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The meeting was called to order at 4 p.m.

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

The agenda was adnpted.

THE SITUATION IN THE OCCUPIED ARAR TERRITORIES
LETTER DATED 12 PEBRUARY 1990 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNION
OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS TO THE UNITED NATIONS ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT
OF THE SECURITY (MUNCIL (S/21139)

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Arabic): In accordance with the
decisions taken at the 2,910th meeting, I invite the representatives of Israel,
Jordan and Senegal to take the places reserved for them at the side of the Council
Chamber; I invite the representative of Palestine to take a place at the Council
table.

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

Mrs. Diallo (Seneqal) took the places reserved for them at the side of the Council

Chanbers Mr, Qaddousi (Palestine) took a place at the Council table.

The PRESIDENT (interoretation from Arabic) s The Securitv Council will
now resume its consideration of the itam on its agenda.

The first speaker is the repraesentative of Jordan, who wishes to make a
dtatenent in his capacity as Chairman of the Group of Arab Statas for the month of
March. I invite him to take a place at the Council table and to make his Statement.

Mr. SALAH (Jordan) (interpretation from Arabic): It is a privilege to
addrass the Council today in my capacity ag Chairman of the Grouop of Arab States
for this month,

it gives mo great pleasure at the outset to coavay tn vou, 8ir, our watrmest
congtatulations on your assumption of the presidency of the Council for this
wonth. We are particularly happvy to see vou assume the presidency bacause vou

represent a brotherly Arab country. My personal acquaintance with vou aives me
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(Mr, Salah, Jordan)

confidence that your comwmendable gqualities, vour efficiencv and wisdom will
contribute to the success of the Council's work.

I should also like to express to yvour predecessor, Mr. Ricardo Alarcon de
Quesada, our deemest thanks and appreciation for the skill and acumen with which he
conducted the Council‘’s work last month.

I also wish to express the thanks of the Arab Group to Their Excellencies the
Foreian Minister of Malavsia, Mr. Dato' Abu Hassan Hi{i Omar, and the Poreian
Minister of Cuba, Mr. Isidoro Malmierca Peoli, for addressing the Security Council
on the igsue under discusgion, which {8 of concern to all Arab countries.

Once again the Sacurity Council is wmeeting to consifer the gituation in the
occupied Arab territories, and as usual the reason for this meeting is a serlous
and neaative development in those territories that is detrimental to the interests
of its rightful owners and poses a threat to the prospects of peace in the region.
The new development that led to the convening of the Council today is the

intensified emiqration of Jews of the Soviet Union to Israel.
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It i{s expected that by the end of this vear there will be around 100,000 new
immigrants and that within a few vears there will be around 1 million.

The history of Jewish emigration to Palestine {s closely linked to the course
of the Israeli-Arab conflict, the core of which {8 the Palestine question, Indeed,
this imnigration was the reason behind the conflict, and its continuation s a
major factor in the persistence of the conflict up to the present day. The
relation between Jewish imniqration since the 1967 war and the continuation of the
Arab-Israeli conflict i3 of particular concern to us at the present juncture.

We have been warning of the oravity and counseguences of this immigration since
the Iaraeli occupation of the Arab territeories in 1967. At that time it becams
obvious that such imalaration would have an adverse effact on the human and
national rights o2 the inhabitants of the occupied Arab territorizs and prospects
gor peace in the region, since many Jewish immiqrants, with the encouragesent of
the Israeli Government, have settled in the occupied Arab territories after Isreel
has expropriated parts of thoge territories and establiched settlements on tham.

The 1sraeli practices in the occupied Arab territoriea, particularly in reqard
to the expropriation of land 214 the estabiishment of Jewish settlements on it, are
well known to the Security Council. Indaed, these practices are documented in
repores by various committees and commissions escablished by the United Naticns o
investiqate such wractices.

I should 1ike to read out twd psraaraphs from the f£iret rencrt submitted to
the Securitv Council by tha three~mumber Commission establishod by it under {ts
resolution 446 (1979 ¢o cousider the iesue of Jawish set:lements in the ococcupied

Arab territories, including Jerusslea.
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Referrim to the Israelil policy reqarding settlewments,
[ spoke in Enqglishl]
*The Commission found evidence that the Igraeli Government is enqaged in
a wilful, systematic and larae-scale process of establishing settlements in
the occupied territories for which it should bear full responsibility.”

(3/13450 and Add.l; para; 220)

[continued in Arabic]

Wwith regard to the relation between the establishment of settlements and the
displacement of the legitimate inhabitants of the territories, the Commission
stated that

{eocke - in English)]

“a correlation exists between the establishment of Israeli settlements

and the displacement of the Arab population,” (ibid., para. 221)

[continued in Arabic)

As nembers are well aware, after studvina the reports of the Commission, the
Sacurity Council adopted resolution 465 (1980), in which it determined that

®sll measures taken by Israel to change the phvsical character, demographic

composition, institutional structure or status of the Palestinian and other

Arab cerritories ocounied since 1967, including Jerusalem, of any part

therqof, have no lagal validity ...". (resolution 465 (1980), para. 5)

Ths laerasli policies and practices of settling asectors of its population and
of the new iamicrants in these territorias are a arave violation of the Fourth

Geneva Convention and a serious obstacle to the establishment of a comprehensive,

dust and lasting peace in the #iddle East.
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In that resolution the Security Council also called upon the people and
Governmant of Israel to desist henceforth from
*the establishment, construction and planning of settlements in the Arab

territories occunied since 1967, including Jerusalem®. (ibid,, vara. 6

The Council also called upon

®all States not to orovide Israel with any assistance to be used specifically

in connection with gettlements in the occupled territories®. (ibid., para. 7)

A decade hag passed and that resolution remains unimplemented. Israel has
continued to establish settlements, and certain countries have continued to render
assistance to Israel - either matarially, thus enabling it to build settlements; or
in human termg, enabling Isrsel to £ill these territories with immigrants.

The position of the Israeli Government in reqard to its settlement of the
occupied Arab territories - or, to put it more accurately, its colonization - needs
no comment. It {8 a position vhich has been taken by the present Israeli
Governmant as well as its predecessors.

For example, I recall what Golda Meir said in 1973 when she was Prime Minister
of Israel:

[spoke in English)

*"These outposts and gettlemants are seads which will develop in the
future, growing in population and becoming more £irmly rooted.®
icontinued in Arabic]
Moshe Davan said the following in the same vear, when he was Minister of

Defence:
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[spoke in English}

“Iasrael should stay forever in the West Bank, because this is Judea and

Samarisz. This i{s our homeland. We could as well have stayed in America and

Russia had we not wanted to come here.*

{continued in Arabic}

The recent statements by the Israeli Prime Minister, Yitzhak Shamir,
concaerning this issue must have drawn the attention of the Securitv Council. He
said, among other things, that these immiarants have the freedom to settle wherever
thay want; that this large-scale immiaration requires the establishment of a
Greate: Israel; that Israel should persist in controlling the West Bank and the
Gaza Strip, in ¢ ‘:ctation of mass immiaration; and that this imoiqration will make
Israel areater, stronger and better. Such statements are extremely serious. They
should make the Security Council devote its full and uraent attention to the issue
and £ind an urgent solution to it.

It is not fair to allow Jews from all parts of the world to gettle in the
occupied Arab territories for no reason other than that thev are Jewish, while the
Palestinian refugees in the Diaspora are denied their right to return to their land
for no reason other than that they are Arabs and Palestinians,

1If human rights means aiving the Jewish people of the Soviat Union the riaht
to emiarate from their countty, human riohts certainly do not mean exercising this

riaht at the expense of the Arab Palestinian people.
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If there is room within the land on which Israel was established in 1948, it
ghoul d ‘f a matter of priority be filled by the Pslestinian refugeee, the owners of
those lands who were uprooted from them by force. The right of the Palestinian
refugees to return is a human and national inalienable riaoht stressed by the United
Sations in various resclutions, particularly General Asseambly resolution 194 (III)
and Security Council resclution 242 (1967), paraarsph 2 (b).

The Israeli policv of settlement in the occupied Arab territories since 1967
has been linked with a policy of gvstematic deportation and displacement of the
rtahtful inhabitants of those lands. Israel has adopted various forms of
repressive and arbitrary practices aimed at making living conditions ever more
daifficult for the inhabitants of those territories, compellina them to leave their
land and resettle elsevhere.

The history of the Israeli occupation of the Arab territories, occupied since

1967, leads us to consider the present intensified and svstematic emiaration of

Jews from the Soviet Union to Isrsel aa a qreat: threat far exceeding praevious
dangers. The arrival of huge nusbers of immiqrants to Israel and their settlement
in the cccupied Aradb territories m2ans the continuation of the creeping annexation
of those territories and the expulsion of their rightful inhabitants. It also
undaraines prospects for peace in the reaion, As a result of that iamiaration,
Israel may sooner o later annes the Wast Bank and the Gaza Strip, as it did
earlier with Arab Jeorusslen #nd the Svrisn Arab Golan Heiahts,

It mav algo coumit the orime of daporting the Palestinian peovle en wmasse.
That crice 19 called "transferal® in Israel. Certain Israeli leadare do not
hesitate to discusa it as a posaible alternstive. It should be noted that on
19 June 1988 a referendum was held in Iprael concerninag the possible mass

daportation of the Palestinians. The tresults of that referendum made it clear that
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4] ver cent of laraelis supported the idea. In Cctober 1989, accordina to another
referendum, the percentaae advocating mass depcrtation had risen to 52 per cent.
This indicates that the circle of support for that immoral {dea has widened and
that it mav in time prove to be a potential solutien,

The inalienable national and human rights of the Palestinian people will be
the first victims of such a crime. Other victims will be the neiahbourina Arab
countries, which will be affected by the crime's serious impact. Those countries
are still sufferinag from previous displacements of the lFalestinian peoplae, in
particular after the wars of 1948 and 1967, The pgsaibilitv is not a remote one,
especially if we take into account the numerous statements made by the leaders of
Igrael concerning the idea of ap alternative homeland. Certainly, Isracel’s atteampt
to implement such a plan would lead to a huge explosion in the reaion on an
unprecedented scale.

We welcomad the positive davelopments in international relations in recent
vears and were hopeful that the effects of internaticnal détente would extend to
the Arab-Igraeli conflict and help accelerat. the process towards a long-overdue
political settlement.

However, it seews that the precise opposite has occurred. This dangercus wave
of immigration is one of the results of the chanqges taking place in the Soviet
Union in harmony with the improvement in the international atmosphere. The
threatening dimensions of this immigration ghould have been considered before it

uaa allowad #n Anmire  anA
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countries that welcome immigrants and can absorb them ~ countries in which their
precence would entail no danger ¢o human riohts, to the national rights of the

pecples of those countries, or to peace and security,
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The countries that have persistently called for such immigration and eserted
pregsure to that end should have thrown open thetir doors to receive the immigrants
and to settle them on their own territory. However, those countries did just the
opposite: They either set quotas or shut their doors tiaght in an attespt to force
the immiarants to qo to Igrael, despite the fact that 85 per cent of the Jews
leaving the Soviet Union, when qivc'm the choice, went to the United States and not
to lsrael.

What further aggravates the situation is that those immigrants leave their
country carrying travel documents and not passports, which means that, even should
they want to return to their country, they could not. In such circumstances - in
the absence of any other option -~ the matter becomes a question of evacuation and
not emiqgration. Thus, Israel reaps the harvest of international détente by
receiving more iamw!arants, which strengthens its potential and fuels its war
machinery, in the same way that it reaped the harvest of international tension by
exploiting the rivalry between the two super-Powers.

Those gains made by Israel in both cases will defin:.telv increase its
intransicence and encouraqe it to persist in its expansioniat and aggressive policy
in the reaion. It is a State that has no definitive borders and acknowlet}qes
neiti.er beiny an ococupying Power .or the applicability of the fourth Ganava
Convention to the territorjes it occuvies. Ilsrael also denies the Palaestinian
refugees who were expelled fiom their homesS the right to return, and considers the
acceptance of the rigit to return as {ts own “Gemvaraphic suicide”. Thst

expression wags used in a scacemen: wade Ly the preaent President of Igraei, Chain
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Hexzoq, to the General Asseably during the discussion of the item on Palestine
in 1976, when he wvas a Permanent Representative to the United Hationa. He said:
(spoke in English)

*This so~called principle is sbsolutely unrealistic, as Israel has no

intention of comaitting damvgraphic suicida®.
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The fact is that the return of the Palestinian refuaees to their land would
not be demographic suicide for Israel. To the countrary, the immiaration of the
world's Jews and their settlement in the occupied territories constitates the
demographic massacre of the legitimate inhabitants of the territories., In that
connection, I would recall what Count Bernadotte, the United Nations Mediator for

Palestine, wrote in his 1948 remort to the General Assembly on this issue:

(spoke - in  Enql ish)

®It would be an offense against the principles of elemental justice if
these innocent victims of the conflict {the Palestinian refugees) were denied
the right to return to their homes while Jewish immiqrants flow into

Palestine”.

(continued in Arabic)

This new flow of Jewish immiqration to Israel increases our fears and concerns
more than ever for several reasons: FPiret, this immiqration is at the expense of
the inalienable nationsl and human rights of the Arab Palestinian people and the
Byrian citizens of the Syrian Arab Golan,

Secondly, Ierael will use the immigration as an excuse to continue its
occupation of the Arab territories, claiming it needs them to absorb the new
isniarants. It will use the immigrants to fuel its war machine and to encourage
learael to persist in its expansionist, agaressive policies acainat Arab countries.

Thirdly, a peaceful settlemant has not vet been achieved, and the immigration

g v v P 1 Lo o MbemBnn Ataa @

and &b Sonts in the Gocupisd Arab territoriss undermineg the "ian
for peace” forumla, which is viewed unanimously as a basis for the establishment of
peace in the reqion. They thus impede peace efforts and make the establ{shment of

peace impossible.
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FPourthly, Israel still refuses to see itself as an occuoving Power and rejects
the applicabilitvy to the occupied Arab territories of the fourth Genaeva
Convention. It also rejects the relevant United Nations resolutions, in particular
those declaring its practices in occupied Arab territories illeqal and calling
on it to halt them.

For those reasons, and against the background of the sacred Palestinian
i{ntifadah - which highlights the Palestinian people's catenorical rejection of
Israeli occupation and its determination to qain its inalienable national riahts -
and the peaceful Palestinian position as exoressed by the Palestine Liberation
Orgqanization (¥L)), as we all know the sole leaitimate representative of the
Palestinian people, it is clear that this new wave of immiaration has serious
repercugsions that deserve urgent attention and decisive messures bv the Security
Council.

Today the Security Council must be more effectiv than ever, Effectivcness
1ies not in the adoption of resolutions, but in their impleomentation. The Council
has alreadv adopted many resolutions on the occupied Arab territories; these remain
dead letters owing to their rejection by Iarael and the Council's failure to use
its povers against that rejection.

The question of immigration, an which the Council is meeting today, is
fmportant, but it io onlv one aspect of a comples problam: the Arab-lsraeli
conflict, the cure of which is the Palestinian question. 80 long as that question
remains without & wtal solution, the various problecs otemminag from it will alsgo
resain without a totsl solution.

#ith respec: to the problem of Jewish immigration now undar discussion, we
expect the followimn from the Sacuritv Council: the suspension of that immiqratien
to Igrsel or its redirection to ocher countries until a peaceful settlament is

achieved; reaffirmation of past Security Council resolutions an this subject,
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particularly resolution 465 (1980); reaffirmation of the applicabilitv of the
fourth Geneva Convention to the occupied Arab territories; reaffirmation of the
illeaality of the settlements in the occupied Arab territories and of the need to
make Israel desist €rom establishing them and remove those alreadv in place;
assurance that all countries will stop providing anv assistance to Israel that
could be used specifically in connection with the settlements in the occupied Arab
territories; and a request to the Secretary-General to monitor the implementation
of the resolution to be adopted by the Security Council in this matter and to
submit a report to the Council within a reasonable period of time.

It would be appropriate to stress once mote the need for intensified efforts
to achieve a just, lasting and comprehensive settlement of the Arab-Israeli
conflict through an international conference, and on the basis of Security Council
resolutions 242 {1967) and 338 (1973) and the legitimate national rights of the
Palestinian people. Such a settlement would once and for all solve all the
problems stemmina from that conflict, including the problem of immigration now
under discussion,

The PRESIDENT (interoretation from Arabic): I thank the representative
of Jordan for the kind words he addressed to me,

The next speaker is the representative of Senegal. I invite her to take a
place at the Council table and to make her statement.

Mrs., DIALLO (Seneqal) (interpretation from Prench): I should like to

thank you, Mr. President, and the other members of the Securitv Council for

arantina mao thia annareuniss & navslialnata ta o Al amiema Lo man
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particular concern to Senegal and to the Committee on the Exercise of the
Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People, over which I have the honour to

preside on behalf of mv country.
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I should like at the outset to say how pleased our deleqation is to see vou,
Sir, presiding over the Security Council during March., We wish to congratulate you
warmly, and we are sure that vou will continue to quide vhe work of the Council
with your usual dynamism and competence. I cannot fail to pav a well-deserved
tribute to vour predecessor, Ambassador Ricardo Alarcon de Quesada of Cuba, for the
way in which he discharaed his duties during February.

In my dual capacity as representative of Seneaal and Chairman of the Committee
on the Exercise of the Inalienable Riahts of the Palestinian People, I have asked
to be allowed to take part in the Council's debate because we are deeply concerned
at recent developments in Israel's settlements policy in the occupied Palestinian
territory.

I am pleased to note and hail the presence here and the distinguished
participation this morsing of Their Excellencies the Foreign Ministers of
Palestine, Malaysia and Cuba, which demonstrate the sianificance and acuteness of
this issue that is of concern to the whole international community.

Recent statements by certain Israeli leaders show once again Israel's
obstinacy in denying the legitimate national rights of the Palestinian people and
refusina to adnit that the Fourth Geneva Convention is applicable to the
Palestinian territory occupied since 1967, despite the relevant Security Council
and General Assembly resolutions.

The settlements policv in the occupied territory carried out by Israel since
1967 has been unanimously rejected and condemned by the international community.

It led the Security Council, in resolution 446 (1979, to establish a Commiassion
consisting of three of its members to examine the situation relatina to gettlements
in the occupied tettttorieé. When this Commission submitted its second report, the
Securitvy Council, on 1 March 1980, adopted resolution 465 (19€0), in which it

accepted the conclusions and recommendations contained therein.
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The Council determined that all measures taken bv Israel to chamqe the
physical character, demoaraphic composition, institutional structure or status of
the Palestinian and other Arab territories occupied since 1967, including
Jerusalem, or anv part thereof have no legal validity. In the Council's view,
Israel's policy and practices of settling parts of its population and new
famigrants in those territories constituted a flagrant violation of the Fourth
Geneva Convention and also corn:tituted a serious obstruction to achieving a
comprehensive, just and lastina peace in the Middle East. The Council also called
upon all States not to provide Igrael with any assistance to be used specifically
in connexion with settlements in the occuvied Territorias.

In its third report the Commission noted a continuing deterioration in the
situation in the occupied Palestinian territories and reaffirmed that the Israeli
gettlements policy was still beina actively, deliberately and gystematically
pursued, usina methods that were often coercive, in total disreqard of fundamental
human riahts. This policvy had led to radical and adverse changes in the econonic
and social structures of the daily 1ife of the Arab population that had remained in
the occupied territories and, in addition, to profound aeographic and demoqraphic
changes in them, including Jerusalem, in violation of the Fourth Geneva Convention
and Security Council resolutions In view of the arowing deterioration in the
situation, the Commission believed that Israel's gettlements policy and the
unjustified suffering beina inposed on a dafenceless population could lead to
further disorder and acts of violence, and recommended that appropriate means be
found, under the auspices of the United Nations, to put an end to the situation.
Unfortunately, as members know, the Security Council was not able to take up the
Conmission's third report, and hence its recommendations could not be iaplemented.

Thus, despite the urqent appeals of the international ocommunitv, Israel has

pursued and accelerated its settlements policy. Aceording to recent information,
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the area of the lands confiscated by Israel since 1967 had, in 1989, reached
approximately 55 per cent of the total area of the occupied territories, There are
185 gettlements on the West Bank and 22 in the Gaza Strip, while the number of
gettlers i{s estimated at 70,000. Moreover, about 120,000 Igraelis are said to have
settled in new neighbourhoods in East Jerusalem built up since the beainnira of the
occupation in 1967,

This policy of creeping annexation of the occupied territory can only be part
of a plan carefully prepared and implemented in accordance with verv precise
objectives and time tables,

Was it not the former Israeli Defence Minister who in October 1982 declared:

*Massive settlement throughout the West Bank is the best response to the

various plans people from abroad would jmpose on Israel?"

Naturally, to reach this objective, Iarael has taken a host of measures so as
to stifle any kind of political, cultural, social and economic expression on the
part of the Palestinian people, These measures have been accompanied by acts of
violence, intimidation and provocation committed anainst Palestinfans by armed
Israeli settlers, not to mention expulsions and other forms of banishment.

This situation has only arown worse since the beainning of the intifadah. In

its report to the forty-third session of the General Assembly in 1988 the Committee
on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People expresged its
profound concern over the arowina participation of armed Israeli settlers in
attacks acainst the Palestinian population. 1In its report to the forty-fourth
gesaion of the Agsembly the Committee ewxpressed its arave concern of Israel's
increase resort to armed force in an attempt to snuff out the intifadah., 1iIn
November 1989 it was reported that a reserve company of the leraeli armed forces

made up of settlers had been sent to the West Bank, In my letters addressed to the
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Secrstarv—-General and to the President of the Security Council on behalf of the
Committee, on many occcasions I reported serious incidants arising out of acts of

violence by groups of settlers that had caused many casualties among Palestinians.
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According to fiaures that recently appeared in the American press, the number
of immigrants will rise from 50,000 in 1990 to 750,000 in the course of this
decade. As a result of the new immigration the Jewish population settled in East
Jerusalem since 1967 could qrow bv 60 per cent, and the population of the Jewish
colonies in the West Bank could grow by 10 per cent in the near future. More than
2,000 Israeli families are said to have been settled in the occupied territory in
1989. It has been reported that the settlers alreadv living there are actively
encouraaing new immiarants to come to the occupied territory and that the Israeli
Government is co-operatimg in that effort tw offerina large cash bonuses,
low-interest mortages and practica.ly free land.

New immigrants are immediately settled in the West Bank, while Israeli
soldiers, jmplementing the extremely strict residence laws, are devorting
Palestinjans whose families have lived there for generations. Reliable sources
npte the existence in the West Bank of a qrowing campaian to break up families,
and, &8 a result of Israeli-imposed restrictions, tens of thousands of Palestinians
who returned to the occupied territory after the 1967 war with limited-residence
permits and who remained in the territory are reqarded as foreianers by the
occupation authorities, who expelled several hundred Palestinians in 1989, for the

most part women and children, and who have deported around 50 for political reasons

since the outbreak of the Intifada.

The former mavor of Hebron, Mr. Mustafa el-Natsheh, was ewpressina Palestinian

fears when he stated:
"the Israelis refuse to arant the Palestinians the right to return to the
reqicn, but at the same time they are also brinaing in Jewish immiarants. We
want to have our Palestinian State alongside Israel and to settle Palestinian
refugees in it, but the immigration of Jews from abraad will alter the

demography, the aspect of the occupied reaions.”
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The Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian
People has noted the statements made bv the Governments of the Soviet Union and the
United States of America condemnina Israel's present rolicy with resard to the
gettlement of the occupied territory. The Committee fully supports thoge
statements and the statements of other Governments and of intergovernmental and
non-govermental oraanizations ou that subject, and it shares their concerns. The
Committee wishes to join in the appeals that have been made to the Government of
Israel to implement the fourth Geneva Convention of 1949 and the relevant
resolutions of the Security Council and to refrain from actions likelv to alter the
denocqraphic composition of the occupied Palestinian territory. We urge all the
parties concerned to ensure that the wemberg of the Jewish community immiqrating to
Igrael are not used to perpetuate the occupation of Palestinian territory, to
hinder the peace process and to dany the Palestine people the exercise of their
inalienable national rights,

In that connection I am havpy to be able to stress there that Seneqal,
faithful to its convictions and constant in its commitment to justice, supports the
tight of each individual freelv to emiqrate to the countrv of his choice, but that
it cannot aqree that the exercise of that right can be imposed bv s third Power to
the detriment of the host populations - in this case to the detriment of the
Palestinian populations.

Now that throughout the world dialogue and negotiationa are the chosen means
for £finding solutions to outstandina problems, now that welcome initiatives are
beina taken by many Governments, demonstrating promising political couraae, now
that even the gupoorters of apartheid seem to realize the aberrance of that policy
based on violence, persecution, racial discrimination and the denial of rights and

freedoms, new risks are seriouslvy tchreatenina international peace, securitv and
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stability owing to the obstinacy of the Israeli Government in swimming against the
current of history.

We, and the Security Council, must resolutely oppose the policies and
practices of Israel and its defiant and provncative stand in order that the
injustice from which the Palestinians, continue to suffer in their occunied
homeland not be transformed into an even more fearful tragedy.

It is up to us to support the initiatives now being taken to bring all the
parties concerned to enter into constructive neqotiations and to ensure the
convening of the international conference on the Middle East with a view to a
peaceful, comwprehensive, just and lastino settlement.

In order to achieve that pressing objective we must rise above our habitual
digferences.

Soon, amidst general rejoicing, an independent Namibia will take the place it
has won, through bitter struggle, in the concert of free nations. That gqlorious
illustration of the victory of right over violence, of freedom over injustice,
should be an inspiration to those who are trying to disreqard the inalienable
rights of peoples f£ighting for the triumph of their leqitimate aspirations.

I hope that the Security Council’s work will enable us to go forward on a
course that will also enable the couraqeous Palestinianas, too, to reqain all their
inalienable national rigqhts and to make their contributicn to the international
community in buildinag a world of peaca, justice and prosperity.

Senaqal, which haa constantly and devotedly pursued this course, will continue
to work to that end.

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

of Seneaal for the kind words she addressed to me,
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The next speaker i{s the representative of Israel. I invite him to take a
place at the Council table and to make his statement.

Mr. BEIN (Israel): The issues raised in the debate today are but one
aspect in the multifaceted Arab-Israeli conflict. Such an intricate and complex
conflict can be addressed constructively only in the context of comprehensive
neqotiations between the parties directly involved. Had this road been followed
from the start, the enmity and tensions could have been defused long ago. Had
direct neqotiations been commenced, many of the contentious issues, some of which
are beimg manipula*ted and blown up out of all proportion, would not have arisen in
the first place.

8ince last May all diplomatic activity aimed at initiation of dialogue has

been based on Igrael’s peace fnitiative of 14 May 1989,
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At present a domestic political crisis is brewing in XIsrael. Yet lsrael, to
my knowledge, is the only State in which internal political crises, the rise and
fall of Governments, are determined not by social, economic or environmental
igsues, but by the agonizing problem of how to pursue peace, how to follow the most
effective path and utilize the best means in order to expedite the process leading
to peace.

This is neither the time nor the place to focus on the contentious issues and
matual agrievances that lie at the heart of the Arab-Israeli conflict.
Disagreements must and will be addressed when neqotiations commence. The vositions
of the parties are well known; their endless repetition here only adds fuel to the
fire.

At this critical juncture advancing the peace process should be the highest
priority of all the parties concerned. Exercising discretion would contribute to
avoiding the pitfalls that lic ahead.

I ghould have preferred to end my statement on this note, say "Thank you,

Mr. President®, and return to my seat. Unfortunately, we have been made to sit
through another round of accusations levelled against Israel which cannot remain
unanswered.

We are witnessing historic transformations taking place around the world.
Walls are crumbling, and the message of democracy and freedom is resuraing.
Bordaras are open and freedom of movement is benefitina ceople of all
nationalities. Among thew are Jews who seek a safe haven and wish to live in
freedom and dianity in their national homeland in Israel.

Followina millenia of repression, persecution, blood-libels and maroﬁs,
culminating in the industrialized slaughter of 6 million Jews in the Nazi

Holocaust, the State of Israel was reborn. This was the realization of an aqe-old
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dream, echoed in the words of the prophet Isaish, who pbroclaimed that the Lord
®"ghall asseuble the outcasts of Israel, and gqather together the dispersed of

Judah from the four corners of the earth", (The Holy Bible, Isajah 11:12)

The Jewish people would henceforth be gquaranteed a permanent safe haven, a shelter
to which they could immigrate. Never again would the Jewish people £ind themselves
helpless in the face of imminent mortal danger. Never again would they f£ind the
gates of freedom closed before them, The gates of Igrael would for ever be open.
Such is the quarantee to Jews the world over by the Law of Return, the Basic Law of
Isgrael:

*avery Jew has the riaght to immtarate to the country.”

This is the very essence, the raison d'étre, of Israel.

Indeed, lsrael has absorbed its people: wave after wave of destitute
refuqees; peoble who fled for their lives, havina nowhere else to turn; the
wretched survivors of the concentration and death camps in Europe; the 800,000
refuqees from Arab countries, many of whom escaped with their lives, leaving
everychina behind; the refugees and immigrants from black Africa, Asia ancd the
Americas.

In fact, the mambers of our delegation present in this Chamber reprerent a

microcesm of modern Israel. We are all first~ or ssecond-generation refugees or

immigrante from four contipents.

The mags immiaration of Jews from the Boviet Unifon is the culmination of a
lonq, Aifficult and strenuous international struagle, in which the free world &8 a
whole - Governments, parliaments, statesmen and communities - have plaved a leadino
role. We deeply appreciate these efforts, and we commend the determination ot the
Soviet Union to conform with international practice and grant freedom of movement

to its citizens. This momentous development is particularly critical today, vhen
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the darker side of demscratization is aeneratina a resurgence of virulent
anti-genitism.

At the very same time an ugly campaian is being waged by Arab States, a
canpaian of a scope and proportion unprecedented in recent vears, with the aim of
halting the immigration of Jews to Israel altogether. While various pretexts are
put forth, the attacks are beina directed against the immiqration itself - and we
have heare it here. Jewish immiqration, however, lies at the foundation of the
existence of the State of Israel. Hence, those who oppose Jewish immiqration to
the Jewish State are expressing their ovposition to our very existence.

The accusations levelled against Israel in this debate, implving that Israel
intends to displace Palestinians by the massive settleament of Jewish immiqrants in

their place, are preposterous. They have no basis whatsocever. Rather, these

contentions are the latest manifestation of the lonastandina campaian acainst the
Jewigh State, a campaian which is often veiled by sundrv euphemistic sloaans, such
as "armed strugale”, ®racjal discrimination®, “"settlement®”, "anti~Zionism", "the
liberation of Palestine”, or the campaian to halt Jewish immigration.

For over 40 vears Arab States and their various proxies and organizations have
done their utwmost to delegitimize the only Jewish State, to crush it physically and
to undermine it politically, diolomatically and economically. Indeed, their
concerted efforts to halt Jewish immiaration began long before Israel controlled
Judea, Samaria and the Gaza district. What we are witnessina todav is the
culmination of a systematic Arab campaian, dating back to the beainning of the
Arab-Israeli conflict, directed against the very essence of Israel as the home for
the Jewish people, against the riaght of Jews to a State of their own, and aaainst

peace and accommodation with the reality of Israel.

We remember how in the early part of this century Jewish refuqees fled
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anti-semitic persecution in Europe, only to be met by belligerent Arab opposition.
We remember that the Arasb leaders of the 1930s and 19408 ware aswayed by the Mufti
of Jerusalem, Haj Awin al-Husseini, who, from his bagse in Nazi Germany, conspirad
not only to halt all Jewish immioration, but physically to annihilate the Jewish
communities in Europe and Palestine. Complementina his efforts before, during and
after the Second World War, the Arab leadership maintained unceasina pressure on
the British authorities of Mandated Palestine to bar all Jewish immiaration.

We cannot forget that that Arab pressure culminated in the dispatch of a Royal
Commission to "investigate the gituation" $¢n Palastine and in the notorious White
Paper issued by the British Mandatory authorities on 17 May 1939, which imposed
harsh restrictions on Jewish immiaration, to be followed by a total bap, That
date, 17 Mav 1939, was aix vears after the rise of Nazi Cermany, a time when the
wortal danger facina the Jewish refugees from Europe was already public knowledae,
one vear following the Nazi anschlusg of Austria, on the heels of the Nazi conquest
of Czechoslovakia, and two wonths prior to the assault on Poland, The moral
implications were disregarded then, as they are disreaarded todav.

As Arab leaders then were fervent in their attempts to deny accesg to the only
sanctuary available to the Jews, so did they reject anv accommndation with a Jewish
State in their midst, The 1947 United Nations partition resolution waz thus
rejected out of hand. So was vecoanition of Israel's right to exist, even bafore
the Six~Day War. As thev rejected resolution 242 (1967) and the Camp David

Accords, 50 many of them now redect Israel's peace inittative of May 1989,
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This ongoing belifgerency has not ceased. Today, 42 years after its rebirth,
Israel still faces Arab rejection of its very existence. Mr. Qadhaffi of the
Libyan Arab Jamahiriva calls for all-out war on Israel with bloodcurdling imagery:

"The liberatjon of Palestine ... is only a matter of time. ... Palestine is a

qrave for the Jews ..., a collective oven for all the Jews. Therefore I advise

the Jews to leave the oven before it ... starts boiling, and return to their
countries .,. Alaska is a very anpropriate place to set up a Jewish State ...

I warn them, get out of the tomb before vou get buried,"

That i{s from the JANA News Raency, Trivoli, Libva, 6 January 1990,

Such unabashed threats: should they be ignored? Dare we disreqard such
swagaerina bv Libya, that hostile nation that produced and amassed stockpiles of
chemical weabons - poison gas ~ in Rabta?

Arafat can only coneur:

“the Jews in occupied Palestine should return to their countries of oriein ...

the popular revolution will coﬁunne until all Palestinian soil ia liberated®,
That is from JANA, dated 8 January 1990.

On 8 March 1990 President Assad of Syria called for an eternal jihad, a holy
war againat Israel "until the end of time®,

Preparations are currently under way for the establishment of what is called
an eastern front of confrontation against Israel - a militsry alliance joining the
forces of Syria, Jordsii, Iraq and the PLO able to mobilize close to 3 wmillion men
undor arms.

And as if all this ig not enough, an old pernicious argument has resurfaced
lately, a return to the {nfamous line of the late Saudi Ambassador Baroodi, who
used to state in the Security Council that not only do the Jews have no riaht to a

gsovereian State in Israal but thev are not even Jews: all the wmora reason to deny
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them & hcmeland. They are, he arqued, the descendants of the Khazars, a tribe
converted to Judaiem in the 8th century.

This nonsense has made a remarkable comeback latelv.

In his 8 March speech, Presidant Assad declared, "The Soviet Jews are
Rhazars., They are neither the descendants of Issac and Shem, nor even of Noah".
In an interview on French television, Arafat tells us that the Soviet Jews are not
really Jews: “They do not belona to the 12 tribes of Israel,” savs Arafat. "They
are belng kidnapoed en masse by Israel,®™ That was said in an {nterview, Arret Sur
Image, on 26 Pebruary 1990,

Qadhaffi qoes aven further: he calluy for the deportation of Israel's Jews to
Estonia and Lithuania - the lands of the Rhazars. That, claims Qadhaffi, is the
way to achieve what he calls a just peace - JANA News Agency, Trinoli, Libye,

6 Januvary.

In the Middle East, where verbal incitement often leads to bloodshed, such
statexants must not be ifanored. Only six weeks ago nine Igraeli tourists were
killed and 17 were injured when their sightseeing bus was attacked on the rcad to
Ismailia, Numerous organizations competed to take credit for that massacre. One
of them was the notorious Islamic Jihad, which has close operational 1links with
Arafat's Fatah groun. The motive, according to the Islamic Jihad, was to remind
Soviet Jews that Ierael is not the land of milk and honey but the land of death.

I quote;

“Here we witness the tens of thousands of Soviet Jews descending upon our Holy

Land, dressed in military uniform, in order to oppress our Arab people. ...

The Islamic Jihad 18 laying in wait for vou ... We tell the 2ionists in

Palestine and evervwhere else: we will fiaht you, women, children and the

elderly ... the armed strugale is our raad to Palestine.”

That is quoted from Radio al-Quds, Damascug, 5 February.
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This {s the essence of the so-called armed struaqle, a euvhemism for the
indigeriminate murder of Jewish civilians, the battle cry of those intent onfoiling
any move towards a peaceful resolution of the conflict. The intense political
vressure aimed at halting Jewish immiaration to Israel should be understood in this
context. This is clearly evident in the plethora of press articles appearing in
almost every Arab newapaper these days. The Kuwaiti newspaper Al-Qabas had this to
say on 22 February: .

*The just solution is for Palestine to be returned to what it was prior
to Jewish immiqration ... The existence of Israel is unlawful, and the just
golution, therefore, is that Israel cease to exist. ... Those Jews who came
from here, there aor anywhere must return to their own lands. This is true
justice ... that which was taken by force will be returned only with force,
through the Islamic Jihad."

8o asays Al-Qabas of Kuwait.

On 15 Februarv 1990 United National Leadership - PLO published {ts latest
directive, which stated, inter alia:

“The leadership damands that the Soviet authorities stop the direct emiqration

fron the Soviet Union to Israel and calls on the PLO and all Arab Stcates and

the Arab m2sses ,.. to act resolutely in order to halt the flow of Jewish
emiqrants to Israel”.
That was published in leatlet No. 52, of 15 Pebruary.

All this is predicated on the resolutions passed on 8 August 1989 at the £ifth
qeneral congress of the PLO Fatah faction, which proclaimed that "The crime was
consummated by the partition of Palestine and the establishment of the Zionist
entity in 1948" and that

"Patah has appointed a special committee whose role it is to dater new Jewish

immiqrants from coming to Israel.”
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That is quoted from AFP, 8 August.

Arab States have conjured up a major diplomatic storm in a world-wide effort
to block the flow of Jewish immiarants. The real objective behind this campaign is
to halt all Jewish immigration to Israel, period. It is the potential
strenqthening of larael by immigration that arouses their vehement opposition,
gince they have alwavs degsired to limit Israel's population and thereby the
strenqgth, Jewish character and permanence of our country. More accurately, the
underlving impetus for this activity is the shattered illusion that, gqiven the
passage of time, Israel inevitably will wither awavy from the map of the Middle East.

Ag the Saudi newspaper Al-Riad puts {t,

"If Palestine is not turned into an inferno bv escalation of the military

struggle in order to deter the Russian immiqrants, then the Jews in Palestine

will number over 8 million by the beginning of the 2lst centurv.”
That is quoted from Al-Riad, Saudi Arsbia, 27 January.

Likewise, the fundamentalist Hamas movement, in its 52nd leaflet, dated
15 Pebruary, stated:

"Thie is the most mortal danger the Palestinian problem has ever had to
face, regardless of whether the Soviet immigrants settle 'n the West Bank and

Gaza or in the occupied Palestine of 1948."

I emphasize that:; "the occupled Palestine of 1948".
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President Sadam Hussein of Iraq, addressina the Arab Co-operation Council
meeting in Amman, had this to sav:

"The arqument that they should be prohibited from livimng in the Arab
territories occupied after 1967 is not sufficient, since the immigrants, in
any place in which they are present, strenathen Israelil society”,

That is quoted from the Arab Press Service, 19 February 1990.

This, then, is the true nature of the so-called problem: Israel is committing
a colossal sin by refusima to simply wither away. Arab States were aware, however,
that open opposition to the universal riaht of immigration would be unpopular. It
algso did not escape their attention that a professed willinaness to live in peace
with Israel flies in the face of opposition to Jewish immiaration to the Jewish
State. BAn acceptable pretext had to be found: hence the trumped-up and
preposterous charae that Israsel intends to displace the Palestinians by settling
Jewish immigrants in their place.

The inverse is true. Far from disolacing Palestinians, Israel has Leen the
only party actively engaged in rehabilitating them, Sinece 1967 Israel has enabled
tens of thousands of Palestinians to zeturn to Judea, Samaria and Gaza under the
family reunification plan. Moreover, since 1971, Israel has rehabilitated over
150,000 Palestinian refugees in Gaza in the face of stronag owposition by the Arab
Btates. One hundred fifty thousand Palestinian refuqgees have left the refugee
camps of thelr own volition and reside today in permanent housinag in modern
neiahbourhoods in the Caza district.

It has been claimed, in this context, that Israel as a matter of poliey is
directing Jewish immiarants to the territories. There are no arounds for this
alleaation. The facts speak for themgelves. Over 99 per cent of the immiarants

have settled in Israel's main urban centres. The Minister of Absorption reiterated
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Israel's unequivocal policy on this matter on 28 February:

"I wish to deliver a strong and dacisive message. Imalgrants will not be
diverted to settlement in the territories.”

Thoae advancing the allegation that a danger is beina posed to the demographic
composition of the territories know that there are no arounds on which to support
it. Their only recourse is, therefore, to clina to wecrds attributed to Israel's
Prime Minister, who supposedly stated that more territory is needed for the
immigrants. In order to set the record straight, Prime Minister Shamir made the
following statement in the Knaegset, Israel's Parliament, on 13 February:

“The permanent status of Judea, Samaria and Gaza will be discussed in
nagotiations which will be condQucted according to the quidelines and
circumstances detailed in deciaifons of successive Governments of Israel and in
keeping with the international accords to which Israel is a partv. And we are

mindful of this. ... The Government has no policy that directs immiarants to

the areas of Judea, Samaria and Gaza."
Two days later Prime Minister Shamir stated in a public address:

"The attempt to hana this Arab campaign on a statement attributed to wme
concerning & gqreat 1and of Israel vales and fadas into inslanificance qiven
the dimensions and estremiam of the sttacks against us. My remarks asbout the
need for a strona and secure country to absorb the waves of ifmmiqration, vwhich
have been distorted and exploited for the campaiqn against us, contained
nothing that could be intarpreted as 2 desire to direct the new immiarants

specifically to Judea-Sanmaris and the Gaza District, WNor ig this the policy

of the Government of lscael.,”
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There are manv regions in Israel, such as the Galilee in the north or the
Nagev in the south, which are underpopulated and await reclamation and
development. Immiqraticia coupled with peaceful coexistence will spur on this
process.

Those who refuse to accept the reality of a secure and developing sovereign
Jewish State, and persist in pursuing the dream of overrunnina it, continue to
oppoge Jewish immiqration to Israel. Yet the time has come for them to realize
that in this era of openness and democratization the massive return of Jews to
their historic homeland is further confirmation that the anachronigtic dream of
doina away with Israel is becoming increasingly unpalatable and self-defeating.

There are obviously fundamental differencas in the basic positions of the
parties to the Arab-Israeli conflict. These cannot be resolved by vet another
round of highlv contentious debates, Differences can be bridaed only by means of
dialoaque and negotiation. Let us not allow this debate to be diverted by forces
that work asainst this verv process. 1Igrael, for its part, will continue its
genuine and ondoina efforts to encourace and further the process which, hopefully,
will 1lead to a negotiated resolution of the Arab-Israeli conflict and true peace in
our troubled area.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Arabic): Mr. Clovis Maksoud,
Permanent Observer of the League of Arab States to the United Nations, to whom the
Council, at the 2910th meetina, extended an invitation under rule 39 of its
provisional rules of procedure wishes to make a statement.

1 invito him €0 tako a nlane at the Counnil tahle and ¢n maka that atatement.

Mr. MAKSOUD. On behalf of the League of Arab States, I should like to
tell vou, 8ir, how oroud we are at seeina vou presiding over the Security Council
today. Your presidency is the crowning point of your commitment to the broad Arab

causes, and specifically to the cause of human liberation., Your country has
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greatly contributed in this Orqanization to the cause of peace. Your diplomatic
talents and your intellectual coherence and inteqrity have been major assets for
the Arab Group and the League of Arab States.
A great deal) has been said today sbout the purposes of the deliberations by

the Sacurity Council. These deliberations are beinag held at a very crucial time in

the evolution of the peace orocess.
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The issue as it arises durina the present crisis amidst the authorities
qoverning Israel - a crisis which has led today to the vote of no confidence in the
Shamir Government - carries with it the seeds of continued procrastination and
paralysis, and thus an attempt to disauise what is taking place in Israel in terms
of delay and prevarication under the pretense of forming a new Governwment.

In a way, Israel seeks to hold its violationc of the human and na2tional rights
of the Palestinians, of the Geneva Convention, of international law, hoztage to its
new internecine political situation. Therefore, while the debate in the Council is
taking place, we are at the same time in a situation which some miqht think is
promising because of the so-called flexibility in stvle that miqht emerae as a
regult of the removal of Mr. Shamir. Yet, what is essential is the constants and
not the surface variables of the political conditions in the Israeli political

equation.

Hence, it is important not to be derailed or diverted from the substantive
focus of the issues involved, not only as a consequence of the massive Soviet
Jewish imwmiaration, but also of the whole problematic that Israel's continued
intransigence and procrastination have introduced.

Let me refer to the Israeli statements and contrived paranoia, either about
the Soviet Union or about Arab and Palestinian cbjectives in Palestine. That
contrived paranoia is predicated on the basic philosophic constants of the whole
Zionist programme. That was demonstrated today in this debate by the insistence

that the whole raison d'étre of the Iaraeli State is that it ia a haven for all the

Jaw

a, sa nreacrihad in the so-called Law af Roturn. We in the Arab B8tates have
decided not to try to visit historv but to trv to spell out the fucure. But if
historv is to be briefly visited, then let us examine this Israeli insistence on
the massive Soviet-Jewish immiagration and let us correct the deliberate distortions

of our Palestinian and Arab resistance to that {mmiqratiocn.
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The Law of Return which, according to the Israeli representatives, is the
raison d'étre of the State of Israel, is a law of return that excludes the right of
return of Palestinian refugees to their homes inside Iarael, In the same way, it
denies the right of the Palestinian people in the occupied Palestinfan territory to
self-determination and the independence of its State. That Law of Return is
exclusive, and it is exclusive because it spells out in no uncertain termns that the
land of Palestine is the anchor of the ultimate Jewish destiny.

What did we sav? What did the Arab Leaque Sumnit resolution state? «What did
the Palestine National Council state in 1988 when it declared the independent State
of Palestine? They have acquiesced to the partition. They have recognized the
two-State system in historic Palestine. They have recoanized the legality of the
international consensus as it was spelled out in Security Council resolution 242

(1967}, whereby the occupied territories of Palestine are the paramters of the

national patrimony of the Palestinian State.

All this is swept away by invoking distorted translations of editorials and
individual writers. All this, as a manifestation of the constant comnitments of
the Arab States, the Arab league and the Palegtine Liberation Organization (PLO),
is not taken geriously because Israael wants to ascertain its constants, whethar it
is a Likud or a Labour Government.

What are those constants? First that the "land for peace” formuls {8 to
remain in limbo. On the one hand, the Likud Party states that Bretz Israel is the
land of Israel - namelv, the West Bank, the Gaza Strio, the Golan Heiahts, and now
gouthern Lebanon - but that thair annexatian ia ta ha dana aradusllv. unannounsed.
surraptitiously ~ creepina annexation, Others are sayina that “land €or peace” ig
an acceptable fortwula, But they o not specify what land. They do not acknowledqge
that they are in the occupied territories as an occupying Power. They do not adunit

that the settiements are illegal. As a matter of fact, we must not forget that in
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the constants of Igraeli policies, those settlements were established by the Labour
Government and proliferated in the Likud Government afterwards.

Therefore, the Law of Return is part of the plan of an Israel which is still
indeterminable today, because, as we all know, Israel is the only State that has no
announced borders or frontiers, Therefore, throuah the Law of Return and the
encouragenent of massive Soviet~-Jewish immiaration, Israel is savina that it has to
be recognized not as a State but as a "State in the makina". Where does that
process take place? That cannot be apnounced or declared, for fear that those who
support Israel might withold their support, because, if vou do not neqotiate on the

basis of borders, then what are vou neaotiating?
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That is the root of the virulent Israeli objections and opposition to the PIO
as the neqotiators on behalf of the Palestinian people.

It is in that context that we must rediscover what the constants really are.
They are that East Jerusalem is occupied territory; that Jerusalem is the capital
of the Paletinian State; that Jerusalem i3 part of the Arab patrimony; that
Jerusalem is as sacred to the Muslim and the Christian as it 18 to the Jew. It is
therefore inconceivable, so lona as Jerusalem is defined as including more than
30 per cent of the West Bank, to say that it constitutes the so-called eternal
capital of Israel.

When the President of the United States states the East Jerusalem is occupied
tercitorvy, all hell breaks loose because he has touched a raw nerve in the basic
thrust of Zionist ideoloay. When President Bush states that there should be no new
settlements in East Jerusalem, lgraelis respond, with totally self-righteous
arrogance, that thetre {8 no such thing as settlements in East Jerusalem: the
expanded areas of East Jerusalem are new ®neiqhbourhoods”. That is semantic
acrobatics at {ts best.

In truth we are facina not only a diplomatic and political oroblem; we are
facing a conceptual and philosoohical challenge. Israeli deleqations repeat that
Igrael is the haven for the Jaws and project the notion that anti-Seamitism is
inherent in human nature, that anti-Senmitiem is inevitable, and that therefore an
expandina Israel is inevitable. Otherwise how can we explain that massive Jewish
lomigration to Israel is such a cardinal point? Today it is the Soviet Jews;
tomorrow it miaht be other Jews; earlier it was Ethiopian Jews. In the Soviet
Union, before the current process of dempcratization, wa had the "refuseniks®; the
United States exercised its influence to secure the right of emiaration for Soviet

Jews. Now that demvcratization has taken place, Soviet Jews remain potential
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taraets of versecution and discrimination. In both cases, Israel is seekina to
project the notion that in every system, whether suppressive or democratic, Jews
are targeted for inevitable persecution and discrimination. What the Israelis are
tryina to do through this contrived paranoia is establish the precedent that Israel
i3 the ultimate locus for the entire Jewish diaspora,

Then they proclaim that the Palestinians and the Arab States are addicted to
paranoia., Where is this mass of Soviet Jeus aoina to settle? That brings us to
the new “aspirin®. The aspirin is that Soviet Jewish immigrants prefer the cities
and do not want to go into settlements. They keep repeating ad infinitum that
1 per cent of Soviet Jews have settled in the occupied territories. It is
1 per cent now, 2 per cent tomorrow, 5 per cent later on: 8o long as the
settlements are treated as focal noints for territorial annexation, how can we
expect the Israeli Government to sav that Soviet Jews are not aoina to be
encouraged to qo there, but that other Jews can qo? As a matter of fact, American
Jewa constitute 60 per cent' of the settlers in the occupied territories today - and
those American Jews were not the object either of discrimination or of persecution.

Therefore the floodagates have the potential to open, especially when Israel,
as indicated in it3 response to the Baker plan, wants deliberately to exclude the

option of self~determination for the Palestinian people by declaring that anybody
with direct or indirect connections with the PLO cannot be entrusted with
neqotiated so-called municipal rights in the West Bank and Gaza.

It ie the assumption that anti-Semitism is inevitable - maybe not in one
stage, but in phases - that has been a basic challenge for the Palestinian people,
for the Arabs and for the international community; it has also constituted a
fundamental challenge to the Jewish population wherever it miaht be. If there is

any attempt at discrimination againat Jews anywhere, what should be advocated is
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confronting the discriminators, not running away; not coexisting with the
discr_iminamr, but facing him, fighting him, confronting him. In the United
States, in Britain, in our countries we have experienced all forms of
discrimination. But to the Americans, to the Soviets, to the Arabs, discrimination
is a problem. To Iérael. as to apartheid South Africa, it is a policy. The
contrived paranola that they are inevitably going to be persecuted iz thus an

attempt to justify and prescribe future expansion in the next higtorical phase of

the 2ionist plan.

This is spiritual violence conducted philosophicallv not only against us, but
against the sense of belonging and inteqration that Jews all over feel:; the
feeling that thev are part of the countries and societies to which they belong., It
is accepted that there might be individual Soviet Jews, or individual Jews
anywhere, who are disecriminated against and persecuted, and that their right of
emiqgration should be guaranteed. The right of emiaration anywhere should be
acceptable: it is a part of human rights that must be exerciged in total freedom.
But massive immigration because of a particular religious or ethnic backaround io a
form of racism in reverse. And as the Chairman of the Arab Group, the
representative of Jordan, said today, to discriminate against the right of the
Palestinian refugees in Lebanon, in Syria and in Jordsn to have access to their

homes because they are not of the Jewish persuasion is institutional discrimination.
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So the problem we face today is not a question of immigration under the rubric
of human rights, It {s the attempt to build a new empire in a State that is
borderless, that e cathedra has annexed the Golan Heights and East Jerusalem in
violation of all United Nations resolutions, and expanded through creeping
annesation in the West Bank, that lays claim to the West Bank and Gaza under the
pretext of "Judea and Samaria®, All that causes us much profound anxiety with
tegard to our national security.

This is not paranoia. We have had a pattern in which we have seen in the
first wave of immigration in the aftermath of the partition of Palestine that the
Palestinians were made the targets and the victims of the consequences of the
crisis of conscience of Western civilization as a result of the tragedy that had
befallen many Jews, many Russians and many others throughout the world. At that
time Israel came to the West and said: “"We will not ask you anv more questions
about what you have done to Jews in the past, provided that you in the West do not
ask Israel what it is doing to the Palestinians in the present."

This mutual absolution of each other's quilt was at the expense of the
Palestinians, The Palestinian people have become reconciled to this reality,
despita the fact that their collective memory will not forget their sense of
belonaing. But they have become reconciled, However, there 18 now the new Soviet
Jewish immigration as a new massive wave of immigration, The qlobal historical
changes takina place in Eastern Burope and the Soviet Union and the rapprochement
betweon the two super-Powers are welcome developments, and we hcpe that
democratization can become infectious.

But, agcain, we see a pattern, a slow-movina, visible, perceptible pattern that

presages a crisis of a global nature - pressure aadainst the Soviet Union to allow
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Soviet Jews to emiqrate and to be focused only towards Israel ultimately.
restrictions on access of Soviet Jews to come to the United States - all these are
harbingers of what is to come,

That is why we do not want the Palestinian people and the Arabs to become the
resolution of the crisis of conscience on a alobal level in its second phase, as we
witness today. That is why our Soviet friends had to put a halt to this issue by
focusing attention on it, not as the result of a campaign that we the Arabs asre
conductina, but because it is a matter of national security for the future of the
indenendent Palestinian State and for the future of the Arab nation as a whole.
That {8 why we consider this to be a matter of serious and grave threat to the
stability and gecurity of the reaion, and it is a prescription to undermine all the
efforts of international jurisdiction that has been aagsertina the rights of the
Palestinian people to self-determination,

We believe in neqotiations; we have often repeated this stand. But in the
annals of diplomatic history never has an adversary party tried to determine who
should represent the other adversary. Yet, I mugt say in reflection that the whole
thrust of the Israeli opposition to the PLO designatina its neqotiators or
dialoquers or discussers is predicated on the fact that Israelis 4o not recognize
the Palestinians as their adversary, because recognizing the Palestinians as their
adversary is gymmetry of edqualitv. To the Israelis, the Palestinianse are the human
obstacles to the unravelling of their manifest destiny. That is whv thevy will not
concede that the PLO 12 the embodiment of the national identity of the Palestinian
people and their will to self-determination and independence; that is whv thev will
not recogniza the PLO; they will not even allow any Airect visible or inviasible
relationship between the so-called negotiators. That {5 why the oreatest

concession they will make i8 to renlace the internationally recognized national
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rights of the Palestinians with municipal rights for Palestinian inhabitants in

Judea and Samaria, as they say.

Hence, perhaps this whole issue brought about as a consequence of Soviet
Jewish emiaration must bring to the forefront and re-open the whole Palestinian
queation, for at stake is not onlv the destiny of the Palestinian Statas and not
only the future of peace and security in the Middle East. What is equallv
important is also the insult to the human race which seeks to put forward that
anti-Semitism i3 inevitable. And that is the Igsraeli predicate on which Israelis
geek to defy the international community and the conscience of mankind. We reiect
the assumption that anti-Semitism is permanent. We think that we should all
confront anti-Semitism and end discrimination of any sort. Therefore, those who
claim to be fightina anti-Semitism and yet discriminate against the Palestinian
Arabs are as bad as anti-~Semites. We want to assume that not all of Israeli
society and not all of the Jewish constituency believes in this contrived paranoia;
but that the Jewish constituency does have faith in the human conscience and in the
total defeat of nazism by the awareness and resilience of the human conscience, as
well as in the defeat of all forms of racism against Jews and Palestiniana alike

evervwvhere,

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Atrabic): I thank Mr. Maksoud for his
kind words addressed to me.
There are no further speakers for this meeting. The naxt meeting of the

Security Council to continue consideration of the item on the agenda will be fixed

in congul tation of the members of the Council.

The meeting rose at 6 p.m,
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