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The meeting was called to order at 4.10 p.m.

EXPRESSION OF THANKS TO THE RETIRING PRESIDENT

The PRESIDENT: As this is the first meetinag of the Security Council for
the month of May, I should like to take this opportunity first to pay a tribute, on
behalf of the Council, to Mr. Tesfaye Tadesse, Permanent Representative of Ethiopia
to the United Nations, for his service as President of the Security Council for the
month of April. I am sure that I spea for all members of the Council in
expressing our appreciation to Ambassador Tadesse for the friendliness and
cordiality with which he accomplished his duties last month, and I am personally
grateful to him for his kind support and assistance, particularly in connection
with the transition of the presidency from Ethiopia to Finland.
ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

The agenda was adopted.

THE SITUATION IN THE OCCUPIED ARAB TERRITORIES
LETTER DATED 12 FEARUARY 1990 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNION
OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS TO THE UNITED NATIONS ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT
OF THE SECQURITY (OUNCIL (S/21139)

The PRESIDENT: In accordance with the decisions taken at the previous
meetings on this item, I invite the representatives of Afghanistan, Alaeria,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Eqypt, India, Indonesia, the Islamic Republic of Iran, Iraq,
Israel, Jordan, Kuwait, the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Morocco, Nicaragua, Pakistan,
Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, the Syrian Arab Republic, Tunisia, the Ukrainian

Soviet Sccialist Rapublic, the United Republic of Tanzania, Yemen and Yugoslavia to

take the places reserved for them at the side of the Council Chamber. I invite the

lastina #o take s nlaca at the Cauncil tahlae.

-— b iy
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At the invitation of the President, Mr. Noor (Afghanistan), Mr. Bendjama

(Algeria), Mr. Al-Shakar (Bahrain), Mr. Chowdhury (Bangladesh), Mr. Moussa (Egypt),

Mr. Menon (India), Mr. Sutresna (Indonesia), Mr. Kharrazi (Islamic Republic of

Iran), Mr. Al-Anbari (Iraq), Mr. Bein (Israel), Mr. Salah (Jordan), Mr. Abulhasan

(Kuwait), Mr., Treiki (the Libyan Arab Jamahiriva), Mr. Rahhali (Morocco), Mr. Viail

(Nicaragua), Mr. Umer (Dakistan), Mr. Al-Nasser (Qatar), Mr. Al-Kahtany (Saudi

Arabia), Mrs. Dialleo (Sen~gal), Mr. Awad (Syrian Arab Republic), Mr. Ghezal

(Tunisia), Mr. Oudovenko (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic), Mr. Nyakyi (United

Republic of Tanzania), Mr. Sallam (Yemen) and Mr. Pejic (Yugoslavia) took the

places reserved for them at the side of the Council Chamber; Mr. Terzi (Palestine)

took a place at the Council table.

The PRESIDENT: I should like to inform the Council that I have received
letters from the representatives of Greece and Turkey in which they request to be
invited to participate in the discussion of the item on the Council's agenda. 1In
conformity with the usual practice, I propose, 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 provisions of the Charter and rule 37 of the
Council's provisional rules of procedure.

There being no objection, it is so decid=d.

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Zepos (Greece) and Mr. Aksin (Turkey)

took the places reserved for them at the side of the Council Chamber.

The PRESIDENT: The Security Council will now resume its consideration of

the item on its agenda.
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Mr. MUNTEANU (Romania) f{interpretation from French): The Romanian
delegation is delighted to see you, Sir, presiding over the work of the Security

Council durinag the month of May. 1 offer you my congratulations and very best

wishes for success in the performance of vour lofty functions.

I wish to take this opbortunitv to express to Ambassador Tadesse our dqreat
admiration for the brilliance with which he gquided our consultations and meatings
last month.

I should like to extend my warm thanks to all representatives who, in the
courge of the debate, have congratulated Romania on its election to membership of
the Security Council,

I want to make it clear from the very start that the members of the Council,
and the other Members of the Organization as well, will find in the free Romania of
today an active and constructive partner in our common effort to build relations
among all States in a way entirely in keeping with the goals and brinciples of the
United Nations.

The Security Council is once again called upon to take ub the situation in the
occupied Arab territories. The reasons for this are clear. On the one hand,
earlier Security Council and the General Agsembly decisions have not been fully
respectad, and this has led to a further deterioration of the danqerous situation
in the occupied Arab territories; and, on the other, the broader question of a
comorehensive peace settlement in the Middle East remains a goal whose realization
is ever more urgent.,

The terms of the request addressed to the Security Council by the Soviet Union
are very clear. This request is in response to the continued settlement of
immigrants in the occupied Arab territories, in particular to the trend towards

steoping up this process. It is also in keeping with the legitimate concerns and
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{(Mr. Munteanu, Romania)

anxiety of the Palestinian people, for whom the settling of immigrants in the
territories occupied following the 1967 war is inadmissible. The purpose of the
Soviet request and, consequently, of the current debate is to put an end to the
policy of settling immigrants on the West Bank, in Gaza and in East Jerusalem, so
as to ensure scrupulous respect for the norms of international law qoverning the
status of territories acquired by force and to promote progress towards a
comprehensive settlement in the Middle East.

While recognizing the right of free movement contained in the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights and welcoming the new attitude of the Soviet Government
in this regard, the Romanian delegation believes that the exercise of this right is
not of a univocal nature, and that, at the same time, it must not be prejudicial to
the interests of any people. The Security Council must reaffirm the terms of this
morai and political equation with regard to the Middle East situation and call for
strict respect for the international norms qoverning this problem.

The Security Council is thus called upon to take a clear-cut position on this
problem. As has been stressed in this debate, the occupied Arab territories
occupied following the 1967 war, including the West Bank, Gaza and East Jerusalem,
remain subject to the provisions of the Fourth Geneva Convention relative to the
Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War. Pursuant to this Convention, the
occupying Power is bound to prohibit acts likely to modify the demographic
structure of occupied territories., If violations of the provisions of this
document are committed, the Security Council, by virtue of the responsibilities

vested in it, has the duty of bringing about a cessation of such violations.
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It is not only legal considerations that dictate an immediate halt to the
settlement of immiqrants in the occumied Arab territories. That measure is
essential if the efforts aimed at establishing a just and lasting peace in the
Middle East as soon as possible are to be successful. There can be no doubt that
such a peace gettlement would be in keeping with the fundamental immediate and,
above all, lona-term interests of all peoples of the reqion, and indeed of the
international community as a whole.

The hases for such a settlement are clearly defined in Security Council
resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973), and other United Nations decisions. They
include the withdrawal of Israeli troops from the territories occupied following
the 1967 war, the exercise by the Palestinian people of its right to
gel f~determination, and ensuring and quaranteeing the riaht of all parties to the
conflict to live in peace within secure and recoanized boundaries, free from the
threat or use of force.

Those fundamental elements of any future peace settlement in the Middle East
take into account the leqitimate interests of all parties to the conflict and are
based on the cardinal principles of international law. That is why they are
capable of ensuring the viability and durability of the edifice of peace that must
be built in the Middie East.

For 23 years now, the egstablishment of peace in that reaion has always been an
uraent qoal. But the urgency has never been so dreat as it is today. The main
directions of world developments in political, econ.ornic and strateaic terms suagest
that the Middle East cannot and must not remain an island of confrontation in a
world that is becoming ever more convinced that true national inierests are no

lonqer gerved by force.



JB/6 S/PV,2920
7

{Mr. Munteanu, Romania)

In military terms, however, there remains an element that onlv enhances the
urgency of a peace settlement in the region. I am referring to the development of
military technologies that make a new war in the Middle East unthinkable.

In the Romanian Government's view, the Security Council is duty bound to
accelerate by its actions the peace process in the Middle East. An important step
in that ditection would be for it to call on Israel t honour its international
obligations and to put an end to the settlement of immiqrants in the occupied Arab
territories. Other steps could be considered subsequently with a view
supporting more actively and effectively efforts to initiate a dialogue between
Palestinians and Israelis and to convene an international peace onference on the
Middle East,

My delegation believes that the decision to he taken by the Security Council
at the conclusion of this debate must contribute to the achievement of those vital

objectives for all the peuples of the Middle East and for international peace and
securi ty.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Romania for his kind words

addressed to me.

The next speaker is th: representative of Greece. 1 invite him to take a

place at the Council table and to make his gtatement.

Mr. ZEPOS (Greece): 1 wish at the outset to extend to you, Sir, my
warmest congratulations on your assumption of the presidency of the Council, and to
assure you of our confidence that your well-known diplomatic skills and leadership

P [
]

will Juaraniee the SuCGessiul woik of ihe T wish

Council. wish egually fc ceongratae
the Permanent Representative of Ethiopia, Ambassador Tadesse, for having
successafully and with great skill conducted the work of the Council during the

previous month.
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As this is the first time I have spoken in the Council this vear, I take this
oprortunity to congratulate most sincerely its new members - Cite d'Ivoire, Cuba,
Democratic Yemen, Romania and Zaire. I wish also tn pay a tribute to the members
who retired at the end of last year - Algeria, Brazil, Senegal, Nepal and
Yugoslavia - for their valuable contribution, alongside the other members of the
Council, in promotinag the purposes of the United Nations at a period of most
notable developments, among which the achievement ot the independence of Namibia
deserves special mention,

The persistence of Israel in continuing the practice of settling its
population and new immigrants in occupied Arab territories, includina Bast
Jerusalem, constitutes one of the most serious aspects of the Middle East problem,
which is perpetuating the Arab-Israeli conflict and vpreventina a just and viable
solution to the question of Palestine. Peace and securitv have for decades been in
jeopardy in the troubled region of the Middle Bast. Greece, not only because of
fts oroximity to that reqion but also because of its steadfast commitment to
safequarding the princinles and purposes of the United Nations, cannot fail to
reiterate its concern at the continuation of those unacceptable practices.

Toe persistence of Israel in occupyina those territories since 1967 remains
the main ovbstacle to a solution based on Security Council resolutions 242 (1967)
and 338 (1973). The continuation of the illeqal practice of attempting to
establish gettlers in the occupied territories underlines even further the need to
reach a lasting solution by peaceful means. My Government believes that the
question of Falestine can be goived by convenina an iniernaticnal seace confersnes
under the auspices of the United Nations. A1l the parties directly interesgted
could varticipate in such a process, including the Palestine Liberation

Orgqanization (PLO).
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My Government has on many occasions made it clear that it condemns Israeli
settlement practices in the occupied territories. They constitute a flagrant
violation of international law. As a party to the Fourth Geneva Convention, Greece
has not failed to gpecify that the Convention also applies to all Arab territories
occupied by Israel since 1967, including East Jerusalem. Israel, therefore, also
being a party to the Convention, is called upon to respect it in all its terms and
provisions.

As the debate on the continuation of the illegal settlements by Israel has
already reached an adranced stage, I do not wisu to dwell on all aspectis of the
problem, further aggravated by the recent arrival of Soviet Jews in the occupied
territories. I wigh at this juncture to convey the deep concern and reqret of the
Greek Government at events that recently took place in the Christian Quarter of
East Jerusalem, and which it has also not failed to condemn. On 11 April, in the
wake of the continuing illegal practice perpetrated by Israel to which I have
already referred, settlers occupied the St, John Hosnice, owned by the Greek
Orthodox Patriarchate of Jerusalem and situated in the heart of the Christian
Quarter of the Old City. My Government reacted immediately with gtrong démarches
to the Igraeli Government, asking in no uncertain terms for the immediate eviction
of the settlers. It also demanded that the rights and privileges of the
Patriarchate of Jerusalem be respected in this reqard.

There has been widespread international reaction to this most recent relanse
into illegal practices by Israel. Among such reactiona, it would be pertinent to
refer to a statement made on behalf of the Secretary-Gieneral to the effect that ne
was following with deep concern developments in the Christian Quarter of

Jerusalem's 0ld City, and furtner, that he opposes all settlement activity in the
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territories occupied by Israel since 1967 and was particularly disturbed to learn
of the involvement of some Israeli officials in the financial transactions that led
to the move of Jewish settlers to the Christian Quarter. I do not have to add

anything to that very eloquent and clear view held by the Secretary-General.
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I wish to conclude with the following remark: Recently we have witnegsed some
important developments in the Middle East, namely efforts to initiate an
lsraeli-Palestinian dialogue. The Greek Goveramant fully supports these efforts as
a first step towards a comprehensive, just and lasting settlement of the
Arab~Israeli conflict and its core, the Palestinian problem, through peaceful means
in the framework of an international conference under the auspices of the United
Nations. My Government hopes that no further obstacles will be raised to obstruct
the initiation of such a dlalogue.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Greece for the kind words
he addressed to me.

The next speaker i{s the representative of Turkey. 1 invite him to take a
place at the Council table and to make his statement.

Mr. AKSIN (Turkev): I conaratulate you, Sir, on your asgumption of the
presidency of the Security Council for the month of May and express our full
confidence that you will carry out your task with success. 1 also want to express
my appreciation to your predecessor, Ambasgsador Tadesse of Ethlopia, for the
skilful way in which he conducted the Council'’s éeliberations in April.

Israel's policy of establishing settlements in occupied Arab territories has
been a continuous caugse of concern for Turkey. Many resolutions of the Security
Council and of the General Assembly have called for an end to Israel's disreqard of
its basic international obligations. There have been numerous appeals for full
respect for the Fourth Geneva Convention relative to the Protection of Civilian

Persons in Time of War., It is a matiev of

regret
unheaded.
Since 1967 we have witnesgsed deliberate and syatematic attempts to modify the

demographic structure of the occuplied Arab territories in Jerusalem, the West Bank
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and Gaza, as well as in the Golan. These activities hawe contributed significantly
to the instabilitv of a regqion that is already potentially explosive. Now there is
this additional element of Jewish immigrants from the Soviet Union who are being
encouraged to settle in the occupied Arab territories. In conjunction with
provocative statements being made on long-term ambitions with respect to occupied
lands, this has resulted in increased tension and dashed hopes for early peace
talks.

My deleqation associates itself with all those previous speakers who called
for an immediate end to Israel's illeqal actions, Turkey has made its position on
this matter very clear. It will be recalled that my country was among the sponsors
of a draft resclution at the recent meeting of the United Nations Commission on
Human Rights in Geneva demanding an end to the settlement of Jewish immigrants in
occupied Arab territories. We are convinced that one of the basic conditions for
reaching a just and lasting settlement in the Middle East is the withdrawal of
Israel from all Arab 1lands, including Jerusalem, that have been occupied since
1967. The return of the occupied lands to their owners is a prerequisite for peace.

Before this latest issue of Jewish settlements sparked renewed international
concern, Positive attempts were under way for advancina the peace process. Just as
we appeared to be approaching a dialoque between the representatives of Palestine
and of Israel, we fear that the latest events have set back the peace efforts.

After the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) made the historic move of
accepting Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973), together with its
denunciation of terrorism and, most important, its acceptance of the right of
Israel to exist, conditions improved dramatically for achieving a settlement in the
Middle East. The Palestinian position, based on realism and conciliation, can be

the important first step leading to meaningful neqotiations and, ultimately,
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peace. Unfortunately, those moves have not been reciprocated with vision and
generosity. Instead, we have witnessed a further intensification of oppressive
measures against the Palestinian people, a growing disregard for that people's
human rights, and a lack of good faith in seeking a common understanding with a
view to beginning a dialogue. The increase in the settlement of immiqrants in the
occupied territories casts grave doubt on Israel's sincerity and intentions at this
critical juncture.

The international community stands united in its belief that the solution to
the question of the Middle East must be based on justice, the right to
self-determination and the right of all States in the reqion to exist i{n peace
behind recoanized and gsecure borders, and that this should he achieved through the
varticipation of all interested marties in neqotiations conducted in qood faith
within the framework of an international peace conference. Turkey firmly supports
that position and strongly opposes any practice which might hinder the pursuit of
that process.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Turkey for the kind words
he addressed to me.

The next speaker is the representative of Palestine, on whom I now call.

Mr. TER2ZI (Palestine): It is with great satisfaction and pleasure that
we see the representative of the friendly country and the friendly people of
Pinland presiding over the Security Council's deliberations during the month of
May. We hope that before the end of the month the Council, under your stewardship,
Sir, will somehow reach gsome sort ot accommpdation which will brinq peace to my
part of the world, namely Palestine.

We gshould like also to put on record our appreciation for the diligence of

your predecessor, the representative of Ethiopia,
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The Council has been dealing with this issue for decades. But what precisely
the Council has heen dealing with lately i3 the question of immigration and
settlement, and the results of that policy and practice by the occupying Power,
Igrael.

We were informed a couple of days ago, on 1 May, by the head of the Jewish
Agency, Mr. Simcha Dinitz, that the number of Jewish immiqrants to Israel during
April hit a new record. He added that 30,000 Soviet emigrants have come to Israel
since January. The Israeli press has reported that the immigration budget will be
increased to accommodate 120,000 immigrants in the wvear 1990. In the past,
appropr fations have been made on the basis of 40,000 immigrants a year. Now, the
immigration budget will have to be reviewed and amended on a monthly basis.

Naturally, as was stated here by my Poreign Minister, we aaree that the right
to depart is a right of individuals. But we had expected that the right to arrive
at a desired destination would be reciprocated. Unfortunately, it was not.

Concurrent with this policy of opening up the gateg, it was inevitable that
something would take place: homes, houses, areas would be prepared to receive the
immigrants, whether coming from the Soviet Union or from any other place.

We were told on 1 May that the current caretaker Government in Igsrael - and
since it is a caretaker Government, who cares?, it can d whatever it likes - has
already authorized the implementation of a plan to establish 14 new settlements in

the occupled territaries.
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Those settlements are mostly in the occupied Pulestinian territorv in the West
Bank, but some are in Gaza.

Israeli television reported yesterday that Jewish settlers will begin moving
into Dogit, a recently established Gaza Strip Jewish settlement, in about three
weeks. We were also told of a statement by Michael Dekel, now the Prime Minister's
adviser on settlement affairs. We have some memories of him, for he used to be the
deputy of the Defence Minister who proposed and defended a policy of transfer of
the non-Jewish population from Israel into the wilderness across the river. We
learn that he had already stated that there would be a rush to establish two new
gettlements in the West Bank. ThoSe two new settlements will be Raba and Rehan B.

Those things are happening while the Council is deliberating, trying to seek a
way out and to bring peace. Those gettlements could not have been established if
they were not also t bhe provided for financially. We learn that the United States
Government has no objection to meeting a request for a $400 million housing loan,
but that it needs a quarantee that the 1loan will not be used to establish
gettlements in the territories occupied since 1967. fl'o do him justice, I should
add that President Bush has made it very clear that the West Bank and East
Jerugsalem are part of those occupied territories. But that is in reference to new
gettlements and the 3400 millfon. With a little bit of plaving with the hooks,
the $400 million could be used to help housing on the territories of Isgrael, and
the funds would then ocome from the Ministry of Defence, say, to establish "military
outposts® in the occupied territory. Then there would be no way to £ind out
exactly how those funds were used, misused or maliciously used. The supply of
3400 million per se is encouragement to the Government of Israel to estahblish more
gettlaments.

Igrael's reply, particularly with the caretaker Governmant, has always been

that no one can question the right of Jews to settle wherever they want in the land
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of Israel. But I do not know exactly what it means, because it has never told us
what the borders of that State are.

All of that seems to be common knowledqe. What prompted an immediate request
that the Council should continue considering the situation was the alarminga news
that Israeli troops have today confined 120,000 Palestinians to their homes and
sealed off half the occupied West Bank to prevent violence at a so-called religious
seminary established by Israeli settlers at a site in Nablus. The site is holy to
Moslems and Jews, and I am sure it will be equally holy to the Christians,

The issue is that the place where the Jews want to establish a new school and
put the Torah scrolls {3 the site of the biblical patriarch Joseph. Joseph, 1ike
Abraham, belongs to everybody. Why choose these moments of tension to get up a
school there and also to supply more room to establish a kitchen, as it is said,
and perhaos have a dormitory?

A great deal of money has com: for the scroll. Unfortunately, it is reported,
the money came from the British Jews. Why on earth should anybody give money to
#Stablish a school in the occupied territory to start with? We welcome the
establishment of schools, even if thev are biblical schools, but why should the
British Jews be mermitted to use British funds to establish a school in the
occupied territory? As one Arab in Nablus said, "We all know how the settlements
beqin. They beqin with a Torah scroll and if vou don't look clasely suddeniy there

is a gettlement there.,"

Prime Miniater Shamir is forming the riaghtiast Government, as we all know.
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the former Labour Party Coalition.
What we should really be focusing on is thigs: the head of the seminary or
biblical school to be establighed in Nahlus, a certain Rabbi Yitzak Ginsburqg said

"The establishment of a geminary i3 no provocation. Why should it be a provocation
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tn live in your own home?" Here he comes and settles in Nablus, possibly in a
house of an Arab and asks "Why should it he a provocation to live in vour own home?*

Let us go more closely into what §{s happening in Nablus today. According to
Israell security officials, the seminary's students are the nucleus of an anti-Arab
underqround group. Four of them, aged 24 to 39, were charged with killing a
teenaqe qirl during a rampage through @ Arab village a year aqo. Here are a qroup
of criminals saying they are seminarians and want to establish themselves there.

We still recall what happened in the old city of Jerusalem a few years aqo.

That same Rabbi Ginsburg said on Israeli radio - and I should like the Council
to listen to this carefully -

"It must be recognized that Jewish blond and the blood of the non-Jew are not

the same.”

Could there be anything more racist in that mcvement? Yet we know that the process
of establishing more settlements is under way.

We have approached vou, Sir, as President of the Council, and vour predecessor
with a number of memoranda about the affairs, incidents or acts of adqression that
took place in Jerusalem durina Holy Week. What happened in Holy Week was
maliciously orchestrated to provoke a situation which we all tried to avoid and
prevent. The statement that the St. John Hogpice i3 not a church is correct; it is
not. Nobody had ever claimed that it was a church. It is not a reliqious place,
but it 18 the property of the Patriarchate, of the church trust. One cannot expect
less from an occupying Power than that i1t shall prevent clashes, fist-fighting. To
attack the Patriarch of Jerusalem, who, it was claimed, foll dwn as a result of
tear-gas inhalation, is the limit,

More than that, we are made to believe that when a particular monk removed
paper bearing the Star of David which had beern placed there to cover the cross he

wag accused of being anti-Semite or anti-Jaw.
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The Israeli Minister-without-Portfolio, Avner Sciaki, who was acting as
Minister of Peliqious Affairs, issued a sharp statement in reaction to the
announcement by the heads of the Christian churches in which, according to The

Jerusalem Post, he called the threatened action of the churchess

"baseless, capricious and overly emotional,® fand claimed that Jews had a]

"natural, ethical and legal right to live in all parts of Jerusalem, ...

threats from outside sources against the presence of Jews in Eagt Jerusalem

are completely intolerable, as this constitutes discrimination against Jews."
Thus, we now are being made to realize that self-defence is viewed as being
anti-Jewish or anti-Semitic.

Naturally, we are all aware that the Christian churches had decided that on
Friday, 27 April, all reliqious ghrines would be closed in protest of the Israeli
practices and that church bells would ring the funeral toll on that day. Jointly
with the Christian churches we understand that the Moslem religious leaders decided
to close the Mosque in Jerusalem on that day as well. Something that we should
remember is that the Christian churches had not c¢losed or shut their gates for the
pagt 800 years, and, as far as we know, the Mosque was never closed. Yet, as a
result of and in protest against Israeli practices, that is exactly what happened.

We all knmow ~ and we thank His Holiness the Holy Pather for it - of the
statement he issued on 30 April, in which he saids

"I want to invite you now to be, together with me, spiritually close to our

brothers in East Jerusalem, especially those responsible for the venerable

Christian churches. The qrave incidents that have occurred recently in the

Holv City and that led tn tha aarrawful Aeciaion to closs heoly places

temporarily, and in particular the Basilica of the Holy Sepulchre, are also

for me a cause of suffering and profound concern.”
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Our struggle in Palestine is only a strugqle to attain our right to
self-determination and to exercise it and to terminate the Israeli occupation.
There is unanimity in the Council that that occumation is illegal, and consequently
anything or any move taken as a result of that occupation is illegal. We have
never thought that this would he a holy war wherein the Jewish religious
seminarists would come and occupy the Christian places.

Perhaps at this juncture it would be worthwhile recalling what the Security
Council has considered about Jerusalem and its fate. We recall that in Security
Council resolution 252 (1968) the Council considered that all legislative and
administrative measures and actions taken by Israel, including expropriation of
land and properties thereon, which tend to change the legal status of Jerusalem are
invalid and cannot change that status,

Again, in resolution 478 (1980) of 20 Auqust 1980, the Council censured jin the
strongest terms the enactment by Israel of the "basic law" in Jerusalem amd the
refusal to comply with relevant Security Council resolutions. 1In the same
resolution the Council determined that all leqislative and administrative measures
and actions taken by Israel, the occupying Power, which have altered or purport to
alter the character and status of the Holy City of Jerusalem, and in particular the
recent "basic law" on Jerusalem, are null and void and must he rescinded forthwith.

Perhaps at this juncture we miaht recall the position of the Government of the

United States. 1In 1969 Ambasgador Charles Yost stated:

®"The expt . tion or confiscation of land, the construction of housina on
such land, the demclirion or conficcarion of huildinas. includina those havina

higtoric or religious siganificance, and the application of Israeli law to
occupied portions of the city are detrimental to our common interests in the

clty.” (Official Records of the Security Council, 1483rd me=ting, para. 97)
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In 1971 the Security Council heard the then-Ambassador of the United States
and curcent President of the United States. At that meeting Ambassador Bush stated:
"We reqgret Israel's failure to acknowledgr its obligations under the
Fourth Geneva Convention as well as its actions which are contracy to the
letter and spirit of this Convention. We are distressed that the actions of
Israel in the occupied portion of Jerusalem give rise to understandable
concern that the eventual disposition of the occupied section of Jerusalem mav

be prejudiced.” (0fficial Records of the Security Council, 1582nd meeting,

para. 354)
Ambassador Bush went on to sav thats

"All of us understand, as I indicated earlier in these remarks, that
Jerusalem has a very special place in the Judaic tradition, one which has a
graat meaning for Jews throughout the world. At the same time Jerusalem holds
a special place in the hearts of many millions of Christians and Moslems
throughout the world. ... An Israeli occupation policy made up of unilaterally
determined practices cannot help promote a just and lasting peace anv more

than that cause was served by the statuys quo in Jerusalem prior to June 1967."
(Ibid., para. 355)

80 we can understand that the position recently stated by His Excellency the
President of the United States shows that he maintaina a consistent approach on the
future and destiny of Jerusalem. And we can, of course, realize that that position
is fully consistent with - and, indeed, required by - Article 1 of the Fourth
Geneva Convention, which requires the United States Government not onlv to respect
but also "to ensure respect for" the terms of that Convention bv other parties,
such as Israel, in all circumstances. Thus, we can see that on the question of

Jerusalem there is unanimity. 1In this case, I would again underline the position

of the United States, as stated.
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Now, on this issue one would have to qo back to the Fourth Geneva Convention,
which is the only legal premise on which lsrael can deal with that part of
Jerusalem. We are dealing in particular with Article 47, which reads:

"Protected persons who are in occupied tarritocry shall not be deprived,
in any case or in any manner whatsoever, of the benefits of the pregsent
Convention by any change introdvced, as the result of the occupation of a
territory, into the institutions or qgovernment of the said territory, nor by
any agreement concluded between the authorities of the occupied territories
and the Occupying Power, nor by any annexation by the latter of the whole or
patt of the occupied territory.™

I nmention this simply to domment that no action has been taken by the Council - or,
with all due respect, by His Excellency the Secretary-General - while awaiting the
decision of Israel's High Court in this regard. Yet Israel's High Court®s decision
is not relevant in this case. The area is an occupied area, and it is governed by

the provisions of the Fourth Geneva Convention, not by a lease or an agreement

between two parties.
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Then, speaking about the behaviour of the Israeli forces of occupation, one
can still recall the responsibilities of the international community to ensure
respect for the provisions of the Fourth Geneva Convention. Article 27 makes it
very clear that persons under occupation

“shall at all times be humanely treated, and shall be protected, especially

against all acts of violence or threats thereof and against insults and public

curiogsity.”

50 we have to focus on the basics for this gituation. It is to be governed
only by the Fourth Geneva Convention and not by any other consideration. We
appreciate and wish to thank the Secretarv-General for the statement attributed to
him on 24 April.

Concernina behaviour, we are also concerned over what happened on the Islamic
feast of Eid Al-Fitr. On 26 April, Israell soldiers shot and killed at leagt thres
Palestinians in the Jabalya refugee camp in Gaza. According to the United Nations
Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refuqees in the Near East (UNRWA), an
additional 215 men, women and children were injured, of whom 181 were from the
Jabalya re fugee camD.

Wwhat really happened in the Jabalya refuaee camp? On 26 April., on the
occasion of the Bid Al-Pitr feast, after the dawn prayer, local residents proceed:d
to the Jabalya cemetery, as well as private houses, in order to pay their regpects
to the dead. We have a tradition that on such days all our people oo to the
cemetery and remenber our dead in prayers.

During the course of the processions, lncal residents encountered a military
force. Israeli soldlers fired tear-das canisters into the crowd without prior
warnings. Stones were then thrown by the local residents.

Shiortly afterwards, reinforcements were called in by the armv, includina

armoured personnel carriers, border police jeeps and helicopters. A range of
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measures were used in the ensuing confrontation, including the use of live and
plastic ammunition, rubber-coated metal mirbles, tear qas fired from helicopters in
huge quantities and widespread severe beatings.

In one hospital alone, the Ahli Hospital, 96 injured local residents were
treatad.

The Israeli army had ample opportunity Lo prepare for what transvired at the
Jahalva refugee camp on 26 April. The Commander of the Southern Reqion, a certain
Matan Wilnai, was quoted in the Israeli daily Ha‘aretz of 27 April as saving:

*We expected that a matter of this gort would happen. The quiet was

suspicious in our eyes. 1In the end it exploded”.

So it can be understood why we believe that the international community is
called upon to take its obligation seriously under Article 1 of the Fourth Geneva
Convention to ensure that Israel, the occupying Power, cespect the terms of the
Convention. I am afraid that I have to make it clear here that our people under
occupation believe that the signatories to the Convention have so far failed to
provide effective protection to the residents of the occupled territory. Our
people demand that an effective United Nations presence should be egtabliished that
will enable it to monitor at close range events such a that which occurred in the
Jabalya refugee camp. Our people demand that the international community urge the
Israelil authorities to quarantee the monitors of local and intarnational human
rights access to areas where human rights violations are suspected to have occurred
or are occurring.

T won L ary tha CSanurity Cruneil will asarioualy consider such a move or
wait a couple of weeks before taking action. MNaturally we know that the
Secretary~-General came out immediately, on 26 April, with a statement in which he

stated that he was deeply disturbed by reports that three Palestinians were killed
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and scores wounded by Israeli troops. He went on to sav that those acts of
violence, which took place on the first day of the Muslim feast of Eid Al-Fitr and
occurred shortly after the incidents during the Holy Week in the Christian Quarter
of Jerusalem's Old City, showed a regrettable disregard for the sensitivities
surrounding the holiest days of the Muslim and Christian calendar:.

One wonders what the Security Council would be in a position to do. We
believe all members of the Security Council are High Contracting Parties to the
Fourth Geneva Convention. They are called upon and are legally obligated to ensure
respect for the provisions of the Fourth Geneva Convention. We believe and our
people demand that the Council should meve in that direction. Would the Council
move in that direction? Or would the Council still think, "Let us wait and see i€
there is a Government in Israel®? I think this is something that is druqaing the
Security Council and the fnternational communitv.

The current Prime Minister of the caretaker Government tells us very clearly
that "With all dQue respect, I could not care less about what Mr. Baker says. I
decide.® International obligations mean nothing to him, he says, because this is
the land of the Jews and they will settle wherever thev want; and if we go into
further detail we know that instructions to the army of occupation have been
revived: "Break their bones". What on earth would the Security Council he
prepared to do, when {t can invoke the powers vested in it by the Charter?
Naturally the‘Council has proved it can be effective in a number of cagses, bhut what
prevents the Council from taking any action in this particular case?

I need not use too much imagination. The Council has had before it a draft
text that has been qoinag around for weeks now, and we really do not know whether it
will ever b2 put to a vote here. We hope that, as a result of the most recent

Igraeli reaction to the call of the international community and the international
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communi tv 's support for the peare initiative presented by the National Council of
the Palestinian people, there will be an eftective response.
We believe that the Security Council, represented by its individual members,
should assume its responsibility and address the issue.
The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Palestime for the kind
words he addressed to me.
The next speaker is the representative of Baypt. I invite him to take a place

at the Council table and to make his statement.
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Mr., MOUSSA (Eqypt) (interpretation from Arabic): At the outset of the
brief statement I intend to make I should like w conaratulate vou, Sir, on vour
assumption of the presidency of the Security Council for the month of May. Your
friendly country is known for its constructive role on the international scene and
for its defence of intarnational leqitimacy and the rule of law. Your personal
qualities in terms of diplomatic skills and experience are well-known to us all.

I should like to express to Ambassador Tadesse of Ethiopia our gratitude for
the skill and wisdom with which he quided the deliberations of the Council during
the past month.

Mr. President, vou have convened the Security Council todav to consider the
recent developments in the situation in the occupied Palestinian territories, even
hefore the Council concludes its current consultations on the draft resolution
before it regarding the settlement by Israel of immiarants in the occupied
Palestinian territories, includina Jerusalem. The representative of Palestine has
reported to the Council on these alarming developments and I therefore need not
«xpand on his statement.

If we can draw some sianificant conclusiong from the convening of this
meeting, the first is that because of these very developments the Middle East
region has not yet bequn to enjoy the spirit of freedom, t.zace, concilfation and
dialoaue which have become widespread in all regions and continents of the world.
Such a oonclusion has several implications, both in the short and in the lonqger
term.

The second significant conclusion is that the eventa in the Middle Zaat.
particularly with regarml to the question of Palestine, the core of the Arab-Israeli
conflict, have a oonstant bearina on the intarnational s3cane hecause of their
potential conseduences, which threaten the security and stahilitv of the reqion a14

hence international peace and securitvy as a whole.
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The third sianificant conclusion, which adds further to the gravity of the
first two, is that the practices of Iarael as a member of the international
communi ty reflect a total disregard for the rules of international law, in the
abhsence of which the world would in all likelihood drift towards anarchy and
disintegration.

Security Council and General Assembly records contain a considerable bodv of
resolutions condemnina and denouncing Israeli practices in the occupied Palestinian
and Arab territories. These resolutions were adopted with regard to a series of
events, the most important of which is the persistence of occupation of Arab
territories and the non-compl fance by Israel with the rules of international law
governing its status as an occupying Power. They also condemn the many arbitrary
measures taken by Israel aqaingt the Palegtinian uprising and the Palestinian
people, which is langquishing under the occupation.

While we are considering the substance of a draft resolution on the settlement
of immigrants in Israel and in the occupied Palestinian territories, including
occupied Jerusalem ~ which is contrary to the orovisions of the Fourth Geneva
Convention relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War
prohibiting the transfer or partial tranafer bv the occumying Power of its
population to occupled territories - Israel continues to pursue Lts policy aimed at
changina the demodraphic nature of the Palestintan territories by expanding the
existing settlements and building new ones.

Eyypt views, with arave ooncern, thege practices as well as the policies being
sragl o sxgand and glive momentum to the Taraald

pursued by s5oie Guaitsis in

settlament activity in the occupied Palestinian territories.
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Eqvpt holds firmly and indisputably that these measures are illegal and
inadmissible, in particular those recent measures that proclaimed the establishment
of new settlements in the occupied territories, including Ged in the Gaza Strip and
Alon on the West Bank. These measures uncovered trends that Eqypt has consistently
warned against anrd continues to warn against, 28 they jeopardize and complicate
every serious effort towards a peaceful settlement of the Palestine question and of
the entire situation in the Middle East.

Eqypt most stronqly condemns the acquisition by force of premises owned by the
Greek Orthodox Patriarchate in Jerusalem, the violence employed adainst
Patriarch Theodorus and the Igraeli Government's role in this action. Such an
action infringes on the special reliqious status of the city and violates its
sacred places. It has been condemied by various countries and religious
institutions throughout the world for running counter to Israel's obliqations under
the Geneva Conventions and Security Council resolutions. Undoubtedly, the
statement issued by His Holiness, Pope John Paul II, carries a special sianificance
in this connection.

I should like to take this opportunity to stress that the international
community has repeatedly emphasized that the status of the Arab city of Al Quds
Al Sharif must not be violated or unilaterally modified. By the same token, rules
of internastional law shoulid be scrupulously observed, as should United Nations
resolutions, particularly Security Council resolutions 242 (1967), 267 (1969) and
465 (1980), which consider East Jerusalem an integral part of the occupied Arab
territories. This continues to be the firm position of the Government of Eqvpt, as
of other Governments, and this policy is unalterable.

1 ghould like to gvail myself of this emerqency gpecial meeting to call on

Israel to stay its hand in its repression and violence against the Palegtinian
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people in the occupied territories, against the Palestinian cities, villages and
refugee camps.,

History has demonstrated that violence only begets wore violence and tension.
The valiant Palestinian uorising has shown, in no uncertain terms, that
Palestinians will not cive in to the overwhelminag might of the occuoving Power, no
matter how violent it becomes. The road to freedom is a long one, in which
averyone vies to make more saccifices. The Palestinian people is no less
dztermined than any other penple to continue its struagqle until it attains its
inalienable national riqhts, includinag that to sel f-detecrmination.

Egypt trusts that all States that believe in peace and {ts inevitablility, and
that all oveoples, and political movements {n Israel itself and throughout the
world, will be firmly opposed to these measures and practices and will not
countenance the ensuing results, considering them illegal and without any right or
obligation whatsoever, except in regard to the nead to reverse them and to return
to the rule of law. In this connection, we call on the Security Council to ensure
full respect far all the orovisions and articles of the Pourth Geneva Convention,
which it i3 our common responsibility to uphold in keeping with the first article

of the Convention.
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The measures taken by Israel are totally lacking in legal authority and in no
way consonant with the principles of human rights. They 4o not contribute to a
solution of the current problems in the Middle East. Quite the contrary, they
further complicate those issues, 1In our view, they run counter to peace and are
bagsed on norms and principles that created negative conditions in the past,
inasmuch as they are opposed to the adoption of a pogitive attitude towards a
future gqoverned by co-operation, peaceful coexistence, international leagitimacy and
the rule of law.

The desired negqotiated settlement and the elimination of the multitude of
problems in the region will be attained only by adooting an open, far-sighted and
futuristic approach - far removed from obduracy ~ that takes duly into account the
fact that the riqhts and interests of all parties should be dealt with on an equal
footina. This approach must also recodgnize that there can be no peace or stability
based on a solution that takes into consideration the arquments and interests of
one partv only, A peace stemmina from such a premise would merely be a temporary,
fragile peace that would not lay the foundations for stability but would lead to
tengions and explasion.

Eqypt continues to hope that there will be speedv movement towards peace, and
towards dialogue, which {s the lanauaae of the age, and calls on Israel to put an
end to its unsound policies in the occupled tercitories as well as to {ts illeaal
practices therein.

Israel's refusal to negotiate with the Palestinians, to observe the Geneva
Conventions and to recodnize the Palestinian right to self-determination following
the Palestinians' recognition of Israel's right to exist are three "'No's" that
constitute, in general, a regrettable stance. Israel’s position calls for one

stand by the International community and warrants the unanimous adoption of a
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Security Council resolution ~ an objective and a decisive resolution cammensurate
with the issue before {t.
The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Egypt for his kind words
addressed to me.
There are no further speakers on my list. The next meeting of the Security
Council to continue consideration of the ftem on its agenda will be fixed in

ceonsultation with the members of the Council.

The meatina rogse at 5.25 p.m.
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