you, also, as the representative of a nation that
fully and unconditionally supports the international
consensus for the convening of an International Peace
Conference on the Middle East, for the achievement of
peace by means of a just solution to the Palestinian
problem. That Conference would, under the interna-
tional consensus, be held with the participation of the
parties to the Israeli-Arab conflict. We have every con-
fidence in you as a person, and we are sure that with
your prudence, your capabilities and your experience
you will successfully conduct the work of the Council
this month. ‘

43. We extend our thanks to the members of the
Council who—notwithstanding the one negative vote—
have made it possible for the PLO, the sole and legit-
imate representative of the Palestinian people, to
convey to the international community, through the
Council, the sincere aspiration and determination of
our people to achieve peace in the Holy Land, in Pales-
tine and in the region.

44. Mr. President, we offer your predecessor, the
representative of the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Re-
public, our appreciation for the wise way in which he
conducted the Council’s business last month. The com-
mitment of the Ukrainian people, like that of all the
peoples of the Soviet Socialist Republics, to the cause
of justice and the cause of the inalienable rights of the
Palestinian people, has been and is still being con-
cretely manifested in the membership of the Ukrainian
SSR in the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalien-
able Rights of the Palestinian People.

45. Let us now reflect for a moment on what hap-
pened on 16 May 1943—41 years ago. In Warsaw that
date marked the last day of the criminal proceedings
and acts of genocide undertaken by S.S. Chief of Bri-
gade and Major General of Police Juergen Stroop. The
campaign to eliminate the heroes of the Warsaw Ghetto
had been under way, the campaign to remove Jews
from the Warsaw Ghetto ‘‘for security reasons’’—the
same reasons used by the Fascists in Tel Aviv—and to
“resettle’’ them, mostly in Treblinka, where they were
gassed, exterminated, physically eliminated. We know
that those Jews resisted, with pistols and home-made
Molotov cocktails. They resisted Nazi occupation;
they resisted dehumanization; they fought for their sur-
vival, in dignity, in their homes. '

46. It is worth noting here that some months earlier
the leaders of the 1ZL [Irgun Zvai Leumil—the so-
called Israel Liberation Movement, members of which
are still alive and hold key positions in the military junta
currently commanding in Tel Aviv—were, having
turned their backs on their own people, issuing com-
muniqués calling for co-operation with the new order in



Europe, co-operation that would also be along the lines
of one of the last speeches of the German Reich Chan-
cellor, Adolf Hitler. Such communiqués encouraged
some to co-operate in the formation of the Judenrats—
Jewish Councils. I hasten to state that others joined the
Judenrats, as they believed that the Nazis would
then spare their lives, albeit at the cost of the lives of
hundreds of thousands of other Jewish brothers and
sisters .in the Ghetto.

47.  But the true nature of the Nazis was unveiled
when even the collaborators were not spared. And we
know that the true nature of the Zionist junta in Tel
Aviv is also being unveiled now, if everyone is not
already aware of it.

48. On 16 May 1984, the world was shocked by a
similar racist, genocidal crime. The President of the
Security Council was immediately informed, as was
the Secretary-General. It is our understanding that
the Secretary-General informed the Security Council
on 18 May—more than 48 hours later—that the Com-
missioner-General of the United Nations Relief and
Works Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near
East (UNRWA) had informed him on that day that, at
approximately 2300 hours on the night of 15/16 May,
the so-called Israel Defence Forces (IDF)—more cor-
rectly, the Judeo-Nazi troops of occupation—had sur-
rounded the Ein El-Helweh camp (meaning, I presume,
the Palestinian refugee camp at Ein El-Helweh). Now,
2300 hours on the night of 15/16 May means 1600 hours
New York time on 15 May. Our question is this;: Why
did not the Commissioner-General report the matter
immediately? Be that as it may, the Council was also
informed that the responsible officers of the IDF troops
of occupation had refused to see the senior official of
UNRWA. Naturally they would refuse: their troops
were in the midst of committing heinous crimes.

49. We understand that the report of the Secretary-
General to the Council indicates that members of the
‘‘Palestinian National Guard’® were firing at boys
burning tyres on 17 May. The significant element here is
that those boys were burning tyres. The only explana-
tion I can give in that respect is that this act was to
obstruct and prevent the advance of Israeli occupation
troops further inside the refugee camp. This is a heroic
and legitimate act of self-defence, and we are proud that
those boys took action. The other significant element
is that the so-called Palestinian National Guard is re-
ported to be organized by the IDF. “‘IDF’’ should mean
‘‘incommensurably degenerate Fascists’’. Those IDF
troops by any other name are still IDF troops. The
perpetrators of the crime could be Israeli troops or any
of their instruments.

50. The human conscience does not consider the Nazi
crimes, and especially the genocide in the Warsaw
Ghetto, any less criminal simply because there were the
thugs of the Judenrats or because some Jews responded
positively to the appeal by the so-called Israeli libera-
tion movement. The crime was still the crime of the

Nazis, and likewise the crime here is still the crime of
the junta in Tel Aviv. The world holds Adolf Hitler and
his gang fully and solely responsible, and rightly so.
Similarly, one can assume that the Council will con-
sider the junta in Tel Aviv and the military ficld com-
manders solely and fully responsible for this latest in a
long series of crimes, including the crime of genocide
committed in Sabra and Shatila refugee camps in Sep-
tember 1982. :

51. The responsibility of the occupying Power is well
defined in the norms of international law, and Israel is
still an occupying Power. I am not at all surprised at the
way in which the United Nations correspondent of The
New York Times reported his story on Sunday. He only
missed the point, and maliciously so, that the so-called
Palestinian National Guard is only another unit of the
Israeli troops of occupation. Here again is another Fas-
cist phenomenon. We are informed that the funeral pro-
cession for the woman shot by the ‘‘Palestinian Na-
tional Guard’’ had been broken up by the ‘‘Palestinian
National Guard’’ by shooting, which resulted in the
wounding of five or six refugees, and by making arrests.
We keep hearing about the ‘‘Palestinian National
Guard’’, but not the so-called Palestinian National
Guard as a unit of the Israeli occupation army. We trust
that somehow this point will be clarified to the general
public.

52. Reference has been made to the Judenrats, and
something similar is taking place in the occupied Pales-
tinian territory. On 24 April 1984, a new co-ordinator of
the Government’s activities in the territories, a certain
Shmu’el Goren, took office, and at the first stage he will
have to deal with the appointment of a head of the
civilian administration in ‘‘Judaea and Samaria’’, that
is, the occupied Palestinian territory, and the question
of the structure of the civilian administration and mili-
tary government. He will also have to find new mayors
to replace the army officers now heading several muni-
cipalities in the territory. So the analogy here of the
Judenrats and the appointment of new mayors by the
Co-ordinator—by a military governor—is only another
phenomenon. Why? Because the occupying Power in
1976 had tried elections for the local councils and for
mayors, and the result stunned the occupying Power.
There was unanimous rejection of the occupation and
support for the PLO as the sole and legitimate represen-
tative of the Palestinian people under occupation. After
that experience, of course, Israel would not dare to
induige in elections in the occupied territories.

53. Judging from the past diatribes of the represen-
tative of the Tel Aviv junta, the Council will be told that
the IDF went to the camp to search for arms and for
those who use the arms and explosives against the
Israeli troops of occupation. Frankly, one is proud
to note that the population in southern Lebanon, be
they Lebanese citizens or Palestinian refugees, are only
exercising a legitimate and inalienable right to resist
foreign occupation by all means available to them, in-
cluding explosives—namely, armed struggle. Occupa-



tion engenders resistance, and this is exactly what the
population under foreign occupation, not only in south-
ern Lebanon but in all the territories under occupation,
is doing and will continue to do as long as Israel remains
in those territories. To resist foreign occupation is a
right and a duty. We can share in honouring the memory
of the millions who sacrificed their lives while resisting
foreign occupation in Europe, in Africa, in Asia and in
Latin America. The memory of those freedom fighters
remains our beacon.

54. Israel is the occupying Power in southern Leb-
anon. On 6 June 1982, the Council unanimously
adopted resolution 509 (1982), in which, inter alia, it
demanded “‘that Israel withdraw all its military forces
forthwith and unconditionally to the internationally
recognized boundaries of Lebanon”’. I think no further
clarification is needed to illustrate that Israel is the
occupying Power; it has not complied with that resolu-
tion and, unfortunately, action by the Council is still
being hampered and undermined by at least one per-
manent member of the Council. As long as Israel occu-
pies southern Lebanon and Palestinian and other Arab
territories, Israel should be held responsible for such
criminal acts and the Council must condemn Israel for
those acts.

55. What, one wonders, is to be done? The PL.O main-
tains that it is the duty of the Security Council to insist
that the provisions of the Charter and other interna-
tional conventions be respected. The Charter expects
each and every Member *‘to accept and carry out the
decisions of the Security Council”. Article 1 of the
‘fourth Geneva Convention' reads: *‘The High Con-
tracting Parties undertake to respect and to ensure re-
spect for the present Convention in all circumstances.”’
Thus, it is incumbent upon the members of the Council,
both collectively and individually, to ensure respect for
those provisions and for those moral values. The Coun-
cil is called upon to invoke the powers vested in it and
thus help contribute to the maintenance of the faith and

trust of peoples in the Council. The Council is called.

upon to impose mandatory sanctions on a Member that
violates the Charter, commits crimes and fails to re-
spect the conventions—in this case the fourth Geneva
Convention.

56. It has been rumoured that the Council should
establish a special commission to investigate. The ques-

tion is: to investigate what? The Council has unan--

imously considered Israel to be an occupymg Power,
and the Council must of necessity recognize the inevi-

tability of resistance against the troops of occupation

and so-called countermeasures of repression, savagery
and even genocide taken by the occupying Power. So
the investigation will be a waste of time. It might be a
drug. There should be an immediate call and action to
ensure that Israel is totally out of Lebanon and the other
territories it has occupied, where the Council has unan-
imously requested and demanded that withdrawal.

57. We have had some experience in this regard: it
may be recalled that the Council had established, under

resolution 446 (1979), a special Commission to exa-
mine the situation relating to settlements in the occu-
pied Arab territories. The Commission was refused co-
operation by Israel, and in its first report [S/13450 and
Add.1 of 12 July 1979} it referred to the Israeli actions.
That report was unanimously adopted by the Council in
resolution 465 (1980), and when the Commission pre-
sented its second report [S/14268], dated 25 November
1980, the Council refrained from considering the report,
and there it lies in the archives of the Secretariat. Why?
Our understanding is that one permanent member had
impeded consideration and threatened to reject the re-
port. That member is the United States. It not only
impeded the work of the Council, but it granted Israel,
the occupying Power, more moral and financial support
and entered into a military-strategic alliance with it.

58. The daily bulletin of the Jewish Telegraphic
Agency of 18 May tells us that the Executive Director of
the so-called American-Israel Public Affairs Commit-
tee claimed that Israel was the engine that passed the
foreign aid bill in the House of Representatives. They
are referring to the House of Representatives inWash-
ington, not in Tel Aviv. Be that as it may, the Amer-
ican-Israel Public Affairs Committee considers that it
was thanks to Israel that the bill was passed. What does
that bill include? It includes a total grant to Israel for the
year 1985 of $2.5 billion: $1.1 billion in economic aid
and $1.4 billion in military aid to that arsenal in the
Middle East that is threatening peace in the region and
in the world. So we can see to what extent there is
collusion and collaboration by the Government of the
United States in Israel’s criminal acts.

59. We have been informed by the representative of
Lebanon that a number of people were arrested and
taken away. Here we have to express grave fear, based
on past experience. Indeed, in a report dated 18 April
1984, Amnesty International expressed its concern that
detainees held in Israel were being denied their legal
rights in accordance with internationally accepted
standards, including the principles of international
humanitarian law. Amnesty International is further
concerned that almost all have been held incommuni-
cado since mid-November 1983 and that they have been
denied access to humanitarian organizations, such as
the International Comm