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was put to the vote and adopted unanimously as (c) To request the Secretary-General to submit, at th

resolution 1276 (1999), which reads: end of this period, a report on the developmenthia situation
and the measures taken to implement resolution(3983).
The Security Council, . . . .
At the same meeting, in connection with the

Having considered the report of the Secretary-General ofresolution adopted, the President made the follgwin
15 November 1999 on the United Nations Disengagemegtatement on behalf of the Coun®d:

Observer Force, )
As is known, the report of the Secretary-Genenaltibe

Decides: United Nations Disengagement Observer Force stafas,
(@ To call upon the parties concerned to implemerﬂaragraph 10: “Despite the present quiet in thedBfSyrian

immediately Security Council resolution 338 (1973)f sector,. the situation in .th? Middle Ea_st continus be'
22 October 1973: potentially dangerous and is likely to remain soless and until

a comprehensive settlement covering all aspectthefMiddle
(b) To renew the mandate of the United Nation&ast problem can be reached.” That statement ofStharetary-
Disengagement Observer Force for another period sbf General reflects the view of the Security Council.
months, that is, until 31 May 2000;

93 S/PRST/1999/33.

31. Thesdtuation in the occupied Arab territories

Deliberations of 15April 1996 (3652nd meeting) Permanent Observer of Palestine addressed to the

By a letter dated 10 April 1996 addressed to th%ecretary-Generéq. In his letter, the representative

President of the Security Council, the represenéatf m;?srrr:]en?e?seuégugcgiEZ?tthe:aSLgas?inbigﬁn t6a0k|r|1€g)é\:]e th
the United Arab Emirates requested the Council {o g heop

meet to consider the serious situation in the Oczdip occupied Pales_t|n|an territory, mc_ll_Jdmg Jerusalem
. . . . The measures included the demolition of homes, the
Palestinian Territory, including Jerusalém.

confiscation of land and expansion of settlememtd a
At its 3652nd meeting, held on 15 April 1996 irsevere restrictions on the movement of persons and

response to that request, the Security Counciluechet! good within the Palestinian territory, as well agoi

the letter in its agenda. Following the adoptiontioé and out of the territory.

agenda, the President (Chile), with the consenthef The representative of Palestine stated that the

Council, invited the representatives of Algeria L . . N
! : : Palestinian people in the occupied Palestinianittay,
Colombia, Cuba, the Islamic Republic of Iran, Idrae. - . 2
|gclud|ng Jerusalem, had been enduring a very daliffi

Japan, Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, the Libyan Arat|me due to a set of policies adopted by Israel in
Jamahiriya, Malaysia, Morocco, Norway, Pakistan P P y

Saud Arabia, Sencgl, the Syian b Republe /o1 Sheskng on he st e, etatmter
Tunisia, Turkey, the United Arab Emirates and Yemen P :

and the Permanent Observer of Palestine, at th%ll?ar .th.at the .pol|cy represented “a siege of the
- ) . . : alestinian territory and the strangulation of the
request, to participate in the discussion withohé t

right to vote. The President also invited the AgtinPaIestmlan people and their economy”. In addititre

Chairman of the Committee on the Exercise of thecoou €S had _been taken b¥ I.sraellunllaterallynmat
. . - consultation with the Palestinian side, and theyrewve
Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People and tf . - .
o . illegally imposed by military means. The seconddie
Permanent Observer of the Organization of the Igtam . ) .
! . involved a set of Israeli measures with multiple
Conference under rule 39 of its provisional rules o : . .
procedure aspects, which began with the resumption by the

occupying Power of the practice of demolishing
The President then drew the attention of thRalestinian homes and its threats to revert to
Council to a letter dated 2 April 1996 from thaleportation, and included political assassinatians

15/1996/257. 2 .5/1996/235.
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the continued confiscation of Palestinian land. Thihe Government of Israel, on the basis of the olera
third field concerned the non-compliance of Israth interests of peace in the Middle East, would lifiet
some relevant provisions of the agreements reach&dsure as soon as possible. Noting that terromsm a
between the Israeli and Palestinian sides, inclgdhre threat to international peace and security, heestahat
failure of Israel to implement the redeploymentitsf in opposing terrorist acts as in dealing with other
forces from the city of Hebron. He condemned a# thinternational problems, it was necessary to obséhee
policies and measures on the basis that some of theorms of international relations and internatiotealv
violated the provisions of the Fourth Genevand not to violate the sovereignty, security or
Convention as well as agreements reached between flndamental interests of other countrfes.

Government of Israel and the Palestine Liberation

OOfrga;rgzgtloHr; s&,‘tr;?egotgzttmﬁ'i[gddZlewglt?c?r?nh;g Lhoeprgg tregret that the discussion of closure of the WeahiB
P ) 9 and the Gaza Strip by Israel was taking place uat &

the Council would express an official position;. .
. X . . iscussion could not help the peace process. Hedta
concerning the issue discussed; nevertheless, Tt e

. . ; at the Council needed to be focusing their effarh
convening of the official meeting today was a clear .
s . . . seeking ways to combat those who would destroy the
indication of the serious concern of the internatib

community with regard to the existing situation ahe peace process and prevent Arabs and Israelis from

neqative impact it had on the peace prodess achieving further progress. He stressed that thaeldn
9 P P P ' States regretted the economic hardship and suffesfn

The representative of Israel stated that durin@alestinians caused by the recent Hamas terrorist
February and March, terrorists from the West Ban# a attacks and the measures Israel had taken to diglal w
Gaza had perpetrated four separate suicide bombirige threat, and called on the international comrutd
within Israel and, as a direct result, the Governtn&f do all it could to alleviate those economic hargshi
Israel had imposed a closure of Israel to residerits He maintained that the sole objective of the Colnci
the West Bank and the Gaza Strip. He noted that theeded to be to aid and support efforts to restore
rationale behind the closure was to restore a sefisemomentum to the process of implementation of the
security to the Israeli people by preventing armeagreements.

terrorists from infiltrating Israel. He stressedaththe . . .
. . The representative of the Russian Federation
closure was not a form of collective punishment

. _ . expressed alarm at the situation which prevailethim
against the Palestinian population but was a measur

. ; autonomous Palestinian territory as a result ofoast
enacted solely to ensure security. Stating thaadisr . .
by the Israeli authorities. He stated that the dmogs
was aware of the toll that the closure had takerthen
. . turn of events threatened the further developmént o
residents of the West Bank and Gaza, he explaihat t ; .
the peace process. He noted that experience iradicat
the Government of Israel had undertaken measures,to

gradually ease the closure. He noted that followtimg that the problems in the way Of a peace_set_tlement
: . - o . could not be resolved through unilateral actionsolth
elections in the Palestinian Authority, it was thelief

. - . affected the most sensitive aspects of the Arabedisr
of Israel that it was the responsibility of the Aatity . . .
. . conflict. He also stressed that the Russian Fetarat
to root out terrorists. He also noted that the dests

were supported by several foreign Governmentgondemned acts of terrorism perpetrated in Israel b

Finally, he maintained that Israel would continue textremlst groups.

work towards enhancing the peace process and tevard The representative of France stated that his
implementing the agreement which had been reacheauntry understood the anguish of the Israeli
with the Palestinians. authorities and their firm determination to enstine

The representative of China maintained that ttfeafety of the population and to reassure it affee t

: . o rauma of recent months. However, it was esseitiat
national interests of the Palestinian people nedddik .
the scope and duration of the measures taken did no
respected and safeguarded, and expressed the hape

The representative of the United States expressed

5 |bid., p. 11.
6 lbid., pp. 11-12.
7 1bid., pp. 12-13.

3 S/PV.3652, pp. 2-6.
4 |bid., pp. 6-7.
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penalize the Palestinians to such an extent thair thfinanced reconstruction programmes to go througth an
confidence in rapprochement and peace might becease the imposition of collective punishmé&nt.
shattered for some time to come. He also noted that . .
- The representative of Lebanon reiterated that
some of the measures imposed by the Government, of . . : .
. > . Israeli forces had been engaging in collective
Israel disregarded the spirit and at times theeletf . . _ . . S
. unishment against Palestinian inhabitants inside t
the Interim Agreement of 28 September 1995. THhe . S -
. . - occupied Palestinian territories and were also
representative reiterated the conviction of Fraticd a S .
. i : . cqntinuing to blockade the entire Lebanese coadttan
just and lasting peace guaranteeing the security 0 -
. ombard coastal roads. He stressed that such pslici
Israel and the sovereignty of Lebanon needed {0

involve the implementation of resolution 425 (1978¥vere n flagrant violation —of human rlgh'ts,
. X h . ternational law and the Charter of the United
and that in the interim all acts of violence any{l1

. ationsiz
retaliation needed to cea8e.

The representative of the United Kingdom state The _Permanent Observer of the Organgnon of
. , . : the Islamic Conference (OIC) stated that, while OIC
his country’s agreement with the representative :
Israel that the origin of the current setback tae thwanted to continue to encourage and support thegea
situation in the West Bank and Gaza lay in the ckdsa process, that could not be accomplished without a

- . ) visible change of attitudes and practices. OIC wdnt
carried out by Hamas terrorists in Jerusalem. Hicdho

. . . tqg see the implementation of United Nations
tSrLat Lﬁf’e;?ggdﬂ Kh'?%gOg?]dhizezlv}lgysseﬁfﬁtgng;; anrésolutions, particularly resolutions 242 (1967383
PP g y f .%1973) and 425 (1978), and the withdrawal of Israel

\r/\(/eglgll:niohr?d24ge(eln%;(;c?/s\glﬂlilzsdlsrggl :12?:1 tﬁgu:iwlkl)t ;rom all the Palestinian and Arab territories, unding
) 9 Al-Quds al-Sharif, the occupied Lebanese territorie

protect itself, he maintained that security andrexauic . ) . )
Y - and the occupied Syrian Golan, and an immediaté hal
stability in Gaza and the West Bank were two sides S . .
tﬁ)ethe Israeli military actions in Leban@a.

the same coin. He welcomed the measures which t
Government of Israel had taken, and expressed hope A number of speakers made statements which,
that those could be further amplified, particulaity while condemning terrorism, stated that the Israeli
respect of permitting workers to enter Israel arfd eneasures constituted a collective punishment. They
easing the export and transit of go&ds. called on the Council to bring pressure to bearttom

The representative of Italy, on behalf of theGovernment of Israel and on the lsraelis to

European Union and associated counfifestated that |mmeQ|ate|y end the measures and to abide by the
. . . . commitments it had made. Several speakers notetd tha
in condemning the terrorist acts in Israel, the dpgan

; th? measures violated the Fourth Geneva Convention
Union acknowledged the need to assure the safety o

. . . d the agreements between Israel and the
the Israeli population and to prevent further teisb o

i . ) Palestiniang4 A number of speakers also called on
acts. The European Union also recognized the hgvdsh . . . .
. o : Israel to cease its military actions in Lebarignln
imposed on the Palestinian population as a redule
closure by lIsrael, for security reasons, of alldaand 2 1bid 16
sea borders with Gaza and the West Bank. The atosur ,,..4" P. 25
. id., pp. 22-23.

of the borders', which ngeded to be completely ended 1sg/py 3652 (Resumption 1), pp. 4-6.
was threatening the interdependent work of the 145/pv.3652, pp. 7-9 (Egypt); pp. 9-10 (Botswana);

reconstruction assistance and causing sufferingutdpn pp. 15-16 (Honduras); pp. 17-18 (Indonesia); and2ip
lack of food supplies to the Palestinian populatiGhe 22 (Kuwait); S/PV.3652 (Resumption 1): pp. 2-3
European Union called on Israel to allow humanéari (Malaysia); p. 3 (Syrian Arab Republic); pp. 3-4ctig

Chairman of the Committee on the Exercise of the
Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People); §.
(Saudi Arabia); p. 7 (Turkey); pp. 7-8 (Jordan); ppl10

assistance and materials for the internationally

8 Ib@d., p. 13. (Libyan Arab Jamabhiriya); pp. 10-11 (Tunisia); d2-13
° Ibid., pp. 14-15. _ _ (Colombia); pp. 13-14 (Cuba); pp. 14-16 (Pakistan);
10 |bid., pp. 16-17 (Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Hungar p. 16 (Algeria); pp. 16-17 (Yemen); and pp. 19-20
Latvia, Lithuania, Malta, Poland, Romania and (Senegal).
Slovakia). 15 S/PV.3652, pp. 19-20.
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addition, the United Arab Emirates asked the Colundaontained in the above-mentioned letters, the Sgcur
to call on the Government of Israel to accede te tlCouncil included the letters in its agenda. Follogi
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapams the adoption of the agenda, the President (Guinea-
a way that was in consonance with the peace processBissau), with the consent of the Council, invitdtet
ﬁgresentatives of Algeria, Canada, Djibouti, Inga

Other speakers expressed grave concern at { . .
. ) i . ; rael, Japan, Kuwait, Lebanon, Malaysia, Morocco,
situation and, while condemning terrorism, stressg\a

that the socio-economic problems resulting from theo Way, Pakistan, Senegal, Tunisia and Turkeyhairt

. request, to participate in the discussion withohe t
Israeli measures needed to be resolved as soon .a

possible. They called on both parties to implemtet right to vote. The Fre3|dent alsg invited th? .Headh.e
; . . . Observer Delegation of Palestine to participateha
international commitments they had entered i#fo.

debate in accordance with the provisional rules of

Decision of 28 September 1996 (3698th procedure and with previous practice in that regard

meeting): resolution 1073 (1996) The President then drew the attention of the
Caouncil to the following documents: letters date8l, 2
By a letter dated 26 September 1996 addressed tzp
the President of the Security Counil, the 24, 25 and 26 Sep'Fember 1996 from the Permanent
; f di bi i T Observer of Palestine addressed to the Secretary-
reprgsentatlve of Saudi Arabia, in his capagl'ty aC?eneral,19 a letter dated 26 September 1996 from the
Chairman of the Arab Group, conveyed the positibn 0 .
h ith d h 4 K b hrepresentatlve of Israel addressed to the Secretary
the Group with regard to the action taken by t eneral?2 and a letter dated 26 September 1996 from

Sjﬁ\rlgng(tegrt]dio: Ij:]a:jeelr [[?]eo\?vzr;'tré?n?/r\}al?gfr?ﬁg%; trt‘l‘”?e Chairman of the Committee on the Exercise ef th
9 Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People adukds

Mosque m_occupled East Jerusaler_n,_ _and to the Ef‘fg_pOtto the Secretary-Generat.
by Israeli Army forces of civilian Palestinian
demonstrations protesting against that action, ltiesu The representative of Palestine stated that fer th
in hundreds of dead and wounded. The Arab Grogmpevious three days, the Palestinian people in the
strongly condemned the Israeli action as a flagraotcupied Palestinian territories had been assauted
violation of the Fourth Geneva Convention and of ththe Israeli army and police forces. He suggested ith
relevant Security Council resolutions and as beirgpemed that the developments had been planned in
incompatible with the agreements concluded by tllvance with the aim of undermining the achieverment
Palestine Liberation Organization and the Governmeof the political process. Following the declaratiohits

of Israel. He requested the Council to meet igolitical programmes, the Government of Israel had
responsibilities with regard to the maintenancgpeéce taken many provocative actions, including the
and security by convening an immediate meeting anglsumption of settlement activities and the buitdiof
taking the necessary measures, including the dosfn thousands of housing units, and had confiscatedemor
the tunnel, to address the situation and put anteride Palestinian land. It had also closed down a nundjer
Israeli violations. educational and cultural institutions, and had ased

By a letter dated 26 September 1996 addressedt%e city of Jerusalem from other Palestinian terids

the President of the Cound#, the representative ofan.oI restricted housing  development in Arab
neighbourhoods. He stated that the political

Egypt supported that request and called for the
immediate convening of the Council programme of the Government of Israel was based on
' number of negative positions, including no retum t

At its 3698th meeting, held on 27 and

28 September 1996 in response to the requests?Letters regarding the deteriorating situationhe t
occupied Palestinian territories (S/1996/772,

16 |bid., pp. 10-11 (Republic of Korea); pp. 13-14 S/1996/779, S/1996/786 and S/1996/791). .
(Germany); pp. 16-17 (Poland); p. 17 (Guinea-Bi3sau 20 |_etter offering an explaqatlon for the restoratmfithe
pp. 18-19 (Chile); and pp. 23-24 (Norway); S/PV.365 Western Wall tunnel, which neither traversed nor
(Resumption 1): pp. 17-18 (Morocco). affected the Al-Agsa Mosque (S/1996/793).

17.5/1996/790. 21| etter expressing concern over the escalationiaence

18 5/1996/792. (5/1996/795).
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the 4 June 1967 border; no withdrawal from the &yri Jerusalem, as well as its incitation action and the
Golan; no discussion of Jerusalem; and nchallenges it had issued. He underscored that the
establishment of an independent Palestinian Sfedea matter went beyond the recent events, as what his
result of that political programme, as soon asdbktead country saw was Israel moving away from the basic
announced the opening of the tunnel in Jerusalém, tpoints that had been agreed. He reiterated thesueti
spark of conflagration had been touched off. Heoal®f the Cairo summit that the peace option was a
reiterated and emphasized the commitment of tlsérategic Arab option, which would require a sesou
Palestinian Authority to the underpinning of theape commitment by Israel. He argued that Arab countries
process, which called for the withdrawal of Isri@lm would not accept a threat to peace or a threathto t
all occupied territories, including Jerusalem, untlee legitimate national rights of the Palestinians. He
resolution adopted by the Council and in keepinghwistressed that the Council needed to assume its
the principle that rejected the acquisition by #rof obligations and responsibilities in maintaining pea
the territories of other3? and security, and send a strong message to the

The representative of Israel stated that, whike thG.O.V.ernment of Israel .that pol!c!es of V|o|e.nce gl
civilians, of provoking religious sentiment, of

official reason for convening the meeting of therelinquishing contractual obligations and of paléi

Security Council was the opening of the WesternIWal evarication would not lead to a positive outcotfe
tunnel, that was merely a pretence. The Western wa[ P '

tunnel was a 2,500-year-old tunnel which, in antien The representative of the United Kingdom stated
times, had been used as a water system. He empgldasihat urgent action was needed to deal both with the
that the tunnel held no political or religiousmmediate problem and with the underlying
significance whatsoever and that it did not rundsth deterioration in the peace process. He suggestat th
the Temple Mount, nor did it in any way affect tAe  what was required was, first, a moratorium on the
Agsa Mosque or its foundations. The sole intention opening up of the tunnel to tourism; second, a nget
opening the exit of the tunnel was to provide geeatbetween the two leaders at which agreement could be
comfort and safety to the many local visitors, istg reached on immediate steps to cease the fighthigd,t
and pilgrims who came to the Holy City to marvel athe earliest possible engagement to bring about the
its wonders. He also noted that the supreme Muslimplementation of outstanding issues under therinte
religious authority in Jerusalem, the Wagqf, had rbeéAgreement; and fourth, an agreement to an
informed in advance of the intention to open thentel international commission to work out ways of deglin

to tourists and visitors. He stressed that the iBeed with the sensitive questions that arose in Jerusae

of the Palestinian Authority needed to exert tharchaeological matteis.

authority vested in him to exercise his restraining

influence and issue clear and unequivocal instoungi . . .
. . . : : country had been warning the Israeli authoritieswtb
to his forces, which were subject to his authorépd : . . S S
- . growing frustrations in the Palestinian territoriemnd
to the residents of the autonomous areas to refram A
had insisted on the urgency of concrete measurat th

violence lest there be any further deterioration. . - L
. ould allow for an improvement in the daily live$ o
Regarding the closure of the autonomous areas, he

thé Palestinians. He commented that the opening of
noted that Israel had taken steps to ease the rdand . P 8
) ! - nnel was less serious than many of the measures
also to assist and ease the economic hardship dan . . .
) aken, which had directly affected the lives of
autonomous areas. He reiterated that the place

ro . : .
resolving differences was the negotiating table],dor sarlr?bsglri]::anlsa{csu;htohvse(ljatieésrgotstsgl}btearg?g Irnov?mg;?hl
that, order, stability and security needed to bt P ' ' P

en at least a serious psychological error. Heesta
restored?3 : S
that France was concerned that an important promisi
The representative of Egypt stated that hisf the agreements concluded between the Palestinian
delegation condemned the changes made by IsraelAathority and the Government of Israel had been

The representative of France noted that his

22 S5/PV.3698, pp. 2-5. 24 |bid., pp. 8-9.
23 |bid., pp. 6-7. 25 |bid., pp. 9-10.
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deliberately violated, and noted the fact that Itr@eli detrimental to the safety and well-being of the
Army had entered parts of Zone A, which was undé&alestinian people, and for negotiations to resume
Palestinian control, contrary to the letter andrispdf the basis of previous agreeme@®s.

the Taba Agreemert During the course of the debate, the meeting was

The representative of the Russian Federati@uspended at 1:04 p.m. and resumed at 5 p.m. It was
stated that it would appear that the situation veasthen suspended at 9:40 p.m. on 27 September 1996 an
direct result not only of reckless activity in regp of resumed at 9:35 p.m., on 28 September 1996.
the delicate issue of religious sentiment, but alfthe Following the second resumption, the President drew
fact that over the past four months the peace mooe the attention of the Council to a draft resolution
the Middle East had come to a virtual standstildanprepared in the course of the Council’s prior
that Israel had even begun to draw back fromonsultation$® The draft resolution was put to the
agreements it had entered into. He strongly urgéd sote and adopted by 14 votes to none, with one
the interested parties to show maximum restrait ton abstention (United States), as resolution 1073 )82
avoid action that might lead to a further detertma which reads:

ituatiorg?
of the situatior? The Security Council,

The representative of the United States S.tressed Having considered the letter dated 26 September 1996
that the focus needed to be on how to stop theemicg, from the representative of Saudi Arabia, on belulthe States
in order to restore the peace process. He statmdtle members of the Group of Arab States, which refertedthe
first objective was to restore calm, and that teeaid action by the Government of Israel to open an eneato a
objective was to accelerate the negotiating pro,ceé%nnd in the vicinity of Al Agsa Mosque and its n=sequent
which was the way to resolve key outstanding issu&Sults:
for implementation of the Interim Agreement. He Expressing its deep concern about the tragic events in
stressed that tangible results needed to be semh, derusalem and the areas of Nablus, Ramallah, Bethieand the
that to be effective, both sides needed to readhtou Gaza Strip, which resulted in a high number of Hesatnd
each other as real partners. Noting that the Unitgguries among the Palestinian civilians, and canee also
States was workin intensivél with both sides hae out the clashes between the Israeli army andPthlestinian

g . y ' " police and the casualties on both sides,
stated that the Council needed to focus on howelp,h
how to restore calm, how to encourage the peace Recalling its resolutions on Jerusalem and other relevant
process and how to make and consolidate real ggins. Security Council resolutions,

. Having discussed the situation at its formal meeting on
A number of speakers called on both parties to (%C} September 1996, with the participation of Mieist for

everything possible to calm the situation and resungeign Affairs of a number of countries,

dialogue in the framework of respect for existing

agreements and for the beliefs of the populations

concernec Other speakers condemned the opening of *°S/PV.3698, pp. 12-13 (Indonesia) and pp. 15-16
the tunnel and called on Israel to close the turara (Honduras); S/PV.3698 (Resumption 1): pp. 7-8

. DR .. (Algeria); pp. 8-9 (Kuwait); pp. 9-10 (Malaysia)pp11l-
return it to its initial state before the crisishdse 13 (Tunisia); p. 14 (Yemen): pp. 15-16 (Jordan); be-

speakers further called for the cessation of alisac 17 (Syrian Arab Republic); pp. 17-18 (Morocco); (8-
19 (Libyan Arab Jamabhiriya); p. 20 (Sudan); p. 21
26 |bid., pp. 10-11. (Oman); pp. 21-22 (Bahrain); pp. 22-23 (Islamic
27 |bid., pp. 11-12. Republic of Iran); p. 24 (United Arab Emirates); 34
28 S/PV.3698 (Resumption 1) and Corr.1, p. 4. (Mauritania); pp. 27-28 (Pakistan); pp. 29-30 (Saud
29 |bid., pp. 13-14 (Chile); pp. 14-15 (Germany); gndlL5 Arabia); p. 31 (Djibouti); pp. 32-33 (Lebanon); p38-
(Poland); S/PV.3698 (Resumption 1): pp. 2-3 (ltaly) 34 (Chairman of the Committee on the Exercise ef th
pp. 3-4 (China); pp. 4-5 (Republic of Korea); [»p6 Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People); 3p-35
(Botswana); pp. 6-7 (Guinea-Bissau); pp. 10-11 (Organization of the Islamic Conference); and p§-33¥
(Senegal); pp. 13-14 (Canada); pp. 23-24 (Argentina (Cuba).
pp. 25-26 (Turkey); p. 26 (Norway); pp. 26-27 (Japa 31 5/1996/803.
pp. 28-29 (Ireland); pp. 37-38 (India); p. 38 (Cost 32 For the vote, see S/PV.3698 (Resumption 2), p. 2.

Rica); and pp. 38-39 (Brazil).
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Concerned about the difficulties facing the Middle EastPresiden84 a letter dated 28 February 1997 from the
peace process and the deterioration of the sitnatreluding its Acting Chairman of the Committee on the Exercise of
impact on the living conditions of the Palestinipaople, and the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People
urging the parties to fulfil their obligations, ilwding the addressed to the Presidéfta letter dated 3 March
agreements already reached, .

1997 from the representative of Qatar addresseithdo

Concerned about developments at the Holy Places opresiden® a letter dated 3 March 1997 from the
Jerusalem, representative of Israel addressed to the Secretary

1. Calls for the immediate cessation and reversal oeneral3” a letter dated 28 February 1997 from the
all acts which have resulted in the aggravationthed situation representative of the Netherlands addressed to the
and which have negative implications for the Middast peace Secretary-Gener@® and identical letters dated

process, 3 March 1997 from the representative of Indonesia
2. Calls for the safety and protection of Palestiniaraddressed to the Secretary-General and to thedemgsi
civilians to be ensured, of the Security Counci?
3. Calls for the immediate resumption of negotiations The representative of Palestine informed the

within the Middle East peace process on its agtesis and the cqynci| that the Government of Israel had decided t
timely implementation of the agreements reached; build a new settlement in the area of Jabal Abu &im
4.  Decides to follow closely the situation and toin the occupied Palestinian territories. That areas

remain seized of the matter. situated within the territory that Israel had aneéxand
o ) considered part of the extended municipal boundarie
Decision of 7 March 1997 (3747th meeting): of the city of Jerusalem. He maintained that the
rejection of a draft resolution decision was illegal and in blatant violation of

At the 3745th meeting of the Security Councilinternational humanitarian law and the relevant
held on 5 March 1997 at the request of Egypt und&puncil resolutions. Moreover, the decision would
rule 2 of the provisional rules of procedure, thésolate areas of Arab Jerusalem from the southam p
President (Poland), with the consent of the Coyncff the West Bank in pursuit of a long-standing &ra
invited the representatives of Afghanistan, Algeri@?!an to build settlements around those Arab
Argentina, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Brazil, Canad@’elghbourhoods and completely isolate them from the
Colombia, Cuba, Indonesia, the Islamic Republic d€st of the West Bank, thus creating new facts o t
Iran, Israel, Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, Malaysia,ltda ground. He stated that that Israeli measure folldbwae
Morocco, the Netherlands, Norway, Oman, Pakistafi€’i€s of others regarding Jerusalem that conetitiat
the Philippines, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, the Sudare tiglear policy aimed at the.Jud.a|zat|on of the city .
Syrian Arab Republic, Tunisia, Turkey, the Unitecah Jerusalem and at changing its legal status and its
Emirates and Yemen, at their request, to partigigat demographic composition. All of those actions
the discussion without the right to vote. The Pdesit represented flagrant violations of several Council
also invited the Chairman of the Committee on th&solutions on the question of Jerusalem. He séss
Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestini that the relevant resolutions, including resoluidb2
People and the Permanent Observer of t#&968), 271 (1969), 478 (1980) and 672 (1990), tlea
Organization of the Islamic Conference to partitga affirmed that any actions or measures taken byelsia
under rule 39 of the provisional rules of procedure  alter the legal status and the demographic comiposit

The President then drew the attention of the ssg;1997/165.
Council to the following documents regarding, inter 35s/1997/172.
alia, the plans for a new settlement in East Jdemsa 36 5/1997/175.
letters dated 21 and 25 February 1997, respectively 7 S/1997/177.
from the Permanent Observer of Palestine addregsed °°Letter transmitting the text of the statement by t
the President? a letter dated 27 February 1997 from  Fresidency on behalf of the European Union on the

. decision of the Government of Israel to approve
the Permanent Observer of Palestine addressedeto th construction plans for Har Homa/Jabal Abu Ghneim

_— (S/1997/181).
335/1997/149 and S/1997/157. 395/1997/182.
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of the city were null and void and had no legalig@&y. not constitute a part of the agreed arrangement for
The international community had categorically réget redeployment and transfer of authorities in the Wes
the positions of Israel on Jerusalem and had alwaBsnk and the Gaza Strip. He stressed that the stftu
affirmed that East Jerusalem was part of the t@nies the city remained unchanged so long as no decigon
occupied since 1967. Furthermore, it had nevéne contrary was taken in the permanent status
recognized Israeli sovereignty over West Jerusalde. negotiations. Therefore, the approval of buildingns
called on Israel to cease construction on the emttint within Jerusalem, or the implementation of any
in Jabal Abu Ghneim and cease all settlement aw/i construction work did not constitute a change ie th
and confiscation of land, as well as any actiont thatatus of Jerusalem, nor did it create a situatidwich
would change the facts on the ground. He also dalleould adversely affect or influence the permanent
on the Council to take the necessary action by idgp status negotiations. In any event, the existing
a clear resolution in order to guarantee respectitto agreements did not accord the Palestinians any
relevant resolutions and for international law atod standing with regard to any actions taken in Jdama
save the peace proce¥s. and Israel was under no obligation to coordinatehsu

The representative of Israel noted that Jerusale"jlrr(%tIons or consult with ther#

had been the capital of the State of Israel sinse i Several speakers stressed that the building of new
rebirth in 1948 and the seat of Jewish Governmeséttlements in East Jerusalem posed a danger to the
since King David established it as the centre afida peace process and was a violation of internatidanal
national life some 3,000 years ago. He stated thamd the agreements with the Palestinian AuthoE#st
Jerusalem, like any other modern city, had specifierusalem was part of the territories occupied 967,
needs, such as development and modernization, amldich meant that it was governed by the Hague Rules
that municipal services needed to be extendedItisal of 1907 and the Fourth Geneva Convention relatove t
citizens. On 26 February 1997, the Government tiie Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War,
Israel had unanimously approved construction in Harhich made it necessary for the occupying Power not
Homa and in 10 predominantly Arab neighbourhoods undertake any change in the lands. Many speakers
throughout Jerusalem. The project was an essepaidl noted that the Council had adopted several resmisti

of a comprehensive municipal plan to construct newalling on Israel to respect its obligations as an
housing units for the city’s Jewish and Arab reside occupying Power, including 252 (1968), 271 (1969),
in a ratio comparable to that of the Jewish andbArat76 (1980) and 672 (1990). Resolution 478 (1986pal
populations of the city. The purpose of the projeets specifically stated that all legislative and
to alleviate the shortage of housing for both Jémdaad administrative measures which altered, or purpotted
Arab residents of Jerusalem. He noted that it wadter, the character and status of Jerusalem weate n
regrettable that some speakers had failed &md void. Several speakers stressed that the decisi
differentiate between the issue of Jerusalem asd &lso ran counter to the letter and the spirit o€ th
neighbourhoods and the issue of settlements in tBeclaration of Principles on the Interim Self-
West Bank and the Gaza Strip, and reiterated tb#t b Government Arrangements as well as the Interim
of those issues were to be negotiated separatehirwi Agreement on the West Bank and the Gaza Strip,
the context of the permanent status negotiations. ldmong others. They called on the Government ofelsra
expressed regret that the Council saw fit to discuto cancel its decision to build settlements at Jatba
issues of contention between Israel and theéhneim and to adopt measures to accelerate theepeac
Palestinians, as the very appeal by the Palestippcess as a whoke

Liberation Organization (PLO) to the Council was

inconsistent with its explicit agreement to settH 41 1bid., pp. 5-7.

issue_s under_ dispute thr_ough negotiations. He noted ,, Ibid.. pp. 7-8 (Egypt): p. 12 (Sweden); pp. 12-13
that in agreeing that the issue of Jerusalem waketo (Republic of Korea); pp. 13-14 (Chile); pp. 17-18
part of the permanent status negotiations, theigmrt (Guinea-Bissau); pp. 19-20 (Poland); pp. 20-21
had recognized Jerusalem as a separate issue wditch (Norway); pp. 21-22 (Lebanon); pp. 23-24 (Yememda
pp. 24-25 (Senegal); S/PV.3745 (Resumption 1):23B.
40 S/PV.3745, pp. 2-5. (Algeria); pp. 3-4 (United Arab Emirates); pp. 4-5
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Other speakers expressed concern about aRglestinian-Israeli peace process and urged Istael
threats to the ongoing negotiations and urged tleall off its plan to build the settlements. He sththat
parties to exercise restraint and to continue tgoti@ate the question of Jerusalem needed to be settlechby t
on all outstanding issues, including the permaneparties concerned through negotiations on the bafis
status of Jerusaler?. the relevant United Nations resolutioffs.

The representative of France expressed the view The representative of the Russian Federation
that the decision by the Government of Israel tstated that the steps taken by Israel ran coumtehe
authorize the establishment of a new settlement Ralestinian-Israeli agreement and that such unite
Jabal Abu Ghneim was not a step in the right dioect actions, designed to change the demographic
and ran counter to international law and to guaraest composition of East Jerusalem in favour of the éfira
that had been given. The parties had agreed population, perpetuated the policy of fait accompli
negotiate the status of Jerusalem in the contexhef with respect to Jerusalem and obviated a negotiated
peace process, and negotiations could neearch for compromise on the problem of Jerusalem.
accommodate unilateral decisions or decisions whithe expressed hope that the Government of Israel
prejudged the outcome of the discussions or altéhed would ponder all the consequences of the decisith a
status quo. Until the parties came to an agreenteadt reconsider itt?

Jerusalem remained subject to the principles setirou

resolution 242 (196744 The representative of the United States statetl tha

the announced decision of the Government of Isoael
The representative of the United Kingdonthe proposed Har Homa settlement in East Jerusalem
reiterated his delegation's position on settlemgntdid not accord with the progress the parties had
which was that all Israeli settlements in occupiedchieved to date. The United States was conceriyed b
territory were illegal under Article 49 of the Fabr the decision announced by the Government of Israel.
Geneva Convention, including those in East JerusaleHe underscored that his Government knew the
and that settlement activity damaged the peacegssic sensitivity of the issue of Jerusalem, and thatvis
He suggested that if the Government of Israel sihtbwerecisely because mutual confidence was needed to
signs that it was willing to change its hard-linarsce, deal with the permanent status questions that his
the United Kingdom would be willing to consider acountry would have preferred the decision not have
delay to any reaction by the Couné#. been taken. He stressed that all parties neededbto
everything possible to foster a supportive enviremmn
¥Sr permanent status negotiations, and be espgciall
sensitive to any actual or implied interferencethose
(Tunisia); pp. 5-6 (Kuwait); pp. 6-7 (Indonesia).7- negotiations. Hg stressed that such mterfgrenaddco
10 (Syrian Arab Republic): pp. 10-11 (Saudi Arabigy. o_nly provoke mistrust and_harden the p_osmons_m‘h_b
11-12 (Jordan); p. 13 (Bangladesh); pp. 13-14 giita  Sides, and that the Council had a special respditgib
Republic of Iran); pp. 14-16 (Afghanistan); pp. 18- in that regard'®

(Malaysia); pp. 17-18 (Bahrain); pp. 18-19 (Pakigta . . .
pp. 19-20 (Netherlands on behalf of the Europeaiobn At its 3747th meeting, held, on 7 MarCh, 1?97 n
and associated countries: Bulgaria, Cyprus, Czech ~ accordance with the understanding reached in itsr pr
Republic, Hungary, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, Rorisan Consultations and in accordance with the decisions
Slovakia and Slovenia); pp. 20-21 (Oman); and @p. 2 taken at the 3745th meeting, the President (Poland)
22 (Canada); S/PV.3745 (Resumption 2): pp. 2-3 invited the representative of Israel and the Pemnan
(Mgr(c):co);tpp.)S-4 (%Uga()ép- 4_(5?93”)2](%’- ‘;;I_@‘@)? Observer of Palestine, and the representatives of
p. rgentina); pp. 7- rganization of the rslia : : : :
Conference): pp. 8-9 (Colombia): pp. 9-10 (Philipgs): Afghgnlstan, Algeria, Argentma, Bahrain, Bang'lahl,es
and p. 10 (Malta). Brazil, Canada, Colombia, Cuba, Indonesia, the
43 S/PV.3745, pp. 15-16 (Japan); p. 16 (Kenya); g1z !slamic Republic of Iran, Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon,

(Costa Rica); and p. 21 (Turkey); and S/PV.3745 B R
(Resumption 2): pp. 6-7 (Brazil). 46 |bid., p. 11.

The representative of China stated that the mo
was bound to place serious obstacles in the wathef

44 S/PV.3745, pp. 8-9. 47 |bid., pp. 11-12.
45 1bid., pp. 9-10. 48 1bid., p. 19.
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Malaysia, Malta, Morocco, the Netherlands, Norwaygsolution, the Council would, inter alia, have
Oman, Pakistan, the Philippines, Qatar, Saudi Axabiconfirmed that all legislative and administrative
the Sudan, the Syrian Arab Republic, Tunisia, Tyrkemeasures and actions taken by Israel which purgorte
the United Arab Emirates and Yemen, at their regueso alter the status of Jerusalem, including expiatprn
to participate in the discussion without the rigist of land and properties thereon, were invalid andldo
vote. The President then drew the attention of thwt change its status. Under the operative parthef
Council to a draft resolution submitted by Francegsolution, the Council would have called on Isre&el
Portugal, Sweden and the United Kingdé#n. refrain from acts that altered the facts on theugih

The representative of Costa Rica stated that hallgd to abide by the Fourth Geneva Convention; and

delegation had lent its support to the draft te%’ou'd. have called on .bOth pa_rt|es to contmu_e
. . . negotiations. The resolution received 14 votes in
submitted by the countries of the European Uniom,

the understanding that the text's contents wou grour and 1 against (United States) and was not

accurately reflect what had been expressed in tﬁgOpted’ owing to the negative vote of a permanent

formal debate. His delegation had felt that in thawember of the Counchz

regard there had been no inconsistencies between th  The representative of the United States statet tha
European text and what had been stated by tthee decision of the Government of Israel ran coutte
members of the Council, and that the substancéhef tthe progress and achievement of the parties to, date
consensus could be expressed accurately and witlihat the United States did not believe that sudiviy
single voice by the Council. The important pointuldd was helpful to the peace process and wished the
have been to preserve the unity of that messaghdn decision had not been made. He stressed that thelis
content of the text, whether it was a resolutionaor action undermined the trust and confidence so badly
presidential statement. He stated that unfortuyatteé needed in creating the appropriate environment for
negotiation process had taken a different path thiatl successful negotiations. Achieving a just, lastemgd

the necessary consensus had not been reachmmnprehensive peace in the Middle East would requir
However, faced with a “de facto situation” that yhean honest negotiating process, one in which théiqear
truly did not want and that in their opinion wastnbe did nothing to pre-empt, prejudge or predetermii&s
ideal one, the Government of Costa Rica had decideder any of the issues the parties themselves had
to vote with the majority in support of the draftdecided would be addressed in permanent status
resolutions° negotiations. Unfortunately, the draft resolutioouwd

The representative of Egypt stated that the dragft have helped that process. He noted that theedni

resolution faithfully reflected the sentiments ofage ates.had never believed, despite th? useful. ude
Council could play and had played in working for

;?:E\Si?man?jv?i:e trheecer?'z(%aer;?slioonn Sf theraggvjrit“emn teMiddIe East peace, that it was an appropriate fofam
y y debating the issues under negotiation between the

Israel on Jabal Abu Ghneim, expressed by many . .
) . . ; . rties. Furthermore, the draft resolution made
delegations in the previous Council meetings. Sdg¢o . .
weeping statements concerning the legal status of

the feelings conveyed were overwhelmingly opposed f raeli settlements, which the parties themselvad h

the Israeli position and underlined the fundamental -
. : L : S agreed was to be treated as a permanent-status iissu
international principle of the inadmissibility ofthé

acquisition of land by force and reiterated theipos the talks that were about to resume. He suggestad t

that the settlement activity was in contraventidnie the.Councn needed to reiterate its support fo'r the
. . : achievements of the partners to date and respedt th

legal commitments entered into by Israel with thé . : .

o . commitment to working together towards their
Palestinian Authority . . .

common goal without the interference of outside

At the same meeting, the draft resolution was pptrties. As the resolution would not move them

to the vote. Under the preambular part of the draft

52 For the vote, see S/PV.3747, p. 4.
49.5/1997/199.
50 S/PV.3747, pp. 2-3.
51 |bid., p. 3.
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towards that goal, the United States had been etliglsraeli settlement activities in general in thetres the
to vote against i3 occupied territories.

The representative of Palestine maintained that At its 3756th meeting, held on 21 March 1997 in
the central importance of Jerusalem and the gra{@sponse to that request, the Security Councilioheti the
danger posed by the lIsraeli decision required t#@iter inits agenda. Following the adoption of &genda,
Palestinians and Arabs to insist that the Counddpa (he President (Poland), with the consent of the rcdu
a clear draft resolution on the question. HoweveflVited the representatives of Israel and Qatarthair
despite the moderation and flexible timing of trett €duest, to participate in the discussion withdwt tight

and his delegation’s response to and accommoda)iﬁonto vote. The President also invited the Permanent

certain requirements, the Council had been unable _(?bserver of Palestine to participate in the curmstiate

assume its responsibilities for the maintenance O accordance with the rules of procedure and with
P previous practice in that regard. The President tthesw

|nter|nat1.t|ona:_|peace and jegﬁnt{) c;r ftotr?dtor:rt].thaftdr e attention of the Council to a draft resolutgurbmitted
resofution. He €expresse e belie a IS wou Egypt and Qat&k? The President also drew the
complicate the peace process and would not he

. . ention of the Council to a letter dated 18 Mal&97
advance it. He also expressed the belief that the .
; . . . . rom the Permanent Observer of Palestine addressed
Council remained responsible for international pea

and security, including in the Middle East regi@and the Secretary-Genera.

that the United Nations would have an ongoing  The representative of Egypt stated that the draft
responsibility regarding the question of Palestimgil resolution prepared by all the Arab States and
it was resolved in all its aspects. sponsored by Egypt and Qatar called on Israel tzee

The representative of Israel expressed the hogging settlements as an instrument for imposingia f

that, as the Council had decided not to take artyoac ccompli, which ha(_j _been rejegted i_n .bOth form and
regarding the decision of the Government of Istiael substance. The decision to begin building settlesen
begin construction in Har Homa and in eeded to be overturned because it ran countehdo t

predominantly Arab neighbourhoods throughod?orms pf international law and to the o_bligationsaen
Jerusalem, the sponsors of the draft resolution lavo LCCUPYINY Power, In accorlcllance W'thl the Fou_rtf:j
recognize that the Council was not the appropriaf‘?@er,]eva Conlve'ntlon, as wedaﬁ tohre e'\llant L{mr:te
forum for discussions of outstanding issues betweé\l?t'onﬁ rezo_ utlfor_1|s. He st?(te t_atotl e sl encalehd
Israel and the Palestinians. He reiterated that tﬁ‘,@unm and its failure to take up its duties wow

adoption of unbalanced positions by outside parti@é‘ erroneous message likely to encourage the.clurren
could only damage the proces. Government of Israel to continue to violate

international law and to disdain its contractual

Decision of 21 March 1997 (3756th meeting): obligations®®
rejection of a draft resolution The representative of Costa Rica reaffirmed all

By a letter dated 19 March 1997 addressed to tH¥ reasons that had led Costa Rica to vote, on
President of the Security Coungfithe representative of / March, in favour of the previous draft resolution
Qatar, in his capacity as Chairman of the Arab @réar the subject of theT building of settleme.nFs in East
the month of March 1997 and on behalf of the membef€rusalem. He reiterated that the decision by the
of the League of Arab States, requested that aneidiate Government of Israel ran counter to internatiorsaw |
meeting of the Council be convened to consider tffd did serious damage to the desire for peace and
construction of a new settlement in the Jabal Albun&m HOWeVer, Costa Rica had inSiStentIy maintained that
area to the south of occupied East Jerusalem asasel

575/1997/241.
53 S/PV.3747, pp. 4-5. 58 Letter informing the Secretary-General that |siaad
54 lbid., pp. 5’-6. begun work on the construction of a new settlenient
55 Ibid.’ p. 6. the Jabal Abu Ghneim area to the south of East
56 $/1997/235. Jerusalem (S/1997/233).

59 S/PV.3756, pp. 2-3.
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there needed to be unity in the Council, whethevdas also difficult to accept that the bilateral negtitas
expressed as a resolution or as a presidentia@miit, were the only solution, at a time when one of thve t

in order for the message to reach the Middle Easarties was imposing new facts on the ground. The
clearly and unequivocally. Unfortunately, for theeality was that the veto had been cast to shistdel
second time, the Council found itself lacking théom the will of the international community and to
necessary conditions of unity. As a result, he infed exempt Israel from the provisions of internatiotelv

the Council that he had received instructions froim and of the Charter of the United Nations. Using the
Government to abstain in the voting on the drafteto as a matter of “principle”, regardless of te&t of
resolution$® the draft resolution submitted, seemed to elevatart
oéficial position the suspension of the functionsda

The representative of the United States note ST
that, while his Government shared the concerfis "o > of the Council with regard to Israel and the
' uation in the Middle East. He expressed the dieli

expressed in the Council and the General Assemtﬁl};

. : at the use of the veto had seriously violated the
about the decision of the Government of Israel egih - L i
. . . . . provisions of the Charter and was definitely nottle
construction at the site, his delegation disagreedhe

best method of addressing the situation and fawburgqtereStS of the Council and its creql|b|||ty, or the
. . Ihterests of the peace process and its contindibe
moving beyond the current controversy in a way that . ; .
. existence of bilateral agreements between the gmrti
would support the Middle East peace process. The h .
. . ; ; oh the nature of the interim stage, as well as the
United States did not believe that the Council loe t stponement of neaotiations on important second
General Assembly should be in the business gf P 9 P

inserting themselves into issues that the negaotiati; age Issues, did not negate the provisions of
. : international law or those of resolutions of the

partners had decided would be addressed in th%'(rJunciIM

permanent status talks, as such interference conulyg '

harden the positions of both sides and make theikw The representative of Israel noted that on a day

even more difficulte® when three Israeli women had been murdered by

%?Iestinian terrorists and many more wounded, 13

A number of speakers expressed their concern . . s .
X . . members of the Security Council had “raised their
the situation and calling on the Government of ¢é$rta : ; "
hands in support of a one-sided draft resolutioricivh

cease the settlement activities. They also condemne

terrorism and the bombing attack that had occuthed S|ngle[d1 out Israel’. He mgmtamed that the
days? Palestinians had been engaged in a concerted dffort

bring international pressure to bear against Iseaed

At the same meeting, the draft resolution was ptid avoid addressing the outstanding issues throagh
to the vote. By the draft resolution, the Councdwmd, mechanism established as part of the current peace
inter aliag have demanded that Israel immediately ceapeocess. However, the Palestinian attempts to iptdé
construction of the Jabal Abu Ghneim settlement ihose issues and to generate international pressure
East Jerusalem, as well as all other Israeli se#kt could only damage the trust between the parties, be
activities in the occupied territories. The draftounterproductive and raise doubts over Palestinian
resolution received 13 votes in favour and 1 adaineadiness to negotiate in good faith. He stressed t
(United States), with 1 abstention (Costa Rica) ag the Palestinians had also committed violations hof t
not adopted, owing to the negative vote of a peraman agreements, but that whenever such violations had
member of the CouncH3 occurred, Israel had raised the issue directly with

Speaking after the vote, the Permanent Observ%?lesUmans. He noted that the Palestinians had

of Palestine stated that it was difficult to acctpt the undertaken to complete the process of revising the

veto had been cast to protect the peace processasdt Palestinian charter, to fight terrorism, to prevent
P P P violence and to conduct Palestinian Council aciigt

m4- in areas of Palestinian jurisdic.tic.m, qlthough n'pt
61 Ibid.. Dp. 5-6. Jerusalem. H.owlever, _the Palgstmlan side hgd faibed
62 |bid., p. 4 (Japan): pp. 4-5 (China); p. 6 (Fran@p. 6-7 demonstrate its intention or will to comply withyaof
(Russian Federation); p. 7 (Portugal); and p. 7d®&n). ———
63 For the vote, see S/PV.3756, p. 6. 64 S/PV.3756, pp. 7-9.
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its commitments. He reiterated that the permane@hairman of the Committee on the Exercise of the
status negotiations would resume that month and hmlienable Rights of the Palestinian People, the
expressed hope that the Palestinians would noth“tas Permanent Observer for the League of Arab States an
the United Nations if obstacles aros&”. the Permanent Observer for the Organization of the

. . gslamic Conference under rule 39 of the provisional
The representative of Egypt again intervened {0
les of procedure.

emphasize that he could not accept the statemett th
bringing to the Council a matter relating to the At the same meeting, the President drew the
maintenance of international peace and securitthen attention of the Council to letters dated 8, 15, a8l

Middle East would be a blatant misuse of th22 June 1998, respectively, from the Permanent

Council &6 Observer of Palestine to the United Nations addréss
to the Secretary-General, regarding, inter e, plan
Decision of 13 July 1998 (3904th meeting): of the Prime Minister of Israel to expand the bardé
statement by the President Jerusalem and extend the municipal authority over

By a letter dated 23 June 1998 addressed to t ame Jewish settlements in the West B&hkThe

. . ; resident also drew the attention of the Councilato
President of the Security Counéil,the representative .
- letter dated 26 June from the representative of the
of the Sudan referred to the decision of th . .
. udan addressed to the President of the Co@hcil.
Government of Israel to expand the boundaries ef t
municipality of Jerusalem and to create “a munitipa The Permanent Observer of Palestine stated that
umbrella” that would include a number of Jewishhe Israeli plan would expand the municipal bounesar
settlements on the West Bank, which was in the exint of the city and establish an “umbrella authorityd t
of annexing more occupied Palestinian territory anidclude a number of illegal settlements in the West
ensuring a greater Jewish majority in the demogm@aptBank, which represented a concrete step towards the
composition of occupied Jerusalem. He requested tilegal annexation of more occupied Palestiniands&n
convening of an urgent formal meeting of the Couincio the already illegally expanded Jerusalem
to consider the matter and take the necessary etsmcmmunicipality, in order to maintain a specific
measures to oblige Israel to rescind the abovdemographic composition with the aim of furthering
mentioned decision and to prevent it from contiquinthe process of the “Judaization” of the city. He
its repeated violations of resolutions of the Cauaad reiterated that the plan constituted a flagrantation
international law. of international law, the Fourth Geneva Convention,
At its 3900th meeting, held on 30 June 1998 iseveral resolutions of the Coun(_:|l, and those & th
L enth emergency special session of the General
response to that request, the Council includedétter .
Y . . Assembly. He expressed hope that the Council would
in its agenda. Following the adoption of the agertie . .
. . . have the sufficient will to undertake the necessary
President (Portugal), with the consent of the Cdalunc .
.o . . easures to guarantee the rescinding of the plant@n
invited the representatives of Algeria, Bangladesl"]n : .
gfevent Israel from undertaking any further illegal

Colombia, Cuba, Egypt, Indonesia, the IslamiC _. . -
. . actions in Jerusalem and the rest of the occupied
Republic of Iran, Iraq, Israel, Jordan, Kuwait, lagion, N S . .
territories, beginning with the adoption of the fira

Malaysia, Mauritania, Morocco, Norway, Oman, Perur solution sponsored by the Arab Group in that rdga

Qatar, .Saud| .A.rabla, the .Sudan, the Synan Arq was ridiculous to claim that the Palestinian Aaitity
Republic, Tunisia, the United Arab Emirates an L L e
complaining to the Council violated the existing

Y(_emen, at th_elr request, to partmpate N the_dis_lon agreements. He also stressed that the claim that th
without the right to vote. The President then iedithe - : . C .
consideration by the Council of the Israeli viotats

Permanent Observer of Palestine to participatehin t

debate in accordance with the rules of procedur® an ., o\ 5q0,151 5/1998/511, 5/1998/535 and S/1998/557.
previous practice in that regard. He also invitde t

69 | etter transmitting a statement issued 25 June3189
the Council of the League of Arab States concernhgg

65 Ib@d., pp. 9-10. decision of the Government of Israel to expand the
66 |bid., p. 10. municipal borders of Jerusalem (S/1998/579).
67 5/1998/558.
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would harm the peace process was unreasonable diréctly to the negotiating table and not to theitgd
unacceptabl&9 Nations71

The representative of Israel recalled that fifty The representative of the United States expressed
years ago when the Jewish quarter of the Old Cfty cegret at the announcement by the Government of
Jerusalem had surrendered, its Jewish inhabitaats Hsrael that it intended to create an “umbrella
been expelled and that free access of the Jewishlpe municipality” and to broaden the jurisdiction and
to their holy places, particularly the Western Wédlhd planning boundaries of Jerusalem. The United States
been denied. Yet during all those years, from 1948] viewed the decision of Israel as unhelpful at the
1967, the Council had not met once to consider thielicate stage of negotiations. He reiterated takt
denial of Israeli rights or Jewish rights in Jerdasa. parties needed to refrain from any unilateral attio
He also noted that the Jewish majority in Jerusalewhich could prejudge the outcome of the permanent
was not a present-day demographic development, tatus negotiations. In that connection, he welabme
had already been restored by the middle of thbe statement by the Government of Israel thatether
nineteenth century, in 1864, when Jerusalem wa®wunavould be no change in the political status of Jalems
the rule of the Ottoman Empire. He stressed thpending the outcome of the permanent status
besides safeguarding the access of all faiths @échthly negotiations. He reiterated that the Council contit
sites, Israel had carefully sought to ensure tlend should not interject itself into issues that th
development of Jerusalem for all its peoples arat thparties themselves had decided would be dealt ith
preserving Jerusalem required planning. He undedinface-to-face negotiations, but the Council could
that the actions of Israel to preserve and protecontinue to offer the parties its unqualified sugpand
Jerusalem were fully in accordance with the Interirancouragement?

Agreement between Israel and the Palestine Libemnati

Organization, which provided that Jerusalem remehin%n b
under exclusive lIsraeli jurisdiction while remaigimn
issue for permanent status negotiations. It wasttat
reason that the Palestinian Authority undertooklhie

1997 Note for the Record to cloge all Of '.ts oficin Jerusalem in a way which would alter the demographi
Jerusalem. He also argued that, if a decision w88t pjance in the Jerusalem area and tended to pré-emp
to shift the municipal boundary of Jerusalem, th@e final status of occupied land. That concern had
Government of Israel had stated that it would $lyic peen heightened by statements, attributed by thaiane
apply to areas westward of Jerusalem that wereiwithy senjor Israeli spokesmen, that the new arrangésne
the pre-1967 lines. He noted that a similar adj@sttn \yvere “a basic change in Jerusalem’s status”. The
of the western municipal border of Jerusalem oa®dirr European Union reaffirmed the applicability of the
in May 1993 without being the subject of a debate &ourth Geneva Convention to the occupied Palestinia
the United Nations. He stressed that this was aarritory, including Jerusalem, and to the otheralar
internal Israeli matter on the municipal-adminisiva territories occupied by Israel since 1967. The
level rather than on the international level, a® thGovernment of Israel, by initiating, encouragingdan
“umbrella municipality” was nothing more than eaendorsing settlement activity in the occupied
coordination mechanism between Jerusalem atrfritories, was in violation of that Conventionh&
surrounding communities and did not entail a shift European Union believed that the final status of
municipa| boundaries or the extension of municipa]erusalem needed to be determined in final status
authority over any Israeli settlements. Finally, healks.4

reiterated that Israel had a long list of Palestini

Authority violations in the West Bank and around

. . 71 |bid., pp. 5-7.
Jerusalem, but that Israel brought its complaints 72|b:d. Sg_ 11-12.

The representative of the United Kingdom spoke
ehalf of the European Union and associated and
aligned countries3 He stated that the European Union
was concerned at the endorsement by the Government
of Israel of plans to extend the municipal authpdf

_— 73 |bid., p. 12 (Czech Republic, Hungary, Lithuania,
70 S/PV.3900, pp. 2-5. Poland, and Slovakia; and Cyprus, Iceland and
Liechtenstein).
74 pid., p. 12.
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The representative of France stated that inasmulebllowing the adoption of the agenda, the President
as the new structure would include West Ban{Russian Federation), with the consent of the Cdunc
settlements close to Jerusalem, it would clearhgral invited the representative of Israel and the Pemnan
the status quo, which would run counter to the ispitObserver of Palestine to participate in the dismrss
and letter of the agreements signed between thtéepar without the right to vote, in accordance with the

be a breach of the Fourth Geneva Convention afgcisions taken at the 3900th meeting. The Presiden
disregard the decisions of the Council. He therefofi€n made the following statement on behalf of the

. il |78
appealed to the Israeli authorities to renouncet thg°uncil

approachrs The Security Council has considered the letteredid 8

- and 22 June 1998, as well as the letters dateda@d15 June
Sevetralt tSpe?'f]ers Sltressedd :jhtat b tlLe tea]jcm@g%' from the Permanent Observer of Palestinehto Wnited
permanent status of Jerusalem needed 1o be de m'plations, and the letter dated 23 June 1998 fromRbemanent

and agreed in the manner established by th? pam"ieSRepresentative of the Sudan to the United Natiomsehalf of
the peace process, and appealed for compliance WHB States members of the League of Arab Stateingl to the
the substance of the agreements and for the padiesssue of Jerusalem.

fulfil all their obligations without reservationsnd The Council recognizes the importance and serisjtiof
conditions?é the issue of Jerusalem to all parties and expreissesipport for

Other speakers criticized the recent endorsemé@‘f decision of the Palestine Liberation Organiaatand the
overnment of Israel, in accordance with the Deati@n of

by the_ Govemm_em of Israel of _plans to extend thﬁrinciples of 13 September 1993, that the permarstatus
municipal authority of Jerusalem in a way that wbulpegotiations shall cover the issue of Jerusaleme Trouncil
alter the status quo of the city and prejudge thRerefore calls upon the parties to avoid actiorsic might
outcome of the final status negotiations. Theprejudice the outcome of these negotiations.

maintained that th,e decision ConSt'tUte,d a viokatad In the context of its previous relevant resolutiprthe
numerous resolutions of the Council and Generghyncil considers the decision by the Governmentsoéel on
Assembly and contravened the terms of reference of June 1998 to take steps to broaden the jurisdicand
the peace process and the spirit of the Oslo accordlanning boundaries of Jerusalem a serious and dama
They expressed concern that the move woultevelopment. The Council therefore calls upon tlevé&nment
negatively affect the peace process, and calletsarel of Israel not to proce_ed with that d90|_5|on andoat®t to take
to reconsider the decision and to honour (@Y other steps which would prejudice the outconfetie
. . ermanent status negotiations. Further, the Coucalls upon
commitments under the Geneva Convention and undgl..; 1o abide scrupulously by its legal obligasio and

the bilateral agreements it had sigrféd. responsibilities under the Geneva Convention reatto the

At its 3904th meeting, held on 13 July 1998 thgrotection of Civilian Persons in Time of War of ®ugust

Council resumed its consideration of the itent.
The Council supports the efforts of the United t&¢a

75 |bid., pp. 15-16. aimed at breaking the stalemate in the peace pso@adls upon
76 |bid., pp. 9-10 (Costa Rica); pp. 10-11 (Brazj);11 the parties to respond positively to these effonistes that the
(China); pp. 12-13 (Japan); and p. 14 (Gambia). Palestinian side has already given agreement incfpie to the

77 Ibid., pp. 14-15 (Kenya); pp. 16-17 (Slovenia); g-18 Proposals of the United States of America, and espes the
(Sweden); p. 18 (Portugal); pp. 18-19 (Sudan);2fp21 hope that the permanent status negotiations cannresand
(United Arab Emirates); pp. 21-22 (Algeria); pp.-23 progress can be made towards the achievement es$talasting
(Morocco): p. 24 (Norway); pp. 24-25 (Qatar); and and comprehensive peace based on Council resokt@?
pp. 25-26 (Egypt); S/PV.3900 (Resumption): pp. 2-3  (1967) of 22 November 1967 and 338 (1973) of 22 oDet
(Syrian Arab Republic); pp. 4-5 (Yemen); pp. 5-6 1973.

(Lebanon); pp. 7-8 (Senegal); pp. 9-10 (Jordan);1ip The Council will keep Israeli actions under review
11 (Tunisia); pp. 11-12 (Bangladesh); pp. 12-13u@a

Arabia); p. 14 (Iraq); pp. 15-16 (Kuwait): pp. 16-1 -

(Oman); pp. 17-18 (Mauritania); pp. 18-19 (Indorgsi 78 SIPRST/1998/21.

pp. 18-19 (Malaysia); pp. 20-21 (Islamic Republfc o

Iran); p. 21 (Colombia); pp. 22-23 (Cuba); pp. 28-2

(League of Arab States); pp. 24-25 (Organizationhef

Islamic Conference); and pp. 25-26 (Peru).

956 09-25533



