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its meetings, the Special Committee reviewed that information and assessed the
human rights situation in the occupied territories. In accordance with
rosolution 45/74 A, the General Assembly at its forty-sixth session will have
before it the periodic reports of the Special Committee (A/46/65 and
A/46/282), as well as the Special Committee's twenty-third report (A/46/522).

16, During its forty-fifth session, the General Assembly also adopted
resolution 45/133 of 21 December 1990 concerning assistance to the Palestinian
people. The report requested in that resolution has been circulated as
document A/46/204-E/1991/80.

IV. PALESTINE REFUGEE PROBLEM

17. Following its consideration, at its forty-fifth session, of the report of
the Commissioner-General of the United Nations Relief and Works Agency for
Palestine Refugees in the Near East (UNRWA) for the period 1 July 1989 to

30 June 1990, 1/ the General Assembly adopted 11 resolutions on this subject
on 11 December 1990. In resolution 45/73 A, the Assembly noted with deep
regret that repatriation or compensation of the refugees as provided for in
paragreph 11 of General Assembly resolution 194 (III) had mot been effected,
that no substantial progress had been made in the programme endorsed by the
Assembly in paragraph 2 of its resolution 513 (VI) for the reintegration of
refugees either by repatriation or resettlement and that, therefore, the
situation of the refugees continued to be a matter of serious concern;
expressed its thanks to the Commissioner-Gemeral and to all the staff of
UNRWA, recognizing that the Agency was doing all it could within the limits of
available resources; reiterated its request that the headquarters of the
Agency should be relocated to its former site within its area of operations as
soon as practicable; noted with regret that the United Nations Conciliation
Commigsion for Palestine had been unable to find a means of achieving progress
in the implementation of paragraph 11 of resolution 194 (III), and requested
the Commission to exert continued efforts towards thea implementation of that
paragraph and to report to the Assembly as appropriate, but no later than

1 September 1991; directed attention to the continuing seriousness of the
financial position of the Agency, as outlined in the report of the
Commissioner-General; noted with concern that, despite the commendable and
successful efforts of the Commissioner-General to collect additional
contributions, this increased level of income to the Agency was still
ingsufficient to cover current essential requirements; and called upon all
Governments, as a matter of urgency, to make the most generous efforts
possible to meet the anticlipated needs of the Agency.

18. The other resolutions adopted by the General Assembly dealt with the
Working Group on the Financing of UNRWA (resolution 45/73 B); assistance to
persons displaced as a result of the June 1967 and subsequent hostilities
(resolution 45/73 C)) offers by Member States of grants and scholarships for
higher education, including vocaticnal training, for Palestine refugees
(resolution 45/73 D); Palestine refugees in the Palestinian territory occupled
by Israel since 1967 (resolution 45/73 E); resumption of the ration
distribution to Palestine refugees (resolution 45/73 F); return of population

/-oc



A/46/852
§/2322%
English
Page 8

and retugees displaced since 1967 (resolution 45/73 G)) revenues derived trom
Palestine refugeen' properties (resolution 45/73 H); protection of Palestine
refugees (resolution 45/73 I); the University of Jerusalem "Al-Quds" for
Palestine refugees (resolution (45/73 J); and protectior of Palestinian
students and educational institutions a:d safeguarding of the security of the
facilities of UNRWA in the occupied Palestinian territory (resolution

45/73 K). The situation of the Palestine refugees and the activities of UNRWA
since the adoption of these resolutions are described in the annual report of
the Commissioner-General of UNRWA for the period 1 July 1990 to

30 June 1991. 2/ The reports of the Secratary-General under resolutions
45/73 D, E, F, G, H, I, J and K have been circulated as documents A/46/535,
A/746/536, A/746/537, A/46/538, A/46/399, A/46/539, A/46/540 and A/438/541
respectively. The report of the United Nations Conciliation Commission for
Palostine under resolution 45/73 A and the report of the Working Group on the
Financing of UNRWA under vesolution 45/73 B have been circulated as documents
A’46/373 and A/46/622, vespectively.

V. QUESTION OF PALESTINE

19, At its torty-fifth session, on 6 December 1990, the General Assembly
adopted five resolutions under the agenda item entitled "Question of
Palestine”. 1In resolution 45/67 A, the Assembly endorsed the recommendations
contained in paragraphs 93 to 102 of the report of the Committee on the
Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People; 3/ requested tho
Committee to continue to keep under review the situation relating to the
question of Palestine, as well as the implementation of the Programme of
Action for the Achievement of Palestinian Rights; 4/ and authorized the
Committee to continue to exert all efforts to promote the implementation of
ivs recommendations., In resolution 45/67 B, the Assembly requested the
Secretary-General to provide the Division for Palestinian Rights of the
Secretariat with the necessary resources and to ensure that it continued to
discharge the tasks detailed in previous relevant resolutions of the Gemneral
Assembly, in consultation with the Committee. In resolution 45/67 C, the
Asgsembly requested the Department of Public Information of the Secretariat, in
full cooperation and coordination with the Committee, to continue its special
information programme on the question of Palestine. 1In resolution 45/68, the
Assembly reaffirmed the urgent need to achieve a just and comprehensive
sottlement of the Arab-Israeli conflict, the core of which was the question of
Palostine; called once again for the convening of the International Peace
Conference on the Middle East, under the auspices of the United Nations, with
the participation of all parties to the conflict, including the Palestine
Liberation Organization, on an equal footing, and the five permanent membors
of the Security Councll, based on Council resolutions 242 (1967) of

22 November 1967 and 338 (1973) of 22 October 1973 and the legitimate national
rights of the Palestinian people, primarily the right to self-determination.
The Assembly reaffirmed the following principles for the achievement of
comprehensive peace: the withdrawal of Israel from the Palestinian tervitory
occupied since 1967, including Jerusalem, and from the other occupied Arab
torritories; guaranteeing arrangements for security of all States in the
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region, including those named in resolution 181 (11) of 20 November 1947,
within secure and internationally recogniuzed boundaries; resolving the problem
of the Palestine refugees in conformity with General Assembly resolution

194 (IIr) of 11 December 1948, and subsequent relevant resolutiona)
digmantling the Israell settlements im the territories occupled since 1967
and guaranteeing freedom of access to Holy Places, religious buildings and
sites. It notvd the expressed desire and endeavours to place the Palestinian
territory occuplied since 1967, including Jerusalem, under the supervision of
the Unlted Nations for a limited poriod, as part of the peace processs once
again invited the Security Council to consider measures needed to convene the
Intornational Peace Conference on the Middle East, including the establishment
of a preparatory committee, and to consider guarantees for security measures
agreed upon by the Conference for all States in the region; and requested the
Secretary-General to continue his efforts with the parties councerned, and in
consultation with the Security Council, to facilitate the convening of the
Conference, and to submit progress reports on developments in this matter.

20. The report requested of the Sacretary-General in resolution 4%/68 has
been circulated as A/46/623-8/23204.

21. In resolution 45/69, the General Assembly condemned those policies and
practices of Israel, the occupying Power, which violated the human rights of
the Palestinion people in the occupied Palestinian territory, including
Jorusalem, and, in particular, such acts as the opening of fire by the Israeli
army and sottlers that resulted in the killing and wounding of defenceless
Palestinian civilians, the beating and breaking of bones, the deportation of
Palestinian civilianas, the imposition of restrictive economic measures, the
demolition of houses, the ransacking of real or persomal property belonging
individually or collectively to private persons, collective punishment and
detentions, and so forth; demanded that Israel, the occupying Power, abide
scrupulously by the Fourth Geneva Convention and desist immediately from those
policies ond practices which are in violation of the provisions of the
Convention; called upon all the High Contracting Parties to the Convention to
ongure respact by Israel, the ococupying Power, for the Convention in all
circumstances, in conformity with their obligation under article 1 thereof;
strongly deplored the continuing disregard by Israel, the occupying Power, of
tho rolevant docislons of the Security Council; reaffirmed that the occupation
by Israel of the Palestinien territory since 1967, including Jerusalem, and of
the othor Arab territories in no way changed the legal status of those
torritories; requosted the Security Council to examine with urgency the
situation in the occupliod Palestinion territory with a view to considoring
mossures needed to provide internationsl protection to the Palestinian
civilians in the Palestinion territory occupied by Israecl since 1967,
including Jerusalem; invited Member States, the organizations of the United
Nations systom, governmmental, intergovernmental and non-governmental
organizations, and the mass communications media to continue and onhance thoir
support for the Palestinian people; and roquested the Secretary--Gemeral to
oxamine the situation in the Palestinian territory occupied since 1967,
including Jerusalem, by all means available to him and to submit periodic
reports thoreon, the first such report as soon as possiblo.
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22. The report of the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of
the Palestinian People to the forty-sixth session of the General Assembly
appears in document A/46/35. 5/

VI. SITUATION IN THE MIDDLE EAST

23. At its forty-fifth session, on 13 December 1990, the General Assembly
adoptod three resolutions concerning the situation ii the Middle East. In
resolution 45/83 A, the Assembly reaffirmed its conviction that the question
of Palestine was the core of the conflict in the Middle East and that no
comprehensive, just and lasting peace in the region would be achieved without
the full exercise by the Palestinian people of its inalienable national rights
and the immediate, unconditional and total withdrawal of Israel from the
Palestinian territory occupied since 1967, including Jerusalem, and the other
occupied Arab territories; reaffirmed that a just and comprehensive settlement
of the situation in the Middle East could not be achieved without the
participation on an equal footing of all the parties to the conflict,
including the Palestine Liberation Organization; declared that peace in the
Middle East was indivisible and must be based on a comprehensive, just and
lasting solution of the Middle East problem, under the auspices of the United
Nations and on the basis of its relevant resolutions; considered the Arab
Peace Plan adopted unanimously at thc Twelfth Arab Summit Conference, held at
Fez, Morocco, 6/ and reiterated by the Extraordinary Summit Conference of Arab
States, held at Casablanca, Morocco, as an important contribution towards the
realization of the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people through the
achievement of a comprehensive, just and lasting peace; condemned Israel's
continued occupation of the Palestinian territory occupied since 1967,
including Jerusalem, and the other occupied Arab territories, and demanded the
immediate, unconditional and total withdrawal of Israel from all the
territories occupied since 1967; rejected all agreements and arrangements that
violated the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people and contradicted the
principles of a just and comprehensive solution to the Middle East problem;
determined that Israel’'s decision to annex Jerusalem and to declare it as its
“capital" as well as the measures to alter its physical character, demographic
composition, institutional structr.e and status were null and void and
demanded that they be rescinded immediately; condemned Israel's aggression,
policies and practices against the Palestinian people in the occupied
Palestinian territory and outside this territory; condemned Is.ael's
annexationist policies and practices in the occupied Syrian Arab Golan;
considered that the agreementn on strategic cooperation between the United
States of America and Israel of 30 November 1981 and the continued supply of
modern arms and matérjel to Israel, augmeated by substantial economic aid, had
encouragad Israel to pursue its aggressive and expansionist policies and
practices, had had adverse effects on efforts ~ov the establishment of peace
in the Middle East and posed a threat to the security of the region; called
upon all States to put an end to the flow to Israel of any military, economic,
financial and technological aid, as well as of human resources, aimed at
encouraging it to pursue its aggressive policies against the Arab countries
and the Palestinian people; strongly condemned the collaboration between
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Israel and the racist regime of South Africa; reaffirmed its call for the
convening of the International Peace Conference un the Middle East, under the
auspices of the United Nations, with the participation of the five permanent
members of the Security Council and all parties to the conflict, ircluding the
Palestine Liberavion Organization, the sole legitimate representative of the
Palestinian people, on an equal footing, and that the Conference shovild be
effective with full authority, in order to achieve 2 comprehensive and just
solution based on the withdrawal of Israel from the occupied Palestinian
territory, including Jerusalem, and the other occupied Arab territories, and
the attainment of the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people in
accordance with 'Inited Nations resolutions relevant to the question of
Palestine and the situation in the Middle East; and endorsed the call for
setting up a preparatory committee to take the necessary action to convene the
Conference. The other pevts of resolution 45/83 deal with Israeli policies in
the Syriar. Arab Golan and the other occupied territories (resolution 45/83 B)
and the transfer by some States of their diplomatic missions to Jerusalem
(resolution 45/83 C).

24. Resolutions 45/83 A to C were brought to the attention of Member States,
and a report of the Secretary-General including the relevant comments received
from the Member States was circulated as document A/46/586.

25. By a letter dated 22 March 1991 (8/22385) the Secretary-Geueral
officially informed the Security Council of his decision to appoint a
successor to Ambassuador Gunnar Jarring following his retirement as Special
Representative to the Middle East. Effective that day,

Ambassador Edouard Brunner of Switzerland was appointed as Special
Representative to the Middle East in accordance with paragraph 3 of Security
Council resolution 242 (1967) of 22 November 1967.

VII. OBSERVATIONS

26. Since its thirty-second session, in 1977, the General Assembly has
annually adopted a resolution requesting that the Secretury-Gemeral submit to
it, at its subsequent session, a comprehensive report covering the
developments in the Middle East in all their aspects. Throughout my tenure, I
have, at the conclusion of each of these comprehensive reports, taken the
opportunity to offer some general observations about the circumstances
prevailing in the Middle East and, in particular, to emphasize the need to
find ways to overcome the obstacles that have, for decades, prevented the
achievement of a just and lasting peace in the region. As Secretary-Geueral,
I could not but be deeply concerned about a situation in which, year after
year, violence and instability persisted in an area that had already

expe .ienced five major wars, and where events and trends in one part of the
region almost invariably have serious repercussions elsewhere. Time and
again, my reports to both the General Assembly and the Security Council have
emphasized that the absence of a generally accepted and active negotiating
process could only lead to a deterioration of the situation on the ground and
greater suffering for the peoples of the area.
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27. Given the dangers inherent in a prolonged stalemate at the diplomatic
level, I have always maintained that no effort should be spared in the search
for a comprehensive settlement of the Arab-Israeli conflict and the issue that
lies at its core: the yearning of the Palestinian people to exercise thoir
legitimate political rights, including self-determination. In this
connection, I have actively pursued the mandate that the General Assembly has,
since 1983, entrusted to the Secretary-General with respect to the convening
of an international peace conference on the Middle East. As requested, in
consultation with the Security Council, I was continuously in contact with
leaders from Egypt, Israel, Jordan, Lebanon, the Syrian Arab Republic and the
Palestine Liberation Organization in an effort to facilitate the convening of
the conference. It is important to note, as has been indicated in my reports
on the matter, that whereas it was not possible to achleve agreement among the
parties to participate in such a conference, the positions of the parties, and
ir .02d4 of the Security Council itself, with respect to an intermational
conference have evolved over the years.

28. In this latter connection, Member States will recall that, following
several weeks of intensive consultations, members of the Security Council, in
conjunction with the adoption of its resolution 681 (1990) on

20 December 1990, in a statement by the President (§/22027), inter alia.
reaffirmed their determination to support an active negotiating process in
which all relevant parties would participate leading to a comprehensive, just
and lasting peace to the Arab-Israeli conflict through negotiations, which
should be based on resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973) and which should take
into account the right to security of all States in the region, including
lsrael, &nd the legitiate political rights of the Palestinian people. In
this coatext, the Council agreed that an international conference, at an
appropriate time, properly structured, chould facilitate efforts to achieve a
negotiated settlement and lasting peace in the Arab-Israeli conflict.

29, With the above-mentioned statement in mind and in the light of
circumstances prevailing in the region, I decided to reactivate the mission of
the Special Representative to the Middle East, as called for in paragraph 3 of
Security Council resolution 242 (1967). The post had been served with great
distinction by Ambassador Gunnar Jarring of Sweden in the years immediately
following the adoption of resolution 242 (1967) in November 1967. While the
mission had been dormant for a lengthy interval, it is important to recall
that it was never officially ended. On 11 January 1991, Ambassador Jarring
submitted his resignation, whereupon I announced my intention to designate a
successor.

30. On 21 March 1991, I intormed the Security Council, in informal
consultations, of my decision to appoint Ambassador Eduoard Brunner of
Switzerland as my Special Representative to the Middle East. For their part,
the members of the Council welcomed this step. At the same time, it should be
added that in my remarks to the Council I acknowledged the importance of the
initiative tha“ had, at that stage, just been launched by the United States of
America regarding the peace process. I reiterated that I had always supported
bilateral initiatives in the search for a just and lasting peace in the Middle
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East and that, to this end, any step undertaken by Ambassador Brunner or
myself would be aimed at assisting such efforts.,

31, Accordingly, I followed with keen interest the intensive and often
arduous bilateral diplomatic efforts of the past few months that culminated in
agreement by the parties to enter into a negotiating process, under the
co-sponsorship of the United States and the Soviet Union, aimed at achleving -
in the words of the letter of invitation to the peace conference - "a just,
lasting and comprehensive peace settlement through direct negotiations on two
tracks, between Israel and the Arab States, and between Israel and the
Palestinians”., It is important to note, in this connection, that although it
is being conducted outside the framework of the United Nations, this process
has the support of the parties concerned and has as its basis Security Council
rasolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973), which have long been recognized as the
cornerstone of a comprehensive settlement.

32. Given my enduring commitment to peace ian the Middle East, I should like
tec conclude this report with a tribute to the historic conference that took
piace in Madrid from 30 October to 1 November 1991 and the initial round of
bilateral discussions that followed. It is my earnest hope that the momentum
that has been generated by the Madrid talks will be sustained and that the
lasting peace that has 80 long been denied to all the peoples of the Middle
East will indeed become a reality.

V4 ’ficial Records of he ANera ASSEO
Supplement No. 13 and addendum (A/45/13 and Add.l).

2/ Ibid., Forty-sixth Session., Supplement No, 13 and corrigendum and
addendum (A/46/13 and Corr.l and Add.l),

3/ Ibid., Foxty-fifth Session, Supplement No, 35 (A/45/35).

4/ Report of the Intermational Conference on the Question of Palestine,
Geneva, 29 August-7 September 1983 (United Nations publica%ion, Sales No.
E.83.I1.21), chap. I, sect. B,

h/ ; pl Records ;
Supplement No, 35 (A/46/35).

6/ See A/37/696-5/15510, annex.
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I. INTRODUCTION
1. The present report is submitted in pursuance of General Assembly

resolution 46/82 A of 16 December 1991. In that resolution, the Assembly
dealt with various aspects of the situation in the Middle East and requested
the Secretary-General to report to the Security Council periodically on the
development of the situation and to submit to the Assembly at its
forty-seventh session a comprehensive report covering the developments in the
Middle East in all their aspects. The present report covers the period from
16 November 1991 to 20 November 1992. It should be pointed out, however, that
the report does not address the situation between Irag and Kuwait. It is
based mainly on information available in United Nations documents, to which
references are made whenever appropriate.

II. UNITED NATIONS PEACE-KEEPING ACTIVITIES

2. There continue to be three United Nations peace-keeping operations in the
area: two peace-keeping forces, the United Nations Disengagement Observer
Force {(UNDOF) and the United Nations Interim Force in Lebanon (UNIFIL), and
one observer mission, the United Nations Truce Supervision Organization
(UNTSO) .

A. United Nations Disengagement Observer Force

3. UNDOF, with some 1,130 troops provided by Austria, Canada, Finland and
Poland, is deployed between the Israeli and Syrian forces on the Golan Heights
in accordance with the disengagement agreement concluded between Israel and
the Syrian Arab Republic in May 1974. A group of UNTSO observers is detailed
to the Force and assists it in the performance of its tasks. The main
functions of the Force are to supervise the cease-fire between the Israeli and
Syrian forces and to man the area of separation established by the
disengagement agreement. The Security Council has extended the mandate of
UNDOF as necessary, the last time on 29 May 1992 for a further period of six
months until 30 November 1992 (resolution 756 (1992)).

4. The activities of the Force since May 1991 are described in two reports
of the Secretary-General to the Security Council (S/23233 and Corr.l and
S/23955). As reported by the Secretary-General, the situation in the
Israel-Syria sector has remained generally quiet; UNDOF has continued to
perform its functions effectively with the cooperation of the parties, and
there have been no serious incidents.

B. United Nations Interim Force in Lebanon

5. UNIFIL, which is deployed in southern Lebanon, was established by the
Security Council in March 1978, following the first Israeli invasion of
Lebanon. Its mandate is to confirm the withdrawal of Israeli forces, to
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restore international peace and security and to assist the Government of
Lebanon in ensuring the return of its effective authority in the area
(resolution 425 (1978) of 19 March 1978).

6. The mandate of the Force has since been extended as necessary, the last
time on 30 July 1992 for a further period of six months until 31 January 1993
by resolution 768 (1992). In the course of 1992, the strength of the Force
was reduced by 10 per cent. At present UNIFIL has some 5,300 troops, provided
by Fiji, Finland, France, Ghana, Ireland, Italy, Nepal, Norway, Poland and
Sweden. A group of UNTSO observers assists the Force in the performance of
its tasks.

7. UNIFIL's activities and the situation in its area of operation since

July 1991 are described in two reports of the Secretary-General to the
Security Council (S/23452 and S/24341). As reported by the Secretary-General,
UNIFIL has continued, to the best of its ability, to prevent its area from
being used for hostile activities and to protect civilians caught in the
conflict. Although the Force has been prevented from carrying out its
mandate, its contribution to stability in the region has nevertheless remained
important.

C. United Nations Truce Supervision Organization

8. Established in 1948 to supervise the truce in Palestine, UNTSO has been
given various assignments over the years, including the supervision of the
General Armistice Agreements of 1949 between Israel and the four neighbouring
Arab States and the observation of cease-fires after subsequent wars. During
the period under review, UNTSO continued to assist UNDOF and UNIFIL in the
performance of their tasks and to maintain an observer group in the
Egypt-Israel sector as well as liaison offices in Amman and Beirut. The
headquarters is in Jerusalem.

9. UNTSO is currently undergoing a streamlining, gradually reducing its
strength from 298 to some 220 military observers from Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Belgium, Canada, Chile, China, Denmark, Finland, France, Ireland,
Italy, the Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, the Russian Federation, Sweden,
Switzerland and the United States of America.

III. SITUATION IN THE OCCUPIED TERRITORIES

10. The General Assembly, at its forty-sixth session, after considering the
report of the Special Committee to Investigate Israeli Practices Affecting the
Human Rights of the Palestinian People and Other Arabs of the Occupied
Territories (A/46/522), composed of representatives of Senegal, Sri Lanka and
Yugoslavia, adopted resolutions 46/47 A to G on 9 December 1991. By these
resolutions, the Assembly, inter alia, demanded that Israel desist forthwith
from a number of policies and practices mentioned in the resolution and
renewed the mandate of the Special Committee (resolution 46/47 A); reaffirmed
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that the Geneva Convention relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in
Time of War, of 12 August 1949, was applicable to the occupied Palestinian
territory, including Jerusalem, and other Arab territories occupied by Israel
since 1967, and strongly demanded that Israel accept the de jure applicability
of the Convention and comply with its provisions (resolution 46/47 B);
demanded that Israel desist forthwith from taking any action that would result
in changing the legal status, geographical nature or demographic composition
of the occupied Palestinian territory, including Jerusalem, and other Arab
territories occupied by Israel since 1967 (resolution 46/47 C):; deplored the
arbitrary detention or imprisonment by Israel of thousands of Palestinians
(resolution 46747 D); demanded that the Government of Israel rescind the
illegal measures taken by its authorities in deporting Palestinians and
facilitate their immediate return (resolution 46/47 E); determined that all
legislative and administrative measures and actions taken or to be taken by
Israel that purport to alter the character and legal status of the occupied
Syrian Golan were null and void and constituted a flagrant violation of
international law (resolution 46/47 F); and condemned Israeli policies and
practices against Palestinian students and faculty members in schools,
universities and other educational institutions in the occupied Palestinian
territory and demanded that Israel comply with the provisions of the Geneva
Convention relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War,
rescind all actions and measures taken against all educational institutions,
ensure the freedom of those institutions and refrain forthwith from hindering
the effective operation of the universities, schools and other educational
institutions (resolution 46/47 G).

11. During the period under review, the Security Council met twice, in
January and April 1992, to consider the situation in the occupied Arab
territories. On 6 January 1992, the Security Council adopted resolution

726 (1992) by which it strongly condemned the decision of Israel, the
occupying Power, to resume deportations of Palestinian civilians; reaffirmed
the applicability of the Fourth Geneva Convention of 12 August 1949 to all the
Palestinian territories occupied by Israel since 1967, including Jerusalem;
requested Israel to refrain from deporting any Palestinian civilians from the
occupied territories and to ensure the safe and immediate return to the
occupied territories of all those deported. It decided to keep the matter
under review.

12. On 4 April 1992, in a statement by the President (S/23783), the members
of the Security Council expressed their grave concern over the continued
deterioration of the situation in the Gaza Strip, especially the current
serious situation in Rafah in which several Palestinians had been killed and
many more injured; they condemned all these acts of violence at Rafah and
urged maximum restraint in order to bring the violence to an end. They
further urged Israel to abide at all times by its obligations under the Fourth
Geneva Convention relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of
War, of 12 August 1949, and to respect and to act in accordance with the
relevant resolutions of the Security Council; and expressed their concern that
any escalation of violence would have serious implications for the peace
process, especially at a time when negotiations to achieve a comprehensive,
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just and lasting peace were under way. The members of the Security Council
requested the Secretary-General to use his good offices, in accordance with
resolution 681 (1990) of 20 December 1990, regarding the situation concerning
Palestinian civilians under Israeli occupation.

13. On 14 February 1992, the Commission on Human Rights adopted resolution
1992/1 by which it determined that all legislative and administrative measures
and actions taken or to be taken by Israel that purported to alter the
character and legal status of the Syrian Golan were null and void, constituted
a flagrant violation of international law and of the Geneva Convention
relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War, of

12 August 1949, and had no legal effect. On the same day, the Commission also
adopted resolutions 1992/2 A and B concerning the gquestion of the violation of
human rights in the occupied Arab territories, including Palestine.
Furthermore, on the same day the Commission on Human Rights adopted resolution
1992/3 concerning Israeli settlements in the occupied Arab territories by
which it reaffirmed that the installation of Israeli civilians in the occupied
territories was illegal and constituted a violation of the relevant provisions
of the Fourth Geneva Convention, and urged the Government of Israel to abstain
from installing settlers, including immigrants, in the occupied territories.

14. The Special Committee to Investigate Israeli Practices Affecting the
Human Rights of the Palestinian People and Other Arabs of the Occupied
Territories held periodic meetings in pursuance of General Assembly resolution
46/47 A. Between meetings, the Special Committee was kept informed of events
taking place in the occupied territories; the information was gathered from a
variety of sources, including oral testimony and written communications. At
its meetings, the Special Committee reviewed that information and assessed the
human rights situation in the occupied territories. In accordance with
resolution 46/47 A, the Assembly at its current session has before it the
periodic reports of the Special Committee (A/47/76 and A/47/262), as well as
the Special Committee's twenty-fourth report (A/47/509).

15. During its forty-sixth session, the General Assembly also adopted
resolutions 46/201 of 20 December 1991 concerning assistance to the
Palestinian people, 46/162 of 19 December 1991 concerning living conditions of
the Palestinian people in the occupied Palestinian territory and 46/199 of

20 December 1991 concerning adverse economic effects of Israeli settlements in
the occupied Palestinian territory, including Jerusalem, and other Arab
territories occupied since 1967. These questions are the subject of separate
reports, which have been circulated under the relevant agenda items.

IV. PALESTINE REFUGEE PROBLEM

16. Following its consideration, at its forty-sixth session, of the report of
the Commissioner-General of the United Nations Relief and Works Agency for
Palestine Refugees in the Near East (UNRWA) for the period 1 July 1990 to

30 June 1991, 1/ the General Assembly adopted 11 resolutions on this subject
on 9 December 1991. 1In resolution 46/46 A, the Assembly noted with deep
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regret that repatriation or compensation of the refugees as provided for in
paragraph 11 of its resolution 194 (III) had not been effected, that no
substantial progress had been made in the programme endorsed by the Assembly
in paragraph 2 of its resolution 513 (VI) for the reintegration of refugees
either by repatriation or resettlement and that, therefore, the situation of
the refugees continued to be a matter of serious concern; expressed its thanks
to the Commissioner-General and to all the staff of UNRWA, recognizing that
the Agency was doing all it could within the limits of available resources;
reiterated its request that the headquarters of the Agency should be relocated
to its former site within its area of operations as soon as practicable; noted
with regret that the United Nations Conciliation Commission for Palestine had
been unable to find a means of achieving progress in the implementation of
paragraph 11 of resolution 194 (III), and requested the Commission to exert
continued efforts towards the implementation of that paragraph and to report
to the Assembly as appropriate, but no later than 1 September 1992; directed
attention to the continuing seriousness of the financial position of the
Agency as outlined in the report of the Commissioner-General; noted with
profound concern that, despite the commendable and successful efforts of the
Commissioner-General to collect additional contributions, that increased level
of income to the Agency was still insufficient to cover current essential
requirements; and called upon all Governments, as a matter of urgency, to make
the most generous efforts possible to meet the anticipated needs of the Agency.

17. The report of the United Nations Conciliation Commission for Palestine
under General Assembly resolution 46/46 A and the report of the Working Group
on the Financing of UNRWA under resolution 46/46 B have been circulated as
documents A/47/413 and A/47/576, respectively.

18. The other resolutions adopted by the General Assembly dealt with the
Working Group on the Financing of UNRWA (resolution 46/46 B); assistance to
persons displaced as a result of the June 1967 and subsequent hostilities
(resolution 46/46 C); offers by Member States of grants and scholarships for
higher education, including vocational training, for Palestine refugees
(46/46 D); Palestine refugees in the Palestinian territory occupied by Israel
since 1967 (resolution 46/46 E); resumption of the ration distribution to
Palestine refugees (resolution 46/46 F); return of population and refugees
displaced since 1967 (resolution 46/46 G); revenues derived from Palestine
refugees' properties (resolution 46/46 H):; protection of Palestine refugees
(resolution 46/46 I); the University of Jerusalem "Al-Quds" for Palestine
refugees (resolution 46/46 J):; and protection of Palestinian students and
educational institutions and safequarding of the security of the facilities of
UNRWA in the occupied Palestinian territory (resolution 46746 K). The
situation of the Palestine refugees and the activities of UNRWA since the
adoption of these resolutions are described in the annual report of the
Commissioner-General of UNRWA for the period from 1 July 1991 to

30 June 1992. 2/ The reports of the Secretary-General under resolutions
46/46 D, E, F, G, H, I, J and K have been circulated as documents A/47/488,
A/47/489, A/47/490, A/47/491, A/47/438, A/47/492, A/47/601 and A/47/493,
respectively.
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inviting them to contribute to the preparation of the present report, including through
the submission of any information concerning the implementation of the relevant
provisions of resolution ES-10/24 by the respective United Nations entity, specialized
agency or related organization. The United Nations entities, specialized agencies and
related organizations consulted are listed in annex III.

8. On 16 October, the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human
Rights (OHCHR) sent a note verbale to the Permanent Missions of all Member States,
the Permanent Observer of the State of Palestine and all observers of the General
Assembly in Geneva inviting them to share their views on proposals for the
establishment of a mechanism to follow up on the violations by Israel of article 3 of
the International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial
Discrimination identified by the International Court of Justice in its advisory opinion,
in accordance with paragraph 14 of resolution ES-10/14. A total of six responses were
received, which are reproduced in annex IV of the present report.

III. Member States and observers of the General Assembly

9.  The responses received from 32 Member States and observers refer to several
economic, political and legal measures that they are undertaking, including with a
view to ending the unlawful occupation by Israel of the Palestinian territory occupied
since 1967, which encompasses the West Bank, East Jerusalem and the Gaza Strip,
and supporting Palestinian rights and sovereignty, as provided for in the advisory
opinion. Some of these measures are enumerated below.

10. Economic measures mentioned in the responses of Member States and observers
include the following:

* Distinguishing between goods originating in Israel and those originating in the
Israeli settlements in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including through
compulsory differentiated labelling of products

* Publishing guidance for companies and citizens on the legal, financial and
reputational risks associated with engaging in business dealings with Israeli
settlements in the Occupied Palestinian Territory

* Ensuring that corporations registered in the relevant corporate databases of
Member States are not in the database developed by OHCHR pursuant to Human
Rights Council resolutions 31/36 and 53/25

» Establishing a database of all business enterprises involved in specified
activities related to settlements in the Occupied Palestinian Territory

» Imposing sanctions on settlement-related enterprises, including banning goods
originating in the Israeli settlements

¢ Including territorial clauses in bilateral agreements, including trade and
investment agreements, that clearly state that the territory of the State of Israel
does not extend to any part of the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East
Jerusalem

* Imposing bilateral trade restrictions on Israel aimed at ending its presence in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory

* Supporting Palestinian institutions, businesses and communities in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory to promote livelihoods, build public
infrastructure, improve education and promote other sustainable development
initiatives by Palestinians for their communities.

24-21107 3/106


https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/14
https://undocs.org/en/A/HRC/RES/31/36
https://undocs.org/en/A/HRC/RES/53/25



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/79/81
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/1761(XVII)
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/2671(XXV)
https://undocs.org/en/A/HRC/RES/S-30/1
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24
https://undocs.org/en/A/HRC/RES/S-30/1
http://www.ohchr.org/sites/default/files/documents/hrbodies/hrcouncil/coiopt/2024-10-18-COI-position-paper_co-israel.pdf
http://www.ohchr.org/sites/default/files/documents/hrbodies/hrcouncil/coiopt/2024-10-18-COI-position-paper_co-israel.pdf
https://undocs.org/en/A/HRC/RES/55/32
https://undocs.org/en/A/HRC/RES/55/28



https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2334(2016)
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24









https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/478(1980)



https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2334(2016)
https://undocs.org/en/A/HRC/RES/31/36
https://undocs.org/en/A/hrc/RES/53/25






https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/77/247



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2720(2023)



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24



https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2334(2016)



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/23
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2712(2023)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2720(2023)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2728(2024)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2735(2024)



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24






https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24









https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2334(2016)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2334(2016)
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/478(1980)
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/194(III)



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2334(2016)
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24

A/79/588

32/106

For this reason, Indonesia fully supports Human Rights Council resolution
31/36, entitled “Israeli settlements in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including
East Jerusalem, and in the occupied Syrian Golan”, which mandates the creation of a
database of all business enterprises involved in specified activities related to Israeli
settlements in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem. This
database is crucial for ensuring accountability and transparency regarding economic
activities that support illegal settlements.

Resolution ES-10/24, paragraph 5 (b): steps taken by Indonesia to stop
importing products from Israeli settlements and transferring arms to Israel

Indonesia also reaffirms its commitment to strongly calling for the cessation of
the transfer of arms, munitions and related equipment to Israel, especially if there is
a possibility that they may be used within the Occupied Palestinian Territory.

During the fifty-fifth session of the Human Rights Council, Indonesia, as part
of the Organization of Islamic Cooperation, played a key role in advancing a
resolution at the Council (resolution 55/28) concerning the human rights situation in
the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, in which the Council
called on all States to prevent the forcible transfer of Palestinians and to cease the
sale, transfer and diversion of arms, munitions and other military equipment to Israel,
the occupying Power, to prevent further violations of international humanitarian law
and human rights abuses.

Indonesia continues to call for the cessation of arms and ammunition transfers
to Israel. Indonesia is a core group member alongside Tiirkiye in the joint letter to
stop arms transfers to Israel, following the adoption of resolution ES-10/24
concerning the advisory opinion of the International Court of Justice.

Resolution ES-10/24, paragraph 5 (d): steps taken by Indonesia to ensure
accountability efforts for all victims

Indonesia remains committed to supporting accountability mechanisms for all
victims of the occupation. This includes full support for independent investigations,
promoting transparency and endorsing the role of international bodies, including the
International Court of Justice, in ensuring justice for violations committed in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory. This also includes extending Indonesia’s full support
to UNRWA as the guardian of Palestinian refugees, including as archives holder for
many pieces of evidence of the gross violations against the rights and properties of
Palestinian refugees.

Resolution ES-10/24, paragraph 10: steps taken by Indonesia in recognizing the
need for the establishment of an international mechanism for reparations for
all damage, loss or injury arising from the internationally wrongful acts of
Israel in the Occupied Palestinian Territory

Indonesia fully supports and stresses the importance of the establishment of an
international mechanism for reparations to address the damages, losses and injuries
caused by Israel’s internationally wrongful acts in the Occupied Palestinian Territory.

Indonesia emphasizes the significant role of two key mechanisms in the Human
Rights Council focused on the Palestinian issue, namely: (a) the Independent
International Commission of Inquiry on the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including
East Jerusalem, and Israel; and (b) the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human
rights in the Palestinian territories occupied since 1967.

Indonesia’s support for these mechanisms is grounded in the critical need to
ensure that human rights violations and breaches of international law in the Occupied
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Palestinian Territory are investigated impartially and transparently. Indonesia urges
all States to end any form of intimidation directed at these mechanisms and to ensure
the safety and protection of the investigators and officials involved.

Request for further actions by the United Nations Secretary-General

First, Indonesia urges the Secretary-General to collaborate closely with
Switzerland as the depository for the Geneva Conventions to immediately convene a
Conference of the High Contracting Parties to the Fourth Geneva Convention. This
conference would reaffirm commitments to international humanitarian law and
strengthen protections under the Convention (resolution ES-10/24, para. 12).

Second, Indonesia calls on the Secretary-General to mobilize support, both
within and beyond the United Nations system, and undertake necessary steps towards
the holding of an international conference during the seventy-ninth session of the
General Assembly, as indicated in paragraph 13 of resolution ES-10/24. Such a
conference would provide a vital platform for coordinated global responses whose
aims should include: (a) reviving the Middle East peace process; (b) safeguarding the
two-State solution; and (c) addressing non-compliance of Israel with relevant
international law and international humanitarian law.

Third, Indonesia requests the Secretary-General to establish a comprehensive
mechanism to mobilize and scale up support and resources for UNRWA. This is
essential for strengthening UNRWA programmes and ensuring sustainable support.

Fourth, Indonesia calls on the Secretary-General to expedite the full
implementation of Human Rights Council resolution 31/36, which mandates the
creation of a database of business enterprises engaged in activities tied to Israeli
settlements in the occupied territories.

Fifth, Indonesia requests the Secretary-General to immediately undertake a
review and develop a registry on actions that have been mandated by the General
Assembly, the Security Council, the Economic and Social Council and the
International Court of Justice to all agencies and entities within the United Nations
system but that have not been implemented, in addressing all forms of injustices to
the Palestinian people arising from the illegality of Israel’s continued presence in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory. Indonesia also requests the Secretary-General to
prepare a report on any challenges and obstacles in implementing the mandates.

Conclusion

The Government of the Republic of Indonesia is fully committed to and has
always been in full compliance with its obligation under international law, as reflected
in the advisory opinion of the International Court of Justice on the legal consequences
arising from Israel’s policies and practices in the Occupied Palestinian Territory,
including East Jerusalem, and from the illegality of Israel’s continued presence in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory.

Indonesia calls upon all Member States to fulfil their legal obligations arising
from the advisory opinion of the International Court of Justice, as well as all relevant
United Nations resolutions and decisions related to the illegal Israeli occupation of
the Occupied Palestinian Territory. An important part of this is to avoid a double
standard in upholding international law and international humanitarian law.

Indonesia underlines that effective implementation of and follow up to the
advisory opinion of the International Court of Justice and General Assembly
resolution ES-10/24 requires not only actions taken by Member States, but also
further actions by the United Nations Secretary-General, as explained in part C of this
submission. Indonesia also believes that effective implementation of and follow up to
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the advisory opinion of the Court and the resolution must be guided by the vision and
ultimate objectives as contained in part A of this submission.

Iran (Islamic Republic of)

[Original: English]
[11 November 2024]

The Islamic Republic of Iran, as part of its contribution in accordance with
General Assembly resolution ES-10/24, entitled “Advisory opinion of the
International Court of Justice on the legal consequences arising from Israel’s policies
and practices in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, and
from the illegality of Israel’s continued presence in the Occupied Palestinian
Territory”, emphasizes its strong and long-standing commitment to support the
realization of the right to self-determination of the Palestinian people. In this vein,
the Islamic Republic of Iran’s Parliament has passed several enactments, including
the Law to Counter the Hostile Actions of the Zionist Regime against Peace and
Security, of 21 May 2020, the Law on Supporting the Islamic Revolution of the
Palestinian People, of 9 May 1990, and the Act Obliging the Government to Provide
Comprehensive Support to the Oppressed Palestinian People, of 31 December 2008.

General commitment

According to article 1 of the Law to Counter the Hostile Actions of the Zionist
Regime against Peace and Security, all executive bodies of the country are obligated
to counter the hostile actions of the Zionist regime against the oppressed people of
Palestine, Islamic countries and the Islamic Republic of Iran, and the destructive role
of this illegitimate regime in destabilizing regional and international peace and
security. This includes widespread and systematic violations of human rights, such as
warmongering, terrorist acts, electronic warfare, use of heavy and prohibited weapons
against civilians, human blockade, settlement building, displacement of the
Palestinian people, attempts to annex other parts of Palestinian land, and the
continued occupation of Palestinian land as well as parts of Syria (Golan), Lebanon
and other occupied territories.

In addition, article 13 of this law stipulates that the Government must support
the activities of other Governments, nations and domestic and international
non-governmental organizations that support the liberation of Jerusalem and
condemn, restrict and sanction the Zionist occupation.

Prohibition of trade cooperation with Israel

In the prohibition of trade cooperation with the Israeli regime, article 4 of the
Law to Counter the Hostile Actions of the Zionist Regime against Peace and Security
states that the issuance of any licence for the direct or indirect participation of natural
or legal persons, including companies, organizations, institutions or
non-governmental organizations, affiliated with the Zionist occupation regime in
exhibitions, domestic and international conferences or gatherings, is prohibited.

Article 5 of this law prohibits the use of hardware produced by the Zionist
regime in Iran and the operation of software platforms belonging to this regime in the
country. In addition, any provision of services by Iranian companies to these
platforms is also prohibited.

Article 8 prohibits any actions such as security, military, political, cultural,
media, propaganda and direct and indirect economic and financial assistance that are
knowingly aimed at confirming or strengthening the Zionist regime.
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Article 9 elaborates on this prohibition by stating that the entry and passage of
goods from companies affiliated with the Zionist occupation regime through the
territory of the Islamic Republic of Iran is prohibited. Furthermore, all Zionists
subject to the Zionist occupation regime, including natural or legal persons who are
citizens of the Zionist regime, are prohibited from entering the Islamic Republic of
Iran. Similarly, article 10 states that it is forbidden for Iranian nationals to travel to
occupied Palestine.

In line with this, article 8 of the Law on Supporting the Islamic Revolution of
the Palestinian People reiterates the prohibition of establishing economic, commercial
and cultural relationships with Zionist-affiliated companies and institutions
worldwide. Article 5 of the Act Obliging the Government to Provide Comprehensive
Support to the Oppressed Palestinian People emphasizes that the Government is
obligated to make arrangements to prevent the import of goods and the conclusion of
contracts with companies whose main shareholders are Zionist companies.

Fighting against impunity

Article 11 of the Law to Counter the Hostile Actions of the Zionist Regime
against Peace and Security requires the Attorney General of the country, in
collaboration with the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and the Office of Presidential Legal
Services, to utilize the resources of domestic, foreign and international authorities
and institutions to support the Palestinian people and other victims. This support
includes filing complaints, initiating trials and punishing the criminal leaders of the
Zionist occupation regime for crimes against humanity, war crimes, genocide, crimes
of aggression and terrorist acts within and outside the occupied territories. These legal
actions will take place in both domestic and foreign courts, tribunals and the
International Court of Justice.

Article 3 of the Act Obliging the Government to Provide Comprehensive
Support to the Oppressed Palestinian People states that the crimes committed in Gaza
are clear examples of crimes against humanity and genocide according to
international law. The Government is mandated to pursue the trial of the leaders of
the occupying Jerusalem regime in the International Criminal Court and domestic
courts as criminals against humanity and perpetrators of genocide. This pursuit will
involve international forums, such as the United Nations Security Council.

Providing humanitarian aid to the Palestinian people

Based on article 1 of the Act Obliging the Government to Provide
Comprehensive Support to the Oppressed Palestinian People, the Government is
required to utilize all regional and international resources to deliver humanitarian aid
from the Iranian nation to the oppressed Palestinian people, particularly in the
occupied territories and the besieged land of Gaza. The Government must also uphold
and defend the Palestinian cause, the oppressed population, the Palestinian fighters
and refugees, and the Palestinian Islamic resistance until their rights are achieved.

In accordance with article 2 of the Law on Supporting the Islamic Revolution
of the Palestinian People, the Government of the Islamic Republic of Iran has the
authority to establish a humanitarian aid fund to assist the Palestinian people. This
fund will gather contributions from Muslims and supporters of freedom worldwide to
bolster and empower Palestinian refugees and the oppressed individuals fighting for
their rights. Similarly, article 3 of this law mandates the Martyrs Foundation of the
Islamic Republic of Iran to provide both spiritual and material assistance to the
families of Palestinian martyrs, veterans, prisoners and missing persons in the
occupied territories.
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Ireland

[Original: English]
[8 November 2024]

Positions and policies

Ireland has a long-standing commitment to a just and sustainable peace in the
Middle East based on a two-State solution. Ireland has consistently maintained that it
will not recognize changes to the 1967 borders unless agreed by the parties.

Ireland has consistently regarded Israel’s settlements and associated activities
in the Occupied Palestinian Territory as illegal and in May 2024 Ireland took the
historic step of recognizing the State of Palestine, alongside Norway and Spain, to
protect the viability of a two-State solution and the equal rights of Palestinians and
Israelis to self-determination, peace, security and dignity.

Ireland continues to engage with fellow European Union member States on
re-framing European Union policy, including trade policy, in respect of Israel and the
Occupied Palestinian Territory to fully align with the obligations contained in the
advisory opinion. In the interim, and in the context of the obligations set out in the
advisory opinion, Ireland is examining what measures could be taken at a national
level with regard to trade with the settlements in the Occupied Palestinian Territory.
It is Ireland’s intention that any measures adopted should focus solely on the illegal
settlements in the Occupied Palestinian Territory. This will, therefore, maintain and
revisit as necessary in light of the advisory opinion, Ireland’s longstanding policy of
differentiation between the State of Israel on the one hand and territories in which
Israel’s continued presence is illegal on the other.

As a member State of the European Union, Ireland applies European Union
restrictive measures against a number of extremist Israeli settlers in the occupied West
Bank and East Jerusalem, as well as on violent activists blocking humanitarian aid to
Gaza. Ireland strongly supports the consideration of further such measures.

Japan

[Original: English]
[8 November 2024]

Japan has long been working to advance the Middle East peace process and will
continue to call on all parties concerned to act appropriately based on international
law, including by taking into account the recently adopted General Assembly
resolution ES-10/24.

Japan has been repeatedly urging Israel to fully freeze its settlement activities
based on the position that settlement activities are in violation of international law
and undermine the viability of a two-State solution.

In particular, amid a rapid increase in violent acts by Israeli settlers in the West
Bank since the terror attacks against Israel by Hamas and others on 7 October 2023,
the Government of Japan introduced asset freeze measures under the Foreign
Exchange and Foreign Trade Act, based on the Cabinet Understanding entitled “Asset
freeze for Israeli settlers involved in violent acts”.

Japan will continue to consider necessary measures taking into account the
relevant international and domestic laws and regulations.
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Jordan

[Original: Arabic]
[8 November 2024]

With regard to paragraphs 4, 5 and 10 of the General Assembly resolution

ES-10/24, the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan states the following:

* The Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan is in compliance with the Opinion’s
provisions. It does not recognize as legal the situation arising from the unlawful
presence of Israel in the Occupied Palestinian Territory. The Palestinian cause
is at the heart of the foreign policy priorities of Jordan, which focuses its
diplomatic efforts on protecting the fraternal Palestinian people and bringing
about the realization of their right of to self-determination and the establishment
of an independent sovereign State along the borders of 4 June 1967, with
occupied Jerusalem as its capital, in accordance with the Arab Peace Initiative
and relevant United Nations resolutions, and on the basis of the two-State
solution, which is the only way to bring about a just, lasting and comprehensive
peace.

Jordan considers the Israeli occupation of Palestinian territory occupied since
June 1967 to be illegal. All measures taken by Israel to annex that territory in
whole or in part, including East Jerusalem, or to establish settlements therein,
are null and void.

The Jordanian Government will not hesitate to draw attention to the invalidity
and illegality of the actions of the Israeli occupation forces in the Palestinian
territories occupied since 1967, including East Jerusalem. That includes
settlement construction and expansion, land confiscation and seizure, home
demolition, the displacement of Palestinians from their lands, direct attacks on
their property, and the terrorist campaigns being conducted by extremist settlers
against Palestinians in the West Bank, against whom Jordan calls for national
and international sanctions. These Israeli actions constitute violations by Israel
of international law, international humanitarian law, Security Council resolution
2334 (2016), and the relevant international terms of reference.

Jordan works bilaterally and collectively with the Arab and Islamic communities
and other countries to push for an end to the Israeli occupation of the Occupied
Palestinian Territory and the realization of the Palestinian people’s right to self-
determination. Over the past year, this has been exemplified, inter alia, by the
close coordination and tireless work of the ministerial committee charged by the
extraordinary joint Arab-Islamic summit to stop the brutal aggression against
the Gaza Strip, end the humanitarian suffering, end the Israeli occupation, push
for the establishment of an independent, sovereign Palestinian State, and urge
States that have not yet done so to recognize the State of Palestine.

Jordan will continue to take part, along with the members of the ministerial
committee and other international partners, in the launch of the Global Alliance
for the Implementation of the Two-State Solution in support of the right of
Palestinians to establish their own State. The Kingdom is also determined to
mobilize support for the United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine
Refugees in the Near East to continue providing basic services to Palestinian
refugees in all its areas of operation. It will also provide protection for that
Agency against the Israeli occupation’s campaigns against it, and for refugees
against Israeli efforts to rob them of their rights to return and compensation, in
violation of international law and the relevant United Nations resolutions.
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* The territorial scope of treaty relations and bilateral agreements between Jordan
and Israel does not include the Palestinian Territory occupied since 1967.
Legally speaking, Israel is treated as the occupying Power in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory. Jordan recognizes the State of Palestine. Its treaty relations
and bilateral agreements relating the Occupied Palestinian Territory are with the
State of Palestine. The 1994 Treaty of Peace between the State of Israel and the
Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan provides that the international boundary between
Israel and Jordan is set out without prejudice the status of any territories that
came under Israeli military government control in 1967.

The Jordanian embassy in Tel Aviv does not handle bilateral relations connected
with the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem. It deals with
Israel as an occupying power in that territory. Diplomatic relations connected
with the Occupied Palestinian Territory are conducted with the State of Palestine
and its governmental institutions.

Jordan bars Jordanian individuals, entities and companies from supporting the
Israeli occupation of the Occupied Palestinian Territory, dealing with Israeli
settlements in any way, or importing or exporting goods to or from those
settlements. At the same time, it reinforces support for the Palestinian people in
the Occupied Palestinian Territory by ensuring that they have access to goods
and materials.

Jordanian law prohibits any legal transaction, including sales of real estate and
immovable property, in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, so as to make sure
that neither Israel nor any legal or natural Israeli person can acquire property,
establish or perpetuate settlements, or annex or exploit Palestinian land.

Jordan continues to reject all attempts by the Israeli occupation to change the
demographic makeup, character or status of the Occupied Palestinian Territory,
including East Jerusalem. Such attempts to create new facts on the ground are
null and void. Jordan stresses that any Israeli steps to annex occupied Jerusalem
are in violation of international law, Security Council resolutions and the recent
advisory opinion of the International Court of Justice. Such measures cannot
alter the fact that the Israeli presence in Gaza and the West Bank, including East
Jerusalem, is an illegal occupation that must come to an end.

Jordan stresses the need for Israel to respect the historical status quo of holy
sites in Jerusalem, which Jordan will continue to administer and protect under
its historical Hashemite custodianship over Islamic and Christian holy sites in
Jerusalem. Any Israeli measures in Jerusalem aimed at obliterating its identity
and demographic character are null and void, and contravene the relevant
conventions on the protection of cultural property and cultural heritage, and the
relevant resolutions of the United Nations and the United Nations Educational,
Scientific and Cultural Organization. Jordan will support the inhabitants of
Jerusalem in their steadfast efforts to remain on their land and protect their
property.

The Government of the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan supports the
establishment of an international mechanism for reparation for all damage, loss
or injury arising from the internationally wrongful acts of Israel in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory. The Jordanian Government stands ready to coordinate
with the United Nations and its relevant bodies to create an international register
of damage.
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Kuwait

[Original: Arabic]
[8 November 2024]

Steps taken by Kuwait to implement the provisions of General Assembly
resolution ES-10/24

First and foremost, Kuwait is committed to the Charter of the United Nations,
international law and international humanitarian law. It continues to work to support
the Palestinian cause and to take legal, political and humanitarian action towards the
establishment of an independent State of Palestine on the borders of 4 June 1967, with
East Jerusalem as its capital.

The State of Kuwait had the honour to make written and oral submissions before
the International Court of Justice in The Hague, the highest judicial organ in the
world, when the Court considered and rendered an advisory opinion on the legal
consequences arising from Israel’s policies and practices in the Occupied Palestinian
Territory, including East Jerusalem. Kuwait welcomes the advisory opinion rendered
by the International Court of Justice on 19 July 2024.

As will be clear from its oral submission before the Court, Kuwait
wholeheartedly supports the contents of the advisory opinion. The occupying Power
must immediately put an end to the occupation that has been in place since 1967. It
must rescind its arbitrary measures against the Palestinian people in occupied
territory, return the property to its legitimate owners and provide compensation to
those affected by its illegitimate practices.

Kuwait is fully committed to implementing all the measures set forth in General
Assembly ES-10/24 of 18 September 2024 entitled “Advisory opinion of the
International Court of Justice on the legal consequences arising from Israel’s policies
and practices in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, and
from the illegality of Israel’s continued presence in the Occupied Palestinian
Territory”. Such measures include realizing the right of the Palestinian people to self-
determination, refraining from recognizing the Israeli occupation of the Occupied
Palestinian Territory, and refraining from establishing relations with the occupying
Power.

Kuwait welcomes the adoption of General Assembly resolution ES-10/24 and,
in particular, the provisions concerning the establishment of an international
mechanism for reparation for damage arising from the violations committed by the
occupying Power. The latter must fully assume its responsibility to provide reparation
to the Palestinian people for its illegal policies and practices. Kuwait supports the
establishment of an international register of damage to serve as a record, in
documentary form, of evidence and claims information on damage, loss or injury to
all natural and legal persons concerned, as well as to the Palestinian people, caused
by the internationally wrongful acts of Israel in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, as
well as to promote and coordinate evidence-gathering and initiatives aimed at
securing such reparation by Israel.

The State of Kuwait has never recognized as legal the situation arising from the
unlawful presence of Israel in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, as it consists of an
illegal occupation and flagrantly violates the property rights of the Palestinian people
over their own land, which was taken by force and whose inhabitants were displaced
and have yet to be compensated. Nor does Kuwait recognize any changes in the
physical character or demographic composition of the occupied territory. Kuwait has
no diplomatic, political, legal, military, economic, commercial or financial dealings
with the occupying Power.
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Kuwait does not recognize the occupying Power at all, and therefore has no
treaty relations with it in any case. It abstains from entering into economic or trade
dealings with it concerning the Occupied Palestinian Territory or parts thereof which
may entrench its unlawful presence in the territory, including with regard to the
settlements and their associated regime. Kuwait does not recognize the occupying
Power and forbids trade or investment relations that assist in the maintenance of the
illegal situation created by that Power in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including
with regard to the settlements and their associated regime.

Kuwait is committed to international law and calls on States parties to the Fourth
Geneva Convention that provide support to the occupying Power to refrain from doing
so. Kuwait believes that the practices of the occupying Power in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory go beyond apartheid and amount to systematic genocide.

Kuwait ensures that its nationals and companies, and all entities and authorities,
do not in act in any way that would entail recognition or provide aid or assistance in
maintaining the situation created by the occupying Power’s illegal presence in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory. Kuwait does not import any products originating in
the settlements of the occupying Power.

Kuwait does not admit any natural persons, or deal with any legal persons, who
are engaged in maintaining the occupying Power’s unlawful presence in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory, including in relation to settler violence.

Kuwait, in keeping with its deep belief in the Charter of the United Nations,
international law, international law and human rights, will work side by side with the
international community to ensure justice and redress for the Palestinian people.
Kuwait supports any additional steps that could strengthen the international
mechanism and improve its effectiveness.

Malaysia

[Original: English]
[8 November 2024]

Malaysia aligns itself with inputs submitted by the Organization of Islamic
Cooperation on the implementation of General Assembly resolution ES-10/24 and
submits the following inputs in its national capacity.

Initiatives

Malaysia unequivocally supports the right of the Palestinian people to self-
determination. In supporting and assisting the Palestinian people in the early
realization of this inalienable right, Malaysia has always supported the mandate of
the United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near East
(UNRWA) to assist Palestine refugees in achieving their full potential in human
development, in accordance with paragraph 16 of resolution ES-10/24.

Since October 2023, Malaysia has contributed $5.2 million to UNRWA.
Malaysia is also contributing an additional amount of $1 million for the term of five
years from 2021 to 2025 ($200,000 each year). In addition, Malaysia also makes other
financial contributions and humanitarian aid through the humanitarian trust fund for
the people of Palestine and non-governmental organizations.

Bilaterally, Malaysia has arrangements to deliver humanitarian assistance to
Palestine through special government to government mechanisms with Egypt and
Jordan.
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At other platforms such as the Non-Aligned Movement, the Organization of
Islamic Cooperation, the Association of Southeast Asian Nations and the
Commonwealth, Malaysia has called for recognition of Palestine’s right to statehood
and support for the mandate of UNRWA in providing protection and essential services
to Palestinians. Malaysia’s advocacy also continues bilaterally.

On 16 August 2024, 127 Palestinians, including 41 wounded individuals and 86
family members, arrived in Malaysia to receive medical treatment. These wounded
individuals were previously treated in Egypt and are now receiving medical care at
the Malaysian Armed Forces Hospital. Malaysia is the first Asian country to host
injured Palestinians.

Malaysia has condemned the legislation of the Israeli Knesset banning UNRWA
from operating in the Occupied Palestinian Territory through a press statement dated
30 October 2024. In relation to this, on 31 October 2024, Malaysia joined the core
group on the draft resolution of the General Assembly to seek the advisory opinion of
the International Court of Justice on the obligations of Israel towards the United
Nations and its agencies and bodies, other international organizations and third States
in the Occupied Palestinian Territory.

Malaysia strongly supports international legal processes aimed at ending Israel’s
impunity including at the International Court of Justice. Malaysia has participated in
two advisory opinion processes:

(a) Advisory opinion in respect of the Legal Consequences arising from the
Policies and Practices of Israel in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East
Jerusalem, in February 2024;

(b) Advisory Opinion on the Legal Consequences of the Construction of a
Wall in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, in 2004.

Malaysia is a member of the core group on the joint letter dated 1 November
2024 to the United Nations Secretary-General, the President of the General Assembly
and the President of the Security Council on the halting of the supply of arms to Israel.

Reflecting our continuing strong commitment to the Palestinian cause, Malaysia
is also a member of the following core groups/mechanisms:

(a) Special Committee to Investigate Israeli Practices Affecting the Human
Rights of the Palestinian People and Other Arabs of the Occupied Territories;

(b) Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian
People;

(¢) Global Alliance for the Implementation of the Two-State Solution;

(d) Member of the Organization of Islamic Cooperation Committee of Six on
Palestine;

(e) Member of the Non-Aligned Movement Ministerial Committee on
Palestine.

Malaysia does not have diplomatic relations with Israel. This helps to inhibit
economic relations with and travel by entities that are involved with maintaining
Israel’s unlawful presence in the Occupied Palestinian Territory.

In December 2023, Malaysia prohibited an Israeli-based shipping company, Zim
Integrated Shipping Services, Ltd., and any Israeli-flag vessel from entering any
Malaysian ports. Furthermore, Malaysia does not allow any vessel on its way to Israel
from loading cargo in Malaysian ports. This measure was again imposed by Malaysia
in June 2024. This measure is consistent with paragraph 4 (d) of General Assembly
resolution ES-10/24.
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Recommendations

On 28 September 2024, at the general debate of the seventy-ninth session of the
General Assembly, Malaysia urged for the reinstatement of the Special Committee
against Apartheid. Drawing from our experience of being part of the Committee
previously in the case of South Africa, Malaysia views the Committee as an
appropriate mechanism that would compel Israel to cease its apartheid policies and
practices against the Palestinian people in the Occupied Palestinian Territory.

Malaysia supports any compliance measures pursued by States parties to the
International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination
to address Israel’s violations of article 3 of the Convention, in line with the advisory
opinion of the International Court of Justice of 19 July 2024.

In line with the spirit of paragraph 11 of resolution ES-10/24, Malaysia will
continue its support of all international legal processes, including at the International
Court of Justice. Since December 2023, Malaysia has expressed support to South
Africa in its case on the application of the 1948 Convention on the Prevention and
Punishment of the Crime of Genocide in the Gaza Strip (South Africa vs. Israel).

On 28 September 2024, at the general debate of the seventy-ninth session of the
General Assembly, Malaysia called on the Security Council to invoke its mandate
under Chapter 7 of the Charter of the United Nations to impose an immediate arms
embargo on Israel. Malaysia proposes that the Secretary-General, using powers
conferred on him under Article 99 of the Charter, to urge the Council to impose
measures against Israel pursuant to Chapter 7 of the Charter, among others, economic
sanctions and an arms embargo.

Malaysia supports the strengthening of United Nations human rights
mechanisms, such as the Independent International Commission of Inquiry on the
Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, and Israel, through the
provision of additional resources, in order to discharge their mandates effectively.

The United Nations system must ensure that human rights mechanisms and
mandates that highlight the illegality of Israel’s presence in the Occupied Palestinian
Territory and call for its immediate end are protected against acts of intimidation,
harassment and reprisal.

Suspension of Israel’s membership from United Nations bodies should be
considered if violations of international law and the Charter of the United Nations
persist and no efforts are made to bring its unlawful presence in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory to a rapid end.

The General Assembly may also consider further measures, within its
prerogative and authority, such as to limit Israel’s participation in relevant United
Nations bodies. The establishment of an international register of damage to record
evidence and information on damage, loss or injury caused by Israel’s aggression
against Palestine, for remedy and reparation purposes, merits consideration. The
precedence created in General Assembly resolution ES-11/5 could serve as a basis for
this proposal.

Mexico

[Original: Spanish]
[8 November 2024]

Pursuant to paragraph 17 of General Assembly resolution ES-10/24, adopted on
18 September 2024, at its tenth emergency special session, in which the Assembly
requested the Secretary-General to submit a report on the implementation of the
aforementioned resolution, including any actions taken by States for the
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implementation of its provisions or for any violations thereof, the Government of
Mexico hereby provides the following information:

1. Regarding paragraph 4, which calls upon all States to comply with their
obligations under international law through the measures indicated in subparagraphs
(a) to (f), the Government of Mexico wishes to point out the following actions:

— Mexico voted in favour of General Assembly resolution 67/19 of 29 November
2012, in which Palestine was admitted as an observer State in the United Nations
and thereby made a tacit recognition of the Palestinian State, as it did by
agreeing to convert the Palestinian Representative Office in Mexico into an
Embassy as of June 2023.

— On the occasion of the vote on resolution 67/19, Mexico delivered an
explanation in which, among other elements, it highlighted the following:

* Mexico reiterated its full and unconditional support for General Assembly
resolution 181 (IT) of 29 November 1947, in which it was decided to establish
two States: one Arab and one Jewish

* Mexico declared that Israel and Palestine have the right to live as independent
and democratic States, living side by side in peace within secure and
internationally recognized borders

* Mexico expressed its support for the leadership of the Palestinian National
Authority as the sole and legitimate representative of the Palestinian people

— Mexico voted in favour of General Assembly resolution ES-10/23, by which the
Assembly determined that Palestine is qualified for membership in the United
Nations in accordance with Article 4 of the Charter of the United Nations and
recommended that the Security Council favourably reconsider Palestine’s
application for full membership in the United Nations.

— The unequivocal position of Mexico on the question of Palestine is therefore in
line with the content of paragraph 4 of resolution ES-10/24, with regard to
supporting the leadership of the Palestinian National Authority as the sole and
legitimate representative of the Palestinian people and maintaining its support
for a political and comprehensive solution to the Isracli-Palestinian conflict, on
the basis of two States, which would address Israel’s security concerns and allow
for the consolidation of a politically and economically viable Palestinian State,
living side by side within secure and internationally recognized borders, in
accordance with United Nations resolutions.

— The participation of Mexico in the first meeting of the Global Alliance for the
Implementation of the Two-State Solution, held in Riyadh, Saudi Arabia, on
30 and 31 October 2024, is also part of promoting the realization of the right of
the Palestinian people to self-determination, in accordance with paragraph 4 of
resolution ES-10/24.

— Regarding subparagraphs (e) and (f) relating to the obligations derived from the
1949 Geneva Conventions and the International Convention on the Elimination
of All Forms of Racial Discrimination, Mexico is a party to these treaties and
therefore must comply with their provisions.

2. With respect to the measures referred to in paragraph 5, the Ministry of Foreign
Affairs of Mexico shall inform the competent Mexican authorities that are members
of the High-level Specialized Committee on International Disarmament, Terrorism
and Security (CANDESTI), whose membership includes the Ministry of the Interior
(National Institute of Migration), the Ministry of Finance and Public Credit (Financial
Intelligence Unit) and the Ministry of the Economy, about the adoption of resolution
ES-10/24 and, specifically, about the provisions it contains of an economic and
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commercial nature, and about restricting the transit and freezing the assets of persons
and companies that contribute to the current situation in the Occupied Palestinian
Territory, in order to implement the measures that allow the respective observance of
such provisions, within the scope of their competences and in accordance with
applicable Mexican legislation.

3. With regard to paragraph 10, Mexico supports existing United Nations efforts
such as the Board of the Office for the United Nations Register of Damage Caused
by the Construction of the Wall in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, which could
constitute an initial effort to collect evidence of damage, loss and injury resulting
from the occupation of the Occupied Palestinian Territory.

The Mexican State has already initiated legal actions that promote the
determination of both State and individual criminal responsibility in the context of
the situation in the Occupied Palestinian Territory. This is in order to promote
accountability for the victims of this situation. These actions include the referral of
the situation in Palestine to the International Criminal Court; as well as the declaration
of intervention in the South African case against Isracl before the International Court
of Justice.

Netherlands (Kingdom of the)

[Original: English]
[8 November 2024]

On 19 July 2024, the International Court of Justice issued an advisory opinion
to the General Assembly of the United Nations on the matter of Israel’s actions in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory. The House of Representatives requested a letter from
the Government in which it explains how it interprets that ruling and what
consequences that ruling will have for government policy on Israel and the Palestinian
Territories, including the policy of dissuasion.

While not legally binding, advisory opinions of the International Court of
Justice are authoritative because they represent the views of the supreme judicial body
of the United Nations on the relevant international law. In its advisory opinion of
19 July, the Court applied the pertinent law to the facts that came to the Court’s
attention in part as a result of the work of various United Nations bodies and special
rapporteurs.

In its advisory opinion, the Court states that Israel’s actions in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory violate various rules of international law:

(a) The prohibition of the use of force by States, in light of Israel’s annexation
of the Occupied Palestinian Territory;

(b) Humanitarian law, including the law of occupation;

(c) Human rights, including the prohibition of discrimination and the right to
self-determination.

In the Court’s opinion the violation of the prohibition of annexation and the fact
that the Palestinian people are unable to exercise their right to self-determination lead
to the conclusion that Israel’s ongoing presence in the Occupied Palestinian Territory,
and thus the ongoing occupation of this territory, is unlawful.

The Court attaches a number of legal consequences to Israel’s violations, as
follows:

(a) Israel must bring an end to its presence in the Occupied Palestinian
Territory as rapidly as possible, immediately halt the expansion of settlements and
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evacuate all settlers from the Occupied Palestinian Territory. In addition, Israel must
provide reparation to all natural and legal persons who have suffered damage as a
consequence of Israel’s unlawful actions;

(b) Under international law, other States (including the Netherlands) have the
obligation not to recognize the situation arising from Israel’s unlawful occupation of
the Palestinian Territories and not to render any aid or assistance that would help to
maintain the unlawful situation. Pursuant to the Geneva Convention relative to the
Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War (Fourth Geneva Convention), all States
have an obligation to ensure that Israel complies with international humanitarian law,
as enshrined in that treaty;

(c) Under international law, international organizations also have the
obligation not to recognize the situation arising from Israel’s unlawful occupation of
the Palestinian Territories. This also applies to the Security Council. Furthermore, the
Court instructs the General Assembly and the Council to consider what further steps
are necessary in order to put a swift end to Israel’s unlawful occupation.

The Court offers an in-depth analysis of Israel’s actions in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory and the resultant violations of international law. The Court goes
on to conclude that the occupation of the Palestinian Territories by Israel is unlawful
because it is a violation of the prohibition of annexation and frustrates the Palestinian
people’s right to self-determination.

The advisory opinion also confirms that despite the withdrawal of its armed
forces from Gaza in 2005, Israel has ongoing obligations under the law of occupation
with regard to Gaza.

In its advisory report the Court also concludes that Isracl’s actions in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory constitute a violation of article 3 of the International
Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination. This article
provides that States parties particularly condemn racial segregation and apartheid and
undertake to prevent, prohibit and eradicate all practices of this nature in territories
under their jurisdiction. In a previous letter to the House of Representatives on this
subject,! the Government took the position that apartheid is a specific legal term and
that it falls to a court to determine whether the term applies in a given case. In its
advisory opinion, the Court is clear that Israel is in violation of article 3 of the
International Convention, but it does not offer a clear answer to the question of
whether there is only racial segregation or also apartheid in the Occupied Palestinian
Territory.

The Court also discusses the Oslo Accords (Oslo I Accord and Oslo I Accord).
The Court acknowledges that Israel and the Palestinian Liberation Organization
(PLO) made agreements by means of the Oslo Accords about their powers and
responsibilities regarding the areas occupied by Israel. Under the Oslo Accords, Israel
has authority over a large part of the occupied territory until Israel and PLO make
further agreements and a two-State solution is ultimately arrived at. All this is to be
done with due regard for internationally accepted norms and principles of human
rights and the rule of law. The United Nations resolutions (e.g. General Assembly
resolution 77/126 and Security Council resolutions 1515 (2003), 2334 (2016) and
2735 (2024)) respect the Oslo Accords and the associated two-State solution. The
Court states that the legitimate rights of the Palestinian people that are recognized in
the Oslo Accords encompass the right to self-determination. The Court also notes that
the Oslo Accords (Oslo IT Accord, art. XXXI (7)) prohibit the parties from initiating

! See, inter alia, Kingdom of the Netherlands, House of Representatives, Parliamentary Paper
2022/23, 30 950, No. 320 (available from
https://zoek.officielebekendmakingen.nl/behandelddossier/kst-23432-489.html).
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or taking any step that would change the status of the West Bank and the Gaza Strip
pending the outcome of the permanent status negotiations. The Court also remarks
that in interpreting the Oslo Accords, it is necessary to take account of article 47 of
the Fourth Geneva Convention, which provides that protected persons cannot be
deprived of the benefits of the Convention by an agreement between the authorities
of the occupied territory and the occupying power. In summary, the Court concludes
that the Oslo Accords do not release Israel from its obligations under the law of
occupation. Examples of violations of the law of occupation identified by the Court
are the forced displacement of persons, the transfer of Israelis into occupied territory
and the destruction of property.

Even before the Court handed down this advisory opinion, the Netherlands and
other States considered the settlements and the construction of a wall in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory to be unlawful. Israeli sovereignty over the Occupied Palestinian
Territory has never been recognized. The Netherlands has consistently and
emphatically articulated this position. In support of this, a policy framework was
developed consisting of the measures outlined below:?

(a) Since 2006 the Dutch Government has pursued a policy of dissuasion with
regard to activities engaged in by Dutch companies either within or for the benefit of
Israeli settlements in occupied territory. In line with this policy the Dutch Government
does not provide any services to Dutch companies with regard to activities that
contribute directly to the construction and maintenance of settlements or that directly
facilitate settlements. If Dutch companies make inquiries with the Government about
the possibilities of engaging in activities in occupied territory, they are informed
about possible risks, including those related to human rights. The Government’s
policy of dissuasion is over and above companies’ own social responsibility to respect
human rights. The Government expects companies to do business in line with the
Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development OECD Guidelines for
Multinational Enterprises on Responsible Business Conduct. Companies are free to
decide what activities they wish to engage in;

(b) Because Israel has never acquired sovereignty over the land it has
occupied since June 1967, the Netherlands takes a strict line when it comes to the
validity of bilateral treaties between itself and Israel: treaties concluded by Israel in
its own name are not permitted to be applied to the occupied territory; these treaties
apply only within Israel, on the basis of that country’s internationally recognized
borders. An example of this is the Convention on social security between the
Netherlands and Israel, which does not apply in the territory occupied by Israel. Under
the Export of Benefits (Restrictions) Act (Wet beperking export uitkeringen), which
is premised on the principle that the Netherlands can only export social security
benefits to countries with which it has concluded a treaty, there are restrictions on the
export of Dutch social security payments to benefit claimants residing in Israeli
settlements;

(c) At the European Union level, further steps have been taken in order to
clarify the difference between the areas. For example, in 2013 the European
Commission adopted “Guidelines on the eligibility of Israeli entities and their
activities in the territories occupied by Israel since June 1967 for grants, prizes and
financial instruments funded by the EU from 2014 onwards” (2013/C 205/05), under
which only Israeli entities based within the pre-1967 borders are eligible for grants,
prizes and financial instruments. When European Union legislation on indication of
origin is applied, a distinction is made between products made in Israel and products
made in settlements in the Occupied Palestinian Territory. In 2015, the European

2 See also Kingdom of the Netherlands, House of Representatives, Parliamentary Paper 2018/19,
23 432, No. 471.
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Commission published an interpretative notice on the applicability of European
Union legislation on indication of origin, which applies generally, regardless of the
country or area where a given product comes from, to goods from territories occupied
by Israel since June 1967. In its judgment of 12 November 2019, the Court of Justice
of the European Union confirmed in a preliminary ruling that the fact that foodstuffs
originate from an Israeli settlement can influence the purchasing decisions of
consumers. Failure to indicate this might therefore mislead the consumer. This is a
legally binding judgment, in line with Dutch policy of recent years.3 The Netherlands
Food and Consumer Product Safety Authority is responsible for applying European
Union legislation so as to ensure that indications of origin are accurate and not
misleading. Goods originating in territory occupied by Israel since June 1967 are not
eligible for tariff preferences. Only products originating in Israel proper are eligible
for preferential treatment within the framework of the Association Agreement
between the European Union and its member States on the one side and Israel on the
other.

Furthermore, the Netherlands is greatly concerned about increasing instability
in the occupied West Bank. This is the result of a number of factors, including settler
violence. To prevent escalation, the Netherlands has been actively pressing the
European Union to impose human rights sanctions against individuals and entities
that engage in such violence. With these sanctions (such as travel and trade
restrictions and the freezing of European Union bank accounts), European Union
countries send the clear message that they are greatly concerned about this issue, and
that this violence has consequences. Two packages of sanctions have now been
adopted.

The Court’s advisory opinion justifies upholding these measures. In the coming
period the Government will conduct further analysis to determine whether there are
grounds to amend the current policy framework on the basis of the Court’s advisory
opinion. This analysis must be done with care, which will take some time. In the
coming period the possible consequences of the Court’s advisory opinion will be the
subject of international discussion. The Government considers it important to hear
other countries’ views and will raise this and other matters in the discussions that will
be held during the ministerial week at the upcoming session of the General Assembly
(high-level week). The Government will therefore inform the House at a later time
about any changes to the current policy framework.

Nicaragua

[Original: English and Spanish]
[7 November 2024]

The Government of Reconciliation and National Unity of the Republic of
Nicaragua defends and promotes multilateralism, building relations based on respect,
equality, solidarity, mutual cooperation and self-determination of the peoples,
enforcing and complying with international law and the principles and purposes of
the Charter of the United Nations.

Nicaragua advocates unrestricted respect for the sovereignty, territorial
integrity, independence and right to self-determination of our peoples.

The Government of Nicaragua reaffirms its firm commitment to the rule of law
at the international level and the search for a desired understanding and peaceful
coexistence between nations, and continues to promote the culture of peace, basing

3 See also Kingdom of the Netherlands, House of Representatives, Parliamentary Paper 2019/20,
23 432, No. 475.
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its international relations on friendship, solidarity and reciprocity between peoples,
recognizing the principle of the peaceful solution of international disputes through
the means provided by international law.

Nicaragua shares historical bonds and mutual expressions of fraternity and
solidarity with Palestine, being the first Central American country to establish
diplomatic relations with the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) in 1979 and
one of the first countries to officially recognize Palestine as an independent State.

Since then, the State of Palestine has maintained an embassy in Managua.
Nicaragua also maintains an embassy in Ramallah, Palestine, through which we
strengthen our mutual relations of cooperation and solidarity.

In 2008, the General Assembly approved the appointment of Nicaragua as a
member of the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian
People, and in 2013, on the occasion of the first expansion of its Bureau, Nicaragua
was elected Vice-President of the Committee.

Nicaragua has played an active and constructive role, especially at critical
moments in history for the Palestinian people in their unwavering will to exercise
their inalienable rights to self-determination and sovereignty, and their right to the
materialization of the Palestinian State, free and independent, in accordance with the
1967 borders and with East Jerusalem as its capital.

The Government of Nicaragua has always maintained a firm and solidarity
position in support of Palestine.

Nicaragua, as well as the international community, considers that the actions
undertaken by Israel constitute clear violations of the Convention on the Prevention
and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide.

In January 2024, the Government of Nicaragua, as a State party to the Genocide
Convention, in accordance with its obligation to prevent genocide and to cooperate
to that end with the other contracting parties, submitted to the International Court of
Justice a request to participate in the case initiated by South Africa against Israel on
29 December 2023, related to the application of the Convention on the Prevention
and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide in the Gaza Strip.

Nicaragua’s request to participate in this process was made under Article 62 of
the Statute of the International Court of Justice, as a State party to the merits of the
case, and not as a participant in the interpretation of the Convention, reflecting the
commitment of the Government of Reconciliation and National Unity and the People
of Nicaragua to international law, in particular to the obligations of States to prevent
genocide, put an end to this scourge and contribute to the struggle of the Palestinian
people for their freedom and their right to be a full member of the United Nations.

In February 2024, the Government of Nicaragua informed the Governments of
the United Kingdom, Germany, the Netherlands and Canada of its decision to hold
them accountable under international law for the flagrant and systematic violations
of the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide,
international humanitarian law and customary law, including the law of occupation in
the Occupied Palestinian Territories, in particular the Gaza Strip.

The Government of Nicaragua is taking all legal actions to contribute to
stopping the genocide of the Palestinian People and ending Israel’s illegal occupation
of the Occupied Palestinian Territories.

In March 2024, the Government of Reconciliation and National Unity filed a
complaint to the International Court of Justice against the Federal Republic of
Germany, for violations of the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the
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Crime of Genocide, the Geneva Conventions of 1949 and their additional protocols,
the intransgressible principles of international humanitarian law and other peremptory
norms of general international law in relation to the Occupied Palestinian Territory,
in particular the Gaza Strip.

Nicaragua adopted this decision in accordance with its obligations under
international law to guarantee respect for fundamental international texts and
customary international law.

In its request to the high court, Nicaragua made two main requests: first, that
Germany suspend its military support to Israel, and second, that it renew its financial
support to the United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees in the
Near East (UNRWA).

The Government of Nicaragua acknowledged the Court’s decision to remind all
States of their international obligations regarding the transfer of arms to Israel,
including Germany. The above-mentioned reaffirmed that no State can ignore its
obligations regarding the risk of genocide in Gaza and other violations of
international law.

Nicaragua has supported all initiatives at the United Nations aimed to achieve
justice and accountability and to put an end to the impunity for war crimes and
genocide against the Palestinian people.

Nicaragua has voted in favour of all resolutions on the question of Palestine in
the General Assembly, as well as all such resolutions in its main committees, as well
as resolution ES-10/24.

Consequently, the Government of Nicaragua, in permanent solidarity with the
people and Government of Palestine, with the peoples who suffer martyrdom,
destruction and barbarism, and in strict adherence to international law and the
conventions that govern civilized relations between States and Governments of the
world, decided on 11 October 2024 to break all diplomatic relations with the
Government of the State of Israel.

Nicaragua does not recognize as legal the situation arising from Israel’s illegal
presence in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, nor does it provide any kind of help
or assistance to maintain the situation created by Israel’s illegal presence in the
Territory.

Nicaragua believes that it can contribute to carrying out concrete actions,
whether in the International Court of Justice, or in the General Assembly and all its
multilateral bodies.

Nicaragua believes that all the studies and investigations carried out by the
different mechanisms of the United Nations are required in order to prove that Israel
practices a system of segregation and apartheid imposed against the entire Palestinian
people, throughout the Palestinian geography and against Palestinian refugees.

In the face of this apartheid policy, it is necessary, as some countries have
pointed out, to reactivate the United Nations Special Committee against Apartheid, to
consider the situation of apartheid in Palestine.

As you are aware, there is a global demand that the United Nations should
implement the same measures applied to Israel for its apartheid policy which were
applied to South Africa, including the suspension of Israel from the General
Assembly.

The Government and People of Nicaragua will remain firm in fulfilling their
international obligations, in respect and defence of international law and the Charter
of the United Nations, the resolutions of the General Assembly and in the sovereign
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exercise of their rights to maintain international relations with the Governments and
peoples of the world in conditions of equality and solidarity.

Oman

[Original: Arabic]
[8 November 2024]

The Sultanate of Oman reaffirms that it abides by the Charter of the United
Nations and international humanitarian law and continues to support the Palestinian
cause by various legal and humanitarian means, with a view to establishing an
independent Palestinian State within the 1967 borders, with East Jerusalem as its
capital.

It also wishes to state that it is fully committed to implementing all the measures
that are set out in the resolution, including by working to realize the right of the
Palestinian people to self-determination, not recognizing the occupation by Israel of
the occupied territories and refraining from establishing relations with the Zionist
entity.

The Sultanate of Oman welcomes the recognition by the General Assembly in
its resolution ES-10/24 of the need to establish an international mechanism for
reparations for the violations committed by Israel and reiterates that Israel must
assume full responsibility for making reparations for the harm that it has caused to
the Palestinian people as a result of its illegal policies and practices.

The Sultanate of Oman, in keeping with its deep belief in international law and
human rights, will work side by side with the international community to ensure
justice and redress for the Palestinian people. Oman supports any additional steps that
could strengthen the international mechanism and ensure its effectiveness.

Pakistan

[Original: English]
[8 November 2024]

Pakistan welcomed the advisory opinion by the International Court of Justice
on the legal consequences arising from the policies and practices of Israel in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem.

The Court’s ruling clearly establishes that Israel’s unlawful policies and
practices in the Occupied Palestinian Territory are in breach of Israel’s obligation to
respect the right of Palestinian people to self-determination, and that Israel is under
an obligation to end its unlawful occupation, cease its illegal settlement activities,
and make reparation for the damage caused.

It may be recalled that Pakistan had made a written submission to the
International Court of Justice on the case in July 2023 and later also shared a rejoinder
with the Court. Pakistan also participated in the oral public hearing held by the Court
on the case in February 2024. In its submissions to the Court, Pakistan reiterated its
strong and unwavering support for the right to self-determination of the Palestinians
and highlighted the illegality of the Israeli occupation.

Actions taken by the Government of Pakistan to implement General Assembly
resolution ES-10/24, adopted on 18 September 2024, are as follows:

(a) The Government of Pakistan remains steadfast in upholding international
law, particularly as reflected in the Court’s advisory opinion and General Assembly
resolution ES-10/24, in its statements at relevant international forums, including the
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Assembly and the Security Council, has consistently advocated the Palestinian
people’s right to self-determination, including statements from the President and the
Prime Minister. Pakistan has also expressed support for Palestine in its statements at
other forums, including at the Organization of Islamic Cooperation and the
Non-Aligned Movement;

(b) Pakistan has actively participated in the General Assembly’s discussions
on the ongoing situation, providing full support to the Palestinian delegation;

(c) Pakistan has further affirmed its non-recognition of any changes to the
physical, demographic, institutional or legal status of the Occupied Palestinian
Territory, including East Jerusalem, imposed by Israel. In line with this stance,
Pakistan has ensured that national policies and practices, as well as activities of
entities under its jurisdiction, do not aid or assist in sustaining the situation created
by Israel’s continued presence in the Occupied Palestinian Territory;

(d) Pakistan also joined a Tirkiye-led initiative along with 53 other
signatories sending a joint letter to the Security Council urging it to take immediate
action to halt the flow of weapons and ammunition to Israel. The letter expressed deep
concerns about the unprecedented and escalating violence and violation of
international law, including international humanitarian law, in the Gaza Strip and
called for immediate steps to be taken to halt the provision or transfer of arms,
munitions and related equipment to Israel as stipulated in resolution ES-10/24;

(e) Owing to the absence of formal diplomatic relations with Israel, Pakistan
has ensured that its nationals and companies and entities under its jurisdiction refrain
from any actions that may imply recognition of or provide aid or assistance in
maintaining Israel’s illegal presence in the Occupied Palestinian Territory. Pakistan
has taken steps to prevent indirect support, ensuring that businesses and individuals
are informed of their responsibilities under international law;

(f) Pakistan has actively supported calls for accountability for all violations
committed by Israel in the Occupied Palestinian Territory. It has advocated the
establishment of an international mechanism to seck reparations for damage, loss or
injury resulting from Israel’s wrongful acts. Pakistan has also endorsed the creation
of an international register of damage, in coordination with the United Nations and
relevant bodies, to document harm suffered by the Palestinian people due to Israel’s
actions, as envisaged in resolution ES-10/24;

(g) Pakistan participated in the ministerial-level meeting on the theme “The
situation in Gaza and implementation of the two-State solution as a path to a just and
comprehensive peace,” organized by the Arab-Islamic ministerial contact group, in
coordination with the European Union and Norway, on 26 September 2024. Pakistan
called for Israel’s immediate, complete and unconditional withdrawal from all
occupied Palestinian territories within 12 months, as specified in resolution ES-10/24,
and an end to Israel’s unlawful policies in the Occupied Palestinian Territory. As an
outcome of this meeting, the Global Alliance for the Implementation of the Two-State
Solution was launched to further mobilize international support for peace;

(h) Pakistan took an active role in the Organization of Islamic Cooperation
coordination meeting at the foreign minister level and Committee of Six on Palestine,
held on 25 and 26 September 2024 during the seventy-ninth session of the General
Assembly. Pakistan reaffirmed its unwavering support for the inalienable rights of the
Palestinian people, including the right to self-determination and sovereignty over
occupied territories;

(i) Pakistan continues to advocate a broad-based international consensus to
address the humanitarian, political and legal issues facing the Palestinian people. It
has emphasized the importance of holding Israel accountable for its actions and
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ensuring compliance with international law, including by encouraging other States to
adopt similar measures that reinforce respect for United Nations resolutions and
opinions of the International Court of Justice;

(j) Pakistan has also signed the statement of shared commitments on UNRWA
initiated by Kuwait, Jordan and Norway among others. It recognizes the important
and indispensable role of the Agency and expresses support for the Agency in light of
the hardships and challenges it is facing;

(k) On 7 October 2024, an all-parties conference took place in Islamabad with
the President, the Prime Minister and leaders of key Pakistani political parties in
attendance. The conference called on the Organization of Islamic Cooperation to
convene an emergency summit to address the situation in Palestine, with the Prime
Minister announcing the formation of a special working group to engage with other
Islamic countries in raising a collective voice against Israel’s ongoing military
campaign in Gaza. Earlier, the National Assembly and the Senate had also adopted
several resolutions condemning Israel’s persistent violations of international law and
upholding the right of self-determination of the Palestinian people.

These inputs highlight Pakistan’s commitment to upholding international law
and the rights of the Palestinian people, while also demonstrating its active role in
multilateral efforts to address the situation in the Occupied Palestinian Territories in
accordance with resolution ES-10/24.

Pakistan calls for the immediate and full implementation of the Court’s advisory
opinion. We hope that the Court’s ruling will be an important step towards ending the
Israeli occupation, realization of the inalienable right of the Palestinians to self-
determination, and creation of a viable, secure, contiguous and sovereign State of
Palestine on the basis of the pre-1967 borders and with Al-Quds Al-Sharif as its
capital.

Portugal

[Original: English]
[8 November 2024]

Portugal voted in favour of resolution 77/247 of 30 December 2022, in which
the General Assembly requested the International Court of Justice to render an
advisory opinion regarding the legal consequences arising from Israel’s policies and
practices in the Occupied Palestinian Territory.

In addition Portugal voted in favour of and welcomed the adoption by the
General Assembly of its resolution restating the key aspects of the Court’s advisory
opinion and calling for concrete steps to enforce it. This vote, and the Court ruling
itself, represented an overwhelming rejection of the normalization of the status quo
as regards Israel’s policies and practices in the Occupied Palestinian Territory.

In all relevant international forums, Portugal has consistently underlined Israel’s
obligations under the Charter of the United Nations, namely the need to abide by all
relevant United Nations resolutions, reaffirming that Israel’s presence in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory is unlawful under international law and must come to an end.

We have reaffirmed our longstanding and ironclad commitment to international
law, international humanitarian law and the fight against impunity. In this context, we
have consistently reminded Israel of its obligation to facilitate the safe and unimpeded
access of humanitarian aid that saves lives.
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Portugal has underlined the need to ensure accountability for violations of
international law and international humanitarian law in the Occupied Palestinian
Territory through appropriate, fair and independent investigations at relevant levels.

Portugal has unreservedly condemned the legislation approved by the Israeli
Parliament against UNRWA. We have further strengthened our commitment to
continuing supporting the Agency, reaffirming that a strong UNRWA is a fundamental
element in the equation for peace as well as towards building the two-State solution.

We have been among those urging Israel to ensure that UNRWA continues
carrying out its crucial work in line with its mandate, as adopted by the General
Assembly in 1949 and renewed since. We have continued to stress that all United
Nations agencies embody, promote and respect international law as they uphold and
implement both the letter and the spirit of the Charter of the United Nations, with
which all United Nations Member States must abide.

Qatar

[Original: Arabic]
[8 November 2024]

Steps that the State of Qatar has taken or plans to take to implement
paragraphs 4, 5 and 10 of General Assembly resolution ES-10/24

I. Steps the State of Qatar has taken or plans to take in accordance with
paragraph 4 of the resolution

* In 2012, with Cabinet Decision No. 27 (2012), the State of Qatar established a
National Committee for International Humanitarian Law. The Committee is
charged with a number of duties, primarily promoting international
humanitarian law and working to achieve the goals of international instruments
and agreements.

* The State of Qatar is a party to 19 international humanitarian law conventions,
including the conventions and protocols that constitute the main framework of
international humanitarian law, which are as follows:

The four Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949, and the two Additional
Protocols thereto, namely, Protocol I Additional of 8 June 1977 relating to
the Protection of Victims of International Armed Conflicts and Protocol II
Additional of 8 June 1977 relating to the Protection of Victims of
Non-International Armed Conflicts. As a party, the State of Qatar has been
working to support implementation of the Geneva Conventions and
Protocols thereto in the Occupied Palestinian Territory through the
relevant mechanisms, in particular the Qatar Red Crescent, the
International Committee of the Red Cross and the International Federation
of Red Cross and Red Crescent Societies.

The State of Qatar will continue to work through these frameworks and
platforms to advance efforts to implement the rules of international humanitarian law,
with a focus on protecting the Palestinian people as a people living under occupation
and aggression.

* The State of Qatar has accepted the jurisdiction of the International
Humanitarian Fact-Finding Commission established under the 1977 Protocol I
Additional to the Geneva Conventions of 1949.

* In 1976, the State of Qatar acceded to the 1965 International Convention on the
Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination, and has brought its domestic
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legislation into line with its obligations under that Convention. The State of
Qatar has submitted periodic reports and taken part in the work of the
Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination through high-level
delegations at its sessions in Geneva.

The State of Qatar has held to an unwavering position of categorically refusing
to recognize the illegal Israeli presence in the Occupied Palestinian Territory. It
strictly prohibits any act, measure or endeavour that would aid or assist in
maintaining the illegal Israeli presence in the Occupied Palestinian Territory.
That is a consistent policy that the State of Qatar has declared publicly at the
highest regional and international levels, including in the annual address
delivered by of His Highness the Emir of the State of Qatar before the General
Assembly general debate, and on the occasion of the International Day of
Solidarity with the Palestinian People. In that connection, on 25 July 2023,
Qatar submitted a written memorandum to the International Court of Justice
regarding the advisory opinion on the ongoing Israeli occupation of Palestine.

Qatar continues to urge governments to formally recognize the advisory opinion
of the International Court of Justice and remain cognizant of its legal
implications for the Israeli presence and practices in the Occupied Palestinian
Territory. Qatar has released official statements and resolutions that reflect its
acceptance of the advisory opinion and its commitment to act in accordance with
its conclusions.

The State of Qatar has been undertaking mediation efforts to de-escalate the
situation in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, reach an immediate and
permanent ceasefire in Gaza, bring about the release of prisoners and detainees,
ensure uninterrupted humanitarian access, and protect civilians. The goal is to
alleviate the suffering of our Palestinian brothers and pave the way for a
comprehensive and just political solution to the conflict. This all stems from the
unwavering position of the State of Qatar in support of the just Palestinian cause
and the legitimate rights of the fraternal Palestinian people, above all their right
to self-determination and the establishment of an independent State along the
1967 borders, with East Jerusalem as its capital.

Qatar will continue to encourage the launch of comprehensive and serious peace
talks, with the goal of a two-State solution that guarantees the right of self-
determination, the right of return and the creation of an independent, fully
sovereign Palestinian State in accordance with internationally recognized
resolutions. Qatar joined the ministerial committee that was established
following the Arab-Islamic summit on Gaza, and it is a contributor to the two-
State solution initiative that the Arab-Islamic ministerial committee, the
European Union and Norway launched at the high-level week of the General
Assembly in September 2024.

The State of Qatar was one of the sponsors of General Assembly resolution
ES-10/23 on the admission of Palestine to membership in the United Nations.

Qatar has stepped up funding and support for organizations working to protect
Palestinian rights, ensure that aid delivery complies with the guiding principles
set forth by the International Court of Justice, and promote initiatives to
document human rights violations and ensure accountability.

The State of Qatar is one of the main countries that provide humanitarian and
development assistance to help the brotherly Palestinian people to alleviate
humanitarian suffering resulting from the Israeli aggression and occupation.
That includes ongoing support for UNRWA. In September 2024, Qatar
announced a pledge of $100 million to address the humanitarian crisis in the
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Gaza Strip, including support for UNRWA. Humanitarian and development
assistance help to bolster the steadfastness of the Palestinian people on their
land until such time as they establish an independent State and enjoy their right
to self-determination.

Qatar works with international partners to encourage States to adopt an approach
that uses economic incentives and measures to promote compliance with
international standards related to the Occupied Palestinian Territory. That
includes trade restrictions on goods and products originating in the settlements,
which are illegal under international law; economic cooperation initiatives that
involve Palestinian communities directly; and sustainable development
initiatives and efforts.

Steps the State of Qatar has taken or plans to take in accordance with
paragraph 5 of the resolution

The State of Qatar has established a special committee to follow up and
implement international sanctions. That includes monitoring and enforcing sanctions
on individuals, States and entities subject to international sanctions. In keeping with
the unwavering commitment of Qatar to strengthening international peace and
security, that committee works to make sure that international sanctions are fully
complied with. It takes steps to monitor any activities that might contravene such
sanctions. Qatar takes care to abstain from entering into economic or trade dealings
with Israel that relate to the Occupied Palestinian Territory, in line with its firm
position in support of the rights of the Palestinian people.

Steps the State of Qatar has taken or plans to take in accordance with
paragraph 10 of the resolution

The State of Qatar attaches the utmost importance to the establishment of an
international mechanism for reparation for all damage, loss or injury arising from the
internationally wrongful acts of Israel in the Occupied Palestinian Territory. The State
of Qatar will work to help establish such a mechanism in coordination with the United
Nations, its competent bodies and international partners. That includes by urging
Member States to demonstrate the political will needed to take the measures and
actions necessary for the establishment of such a mechanism, in order to address
damages resulting from acts committed by the Israeli occupation and find solutions.

Russian Federation

[Original: Russian]
[11 November 2024]

In 1995, the Representative Office of the Russian Federation to the Palestinian
National Authority was opened in the Gaza Strip. In 2004, it was relocated to
Ramallah in the West Bank. The Russian Centre for Science and Culture also operates
in Bethlehem.

The Russian Federation supports the functioning of the United Nations Register
of Damage Caused by the Construction of the Wall in the Occupied Palestinian
Territory (UNROD). The Russian Federation believes that the implementation of
paragraph 10 of resolution ES-10/24, through the establishment of another body or
the empowerment of UNROD, falls within the purview of the United Nations
Secretariat and should be addressed in coordination with the countries concerned, first
and foremost the State of Palestine.
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Saudi Arabia

[Original: English]
[8 November 2024]

The Kingdom of Saudi Arabia does not maintain diplomatic relations with Israel
due to Israel’s unlawful occupation of Palestinian lands. Furthermore, there are no
economic or trade dealings or any other form of ties between the two countries.

The Kingdom of Saudi Arabia presented the Arab peace initiative, which is
based on Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973). First announced in
2002, the initiative presented a solution based on Israel’s withdrawal from the lands
occupied since 1967 in exchange for Arab normalization and it enjoys wide support
from the international community.

In light of recent developments, the Kingdom hosted the Arab-Islamic summit
on 11 November 2023 to stop the war on Gaza and condemn the Israeli aggression
and its inhuman crimes, which resulted in the formation of a ministerial committee
led by Saudi Arabia, which includes Qatar, Egypt, Jordan, Palestine, Turkey,
Indonesia, Nigeria, the General Secretary of the Arab League and the Organization of
Islamic Cooperation, to discuss the situation in Gaza and to move immediately and
urgently to stop the ongoing violations by the Isracli occupation of international
humanitarian law in a way that ensures full protection for civilians in the Gaza Strip.
In addition, the Kingdom will host the next the Arab-Islamic summit on 11 November
2024 to follow up on the recent developments and efforts made by the ministerial
committee, and to discuss further measures to stop the war on Gaza and condemn the
Israeli aggression.

The Kingdom launched the Global Alliance for the Implementation of the Two-
State Solution, on behalf of Arab and Islamic countries and European partners. The
Alliance aims to revitalize the peace process between the Palestinians and the Israelis
by placing all active components under the umbrella of a global alliance, seeking to
unify international efforts and coordinate political and economic support for building
the Palestinian State and developing a joint action plan that includes a clear timetable
for implementing the two-State solution.

The Kingdom hosted the first high-level meeting of the Global Alliance for the
Implementation of the Two-State Solution on 30 and 31 October 2024, with the
participation of more than 90 countries and multiple international and regional
organizations, to formalize a fixed time frame to materialize an independent
Palestinian State and implement the two-State solution. The next meeting of the
aforementioned Alliance is planned to take place in Brussels, by the end of November
2024.

Senegal

[Original: French]
[8 November 2024]

In accordance with paragraphs 4, 5 and 16 of General Assembly resolution
ES-10/24 of 18 September 2024, Senegal has pursued action within the United
Nations, the Organization of Islamic Cooperation (OIC) and the African Union, for
the realization of the right of the Palestinian people to self-determination and the
immediate end to obstacles to the exercise of this right resulting from Israel’s military
presence in the Occupied Palestinian Territory.
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Within the United Nations

In its national statements and as Chair of the Committee on the Exercise of the
Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People, Senegal has continued to advocate for
an immediate and definitive ceasefire in Gaza; safe, unimpeded and
non-discriminatory access to humanitarian aid for the Gazan population; an
immediate and definitive end to Israel’s occupation of Palestine; and recognition of
the State of Palestine as a full Member of the United Nations in accordance with the
two-State solution

The Senegalese delegation has therefore maintained its customary vote in favour
of all resolutions adopted on the illegality of the Israeli occupation and Palestine’s
right to self-determination, including in the plenary of the General Assembly and in
the Assembly’s Second, Third and Fourth Committees.

Similarly, at the fifty-fifth session of the Human Rights Council, held from
26 February to 5 April 2024, Senegal also supported Council resolution 55/30,
entitled “Right of the Palestinian people to self-determination”, in which States were
urged to adopt measures as required to promote the realization of self-determination
of the Palestinian people, and Council resolution 55/32, entitled “Israeli settlements
in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, and in the occupied
Syrian Golan”, in which the illegality of Israeli settlements was reaffirmed.

Senegal has also taken an active part in international efforts against the Israeli
military intervention in Palestinian territory. Accordingly, our country is taking part
in the work of the core group initiated by Tiirkiye, which has asked the Secretary-
General and the Presidents of the Security Council and the General Assembly to halt
the supply to Israel of weapons, munitions and equipment that could be used in Gaza
or the occupied territories in the Middle East.

As part of its efforts to combat the Israeli occupation, Senegal has contributed,
in its capacity as Chair of the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of
the Palestinian People, to the recognition and defence of the rights of the Palestinian
people. It is in this context that Senegal, which hosted the Committee’s annual retreat
from 4 to 7 December 2023, continues to show its leadership in how the Committee
works.

Under the leadership of Senegal, the Committee on the Exercise of the
Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People organized an international conference on
3 and 4 April 2024, in Geneva, with the aim of mobilizing global civil society to
promote a lasting ceasefire in Gaza and accountability for Israel’s war crimes in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory.

The same is true of the symposium on the question of Jerusalem entitled
“Jerusalem and the Gaza war: Palestinian identity and existence under threat of
erasure”, held on 1 July 2024, in Jeddah (Saudi Arabia); a meeting that highlighted
Israel’s policies of forced displacement and dispossession of Palestinians in
Jerusalem.

In addition, the Committee made a series of visits to countries that are members
of the Caribbean Community (CARICOM), the Association of Southeast Asian
Nations (ASEAN) and OIC, including Guyana, Indonesia and Saudi Arabia, to defend
the rights of Palestinians.

Senegal has also joined all initiatives aimed at strengthening political and
financial support for the United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine
Refugees in the Near East (UNRWA). In that connection, our country sponsored the
right of reply from the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries to the Israeli
representative’s statement accusing UNRWA of involvement in the Hamas attack of
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7 October 2023. In the same vein, Senegal took part in the press conference organized
by the group of signatories of “shared commitments” in support of UNRWA, held on
17 October 2024.

With regard to the actions that Senegal intends to take to implement General
Assembly resolution ES-10/24, our country, in addition to continuing its support for
the realization of the Palestinian people’s right to self-determination, plans to focus
on the following two aspects.

First, it will advocate for the reconstruction of the essential public infrastructure
destroyed by Israel’s targeted attacks in Gaza, and will therefore continue to campaign
for greater political support and funding for the mandate of UNRWA.

Second, Senegal will join relevant international and regional initiatives within
international institutions aimed at holding the Israeli authorities accountable for the
crimes perpetrated against the Palestinian people.

Within the Organization of Islamic Cooperation

In addition to participating in all the Organization’s meetings and decisions on
the Palestinian question, Senegal has strongly supported OIC initiatives working for
an immediate end to Israel’s occupation of Palestinian territory and a definitive end
to the crimes that it has perpetrated against Palestine.

First, Senegal supported the establishment in 2023 of an Arab-Islamic
Ministerial Group, chaired by the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and comprising Palestine,
Jordan, Egypt, Qatar, Tirkiye, Indonesia and Nigeria, which is tasked with
monitoring the implementation of relevant resolutions of the United Nations, OIC and
other organizations that seek to put an end to the illegal occupation of the Palestinian
territories and the crimes of genocide committed by Israel.

Second, Senegal endorsed the call for OIC member States to exert diplomatic,
political and legal pressure on Israel, with a view to strengthening the international
campaign to put a definitive stop to the crimes perpetrated by the Israeli occupier.

Lastly, Senegal welcomed the OIC invitation to its member States to impose
sanctions against individuals and entities supporting Israel in its illegal military
intervention in Palestine, and to support the international drive to bring to justice
Israeli perpetrators of crimes committed in the Occupied Palestinian Territory.

Within the African Union

Within the African Union, Senegal has continually reaffirmed its support for the
annual declaration on the situation in Palestine and the Middle East, adopted by the
Assembly of Heads of State and Government of the African Union at its thirty-seventh
ordinary session held in February 2024. The most recent such declaration is contained
in document Assembly/AU/Decl.4(XXXVII).

Senegal also chaired the Assembly of Heads of State and Government of the
African Union which, through decision 820 (XXXV) of 6 February 2022, established
an Ad Hoc Committee at the level of Heads of State and Government to further
consultations on the question of granting Israel observer status.

Slovenia

[Original: English]
[8 November 2024]

Slovenia consistently upholds international law, including relevant Security
Council resolutions and International Court of Justice decisions. Slovenia supports
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the two-State solution without any changes to the physical character or demographic
composition, institutional structure or status of the territory occupied by Israel on
5 June 1967, including East Jerusalem. To support Palestinian self-determination
Slovenia officially recognized Palestine on 4 June 2024, and the process of
establishing a Palestinian Embassy in Slovenia is underway. Slovenia regularly calls
for the establishment of an independent and sovereign Palestinian State and
contributes to peace initiatives and humanitarian efforts in the region. Slovenia
consistently includes these elements in its statements in different forums.

Slovenia actively participated in the discussions of the Security Council
Committee on the Admission of New Members regarding the question of membership
of Palestine in the United Nations in 2024. In April 2024, Slovenia supported and
voted for the Council draft resolution on admission of the State of Palestine to
membership in the United Nations (S/2024/312). As a non-permanent member of the
Council, Slovenia actively participates in discussions and initiatives in the Council
under the item on the situation in the Middle East.

Slovenia has participated in the advisory proceedings of the International Court
of Justice on the legal consequences arising from the policies and practices of Israel
in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, with our contribution
focused on the jus cogens right for self-determination.

Slovenia believes that the United Nations system has a key role in facilitating
the right of the Palestinian people to self-determination, including by ensuring the
well-being, protection and human development of the Palestine refugees.

Slovenia is a member of the core group of the statement of shared commitments
in support of UNRWA, a group of countries working on ensuring the support
necessary to enable the Agency to fulfil its vital mandate. Slovenia is also committed
to providing financial support to UNRWA, and contributed to 1.5 million euros to the
Agency in 2024.

Furthermore, Slovenia is part of the core group of countries preparing an
initiative seeking an advisory opinion on Israel’s legal obligation to permit and
facilitate the operations of the United Nations, its agencies, other international
organizations and third States in the Occupied Palestinian Territory.

Slovenia participated in and supported the adoption of European Union
sanctions against extremist settlers in the occupied West Bank and East Jerusalem
under the European Union global human rights sanctions regime. Slovenia has also
backed proposals within the European Union to impose additional sanctions on Israeli
leaders accused of violating international law.

Slovenia ensures that in its diplomatic, economic and political relations, it
distinguishes between the territory of the State of Israel and the Occupied Palestinian
Territory. This includes implementing and monitoring the European Union 2015
Interpretative Notice on indication of origin of goods from the territories occupied by
Israel since June 1967, which specifies that products from the Occupied Palestinian
Territory cannot be labelled as “products of Israel” and provides guidelines to ensure
accuracy and avoid misleading information. Furthermore, Slovenia adheres to the
2019 ruling of the European Union Court of Justice mandating clear and accurate
labelling for products originating from illegal settlements. Slovenia supports
European Union initiatives that call for preventing trade with businesses operating in
illegal settlements.

Slovenia is a member of the European Union, bound by Council of the European
Union Common Position 2008/944/CFSP defining common rules governing the
control of exports of military technology and equipment, and is a party to the Arms
Trade Treaty (ATT).
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As such, Slovenia follows a strict and due diligence approach while reviewing
applications for export licences for arms, munitions and related equipment,
particularly those that may be used in the Occupied Palestinian Territory.

South Africa

[Original: English]
[8 November 2024]

The Republic of South Africa notes that, on 19 September 2024, at an emergency
special session, the General Assembly adopted resolution ES-10/24, which, inter alia,
welcomed the advisory opinion of the International Court of Justice on the legal
consequences arising from Israel’s policies and practices in the Occupied Palestinian
Territory, including East Jerusalem, and from the illegality of Israel’s continued
presence in the Occupied Palestinian Territory.

Resolution ES-10/24 furthermore demanded that the State of Israel abide by its
international law obligations. Paragraph 17 of the resolution requests the Secretary -
General to submit a report to the General Assembly within three months on the
implementation of the resolution, including any actions taken by Israel, other States
and international organizations, including the United Nations, for the implementation
of its provisions or for any violations thereof. Paragraph 14 of the resolution requests
the Secretary-General, in consultation with the United Nations High Commissioner
for Human Rights and Member States with relevant experience and expertise, to
present in the report requested in the resolution proposals for the establishment of a
mechanism to follow up on the violations by Israel of article 3 of the International
Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination identified by
the International Court of Justice in its advisory opinion.

South Africa deems itself as a State with relevant experience and expertise as
required in paragraph 14, based on its history of colonialism, racial discrimination
and apartheid. South Africa wishes to make reference to its written statement to the
International Court of Justice on 25 July 2023 on the legal consequences arising from
Israel’s policies and practices in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East
Jerusalem, and from the illegality of Israel’s continued presence in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory. Reference is specifically made to paragraphs 91—118 of South
Africa’s written statement to the Court, which are reproduced below for ease of
reference.

“91. The Palestinian reality evokes experiences of South Africa’s own history
of racial segregation and oppression. There exists in the Occupied Palestinian
Territories an institutionalised and oppressive system of Israeli domination over
Palestinians as a group. These policies have their genesis in the creation of the
State of Israel in 1948 and have been extended to the Occupied Territories after
the 1967 Six Day War.

“92. We concur with the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights in
the Palestinian territories occupied since 1967, in her most recent report, that
‘the recognition of Israeli apartheid must address the experience of Palestinian
people in its entirety and in their unity as a people, including those who were
displaced, denationalised and dispossessed in 1947—-1949 (many of whom live
in the occupied in Palestinian territory)’.

“93. While the Palestinian experience is not entirely identical to the South
African one, a number of apartheid-style atrocities are being reproduced in
Palestine, such as the permit system which applies only to Palestinians
travelling to and from the Gaza Strip, annexed East Jerusalem and the rest of
the West Bank. This includes the creation of a dual legal system consisting of
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an intricate and obscure system of military orders and regulations, which “often
racialised in implementation rather than on paper makes the depth of Israel’s
systematic discrimination less immediately conspicuous than its counterpart in
South Africa”.

“94. The Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination concluded that
there exists in the Occupied Palestinian Territory ‘two entirely separate legal
systems and sets of institutions for Jewish communities in illegal settlements on
the one hand and Palestinian populations living in Palestinian towns and villages
on the other hand. The Committee is appalled at the hermetic character of the
separation of the two groups, who live on the same territory but do not enjoy
either equal use of roads and infrastructure or equal access to basic services,
land and water resources. Such separation is materialised by the implementation
of a complex combination of movement restrictions consisting of the wall, the
settlements, roadblocks, military checkpoints, the obligation to use separate
roads and a permit regime that impact the Palestinian population negatively’.

“95. South Africa submits that Israeli apartheid must be viewed in the context
of the inherent illegality of the occupation as a whole; it being an additional
breach of peremptory norms under an illegal situation. The fragmentation of
Palestinian territory, the subjugation of its people, restrictions on movement,
racial discrimination and state-sanctioned extrajudicial killings are all
calculated to impede the right of the Palestinians to self-determination.

“96. For over seventy years, various United Nations resolutions, reports of
Special Rapporteurs and human rights organisations have deplored the
egregious discriminatory treatment of Palestinians in the Occupied Palestinian
Territory, including in Gaza and East Jerusalem. These discriminatory laws and
practices have only become more entrenched, systematic and deliberate as
Israel’s illegal occupation continues.

“97. While the law of occupation allows different treatment, it does not permit
grave breaches of human rights of the protected populations, nor to maintain a
system of racial oppression and domination which would violate a peremptory
norm of international law. The State of Israel is obligated to comply with
international law, which prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, ethnicity,
or nationality.

“98. Further, Article 85(4)(c) of the Protocol I to the Geneva Conventions lists
‘practices of apartheid and other inhuman and degrading practices involving
outrages upon personal dignity, based on racial discrimination’ as grave
breaches of the Geneva Conventions, when committed wilfully.

“99. The Court held in the South West Africa Case that to establish and enforce
distinctions, exclusions, restrictions, and limitations exclusively based on the
grounds of race, colour, descent or national or ethnic origin, constitute a denial
of fundamental human rights and is a flagrant violation of the purposes and
principles of the United Nations Charter. In 1980, the United Nations Security
Council by means of S/RES/471 ‘expressed deep concern that Israel, as the
occupying Power, has failed to provide adequate protection of the civilian
population in the occupied territories in conformity with the provision of the
Geneva Convention relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of
War.’

“100. As recently as December 2022, the United Nations General Assembly
adopted a resolution which demands that Israel ‘cease all measures contrary to
international law, as well as discriminatory legislation, policies and actions in
the Occupied Palestinian Territory’. The United Nations Special Rapporteur on
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the right to adequate housing, in October 2022, referred to the ‘institutionalised
regime of systematic racial oppression and discrimination’ which continues to
lead to the destruction of Palestinian homes, calling it ‘nothing short of
apartheid as defined under article 7(2)(h) of the Rome Statute’ and further
referring to the forcible transfer of populations as satisfying the definition of
persecution under Article 7(2)(g) of the Rome Statute.

“101. It is South Africa’s submission that not only does Israel continue to fail to
provide adequate protection of a protected population with international status
under international law, but that it in fact continues to impose an
institutionalised regime of systematic racial oppression and discrimination
against the people of Palestine which satisfies the prevailing evidentiary
standard of the international crime of apartheid.

“102. As Dugard points out, apartheid has acquired a legal content that, while
deriving from the South African experience, is at the same time independent
from it, having permeated a number of branches of public international law. The
International Law Commission in its draft conclusions on identification and
legal consequences of peremptory norms of general international law (jus
cogens), concluded that prohibition of racial discrimination and apartheid is a
peremptory norm under international law.

“103. Three international treaties prohibit and/or explicitly criminalise
apartheid as a crime against humanity: The International Convention on the
Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination (ICERD), the International
Convention on the Suppression and Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid
(Apartheid Convention) and the Rome Statute of the International Criminal
Court (Rome Statute).

“104. The crime of apartheid is an international crime, not limited in territorial
scope. While the Apartheid Convention refers to ‘southern Africa’, this
reference is in relation to policies of racial segregation and discrimination
similar to those practices in southern Africa indicating that its prohibition
extends beyond the territorial scope of that region.

“105. The States of Palestine and Israel are both parties to the ICERD, while
Palestine acceded to the Apartheid Convention in 2014. In 2015, by way of
declaration under Article 12(3) of the Rome Statute, Palestine accepted the
International Criminal Court’s jurisdiction as of 13 June 2014. It is South
Africa’s submission that apartheid as a crime against humanity is a norm of jus
cogens giving rise to obligations erga omnes. In the Barcelona Traction Case,
the Court held that obligations erga omnes would arise in the case of the
prohibition of racial discrimination as a norm of jus cogens and that these
obligations would arise from ‘the principles and rules concerning the basic
rights of the human person, including protection from slavery and from racial
discrimination.’

“106. Turning to the definition of apartheid under international law, it is
submitted that the Court is required to apply the definition for the crime of
apartheid under customary international law. While ICERD defines racial
discrimination and prohibits the practice of apartheid, it does not define its
practice. Article 3 of ICERD imposes an obligation for ‘States Parties [to]
particularly condemn racial segregation and apartheid and undertake to prevent,
prohibit and eradicate all practices of this nature in territories under their
jurisdiction.’

“107. The Apartheid Convention affirms the categorization of apartheid as a
crime against humanity. It designates a list of inhuman acts which amount to
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apartheid ‘committed for the purpose of establishing and maintaining
domination by one racial group of persons over any other racial group of persons
and systematically oppressing them.’

“108. It further enumerates the specific acts falling within the scope of
apartheid, including murder, torture, inhuman treatment, and arbitrary arrest of
individuals belonging to a particular racial group; deliberate imposition of living
conditions upon a racial group with the intent to cause their physical destruction;
legislative measures that discriminate in the realms of politics, society,
economics and culture; actions that segregate the population along racial lines
through the establishment of separate residential areas for racial groups;
prohibition of interracial marriages; and persecution of individuals opposing
apartheid.

“109. In respect of the crime of apartheid, Article 7(2)(h) of the Rome Statute
refers to ‘inhumane acts of a character similar to those referred to in paragraph
1, committed in the context of an institutionalised regime of systematic
oppression and domination by one racial group over any other racial group or
groups and committed with the intention of maintaining that regime.’

“110. It is submitted that the Court should apply the list of practices as it appears
in Article 2 of the Apartheid Convention, which, read with Article 7(2)(h) of the
Rome Statute, may further amount to acts of apartheid when committed in a
systematic manner by one racial group over any other racial group for the
purpose of maintaining domination and oppression of that group.

“111. It is our contention that apartheid can be distinguished from other forms
of prohibited discrimination, in that it involves an institutionalised element of
law, policy and institutions and is state-sanctioned for the purpose of domination
by one racial group over another. Israceli discriminatory and inhuman treatment
of Palestinians has reached the threshold of apartheid within the meaning
ascribed to it in the Apartheid Convention.

“112. This manifests in many ways, with evidence of differential and
discriminatory treatment in land use, housing, access to natural resources,
citizenship, residence, family reunification, freedom of movement, access to
education and health, and freedom of association. The 2009 report of the United
Nations Fact Finding Mission on the Gaza Conflict concluded that:

The systematic discrimination, both in law and in practice, against
Palestinians, in legislation (including the existence of an entirely separate
legal and court system which offers systematically worse conditions
compared with that applicable to Israelis), and practice during arrest,
detention, trial and sentence compared with Israeli citizens is contrary to
ICCPR article 2 and potentially in violation of the prohibition on
persecution as a crime against humanity.

“113. It is submitted for the purposes of the definition of apartheid under the
Apartheid Convention, that Jewish Israelis and Palestinian Arabs are distinct
groups. The Court has observed that ‘the definition of racial discrimination in
the Convention includes “national or ethnic origin”. These references to
“origin” denote, respectively, a person’s bond to a national or ethnic group at
birth, whereas nationality is a legal attribute which is within the discretionary
power of the State and can change during a person’s lifetime ... The Court notes
that the other elements of the definition of racial discrimination, as set out in
Article 1, paragraph 1, of ICERD, namely race, colour and descent, are also
characteristics that are inherent at birth’.
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“114. The inhuman acts specified in Article 2 of the Apartheid Convention are
well documented by United Nations monitoring bodies and human rights
organisations and it is not possible to enumerate them in this Statement. A
number of reputable scholars and human rights organisations have concluded
that the inhuman acts being perpetrated by Israel against Palestinians amount to
apartheid under international law.

“115. The available evidence indicates that Israel is responsible for inhuman
acts which fall within the ambit of Article 2(a), (c), (d) and (f) of the Apartheid
Convention. This includes the right to life and liberty (Article 2(a)), given
Israel’s excessive and disproportionate use of force against militants and
civilians in Palestine, including arbitrary arrest and administrative detention.
Palestinians as a group are further discriminated against through control of
border crossings and permit and identity card systems, through the wall and
checkpoints and separate roads within the West Bank (Article 2(c)). The
fragmentation and expropriation of Palestinian land, the prevention of the return
of Palestinian refugees have divided the Occupied Palestinian Territory into
enclaves or Bantustans, similar to the then South African context (Article 2(d)).
Israel’s systematic targeting of organisations and persons who oppose Israel’s
domination and oppression of Palestinian people in the Occupied Palestinian
Territory further meet the persecution element as contained in Article 2(f) of the
Apartheid Convention.

“116. As to the institutionalised and systematic nature of Israel’s discrimination
against and domination of the Palestinian group, it is South Africa’s contention
that similar to the South African experience, the crime of apartheid is being
committed against one group (the Palestinians) by another (Jewish group) to
create a superior, privileged group, whose position is elevated through two-
tiered systems and benefits reserved for such group through the granting of
superior rights and privileges. This system is not random or isolated but
widespread and oppressive, in a manner that is institutional and systemic, albeit
dispersed among the fragmented Occupied Palestinian Territory.

“117. Israel’s discriminatory treatment of Palestinians must be viewed in its
totality: it has created and maintained an institutionalised regime of systematic
oppression wherever it controls territory, fuelled by demographic considerations
that continue to shape its policies towards Palestinians. These manifest in the
different sets of discriminatory and exclusionary laws, policies, and practices
which intentionally serve to oppress and dominate Palestinians, to maximise the
benefit to Jewish Israelis and to create a Jewish majority which is privileged in
every respect.

“118. The only conclusion to draw is that these policies seek to advance the
Jewish nation whose privilege can only be maintained through the dispossession
and fragmentation of Palestinian land, the economic and political malignment
of Palestinians, restrictions on their movement, the denial of their dignity and
absence of legal protection through arbitrary laws and military orders. This
reality is reminiscent of apartheid South Africa and the way in which the white
minority government implemented the crime against humanity of apartheid to
advance the white population through the oppression of the majority black
population in South Africa between 1948 and 1994.”

The Republic of South Africa concurs with the finding of the International Court
of Justice that the State of Israel is in violation of article 3 of the International
Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination, which provides
that States parties particularly condemn racial segregation and apartheid and
undertake to prevent, prohibit and eradicate all practices of this nature in territories
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under their jurisdiction. We also note that, in the declarations of Judge President
Salam and Judge Tladi, Israel’s actions are tantamount to apartheid. In this regard, it
should be noted that the crime of apartheid was declared a crime against humanity in
the International Convention on the Suppression and Punishment of the Crime of
Apartheid and is defined as such by the 2002 Rome Statute of the International
Criminal Court, which provides that apartheid means inhumane acts of a character
similar to other crimes against humanity “committed in the context of an
institutionalized regime of systematic oppression and domination by one racial group
over any other racial group or groups and committed with the intention of maintaining
that regime”.

The International Law Commission in its draft conclusions on identification and
legal consequences of peremptory norms of general international law (jus cogens),
further concluded that prohibition of racial discrimination and apartheid is a
peremptory norm under international law, from which no derogation is permitted.

South Africa therefore contends that the appropriate mechanism to follow up on
the violations by Israel of article 3 of the International Convention on the Elimination
of All Forms of Racial Discrimination identified by the International Court of Justice
in its advisory opinion should be the re-establishment of the Special Committee
against Apartheid. It would be recalled that the Special Committee against Apartheid
was originally established under General Assembly resolution 1761 (XVII) of
6 November 1962. Over time, its mandate was expanded beyond reviewing
developments in South Africa to include promoting an international campaign against
apartheid. By its resolution 48/258 A, adopted on 23 June 1994, the General Assembly
decided to “terminate” the Special Committee, following the holding of the first-ever
democratic elections in South Africa. The mandate of the proposed re-established
Special Committee could be based on the South African Committee, which was
initially to review the racial policies of the Government and report periodically to the
Security Council and the General Assembly. This mandate could be expanded to also
include a monitoring, review and reporting obligation on the role of third States in
providing assistance to the illegal situation of apartheid in Israel. The new committee
should cooperate with, and wherever possible, seek to compliment the work of),
relevant United Nations treaty bodies and special procedure mandate holders. A
fundamental objective should be to ensure that Palestinians and Israelis have and
enjoy full and equal rights, without discrimination. The Committee could also look at
mobilizing resources to enable research, as well as educational and public activities,
on racism and discrimination.

State of Palestine

[Original: English]
[8 November 2024]

With regard to the General Assembly’s request to the Secretary-General to
submit a report within three months on the implementation of the resolution, the State
of Palestine submits this note outlining measures that are imperative to be undertaken
by States and the United Nations in fulfilment of international legal obligations,
including as stipulated in resolution ES-10/24, towards promoting accountability,
protecting the Palestinian civilian population, bringing an end to Israel’s illegal
occupation of the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, as rapidly
as possible, and ensuring the realization by the Palestinian people of their inalienable
rights, including their exercise of the right to self-determination, including their right
to an independent and sovereign State, over the entirety of the Occupied Palestinian
Territory, including East Jerusalem.
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In this regard, it is to be recalled that, pursuant to the authoritative
determinations made by the International Court of Justice in its advisory opinion of
19 July 2024, the General Assembly demanded, inter alia, that Israel bring to an end
without delay its unlawful presence in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, which
constitutes a wrongful act of a continuing character entailing its international
responsibility, and do so no later than 12 months from the adoption of the resolution.

Accordingly, the State of Palestine appeals to all States and international
organizations to act, urgently and responsibly, collectively and individually, in
accordance with international law, including international humanitarian and human
rights law, to ensure respect of this principal and overarching demand, alongside all
other demands rightly made, in resolution ES-10/24 and all relevant resolutions to
date, consistent with the historic and permanent responsibility of the United Nations
towards the question of Palestine until it is justly resolved in all its aspects.

Maximum pressure must be brought to bear on Israel, the occupying Power, to
bring an end to its illegal occupation, which constitutes both a wrongful act of a
continuing character entailing international responsibility and a threat to international
peace and security. Confronting this illegal and dangerous situation requires tangible
measures of accountability aimed at halting Israel’s impunity and crimes in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, towards ultimately ending
its unlawful occupation in every manifestation as rapidly as possible.

This must include actions to uphold obligations under articles 146, 147 and 148
of the Geneva Convention relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of
War concerning grave breaches and penal sanctions, as well as obligations under the
Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide, including
in implementation of the respective provisional measures and orders of the
International Court of Justice in the case concerning the application of the Convention
(South Africa vs. Israel) in relation to the right of the Palestinian people in the Gaza
Strip to be protected from all acts within the scope of articles II and III of the
Genocide Convention. These conventions constitute customary international law,
which all States must respect and to which there can be no exceptions.

Israel’s gruesome ethnic cleansing campaign and genocide against the
Palestinian civilian population in the Gaza Strip, as well as the escalating attacks of
its occupying forces and extremist settler militias throughout the rest of Occupied
Palestine in the West Bank, including East Jerusalem, add urgency to the need for
accountability measures for all of the human rights violations, war crimes, crimes
against humanity and acts of genocide it is perpetrating with a view to bringing them
to an end and ensuring justice for the victims.

It is time for consequences, for sanctions on this illegal occupation, for the
application of international law in all diplomatic, political, legal, military, economic,
commercial and financial dealings with Israel aimed at ensuring accountability and
ending the occupation. No trade, no arms, no legitimacy, support or assistance should
be accorded to the occupying Power that would enable and prolong its violations of
the rights of the Palestinian people, including denial of the right to self-determination,
and enable and prolong its genocidal war in Gaza and illegal, colonial occupation and
apartheid regime, all of which must be brought to a complete and permanent end.

In urging all necessary actions to this end, the State of Palestine highlights the
following measures that must be immediately undertaken by all States and
international organizations:

(a) In upholding the obligations not to recognize as legal the situation arising
from the unlawful presence of Israel in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including
East Jerusalem, including not to recognize any changes in the physical character or
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demographic composition, institutional structure or status of the Territory since
5 June 1967, all States and international organizations must respect the obligation to
distinguish between Israel and the Palestinian territory occupied since 1967, as
affirmed in Security Council resolution 2334 (2016), as well as by the General
Assembly and the Court;

This obligation must be upheld in the context of all diplomatic, political, legal,
military, economic, commercial and financial dealings with Israel, as stipulated in
resolution ES-10/24. States and international organizations must not recognize, or
cooperate with or assist in any manner in, any policies or measures by Israel to exploit
the natural resources of the Occupied Palestinian Territory, to change its legal status,
demography, geographic character, institutional structure and identity, and to entrench
and prolong its control and illegal occupation of the Territory.

This must include, but is not limited to, the following:

(1) States and international organizations must abstain from entering into
treaty relations with Israel in all cases in which it purports to act on behalf of
the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, or parts thereof;

(i1)) In view of the illegality of this 57-year occupation and Israel’s flagrant
contempt of the international community, including of the Security Council, the
General Assembly and the International Court of Justice, and defiance of
international law, law-abiding States that have diplomatic relations with Israel
should urgently consider their suspension. Where such measures are not
undertaken, those States and international organizations maintaining diplomatic
relations with Israel, must ensure that all treaties, memorandums of
understanding, economic agreements, military agreements, commercial
arrangements, cultural and scientific exchanges and any other such agreements
with Israel specify that they do not cover the Occupied Palestinian Territory,
including East Jerusalem, and that Israel is not the sovereign in any part of the
Territory;

(ii1) States and international organizations must refuse to sign agreements with
Israel when it rejects the inclusion of such an explicit clause, should nullify
agreements already signed that do not include such an explicit clause and that
Israel refuses to amend accordingly, and should withdraw diplomatic
representations and terminate joint projects should Israel reject such an explicit
clarification in terms of reference;

(iv) States and international organizations establishing and maintaining
diplomatic missions in Israel must abstain from any recognition of Israel’s
illegal presence in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem;

(v) States that have transferred their embassies from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem
should withdraw them immediately, in respect of Security Council resolutions
478 (1980) and 2334 (2016), the International Court of Justice advisory opinion
and the relevant General Assembly resolutions, including resolution ES-10/24.

(b) States and international organizations must give practical effect to the
obligation not to render aid or assistance in maintaining the situation created by
Israel’s illegal presence in the Territory. This must include, inter alia:

(i) Enactment of sanctions, including travel bans and asset freezes, against
any natural and legal persons engaged in the maintenance of Israel’s unlawful
presence in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem,
including in connection with, enabling and abetting settler violence;

(i) Cessation of all dealings with the Israeli settlements established in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, in grave breach of
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international law, including the cessation of any trade with settlements, any
provision of services to the settlements and any exchange of services with the
settlements;

(iii) Cessation of the importation of any products originating in the Israeli
settlements. Measures in this regard should not be limited to “labelling” of
settlement products, placing the onus on the nationals of respective States to
determine the illegality of such products and act accordingly. Israeli goods
produced in settlements in and from the exploitation of the natural resources of
the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, must be prevented
from reaching the markets of States;

(iv) Termination of economic or trade dealings or investments with Israel
which may entrench its unlawful presence in the Occupied Palestinian Territory,
including East Jerusalem and including with regard to the settlements and their
associated regime;

(v) Ensuring that their nationals, and companies and entities under their
jurisdiction, as well as their authorities, do not act in any way that would entail
recognition or provide aid or assistance in maintaining the situation created by
Israel’s illegal presence in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East
Jerusalem, including by providing explicit guidance to them and legislation in
this regard in line with international law.

(c) Protecting the Palestinian civilian population under Israel’s occupation in
all parts of the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including in the Gaza Strip, and
accelerating an end to this illegal occupation requires an immediate arms embargo
against Israel.

All States and international organizations must act to bring a halt to all transfer of
arms, munitions and related equipment being used by Israel, the occupying Power, in
the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, to oppress, persecute
and harm the Palestinian people, to kill, injure and maim Palestinian children, women
and men, to arrest, detain and imprison them, to seize and destroy Palestinian
property, to construct its settlements and the wall, to forcibly displace Palestinian
civilians, to exploit their natural resources,; to colonize and annex the Palestinian
land, and to prolong this illegal occupation in every manifestation.

In seeking to mobilize international action to this end, the State of Palestine was
among the more than 50 signatories of the joint letter, issued on 1 November 2024,
calling for an immediate halt to arms transfers to Israel. Palestine urges more States
to join this coalition of countries and organizations that have committed to act to stop
the endless supply of weapons being provided to Israel in response to the obligations
affirmed in the advisory opinion of the International Court of Justice and General
Assembly resolution ES-10/24 in order to stop the mass atrocities and devastation
being inflicted by Israel on a defenceless civilian population, support the demands
and efforts for an immediate ceasefire to the horrific violence, and hasten an end to
this illegal situation.

(d) In addition to halting arms transfer and munitions and related equipment
to the occupying Power, ensuring protection to the Palestinian people, in fulfilment
of obligations under international humanitarian law, including the Fourth Geneva
Convention, requires the swift establishment of protection mechanisms.

The Conference of High Contracting Parties to the Fourth Geneva Convention called
for by the General Assembly in resolution ES-10/24 must make a significant
contribution in this regard. The Conference should be convened without further delay
and the High Contracting Parties should elaborate and adopt concrete measures to
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enforce the Convention in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including, inter alia,
measures to protect the Palestinian people under Israel’s illegal occupation.

In addition to the numerous relevant resolutions concerning the protection of
civilians, the report by the Secretary-General on the protection of the Palestinian
civilian population (A/ES-10/794) provides tangible options for protection that must
be urgently revisited and acted upon. The dispatch of unarmed civilian protection, in
line with relevant Security Council resolutions citing unarmed civilian protection as
a tool for building a protective environment, should be among the means considered
to protect Palestinian civilians, de-escalate tensions and prevent further violence
against them by Israel’s occupying forces and settlers.

(e) Protection also entails ensuring humanitarian assistance to the Palestinian
civilian population under Israel’s occupation in view of the occupying Power’s
systematic violation, and indeed blatant abrogation, of its obligations under
international law, including humanitarian law, to ensure the well-being and safety of
the population.

In this regard, the United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees in
the Near East (UNRWA) remains indispensable. The Agency’s humanitarian and
development programmes and emergency assistance are absolutely vital for the
6 million Palestine refugees registered in the five fields of operation, with the gravest
situation now being faced by refugees in three of the fields: in the Gaza Strip and the
West Bank, including East Jerusalem, and in Lebanon as a result of Israel’s military
aggressions and other violations.

The mandate of UNRWA must be preserved and strengthened, politically and
financially, and enabled to carry out its humanitarian mission in all fields of operation
in accordance with international humanitarian obligations and the permanent
responsibility of the United Nations towards the question of Palestine until it is justly
resolved in all its aspects, including a just solution for the plight of the Palestine
refugees in accordance with General Assembly resolution 194 (III), which enshrined
their right to return and to just compensation.

Efforts to preserve and strengthen UNRWA must also include demands for a halt to
Israel’s attacks on the Agency, including attacks on its personnel, premises and
properties, a halt to its campaign aimed at discrediting, smearing and undermining
the Agency, and a halt to its nefarious attempts to force a collapse of the Agency and
terminate its mandate, especially in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East
Jerusalem.

Such attempts include the recent “legislative” acts in the Israeli Knesset aimed at
nullifying the 1967 agreement between UNRWA and Israel, stripping the Agency of
its privileges and immunities, evicting it from its premises in East Jerusalem, and
effectively outlawing and obstructing its operations, with fateful repercussions for
millions of Palestine refugees for whom UNRWA is the only lifeline, especially in
Gaza where the entire civilian population is suffering an unprecedented humanitarian
catastrophe in a place reduced to rubble and ruin by Israel, which has destroyed over
80 per cent of civilian infrastructure and displaced 90 per cent of the population, and
is in desperate need of life-saving assistance from UNRWA, including shelter, food,
water, medicine and other essentials for mere survival.

States must demand that Israel rescind all such measures against the Agency and
comply with its obligations under the Charter of the United Nations, the Convention
on the Privileges and Immunities of the United Nations and international
humanitarian law, and must demand that Israel cease attacks against UNRWA, cease
the obstruction of its operations in the Gaza Strip and the West Bank, including East
Jerusalem, and facilitate immediately safe, unimpeded humanitarian access.
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States must also act collectively to hold Israel accountable for all of its violations in
this regard. In this regard, the United Nations must undertake immediate, independent
and transparent investigations of all attacks by Israel against UNRWA personnel and
premises and properties towards ensuring full accountability and full reparations.

(f) Considering the finding of the International Court of Justice that Israel,
the occupying Power, is in breach of article 3 of the International Convention on the
Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination, concerning the prohibition on
racial segregation and apartheid, all States and the United Nations should act
forthwith to ensure accountability for and halt all such abhorrent acts of
discrimination.

In this regard, the State of Palestine calls for the speedy reconstitution of the United
Nations Special Committee against Apartheid. Such action will be a significant
contribution towards marshalling collective efforts to bringing an end to the systemic
discrimination being perpetrated by Israel against the Palestinian people on the basis
of, inter alia, race, religion or ethnic origin, which undoubtedly amounts to apartheid,
and to bring Israel into compliance with its obligations under international law. All
States should support the reconstitution of the Special Committee towards redress of
this illegal situation and promotion of respect for the rights of the Palestinian people,
including to self-determination and to live free of racial discrimination, segregation
and apartheid.

(g) With regard to the General Assembly’s call for support of accountability
efforts for all victims, all States and international organizations, including the United
Nations, should fully cooperate with judicial processes under way, including at the
International Court of Justice, including in the case brought by South Africa under
the Genocide Convention, and at the International Criminal Court, where the
investigation into the situation in Palestine is ongoing and where the Prosecutor has
requested arrest warrants for the Israeli Prime Minister and now-former Defence
Minister that remain unfulfilled.

Moreover, all States and international organizations should support the dispatch of
independent investigations in line with international standards to compile evidence of
the atrocities committed by Israel, the occupying Power, against the Palestinian
civilian population during the nearly six decades of its illegal occupation of the
Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, including in the past 13
months in the Gaza Strip, where the scope and scale of Israel’s violations and war
crimes have reached unprecedented levels and yet there is still no accountability.

To this end, all States should also be urged to give support to the Human Rights
Council’s Independent International Commission of Inquiry on the Occupied
Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, and in Israel, as well as to the Special
Rapporteur on the situation of human rights in the Palestinian territories occupied
since 1967, in view of their mandates and the important work they are doing to carry
out inquiries and collect evidence regarding the human rights violations and grave
breaches being perpetrated by Israel, the occupying Power.

In addition to investigations, the establishment of an international judicial tribunal
would be crucial for determining the extent of these atrocities and the impact on the
victims. Both mechanisms should be pursued towards the advancement of
accountability as well as for determining reparations owed to the Palestinian people
by Israel for all the harm and losses inflicted upon them.

In this regard, it is to be recalled that the International Court of Justice in its advisory
opinion underscored the obligation of Israel to make reparation for the damage caused
to all the natural or legal persons concerned in the Occupied Palestinian Territory.
Moreover, the General Assembly, in its resolution ES-10/24, recognized the need for
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the establishment of an international mechanism for reparation for all damage, loss
or injury arising from the internationally wrongful acts of Israel in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory, and calls for the creation by Member States, in coordination
with the United Nations and its relevant bodies, of an international register of damage
to serve as a record, in documentary form, of evidence and claims information on
damage, loss or injury to all natural and legal persons concerned, as well as to the
Palestinian people, caused by the internationally wrongful acts of Israel in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory, as well as to promote and coordinate evidence-
gathering and initiatives aimed at securing such reparation by Israel. All States should
support the rapid establishment of such mechanisms towards ensuring accountability
and justice and should extend to such mechanisms their full cooperation, in line with
international legal obligations.

(h) Considering the General Assembly’s call in resolution ES-10/24, on all
States to comply with their obligations under international law, inter alia, as reflected
in the advisory opinion, to promote, through joint and separate action, the realization
of the right of the Palestinian people to self-determination, the respect of which is an
obligation erga omnes, and refrain from any action which deprives the Palestinian
people of this right and, while respecting the Charter of the United Nations and
international law, to ensure that any impediment resulting from the illegal presence
of Israel in the Occupied Palestinian Territory to the exercise by the Palestinian people
of its right to self-determination is brought to an end, and recalling that the
International Court of Justice, in its advisory opinion, affirmed that Palestinian
people’s right to self-determination, is inalienable and “cannot be subject to
conditions on the part of the occupying Power”, the State of Palestine urges that the
following actions, among others, be immediately undertaken:

(1) Recognition of the State of Palestine: all States that have not yet
recognized the State of Palestine should do so forthwith in support of the
realization of the right of the Palestinian people to self-determination.
Moreover, such an action would be a tangible rejection of Israel’s unlawful
presence in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem,
depriving the occupying Power of any legitimacy for its continued presence
therein, reaffirming that it is not the sovereign in that Territory and has no
sovereignty rights whatsoever, and would constitute a tangible contribution
towards the obligation to bring this illegal occupation to a swift end and towards
the realization of the two-State solution in accordance with the relevant United
Nations resolutions;

(ii) Support for the State of Palestine’s admission to membership in the United
Nations: all States should support this long-overdue step and all obstacles to its
realization should be removed in respect of the right of the Palestinian people
to self-determination, including to their independent State. As with recognition
of the State of Palestine, such action would be consistent with international legal
obligations, the relevant resolutions and the two-State solution, would be a
contribution to upholding the principle of the inadmissibility of the acquisition
of territory by force, which must be respected and upheld at all times in
accordance with the Charter of the United Nations, and would be a contribution
towards preserving and strengthening the territorial integrity and unity of the
Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, with a view to and
until such time that Israel’s illegal occupation is brought to an end;

(iii) Support for the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the
Palestinian People (CEIRPP): all States should support the mandate and efforts
of the Committee, including by joining the Committee, with a view to
accelerating the realization of the rights of the Palestinian people and a just and
lasting solution for the question of Palestine in all its aspects on the basis of
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international law and the relevant resolutions. The Committee represents the
essence of multilateralism and the purposes and principles of the Charter,
pursuing dialogue and diplomacy, raising awareness and understanding, and
promoting international action on the basis of international law and respect for
human rights for the realization of justice and peace. The stigma attached to the
Committee by some States should end, and the United Nations should continue
to provide it with the necessary resources to implement its important mandate.
The Committee’s commitment and contribution to upholding international law
and to the pursuit of justice and peace are proven and must be supported and
strengthened.

(i) Implementation of resolution ES-10/24 also requires immediate steps to
be taken for the convening of an international conference under the auspices of the
General Assembly for the implementation of the United Nations resolutions
pertaining to the question of Palestine and the two-State solution for the achievement
of a just, lasting and comprehensive peace in the Middle East. The State of Palestine
is engaging with all delegations to promote the fulfilment of this provision of the
resolution as soon as possible, and will present a draft resolution in the Assembly to
advance its implementation. All States should support this effort and should engage
as constructively and actively as possible to ensure its speedy and successful
convening towards the realization of its crucial stated objectives.

() Implementation of resolution ES-10/24 requires all of the actions indicated
above, in addition to various other steps consistent with obligations under
international law.

In this regard, considering Israel’s systematic and flagrant violations of the Charter,
of all relevant United Nations resolutions and all other tenets of international law, and
its deliberate and continual incitement and attacks against UNRWA and the United
Nations as a whole, including, inter alia, its hostile declaration of the Secretary-
General as persona non grata and other ongoing, hostile acts against United Nations
officials, including denial of visas and access to the Occupied Palestinian Territory,
affecting the Commissioner-General of UNRWA, officials of the Office of the United
Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights, United Nations special rapporteurs
and the Commission of Inquiry, among others, as well as against diplomats of other
countries, along with its blatant smear campaign against the United Nations and
proven disrespect of all of its main organs, Israel’s eligibility to remain seated in the
General Assembly must be seriously examined.

A Member State that acts in total contradiction to the Charter, in contempt of every
United Nations organ and body, including the Security Council, the General
Assembly, the Human Rights Council, the International Court of Justice and the
International Criminal Court, and attacks United Nations agencies, such as UNRWA,
and incites against the Secretary-General and other United Nations officials, does not
deserve to remain in the General Assembly availing itself of its benefits and
privileges, while violating all of its obligations. All Member States must fulfil in good
faith the obligations assumed by them in accordance with the Charter, including to
accept and carry out the decisions of the Security Council, and the systematic,
deliberate and flagrant failure to do so, along with direct attacks on the Organization
itself, must entail consequences. It is therefore high time that States consider action
to suspend Israel from the Assembly.

The State of Palestine concludes by reaffirming its appreciation to the Secretary -
General for his leadership, for relentless calls for an immediate and permanent
ceasefire in Gaza and for full respect of international law, including humanitarian and
human rights law, in the entirety of the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East
Jerusalem, and for his long-standing efforts to promote a just and lasting solution for
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the question of Palestine in accordance with international law and the relevant United
Nations resolutions.

The State of Palestine looks forward to the report to be submitted by the
Secretary-General to the General Assembly pursuant to resolution ES-10/24, as well
as all other follow-up efforts that will be made by the United Nations in respect of
obligations pursuant to the advisory opinion of the International Court of Justice, and
underscores the importance of these contributions to the collective efforts of the
international community to bring an end to Israel’s illegal occupation and to ensure
the realization of the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people, including to self-
determination and freedom, and the long-overdue establishment of justice and peace.

Switzerland

[Original: French]
[8 November 2024]

Switzerland is currently assessing the follow-up to be given to the relevant
provisions of General Assembly resolution ES-10/24, with the aim of ensuring the
greatest possible compliance.

With regard to paragraph 12 of the resolution, Switzerland has taken note that
the General Assembly invites it, in its capacity as the depositary of the Geneva
Conventions, to convene a Conference of High Contracting Parties to the Fourth
Geneva Convention within six months of the adoption of the present resolution.

In accordance with this resolution, Switzerland accepts the mandate to organize
a conference within the prescribed time frame. Switzerland will be holding
consultations with the High Contracting Parties, starting in November, in order to
present the process and discuss their expectations. Initial briefings for the Geneva-
based permanent missions are scheduled for mid-November.

The process is headed by Ambassador Franz Perrez, Director of the Directorate
of Public International Law at the Federal Department of Foreign Affairs of
Switzerland. These consultations will be led by Ambassador Salman Bal, in his
capacity as Special Envoy for the Fourth Conference of High Contracting Parties to
the Geneva Conventions.

Switzerland will therefore be taking the necessary preparatory measures, and
will announce the date and venue of the conference in due course.

Syrian Arab Republic

[Original: Arabic]
[8 November 2024]

The Syrian Arab Republic affirms the importance of taking the following
measures to implement General Assembly resolution ES-10/24:

* An immediate end must be put to the crime of genocide being committed against
the Palestinian people. A stop must be put to the humanitarian catastrophe in the
Gaza Strip, and to attacks by the occupation forces and settler militias, including
in the West Bank. Urgent and decisive measures must be taken to put an end to
the continuous and systematic violations by Israel of international law and the
Charter of the United Nations and its principles, as well as the hostile policies
of Israel towards representatives of the United Nations, especially the Secretary-
General, and its agencies, including UNRWA.
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* A complete ban must be enforced on transfers of arms and ammunition to the
Israeli occupation entity, and any other commercial transactions that might harm
the Palestinian people. Sanctions, including travel bans and asset freezes, must
be imposed and enforced against natural and legal persons implicated in crimes
against the Palestinians and in perpetuating the Israeli occupation of Palestinian
territory. That includes attacks and violence by the settler gangs.

There must be accountability for the atrocities, crimes and human rights
violations perpetrated by Israel, the occupying Power, against the Palestinian
people over more than seven decades of occupation. There can be no impunity.
The occupation authorities must be made to compensate the Palestinian people
for the damage they have suffered.

The advisory opinion of the International Court of Justice found Israel, the
occupying Power, to be in breach of article 3 of the International Convention on
the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination, which concerns the
prevention of racial segregation and apartheid. The United Nations should take
immediate action to address these grave violations, including by reconvening
the Ad Hoc Committee of the Human Rights Council on the Elaboration of
Complementary Standards to the International Convention on the Elimination
of All Forms of Racial Discrimination, to ensure that these violations are
brought to an end and that the human rights of the Palestinian people are
respected, including their right to self-determination and freedom from racial
discrimination and apartheid.

Syria emphasizes the importance of the pivotal role of UNRWA, and calls for
support for that Agency, pushback against any dilution of its mandate, and
opposition to the invalid measures taken against it by Isracl. UNRWA must be
enabled to continue to provide assistance to Palestinians in their homeland and
in host countries, including Syria. The consequences of withholding such
assistance would be catastrophic.

The Syrian Arab Republic stresses the need to put a stop to the barbaric Israeli
aggression against Lebanon and the repeated Israeli attacks on the Syrian Arab
Republic, to hold the Israeli occupation entity accountable for those attacks, and
to ensure that they do not recur.

Syria calls for earnest action to put a stop to Israeli settlement policies and the
annexation and seizure of land, to return property to its owners, to prevent the
forced displacement of people from their lands, and to reject Israeli measures
aimed at changing the demographic and administrative character of occupied
Arab territories, including the Syrian Golan.

Syria reiterates its call for the implementation of United Nations resolutions
relating to the Arab-Israeli conflict, in particular Security Council resolutions
242 (1967), 338 (1973) and 497 (1981). An end must be put to the Israeli
occupation of Arab territories in Palestine, the Syrian Golan and Lebanon. A
Palestinian State must be established, and the Palestinian people must be
enabled to exercise their inalienable right to self-determination on their land.
Syria demands that the State of Palestine be granted full membership in the
United Nations without delay.
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Tunisia

[Original: Arabic]
[8 November 2024]

Paragraph 4 of General Assembly resolution ES-10/24

* Tunisia has spared no effort to uphold the right of the Palestinian people to self-
determination, or to remove any obstacles to that right caused by the illegal
presence of the occupying Power in the Occupied Palestinian Territory. Indeed,
Tunisia hosted the headquarters of the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO)
from 1982 to 1993. It supported the efforts of PLO to defend the legitimate
demand of the Palestinian people to establish an independent State with A1-Quds
al-Sharif as its capital. When PLO and its leadership were present in the country,
Tunisia paid a steep price: the occupying Power brutally attacked the town of
Hammam Chott in 1985, claiming a heavy toll in lives and property.

Tunisia supports the Palestinian cause, not least by refraining from any action,
under any circumstances, that would deprive the Palestinian people of the right
to self-determination. It endeavours to defend and strengthen that right, which
is irrevocable, inalienable and imprescriptible. Tunisia raises the issue in
regional and international forums and calls on all States, particularly members
of the Security Council, to stop ignoring that right and bring an end to the
historic injustice which the steadfast Palestinian people has endured for decades.

Tunisia has never recognized as legal the situation arising from the unlawful
presence of the occupying Power in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, and it
will never do so. The occupation is illegitimate and flagrantly violates the
property rights of the Palestinian people over their own land. That land was
taken by force, and the inhabitants who were displaced have yet to recover what
was theirs.

Given that Tunisia has never recognized as legal the situation arising from the
unlawful presence of the occupying Power in the Occupied Palestinian Territory,
it could never render aid or assistance in maintaining that situation. Quite the
opposite: it uses every means at its disposal to convince State representatives
whom it meets in various forums that they must not recognize the
aforementioned situation, and that they must prevail on the occupying Power to
end its illegal presence in the Occupied Palestinian Territory.

Tunisia recognizes the complete sovereignty of the State of Palestine over all
the Occupied Palestinian Territory, with Al-Quds al-Sharif as its capital. It
therefore does not recognize any changes in the physical character or
demographic composition of the occupied territory. Similarly, Tunisia does not
have any diplomatic, political, legal, military, economic, commercial or
financial dealings with the occupying Power:

— Tunisia does not recognize the occupying Power at all, and therefore does not
have treaty relations with it in any area, including cases in which the
occupying Power purports to act on behalf of the Occupied Palestinian
Territory or a part thereof.

— Tunisia does not recognize the occupying Power at all, and therefore has no
economic or trade dealings with it concerning the Occupied Palestinian
Territory or parts thereof which may entrench its unlawful presence in the
Territory, including with regard to the settlements and their associated regime.

— Tunisia does not recognize the occupying Power at all, and has not established
diplomatic relations with that Power and will never do so.

75/106


https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/24

A/79/588

76/106

— Tunisia does not recognize the occupying Power. It prevents trade or
investment relations that assist in the maintenance of the illegal situation
created by the occupying Power in the Occupied Palestinian Territory,
including with regard to the settlements and their associated regime.

* The occupying Power runs roughshod over all humanitarian values by
relentlessly targeting innocent Palestinian civilians in an unprecedented
campaign of slaughter and displacement, in full view of the world. Tunisia takes
this opportunity to assert its commitment to international humanitarian law. It
calls on all States parties to the Fourth Geneva Convention that provide support
to the occupying Power to refrain from doing so.

* Tunisia considers that the actions of the occupying Power in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory go beyond apartheid and amount to systematic genocide. The
international community must fulfil its legal, ethical and humanitarian responsibility
to put a stop to such actions, which contravene an erga omnes obligation.

Paragraph 5 of General Assembly resolution ES-10/24

* Tunisia does not recognize the occupying Power. Its consistent and principled
position is to support the comprehensive sovereignty of the State of Palestine over
the entire Occupied Palestinian Territory, with Al-Quds al-Sharif as its capital. It
spares no effort to ensure that its nationals, companies and entities under their
jurisdiction, as well as their authorities, do not act in any way that would entail
recognition or provide aid or assistance in maintaining the situation created by
the occupying Power’s illegal presence in the Occupied Palestinian Territory.

* Tunisia does not import any products originating in the settlements of the
occupying Power. It cannot under any circumstances transfer any equipment of
any nature to the occupying Power.

* Our country does not admit any natural persons, or deal with any legal persons,
who are engaged in maintaining the occupying Power’s unlawful presence in
the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including in relation to settler violence.

* Tunisia supports accountability efforts for all victims.

Paragraph 10 of General Assembly resolution ES-10/24

* Tunisia calls on States that provide support to the occupying Power, or have
been silent about the ongoing genocide of the defenceless Palestinian people, or
have impeded the right of that people to exercise self-determination and
establish an independent State on all its occupied territory, with Al-Quds
al-Sharif as its capital, to fulfil their responsibility by establishing and funding
an international mechanism to provide compensation for damage, loss or injury
resulting from the internationally wrongful acts of the occupying Power in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory. There can, however, be no legal reparations
without restitution, which is the legal responsibility of all States.

Tunisia is prepared to coordinate with the United Nations and its agencies to
establish an international register of damage to serve as a record, in
documentary form, of evidence and claims information on damage, loss or
injury to all natural and legal persons concerned, as well as to the Palestinian
people, caused by the internationally wrongful acts of the occupying Power in
the Occupied Palestinian Territory, as well as to promote and coordinate
evidence-gathering and initiatives aimed at securing such reparation by the
occupying Power.
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Tiirkiye

[Original: English]
[8 November 2024]

In its advisory opinion issued on 19 July 2024, the International Court of Justice
legally confirmed that Israel pursues a policy of occupation and persecution against
the Palestinian people. Tiirkiye has supported the process at the Justice by providing
written and oral contributions to the advisory opinion.

In line with its principled approach towards the issue, Tiirkiye co-sponsored
General Assembly resolution ES-10/24 entitled “Advisory opinion of the
International Court of Justice on the legal consequences arising from Israel’s policies
and practices in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, and
from the illegality of Israel’s continued presence in the Occupied Palestinian
Territory” adopted on 18 September 2024.

As an avid supporter of the implementation of this resolution, Tiirkiye’s actions
to implement the resolution in line with our obligations under international law, inter
alia, as reflected in the advisory opinion, are as follows:

(a) Tiirkiye is a member of the croup of permanent representatives to the
United Nations of the Organization of Islamic Cooperation on the implementation of
General Assembly resolution ES-10/24, which aims at identifying necessary actions
for the timely implementation of the resolution;

(b) Tiirkiye is a member of the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable
Rights of the Palestinian People and through joint and separate action works towards
the realization of the right of the Palestinian people to self-determination;

(¢) Inline with resolution ES-10/24, paragraph 4 (d) (ii), and as a result of the
incessant Israeli aggression and the humanitarian catastrophe, Tiirkiye has restricted
all trade with Israel. Tiirkiye announced that it will not resume trade until Israel agrees
to a ceasefire and lets unhindered humanitarian aid into Gaza;

(d) The ongoing Israeli aggression in Gaza has led to humanitarian catastrophe
in Palestine. More than 43,000 innocent Palestinian civilians have been killed in
indiscriminate Israeli attacks. Tiirkiye has shipped humanitarian aid since the very
first day to be delivered to Gaza; 86,000 tons of humanitarian aid has been sent to
Palestine by Tiirkiye so far;

(e) As the Chair of the Working Group on the Financing of the United Nations
Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near East, Tiirkiye has been
very vocal with regard to its support to the Agency. Tiirkiye contributed an additional
$2 million to the Agency this year on top of its annual contribution of $10 million;

(f) Inline with resolution ES-10/24, paragraph 5 (b), Tirkiye has launched an
initiative at the United Nations to halt arms transfers to Israel. The joint letter calling
for a halt to arms transfers to Israel, signed by 52 countries as well as the Arab League
and the Organization of Islamic Cooperation, was sent to the Secretary-General, the
President of the Security Council and the President of the General Assembly on
1 November 2024;

(g) Tirkiye submitted its declaration of intervention in the case at the
International Court of Justice on the application of the Convention on the Prevention
and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide in the Gaza Strip (South Africa vs. Israel)
on 7 August 2024;

(h) Tirkiye recognizes the State of Palestine and has a diplomatic mission in
Jerusalem. Tiirkiye also supports all international efforts to realize a two-State
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solution. Recently, Tiirkiye joined the Global Alliance for the Implementation of the
Two-State Solution, initiated by the Organization of Islamic Cooperation-League of
Arab States Ministerial Committee on Gaza during the seventy-ninth session of the
General Assembly’s high-level week. Tiirkiye’s voting pattern at the United Nations
also reflects its support for the two-State solution: Tiirkiye co-sponsored the
resolution ES-10/23 of 10 May 2024, which extended Palestine’s rights and privileges
at the United Nations.

Tirkiye will continue its efforts to ensure a permanent ceasefire in Gaza, to

provide humanitarian aid to Palestinians, to support all efforts towards a two-State
solution, to promote the recognition of the State of Palestine, and to raise awareness

on this issue.
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League of Arab States

[Original: English]
[8 November 2024]

The joint communiqué issued by the emergency ministerial meeting of the
League of Arab States and the Organization of Islamic Cooperation held at United
Nations Headquarters in New York on 27 September 2024, welcomed General
Assembly resolution ES-10/24 and mandated the Arab and Islamic groups to
coordinate efforts with States and international organizations to take all necessary
steps to implement the resolution, including by creating such mechanisms as an
international mechanism for reparations, imposition of a weapons ban, ending all
other commercial dealings that may harm Palestinians, implementing sanctions,
including a travel ban, freezing assets of natural and legal persons engaged in
maintaining Israel’s illegal presences in the Occupied Palestinian Territories,
including settlers’ terrorism, ensuring accountability for the victims and holding an
international conference to implement United Nations resolutions to implement the
two-State vision.

The Council of the League of Arab States held an extraordinary session at the
permanent representative level in Cairo on 22 October 2024 and called in its statement
for the implementation of General Assembly resolution ES-10/24 of 18 September
2024, and reiterated its previous resolutions concerning the necessity to initiate
measures to suspend Israel’s participation in the United Nations General Assembly
and to take action on joining the ongoing genocide lawsuit against Israel at the
International Court of Justice, prosecuting Israeli officials included in the list of
shame ratified by the League, boycotting companies that collaborate with the Israeli
occupation system, lifting the Israeli siege imposed on the Gaza Strip, and delivering
urgent humanitarian aid to the Palestinian people.

The Council of the League of Arab States held an extraordinary session at the
permanent representative level in Cairo on 31 October 2024 and emphasized in its
resolution that the measures taken by Israel, the occupying power, against the United
Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near East constituted
a grave breach of Israel’s obligations as the occupying Power in the occupied
Palestinian territory, in accordance with international law, international humanitarian
law, the Geneva Convention relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of
War and the Charter of the United Nations, specifically, Article 2, paragraph 5,
mandating all States to respect the rights of international organizations. The
resolution also stated that these measures defy General Assembly resolution
ES-10/24, which called on Israel, among other obligations, to restore seized lands and
assets since 1967 and to end its illegal presence in the occupied Palestinian territory
within 12 months.

The League of Arab States General Secretariat participated in the first senior
follow-up meeting on the Global Alliance for the Implementation of the Two-State
Solution, held in Riyadh, Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, on 30 and 31 October 2024.

The League of Arab States intends to coordinate with the Organization of
Islamic Cooperation towards convening the joint Arab-Islamic summit to be hosted
by the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia on 11 November 2024 to address the ongoing Israeli
aggression in the Occupied Palestinian Territory.
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Organization of Islamic Cooperation

[Original: English]
[8 November 2024]

The following points summarize actions taken by the Organization of Islamic
Cooperation to implement General Assembly resolution ES-10/24, adopted on
18 September 2024, concerning the advisory opinion of the International Court of
Justice on the legal consequences of Israel’s policies and practices in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory.

(a) The joint communiqué issued by the emergency ministerial meeting of the
Organization of Islamic Cooperation and the League of Arab States, held at United
Nations Headquarters in New York on 27 September 2024, welcomed General
Assembly resolution ES-10/24 of 18 September 2024 and urged States to take all
necessary steps to implement the resolution;

(b) The ministerial meeting on the theme “The situation in Gaza and the
implementation of the two-State solution as a path to a just and comprehensive peace”
was co-organized in cooperation between the Arab-Islamic ministerial committee on
the Gaza Strip, the European Union and Norway, in New York on 26 September 2024.
The Global Alliance for the Implementation of the Two-State Solution was launched
as an outcome of the meeting to further mobilize international support to that end;

(c) The General Secretariat of the Organization of Islamic Cooperation
participated in the first senior follow-up meeting on the Global Alliance for the
Implementation of the Two-State Solution, hosted in Riyadh, Kingdom of Saudi
Arabia on 30 and 31 October 2024,

(d) The Organization of Islamic Cooperation held a coordination meeting at
the level of foreign ministers and a meeting of the Committee of Six on Palestine, on
25 and 27 September 2024 on the margins of the seventy-ninth session of the United
Nations General Assembly, and affirmed in their outcomes unwavering support for
the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people;

(e) The joint Arab-Islamic ministerial committee on Gaza continues to exert
efforts on behalf of the Organization of Islamic Cooperation and the League of Arab
States to sensitize key world leaders and actors about the necessity to implement the
actions set out in the advisory opinion of the International Court of Justice;

(f) The General Secretariat of the Organization of Islamic Cooperation is
guiding the activities of the Islamic groups in several capitals mandated by the
emergency ministerial meeting held in New York on 27 September 2024 to follow up
the implementation of the General Assembly resolution;

(g) The Organization of Islamic Cooperation will coordinate with the League
of Arab States towards convening as soon as possible the conference of High Level
Contracting Parties to the Fourth Geneva Convention so as to enforce it in the
occupied Palestinian territory;

(h) The Organization of Islamic Cooperation will step up efforts in
coordination with other regional organizations and key actors to expedite the
convening of an international conference to end the Israeli occupation and realize the
two-State solution.
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United Nations entities, specialized agencies and related
organizations invited to contribute to the report

United Nations entities

Department for General Assembly and Conference Management
Department of Economic and Social Affairs

Department of Global Communications

Department of Management Strategy, Policy and Compliance
Department of Operational Support

Department of Peace Operations

Department of Safety and Security

International Residual Mechanism for Criminal Tribunals
International Trade Centre

Joint United Nations Programme on HIV/AIDS

Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs

Office of Counter-Terrorism

Office for Disarmament Affairs

Office of the High Representative for the Least Developed Countries, Landlocked
Developing Countries and Small Island Developing States

Office of Internal Oversight Services

Office of Legal Affairs

Office for Outer Space Affairs

Office of the Senior Humanitarian and Reconstruction Coordinator for Gaza
Office of the Special Adviser to the Secretary-General on Africa

Office of the Special Adviser to the Secretary-General on the Prevention of
Genocide

Office of the Special Coordinator on Improving the United Nations Response to
Sexual Exploitation and Abuse

Office of the Special Representative of the Secretary-General for Children and
Armed Conflict

Office of the Special Representative of the Secretary-General on Sexual Violence in
Conflict

Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights

Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees

Office of the United Nations Special Coordinator for the Middle East Peace Process
Office of the Under-Secretary-General for Policy

Secretariat of the Economic Commission for Africa
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Secretariat of the Economic Commission for Europe

Secretariat of the Economic Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean
Secretariat of the Economic and Social Commission for Asia and the Pacific
Secretariat of the Economic and Social Commission for Western Asia
United Nations Children’s Fund

United Nations Conference on Trade and Development

United Nations Development Programme

United Nations Entity for Gender Equality and the Empowerment of Women
United Nations Environment Programme

United Nations Joint Staff Pension Fund

United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime

United Nations Office at Geneva

United Nations Office at Nairobi

United Nations Office for Project Services

United Nations Office at Vienna

United Nations Population Fund

United Nations Register of Damage Caused by the Construction of the Wall in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory

United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near East

United Nations University

Specialized agencies and related organizations

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations
International Atomic Energy Agency

International Civil Aviation Organization
International Criminal Court

International Finance Corporation

International Fund for Agricultural Development
International Labour Organization

International Maritime Organization

International Monetary Fund

International Organization for Migration

International Telecommunication Union

Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons

Preparatory Commission for the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty
Organization

United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization
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United Nations Industrial Development Organization

Universal Postal Union
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Belize

[Original: English]
[6 November 2024]

Belize has the honour to present its views on the establishment of a mechanism
to follow up on the violations by Israel of article 3 of the International Convention on
the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination identified by the International
Court of Justice in its 2024 Advisory Opinion on Legal Consequences arising from
the Policies and Practices of Israel in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including
East Jerusalem.

Belize has a long-standing record of supporting the right of the Palestinian
people to self-determination and to be free from occupation, oppression and the
violation of their most fundamental human rights. This includes recent actions by
Belize focusing specifically on the right of the Palestinians to be free from racial
segregation and apartheid.

In 2021, for example, the National Assembly of Belize adopted a resolution
declaring that Israel’s regime of systemic oppression of the Palestinian people
constitutes a regime of settler colonialism and apartheid and resolved that the
Government should support efforts of the United Nations investigation of Israeli
apartheid.! In 2023-2024, Belize participated in the proceedings at the International
Court of Justice concerning the Occupied Palestinian Territory, and focused
specifically on Israel’s commission of apartheid against the Palestinian people. In
particular, Belize called for the reconstitution of the United Nations Special
Committee against Apartheid and the United Nations Centre against Apartheid. Belize
stated that these bodies could keep under review Israel’s practice of apartheid against
the Palestinian people and third States’ related conduct, report to the United Nations
General Assembly and/or Security Council, and produce reports and studies to
educate and raise awareness about apartheid.?

Belize welcomed the finding of the International Court of Justice in its advisory
opinion that Israel is in continuing breach of article 3 of the Convention, which
prohibits racial segregation and apartheid.® Belize also sponsored and voted in favour
of General Assembly resolution ES-10/24, in paragraph 14 of which the Assembly
requested the Secretary-General to present proposals for the establishment of a
mechanism to follow up on Israel’s breach of article 3 of the Convention.

Belize repeats its position that the United Nations Special Committee against
Apartheid and the United Nations Centre against Apartheid should be reconstituted,
with appropriate adjustments to their mandates. These bodies played a meaningful
role in bringing an end to the apartheid regime in South Africa and could serve the
same goal in respect of Israel’s policies of racial segregation and apartheid of the
Palestinians.

[N

Belize, National Assembly resolution on Palestine motion, 26 and 28 October 2021.

Legal Consequences Arising from the Policies and Practices in the Occupied Palestinian Territory,
including East Jerusalem, written statement of Belize, 25 July 2023, para. 91.

Ibid., Advisory Opinion, para. 229. See also separate opinion of Judge Tladi, para. 36
(interpreting the Court’s finding of a breach of article 3 of the International Convention on the
Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination as “an acceptance that the policies and
practices of Israel constitute a breach of the prohibition of apartheid, which itself is a peremptory
norm of international law”); and Government of Belize, Press Office, “Belize welcomes the ICJ
opinion on Israeli policies and practices in the Occupied Palestinian Territory”, 22 July 2024,
available at www.pressoffice.gov.bz/belize-welcomes-the-icj-opinion-on-israeli-policies-and-
practices-in-the-occupied-palestinian-territory/.
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The Special Committee against Apartheid, and the resolution establishing it, had
anumber of features that could be valuably redeployed in a modified format in respect
of Israel’s racial segregation and apartheid policies. Some such features, and Belize’s
additional recommendations, are:

(a) Ensuring that the scope of the Special Committee’s mandate is
appropriate to the circumstances. General Assembly resolution 1761 (XVII) of
1962 establishing the Special Committee’s mandate applied to “the racial policies of
the Government of South Africa”. The scope of the reconstituted Special Committee’s
mandate should be either similarly broad, or expressly framed to take into account
particularities of Israel’s racial segregation and apartheid policies and practices,
including:

(i) No territorial or racial limit. The mandate should cover Israel’s racial
policies against Palestinians and other racial minorities affected by such policies
and practices wherever they are located, that is, including Palestinians in Israel,
in Gaza, in the West Bank, and Palestinians in other places to the extent they are
affected by Israel’s policies and practices;

(i1) No strict subject-matter limit that would exclude important features
of the systemic racial policies Palestinians are subjected to. The Special
Committee’s mandate should enable it, as noted below, to recognize and reflect
within its activities and work the multifaceted connections between Israel’s
racial segregation and apartheid policies and its other violations of international
human rights and humanitarian law, as established by United Nations
commissions of inquiry and other United Nations bodies (including the
International Court of Justice);

(iii) No strict subject-matter limit based on the finding of the International
Court of Justice of breach of article 3 of the Convention on the Elimination
of All Forms of Racial Discrimination. Paragraph 14 of General Assembly
resolution ES-10/24 requests the Secretary-General to report on a mechanism to
follow up on the violations by Israel of article 3 of the Convention found by the
Court in its 2024 advisory opinion. The Court held that “Israel’s legislation and
measures [that] impose and serve to maintain a near-complete separation in the
West Bank and East Jerusalem between the settler and Palestinian communities”
constitute a breach of article 3 of the Convention.* While the mandate of the
reconstituted Special Committee should take into account the separation
policies in the West Bank and East Jerusalem, it should also include Israel’s
policies and practices that may amount to a violation of article 3 of the
Convention which are premised on other facts, including the developing
situation on the ground; important considerations of preventing racial
segregation and apartheid in violation of article 3 of the Convention; and the
breadth of measures that the United Nations and its Member States should take
to dissuade Israel from continuing its policies and practices of racial segregation
and apartheid, which must not be limited solely to measures with a direct
connection to those policies (as evidenced by the measures of general pressure
the resolution establishing the Special Committee in 1962 called on Member
States to implement, which are summarized below, including cutting diplomatic
relations, closing ports and trade boycotts);

(b) Reporting by the Special Committee on the racial segregation and
apartheid regime. The Special Committee had a mandate to keep the racial policies
of the Government of South Africa under review when the Assembly is not in session

4 Legal Consequences Arising from the Policies and Practices in the Occupied Palestinian Territory,
including East Jerusalem, Advisory Opinion, para. 229.
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and to report either to the Assembly or to the Security Council or to both, as may be
appropriate, from time to time. Similar reporting requirements should be included in
the reconstituted Special Committee’s mandate. More specifically:

(i) The mandate should require detailed reports to document the ways in
which Israel’s racial segregation and apartheid practices are constructed,
implemented and affect the Palestinian people, drawing on the work of other
relevant United Nations bodies, including but not limited to the Special
Rapporteur on the situation of human rights in the Palestinian territories
occupied since 1967; the Independent International Commission of Inquiry on
the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, and Israel (and
other commissions of inquiry); the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable
Rights of the Palestinian People; and the Committee on the Elimination of
Racial Discrimination; as well as undertaking its own investigations and receipt
of communications from relevant actors to the extent feasible. Shedding light
on the multifaceted and structural nature of Israel’s racial segregation and
apartheid policies and practices is important to raise awareness about them, and
to provide the United Nations and Member States with the information
necessary to tailor their responsive actions in the manner that is most effective
for bringing about an end to the racial segregation and apartheid;

(i1) The Special Committee’s reports should also evaluate measures taken by
Israel to comply with its international obligations, and the measures taken by
the United Nations and its Member States to bring Israel’s policies and practices
of racial segregation and apartheid to an end. In this respect, the reports by
United Nations Member States to the Special Committee (discussed below) and
reports by States parties submitted to the Committee on the Elimination of
Racial Discrimination and other human rights treaties bodies should be
sequenced, cross-referenced and considered in the round where possible;

(iii) The Special Committee should be required to report to the General
Assembly or the Security Council regularly, and no less than every six months;

(c) Specific measures to be taken by United Nations Member States. The
resolution establishing the Special Committee in 1962 called on all Member States to
take the following measures, separately or collectively, to bring about the end of
South Africa’s policies: (a) breaking off diplomatic relations, (b) closing their ports
to vessels flying the flag of South Africa, (c) enacting legislation prohibiting such
ships from entering their ports, (d) boycotting all South African goods and refraining
from exporting goods, including arms and ammunition, to South Africa, and
(e) refusing landing and passage facilities to all aircraft belonging to the Government
of South Africa and companies registered under the laws of South Africa. The same
provisions should be included in a resolution reconstituting the Special Committee in
respect of Israel’s racial policies and practices. These measures should be reviewed and
revised throughout Member States’ continual efforts to bring Israel’s racial segregation
and apartheid policies and practices to an end, and such reviews and revisions should
be reported on and evaluated by the Special Committee in the reporting process
(discussed above and below). Belize notes that it took measures to break off diplomatic
relations with Israel in November 2023, and its National Assembly resolution in 2021
called on the Government “to put an end to any kind of military, police training or
security exchange or trade with Israel”;®

o

Government of Belize Press Office, “Belize Takes Measures against Israel”, 14 November 2023,
available at https://www.pressoffice.gov.bz/belize-takes-measures-against-israel/.
® Belize, National Assembly resolution on Palestine motion, para. 6.
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(d) Cooperation and reporting by Member States to the United Nations
on the measures they are adopting. The resolution establishing the Special
Committee in 1962 called on all Member States to do everything in their power to
help the Special Committee to accomplish its task and to refrain from any act likely
to delay or hinder the implementation of the resolution. Member States were also
invited to report to the General Assembly on actions taken, separately or collectively,
in dissuading the Government of South Africa from pursuing its policies of apartheid.
A similar provision for Member State cooperation and reporting should be made in
the resolution reconstituting the Special Committee, but the provisions should be
worded in a stronger manner to reflect the well-established position today that the
prohibitions on racial segregation and apartheid are peremptory norms of
international law,” and that accordingly Member States are obliged to cooperate in
bringing violations of such prohibitions to an end, obliged not to recognize a situation
arising from a violation, and obliged not to aid or assist in the maintenance of that
situation.® The resolution should, in particular, require Member States to report to the
Special Committee on the measures they are taking to bring Israel’s racial segregation
and apartheid policies and practices to an end. Strong support for United Nations
bodies working against Israeli practices is particularly important in the current
climate wherein Israel is targeting United Nations personnel and facilities® and has
banned the presence of and engagement with the United Nations Relief and Works
Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near East (UNRWA), in violation of the
International Court of Justice’s provisional measures order and basic precepts of
humanity;°

(e) United Nations Security Council sanctions and suspension. The
resolution establishing the Special Committee in 1962 also requested the Security
Council to take appropriate measures, including sanctions, to secure South Africa’s
compliance with the resolutions of the General Assembly and of the Security Council,
and, if necessary, to consider action under Article 6 of the Charter (i.e. expulsion). A
similar provision should be included in the resolution establishing the reconstituted
Special Committee calling on the Security Council to ensure compliance by Israel
with its international obligations under the Charter and international law prohibitions
on racial segregation and apartheid, and to consider suspending Israel’s membership

@

©

10

International Law Commission (ILC), Draft conclusions on identification and legal consequences
of peremptory norms, annex, para. (e): ILC, articles on State responsibility, commentary to
article 26, para. 5, and commentary to article 40, para. 4; and James Crawford, Brownlie s
Principles of Public International Law, 9th ed. (Oxford University Press, 2019), pp. 581-582.
ILC, articles on State responsibility, article 41; and Legal Consequences Arising from the
Policies and Practices in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, Advisory
Opinion, paras. 229 and 279.

For example, Michelle Nichols, “Shots fired, bulldozers rammed cars during UN standoff with
Israeli military”, Reuters, 10 September 2024, available at www.reuters.com/world/middle-
east/shots-fired-bulldozers-rammed-cars-during-un-standoff-with-israeli-military-2024-09-10/,
which reported that “A convoy of clearly marked armored U.N. vehicles in Gaza was encircled and
held at gunpoint on Monday by Israeli forces”; and United Nations Interim Force in Lebanon
(UNFIL), statement of 20 October 2024, available at https://unifil.unmissions.org/unifil-statement-
20-october-2024, which stated “Earlier today, an IDF bulldozer deliberately demolished an
observation tower and perimeter fence of a UN position in Marwahin”.

Sam Sokol and Jacob Magid, “Knesset approves laws barring UNRWA from Israel, limiting it in
Gaza and West Bank”, The Times of Israel, 29 October 2024, available at
www.timesofisrael.com/knesset-approves-laws-barring-unrwa-from-israel-limiting-it-in-gaza-and-
west-bank/; statement by the Secretary-General on Israeli legislation on UNRWA, 28 October 2024,
available at www.un.org/sg/en/content/sg/statement/2024-10-28/statement-of-the-secretary-
general-israeli-legislation-unrwa; and Application of the Convention on the Prevention and
Punishment of the Crime of Genocide in the Gaza Strip (South Africa v. Israel), Provisional
Measures Order, 28 March 2024, para. 51 (2)(a), and see also Provisional Measures Order,

26 January 2024, para. 86 (4) and Provisional Measures Order, 24 May 2024, para. 57 (2)(b).
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of the United Nations, or particular bodies of the United Nations, if it fails to comply.
The resolution should also recommend that the General Assembly Credentials
Committee consider suspending Israel from participating in its work by refusing to
accept the credentials of Israel’s delegation, as occurred with South Africa;

(f) Mandate specific activities. The Special Committee engaged in a number

of the following activities in connection with ending South Africa’s apartheid, which
could be formalized by express inclusion in the reconstituted Special Committee’s
mandate.'? Belize also includes here additional suggestions for mandated specific
activities:

(i) Promoting the international campaign against racial segregation and
apartheid, including through media presentations and the organization of
conferences and seminars to promote coordinated action by governments and
the public;

(i1) Pressing for effective sanctions against the apartheid regime and
legitimizing calls for divestment and boycotts (including trade, and Israel’s
participation in cultural (e.g. Eurovision) and sporting exchanges and forums);

(iii) Arranging for assistance to the victims of racial segregation and apartheid,
and assistance to liberation movements, including assisting in organising
campaigns for the release of political prisoners;

(iv) Bringing much needed publicity to the crime and internationally wrongful
act of apartheid, and the legitimate resistance of the Palestinian people, in order
to build support for international collective action;

(v) Promoting action outside of the auspices of the United Nations such as the
establishment of funds and agencies with support from committed governments
and non-governmental organizations, in order to supplement, support and,
importantly, go beyond Unite Nations action and do what United Nations
agencies cannot do;

(vi) Supporting international accountability and reparations efforts aimed at
holding individuals and Israel responsible for the crime and internationally
wrongful act of apartheid, and ensuring Israel fulfils its obligations to make full
reparation for the damage caused by such conduct, consistently with the
International Court of Justice’s advisory opinion and General Assembly
resolution ES-10/24;13

(vii) Encouraging the Security Council to adopt a binding resolution formally
calling on Member States, under Article 25 of the Charter of the United Nations,
to comply with their obligations to cooperate to end, not recognize and not aid
or assist in the continuation of Israel’s racial segregation and apartheid policies
and practices. The Security Council resolution should also oblige Member
States to report to the Special Committee on the actions taken, separately or
collectively, in dissuading Israel from pursuing its policies and practices of
racial segregation and apartheid;

11 UN Photo, “General Assembly decides to suspend South Africa from participation in its work”,
12 November 1974, available at https://media.un.org/photo/en/asset/oun7/oun7593912#:=:text=
The%?20decision%20upheld%20a%20ruling.delegation%20participare%20in%20its%20work .

12 See Michigan State University, African Activist Archive, “Special Committee Against Apartheid,”
available at https://africanactivist.msu.edu/organization/210-813-65/; and Enuga S. Reddy, “The
struggle against apartheid: lessons for today’s world”, UN Chronicle, 1 September 2007, available
at www.un.org/en/chronicle/article/struggle-against-apartheid-lessons-todays-world.

18 Advisory Opinion, paras. 269-271; and resolution ES-10/24, paras. 5 (¢)—~(d), 9 and 11.
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(viii) Reviewing and reporting on the efforts that Member States are undertaking
to comply with their obligations to cooperate in bringing about an end to Israel’s
racial segregation and apartheid and not to recognize or aid and assist in its
continuation (including name and shame reporting);

(ix) Recognizing and reflecting within its activities and work the multifaceted
connections between Israel’s racial segregation and apartheid policies and its
other violations of international human rights and humanitarian law, as
established by United Nations commissions of inquiry and other United Nations
bodies (including the International Court of Justice).

In addition to reconstituting the Special Committee, the United Nations should
also reconstitute the United Nations Centre against Apartheid. The Centre was
initially created to help the Special Committee develop its international campaign,
produce reports and studies on racial segregation and apartheid, lead public awareness
campaigns and provide humanitarian and educational assistance to the victims of
apartheid. It could serve a similar function in supporting the reconstituted Special
Committee’s efforts in respect of Israel.

The establishment of a United Nations mechanism focused on ending Israel’s
policies and practices of racial segregation and apartheid is of paramount importance.
The historical experience with South Africa has shown that dismantling institutions
and systemic practices of racial discrimination and apartheid, formalized in
legislation and cemented in State-sanctioned and produced propaganda, is incredibly
difficult and complex. In South Africa, it took decades of activism from inside the
country, a near impossible prospect for Palestinians who are regularly subjected to
violent repression, including through the use of lethal force and genocide and from
outside the country, coupled with significant international economic pressure imposed
by sanctions and trade boycotts. The scale of the pressure that needs to be brought to
bear on Israel cannot be achieved by individual States alone, but must be achieved by
the international community working together, including through a dedicated United
Nations mechanism as a means to galvanize, legitimize and support the necessary
collective action.

The need to end the abhorrent crime of apartheid wherever it exists is always
urgent, but it is particularly urgent in the case of the Palestinians, who are being
subjected to war crimes, crimes against humanity* and genocide in Gaza,'® as well
as increasingly violent repression in the West Bank.® With every day that passes, the
Palestinians continue to suffer on an unimaginable scale, with the cruel consequences
of apartheid compounded by multifaceted and interconnected constant threats to their

14 See, e.g., the report of the Independent International Commission of Inquiry on the Occupied

Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, and Israel (A/79/232), of 11 September 2024,
paras. 89, 91, 94, 95, 98, 100, 102, 105 and 107-110, making findings of the war crimes of wilful
killing, torture, rape, attacks intentionally directed against civilians and specifically protected
persons such as medical staff, attacks intentionally directed against civilian and specifically
protected objects such as medical facilities, inhuman treatment of detainees and outrages upon
personal dignity, using detainees as human shields, forced displacement and seizing protected
property, and making findings of the crimes against humanity of extermination, torture, rape,
forcible transfer, enforced disappearance and other inhumane acts.

Application of the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide in the
Gaza Strip (South Africa v. Israel), Order, 26 January 2024, paras. 74 and 86 (1); and see, e.g.,
report of the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights in the Palestinian territories
occupied since 1967, Francesca Albanese (A/79/384), of 1 October 2024, para. 3, in which she
states “Patterns of violence against the group as a whole warrant the application of the
Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide (Genocide Convention)
in order to cease, prevent and punish genocide in the whole of the occupied Palestinian
territory”.

16 Ibid., paras. 24-34.
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lives and their most fundamental human rights. This situation demands urgent and
meaningful action from the international community adequate to meet the unique
challenges of this situation.

Iran (Islamic Republic of)

[Original: English]
[23 October 2024]

Discrimination, as identified by the International Court of Justice in its
advisory opinion

The Islamic Republic of Iran hereby submits its proposal in response to the
request from the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights,
as delineated in paragraph 14 of the General Assembly resolution ES-10/24,
concerning the establishment of a mechanism to follow up on violations by the Israeli
regime of article 3 of the International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms
of Racial Discrimination, as identified by the International Court of Justice in its
advisory opinion. This proposal meticulously outlines the legal documentation and
relevant facts pertaining to violations of article 3 of the Convention, which have met
the legal criteria for the commission of the crime of apartheid, and the submitted
documentation demonstrates that an apartheid system has been established by the
Israeli regime to maintain domination over Palestinians. Furthermore, it endeavours
to address the establishment of a robust monitoring mechanism through the creation
of an Apartheid Committee to ensure accountability for the apartheid crimes that the
Israeli regime persistently commits, in alignment with United Nations General
Assembly resolutions.

The Islamic Republic of Iran to the United Nations Office at Geneva submits its
legal and fact-based assessment, addressing the entrenched apartheid system imposed
by the Israeli regime on the Palestinian people. This document aims to shed light on
the systemic and pervasive nature of apartheid that has evolved over decades, rooted
in laws, policies and institutions designed not to uphold justice, but to reinforce racial
domination and oppression. Through a critical evaluation of these legal frameworks,
it becomes evident that the Israeli regime’s institutions are instruments of apartheid,
systematically depriving Palestinians of their fundamental rights and freedoms. The
regime’s apparatus, functioning with impunity, has become an enduring symbol of
racial segregation and oppression, entrenching a status quo of grave injustice that
cannot be ignored.

Furthermore, the Islamic Republic of Iran emphasizes that none of the content
within this legal response, whether referencing the laws, institutions or practices of
this illegitimate regime, should be interpreted as recognition of the Israeli regime, nor
as a departure from Iran’s longstanding legal and principled positions regarding
apartheid, the International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial
Discrimination, and other relevant legal frameworks. This document solely serves to
expose the apartheid nature of the Israeli regime. The analysis presented outlines the
factual and legal dimensions of this system of oppression, illustrating its deeply
embedded violations of international law and human rights. In doing so, it
underscores the urgent necessity for the establishment of an Apartheid Committee,
tasked with conducting a thorough investigation into the discriminatory actions and
policies of the Israeli apartheid regime, as a critical step towards justice and
accountability.

In relation to paragraph 14 of General Assembly resolution ES-10/24 of
18 September 2024, which addresses article 3 of the Convention as identified by the
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International Court of Justice in its advisory opinion, several critical points must be
highlighted.

First and foremost, the International Court of Justice advisory opinion on the
Legal Consequences Arising from the Policies and Practices of Israel in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, reached a decisive conclusion. The
Court found that:

Israel’s legislation and measures impose and serve to maintain a near complete
separation in the West Bank and East Jerusalem between the settler and
Palestinian communities. For this reason, the Court considers that Israel’s
legislation and measures constitute a breach of Article 3 of CERD.?!

This finding is of paramount importance, as article 3 of the Convention explicitly
prohibits racial segregation and apartheid. In this context, Judge Tladi, in his
declaration, unequivocally affirmed: “The Court was correct to find that the policies
and practices of Israel in the Occupied Palestinian Territory amount to apartheid.”?
This statement reflects the clear and irrefutable nature of Israel’s apartheid regime as
observed within the occupied Palestine.

The argument that Israel has merely violated article 3 without engaging in
apartheid is legally unsound. This line of reasoning neglects the clear and sustained
evidence of apartheid policies in the Occupied Palestinian Territory. As outlined in
the subsequent legal and factual analysis, it will be conclusively demonstrated that
Israel constitutes an apartheid regime under international law. The presented
evidence, along with the relevant legal standards, firmly substantiates this reality,
necessitating accountability for the grave violations and crimes committed under its
framework.

The breadth and severity of racially discriminatory violations committed against
Palestinians are evident in the preceding analysis of the Israeli regime’s policies
against Palestinians under article 5 of the Convention. These violations, persistent
and far-reaching, not only represent individual breaches of fundamental rights but
collectively constitute a systematic and institutionalized form of domination,
fulfilling the criteria of apartheid. Under article II of the International Convention on
the Suppression and Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid, many of these actions
qualify as “inhuman acts” of apartheid. The evidence overwhelmingly points to the
Israeli regime’s responsibility for committing such acts as defined in article II (a), (¢),
(d) and (f) of the Apartheid Convention.

First, in interpreting the term apartheid, it is important to recall that the
definition in the Apartheid Convention is prefaced by the statement “which shall
include policies and practices of racial segregation and discrimination as practised in
southern Africa ...”. The policies and practices of the Israeli regime in the Occupied
Palestine are, in many respects, identical to those of apartheid South Africa. As the
International Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia noted in the context of genocide,
intention and purpose can be inferred from a number of facts and circumstances,
including the general context and the systematic perpetration of other culpable acts
against the same group.®

Given the comprehensive nature of the outlined policies and practices, it is
impossible to view these segregationist acts, particularly the explicit, legislated policy
that reserves self-determination in Palestine exclusively for Jewish individuals,
without recognizing their clear purpose of dominating the Palestinian population.

Y Advisory Opinion, para. 229.

2 Ibid., declaration of Judge Tladi, para. 5.

3 International Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia, Appeals Chamber, Prosecutor v. Goran Jelisié,
Case No. IT-95-10-A, Judgement, 5 July 2001, para. 47.
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Furthermore, it is important to remember that establishing “the purpose of
domination” does not require domination to be the sole or even dominant reason for
the discriminatory measures. In the same vein, the actions of the Israeli regime aim
to entrench a system of racial domination and segregation, regardless of any
justifications offered. Thus, the evidence presented conclusively demonstrates that
the crime of apartheid is being perpetrated by the Israeli regime. This is evidenced by
the establishment of a dual legal system, whereby civil laws are applied to Jewish
settlers, granting them privileges, while Palestinians are subjected to punitive military
laws and courts. Such a system clearly constitutes the institutionalized segregation,
domination and systematic oppression that are the defining elements of the crime of
apartheid under international law.

Article IT (a) of the Apartheid Convention pertains to the denial of the right to life
and liberty of person for members of a racial group. The Israeli regime’s policies and
practices in the West Bank include extrajudicial killings of Palestinians resisting
occupation, often targeting political leaders and militants. These killings also extend
to the deaths of innocent bystanders, dismissed as “collateral damage” during military
operations. Routine incursions, raids and the disproportionate use of force against
civilian demonstrators further exacerbate this violation. Similarly, the denial of liberty
is manifest in the mass arrests and systematic detention of Palestinians, who form the
overwhelming majority of detainees from the Occupied Palestinian Territory. For
instance, in 2006, of the 9,498 security prisoners held by the Israeli regime, only 12
were Jewish Israelis. Arbitrary arrests, including “administrative detention” without
charge or trial, remain a central feature of the regime’s occupation policy, illustrating
a deliberate and entrenched pattern of racial domination and oppression against the
Palestinian people.

Article II (¢) of the Apartheid Convention is a comprehensive clause, defining
acts of apartheid as including any measures deliberately designed to prevent a racial
group from fully participating in the political, social, economic and cultural life of a
country, as well as the intentional creation of conditions that hinder the complete
development of that group. This provision identifies nine fundamental rights and
freedoms whose denial would obstruct the subjugated group’s ability to engage in
civil, political, socioeconomic and cultural progress. Such a denial, in turn, serves to
entrench the systematic domination of the oppressor.

The Israeli regime’s persistent violations of these fundamental rights in the
Occupied Palestine, as stipulated in article 5 of the International Convention on the
Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination, are well documented. Palestinians
are routinely denied the right to freedom of movement, which is severely restricted
through checkpoints, walls and other military and administrative barriers.
Furthermore, their right to freedom of residence is consistently undermined by
policies of forced displacement and home demolitions, while the right to leave and
return to their country is rendered practically inaccessible through complex legal and
bureaucratic restrictions. Palestinians are also denied the right to a nationality, as the
Israeli regime’s policies deliberately erode the recognition of their national identity
and sovereignty.

In addition, economic rights such as the right to work are systematically
violated. The Israeli regime’s occupation policies severely limit Palestinians’ access to
employment, often restricting their ability to engage in productive economic activities.
This extends to the right to form and join trade unions, which is similarly curtailed,
further diminishing Palestinians’ capacity to organize collectively for the protection of
their labour rights and economic well-being. These cumulative violations, as outlined

4 Letter from the Israeli regime Prison Service to Adalah, The Legal Center for Arab Minority
Rights in Israel (6 November 2006).
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in article II (c) of the Apartheid Convention, demonstrate the deliberate and ongoing
effort by the Israeli regime to stifle the political, social and economic development of
the Palestinian people, reinforcing the entrenched structures of racial segregation and
domination.

The 2009 report of the United Nations Fact-Finding Mission on the Gaza
Conflict lends significant credence to the assertion of apartheid in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory, particularly in relation to article II (a) and (c) of the Apartheid
Convention. The report meticulously presents compelling evidence of “discrimination
and differential treatment” between Palestinians and Israeli Jews, spanning critical
areas such as judicial treatment, land use, housing and access to natural resources;
citizenship, residency and family unification; access to essential food and water
supplies; the use of force against demonstrators; freedom of movement; and access to
healthcare, education, social services and freedom of association. The report’s
findings strongly affirm the existence of systemic discrimination against Palestinians,
and it raises the serious prospect of the commission of the crime against humanity of
persecution.®

The systematic discrimination, both in law and in practice, against Palestinians,
in legislation (including the existence of an entirely separate legal and court
system which offers systematically worse conditions compared with that
applicable to Israelis), and practice during arrest, detention, trial and sentencing
compared with Israeli citizens is contrary to ICCPR, article 2, and potentially in
violation of the prohibition on persecution as a crime against humanity. ®

This body of evidence, therefore, not only corroborates the view that the policies
and practices of the Israeli regime violate fundamental principles of international
human rights law but also strengthens the argument that these violations indeed
constitute apartheid. The apartheid nature of the Israeli regime has been meticulously
documented over the past two years by the United Nations Special Rapporteur on the
situation of human rights in the Palestinian territories. The Special Rapporteur
unequivocally concluded that “systemic and widespread discriminatory Israeli
policies and practices against the Palestinians amount to the crime of apartheid under
international law.”’

Article II (d) of the Apartheid Convention expressly prohibits measures intended
to divide the population along racial lines. Such segregation is a defining
characteristic of an apartheid system, evoking the “grand apartheid” policies of South
Africa, particularly through its mention of the creation of separate reserves and
ghettos for specific racial groups. The policies implemented by the Israeli regime
throughout the occupation, most notably since the late 1970s, have culminated in the
construction of the Wall since 2002 and the ongoing blockade of Gaza since 2007.
These actions have effectively fragmented the occupied Palestine into a series of
non-contiguous enclaves or “reserves”, confining Palestinians within these isolated
regions. East Jerusalem, the cultural and economic heart of Palestine, has been
similarly impacted, with Palestinians there largely segregated from the Jewish-Israeli
population of the city and increasingly cut off from the rest of the occupied Palestine.

Through residence and movement restrictions that advance the explicit agenda
of “Judaizing” the city and fully incorporating it into the Israeli regime, Palestinian
residents of East Jerusalem, while subjected to jurisdiction of the Israeli regime law
and taxation, have historically been excluded from the rights and entitlements

o

~ o

United Nations, report of the United Nations Fact-Finding Mission on the Gaza Conflict
(A/HRC/12/48 of 15 September 2009), paras. 113, 206, 208, 938, 1427, 1577, 1579 and 1616.
Ibid., para. 1502.

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights in the Palestinian territories
occupied since 1967 (A/77/356 of 21 September 2022, para. 9).
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associated with citizenship and deprived of essential services. They face systematic
targeting for exclusion from residence in the city through the revocation of
identification documents, the imposition of an excessively burdensome “centre of
life” test (which is not equitably applied to Jewish settlers in East Jerusalem), and the
redrawing of the city’s municipal boundaries to strip Palestinians residing on the
eastern side of the Wall of their residency status in Jerusalem. These discriminatory
bureaucratic realignments can be contextualized within the framework of Israeli
“master plans” that outline visions for a “Greater Jewish Jerusalem”, aimed at further
diminishing the Palestinian segment of the city’s population.

The definition of apartheid articulated in article II of the Apartheid Convention
stipulates that, for the crime of apartheid to be constituted, the inhuman acts must be
“committed for the purpose of establishing and maintaining domination by one racial
group over any other racial group and systematically oppressing them.” The primary
motivation behind the actions of the civil and military authorities of the Israeli regime
in the occupied Palestine is to insulate and privilege Jewish settlements and their
associated infrastructure, thereby minimizing Palestinian incursions into the lives of
the dominant settler population.

It is evident that the acts perpetrated by the Israeli regime are neither random
nor isolated; rather, they are components of a comprehensive and oppressive system
that is both institutionalized and systematic, manifesting in the provision of separate
and unequal treatment to Palestinians. This systematic approach underscores the
intent to maintain a hierarchical order that privileges one racial group over another,
thereby fulfilling the criteria set forth in the Apartheid Convention.

At the core of the Israeli regime’s apartheid policies against Palestinians lies a
legal framework that establishes a concept of “Jewish nationality” and systematically
privileges Jewish nationals over non-Jewish communities. This legal architecture not
only enshrines the notion of Jewish supremacy but also institutionalizes disparities
that marginalize Palestinian individuals and communities, reinforcing a hierarchy
based on ethnicity and nationality. The implications of such a system extend far
beyond mere legal distinctions; they permeate various facets of daily life,
encompassing access to resources, civil rights and social services, thereby
perpetuating a regime of inequality and oppression.

The legal framework of the Israeli regime is notably distinctive in its
differentiation between nationality and citizenship, positioning itself as the Jewish
nation. In this context, there exists no legal recognition of an “Israeli nation” for either
legal or policy purposes. The jurisprudence of the Supreme Court of the Israeli regime
further reinforces this characterization, affirming that the Israeli regime is defined not
as the “Israeli nation”, but explicitly as the “Jewish nation”.® This distinction has
profound implications for the rights and status of non-Jewish citizens, effectively
institutionalizing a hierarchy that privileges Jewish nationals and marginalizes others
within the State’s legal and political framework. The 1952 Citizenship Law
subsequently grants immigrants entering under the oleh visa the right to acquire
immediate citizenship, thereby providing further evidence of the apartheid regime of
Israel.

The codification of Jewish nationality is profoundly significant to the
circumstances prevailing in the occupied Palestine, where the laws of the Israeli
regime systematically confer privileges upon Jewish settlers at the expense of
Palestinian residents. In the realm of land law, the aforementioned disparities
regarding exclusive Jewish access to land extend to any territory designated as “state
land” by the Israeli regime. The 1951 State Property Law facilitates the incorporation

8 George Rafael Tamarin v. the State of Israel (20 January 1972) 26 PD 1 197.
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of such “state land” in any region where the laws of the Israeli regime are applied,
thereby encompassing the territories it occupies. A substantial portion of the West
Bank has been classified as “state land” by the Israeli regime, effectively barring
Palestinian access for the establishment of Jewish settlements, military outposts and
nature reserves. This approach situates much of the territory within a structured
framework, aimed at administering “state land” solely for the benefit of the Jewish
populace.

In the West Bank, the Israeli regime has seized over 2 million dunams of
Palestinian land, accounting for more than one third of the territory. This includes
tens of thousands of dunams that the regime itself acknowledges as privately owned
by Palestinians. According to data from the Israeli Civil Administration, authorities
of the Israeli regime allocated 674,459 dunams of state land in the West Bank
primarily for use by citizens of the Israeli regime, notably for settlement expansion. ®
This allocation represents 99.76 per cent of all state land designated for use by third
parties, leaving a mere 0.24 per cent, or approximately 1,600 dunams, for
Palestinians. Of this minimal allocation, 80 was in the form of “compensation” for
land seized for settlements or as alternative land following the forced displacement
of Palestinian Bedouins from their ancestral lands. In addition, 400,000 dunams of
this state land were allocated to the World Zionist Organization, whose Settlement
Division is tasked with establishing and strengthening Jewish settlement in the
country’s periphery through the consolidation of state lands provided by the
government. 0

With certain exceptions in specific settlements in East Jerusalem, the right of
residence within Jewish settlements in the occupied Palestine is entirely restricted for
Palestinians, being accessible solely to citizens of the Israeli regime or to individuals
of Jewish descent entitled to citizenship or residency under the Israeli regime’s Law
of Return. This provision underscores the racialized framework underpinning the
Israeli regime’s colonization and governance of these territories, whereby even
non-Israeli regime Jews are afforded privileges over the indigenous Palestinian
population. Consequently, the intersection of race and nationality is rendered
profoundly inequitable, reflecting a systematic bias that privileges one group at the
expense of another.

Discrimination in the Israeli regime is not confined solely to distinctions
between Israeli regime citizens and Palestinian non-citizens, but extends more
profoundly to those classified under Israeli regime law as Jewish nationals (those
entitled to citizenship under the Law of Return) versus those who are not. This was
comprehensively addressed by the Independent International Fact-Finding Mission,
mandated by the UN Human Rights Council to investigate the impact of Israeli regime
settlements on the civil, political, economic, social, and cultural rights of Palestinians
throughout the OPT. In its 2013 report, the Mission highlighted the existence of
distinct legal systems for settlers and Palestinians, concluding that these disparities
represent a clear manifestation of institutionalized discrimination.

The legal regime of segregation operating in the Occupied Palestinian Territory
has enabled the establishment and the consolidation of the settlements through
the creation of a privileged legal space for settlements and settlers. It results in
daily violations of a multitude of the human rights of the Palestinians in the

® Peace Now, “State land allocation in the West Bank — for Israelis only,” 17 July 2018, available
at https://peacenow.org.il/en/state-land-allocation-west-bank-israelis.

10 Association for Civil Rights in Israel, “Information sheet: Allocation of State land in OPT”,
available at https://law.acri.org.il/en/2013/04/23/info-sheet-state-land-opt/ (accessed 4 June 2020).
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Occupied Palestinian Territory, including, incontrovertibly, violating their rights
to non-discrimination, equality before the law and equal protection of the law.!

The fact-finding mission demonstrates that settlers have exploited their
privileged legal status to perpetrate violence against Palestinians and their property,
with the Israeli regime allowing such acts to persist with impunity. This impunity,
coupled with the regime’s intention, leads to the unequivocal conclusion that
institutionalized discrimination is systematically practised against the Palestinian
people in matters of violence. Such realities further expose the Israeli regime as an
apartheid system, devoid of legitimacy, as even its internal legal framework is
designed to uphold and perpetuate apartheid policies.

The institutionalization of discrimination and domination within the Israeli
regime’s legal framework is most evident in the dual legal system applied in the West
Bank. Jewish settlers are governed by Israeli civilian law and constitutional
protections, while Palestinians are subjected to military rule. This system creates a
clear separation between the two populations, with Jewish settlers benefiting from
legal privileges not available to the occupied Palestinian population. The legal
framework operates under the principle of “separate but unequal”, reinforcing
segregation and inequality.

The application of Israeli civil legislation to Jewish settlers in the Occupied
Palestine occurs through both territorial and personal legal mechanisms. On a
territorial basis, elements of Israeli civil law are incorporated into military orders
governing Jewish settlements. These orders allow the Isracli Military Commander to
extend domestic legislation to settlements, effectively merging settlement law with
Israeli law, thereby diminishing the legal distinction between Israeli territory and the
Occupied Palestine.

On a personal basis, Israeli settlers, including non-citizens who are eligible to
immigrate under the Law of Return, are subject to Israeli law even when residing in
the Occupied Palestine. For example, the 1977 Extension of Emergency Regulations
Law allows settlers accused of criminal offenses in the West Bank to be tried in Israeli
civilian courts rather than military courts, which are reserved for Palestinians. This
creates a legal framework that extends Israeli criminal law to settlers, granting them
rights and protections denied to Palestinians under military rule.

In effect, the legal relevance of local law in the Occupied Palestinian Territory
for Jewish settlers is minimal, as Israeli laws dominate their governance, creating a
system of legal and administrative segregation that enforces unequal treatment
between settlers and the Palestinian population. Furthermore, Israeli regime so-called
constitutional rights are extended to settlers based on their personal connection to this
regime. The Israeli Supreme Court has affirmed that settlers are entitled to
constitutional protections, even when residing outside Israeli territory, so long as the
area remains under Israeli control. This personal application of rights not only
highlights the racialized foundation of the legal system, which privileges settlers on
the basis of their Jewish identity, but also exposes the deeply entrenched nature of the
apartheid regime. By enshrining such discriminatory practices in its legal and
institutional frameworks, the Israeli regime perpetuates systemic oppression and
inequality.

This regime cannot claim legitimacy, as its very institutions and laws are
structured to entrench apartheid and to deny basic human rights to the indigenous

11

United Nations, report of the independent international fact-finding mission to investigate the
implications of the Israeli settlements on the civil, political, economic, social and cultural rights
of the Palestinian people throughout the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem
(A/HRC/22/63 of 7 February 2013), para. 49.
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Palestinian population. The legal system, designed to privilege one group at the
expense of another, is inherently unjust and serves as an instrument of domination. In
such a context, the notion of legal legitimacy becomes untenable, as the regime’s own
laws perpetuate the oppression and subjugation of an entire people, stripping it of any
moral or legal foundation in the eyes of the international community.

In stark contrast to its treatment of Jewish settlers in the same territory, the
Israeli Supreme Court has consistently refused to extend constitutional protections to
Palestinians.!? Instead, Palestinians are subjected to both the personal and territorial
application of Israeli military legislation. During the initial three months of Israel’s
occupation in 1967, over 100 military legislative measures were introduced in the
West Bank, with nearly as many enacted in Gaza. Just two days into the Six-Day War,
Military Proclamation No. 2 was issued, vesting all legislative, executive, and judicial
authority in the hands of the Israeli Military Commander.*® Since then, the military
authorities have implemented more than 2,500 military orders that have dramatically
reshaped pre-existing laws, regulating everything from alcohol taxes ¥ to the
management of natural resources,®® and even specifying the types of fruits and
vegetables Palestinians are permitted to cultivate.'

The Israeli regime, through the establishment of an apartheid system, continues
to exploit and plunder the natural resources belonging to the Palestinian people. As
documented by the Special Rapporteur, the Israeli regime has implemented a complex
and oppressive framework of control over the occupied Palestinian territory, designed
to exclusively benefit its illegal colonies. This system severely undermines the
Palestinians’ right to self-determination as enshrined in common article 1 (2) of the
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights and the International Covenant
on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, which guarantees peoples’ permanent
sovereignty over their natural resources as a fundamental aspect of their economic
development.

Moreover, a network of national and international businesses operates within
the illegally occupied Palestinian territory, exploiting resources such as water, land
and minerals to the detriment of the Palestinian population. These businesses not only
deprive Palestinians of their rightful access to these resources but also “field test”
military equipment on them, extracting wealth for the exclusive benefit of Israel’s
colonies and the occupying power. This organized exploitation further entrenches
Israel’s apartheid regime, solidifying its systematic and illegal domination over the
Palestinian people and their land as has been expressly affirmed by the Special
Rapporteur on the situation of human rights in the Palestinian territories occupied:

In Area C of the West Bank, which contains the majority of the natural resources
and almost all the arable land in the West Bank, Isracl maintains complete
monopoly over water springs and has designated a mere 1 per cent of land for
Palestinian development. The “coordination system” that Israel has ostensibly

12 See, e.g., Adalah et al. v. Minister of Interior et al., HCJ 7052/03, judgment of 14 May 2006

(the Family Unification case); Adalah v. Minister of Defence, HCJ 8276/05, judgment of 12 December
2006 (the No Compensation Law case).

13 Military Proclamation No. 2, Concerning Regulation and Authority of the Judiciary (7 June 1967).
14 Military Order No. 38, Order Concerning Alcoholic Beverages (4 July 1967).
15 See, inter alia, Military Order No. 92, Order Concerning Jurisdiction Over Water Regulations

(15 August 1967).

16 See, e.g., Military Order No. 474, Order Concerning Amending the Law for the Preservation of

Trees and Plants (26 July 1972); Military Order No. 1039, Order Concerning Control over the
Planting of Fruit Trees (5 January 1983); and Military Order No. 1147, Order Concerning
Supervision over Fruit Trees and Vegetables (30 July 1985).

99/106



A/79/588

100/106

established to facilitate Palestinians’ access to their land is convoluted and
inefficient.'’

Military orders have conferred upon the army of the Israeli regime
comprehensive authority over water-related matters in the West Bank, designating
water resources as state property.'® Furthermore, these orders prohibit Palestinians
from establishing or utilizing water installations without prior authorization,
effectively restricting their access to essential water resources and services.'® The
authorities of the Israeli regime exercise primary control over water resources in the
West Bank, allocating water in a manner that is discriminatory towards the Palestinian
population. Two of Israel’s three major water resources, namely, the Jordan River and
the Mountain Aquifer, which comprises three basins, flow predominantly through the
West Bank. The third resource, the Coastal Aquifer, is situated along the coast of
Israel and Gaza.? The Israeli regime has utilized its control over portions of the
Mountain Aquifer to benefit its own citizens and settlers, in violation of international
humanitarian law, which prohibits occupying powers from exploiting natural
resources for their economic advantage. Notably, while approximately 80 per cent of
the Mountain Aquifer’s water recharge area is located beneath the West Bank, Israel
extracts about 90 per cent of the total water withdrawn from the aquifer annually,
leaving Palestinians with a mere 10 per cent for their own use.?

Moreover, Israeli authorities have effectively denied Palestinians access to the
Jordan River, the sole major surface water resource in the West Bank, by diverting its
flow upstream. Between 2009 and July 2019, these authorities demolished or
confiscated 547 structures that provided water and sanitation services, including
cisterns, water pipes and mobile latrines, as reported by the United Nations Office for
the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs.?? In 2009, the World Bank reported that the
overall water consumption of Israelis in the West Bank was four times greater than
that of the Palestinian population.? This systematic deprivation of water resources
significantly exacerbates the humanitarian crisis faced by the Palestinian people.

In the realm of construction, the Israeli regime has entrenched its apartheid
system by enforcing oppressive laws and policies specifically designed to marginalize
and discriminate against Palestinians, thereby perpetuating a regime of systemic
racial segregation and apartheid. The authorities of the Israeli regime have effectively
rendered it exceedingly difficult for Palestinians to secure building permits in Area
C, which constitutes 60 per cent of the West Bank under exclusive Israeli jurisdiction.
Over the two-decade span from 2000 to 2019, these authorities granted merely 245
building permits to Palestinians in Area C, amounting to less than 4 per cent of the
total applications submitted. In the specific time frame from 2016 to 2018, only 21
permits were issued, representing less than 1.5 per cent of the applications received.
Furthermore, between 2009 and 2020, Israeli authorities systematically demolished

17 United Nations, report of the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights in the
Palestinian territories occupied since 1967 (A/77/356 of 21 September 2022), para. 49.

18 Military Order 158, Order Concerning Amendment to Supervision Over Water Law, 30 October
1967, published in IMCC, Israeli Military Orders, para. 22.

19 Military Order 291, Order Concerning Settlement of Disputes Over Land and Water,

19 December 1968, published in IMCC, Israeli Military Orders, para. 38.

2 Al Haq, “Water for one people only: discriminatory access and ‘water-apartheid’ in the OPT”,
8 April 2013, available at www.alhaq.org/publications/8073.html (accessed 4 June 2020),
paras. 28-29.

2L United Nations, “Report of the independent international fact-finding mission” (A/HRC/22/63),
para. 81.

22 United Nations, “Humanitarian needs overview — OPT”, Humanitarian Programme Cycle 2020,
December 2019, available at www.ochaopt.org/sites/default/files/hno_2020-final.pdf (accessed
4 June 2020), para. 43.

2 World Bank, “Assessment of restrictions on Palestinian water sector development”, para. 13.
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5,817 structures owned by Palestinians, including residences, primarily on the
grounds of lacking the requisite permits, as reported by the United Nations Office for
the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs.?* In stark contrast, the Israeli regime
provides a plethora of incentives, such as housing benefits, business subsidies
(notably in agricultural and industrial sectors), budgetary advantages and tax
exemptions, to encourage Jewish Israelis to relocate to settlements. This approach has
facilitated the steady and unlawful expansion of Israeli settlements in the West Bank
over several decades. From 2009 to 2020, Israeli authorities initiated the construction
of more than 23,696 housing units within West Bank settlements, excluding East
Jerusalem.?

Among the most significant security-related military orders are Military Order
No. 378, which governs criminal offenses and detention,?® and Military Order
No. 1229, which permits “administrative” detention without charge or trial for
extended periods.?” Under this military regime, Palestinians are routinely subjected
to longer pre-charge detention periods and receive harsher sentences than their Jewish
counterparts, even when accused of the same offence in the same territory.?® The
enforcement of these military orders occurs within a military court system that has
become an institutional centrepiece of the Israeli regime’s apparatus of control over
Palestinians in the West Bank and Gaza.

Beyond the clear legal distinctions, further apartheid practices exist through
unpublished military regulations or de facto military policies, implemented without
formal legal reference. One such example is the segregated road system in the West
Bank, a key feature of territorial fragmentation that echoes broader segregationist
policies. This road network, vital to the Isracli regime’s control, emerged through
planning and construction decisions that lack a specific legislative basis, yet serve to
reinforce the apartheid-like structures inherent in the occupation.

In summary, the legal institutions and frameworks of the Israeli regime lack any
semblance of legitimacy, as they serve as instruments of a deeply entrenched
apartheid system that has systematically perpetuated acts of apartheid against the
Palestinian people for decades, all while operating with impunity and evading
accountability. This document has meticulously elucidated both the factual and legal
dimensions of the apartheid regime imposed upon the occupied territories,
highlighting the stark disparities in legal treatment, civil rights and access to resources
that characterize the daily lives of Palestinians. The systematic nature of these acts
not only underscores the inherent violation of fundamental human rights but also
exemplifies a broader strategy aimed at the marginalization and disenfranchisement
of an entire population.

Given the existence of an apartheid system and the deliberate, systematic and
intentional commission of such acts by the Israeli regime, the Special Rapporteur on
the situation of human rights in the Palestinian territories occupied since 1967 has, in
her report, also recommended to:

24

25
2
27

o

28

United Nations, Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs, “Data on demolition and
displacement in the West Bank”, available at www.ochaopt.org/data/demolition.

Peace Now, “Annual settlement report 2018: A glance at 10 years under Netanyahu”, 14 May 2019.
Military Order No. 378, Order Concerning Security Provisions (20 April 1970).

Military Order No. 1229, Order Concerning Administrative Detention (Provisional Regulations)
(17 March 1988). Due to numbering inconsistencies among Israeli regime military orders,
Military Order No. 1229 is alternatively referred to as Military Order No. 1226, depending on
whether it was issued individually or in a bound volume by the Israeli regime authorities.

See Sections 51A and 78 of Military Order No. 378, Order Concerning Security Provisions;
Section 29 (a) of the 1996 Criminal Procedure Law (Enforcement powers — Arrests); and Section
298 of the 1977 Penal Law.

101/106


http://www.ochaopt.org/data/demolition

A/79/588

102/106

Within the General Assembly, develop a plan to end the unlawful and
unsustainable status quo constituting the root cause of the latest escalation,
which ultimately culminated in the Gaza genocide, including through the
reconstitution of the Special Committee against Apartheid, to comprehensively
address the situation in Palestine and stand ready to implement diplomatic,
economic and political measures provided under the Charter in case of
non-compliance by Israel.?

In light of our findings and in response to the letter from the Office of the United
Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights dated 16 October 2024, we hereby
call for the establishment of an Apartheid Committee to thoroughly investigate the
actions and policies of the Israeli apartheid regime. Such an inquiry is imperative to
hold accountable those who perpetuate this enduring oppression and to affirm the
rights and dignity of the Palestinian populace.

Maldives

[Original: English]
[6 November 2024]

The Government of Maldives wishes to put forth the following contributions for
the call for inputs by the Office of the United Nations High Commission for Human
Rights with reference to General Assembly resolution ES-10/24 entitled “Advisory
opinion of the International Court of Justice on the legal consequences arising from
Israel’s policies and practices in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East
Jerusalem, and from the illegality of Israel’s continued presence in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory” adopted on 18 September 2024 during the tenth emergency
special session of the General Assembly under the agenda item entitled “Illegal Israeli
actions in Occupied East Jerusalem and the rest of the Occupied Palestinian
Territory”.

Maldives’ national position on the issue of Palestine

The Maldives’ longstanding national position on the issue of Palestine states
that the only sustainable solution to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict lies in the
establishment of a sovereign and independent State of Palestine, based on the
pre-1967 borders, with East Jerusalem as its capital.

On multiple occasions and platforms, the Maldives has strongly condemned the
violent attacks and Israeli aggression against the people of Palestine.

The Maldives calls for the complete and unconditional Israeli withdrawal from
all Palestinian territories occupied since 1967, to enable the Palestinian people to
exercise self-determination and to establish their own independent and sovereign
State.

Palestine’s full membership of the United Nations is strongly supported by the
Maldives and it also assures of its unconditional support for Palestine’s membership
in any other international organization. Further, the Maldives co-sponsored the
General Assembly resolution that granted non-member observer State status to the
State of Palestine.

The Maldives firmly believes that international law should be equally applied
to all Member States — Israel should adhere to the principles of humanitarian law,

2 United Nations, Report of the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights in the

Palestinian territories occupied since 1967 (A/HRC/55/73 of 1 July 2024), para. 97 (e).
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human rights law, relevant Security Council resolutions as well as the Geneva
Conventions.

Maldives’ involvement in the International Court of Justice advisory opinion
on the “Legal Consequences arising from the Policies and Practices of Israel in
the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem”

The Maldives submitted a written statement to the International Court of Justice
on 25 July 2023 and appeared before the Court and presented oral submissions in the
advisory proceedings on 26 February 2024.

The Government of Maldives was represented at the Court by Ambassador of
the Republic of Maldives to Germany H.E. Aishath Shaan Shakir, Ms. Amy Sander,
Essex Court Chambers, and Dr. Naomi Hart, Essex Court Chambers.

In the opening statement, Ambassador Shaan stated that that support for the
Palestinian people, including in their pursuit of an independent sovereign State of
Palestine, has long been a cornerstone of the Maldives’ foreign policy and remains so
under the current administration.

The oral hearing by Maldives was focused on Israel’s multiple, serious
violations of international law in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, focusing on its
practices in relation to water resources.

The Maldives also joined multiple States in asserting that the policies and
practices of Israel in the Occupied Palestinian Territory amount to an apartheid.

Contributions for General Assembly resolution ES-10/24. paragraph 14

To establish an effective follow-up mechanism to article 3 of the International
Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination in preventing
racial segregation and apartheid in Palestine, the Maldives proposes the following
approaches:

(a) Encourage and support the United Nations Special Rapporteur on the
situation of human rights in the Palestinian territories occupied since 1967 to
undertake a visit to the Occupied Palestinian Territory and systematically monitor
racial segregation and apartheid practices in Palestine and urges the State of Israel to
comply with relevant United Nations resolutions and international law and allow
access to the Special Rapporteur to the Occupied Palestinian Territories to carry out
her mandate;

(b) Call for annual reports to be submitted to the Committee on the
Elimination of Racial Discrimination documenting segregation practices, apartheid
systems and other human rights violations

(c) Implement reliable and standardized methods to gather and quantify data
on racial discrimination, specifically focusing on policies impacting property rights,
movement limitations and access to services within the Occupied Palestinian
Territory;

(d) Calls on Member States to cease the sale and shipment of arms,
ammunition and military vehicles to the State of Israel and establish and maintain an
arms embargo on the State of Israel to prevent further escalation of apartheid in the
Occupied Palestinian Territories.
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Mexico

[Original: Spanish]
[1 November 2024]

The Permanent Mission of Mexico to the United Nations Office and other
international organizations at Geneva has the honour to refer to the request for
comments contained in the note verbale sent by the Office of the United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights dated 16 October 2024 regarding the
implementation of paragraph 14 of General Assembly resolution ES-10/24,
specifically on the establishment of a mechanism to follow up on violations by the
State of Israel of article 3 of the International Convention on the Elimination of All
Forms of Racial Discrimination.

In this regard, the Permanent Mission wishes to convey that Mexico considers
that at least two legally viable options could be considered as to the form that such a
mechanism could take:

1. On the one hand, the adoption of a Human Rights Council resolution could be
suggested, extending the mandate of the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human
rights in the Palestinian territories occupied since 1967, to provide the follow-up
requested in resolution ES-10/24. This option is viable and timely for the following
reasons:

(a) The post of Rapporteur has been in operation continuously since its
establishment in 1993 (Commission on Human Rights resolution 1993/2 A “Question
of the violation of human rights in the occupied Arab territories, including
Palestine”);

(b) The work of the Rapporteur covers the study of the human rights situation
in the Palestinian territories occupied from 1967 to date. This is the same period
considered by the International Court of Justice in its advisory opinion;

(c) The mandate of the Rapporteur includes investigating Israel’s violations
of the principles and bases of international law and international humanitarian law;
receiving communications, hearing witnesses and using such modalities of procedure
as deemed necessary for his or her mandate; and reporting regularly to the Human
Rights Council and to the General Assembly. In this regard, the Rapporteur carries
out periodic visits or missions to the occupied Palestinian territories. In addition, the
incumbent is an independent expert appointed by the Council and is supported
logistically and technically by the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner
for Human Rights;

(d) The Human Rights Council may make specific requests to the Rapporteur;

(e) If appropriate, the Rapporteur could coordinate with existing special
mechanisms of the Human Rights Council itself, including the International
Independent Expert Mechanism to Advance Racial Justice and Equality in Law
Enforcement;

(f) The resolution to extend the mandate of the Special Rapporteur could be
adopted at the first session of the Human Rights Council in 2025 (possibly February).

2. On the other hand, a General Assembly resolution could be adopted with a
mandate for the creation of a special committee against apartheid to provide the
follow-up requested in resolution ES-10/24. This option is also viable and timely for
the following reasons:
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(a) The establishment of a special committee would make it possible to
develop a tailor-made mandate, with the possibility of establishing its functions in a
very particular way and with the necessary tools to carry out its purpose;

(b) The United Nations Special Committee against Apartheid in South Africa,
created by the General Assembly through resolution 1761 (XVII) of 6 November
1962, should be noted as a precedent. The Special Committee consisted of
representatives of Member States nominated by the President of the General
Assembly. It was entrusted with keeping the racial policies of South Africa under
review when the Assembly was not in session, and reporting either to the Assembly
or the Security Council, or to both, on the apartheid situation in that country. Its
mandate ended in 1994.

It should be noted that Mexico considers that the first option represents the most
viable alternative, since it is an existing mechanism that would avoid delays in the
implementation of resolution ES-10/24 and would reduce the additional expenditure
of human and financial resources. However, both options may be complementary. In
addition, it cannot be ruled out that there may be a different and more appropriate
mechanism to implement the resolution.

Pakistan on behalf of the Organization of Islamic Cooperation
(except Albania)

[Original: English]
[6 November 2024]

The Permanent Mission of Pakistan to the United Nations Office and other
International Organizations in Geneva, in its capacity as the Coordinator of the
Organization of Islamic Cooperation (OIC) Group for Human Rights and
Humanitarian Affairs, has the honour to refer to the notes verbales dated 16 October
and 30 October 2024 regarding the form of a mechanism to follow up on Israel’s
violations of article 3 of the International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms
of Racial Discrimination as observed by the advisory opinion of the International
Court of Justice of 19 July 2024 and mandated by General Assembly resolution
ES-10/24 of 18 September 2024.

On behalf of the OIC Group,® the Permanent Mission has the further honour to
submit the following main principles and features of an effective United Nations
mechanism in the office of the United Nations Secretary-General with the requisite
capacity to follow up on Israel’s violations of article 3 of the Convention:

(a) To address Israel’s violations of article 3 of the Convention and its
apartheid as a system carried out by the entire state structure and a crime against
humanity, as a crucial component of settler colonialism and which is imposed against
the entirety of the Palestinian people, across the Palestinian geography, and which
crucially includes Palestinian refugees;

(b) To address Israel’s apartheid under the International Convention on the
Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination, the Convention on the
Suppression and Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid (the Apartheid Convention)
and other relevant legal instruments;

(c) To focus on concrete, actionable measures to dismantle the apartheid
system underpinning Israel’s violations of article 3 of the International Convention
on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination and seek accountability of

1 Except Albania.
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those responsible and complicit, through the implementation of measures including,
inter alia, the following:

(i) A transparent mechanism of investigating and monitoring Israel’s
violations of article 3 of the Convention including through public and regularly
updated databases;

(i1) Development of advice for compliance with third State obligations
regarding legislative or other measures necessary to suppress the crime of
apartheid against the Palestinian people (including non-assistance and
non-recognition);

(iii) Development of advice for compliance with third State obligations
regarding legislative, judicial and administrative measures to prosecute, bring
to trial and punish in accordance with their jurisdiction, persons responsible for,
or accused of, the acts defined in article Il of the Apartheid Convention, whether
or not such persons reside in the territory of the State in which the acts are
committed or are nationals of that State or of some other State or are stateless
persons;

(iv) To request and process periodic reports on the legislative, judicial,
administrative or other measures that Member States have adopted to give effect
to General Assembly resolution ES-10/24 of 18 September 2024;

(v) Propose lawful and targeted measures similar to those applied to apartheid
in South Africa, for adoption by the United Nations, particularly a
comprehensive military embargo;

(vi) Support civil society efforts to dismantle and end apartheid, including by
ensuring that Member States extend them protection from reprisals and
repression for doing such work and that their work is duly considered by
relevant United Nations bodies.

South Africa

[Original: English]
[6 November 2024]

Please refer to South Africa’s reply contained in annex I.
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82 General Assembly—Thirty-sixth Session

Welcoming the decision of the Scientific Committee to
submit its report with scientific annexes to the General As-
sembly at its thirty-seventh session,

1. Commends the United Nations Scientific Committee
on the Effects of Atomic Radiation for the valuable contri-
bution it has been making in the course of the past twenty-
six years, since its inception, to wider knowledge and
understanding of the levels, effects and risks of atomic ra-
diation, and for fulfilling its original mandate with scientific
authority and independence of judgement;

2. Notes with satisfaction the continued and growing
scientific co-operation between the Scientific Committee and
the United Nations Environment Programme;

3. Requests the Scientific Committee to continue its
work, including its important co-ordinating activities, to
increase knowledge of the doses. effects and risks of ion-
izing radiation from all sources;

4. Endorses the Scientific Committee’s intention to con-
tinue its activity of scientific review and assessment on
behalf of the General Assembly;

5. Requests the United Nations Environment Pro-
gramme to continue providing support for the effective con-
duct of the Scientific Committee’s work and for the
dissemination of its findings to the General Assembly, the
scientific community and the public;

6. Expresses its appreciation for the assistance rendered
to the Scientific Committee by Member States, the spe-
cialized agencies, the International Atomic Energy Agency
and non-governmental organizations and invites them to
increase their co-operation in this field;

7. Endorses the Scientific Committee’s renewed request
that Member States and the United Nations agencies and
non-governmental organizations concerned should provide
further relevant data about doses, effects and risks from
various sources of radiation, which would greatly help the
Committee in the preparation of its next major report to the
General Assembly.

42nd plenary meeting
28 October 1981

36/15. Recent developments in connection with exca-
vations in eastern Jerusalem

The General Assembly,

Reaffirming that the Geneva Convention relative to the
Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War, of 12 August
1949,3 is applicable to Palestinian and other Arab territories
occupied by Israel since 1967, including Jerusalem,

Recalling its resolutions 2253 (ES-V) of 4 July 1967,
2254 (ES-V) of 14 July 1967, 3092 (XXVIII) of 7 December
1973, 3240 B (XXIX) of 29 November 1974, 3525 B (XXX)
of 15 December 1975, 31/106 B of 16 December 1976,
32/91 A of 13 December 1977, 33/113 A of 18 December
1978, 34/90 B of 12 December 1979 and 35/122 of 11
December 1980,

Recalling Security Council resolutions 252 (1968) of 21
May 1968, 267 (1969) of 3 July 1969, 271 (1969) of 15
September 1969, 465 (1980) of 1 March 1980, 476 (1980)
of 30 June 1980 and 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980,

Bearing in mind the need to protect and preserve the
unique spiritual and religious character and dimensions of
the Holy City of Jerusalem,

Expressing its very grave concern that Israel, as the oc-
cupying Power, persists in excavating and transforming the
historical, cultural and religious sites of Jerusalem,

3 United Nations, Treary Series, vol. 75, No. 973, p. 287.

Noting with alarm that the excavations and transforma-
tions in progress seriously endanger the historical, cultural
and religious sites of Jerusalem as well as its over-all con-
figuration and that these sites have never been as endangered
as they are today,

Noting with satisfaction and approval the decision of the
World Heritage Committee of the United Nations Educa-
tional, Scientific and Cultural Organization to include the
Old City of Jerusalem and its walls on the World Heritage
List,

Noting with appreciation the recommendation of the Ex-
ecutive Board of the United Nations Educational, Scientific
and Cultural Organization during its one hundred and thir-
teenth session that the World Heritage Committee should
speed up the procedure for including the Old City of
Jerusalem and its walls in the List of World Heritage in
Danger,

|.  Determines that the excavations and transformations
of the landscape and of the historical, cultural and religious
sites of Jerusalem constitute a flagrant violation of the prin-
ciples of international law and the relevant provisions of the
Geneva Convention relative to the Protection of Civilian
Persons in Time of War, of 12 August 1949;

2. Decides that such violations by Israel constitute a
serious obstruction to achieving a comprehensive and just
peace in the Middle East as well as a threat to international
peace and security:

3. Demands that Israel desist forthwith from all exca-
vations and transformations of the historical. cultural and
religious sites of Jerusalem, particularly beneath and around
the Moslem Holy Sanctuary of Al-Haram Al-Sharif (Al
Masjid Al Agsa and the Sacred Dome of the Rock). the
structures of which are in danger of collapse:

4. Requests the Security Council to consider this situ-
ation in case Israel fails to comply immediately with the
present resolution;

5. Requests the Secretary-General to report to the Gen-
eral Assembly and the Security Council, not later than 23
November 1981, on the implementation of the present
resolution.

42nd plenary meeting
28 October 1981

36/35. International co-operation in the peaceful uses

of outer space

The General Assembly,
Recalling its resolution 35/14 of 3 November 1980,

Deeply convinced of the common interest of mankind in
promoting the exploration and use of outer space for peace-
ful purposes and in continuing efforts to extend to all States
the benefits derived therefrom. as well as the importance
of international co-operation in this field, for which the
United Nations should continue to provide a focal point,

‘ Reaﬂirm_ing the importance of international co-operation
in developing the rule of law in the peaceful exploration
and use of outer space,

Taking note with satisfaction of the progress achieved in
various national and co-operative space projects. such as
the launch of the Ariane rocket by the European Space
Agency, the flight of the United States Space Shuttle Orbiter
Columbia and the completion of the first stage of the Voy-
ager 11 mission, the Salyut Soyuz orbital research pro-
gramme of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the
successful outer space missions by the first Mongolian and
Romanian cosmonauts, the successful launching of the
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51/ 27. Jerusal em

The Ceneral Assenbly,

Recalling its resolutions 36/120 E of 10 Decenmber 1981, 37/123 C of
16 Decenber 1982, 38/ 180 C of 19 Decenber 1983, 39/146 C of 14 Decenber 1984,
40/ 168 C of 16 Decenber 1985, 41/162 C of 4 Decenber 1986, 42/209 D of
11 Decenber 1987, 43/54 C of 6 Decenber 1988, 44/40 C of 4 Decenber 1989,
45/ 83 C of 13 Decenber 1990, 46/82 B of 16 Decenber 1991, 47/63 B of
11 Decenber 1992, 48/59 A of 14 Decenber 1993, 49/87 A of 16 Decenber 1994 and
50/ 22 A of 4 Decenber 1995, in which it determined that all |egislative and
adm ni strative neasures and actions taken by Israel, the occupyi ng Power,
whi ch have altered or purported to alter the character and status of the Holy
City of Jerusalem in particular the so-called "Basic Law' on Jerusal em and
the proclamation of Jerusalemas the capital of Israel, were null and void and
nmust be rescinded forthwith,

Recal ling also Security Council resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980,
in which the Council, inter alia, decided not to recognize the "Basic Law' and
cal l ed upon those States which had established di pl omatic m ssions at
Jerusalemto withdraw such mssions fromthe Holy GCity,

Havi ng considered the report of the Secretary-Ceneral,?

! A/ 51/543.

97-76747 /...



A RES/ 51/ 27
Page 2

1. Determ nes that the decision of Israel to inpose its |aws,
jurisdiction and adm nistration on the Holy Gty of Jerusalemis illegal and
therefore null and void and has no validity whatsoever;

2. Depl ores the transfer by some States of their diplomatic mssions
to Jerusalemin violation of Security Council resolution 478 (1980) and their
refusal to conply with the provisions of that resolution

3. Calls once nore upon those States to abide by the provisions of
the relevant United Nations resolutions, in conformty wth the Charter of the
Uni ted Nati ons;

4. Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assenbly
at its fifty-second session on the inplenentation of the present resolution

72nd plenary neeting

4 Decenber 1996
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52/53. Jerusalem

The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolutions 36/120 E of 10 December 1981, 37/123 C of 16 December 1982, 38/180 C of
19 December 1983, 39/146 C of 14 December 1984, 40/168 C of 16 December 1985, 41/162 C of
4 December 1986, 42/209 D of 11 December 1987, 43/54 C of 6 December 1988, 44/40 C of 4 December
1989, 45/83 C of 13 December 1990, 46/82 B of 16 December 1991, 47/63 B of 11 December 1992, 48/59 A
of 14 December 1993, 49/87 A of 16 December 1994, 50/22 A of 4 December 1995 and 51/27 of
4 December 1996, in which it determined that all legislative and administrative measures and actions taken
by lIsrael, the occupying Power, which have altered or purported to alter the character and status of the Holy
City of Jerusalem, in particular the so-called "Basic Law" on Jerusalem and the proclamation of Jerusalem
as the capital of Israel, were null and void and must be rescinded forthwith,

Recalling also Security Council resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980, in which the Council,
inter alia, decided not to recognize the "Basic Law" and called upon those States which had established
diplomatic missions at Jerusalem to withdraw such missions from the Holy City,

Having considered the report of the Secretary-General,*

1. Determines that the decision of Israel to imposeits laws, jurisdiction and administration on the Holy
City of Jerusalem is illegal and therefore null and void and has no validity whatsoever;

2. Deplores the transfer by some States of their diplomatic missions to Jerusalem in violation of
Security Council resolution 478 (1980) and their refusal to comply with the provisions of that resolution;

3. Calls once more upon those States to abide by the provisions of the relevant United Nations
resolutions, in conformity with the Charter of the United Nations;

Y A/52/467.
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4. Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at its fifty-third session on the
implementation of the present resolution.

68th plenary meeting
9 December 1997
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53/37. Jerusalem
The General Assembly

Recallingits resolutions 36/120 E of 10 December 1981, 37/123 C of 16 December 1982, 38/180 C
of 19 December 1983, 39/146 C of 14 December 1984, 40/168 C of 16 December 1985, 41/162 C of
4 December 1986, 42/209 D of 11 December 1987, 43/54 C of 6 December 1988, 44/40 C of 4 December
1989, 45/83 C of 13 December 1990, 46/82 B of 16 December 1991, 47/63 B of 11 December 1992,
48/59 A of 14 December 1993, 49/87 A of 16 December 1994, 50/22 A of 4 December 1995, 51/27 of
4 December 1996 and 52/53 of 9 December 1997, in which it determined that all legislative and
administrative measures and actions taken by Israel, the occupying Power, which have altered or purported
to alter the character and status of the Holy City of Jerusalem, in particular the so-called “Basic Law” on
Jerusalem and the proclamation of Jerusalem as the capital of Israel, were null and void and must be
rescinded forthwith,

Recalling alsdSecurity Council resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980, in which the Couintil;
alia, decided not to recognize the “Basic Law” and called upon those States which had established
diplomatic missions at Jerusalem to withdraw such missions from the Holy City,

Having consideredhe report of the Secretary-Genetal,

1. Determineghat the decision of Israel to impose its laws, jurisdiction and administration on the
Holy City of Jerusalem is illegal and therefore null and void and has no validity whatsoever;

!t A/53/550.
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2. Deploresthe transfer by some States of their diplomatic missions to Jerusalem in violation of
Security Council resolution 478 (1980) and their refusal to comply with the provisions of that resolution;

3. Calls once more upothose States to abide by the provisions of the relevant United Nations
resolutions, in conformity with the Charter of the United Nations;

4. Requestshe Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at its fifty-fourth session on
the implementation of the present resolution.

76th plenary meeting
2 December 1998
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54/37. Jerusalem
The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolutions 36/120 E of 10 December 1981, 37/123 C of 16 December 1982, 38/180 C of
19 December 1983, 39/146 C of 14 December 1984, 40/168 C of 16 December 1985, 41/162 C of
4 December 1986, 42/209 D of 11 December 1987, 43/54 C of 6 December 1988, 44/40 C of 4 December
1989, 45/83 C of 13 December 1990, 46/82 B of 16 December 1991, 47/63 B of 11 December 1992, 48/59 A
of 14 December 1993, 49/87 A of 16 December 1994, 50/22 A of 4 December 1995, 51/27 of 4 December
1996, 52/53 of 9 December 1997 and 53/37 of 2 December 1998, in which it, inter alia, determined that dl
legidative and administrative measures and actions taken by Israel, the occupying Power, which have altered
or purported to ater the character and status of the Holy City of Jerusalem, in particular the so-called “Basic
Law” on Jerusalem and the proclamation of Jerusalem as the capital of Israel, were null and void and must
be rescinded forthwith,

Recalling also Security Council resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980, in which the Council, inter
alia, decided not to recognize the “Basic Law” and called upon those States which had established diplomatic
missions at Jerusalem to withdraw such missions from the Holy City,

Having considered the report of the Secretary-General,*

1 A/54/495.
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1. Determines that the decision of Isragl to impose its laws, jurisdiction and administration on the Holy
City of Jerusalem isillega and therefore null and void and has no validity whatsoever;

2. Deplores the transfer by some States of their diplomatic missions to Jerusalem in violation of
Security Council resolution 478 (1980) and their refusal to comply with the provisions of that resolution;

3. Calls once more upon those States to abide by the provisions of the relevant United Nations
resolutions, in conformity with the Charter of the United Nations;

4. Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at its fifty-fifth session on the
implementation of the present resolution.

68th plenary meeting
1 December 1999
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Fifty-fifth session
Agenda item 40

Resolution adopted by the General Assembly

[without reference to a Main Committee (A/55/L.49 and Add.1)]

55/50. Jerusalem

The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolutions 36/120 E of 10 December 1981, 37/123 C of
16 December 1982, 38/180 C of 19 December 1983, 39/146 C of 14 December
1984, 40/168 C of 16 December 1985, 41/162 C of 4 December 1986, 42/209 D of
11 December 1987, 43/54 C of 6 December 1988, 44/40 C of 4 December 1989,
45/83 C of 13 December 1990, 46/82 B of 16 December 1991, 47/63 B of
11 December 1992, 48/59 A of 14 December 1993, 49/87 A of 16 December 1994,
50/22 A of 4 December 1995, 51/27 of 4 December 1996, 52/53 of 9 December
1997, 53/37 of 2 December 1998 and 54/37 of 1 December 1999, in which it, inter
alia, determined that all legislative and administrative measures and actions taken by
Israel, the occupying Power, which have altered or purported to alter the character
and status of the Holy City of Jerusalem, in particular the so-called “Basic Law” on
Jerusalem and the proclamation of Jerusalem as the capital of Israel, were null and
void and must be rescinded forthwith,

Recalling also Security Council resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980, in
which the Council, inter alia, decided not to recognize the “Basic Law” and called
upon those States which had established diplomatic missions in Jerusalem to
withdraw such missions from the Holy City,

Having considered the report of the Secretary-General,'

1.  Determines that the decision of Israel to impose its laws, jurisdiction and
administration on the Holy City of Jerusalem is illegal and therefore null and void
and has no validity whatsoever;

2. Deplores the transfer by some States of their diplomatic missions to
Jerusalem in violation of Security Council resolution 478 (1980) and their refusal to
comply with the provisions of that resolution,;

3.  Calls once more upon those States to abide by the provisions of the
relevant United Nations resolutions, in conformity with the Charter of the United
Nations;

' A/55/538.
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4.  Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at its
fifty-sixth session on the implementation of the present resolution.

78th plenary meeting
1 December 2000
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Fifty-sixth session
Agenda item 42

Resolution adopted by the General Assembly

[without reference to a Main Committee (A/56/L.23 and Add.1)]

56/31. Jerusalem

The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolutions 36/120 E of 10 December 1981, 37/123 C of
16 December 1982, 38/180 C of 19 December 1983, 39/146 C of 14 December
1984, 40/168 C of 16 December 1985, 41/162 C of 4 December 1986, 42/209 D of
11 December 1987, 43/54 C of 6 December 1988, 44/40 C of 4 December 1989,
45/83 C of 13 December 1990, 46/82 B of 16 December 1991, 47/63 B of
11 December 1992, 48/59 A of 14 December 1993, 49/87 A of 16 December 1994,
50/22 A of 4 December 1995, 51/27 of 4 December 1996, 52/53 of 9 December
1997, 53/37 of 2 December 1998, 54/37 of 1 December 1999 and 55/50 of
1 December 2000, in which it, inter alia, determined that all legislative and
administrative measures and actions taken by Israel, the occupying Power, which
have altered or purported to alter the character and status of the Holy City of
Jerusalem, in particular the so-called “Basic Law” on Jerusalem and the
proclamation of Jerusalem as the capital of Israel, were null and void and must be
rescinded forthwith,

Recalling also Security Council resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980, in
which the Council, inter alia, decided not to recognize the “Basic Law” and called
upon those States which had established diplomatic missions in Jerusalem to
withdraw such missions from the Holy City,

Having considered the report of the Secretary-General,'

1.  Determines that the decision of Israel to impose its laws, jurisdiction and
administration on the Holy City of Jerusalem is illegal and therefore null and void
and has no validity whatsoever;

2. Deplores the transfer by some States of their diplomatic missions to
Jerusalem in violation of Security Council resolution 478 (1980) and their refusal to
comply with the provisions of that resolution;

3.  Calls once more upon those States to abide by the provisions of the
relevant United Nations resolutions, in conformity with the Charter of the United
Nations;

' A/56/480.
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4.  Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at its
fifty-seventh session on the implementation of the present resolution.

72nd plenary meeting
3 December 2001
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Resolution adopted by the General Assembly

[without reference to a Main Committee (A/57/L.44 and Add.1)]

57/111. Jerusalem

The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolution 181 (I1) of 29 November 1947, in particular its
provisions regarding the City of Jerusalem,

Recalling also its resolution 36/120 E of 10 December 1981 and all subsequent
resolutions, including resolution 56/31 of 3 December 2001, in which it, inter alia,
determined that all legislative and administrative measures and actions taken by
Israel, the occupying Power, which have altered or purported to alter the character
and status of the Holy City of Jerusalem, in particular the so-called “Basic Law” on
Jerusalem and the proclamation of Jerusalem as the capital of Israel, were null and
void and must be rescinded forthwith,

Recalling further Security Council resolutions relevant to Jerusalem, including
resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980, in which the Council, inter alia, decided
not to recognize the “Basic Law” and called upon those States which had
established diplomatic missions in Jerusalem to withdraw such missions from the
Holy City,

Expressing its grave concern at any action taken by any body, governmental or
non-governmental, in violation of the above-mentioned resolutions,

Reaffirming that the international community, through the United Nations, has
a legitimate interest in the question of the City of Jerusalem and the protection of
the unique spiritual and religious dimension of the city, as foreseen in relevant
United Nations resolutions on this matter,

Having considered the report of the Secretary-General,*

1. Reiterates its determination that any actions taken by Israel to impose its
laws, jurisdiction and administration on the Holy City of Jerusalem are illegal and
therefore null and void and have no validity whatsoever;

2. Deplores the transfer by some States of their diplomatic missions to
Jerusalem in violation of Security Council resolution 478 (1980), and calls once

L A/57/470.
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more upon those States to abide by the provisions of the relevant United Nations
resolutions, in conformity with the Charter of the United Nations;

3. Sressesthat a comprehensive, just and lasting solution to the question of
the City of Jerusalem should take into account the legitimate concerns of both the
Palestinian and Israeli sides and should include internationally guaranteed
provisions to ensure the freedom of religion and of conscience of its inhabitants, as
well as permanent, free and unhindered access to the holy places by the people of all
religions and nationalities;

4. Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at its
fifty-eighth session on the implementation of the present resolution.

66th plenary meeting
3 December 2002
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58/22. Jerusalem

The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolution 181 (I1) of 29 November 1947, in particular its
provisions regarding the City of Jerusalem,

Recalling also its resolution 36/120 E of 10 December 1981 and all subsequent
resolutions, including resolution 56/31 of 3 December 2001, in which it, inter alia,
determined that all legislative and administrative measures and actions taken by
Israel, the occupying Power, which have altered or purported to alter the character
and status of the Holy City of Jerusalem, in particular the so-called “Basic Law” on
Jerusalem and the proclamation of Jerusalem as the capital of Israel, were null and
void and must be rescinded forthwith,

Recalling further Security Council resolutions relevant to Jerusalem, including
resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980, in which the Council, inter alia, decided
not to recognize the “Basic Law” and called upon those States which had
established diplomatic missions in Jerusalem to withdraw such missions from the
Holy City,

Expressing its grave concern at any action taken by any body, governmental or
non-governmental, in violation of the above-mentioned resol utions,

Reaffirming that the international community, through the United Nations, has
a legitimate interest in the question of the City of Jerusalem and the protection of
the unique spiritual, religious and cultural dimension of the city, as foreseen in
relevant United Nations resolutions on this matter,

Having considered the report of the Secretary-General,*

1. Reiteratesits determination that any actions taken by Israel to impose its
laws, jurisdiction and administration on the Holy City of Jerusalem are illegal and
therefore null and void and have no validity whatsoever;

2. Deplores the transfer by some States of their diplomatic missions to
Jerusalem in violation of Security Council resolution 478 (1980), and calls once

1 A/58/278.
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more upon those States to abide by the provisions of the relevant United Nations
resolutions, in conformity with the Charter of the United Nations;

3.  Sresses that a comprehensive, just and lasting solution to the question of
the City of Jerusalem should take into account the legitimate concerns of both the
Palestinian and Israeli sides and should include internationally guaranteed
provisions to ensure the freedom of religion and of conscience of its inhabitants, as
well as permanent, free and unhindered access to the holy places by the people of all
religions and nationalities;

4.  Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at its
fifty-ninth session on the implementation of the present resol ution.

68th plenary meeting
3 December 2003
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Resolution adopted by the General Assembly on 1 December 2004

[without reference to a Main Committee (A/59/L.39)]

59/32. Jerusalem

The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolution 181 (II) of 29 November 1947, in particular its
provisions regarding the City of Jerusalem,

Recalling also its resolution 36/120 E of 10 December 1981 and all subsequent
resolutions, including resolution 56/31 of 3 December 2001, in which it, inter alia,
determined that all legislative and administrative measures and actions taken by
Israel, the occupying Power, which have altered or purported to alter the character
and status of the Holy City of Jerusalem, in particular the so-called “Basic Law” on
Jerusalem and the proclamation of Jerusalem as the capital of Israel, were null and
void and must be rescinded forthwith,

Recalling further Security Council resolutions relevant to Jerusalem, including
resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980, in which the Council, inter alia, decided
not to recognize the “Basic Law” and called upon those States which had
established diplomatic missions in Jerusalem to withdraw such missions from the
Holy City,

Recalling the advisory opinion rendered on 9 July 2004 by the International
Court of Justice on the Legal Consequences of the Construction of a Wall in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory,* and recalling resolution ES-10/15 of 20 July 2004,

Expressing its grave concern at any action taken by any body, governmental or
non-governmental, in violation of the above-mentioned resol utions,

Reaffirming that the international community, through the United Nations, has
a legitimate interest in the question of the City of Jerusalem and the protection of
the unique spiritual, religious and cultural dimensions of the city, as foreseen in
relevant United Nations resolutions on this matter,

Having considered the report of the Secretary-General,?

! See A/ES-10/273 and Corr.1.
2 A/59/431.
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1. Reiteratesits determination that any actions taken by Israel to impose its
laws, jurisdiction and administration on the Holy City of Jerusalem are illegal and
therefore null and void and have no validity whatsoever;

2. Deplores the transfer by some States of their diplomatic missions to
Jerusalem in violation of Security Council resolution 478 (1980), and calls once
more upon those States to abide by the provisions of the relevant United Nations
resolutions, in conformity with the Charter of the United Nations;

3.  Sresses that a comprehensive, just and lasting solution to the question of
the City of Jerusalem should take into account the legitimate concerns of both the
Palestinian and Israeli sides and should include internationally guaranteed
provisions to ensure the freedom of religion and of conscience of its inhabitants, as
well as permanent, free and unhindered access to the holy places by the people of all
religions and nationalities;

4.  Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at its
sixtieth session on the implementation of the present resolution.

64th plenary meeting
1 December 2004



United Nations A Resis0i41

72\ o
(&) General Assembly 10 Perucey 2006
=

Sixtieth session
Agendaitem 14

Resolution adopted by the General Assembly on 1 December 2005

[without reference to a Main Committee (A/60/L.33 and Add.1)]

60/41. Jerusalem

The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolution 181 (II) of 29 November 1947, in particular its
provisions regarding the City of Jerusalem,

Recalling also its resolution 36/120 E of 10 December 1981 and all subsequent
resolutions, including resolution 56/31 of 3 December 2001, in which it, inter alia,
determined that all legislative and administrative measures and actions taken by
Israel, the occupying Power, which have altered or purported to alter the character
and status of the Holy City of Jerusalem, in particular the so-called “Basic Law” on
Jerusalem and the proclamation of Jerusalem as the capital of Israel, were null and
void and must be rescinded forthwith,

Recalling further Security Council resolutions relevant to Jerusalem, including
resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980, in which the Council, inter alia, decided
not to recognize the “Basic Law” and called upon those States which had
established diplomatic missions in Jerusalem to withdraw such missions from the
Holy City,

Recalling the advisory opinion rendered on 9 July 2004 by the International
Court of Justice on the Legal Consequences of the Construction of a Wall in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory,* and recalling resolution ES-10/15 of 20 July 2004,

Expressing its grave concern at any action taken by any body, governmental or
non-governmental, in violation of the above-mentioned resol utions,

Expressing its grave concern in particular about the continuation by Israel, the
occupying Power, of illegal settlement activities and its construction of the wall in
and around East Jerusalem, and the further isolation of the city from the rest of the
Occupied Palestinian Territory, which is having a detrimental effect on the lives of
Palestinians and could prejudge afinal status agreement on Jerusalem,

Reaffirming that the international community, through the United Nations, has
a legitimate interest in the question of the City of Jerusalem and the protection of

! See A/JES-10/273 and Corr. 1.
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the unique spiritual, religious and cultural dimensions of the city, as foreseen in
relevant United Nations resolutions on this matter,

Having considered the report of the Secretary-General,?

1. Reiterates its determination that any actions taken by Israel to impose its
laws, jurisdiction and administration on the Holy City of Jerusalem are illegal and
therefore null and void and have no validity whatsoever;

2. Deplores the transfer by some States of their diplomatic missions to
Jerusalem in violation of Security Council resolution 478 (1980), and calls once
more upon those States to abide by the provisions of the relevant United Nations
resolutions, in conformity with the Charter of the United Nations;

3.  Sresses that a comprehensive, just and lasting solution to the question of
the City of Jerusalem should take into account the legitimate concerns of both the
Palestinian and Israeli sides and should include internationally guaranteed
provisions to ensure the freedom of religion and of conscience of its inhabitants, as
well as permanent, free and unhindered access to the holy places by the people of all
religions and nationalities;

4.  Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at its
sixty-first session on the implementation of the present resolution.

60th plenary meeting
1 December 2005

2 A/60/258.
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Sixty-first session
Agendaitem 13

Resolution adopted by the General Assembly on 1 December 2006

[without reference to a Main Committee (A/61/L.35 and Add.1)]

61/26. Jerusalem

The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolution 181 (II) of 29 November 1947, in particular its
provisions regarding the City of Jerusalem,

Recalling also its resolution 36/120 E of 10 December 1981 and all subsequent
resolutions, including resolution 56/31 of 3 December 2001, in which it, inter alia,
determined that all legislative and administrative measures and actions taken by
Israel, the occupying Power, which have altered or purported to alter the character
and status of the Holy City of Jerusalem, in particular the so-called “Basic Law” on
Jerusalem and the proclamation of Jerusalem as the capital of Israel, were null and
void and must be rescinded forthwith,

Recalling further the Security Council resolutions relevant to Jerusalem,
including resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980, in which the Council, inter alia,
decided not to recognize the “Basic Law” on Jerusalem,

Recalling the advisory opinion rendered on 9 July 2004 by the International
Court of Justice on the Legal Consequences of the Construction of a Wall in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory,* and recalling resolution ES-10/15 of 20 July 2004,

Expressing its grave concern about any action taken by any body,
governmental or non-governmental, in violation of the above-mentioned resol utions,

Expressing its grave concern in particular about the continuation by Israel, the
occupying Power, of illegal settlement activities, including the so-called E-1 plan,
and its construction of the wall in and around East Jerusalem, and the further
isolation of the city from the rest of the Occupied Palestinian Territory, which is
having a detrimental effect on the lives of Palestinians and could prejudge a final
status agreement on Jerusalem,

Reaffirming that the international community, through the United Nations, has
a legitimate interest in the question of the City of Jerusalem and the protection of
the unique spiritual, religious and cultural dimensions of the city, as foreseen in
relevant United Nations resolutions on this matter,

! See A/JES-10/273 and Corr. 1.
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Having considered the report of the Secretary-General,?

1. Reiterates its determination that any actions taken by lIsrael, the
occupying Power, to impose its laws, jurisdiction and administration on the Holy
City of Jerusalem are illegal and therefore null and void and have no validity
whatsoever, and calls upon Israel to cease all such illegal and unilateral measures;

2. Welcomes the decision of those States that had established diplomatic
missions in Jerusalem to withdraw their missions from the city, in compliance with
Security Council resolution 478 (1980);

3.  Sresses that a comprehensive, just and lasting solution to the question of
the City of Jerusalem should take into account the legitimate concerns of both the
Palestinian and Israeli sides and should include internationally guaranteed
provisions to ensure the freedom of religion and of conscience of its inhabitants, as
well as permanent, free and unhindered access to the holy places by the people of all
religions and nationalities;

4.  Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at its
sixty-second session on the implementation of the present resolution.

63rd plenary meeting
1 December 2006

2 A/61/298.
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Sixty-second session
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Resolution adopted by the General Assembly on 10 December 2007

[without reference to a Main Committee (A/62/L.22 and Add.1)]

62/84. Jerusalem

The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolution 181 (II) of 29 November 1947, in particular its
provisions regarding the City of Jerusalem,

Recalling also its resolution 36/120 E of 10 December 1981 and all subsequent
resolutions, including resolution 56/31 of 3 December 2001, in which it, inter alia,
determined that all legislative and administrative measures and actions taken by
Israel, the occupying Power, which have altered or purported to alter the character
and status of the Holy City of Jerusalem, in particular the so-called “Basic Law” on
Jerusalem and the proclamation of Jerusalem as the capital of Israel, were null and
void and must be rescinded forthwith,

Recalling further the Security Council resolutions relevant to Jerusalem,
including resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980, in which the Council, inter alia,
decided not to recognize the “Basic Law” on Jerusalem,

Recalling the advisory opinion rendered on 9 July 2004 by the International
Court of Justice on the Legal Consequences of the Construction of a Wall in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory,* and recalling resolution ES-10/15 of 20 July 2004,

Expressing its grave concern about any action taken by any body,
governmental or non-governmental, in violation of the above-mentioned resol utions,

Expressing its grave concern in particular about the continuation by Israel, the
occupying Power, of illegal settlement activities, including the so-called E-1 plan,
its construction of the wall in and around East Jerusalem, its restrictions on access
to and residence in East Jerusalem, and the further isolation of the city from the rest
of the Occupied Palestinian Territory, which is having a detrimental effect on the
lives of Palestinians and could prejudge afinal status agreement on Jerusalem,

Reaffirming that the international community, through the United Nations, has
a legitimate interest in the question of the City of Jerusalem and the protection of
the unique spiritual, religious and cultural dimensions of the city, as foreseen in
relevant United Nations resolutions on this matter,

! See A/JES-10/273 and Corr. 1.
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Having considered the report of the Secretary-General,?

1. Reiterates its determination that any actions taken by lIsrael, the
occupying Power, to impose its laws, jurisdiction and administration on the Holy
City of Jerusalem are illegal and therefore null and void and have no validity
whatsoever, and calls upon Israel to cease all such illegal and unilateral measures;

2. Welcomes the decision of those States that had established diplomatic
missions in Jerusalem to withdraw their missions from the city, in compliance with
Security Council resolution 478 (1980);

3.  Sresses that a comprehensive, just and lasting solution to the question of
the City of Jerusalem should take into account the legitimate concerns of both the
Palestinian and Israeli sides and should include internationally guaranteed
provisions to ensure the freedom of religion and of conscience of its inhabitants, as
well as permanent, free and unhindered access to the holy places by the people of all
religions and nationalities;

4.  Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at its
sixty-third session on the implementation of the present resolution.

65th plenary meeting
10 December 2007

2 AI62/327.
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Resolution adopted by the General Assembly on 26 November 2008

[without reference to a Main Committee (A/63/L.36 and Add.1)]

63/30. Jerusalem

The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolution 181 (II) of 29 November 1947, in particular its
provisions regarding the City of Jerusalem,

Recalling also its resolution 36/120 E of 10 December 1981 and all subsequent
resolutions, including resolution 56/31 of 3 December 2001, in which it, inter alia,
determined that all legislative and administrative measures and actions taken by
Israel, the occupying Power, which have altered or purported to alter the character
and status of the Holy City of Jerusalem, in particular the so-called “Basic Law” on
Jerusalem and the proclamation of Jerusalem as the capital of Israel, were null and
void and must be rescinded forthwith,

Recalling further the Security Council resolutions relevant to Jerusalem,
including resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980, in which the Council, inter alia,
decided not to recognize the “Basic Law” on Jerusalem,

Recalling the advisory opinion rendered on 9 July 2004 by the International
Court of Justice on the Legal Consequences of the Construction of a Wall in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory,* and recalling resolution ES-10/15 of 20 July 2004,

Expressing its grave concern about any action taken by any body,
governmental or non-governmental, in violation of the above-mentioned resol utions,

Expressing its grave concern in particular about the continuation by Israel, the
occupying Power, of illegal settlement activities, including the so-called E-1 plan,
its construction of the wall in and around East Jerusalem, its restrictions on access
to and residence in East Jerusalem, and the further isolation of the city from the rest
of the Occupied Palestinian Territory, which is having a detrimental effect on the
lives of Palestinians and could prejudge afinal status agreement on Jerusalem,

Reaffirming that the international community, through the United Nations, has
a legitimate interest in the question of the City of Jerusalem and the protection of

! See A/ES-10/273 and Corr.1; see also Legal Consequences of the Construction of a Wall in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory, Advisory Opinion, |.C.J. Reports 2004, p. 136.
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the unique spiritual, religious and cultural dimensions of the city, as foreseen in
relevant United Nations resolutions on this matter,

Having considered the report of the Secretary-General,?

1. Reiterates its determination that any actions taken by lIsrael, the
occupying Power, to impose its laws, jurisdiction and administration on the Holy
City of Jerusalem are illegal and therefore null and void and have no validity
whatsoever, and calls upon Israel to cease all such illegal and unilateral measures;

2.  Sresses that a comprehensive, just and lasting solution to the question of
the City of Jerusalem should take into account the legitimate concerns of both the
Palestinian and Israeli sides and should include internationally guaranteed
provisions to ensure the freedom of religion and of conscience of its inhabitants, as
well as permanent, free and unhindered access to the holy places by the people of all
religions and nationalities;

3.  Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at its
sixty-fourth session on the implementation of the present resolution.

60th plenary meeting
26 November 2008

2 A/63/361.
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Resolution adopted by the General Assembly on 2 December 2009

[without reference to a Main Committee (A/64/L.24 and Add.1)]

64/20. Jerusalem

The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolution 181 (II) of 29 November 1947, in particular its
provisions regarding the City of Jerusalem,

Recalling also its resolution 36/120 E of 10 December 1981 and all its
subsequent relevant resolutions, including resolution 56/31 of 3 December 2001, in
which it, inter alia, determined that all legislative and administrative measures and
actions taken by lIsrael, the occupying Power, which have altered or purported to
alter the character and status of the Holy City of Jerusalem, in particular the
so-called “Basic Law” on Jerusalem and the proclamation of Jerusalem as the
capital of Israel, were null and void and must be rescinded forthwith,

Recalling further the Security Council resolutions relevant to Jerusalem,
including resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980, in which the Council, inter alia,
decided not to recognize the “Basic Law” on Jerusalem,

Recalling the advisory opinion rendered on 9 July 2004 by the International
Court of Justice on the Legal Consequences of the Construction of a Wall in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory,* and recalling its resolution ES-10/15 of 20 July
2004,

Expressing its grave concern about any action taken by any body,
governmental or non-governmental, in violation of the above-mentioned resol utions,

! See A/ES-10/273 and Corr.1; see also Legal Consequences of the Construction of a Wall in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory, Advisory Opinion, |.C.J. Reports 2004, p. 136.
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Expressing its grave concern, in particular, about the continuation by Israel,
the occupying Power, of illegal settlement activities, including the so-called E-1
plan, its construction of the wall in and around East Jerusalem, its restrictions on
access to and residence in East Jerusalem and the further isolation of the city from
the rest of the Occupied Palestinian Territory, which are having a detrimental effect
on the lives of Palestinians and could prejudge a final status agreement on
Jerusalem,

Expressing its grave concern also about the continuing Israeli demolition of
Palestinian homes and the eviction of numerous Palestinian families from East
Jerusalem neighbourhoods, as well as other acts of provocation and incitement,
including by Israeli settlers, in the city,

Expressing its concern about the Israeli excavations undertaken in the Old City
of Jerusalem, including in and around religious sites,

Reaffirming that the international community, through the United Nations, has
alegitimate interest in the question of the City of Jerusalem and in the protection of
the unique spiritual, religious and cultural dimensions of the city, as foreseen in
relevant United Nations resolutions on this matter,

Having considered the report of the Secretary-General on the situation in the
Middle East,’

1. Reiterates its determination that any actions taken by lIsrael, the
occupying Power, to impose its laws, jurisdiction and administration on the Holy
City of Jerusalem are illegal and therefore null and void and have no validity
whatsoever, and calls upon Israel to immediately cease all such illegal and unilateral
measures;

2.  Sresses that a comprehensive, just and lasting solution to the question of
the City of Jerusalem should take into account the legitimate concerns of both the
Palestinian and Israeli sides and should include internationally guaranteed
provisions to ensure the freedom of religion and of conscience of its inhabitants, as
well as permanent, free and unhindered access to the holy places by the people of all
religions and nationalities;

3.  Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at its
sixty-fifth session on the implementation of the present resolution.

54th plenary meeting
2 December 2009

2 A/64/343.
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Resolution adopted by the General Assembly on 30 November 2010

[without reference to a Main Committee (A/65/L.18)]

65/17. Jerusalem

The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolution 181 (II) of 29 November 1947, in particular its
provisions regarding the City of Jerusalem,

Recalling also its resolution 36/120 E of 10 December 1981 and all its
subsequent relevant resolutions, including resolution 56/31 of 3 December 2001, in
which it, inter alia, determined that all legislative and administrative measures and
actions taken by lIsrael, the occupying Power, which have altered or purported to
alter the character and status of the Holy City of Jerusalem, in particular the
so-called “Basic Law” on Jerusalem and the proclamation of Jerusalem as the
capital of Israel, were null and void and must be rescinded forthwith,

Recalling further the Security Council resolutions relevant to Jerusalem,
including resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980, in which the Council, inter alia,
decided not to recognize the “Basic Law” on Jerusalem,

Recalling the advisory opinion rendered on 9 July 2004 by the International
Court of Justice on the Legal Consequences of the Construction of a Wall in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory,* and recalling its resolution ES-10/15 of 20 July
2004,

Expressing its grave concern about any action taken by any body,
governmental or non-governmental, in violation of the above-mentioned resol utions,

Expressing its grave concern also, in particular, about the continuation by
Israel, the occupying Power, of illegal settlement activities, including the so-called
E-1 plan, its construction of the wall in and around East Jerusalem, its restrictions
on access to and residence in East Jerusalem and the further isolation of the city
from the rest of the Occupied Palestinian Territory, which are having a detrimental
effect on the lives of Palestinians and could prejudge a final status agreement on
Jerusalem,

! See A/ES-10/273 and Corr.1; see also Legal Consequences of the Construction of a Wall in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory, Advisory Opinion, |.C.J. Reports 2004, p. 136.
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Expressing its grave concern further about the continuing Israeli demolition of
Palestinian homes and the eviction of numerous Palestinian families from East
Jerusalem neighbourhoods, as well as other acts of provocation and incitement,
including by Israeli settlers, in the city,

Expressing its concern about the Israeli excavations undertaken in the Old City
of Jerusalem, including in and around religious sites,

Reaffirming that the international community, through the United Nations, has
alegitimate interest in the question of the City of Jerusalem and in the protection of
the unique spiritual, religious and cultural dimensions of the city, as foreseen in
relevant United Nations resolutions on this matter,

Having considered the report of the Secretary-General on the situation in the
Middle East,’

1. Reiterates its determination that any actions taken by Israel, the
occupying Power, to impose its laws, jurisdiction and administration on the Holy
City of Jerusalem are illegal and therefore null and void and have no validity
whatsoever, and calls upon Israel to immediately cease all such illegal and unilateral
measures;

2.  Sresses that a comprehensive, just and lasting solution to the question of
the City of Jerusalem should take into account the legitimate concerns of both the
Palestinian and Israeli sides and should include internationally guaranteed
provisions to ensure the freedom of religion and of conscience of its inhabitants, as
well as permanent, free and unhindered access to the holy places by the people of all
religions and nationalities;

3.  Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at its
sixty-sixth session on the implementation of the present resolution.

55th plenary meeting
30 November 2010

2 A/65/379.
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66/18. Jerusalem

The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolution 181 (II) of 29 November 1947, in particular its
provisions regarding the City of Jerusalem,

Recalling also its resolution 36/120 E of 10 December 1981 and all its
subsequent relevant resolutions, including resolution 56/31 of 3 December 2001, in
which it, inter alia, determined that all legislative and administrative measures and
actions taken by lIsrael, the occupying Power, which have altered or purported to
alter the character and status of the Holy City of Jerusalem, in particular the
so-called “Basic Law” on Jerusalem and the proclamation of Jerusalem as the
capital of Israel, were null and void and must be rescinded forthwith,

Recalling further the Security Council resolutions relevant to Jerusalem,
including resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980, in which the Council, inter alia,
decided not to recognize the “Basic Law” on Jerusalem,

Recalling the advisory opinion rendered on 9 July 2004 by the International
Court of Justice on the Legal Consequences of the Construction of a Wall in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory,* and recalling its resolution ES-10/15 of 20 July
2004,

Expressing its grave concern about any action taken by any body,
governmental or non-governmental, in violation of the above-mentioned resol utions,

Expressing its grave concern also, in particular, about the continuation by
Israel, the occupying Power, of illegal settlement activities, including the so-called
E-1 plan, its construction of the wall in and around East Jerusalem, its restrictions
on access to and residence in East Jerusalem and the further isolation of the city
from the rest of the Occupied Palestinian Territory, which are having a detrimental
effect on the lives of Palestinians and could prejudge a final status agreement on
Jerusalem,

! See A/ES-10/273 and Corr.1; see also Legal Consequences of the Construction of a Wall in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory, Advisory Opinion, |.C.J. Reports 2004, p. 136.
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Expressing its grave concern further about the continuing Israeli demolition of
Palestinian homes, the revocation of residency rights and the eviction and
displacement of numerous Palestinian families from East Jerusalem neighbourhoods,
as well as other acts of provocation and incitement, including by Israeli settlers, in
the city,

Expressing its concern about the Israeli excavations undertaken in the Old City
of Jerusalem, including in and around religious sites,

Reaffirming that the international community, through the United Nations, has
alegitimate interest in the question of the City of Jerusalem and in the protection of
the unique spiritual, religious and cultural dimensions of the city, as foreseen in
relevant United Nations resolutions on this matter,

Having considered the report of the Secretary-General on the situation in the
Middle East,’

1. Reiterates its determination that any actions taken by lIsrael, the
occupying Power, to impose its laws, jurisdiction and administration on the Holy
City of Jerusalem are illegal and therefore null and void and have no validity
whatsoever, and calls upon Israel to immediately cease all such illegal and unilateral
measures;

2.  Sresses that a comprehensive, just and lasting solution to the question of
the City of Jerusalem should take into account the legitimate concerns of both the
Palestinian and Israeli sides and should include internationally guaranteed
provisions to ensure the freedom of religion and of conscience of its inhabitants, as
well as permanent, free and unhindered access to the holy places by the people of all
religions and nationalities;

3.  Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at its
sixty-seventh session on the implementation of the present resolution.

69th plenary meeting
30 November 2011

2 A/66/338.
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67/24. Jerusalem

The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolution 181 (II) of 29 November 1947, in particular its
provisions regarding the City of Jerusalem,

Recalling also its resolution 36/120 E of 10 December 1981 and all its
subsequent relevant resolutions, including resolution 56/31 of 3 December 2001, in
which it, inter alia, determined that all legislative and administrative measures and
actions taken by lIsrael, the occupying Power, which have altered or purported to
alter the character and status of the Holy City of Jerusalem, in particular the so
called “Basic Law” on Jerusalem and the proclamation of Jerusalem as the capital of
Israel, were null and void and must be rescinded forthwith,

Recalling further the Security Council resolutions relevant to Jerusalem,
including resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980, in which the Council, inter alia,
decided not to recognize the “Basic Law” on Jerusalem,

Recalling the advisory opinion rendered on 9 July 2004 by the International
Court of Justice on the legal consequences of the construction of a wall in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory,* and recalling its resolution ES-10/15 of 20 July
2004,

Expressing its grave concern about any action taken by any body,
governmental or non-governmental, in violation of the above-mentioned resol utions,

Expressing its grave concern also, in particular, about the continuation by
Israel, the occupying Power, of illegal settlement activities, including the so-called
E-1 plan, its construction of the wall in and around East Jerusalem, its restrictions
on Palestinian access to and residence in East Jerusalem and the further isolation of
the city from the rest of the Occupied Palestinian Territory, which are having a
detrimental effect on the lives of Palestinians and could prejudge a final status
agreement on Jerusalem,

! See A/ES-10/273 and Corr. 1.
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Expressing its grave concern further about the continuing Israeli demolition of
Palestinian homes, the revocation of residency rights and the eviction and
displacement of numerous Palestinian families from East Jerusalem neighbourhoods,
as well as other acts of provocation and incitement, including by Israeli settlers, in
the city, including desecration of mosques and churches,

Expressing its concern about the Israeli excavations undertaken in the Old City
of Jerusalem, including in and around religious sites,

Reaffirming that the international community, through the United Nations, has
alegitimate interest in the question of the City of Jerusalem and in the protection of
the unique spiritual, religious and cultural dimensions of the city, as foreseen in
relevant United Nations resolutions on this matter,

Having considered the report of the Secretary-General on the situation in the
Middle East,’

1. Reiterates its determination that any actions taken by Israel, the
occupying Power, to impose its laws, jurisdiction and administration on the Holy
City of Jerusalem are illegal and therefore null and void and have no validity
whatsoever, and calls upon Israel to immediately cease all such illegal and unilateral
measures;

2.  Sresses that a comprehensive, just and lasting solution to the question of
the City of Jerusalem should take into account the legitimate concerns of both the
Palestinian and Israeli sides and should include internationally guaranteed
provisions to ensure the freedom of religion and of conscience of its inhabitants, as
well as permanent, free and unhindered access to the holy places by people of all
religions and nationalities;

3.  Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at its
sixty-eighth session on the implementation of the present resolution.

47th plenary meeting
30 November 2012

2 AI67/342.
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68/16. Jerusalem

The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolution 181 (Il) of 29 November 1947, inrpeular its
provisions regarding the City of Jerusalem,

Recalling also its resolution 36/120E of 10 December 1981 and all its
subsequent relevant resolutions, including resotuti6/31 of 3 December 2001, in
which it, inter alia, determined that all legiskatiand administrative measures and
actions taken by lIsrael, the occupying Power, whieve altered or purported to
alter the character and status of the Holy City Jefrusalem, in particular the
so-called “Basic Law” on Jerusalem and the proclaoma of Jerusalem as the
capital of Israel, were null and void and must bescainded forthwith,

Recalling further the Security Council resolutions relevant to Jates,
including resolutiom78 (1980)of 20 August 1980, in which the Council, interagli
decided not to recognize the “Basic Law” on Jerasgl

Recalling the advisory opinion rendered on 9 July 2004 bg thternational
Court of Justice on the legal consequences of thesttuction of a wall in the
Occupied Palestinian Territofyand recalling its resolution ES-10/15 of 20 Ju002,

Expressing its grave concern about any action taken by any body, governmental
or non-governmental, in violation of the above-mengd resolutions,

Expressing its grave concern also, in particular, about the continuation by
Israel, the occupying Power, of illegal settlemaustivities, including provocations
regarding the so-called E-1 plan, its constructafnthe wall in and around East
Jerusalem, its restrictions on Palestinian accesant residence in East Jerusalem
and the further isolation of the city from the rest the Occupied Palestinian
Territory, which are having a detrimental effect tre lives of Palestinians and
could prejudge a final status agreement on Jerusale

! See A/JES-10/273 and Corr.1.
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Expressing its grave concern further about the continuing Israeli demolition of
Palestinian homes, the revocation of residency tsighnd the eviction and
displacement of numerous Palestinian families fieast Jerusalem neighbourhoods,
as well as other acts of provocation and incitemartluding by Israeli settlers, in
the city, including desecration of mosques and ches,

Expressing its concern about the Israeli excavations undertaken in the City
of Jerusalem, including in and around religiougsit

Reaffirming that the international community, through the @ditNations, has
a legitimate interest in the question of the CifyJerusalem and in the protection of
the unique spiritual, religious and cultural dimemss of the city, as foreseen in
relevant United Nations resolutions on this matter,

Having considered the report of the Secretary-General on the situmin the
Middle East’

1. Reiteratesits determination that any actions taken by Israel, the occupying
Power, to impose its laws, jurisdiction and admird§on on the Holy City of
Jerusalem are illegal and therefore null and vaid have no validity whatsoever,
and calls upon Israel to immediately cease all silegal and unilateral measures;

2. Sressesthat a comprehensive, just and lasting solutioth® question of
the City of Jerusalem should take into accountldgtimate concerns of both the
Palestinian and Israeli sides and should includéerimationally guaranteed
provisions to ensure the freedom of religion ancofiscience of its inhabitants, as
well as permanent, free and unhindered accessadthy places by people of all
religions and nationalities;

3. Also stresses the need for the parties to observe calm and aggtand to
refrain from provocative actions, incitement andlammatory rhetoric, especially
in areas of religious and cultural sensitivity, aagpresses its grave concern in
particular about the recent series of negativedants in East Jerusalem;

4. Requests the Secretary-General to report to the GenerakeAddy at its
sixty-ninth session on the implementation of thegant resolution.

58th plenary meeting
26 November 2013

2 A/68/371.
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69/24. Jerusalem

The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolution 181 (I1) of 29 November 1947, in particular its
provisions regarding the City of Jerusalem,

Recalling also its resolution 36/120 E of 10 December 1981 and all its
subsequent relevant resolutions, including resolution 56/31 of 3 December 2001, in
which it, inter alia, determined that all legislative and administrative measures and
actions taken by lIsrael, the occupying Power, which have altered or purported to
alter the character and status of the Holy City of Jerusalem, in particular the
so-called “Basic Law” on Jerusalem and the proclamation of Jerusalem as the
capital of Israel, were null and void and must be rescinded forthwith,

Recalling further the Security Council resolutions relevant to Jerusalem,
including resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980, in which the Council, inter alia,
decided not to recognize the “Basic Law” on Jerusalem,

Recalling the advisory opinion rendered on 9 July 2004 by the International
Court of Justice on the legal consequences of the construction of a wall in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory,* and recalling its resolution ES-10/15 of 20 July
2004,

Expressing its grave concern about any action taken by any body,
governmental or non-governmental, in violation of the above-mentioned resolutions,

Expressing its grave concern also, in particular, about the continuation by
Israel, the occupying Power, of illegal settlement activities, including provocations
regarding the so-called E-1 plan, its construction of the wall in and around East
Jerusalem, its restrictions on Palestinian access to and residence in East Jerusalem
and the further isolation of the city from the rest of the Occupied Palestinian
Territory, which are having a detrimental effect on the lives of Palestinians and
could prejudge a final status agreement on Jerusalem,

Expressing its grave concern further about the continuing Israeli demolition of
Palestinian homes, the revocation of residency rights and the eviction and

! See A/ES-10/273 and Corr.1.
14-6571
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displacement of numerous Palestinian families from East Jerusalem
neighbourhoods, including Bedouin families, as well as other acts of provocation
and incitement, including by Israeli settlers, in the city, including desecration of
mosques and churches,

Expressing its concern about the Israeli excavations undertaken in the Old City
of Jerusalem, including in and around religious sites,

Reaffirming that the international community, through the United Nations, has
a legitimate interest in the question of the City of Jerusalem and in the protection of
the unique spiritual, religious and cultural dimensions of the city, as foreseen in
relevant United Nations resolutions on this matter,

Having considered the report of the Secretary-General on the situation in the
Middle East,?

1. Reiterates its determination that any actions taken by Israel, the
occupying Power, to impose its laws, jurisdiction and administration on the Holy
City of Jerusalem are illegal and therefore null and void and have no validity
whatsoever, and calls upon Israel to immediately cease all such illegal and unilateral
measures;

2.  Stresses that a comprehensive, just and lasting solution to the question of
the City of Jerusalem should take into account the legitimate concerns of both the
Palestinian and Israeli sides and should include internationally guaranteed
provisions to ensure the freedom of religion and of conscience of its inhabitants, as
well as permanent, free and unhindered access to the holy places by people of all
religions and nationalities;

3. Also stresses the need for the parties to observe calm and restraint and to
refrain from provocative actions, incitement and inflammatory rhetoric, especially
in areas of religious and cultural sensitivity, and expresses its grave concern in
particular about the recent series of negative incidents in East Jerusalem;

4. Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at its
seventieth session on the implementation of the present resolution.

61st plenary meeting
25 November 2014

2 AJ69/341.
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70/16. Jerusalem

The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolution 181 (II) of 29 November 1947, in particular its
provisions regarding the City of Jerusalem,

Recalling also its resolution 36/120 E of 10 December 1981 and all its
subsequent relevant resolutions, including resolution 56/31 of 3 December 2001, in
which it, inter alia, determined that all legislative and administrative measures and
actions taken by Israel, the occupying Power, which have altered or purported to
alter the character and status of the Holy City of Jerusalem, in particular the so-
called “Basic Law” on Jerusalem and the proclamation of Jerusalem as the capital of
Israel, were null and void and must be rescinded forthwith,

Recalling further the Security Council resolutions relevant to Jerusalem,
including resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980, in which the Council, inter alia,
decided not to recognize the “Basic Law” on Jerusalem,

Recalling the advisory opinion rendered on 9 July 2004 by the International
Court of Justice on the legal consequences of the construction of a wall in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory,’ and recalling its resolution ES-10/15 of 20 July
2004,

Expressing its grave concern about any action taken by any body,
governmental or non-governmental, in violation of the above-mentioned resolutions,

Expressing its grave concern also, in particular, about the continuation by
Israel, the occupying Power, of illegal settlement activities, including measures
regarding the so-called E-1 plan, its construction of the wall in and around East
Jerusalem, its restrictions on Palestinian access to and residence in East Jerusalem
and the further isolation of the city from the rest of the Occupied Palestinian
Territory, which are having a detrimental effect on the lives of Palestinians and
could prejudge a final status agreement on Jerusalem,

Expressing its grave concern further about the continuing Israeli demolition of
Palestinian homes, the revocation of residency rights and the eviction and

! See A/ES-10/273 and Corr.1.
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displacement of numerous Palestinian families from East Jerusalem
neighbourhoods, including Bedouin families, as well as other acts of provocation
and incitement, including by Israeli settlers, in the city, including desecration of
mosques and churches,

Expressing its concern about the Israeli excavations undertaken in the Old City
of Jerusalem, including in and around religious sites,

Expressing its grave concern, in particular, about tensions, provocations and
incitement regarding the holy places of Jerusalem, including the Haram al-Sharif,
and urging restraint and respect for the sanctity of the holy sites by all sides,

Reaffirming that the international community, through the United Nations, has
a legitimate interest in the question of the City of Jerusalem and in the protection of
the unique spiritual, religious and cultural dimensions of the city, as foreseen in
relevant United Nations resolutions on this matter,

Having considered the report of the Secretary-General on the situation in the
Middle East,?

1. Reiterates its determination that any actions taken by Israel, the
occupying Power, to impose its laws, jurisdiction and administration on the Holy
City of Jerusalem are illegal and therefore null and void and have no validity
whatsoever, and calls upon Israel to immediately cease all such illegal and unilateral
measures;

2.  Stresses that a comprehensive, just and lasting solution to the question of
the City of Jerusalem should take into account the legitimate concerns of both the
Palestinian and Israeli sides and should include internationally guaranteed
provisions to ensure the freedom of religion and of conscience of its inhabitants, as
well as permanent, free and unhindered access to the holy places by people of all
religions and nationalities;

3. Also stresses the need for the parties to observe calm and restraint and to
refrain from provocative actions, incitement and inflammatory rhetoric, especially
in areas of religious and cultural sensitivity, and expresses its grave concern in
particular about the recent series of negative incidents in East Jerusalem;

4.  Calls for respect for the historic status quo at the holy places of
Jerusalem, including the Haram al-Sharif, in word and practice, and urges all sides
to work immediately and cooperatively to defuse tensions and halt all provocations,
incitement and violence at the holy sites in the City;

5. Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at its

seventy-first session on the implementation of the present resolution.

64th plenary meeting
24 November 2015

2 A/70/353.
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71/25. Jerusalem

The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolution 181 (II) of 29 November 1947, in particular its
provisions regarding the City of Jerusalem,

Recalling also its resolution 36/120 E of 10 December 1981 and all its
subsequent relevant resolutions, including resolution 56/31 of 3 December 2001, in
which it, inter alia, determined that all legislative and administrative measures and
actions taken by Israel, the occupying Power, which have altered or purported to
alter the character and status of the Holy City of Jerusalem, in particular the
so-called “Basic Law” on Jerusalem and the proclamation of Jerusalem as the
capital of Israel, were null and void and must be rescinded forthwith,

Recalling further the Security Council resolutions relevant to Jerusalem,
including resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980, in which the Council, inter alia,
decided not to recognize the “Basic Law” on Jerusalem,

Recalling the advisory opinion rendered on 9 July 2004 by the International
Court of Justice on the legal consequences of the construction of a wall in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory,! and recalling its resolution ES-10/15 of 20 July 2004,

Expressing its grave concern about any action taken by any body,
governmental or non-governmental, in violation of the above-mentioned resolutions,

Expressing its grave concern also, in particular, about the continuation by
Israel, the occupying Power, of illegal settlement activities, including measures
regarding the so-called E-1 plan, its construction of the wall in and around East
Jerusalem, its restrictions on Palestinian access to and residence in East Jerusalem
and the further isolation of the city from the rest of the Occupied Palestinian
Territory, which are having a detrimental effect on the lives of Palestinians and
could prejudge a final status agreement on Jerusalem,

Expressing its grave concern further about the continuing Israeli demolition of
Palestinian homes and other civilian infrastructure in and around East Jerusalem, the
revocation of residency rights, and the eviction and displacement of numerous

! See A/ES-10/273 and Corr.1.
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Palestinian families from East Jerusalem neighbourhoods, including Bedouin
families, as well as other acts of provocation and incitement, including by Israeli
settlers, in the city, including desecration of mosques and churches,

Expressing its concern about the Israeli excavations undertaken in the Old City
of Jerusalem, including in and around religious sites,

Expressing its grave concern, in particular, about tensions, provocations and
incitement regarding the holy places of Jerusalem, including the Haram al-Sharif,
and urging restraint and respect for the sanctity of the holy sites by all sides,

Reaffirming that the international community, through the United Nations, has
a legitimate interest in the question of the City of Jerusalem and in the protection of
the unique spiritual, religious and cultural dimensions of the city, as foreseen in
relevant United Nations resolutions on this matter,

Having considered the report of the Secretary-General on the situation in the
Middle East,?

1.  Reiterates its determination that any actions taken by Israel, the
occupying Power, to impose its laws, jurisdiction and administration on the Holy
City of Jerusalem are illegal and therefore null and void and have no validity
whatsoever, and calls upon Israel to immediately cease all such illegal and unilateral
measures;

2. Stresses that a comprehensive, just and lasting solution to the question of
the City of Jerusalem should take into account the legitimate concerns of both the
Palestinian and Israeli sides and should include internationally guaranteed
provisions to ensure the freedom of religion and of conscience of its inhabitants, as
well as permanent, free and unhindered access to the holy places by people of all
religions and nationalities;

3. Also stresses the need for the parties to observe calm and restraint and to
refrain from provocative actions, incitement and inflammatory rhetoric, especially
in areas of religious and cultural sensitivity, and expresses its grave concern in
particular about the recent series of negative incidents in East Jerusalem;

4.  Calls for respect for the historic status quo at the holy places of
Jerusalem, including the Haram al-Sharif, in word and practice, and urges all sides
to work immediately and cooperatively to defuse tensions and halt all provocations,
incitement and violence at the holy sites in the City;

5. Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at its

seventy-second session on the implementation of the present resolution.

50th plenary meeting
30 November 2016

2 A/71/328 and Add.1.
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Jerusalem

The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolution 181 (II) of 29 November 1947, in particular its
provisions regarding the City of Jerusalem,

Recalling also its resolution 36/120 E of 10 December 1981 and all its
subsequent relevant resolutions, including resolution 56/31 of 3 December 2001, in
which it, inter alia, determined that all legislative and administrative measures and
actions taken by Israel, the occupying Power, which have altered or purported to
alter the character and status of the Holy City of Jerusalem, in particular the
so-called “Basic Law” on Jerusalem and the proclamation of Jerusalem as the
capital of Israel, were null and void and must be rescinded forthwith,

Recalling further the Security Council resolutions relevant to Jerusalem,
including resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980, in which the Council, inter alia,
decided not to recognize the “Basic Law” on Jerusalem,

Recalling Security Council resolution 2334 (2016) of 23 December 2016, in
which the Council affirmed that it would not recognize any changes to the 4 June
1967 lines, including with regard to Jerusalem, other than those agreed by the
parties through negotiations,

Recalling also the advisory opinion rendered on 9 July 2004 by the
International Court of Justice on the legal consequences of the construction of a
wall in the Occupied Palestinian Territory,® and recalling further its resolution
ES-10/15 of 20 July 2004,

Expressing its grave concern about any action taken by any body,
governmental or non-governmental, in violation of the above-mentioned resolutions,

Expressing its grave concern also, in particular, about the continuation by
Israel, the occupying Power, of illegal settlement activities, including measures

! See AJES-10/273 and A/ES-10/273/Corr.1.
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regarding the so-called E-1 plan, its construction of the wall in and around East
Jerusalem, its restrictions on Palestinian access to and residence in East Jerusalem
and the further isolation of the city from the rest of the Occupied Palestinian
Territory, which are having a detrimental effect on the lives of Palestinians and
could prejudge a final status agreement on Jerusalem,

Expressing its grave concern further about the continuing Israeli demolition of
Palestinian homes and other civilian infrastructure in and around East Jerusalem, the
revocation of residency rights, and the eviction and displacement of numerous
Palestinian families from East Jerusalem neighbourhoods, including Bedouin
families, as well as other acts of provocation and incitement, including by Israeli
settlers, in the city, including desecration of mosques and churches,

Expressing its concern about the Israeli excavations undertaken in the Old
City of Jerusalem, including in and around religious sites,

Expressing its grave concern, in particular, about tensions, provocations and
incitement regarding the holy places of Jerusalem, including the Haram al-Sharif,
and urging restraint and respect for the sanctity of the holy sites by all sides,

Reaffirming that the international community, through the United Nations, has
a legitimate interest in the question of the City of Jerusalem and in the protection of
the unique spiritual, religious and cultural dimensions of the city, as foreseen in
relevant United Nations resolutions on this matter,

Having considered the report of the Secretary-General on the situation in the
Middle East,’

1. Reiterates its determination that any actions taken by Israel, the
occupying Power, to impose its laws, jurisdiction and administration on the Holy
City of Jerusalem are illegal and therefore null and void and have no validity
whatsoever, and calls upon Israel to immediately cease all such illegal and unilateral
measures;

2.  Stresses that a comprehensive, just and lasting solution to the question of
the City of Jerusalem should take into account the legitimate concerns of both the
Palestinian and Israeli sides and should include internationally guaranteed
provisions to ensure the freedom of religion and of conscience of its inhabitants, as
well as permanent, free and unhindered access to the holy places by people of all
religions and nationalities;

3. Also stresses the need for the parties to observe calm and restraint and to
refrain from provocative actions, incitement and inflammatory rhetoric, especially
in areas of religious and cultural sensitivity, and expresses its grave concern in
particular about the recent series of negative incidents in East Jerusalem;

4. Calls for respect for the historic status quo at the holy places of
Jerusalem, including the Haram al-Sharif, in word and practice, and urges all sides
to work immediately and cooperatively to defuse tensions and halt all provocations,
incitement and violence at the holy sites in the City;

5.  Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at its
seventy-third session on the implementation of the present resolution.

60th plenary meeting
30 November 2017
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73/22. Jerusalem

The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolution 181 (II) of 29 November 1947, in particular its
provisions regarding the City of Jerusalem,

Recalling also its resolution 36/120 E of 10 December 1981 and all its
subsequent relevant resolutions, including resolution 56/31 of 3 December 2001, in
which it, inter alia, determined that all legislative and administrative measures and
actions taken by Israel, the occupying Power, which have altered or purported to alter
the character and status of the Holy City of Jerusalem, in particular the so-called
“Basic Law” on Jerusalem and the proclamation of Jerusalem as the capital of Israel,
were null and void and must be rescinded forthwith,

Recalling further the Security Council resolutions relevant to Jerusalem,
including resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980, in which the Council, inter alia,
decided not to recognize the “Basic Law” on Jerusalem,

Recalling Security Council resolution 2334 (2016) of 23 December 2016, in
which the Council affirmed that it would not recognize any changes to the 4 June
1967 lines, including with regard to Jerusalem, other than those agreed by the parties
through negotiations,

Recalling also the advisory opinion rendered on 9 July 2004 by the International
Court of Justice on the legal consequences of the construction of a wall in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory, and recalling further its resolution ES-10/15 of 20 July 2004,

Expressing its grave concern about any action taken by any body, governmental
or non-governmental, in violation of the above-mentioned resolutions,

Expressing its grave concern also, in particular, about the continuation by Israel,
the occupying Power, of illegal settlement activities, including measures regarding
the so-called E-1 plan, its construction of the wall in and around East Jerusalem, its

1 See A/ES-10/273 and A/ES-10/273/Corr.1.
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restrictions on Palestinian access to and residence in East Jerusalem and the further
isolation of the city from the rest of the Occupied Palestinian Territory, which are
having a detrimental effect on the lives of Palestinians and could prejudge a final
status agreement on Jerusalem,

Expressing its grave concern further about the continuing Israeli demolition of
Palestinian homes and other civilian infrastructure in and around East Jerusalem, the
revocation of residency rights, and the eviction and displacement of numerous
Palestinian families from East Jerusalem neighbourhoods, including Bedouin
families, as well as other acts of provocation and incitement, including by Israeli
settlers, in the city, including desecration of mosques and churches,

Expressing its concern about the Israeli excavations undertaken in the Old City
of Jerusalem, including in and around religious sites,

Expressing its grave concern, in particular, about tensions, provocations and
incitement regarding the holy places of Jerusalem, including the Haram al-Sharif, and
urging restraint and respect for the sanctity of the holy sites by all sides,

Reaffirming that the international community, through the United Nations, has
a legitimate interest in the question of the City of Jerusalem and in the protection of
the unique spiritual, religious and cultural dimensions of the city, as foreseen in
relevant United Nations resolutions on this matter,

Reaffirming also the importance of the City of Jerusalem for the three
monotheistic religions,

Having considered the report of the Secretary-General on the situation in the
Middle East,?

1. Reiterates its determination that any actions taken by Israel, the occupying
Power, to impose its laws, jurisdiction and administration on the Holy City of
Jerusalem are illegal and therefore null and void and have no validity whatsoever, and
calls upon Israel to immediately cease all such illegal and unilateral measures;

2. Stresses that a comprehensive, just and lasting solution to the question of
the City of Jerusalem should take into account the legitimate concerns of both the
Palestinian and Israeli sides and should include internationally guaranteed provisions
to ensure the freedom of religion and of conscience of its inhabitants, as well as
permanent, free and unhindered access to the holy places by people of all religions
and nationalities;

3. Also stresses the need for the parties to observe calm and restraint and to
refrain from provocative actions, incitement and inflammatory rhetoric, especially in
areas of religious and cultural sensitivity, and expresses its grave concern in particular
about the recent series of negative incidents in East Jerusalem,;

4.  Calls for respect for the historic status quo at the holy places of Jerusalem,
including the Haram al-Sharif, in word and in practice, and urges all sides to work
immediately and cooperatively to defuse tensions and halt all provocations,
incitement and violence at the holy sites in the City;

5. Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at its
seventy-fourth session on the implementation of the present resolution.

43rd plenary meeting
30 November 2018
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76/12. Jerusalem

The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolution 181 (II) of 29 November 1947, in particular its
provisions regarding the City of Jerusalem,

Recalling also its resolution 36/120 E of 10 December 1981 and all its
subsequent relevant resolutions, including resolution 56/31 of 3 December 2001, in
which it, inter alia, determined that all legislative and administrative measures and
actions taken by Israel, the occupying Power, which have altered or purported to alter
the character and status of the Holy City of Jerusalem, in particular the so-called
“Basic Law” on Jerusalem and the proclamation of Jerusalem as “the capital of
Israel”, were null and void and must be rescinded forthwith, as well as its previous
resolutions on Jerusalem,

Recalling further the Security Council resolutions relevant to Jerusalem, including
resolutions 250 (1968) of 27 April 1968, 251 (1968) of 2 May 1968, 252 (1968) of
21 May 1968, 267 (1969) of 3 July 1969, 271 (1969) of 15 September 1969, 298 (1971)
of 25 September 1971, 476 (1980) of 30 June 1980, 672 (1990) of 12 October 1990,
1073 (1996) of 28 September 1996 and 1322 (2000) of 7 October 2000,

Recalling, in particular, Security Council resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August
1980, in which the Council, inter alia, decided not to recognize the “Basic Law” on
Jerusalem, and such other actions by Israel that, as a result of this law, seek to alter
the character and status of Jerusalem, and calling upon States to act in accordance
with the provisions therein, as well as Council resolution 2334 (2016) of 23 December
2016, in which the Council affirmed that it would not recognize any changes to the
4 June 1967 lines, including with regard to Jerusalem, other than those agreed by the
parties through negotiations,

Deploring any action taken by any body, governmental or non-governmental, in
violation of the above-mentioned resolutions, and reiterating that all measures which
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have altered the geographic, demographic and historical character and status of the
Holy City of Jerusalem are null and void and must be rescinded in compliance with
the relevant resolutions of the Security Council,

Reaffirming the applicability of the Geneva Convention relative to the
Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War, of 12 August 1949, to the Occupied
Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem,

Recalling the advisory opinion rendered on 9 July 2004 by the International
Court of Justice on the legal consequences of the construction of a wall in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory,* and recalling also its resolution ES-10/15 of 20 July
2004,

Deploring, in particular, Israeli construction and expansion of settlements in and
around East Jerusalem, including measures regarding the so-called E-1 plan,
construction of the wall, demolition of Palestinian homes and other civilian
infrastructure, expulsions and displacement of numerous Palestinian families,
including Bedouin families, restrictions on Palestinian access to and residence in East
Jerusalem, including revocation of residency rights, and the further isolation of the
city from the rest of the Occupied Palestinian Territory, and expressing grave concern
over the continued closure of Palestinian institutions in the city as well as acts of
provocation and incitement, including by Israeli settlers, including against holy sites,

Expressing its serious concern about the possible displacement of Palestinian
families from homes that they have lived in for generations in the Sheikh Jarrah and
Silwan neighbourhoods in East Jerusalem, and stressing its opposition to all such
unilateral actions, which are illegal under international law and risk exacerbating the
already tense and fragile environment,

Expressing its concern about the Israeli excavations undertaken in the Old City
of Jerusalem, including in and around religious sites,

Recalling the Security Council press statement on Jerusalem of 17 September
2015, in which the Council called, inter alia, for the exercise of restraint, refraining
from provocative actions and rhetoric and upholding unchanged the historic status
quo at the Haram al-Sharif — in word and in practice, as well as for full respect for
international law, including international human rights law and international
humanitarian law, as may be applicable in Jerusalem,

Reaffirming that the international community, through the United Nations, has
a legitimate interest in the question of the City of Jerusalem and in the protection of
the unique spiritual, religious and cultural dimensions of the city, as foreseen in
relevant United Nations resolutions on this matter,

Reaffirming also the importance and holiness of the City of Jerusalem for the
three monotheistic religions,

Having considered the report of the Secretary-General on the situation in the
Middle East,?

1. Reiterates its determination that any actions taken by Israel, the occupying
Power, to impose its laws, jurisdiction and administration on the Holy City of
Jerusalem are illegal and therefore null and void and have no validity whatsoever, and
calls upon Israel to immediately cease all such illegal and unilateral measures;

2. Stresses that a comprehensive, just and lasting solution to the question of
the City of Jerusalem should take into account the legitimate concerns of both the

2/3
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Palestinian and Israeli sides, in accordance with international law, and should include
internationally guaranteed provisions to ensure the freedom of religion and of
conscience of its inhabitants, as well as permanent, free and unhindered access to the
holy places by people of all religions and nationalities;

3. Also stresses the need for the parties to observe calm and restraint and to
refrain from provocative actions, incitement and inflammatory rhetoric, especially in
areas of religious and cultural sensitivity, and expresses its grave concern, in
particular, about the recent series of serious negative incidents in East Jerusalem;

4.  Calls for respect for the historic status quo at the holy places of Jerusalem,
in word and in practice, and urges all sides to work immediately and cooperatively to
defuse tensions and halt all provocations, incitement and violence at the holy sites in
the City;

5. Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at its
seventy-eighth session on the implementation of the present resolution.

42nd plenary meeting
1 December 2021

3/3
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REPORT OF THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE TO
INVESTIGATE ISRAELI BRACTICES AFFECTING
THE HUMAN RIGHTS OF THE POPULATION OF THE
CCCUPIED TERRITORIES

Report of the Secretary-General

1. The present report is submitted in pursuance of paragraph 5 of General
Assembly resolution 36/15 of 28 October 1981 concerning recent developments in
connexion with excavations in eastern Jerusalem,

2. On 31 October 1981, the Secretary-General addressed the following note to the
Permanent Representative of Israel:

"The Secretary-General of the United Nations presents his compliments to
the Permanent Representative of Israel to the United Nations and has the
honour to refer to the General Assembly resolution 36/15 which was adopted by
the Assembly on 28 October 1981, the operative part of which reads as follows:

'The General Assembly,

'1. Determines that the excavations and transformations of the
landscape and the historical, cultural and religious sites of Jerusalem
constitute a flagrant violation of the principles of international law
and the relevant provisions of the Geneva Convention relative to the
Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War, of 12 August 1949;

81-32083 0026p (E) Joen
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3.

‘2. Decides that such violations by Israel constitute a serious
obstruction to achieving a comprehensive and just peace in the Middle
East as well as a threat to internaticnal peace and security;

'3. Demands that Israel desist forthwith from all excavations and
transformations of the historical, cultural and religiocus sites of
Jerusalem, particularly beneath and around the Moslem Holy Sanctuary of
Al-Haram Al-Sharif (Al Masjid Al Agsa and the Sacred Dome of the Rock),
the structures of which are in danger of collapse;

'4,  Requests the Security Couhcil to consider this situation in
case Israel fails to comply immediately with the present resclution;

'5. Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General
Assembly and the Security Council no later than 23 November 198l on the
implementation of the present resolution.'

"Tn view of the reporting responsibility entrusted to him under paragraph
5 of the above-mentioned resoclution, the Secretary-General would be grateful
if the Permanent Representative of Israel would inform him, as a matter of
urgency and preferably by 17 November 1981, of the action which his Government
has taken or envisages to take in regard to the implementation of the
resolution,"

The Secretary-General also brought the resolution to the attention of the

Security Council with particular reference to the request addressed to the Council
by the General Assembly (8/14755}.

4.

On 16 November 1981, the Permanent Representative of Israel addressed to the

Secretary-General the following reply:

"The Permanent Representative of Israel to the United Nations presents
his compliments to the Secretary-General of the United Nations and, in
reference to the latter's note of 31 October 1981l regarding General Assembly
resolution 36/15, has the honour, on instructions of his Government, to state:

"The facts relating to the cleaning of the passage leading from the
Western Wall to the Temple Mount in Jerusalem were accurdtely described in the
letter of 24 September 1981 from the Permanent Representative of Israel to the
Secretary-General (A/36/555-5/14708), as well as in the statements made by the
representative of Israel on the Special Political Committee and the plenary of
the General Assembly on 26 and 28 October 198l respectively.

"The Government of Israel regards as preposterous determinations of a
wholly political nature such as those contained in the above-mentioned
resolution to the effect that the Mosgues on the Temple Mount have been or are
in danger of collapse. There has not been and there is not any such danger to
these Mosgues. Thus, the specious conclusions and the untenable demands
contained in the resolution are absolutely groundless.

Fone
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"preservation of the cultural and historical heritage of Jerusalem,
respect for the spirituwal values and religious sentiments connected with the
city and the development of its physical aspects are of paramount importance
to the Government of Israel, as has been amply demonstrated over the years.

"Israel rejects the repeated attempts at the United Nations to exploit
the name of Jerusalem in order to fan the flames of religious hatred and
sectarian violence. Israel will continue undeterred with its efforts to
advance the cause of peace in the Middle East."
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GENERAL ASSEMBLY

Thirty-seventh session

Item 31 of the preliminary list#*
QUESTION OF PALESTINE

Report of the Secretary-General

1. On 10 December 1981, the General Assembly, at its thirty-sixth session,

adopted resolution 36/120 E entitled "Question of Palestine", the operative part of
which reads as follows:

"The General Assembly,

"l. Determines once again that all legislative 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 so-called "Basic Law" on Jerusalem and the

proclamation of Jerusalem as the capital of Israel, are nulil and void and must
be rescinded forthwith;

. "2. Affirms that such actions constitute a serious obstruction to
achieving a comprehensive, just and lasting peace in the Middle East, and a
threat to international peace and securitys

"3. Reaffirms its resolution not to recognize that "Basic Law™ and such
other actions by Israel that, as a result of this law, seek to alter the
character and status of Jerusalem and calls upon all States, specialized
agencies and other international organizations to comply with the present
resoclution and other relevant resolutions and urges them not to conduct any

business which is not in conformity with the provisions of the present
resolution and the other relevant resolutions;

L
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"4. Demands that Israel should fully comply with all the resolutions
of the United Nations relevant to the historic character of the Holy City
of Jerusalem, in particular Security Council resolutions 476 (1980) and
478 (1980);

"5. Reguests the Secretary-General to report on the implementation of
those resolutions within six months."

2. The present report is submitted in pursuance of baragraph 5 of the above
resolution.

3. On 22 February 1982, the Secretary-General addressed a note verbale to the
Fermanent Representative of Israel. 1In it, the Secretary-General drew the
attention of the Permanent Representative to the operative paragraphs of General
Assembly resolution 36/120 E and, in view of his reporting responsibility,
requested the Permanent Representative to inform him, if possible by 15 May 1982,
of any action which the Government of Israel had taken or envisaged to take in
regard to the implementation of the resolution.

4. On 24 May 1982, the Permanent Representative of Israel addressed a note
verbale to the Secretary-General, the substantive part of which is reproduced below:

"The Permanent Representative of Israel wishes to draw to the attention of the
Secretary-General the position of the Govermnment of Israel on Jerusalem, as
set out by the Permanent Representative of Israel in his statement before the
General Asgembly on 2 December 1981 (A/36/PV.81), which, inter alia, reads as
follows:

"'United Jerusalem is and will remain the eternal capital of Israel and
of the Jewish people. It epitomizes the restoration of our national
sovereignty in our homeland, the Land of Israel. At the same time, the
Govermment of Israel has ever been conscious of the fact that Jerusalem
is also of deep meaning and concern to other faiths, to Christians and
Moslems, as well as Jews. 1Israel is deeply and reverently mindful of the
city's manifold spiritual heritage, of its Holy Places, of its historical
treasures and of its rich cultural legacy. Israel has given ample
evidence of this profound regard for Jerusalem, as anyone who has visited
the united city since 1967 well knows.'"

5. It will be recalled that, in paragraph 4 of General Assembly resolution
36/120 E, reference was made to Security Council resolution 478 (1980) of

20 August 1980, In that resoclution, the Security Council had, inter alia, called
upon "those States that have established diplomatic missions at Jerusalem to
withdraw such missions from the Holy City". 1In letters dated 17 May 1982 (5/15109)
and 1 June 1982 (4/37/262), the Chargé 4'Affaires of the Permanent Mission of Costa
Rica transmitted to the Secretary-General a message from the Minister for Foreign
Affairs and Public Worship of Costa Rica informing the Secretary-General of his
Government's decision, on 9 May 1982, to transfer its Embassy to Jerusalem.
Communications regarding the decision of the Government of Costa Rica were
thereafter addressed to the Secretary-General and to the President of the Security
Council by the Permanent Representative of Irag, current Chairman of the Islamic
Conference (A/37/239-5/15114), and the Permanent Representative of Jordan (5/15091

and A/37/231-5/15093),
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THE SITUATION IN THE MIDDLE EAST
Report of the Secretary-General
I. INTRODUCTION
1. The present report is submitted in pursuance of General Assembly

resolutions 46/82 A and B of 16 December 1991. In paragraph 12 of resclution
46/82 A, the Assembly requested the Secretary-General to report to the
Security Council periodically on the development of the situation in the
Middle East and to submit to the Assembly at its forty-seventh session a
comprehensive report cowvering the developments in the Middle East. That
report will be submitted separately as a document of the General Assembly and
the Security Council. The General Assembly, in resolution 46/82 B, which
deals with the transfer by some States of their diplomatic missions to
Jerusalem in violation of Security Council resolution 478 (1980) of

20 August 1980, called upon all States to adopt a number of measures
concerning relations with Israel and called upon the States concerned to abide
by the provisions of the relevant United Nations resolutions.

2. The Secretary—General, in order to fulfil his reporting responsibility
under the above-meritioned resolutions, on 13 October 1992 addressed notes
verbales to the Permanemt Representative of Israel and to the Permanent
Representatives of the other Member States and requested them to inform him of
any steps their Governments had taken or envisaged taking concerning
implementation of the relevant provisions of those resolutions. As of

16 November 1992, replies had been received from Ecuador, Grenada, Israel and
Tunisia. Those replies are reproduced in section II of the present report.
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II. REPLIES FROM MEMBER STATES
ECUADOR
[Original: Spandish]

The Permanent Mission of Ecuador to the United Nations presents its
compliments to the Secretary-General of the United Nations and, in reply to
his request contained in note RES 46/82-GA, has the honour to advise him that
the Government of Ecuador does not provide any kind of assistance to Israel
and, as regards the character and status of the Holy City of Jerusalem, that
it maintains its Embassy in Tel Aviv. Accordingly, the Government of Ecuador
is in full compliance with the provisions of resolutions 46/82 A and B,
adopted by the General Assembly on 16 December 1991.

GRENADA
[Original: English]

The Permanent Representative of Grenada to the United Nations presents
his compliments to the Secretary-General of the United Nations and has the
honour to refer to his note RES 46/82-GA of 13 October 1992, which refers to
General Assembly resolutions 46/82 A and B.

Grenada has abided by the provisions of all United Nationms resolutions
relevant to the situation in the Middle East and has consistently encouraged a
peaceful settlement to the problems in the Middle East.

In its statement to the General Assembly on 5 October 1992, Grenada
welcomed the peace talks taking place among the key parties to the Middle East
conflict and counselled continued dialogue and flexibility in order to bring
lasting solutions to that region's problems.

Grenada does not envisage taking any further steps on this matter.

ISRAEL
[Original: English]

The Permanent Representative of Israel to the United Nations presents his
compliments to the Secretary-General of the United Nations and has the honour
to refer to the latter's note (RES 46/82-GA) of 13 October 1992 concerning
resolutions 46/82 A and B on "The situation in the Middle East".

Israel has consistently voted against General Assembly resolutions under
the agenda item "The situation in the Middle East", because they distort the
nature of the Arab-Israeli conflict and they contradict any genuine notion of
peace.
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Israel is presently engaged in bilateral and multilateral face-to-face
negotiations with its neighbours. One of the foundations of the current peace
process is the Camp David Accords . Nevertheless, paragraph 3 of resolution
46/82 A on "The situation in the Middle East" goes so far as to refer to
resolution 36/120 F of 10 Decembex 1981, in which the General Assembly
"strongly reaffirms its rejection® of various provisions of the Camp David
Accords. This is a clear illustration of the anachronistic and harmful nature
of the resolutions on "The situation in the Middle East'".

TUNISIA
[Original: French]

The Permanent Representative of Tunisia to the United Nations presents
his compliments to the Secretary-General and, with reference to his letter
(RES 46/82-GA) of 13 October 1992, has the honour to transmit the response of
the Government of Tunisia regarding measures it has taken pursuant to
resolutions 46782 A and B, which were adopted by the General Assembly under
the agenda item entitled "The situation in the Middle East", as follows:

"Pursuant to resclutions 46782 A and B adopted by the United Nations
General Assembly on 16 December 1991, under the agenda item entitled 'The
situation in the Middle East ', Tunisia has:

"(l) Reaffirmed, in official statements by its leaders and in
communiqués issued following meetings between heads of State and
Government, the principles set forth in the above resolutions, which must
serve as the basis for a comprehensive, just and lasting settlement in
the Middle East, namely:

"(a) That the question of Palestine lies at the core of the
conflict in the Middle East;

"(b) That the relevant resolutions of the Security Council and the
United Nations calling £for the immediate, unconditional and total
withdrawal of Israel from all Arab territories occupied since 1967 must
be implemented;

"(¢) That a comprehensive and just settlement in the Middle East
cannot be achieved without the participation on an equal footing of all
the parties to the conflict, including the Palestine Liberation
Organization;

"(d) That Israel must cease its aggression and its illegal
practices against the Palestinian people in the occupied territories and
outside those territories, imcluding expropriation, establishment of
settlements, repressive measuares ...;
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"(2) Worked closely with its partners to discourage recognition of
the 'Basic Law' of Israel regarding Jerusalem;

"(3) Contributed to the drafting and adoption of resolutions
reaffirming these principles at the level of regional organizations
(Organization of African Unity, Organization of the Islamic Conference
and the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries, etc. ...):;

"(4) Participated in multilateral negotiations on peace in the
Middle East in order to implement the principles of intermnational law
relevant to the Middle East:

"(5) Provided assistance, as needed, to the Palestinian leadership
to which our country continues to act as host."
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The situation in the Middle East

The stuation in the Middle East

Report of the Secretary-General*

|. Introduction

1. The present report is submitted in pursuance of
General Assembly resolutions 54/37 and 54/38 of 1
December 1999. The Assembly, in its resolution 54/37,
which deals with the transfer by some States of their
diplomatic missions to Jerusalem in violation of
Security Council resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August
1980, called once more upon those States to abide by
the provisions of the relevant United Nations
resolutions. In Assembly resolution 54/38, which deals
with Israeli policies in the Syrian territory occupied by
Israel since 1967, the Assembly demanded once more
that Israel withdraw from all the occupied Syrian
Golan in implementation of the relevant Council
resolutions.

2. The Secretary-General, in order to fulfil his
reporting responsibility under the above-mentioned
resolutions, on 7 August 2000 addressed notes verbales
to the Permanent Representative of Israel and to the
Permanent Representatives of other Member States
requesting them to inform him of any steps their
Governments had taken or envisaged taking concerning
implementation of the relevant provisions of those
resolutions. As of 26 October 2000, replies have been

* |n accordance with General Assembly resolution 54/248,
sect. C, para.1, thisreport is being submitted on 2
November 2000 so as to include as much updated
information as possible.
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received from Denmark, lIsrael, Namibia and Qatar.
Those replies are reproduced in section Il of this
report.

1. Repliesfrom Member States

Denmark
[Original: English]

The Danish Government has nothing to report on
the issue.

| srael
[Original: English]

1. As the Secretary-General is aware, Israel voted
against these resolutions, as well as against similar
resolutions adopted by the General Assembly, in
previous sessions. At this particular sensitive time in
the Middle East peace process, Israel wishes to put on
record, once again, its position on this matter. This
response should not in any way be construed as an
acceptance of the legitimacy of these resolutions.

2. lsrael views the aforementioned General
Assembly resolutions not only as being unbalanced, but
also as an undue interference in matters that lie at the
very core of the bilateral negotiations between Israel
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and her neighbours. As stated in the letters of invitation
to the Madrid Peace Conference on the Middle East of
October 1991, and reaffirmed in numerous legal
undertakings, the Middle East peace process is
predicated upon direct bilateral negotiations between
the parties concerned.

3. The one-sided approach reflected in these
resolutions threatens to prejudge the outcome of these
negotiations and to undermine the prospects of
achieving a just and lasting peace settlement based
upon directly negotiated and mutually agreed solutions.

4. Israel expresses its hope that the General
Assembly will, in respect of the negotiations currently
under way, offer its unwavering and impartial support
for the peace process. This is especially important now,
as the Middle East peace process stands at a crucial
juncture which will determine its future.

Namibia
[Original: English]

1. On General Assembly resolution 54/37: to ensure
the implementation of the aforesaid resolution, greater
political and diplomatic pressure should be put on
those countries that do not comply with the provisions
stipulated in the resolution. The Israeli position on the
proclamation of Jerusalem as the capital of Israel has
been declared null and void by a series of United
Nations resolutions over the past years. Secondly, no
agreement has been reached yet between the
Palestinians and the Israelis on the status of Jerusalem.
Given the aforesaid scenario, Namibiais of the opinion
that the only way to solve the issue of Jerusalem is for
the Palestinians and the lsraelis to exercise greater
political will and commitment in order to achieve
peace.

2. On General Assembly resolution 54/38: Namibia
is deeply concerned about the fact that Israel has not
yet withdrawn from the Syrian Golan Heights contrary
to the relevant Security Council and Assembly
resolutions. The aforesaid area has been under Israeli
occupation since 4 June 1967. Hence, our continual
demands that Israel withdraw from all the occupied
Syrian Golan to the line of 4 June 1967 in accordance
with the relevant Council resolutions. Namibia will
continue to help and assist the two parties to restart the
peace negotiations in order to achieve goals through
peaceful means.

Qatar
[Original: English]

The State of Qatar, as a co-sponsor of those
resolutions related to the Al-Quds and the Syrian Golan
Heights, hopes that those two resolutions could be
implemented.
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Introduction

1. The present report is submitted in pursuance of General Assembly resolutions
55/50 and 55/51 of 1 December 2000. The General Assembly, in its resolution
55/50, which deals with the transfer by some States of their diplomatic missions to
Jerusalem in violation of Security Council resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980,
called once more upon those States to abide by the provisions of the relevant United
Nations resolutions. In Assembly resolution 55/51, which deals with Israeli policies
in the Syrian territory occupied by Israel since 1967, the Assembly demanded once
more that Israel withdraw from all the occupied Syrian Golan in implementation of
the relevant Security Council resolutions.

2. The Secretary-General, in order to fulfil his reporting responsibility under the
above-mentioned resolutions, on 27 July 2001 addressed notes verbales to the
Permanent Representative of Israel and to the Permanent Representatives of other
Member States requesting them to inform him of any steps their Governments had
taken or envisaged taking concerning implementation of the relevant provisions of
those resolutions. As of 11 October 2001 replies have been received from Belarus,
Denmark, Israel, Japan and Portugal. Those replies are reproduced in section II of
the present report.

Replies received from Member States

Belarus
[Original: English]

1. Belarus, as a member of the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable
Rights of the Palestinian People, firmly supported resolutions 55/50 on Jerusalem
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and 55/51 on the Syrian Golan, adopted by the General Assembly on 1 December
2000 at its fifty-fifth session under the agenda item “The situation in the Middle
East”.

2. Belarus has been consistently adherent to the compliance by all Member States
with the provisions of the relevant resolutions of the General Assembly of the
United Nations relative to the character and status of the Holy City of Jerusalem.

3. Belarus condemns the continued occupation of the Syrian Golan in
contravention of the relevant General Assembly and Security Council resolutions.

4. Belarus is firmly committed to a peaceful settlement of the Arab-Israeli
conflict and calls on the parties to resume the peace process with a view to
achieving a just, comprehensive and lasting peace in the region.

Denmark
[Original: English]

The Permanent Mission of Denmark has the honour to inform the Secretary-
General that the above resolutions have not given occasion for any reporting on the
part of the Danish Government.

Israel
[Original: English]

1.  As the Secretary-General is aware, Israel voted against these resolutions, as
well as against similar resolutions adopted by the General Assembly in previous
sessions. In the light of the urgent need to bring an end to all acts of violence and
terrorism in the region and to return to the agreed negotiating process, Israel wishes
to place on record, once again, its position on this matter.

2. Israel views the aforementioned General Assembly resolutions as unbalanced
documents that threaten to prejudge the outcome of the Middle East peace process.
The one-sided approach reflected in these resolutions undermines fundamental
agreements reached between the parties, according to which the achievement of a
just and lasting peace in the region is possible only through direct bilateral
negotiations.

Japan
[Original: English]
Steps taken by the Government of Japan concerning the implementation of the

relevant provisions of resolutions 55/50 and 55/51, adopted by the General
Assembly on 1 December 2000, are as follows:
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With respect to resolution 55/50

1. Japan has stated its view on the Basic Law of Israel proclaiming Jerusalem as
the united capital of Israel in the statement of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs on 1
August 1980 as follows:

“(a) The Knesset has recently passed the Basic Law proclaiming
Jerusalem as the united capital of Israel. It gives an ex post facto legal
approval to the annexation of East Jerusalem, which was occupied by Israel in
1967. Japan cannot recognize such a unilateral change to the legal status of an
occupied territory, which is in total violation of the relevant United Nations
resolutions;

“(b) The Government of Japan is deeply concerned that such an action
would not only deteriorate the atmosphere for the settlement of the Middle
East peace problem, but also jeopardize the results of the efforts which have
been made for the achievement of peace in this region.”

This position has not changed since.

2. Japan believes that issues relating to Jerusalem should be resolved through the
permanent status negotiations between the parties concerned, and until such a
solution is achieved both parties should refrain from taking any unilateral action
relating to the situation in Jerusalem.

3. Japan established a legation at Tel Aviv in 1955 which was made an embassy
in 1963, but has never established an embassy in Jerusalem.

With respect to resolution 55/51

1.  With regard to the passing in 1981 of legislation concerning the annexation of
the Golan Heights, Japan issued a statement by the Minister for Foreign Affairs on
15 December 1981 as follows:

“(a) The Knesset passed legislation which in effect annexes the Golan
Heights on 14 December 1981. Japan cannot condone such a unilateral change
to the legal status of an occupied territory by Israel, following the annexation
of East Jerusalem in July 1980, which is in total violation of international law
and United Nations Security Council resolutions 242 and 338;

“(b) The Government of Japan is deeply concerned that such an action
would not only impair the atmosphere that exists for the settlement of the
Arab-Israeli conflict through peaceful means, but would also heighten tension
in the region;

“(c) On this occasion, the Government of Japan reiterates its strong
demand that Israel withdraw from all the territories occupied in 1967 as early
as possible.”

This position has not changed since.

2. Since February 1996, Japan has dispatched 45 personnel to the United Nations
Disengagement Observer Force operating in the Golan Heights.



A/56/480

Portugal
[Original: English]
1.  Concerning the implementation of resolution 55/50, the position of Portugal

regarding the status of the city of Jerusalem has not changed. Portugal does not have
a diplomatic mission in that city.

2. Concerning the implementation of resolution 55/51 on the situation on the
Golan Heights, Portugal’s position remains unaltered.

3. Regarding the implementation of these resolutions, Portugal concurs with the
positions of its European Union partners.
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Summary

The present report contains replies from Member States to the Secretary-
General’s note verbale of 27 June 2002 concerning implementation of the relevant
provisions of General Assembly resolutions 56/31, entitled “Jerusalem”, and 56/32,
entitled “ The Syrian Golan”, of 3 December 2001.
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I ntroduction

1. The present report is submitted in pursuance of General Assembly resolutions
56/31 and 56/32 of 3 December 2001. In its resolution 56/31, which deals with the
transfer by some States of their diplomatic missions to Jerusalem in violation of
Security Council resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980, the Assembly called
once more upon those States to abide by the provisions of the relevant United
Nations resolutions. In resolution 56/32, which deals with Israeli policies in the
Syrian territory occupied by Israel since 1967, the Assembly demanded once more
that Israel withdraw from all the occupied Syrian Golan in implementation of the
relevant Security Council resolutions.

2. The Secretary-General, in order to fulfil his reporting responsibility under the
above-mentioned resolutions, on 27 June 2002 addressed notes verbales to the
Permanent Representative of Israel to the United Nations and to the Permanent
Representatives of other Member States requesting them to inform him of any steps
their Governments had taken or envisaged taking concerning the implementation of
the relevant provisions of the above resolutions. As at 11 October 2002, replies had
been received from Gambia, Israel, Japan, the Syrian Arab Republic and the United
Arab Emirates. Those replies are reproduced in section |l of the present report.

Repliesreceived from Member States

Gambia

[Original: English]

1. With reference to General Assembly resolution 56/31, the Gambia has no
diplomatic mission in Jerusalem and does not intend to transfer any of its missions
in that region to Jerusalem.

2. With reference to resolution 56/32, the Gambia fully supports the
implementation of all relevant United Nations resolutions affecting the Syrian
Golan. The Gambia fully supports the current Middle East peace process and would
join Member States in addressing the situation in the Syrian Golan as part of the
wider Middle East peace process.

| srael

[Original: English]

1. As the Secretary-General is aware, Israel voted against these resolutions, as
well as against similar resolutions adopted by the General Assembly in previous
sessions. In the light of the urgent need to bring an end to all acts of violence and
terrorism in the region and to return to the agreed negotiating process, Israel wishes
to put on record, once again, its position on this matter.

2. lsrael views the aforementioned General Assembly resolutions as unbalanced
documents that threaten to prejudge the outcome of the Middle East peace process.
The one-sided approach reflected in these resolutions undermines a fundamental
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(@)

(b)

principle of the peace process, according to which the achievement of a just and
lasting peace in the region is possible only through direct bilateral negotiations.

Japan

[Original: English]

1. The steps taken by the Government of Japan concerning the implementation of
the relevant provisions of resolutions 56/31 and 56/32 adopted by the General
Assembly on 3 December 2001 under the agenda item entitled “The situation in the
Middle East” are described below.

Resolution 56/31

2. Itisthe view of the Government of Japan that the Basic Law of Israel of 1980
gives ex post facto legal approval to the annexation of East Jerusalem, which Israel
occupied in 1967, and that such a unilateral change to the legal status of an occupied
territory is in violation of the relevant United Nations resolutions and cannot be
recognized.

3. The Government of Japan considers that, as agreed in the Oslo Accords, the
status of Jerusalem should be determined through the permanent status negotiations
between the Israelis and the Palestinians, and that until a solution is achieved
through such negotiations both parties should refrain from taking any unilateral
actions relating to the situation in Jerusalem. The Government of Japan does not
have an establishment in Jerusalem; its Embassy isin Tel Aviv.

4. Thevicious cycle of violence has been continuing on the ground for nearly two
years, and little progress has been seen in the dialogue towards peace between the
parties. The Government of Japan has called for self-restraint and dialogue on the
part of both parties. It also has extended economic assistance to the Palestinians for
their nation-building efforts, in particular in the field of human resources
development in support of the Palestinian Authority reforms, which are
indispensable to realizing a vision of two States living side by side within secure
and recognized borders as well as achieving a just and lasting peace in the Middle
East. The Government of Japan will actively continue these efforts.

Resolution 56/32

5.  Inresponse to the passage by the Knesset in 1981 of legislation concerning the
annexation of the Golan Heights, the Government of Japan issued the following
statement by the Minister for Foreign Affairs on 15 December 1981. The
fundamental position conveyed therein has not changed.

“(a) The Knesset adopted the legislation which in effect annexes the
Golan Heights on 14 December 1981. Japan cannot condone such a unilateral
change to the legal status of an occupied territory by Israel, following the
annexation of East Jerusalem in July 1980, which is in total violation of
international law and United Nations Security Council resolutions 242 (1967)
and 338 (1973).

“(b) The Government of Japan is deeply concerned that such an action
would not only impair the atmosphere that exists for the settlement of the
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Arab-lsraeli conflicts through peaceful means, but would also heighten tension
in the region.

“(c) On this occasion, the Government of Japan reiterates its strong
demand that Israel withdraw from all the territories occupied in 1967 as early
as possible.”

6. Since February 1996, the Government of Japan has been dispatching a 45-
member contingent to the United Nations Disengagement Observer Force (UNDOF)
operating in the Golan Heights.

Syrian Arab Republic

[Original: Arabic]

1. The Syrian Arab Republic supported General Assembly resolution 56/32,
entitted “The Syrian Golan”, and once again stresses the absolute necessity of
Israel’s ending its occupation of the Syrian Golan and complying with Security
Council resolution 497 (1981) of 17 December 1981. In the resolution, the
Assembly regarded Israel’s decision to impose its laws, jurisdiction and
administration in the occupied Syrian Golan Heights as being null and void and
without legal effect. It demanded that Israel rescind its decision forthwith and abide
by the relevant resolutions of the General Assembly on the Syrian Golan, including
resolution 56/63 of 10 December 2001, particularly paragraphs 2, 3, 4 and 5 thereof,
in which the Assembly called upon lIsrael to desist from changing the physical
character, demographic composition, institutional structure and legal status of the
occupied Syrian Golan; called upon Israel to desist from the establishment of
settlements and determined that all legislative and administrative measures and
actions taken or to be taken by Israel, the occupying Power, that purported to alter
the character and legal status of the occupied Syrian Golan were null and void and
constituted a flagrant violation of international law and of the Geneva Convention
relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War, of 12 August 1949,
and had no legal effect; and called upon lsrael to desist from imposing Israeli
citizenship and Israeli identity cards on the Syrian citizens in the occupied Syrian
Golan and from taking repressive measures against the Syrian population of the
Golan.

2. The Syrian Arab Republic also affirms its support for resolution 56/31, entitled
“Jerusalem”, and invites the international community to exert pressure on Israel to
end its occupation of the Arab territories that it occupied in 1967, including
Jerusalem, and to abide by Security Council resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August
1980, in which the Council decided not to recognize the “Basic Law” on Jerusalem
enacted by lsrael, and determined that the decision of Israel to impose its laws,
jurisdiction and administration on the Holy City of Jerusalem was illegal and
therefore null and void and had no validity whatsoever. The Syrian Arab Republic
also calls upon all States to abide fully by the provisions of resolution 56/31, in
particular the provision in the second preambular paragraph which refers to Security
Council resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980, in which the Council called upon
those States that had established diplomatic missions in Jerusalem to withdraw such
missions from the Holy City and to abide by the provisions of the resolution.
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United Arab Emirates
[Original: English]

The occupied city of Jerusalem

1. The United Arab Emirates has reiterated in all international circles the Arabic
identity of Jerusalem and stressed the importance of resisting the Israeli attempts to
profane its Islamic and Christian monuments and turn it into a Jewish city. We have
always called upon international society to bring pressure to bear upon Israel to put
an end to all such practices. The United Arab Emirates condemns the prosecution of
Muslim and Christian religious figures by the Israeli occupying forces and insists on
the importance of ensuring freedom of religion in the occupied city of Jerusalem.

2. We also affirm the joint Arabic position which considers the transfer of the
American Embassy, or any attempt by any country to transfer its embassy to
Jerusalem before reaching a final solution on the status of the city, asillegal and a
violation of all international laws. We also confirm our commitment to the
resolutions of the Arab Summit, which call for boycotting any country that
recognizes Jerusalem as the capital of Israel or transfersits embassy to the city.

3. The United Arab Emirates has funded projects in Jerusalem in the total amount
of US$ 6 million, involving providing flooring for the inside of the Al-Agsa Mosque
and furnishing it, as well as opening a 24-hour clinic. We also repaired a number of
wells, cemeteries and damaged houses. We funded the construction of a wall around
Al-Quds University and provided hospitals in the city of Jerusalem as well as other
Palestinian cities with ambulances and medicine. There are further projects to be
carried out in the city in the future.

The Syrian Arab Golan

4. The United Arab Emirates has, in all international forums, confirmed its
support to the Syrian position and its attempts to regain sovereignty over the
occupied Arab Golan, and has assured Syria of its solidarity in regaining its rights
and freeing its occupied land. The United Arab Emirates has also stressed the
importance of exerting all necessary efforts to revive the peace process on all tracks
and establishing a just and comprehensive peace in the Middle East region, in
accordance with Security Council resolutions 242 (1967), 338 (1973) and 425
(1978), which call for the withdrawal of Israel from all occupied Arab lands,
including the occupied Syrian Arab Golan.
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I ntroduction

1. The present report is submitted pursuant to General Assembly resolutions
57/111 and 57/112, both of 3 December 2002. In its resolution 57/111, the Assembly
deplored the transfer by some States of their diplomatic missions to Jerusalem in
violation of Security Council resolution 478 (1980), and called once more upon
those States to abide by the provisions of the relevant United Nations resolutions. In
its resolution 57/112, which deals with Israeli policies in the Syrian territory
occupied by Israel since 1967, the Assembly demanded once more that Israel
withdraw from all the occupied Syrian Golan to the line of 4 June 1967 in
implementation of Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973).

2. In order to fulfil his reporting responsibility under resolutions 57/111 and
57/112, on 19 June 2003 the Secretary-General addressed notes verbales to the
Permanent Representative of Israel to the United Nations and to the Permanent
Representatives of other Member States requesting them to inform him of any steps
their Governments had taken or envisaged taking concerning implementation of the
relevant provisions of those resolutions. As at 4 August 2003, replies had been
received from Israel, Japan, the Netherlands, Norway, South Africa, Switzerland, the
Syrian Arab Republic and Trinidad and Tobago. Those replies are reproduced in
section Il of the present report.

Repliesreceived from Member States

| srael
[Original: English]

1. As the Secretary-General is aware, Israel voted against these resolutions, as
well as against similar resolutions adopted by the General Assembly in previous
sessions. In view of the urgent need to bring an end to all acts of violence and
terrorism in the region and to further the agreed negotiating process, Israel wishes to
put on record, once again, its position on this matter.

2. lsrael views the aforementioned General Assembly resolutions as unbalanced
documents that threaten to prejudge the outcome of the Middle East peace process.
The one-sided approach reflected in these resolutions undermines a fundamental
principle of the peace process, according to which the achievement of a just and
lasting peace in the region is possible only through direct bilateral negotiations.

3. The time to put an end to such biased United Nations resolutions is long
overdue, requiring immediate and serious consideration by the Secretary-General.
These one-sided resolutions are not only out of touch with reality and anachronistic,
they are counterproductive to the very spirit of peace. Rather than promoting a
vision that recognizes the rights and obligations of both sides, these resolutions
obscure the efforts of the parties to achieve a negotiated outcome, at a moment when
encouraging changes in the Middle East region opened a critical window of
opportunity in the peace process.
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Japan
[Original: English]

1. Steps taken or planned by the Government of Japan concerning the
implementation of the relevant provisions of resolutions 57/111 and 57/112 adopted
by the General Assembly on 3 December 2003 under the agenda item entitled “The
situation in the Middle East”, are described below.

Resolution 57/111

2. Itisthe view of the Government of Japan that the Basic Law of Israel of 1980
gives ex post facto legal approval to the annexation of East Jerusalem, which Israel
occupied in 1967, and that such a unilateral change to the legal status of an occupied
territory is in violation of the relevant United Nations resolutions and cannot be
recognized.

3. The Government of Japan considers that, as agreed in the Oslo Accords, the
status of Jerusalem should be determined through permanent status negotiations
between the Israelis and the Palestinians and that until a solution is achieved
through such negotiations both parties should refrain from taking any unilateral
actions relating to the situation in Jerusalem. The Government of Japan does not
have an office in Jerusalem; its embassy is in Tel Aviv and there are no plans to
transfer it.

4.  Japan welcomes the positive direction being taken in line with the “road map”
and hopes that the dialogue resumed between Israel and Palestine, including talks at
the summit level, will continue. Japan will actively continue its efforts to promote
peace in order to realize the vision of two States living side by side in peace and
security as well as to assist state-building efforts by the Palestinians, which is
indispensable to achieving a just and lasting peace, by implementing assistance
measures focusing on “human development,” “reform” and “confidence-building,”
as announced during the visit of Foreign Minister Kawaguchi in April 2003.

Resolution 57/112

5. Inresponse to the passage by the Knesset in 1981 of the legislation concerning
the annexation of the Golan Heights, the Government of Japan issued the following
statement through the Minister for Foreign Affairs on 15 December 1981. The
fundamental position conveyed therein has not changed.

“(a) The Knesset adopted the legislation which in effect annexes the
Golan Heights on 14 December 1981. Japan cannot condone such a unilateral
change to the legal status of an occupied territory by Israel, following the
annexation of East Jerusalem in July 1980, which is in total violation of
international law and United Nations Security Council resolutions 242 (1967)
and 338 (1973).

“(b) The Government of Japan is deeply concerned that such an action
would not only impair the atmosphere that exists for the settlement of the
Arab-lsraeli conflicts through peaceful means, but would also heighten tension
in the region.
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“(c) On this occasion, the Government of Japan reiterates its strong
demand that Israel withdraw from all the territories occupied in 1967 as early
as possible.”

6.  Subsequently, negotiations were conducted between Israel and the Syrian Arab
Republic from the end of 1994 until their suspension in January 1996. Discussions
were resumed in January 2000, but a conflict of opinion concerning procedural
issues caused them to be suspended again and that situation has continued up to the
present time. Japan takes the position that a peaceful settlement reached through
negotiation is the only realistic option available and hopes that both parties, |srael
and the Syrian Arab Republic, will continue to make efforts to achieve peace.

7.  Since February 1996, the Government of Japan has maintained a 45-member
contingent in the United Nations Disengagement Observer Force operating in the
Golan Heights.

The Netherlands
[Original: English]

The Netherlands is in compliance with Security Council resolution 478 (1980).
Furthermore, the Netherlands, through the European Union and otherwise, actively
participates in and encourages international efforts such as those undertaken by the
Quartet for the Middle East aimed at reaching a lasting peace in the region.

Norway
[Original: English]

Resolution 57/111. Jer usalem

1. Norway’s position remains in accordance with this resolution. Norway actively
supports the Quartet road map and related diplomatic efforts that will, it is hoped,
lead to ajust and lasting solution to all aspects of the conflict.

Resolution 57/112. The Syrian Golan

2. Norway’s position remains in accordance with this resolution. Norway actively
supports the Quartet road map and related diplomatic efforts that will, it is hoped,
lead to ajust and lasting solution to all aspects of the conflict, including the Syrian
track.

South Africa
[Original: English]
1. The steps taken by South Africa to implement General Assembly resolutions

57/111 and 57/112, under the item entitled “The situation in the Middle East”, are
described below.
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Background

2. South Africa has consistently expressed its commitment to contribute towards
a just, comprehensive and lasting peace to the Middle East conflict, on the basis of
Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973), as well as on the principle
of land-for-peace. In that vein, South Africa has expressed support for the road map
for peace in the Middle East as a basis upon which a comprehensive Arab-Israeli
peace can be forged.

3.  South Africa also welcomed the Arab peace initiative of 2002, which offers
Israel full peace and full recognition in exchange for its withdrawal from all of the
occupied territories and which was endorsed by the ministerial meeting of the
Committee on Palestine of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries, held in Durban
on 27 April 2002.

4. In its interaction with all countries in the region, South Africa strives to
maintain a principled stance with regard to the complex regional problems, with the
emphasis on support for justice and peace. In particular, South Africa has adopted
firm positions on the Middle East peace process, including the Syrian and Lebanese
tracks.

5. The South African Government has consistently given material and
organizational support to events organized to mark the International Day of
Solidarity with the Palestinian People.

6. The South African Government has issued a large number of media statements
on the Middle East conflict. The following are the key elements that are consistently
articulated in public statements of the South African Government:

(@) No preconditions in respect of a total cessation of violence in order to
enter into talks;

(b) Condemnation of expanding and building settlements; excessive military
force by the Israel Defense Force; extrajudicial killings; re-occupation and
incursions into Palestinian towns and refugee camps; blockades and closures;
destruction of Palestinian National Authority (PNA) infrastructure and Palestinian-
owned property; withholding of revenue owed to the PNA and humiliation of
Palestinian citizens and their elected leadership and all forms of collective
punishment;

(c) Condemnation of Palestinian suicide bombings and acts of terror against
citizens within Israel;

(d) Support for the voices of peace within Israel and Palestine and building a
shared vision for a mutually beneficial settlement;

(e) Support for broadening international sponsorship of the Middle East
peace process and making it more inclusive;

(f) Support for international initiatives, such as the “Quartet’s” road map and
the Arab peace initiative of 2002;

(g) Calling for the immediate implementation of the road map without
amendments or preconditions;

(h) Violence and counter-violence cannot be allowed to hold the negotiation
process hostage.
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Position of the M ovement of Non-Aligned Countries

7.  South Africa, as the Chair of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries (NAM)
from October 1998 to February 2003, cooperated in efforts to bring about effective
Security Council action with regard to Israel’s military assaults on the Palestinian
Territories. This has culminated in the adoption of a series of Security Council
resolutions in March and April 2002 (resolutions 1397 (2002), 1402 (2002), 1403
(2002) and 1405 (2002)), which South Africa supports fully. South Africa has
supported all the efforts of the Secretary-General in this regard.

8. As NAM Chair, South Africa also spearheaded the call for the resumption of
the tenth emergency special session of the General Assembly on 7 May 2002. The
Assembly called for the immediate implementation of Security Council resolutions
and for the Secretary-General to compile areport on the Jenin incident. On 5 August
2002, South Africa again called for a resumed tenth emergency session of the
General Assembly to consider the Secretary-General’s report on Jenin. South Africa
was active in negotiating the draft resolution, which was adopted by an
overwhelming margin. The resolution stresses the need to end Israeli occupation and
demands the immediate cessation of military actions and all acts of violence, terror,
provocation, incitement and destruction, as well as an immediate withdrawal of
Israeli forces.

9. Acting in terms of a NAM mandate to engage with key role players in the
Middle East peace process, with the aim of working towards a peaceful resolution to
the conflict, President Thabo Mbeki, the Minister of Foreign Affairs, Dlamini Zuma,
and Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs, Aziz Pahad, interacted with their
counterparts from a wide range of countries in all regions of the world. The NAM
Committee on Palestine meeting, held on 27 April 2002, further mandated the Chair
to organize a delegation to visit Palestine and to meet with President Arafat, in
expression of solidarity with the President and people of Palestine. Minister Dlamini
Zuma led a delegation of NAM Ministers to visit President Arafat under siege in his
office compound in Ramallah in June 2002.

10. South Africa, when Chair of NAM, consistently called for clarity on what
would constitute a Palestinian State, and for commitments by Israel and the United
States to specific outcomes in this regard, namely, an economically and politically
viable State based on the 1967 borders, including East Jerusalem; a concrete plan to
bring the settlers out of the West Bank; a satisfactory solution to the question of
Palestinian refugees; the sharing of Jerusalem; recognition of Israel by the Arab
States; and real security for both Israel and Palestine. This is the consistently
expressed South African vision for the basis of a just and lasting |sraeli-Palestinian
peace.

Presidential peaceinitiative

11. The South African example of conflict resolution, negotiating a settlement and
transforming society continues to inspire those parties in Israel and Palestine
committed to finding a peaceful solution to the conflict. This was demonstrated by
the success of the Presidential Peace Retreat, hosted by President Thabo Mbeki at
Spier Wine Estate near Cape Town in January 2002. Israeli and Palestinian
delegations, who had last met during the negotiations in Taba in 2001, spent three
days engaging with a South African delegation of present and former ministers.
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12. The principle aim of the Retreat was to support the strengthening of the peace
camps in Palestine and Israel as well as the general dynamic towards peace in the
region. The event concluded with the issuing of the Spier Three Party Communiqué,
which demonstrates the spirit of commitment to dialogue and partnership for peace
between the three parties present.

13. The key strategic engagement of South Africa with the Middle East conflict, as
clearly shown by the Spier Presidential Peace Retreat of January 2002, remains the
strengthening of the “peace camps” in both Israel and Palestine; sharing the South
African experience with a wide cross-section of Israeli and Palestinian civil society
and government; assisting the Palestinian reform process, and supporting
international peace efforts.

Activities undertaken in relation to the Spier presidential peace initiative
14. The main activities of 2002 were as follows:

(@) A visit by representatives of the Israeli war resisters movement, The
Courage to Refuse, hosted by the Centre for Conflict Resolution in Cape Town;

(b) The Deputy Minister led a delegation for consultations with counterparts
from the United Kingdom and France on the kind of support South Africa can offer
the Palestinian reform process, while maintaining contact with the Israeli side;

(c) A study tour by senior officials from the Palestinian Ministry of Planning
and International Cooperation (MOPIC) took place in October 2003. MOPIC
explored the process from negotiations through to the transformation of government
structures that South Africa has undertaken;

(d) Palestine academics visited South Africa in November 2002. The visit
focused on interaction with South African academic institutions, non-governmental
organizations and medig;

(e) A South Africa delegation visited Israel and Palestine in October 2002 to
broaden the scope of Israelis and Palestinians exposed to the South African
experience.

15. The main activities during the first quarter of 2003 were as follows:

(@) The Palestinian Constitutional Committee visited South Africa to study
the South African experience of constitution-making, the role of the Constitution in
the negotiation process and the mechanisms developed to safeguard and uphold the
values of the constitution;

(b) Members of the Palestinian Legislative Council undertook a study tour to
South Africa in January 2003 to investigate the South Africa human rights
legislation and its implementation;

(c) An Israeli security and intelligence group, comprising high-level retired
generals of the Israel Defense Force, intelligence officials and academics, visited
South Africa in February 2003. The aim of the visit was to assist in developing
alternative concepts and frameworks around security issues in the region.

Theroad map for peacein the Middle East
16. South Africa has called for the immediate implementation of the “road map”,
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without preconditions, in line with the positions adopted by “key players’, including
the United Nations, the European Union and the Quartet. South Africa has called on
all parties to the conflict in Israel and Palestine to demonstrate responsibility in
avoiding actions that could add to an already volatile situation. It called for the
Palestinian Authority’s progress on the road of reform to be recognized
internationally and supported locally through similar confidence-building measures
on the side of the Israeli Government.

17. South Africa has consistently pledged its support for the road map and remains
committed to its immediate implementation without preconditions or reservations.

Aqgaba Summit

18. South Africa has welcomed the positive outcome of the Agaba Summit, which
effectively reopened direct negotiations between the lsraeli and the Palestinian
leaderships. South Africa also welcomed both the commitment of Prime Minister
Sharon to a two-State solution and the immediate dismantling of illegal settlement
outposts, as well as Prime Minister Mahmoud Abbas’ call for an end to violence.
The pledges made by both parties in Agaba demonstrate a clear commitment by the
respective leaderships of Israel and Palestine to creating the necessary conditions for
a peaceful resolution to the conflict.

19. The South African Government will continue to give close attention to the
situation in the Middle East and will spare no effort to assist both Israelis and
Pal estinians to achieve the peace that both peoples deserve.

Switzerland
[Original: French]

1. Switzerland has often expressed its deep concern about the evolution of the
situation in the Middle East, recalling the respective and specific obligation of the
parties under international humanitarian law.

2. With respect to resolution 57/111, adopted by the General Assembly at its
fifty-seventh session, on 3 December 2002, and in conformity with Security Council
resolution 476 (1980), which reiterates that all measures that have altered the
geographic, demographic and historical character and status of the Holy City of
Jerusalem are null and void, Switzerland considers that the extension of Israeli
sovereignty to East Jerusalem constitutes a unilateral act that is contrary to
international law and thus unacceptable.

3.  Switzerland recalls that, in accordance with Security Council resolution 478
(1980), the Geneva Convention relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in
Time of War, of 12 August 1949 (fourth Geneva Convention), applies to all the
territories in question, including the Golan Heights. In full conformity with General
Assembly resolution 57/111, Switzerland believes that the final status of Jerusalem
can only be settled by negotiations between all the parties concerned, on the basis of
international law. The outcome of such negotiations must be to ensure free access to
their holy places by people of all religions.

4.  With respect to resolution 57/112, adopted by the General Assembly at its
fifty-seventh session, on 3 December 2002, Switzerland believes that any
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comprehensive settlement of the problems in the Middle East must include an
adequate solution under international law to the problem of the occupied Syrian
Golan Heights. In accordance with Security Council resolution 497 (1981),
Switzerland believes that the imposition of Israeli jurisdiction in the Golan Heights
is an unacceptable unilateral act. Furthermore, Switzerland recalls that the fourth
Geneva Convention is also applicable de jure in the occupied Syrian Golan. In
accordance with Assembly resolution 57/112, Switzerland strongly encourages the
resumption of the peace process by all the parties concerned.

Syrian Arab Republic
[Original: Arabic]

1. The Syrian Arab Republic supported General Assembly resolution 57/112,
entitled “The Syrian Golan”, and reaffirms the need for and inevitability of an end to
the Israeli occupation of the Syrian Golan and compliance with Security Council
resolution 497 (1981) of 17 December 1981.

2. That resolution states that the Israeli decision to impose its laws, jurisdiction
and administration in the occupied Syrian Golan Heights is null and void and
without international legal effect, and demands that Israel should rescind forthwith
its decision. It should also comply with the General Assembly resolutions pertaining
to the Syrian Golan, including resolution 57/128 and, in particular, paragraphs 2-5
thereof, which call upon lsrael to desist from changing the physical character,
demographic composition, institutional structure and legal status of the occupied
Syrian Golan. The resolution further calls upon lIsrael to desist from the
establishment of settlements and determines that all legislative and administrative
measures and actions taken or to be taken by Israel, the occupying Power, that
purport to alter the character and legal status of the occupied Syrian Golan are null
and void, constitute a flagrant violation of international law and of the Geneva
Convention relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War, of 12
August 1949, and have no legal effect. The resolution also calls upon Israel to desist
from imposing Israeli citizenship and Israeli identity cards on the Syrian citizens in
the occupied Syrian Golan and from taking repressive measures against the
population of the occupied Syrian Golan.

3. The Syrian Arab Republic also expresses its support for General Assembly
resolution 57/111, entitled “Jerusalem”, and urges the international community to
bring pressure to bear on Israel to end its occupation of the territories that it has
occupied since 1967, including Jerusalem, and to comply with Security Council
resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980, in which it was decided not to recognize
the “basic law” enacted by lIsrael concerning Jerusalem. The resolution further
determines that all legislative and administrative measures and actions taken by
Israel in that regard are null and void and must be rescinded forthwith. The Syrian
Arab Republic urges all States to comply completely with the provisions of
resolution 57/111 and, in particular, of the third preambular paragraph thereof,
which refers to Security Council resolution 478 (1980) of 20 August 1980. That
resolution called upon those States which had established diplomatic missions in
Jerusalem to withdraw such missions from the Holy City and to abide by the
provisions of the relevant United Nations resolutions.
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Trinidad and Tobago
[Original: English]

1.  With regard to the implementation of General Assembly resolution 57/111, the
Government of Trinidad and Tobago has not taken nor envisages taking any steps,
given that Trinidad and Tobago has no diplomatic representation in Israel.

2. With regard to the implementation of General Assembly resolution 57/112, the
Government of Trinidad and Tobago has not taken nor envisages taking any steps,
given that Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973) do not place any
obligations on Trinidad and Tobago.
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I ntroduction

1. The present report is submitted pursuant to General Assembly resolutions
58/22 and 58/23, both of 3 December 2003. In its resolution 58/22, the Assembly
deplored the transfer by some States of their diplomatic missions to Jerusalem in
violation of Security Council resolution 478 (1980), and called once more upon
those States to abide by the provisions of the relevant United Nations resolutions, in
conformity with the Charter of the United Nations. In its resolution 58/23, which
deals with Israeli policies in the Syrian territory occupied by Israel since 1967, the
Assembly demanded once more that Israel withdraw from all the occupied Syrian
Golan to the line of 4 June 1967 in implementation of the relevant Security Council
resolutions.

2. Inorder to fulfil his reporting responsibility under Assembly resolutions 58/22
and 58/23, on 12 April 2004 the Secretary-General addressed notes verbales to the
Permanent Representative of Israel to the United Nations and to the Permanent
Representatives of other Member States, requesting them to inform him of any steps
that their Governments had taken or envisaged taking in regard to the
implementation of the relevant provisions of those resolutions. As at 30 September
2004, replies had been received from Estonia, Israel, the Netherlands, Switzerland
and the Syrian Arab Republic. Those replies are reproduced in section Il of the
present report.

Repliesreceived from Member States

Estonia
[Original: English]

1. Estonia has no diplomatic representation in Israel and is therefore not affected
by General Assembly resolution 58/22 concerning diplomatic missions to Jerusalem.

2. Concerning Assembly resolution 58/23 on the Syrian Golan, we can assure you
that Estonia does everything in its capacity to ensure the resumption of the peace
process and implementation of Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and
338 (1973).

| srael
[Original: English]

1. Asthe Secretary-General is aware, Israel voted against these resolutions, and
against similar resolutions adopted by the General Assembly at previous sessions. In
the light of the urgent need to bring an end to all acts of violence and terrorism in
the region and to further the agreed negotiation process, Israel wishes to put on
record, once again, its position on this matter.

2. lsrael views the aforementioned General Assembly resolutions as unbalanced
documents that threaten to prejudge the outcome of the Middle East peace process.
The one-sided approach reflected in these resolutions undermines a fundamental
principle of the peace process, according to which the achievement of a just and
lasting peace in the region is possible only through direct bilateral negotiations.
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3. The time to put an end to such biased United Nations resolutions is long
overdue, requiring immediate and serious consideration by the Secretary-General.
These one-sided resolutions are not only out of touch with reality and anachronistic,
they are counterproductive to the very spirit of peace. Rather than promoting a
vision which recognizes the rights and obligations of both sides, as articulated in the
Road Map, these resolutions obscure the efforts of the parties to achieve a
negotiated outcome, at a moment when Prime Minister Sharon’s courageous
disengagement plan has opened a critical window of opportunity in the peace
process.

Netherlands
[Original: English]

The Netherlands is in compliance with Security Council resolution 478 (1980).
Furthermore, the Netherlands, through the European Union and elsewhere, actively
participates in and encourages international efforts, such as those undertaken by the
Quartet for the Middle East, aimed at reaching alasting peace in the region.

Switzerland
[Original: French]

The Permanent Mission of Switzerland informs the Secretariat that
Switzerland has no specific contribution to make in this regard.

Syrian Arab Republic
[Original: Arabic]

1. The Syrian Arab Republic, which supported General Assembly resolution
58/23, entitled “The Syrian Golan”, affirms once again the absolute need for Israel
to end the occupation of the Syrian Golan, to comply with Security Council
resolution 497 (1981) and to commit itself to implementing Security Council
resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973), with a view to achieving a just and
comprehensive peace.

2. The Syrian Arab Republic, which believes that a just and comprehensive peace
in the Middle East can be brought about only through a just and comprehensive
peaceful settlement, was party to the universality of Arab States that adopted the
Arab peace initiative at the Beirut Summit in 2002. It has also firmly established its
strategic choice, based on the achievement of a just and comprehensive peace,
through the appeal of its President for a resumption of the peace talks from the point
where they had left off, with a view to building on the progress that had been made
in the peace negotiations that followed the Madrid Conference in 1991.

3. The General Assembly, in its resolution 58/23, declared Israel’s decision to
impose its laws, jurisdiction and administration on the occupied Syrian Golan null
and void and without any validity whatsoever, and called upon Israel to rescind that
decision. lIsrael should also comply with the General Assembly resolutions
concerning the Syrian Golan, including resolution 58/100 of 9 December 2003, in
particular paragraphs 2 to 5 thereof, in which the Assembly called upon Israel to
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desist from changing the physical character, demographic composition, institutional
structure and legal status of the occupied Syrian Golan.

4.  The Government of the Syrian Arab Republic sees in the decision taken by the
Government of Israel on 31 December 2003 to increase the number of its
settlements and expand settlement activity in the occupied Golan an indication of
Israeli intentions to hold the resolutions of the Security Council and the General
Assembly in contempt, including General Assembly resolution 58/98 of 9 December
2003, in which the Assembly reiterated its demand for the complete cessation of all
Israeli settlement activities. The Syrian Arab Republic also views the despotic
Israeli decision as wrecking the peace process and further entrenching the
occupation, rather than ending it in accordance with the principle of land for peace.

5. The Syrian Arab Republic reaffirms its support for General Assembly
resolution 58/22, entitled “Jerusalem”, and calls upon the international community
to exert pressure on Israel to end its occupation of the Arab territories occupied by it
in 1967, including Jerusalem, and to comply with Security Council resolution
478 (1980), in which the Council decided not to recognize the “basic law” on
Jerusalem enacted by Israel and affirmed that Israel’s decision to impose its laws,
jurisdiction and administration on Al-Quds al-Sharif was illegal and consequently
null and void and totally lacking in validity.

6. Israel’s decision to proceed with the construction of the separation wall within
Palestinian territory is a challenge to the will of the international community,
expressed in General Assembly resolution ES-10/13 of 21 October 2003, in which
the Assembly demanded that Israel stop and reverse the construction of the wall.
The Syrian Arab Republic calls upon all States to comply fully with General
Assembly resolution 58/22, in particular its third preambular paragraph, which
refers to Security Council resolution 478 (1980), in which the Council called upon
those States that had established diplomatic missions at Jerusalem to withdraw such
missions from the Holy City and to comply with the provisions of the resolution.
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I ntroduction

1. The present report is submitted pursuant to General Assembly resolutions
60/40 and 60/41. In its resolution 60/41, the Assembly deplored the transfer by some
States of their diplomatic missions to Jerusalem in violation of Security Council
resolution 478 (1980) and called once more upon those States to abide by the
provisions of the relevant United Nations resolutions. In its resolution 60/40, which
deals with Israeli policies in the Syrian territory occupied by Israel since 1967, the
Assembly demanded once more that Israel withdraw from all the occupied Syrian
Golan to the line of 4 June 1967 in implementation of the relevant Security Council
resolutions.

2. In order to fulfil his reporting responsibility under resolutions 60/40 and
60/41, on 2 June 2006 the Secretary-General addressed notes verbales to the
Permanent Representative of Israel to the United Nations and to the Permanent
Representatives of other Member States requesting them to inform him of any steps
their Governments had taken or envisaged taking concerning implementation of the
relevant provisions of those resolutions. As at 15 August 2006, replies had been
received from lsrael, Mali and the Syrian Arab Republic. Those replies are
reproduced in section Il of the present report.

Repliesreceived from Member States

| srael
[Original: English]

1. The Permanent Representative of Israel to the United Nations presents his
compliments to the Secretary-General and has the honour to refer to his note dated
30 May 2006 concerning resolutions 60/40 and 60/41, adopted by the General
Assembly under agenda item “ The situation in the Middle East”.

2. Asthe Secretary-General is aware, Israel voted against those resolutions, as it
has done time and time again in the case of similar resolutions adopted by the
General Assembly at previous sessions. In the light of the urgent need to bring an
end to al acts of violence and terrorism in the region and to further the agreed
negotiation process, Israel wishes to put on record, once again, its position on this
matter.

3. lsrael views the aforementioned General Assembly resolutions as unbalanced
documents that threaten to prejudge the outcome of the Middle East peace process.
The one-sided approach reflected in those resolutions undermines a fundamental
principle of the peace process, according to which the achievement of a just and
lasting peace in the region is possible only through direct bilateral negotiations.

4.  Permit me to point out that it is now roughly one year since Israel fully
withdrew from the Gaza Strip and parts of the northern West Bank. We had hoped
that the disengagement, as one measure, would have been a positive step in the right
direction. Yet the response has been more of the same: terrorism. Day in and day out
Israel is under attack. Families living in the city of Sderot are in constant fear of the
Qassam rockets that have struck their homes, schools and places of work.



A/61/298

5. Additionally, the Palestinian Authority has yet to make good on its
responsibilities to the international community. Israel is still engaged in a war on
terror, in which the elected Hamas Government has sworn its intent to murder as
many lsraelis as possible. The Hamas-led Palestinian Authority must fulfil the
conditions set out by the international community: to recognize lIsrael, denounce
terrorism and abide by previous agreements.

6. The time to put an end to such biased resolutions is long overdue, requiring
immediate and serious consideration by the Secretary-General. These one-sided
resolutions are not only out of touch with reality and anachronistic, they are
counterproductive and run counter to the very spirit of peace. Rather than promote a
vision which recognizes the rights and obligations of both sides, as articulated in the
road map, these resolutions obscure the efforts of the parties to achieve a negotiated
outcome.

Mali
[Original: French]

1. The Permanent Mission of Mali to the United Nations presents its compliments
to the United Nations Secretariat and, with reference to its note verbale of 2 June
2006 concerning the application of General Assembly resolutions 60/40 and 60/41
on the Syrian Golan and Jerusalem, respectively, has the honour to convey the
following information.

2. The Government of Mali has always strictly observed the recommendations
arising from those resolutions, and continues to do so. Consequently, it has taken no
measures that conflict with them, and appeals for dialogue and consultation among
all parties concerned, aimed at achieving the resumption of the peace process in
both cases.

Syrian Arab Republic
[Original: Arabic]

1. Throughout the years since the Israeli occupation of the Syrian Golan in 1967,
the international community has repeatedly expressed, and has now again expressed,
its strong rejection of that occupation, calling for the withdrawal of the occupying
Israeli forces from the whole of the Syrian Golan. General Assembly resolution
60/40 affirms the concern of the international community regarding Israel’s failure
to comply with the relevant resolutions and its continuing occupation of the Golan,
contrary to Security Council and General Assembly resolutions. General Assembly
resolution 60/40 also affirms that Israel’s decision to impose its laws, jurisdiction
and administration on the Syrian Golan is null and void and has no legitimacy
whatsoever, as confirmed by the Security Council in its resolution 497 (1981), and
calls upon Israel to rescind its decision.

2. After 39 years of this tyrannical occupation, and despite the resolutions
adopted by the organs of international legitimacy and the appeals made in all
international forums by the mgjority of the world’s leaders, in which they rejected
the lsraeli occupation of Arab territories and condemned Israel’s daily brutal
practices and flagrant violations of all international instruments and norms, |srael
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still remains indifferent to all such appeals and international resolutions; yet thereis
no deterrent to its expansionist ambitions.

3. The Syrian Arab Republic has affirmed its strong commitment to the pursuit of
work and cooperation with the United Nations and conveys to the Secretary-General
and his assistants special appreciation for their efforts and the difficulties they face
in their endeavours to preserve the standing of the Organization. On that basis, the
Syrian Arab Republic affirms that the forum of international legitimacy and the
United Nations resolutions unquestionably remain the fundamental authority most
accepted and most respected by the countries of the world. Given that this is an
unshakeable principle of Syrian policy, President Bashar Al-Assad has declared on
more than one occasion that the Syrian Arab Republic is willing to resume peace
negotiations on the same basis on which the Madrid peace process was started in
1991. The Syrian Arab Republic has also declared in all international forums its full
commitment to the relevant international resolutions and has called for their
implementation, in particular that of Security Council resolutions 242 (1967), 338
(1973) and 497 (1981), and the implementation of the principle of land for peace, in
order to guarantee Israel’s full, unrestricted and unconditional withdrawal from all
of the occupied Syrian Golan to the line of 4 June 1967. In addition, in endorsing
the Arab peace initiative adopted at the 2002 Beirut Summit, the Syrian Arab
Republic founded its strategic choice on the achievement of a just and
comprehensive peace in accordance with the relevant resolutions constituting
international legitimacy. Such a peace cannot be achieved without the
implementation of those resolutions, which have received the support of the
international community.

4.  The Government of the Syrian Arab Republic denounces the decisions adopted
by the lsraeli Government concerning an increase in the number of Israeli
settlements and the inclusion of eight additional settlements in the existing plan for
the expansion of settlements and settlement activity in the occupied Golan to reach
50,000 settlers. It further condemns the statement of Israeli Prime Minister Ehud
Olmert that the Golan is not the object of any unilateral withdrawal but rather of
development projects. In that connection, the Government of the Syrian Arab
Republic denounces the setting aside by Israel’s land department of 2,500 dunams
from the territory of the occupied Golan to be sold to settlers for the purpose of
establishing wineries and luxury tourist units. It further condemns the
announcement by the Settlement Council of a campaign under the slogan “The
Golan has opened its doors to you and is brimming with life”, the purpose of which
was to attract 1,000 families under the 2005 settlement campaign. Such Israeli
actions show Israel’s true intention to reject peace, paying no heed to Security
Council or General Assembly resolutions, the most recent of which was General
Assembly resolution 60/108 of 8 December 2005, in which the Assembly once again
demanded that Israel desist from all forms of settlement activity.

5.  The Syrian Arab Republic reaffirms the need for a genuine effort to find means
to ensure the implementation of the relevant international resolutions without any
discrimination or selectivity and to apply the Geneva Conventions in order to
pressure Israel, the occupying authority, to comply with the will of the international
community and seize the opportunities offered by the Syrian Arab Republic for
achieving ajust and comprehensive peace in the Middle East.
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6. The Syrian Arab Republic reaffirms its support for General Assembly
resolution 59/32, entitled “Jerusalem”, and calls upon the international community
to exert pressure on Israel to end the occupation of the Arab lands occupied by it in
1967, including Jerusalem, and to comply with Security Council resolution 478
(1980), in which the Council decided not to recognize the “basic law” passed by
Israel in respect of Jerusalem and affirmed that the Israeli decision to impose its
laws, jurisdiction and administration on the city of Al-Quds Al-Sharif was illegal
and consequently null and void and had no validity whatsoever. The Syrian Arab
Republic also calls for full compliance with the provisions of General Assembly
resolution 60/41, in particular the reference in its third preambular paragraph to
Security Council resolution 478 (1980), in which the Council called upon those
States which had established diplomatic missions in Jerusalem to withdraw such
missions from the Holy City and to comply with the provisions of that resolution.
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I1.

Introduction

1. The present report is submitted pursuant to General Assembly resolutions
70/16 and 70/17. In its resolution 70/16, the Assembly stressed that a
comprehensive, just and lasting solution to the question of the City of Jerusalem
should take into account the legitimate concerns of both the Palestinian and Israeli
sides and should include internationally guaranteed provisions to ensure the
freedom of religion and of conscience of its inhabitants, as well as permanent, free
and unhindered access to the holy places by people of all religions and nationalities.
In its resolution 70/17, which deals with Israeli policies in the Syrian territory
occupied by Israel since 1967, the Assembly demanded once more that Israel
withdraw from all the occupied Syrian Golan to the line of 4 June 1967 in
implementation of the relevant Security Council resolutions.

2. On 2 May, in order to fulfil my reporting responsibility under resolutions
70/16 and 70/17, 1 addressed notes verbales to the Permanent Representative of
Israel and to the Permanent Representatives of all other States Members of the
United Nations requesting them to inform me of any steps their Governments had
taken or envisaged taking concerning implementation of the relevant provisions of
those resolutions. As at 15 August 2016, six replies had been received from the
State of Palestine, Brazil, Cuba, Mexico, Morocco and Venezuela (Bolivarian
Republic of). The replies are reproduced in section II of the present report.

Replies received from Member States

State of Palestine
[Original: English]

Resolution 70/16, entitled “Jerusalem”, represents an important contribution
by the General Assembly towards justly resolving this core issue of the question of
Palestine, in conformity with international law and the relevant United Nations
resolutions, both by the General Assembly and the Security Council, and with due
respect for the advisory opinion rendered on 9 July 2004 by the International Court
of Justice. The above-mentioned resolution continues to receive the overwhelming
support of States, adopted by the General Assembly at its 64th plenary meeting, on
24 November 2015, by a vote of 153 in favour and only 7 against, with
8 abstentions.

Resolution 70/16 reaffirmed the long-standing, principled international
position regarding the City of Jerusalem. Year after year, the General Assembly has
reaffirmed that the international community has a legitimate interest in the question
of the City of Jerusalem and in the protection of the unique spiritual, religious and
cultural dimensions of the City, as foreseen in relevant United Nations resolutions
on the matter. Moreover, year after year the Assembly has reiterated its
determination that any actions taken by Israel, the occupying Power, to impose its
laws, jurisdiction and administration on the Holy City of Jerusalem are illegal and
therefore null and void and have no validity whatsoever”, and has called upon Israel
“to immediately cease all such illegal and unilateral measures”.

All legislative and administrative measures and actions taken by Israel, the
occupying Power, that have altered or purported to alter the character and status of
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the Holy City of Jerusalem, in particular the so-called “Basic Law” on Jerusalem,
are considered null and void. This includes all measures intended to deliberately
change the demography, character and geographic landscape of the City, including,
for example, the continuing and systematic illegal transfer of Israeli settlers to the
City by the occupying Power; the confiscation of Palestinian property, particularly
for the construction and expansion of settlements and the wall in and around the
City; the demolition of Palestinian homes and eviction of Palestinian residents in
the City, forcibly displacing them, particularly Bedouin families, thousands of
whom live under the ongoing threat of forced transfer by the occupying Power; the
revocation of residency rights of Palestinians in the City; and other measures such
as excavations in the City, and particularly in and around holy sites, and the
imposition of military checkpoints all around Occupied East Jerusalem, severing it
from the rest of the Occupied Palestinian Territory.

The General Assembly recalls the Security Council resolutions relevant to
Jerusalem, including resolution 478 (1980), in which the Council, inter alia, decided
not to recognize the so-called “Basic Law” on Jerusalem and called for it, along
with all other measures to alter the character and status of the City, to be rescinded
forthwith. This non-recognition of the so-called “Basic Law” on Jerusalem has been
upheld by the international community until this day in rejection of any and all
measures by Israel, the occupying Power, aimed at the illegal de facto annexation of
East Jerusalem, the status of which remains that of occupied territory and to which
the Geneva Convention relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War
is fully applicable. That status and the Geneva Convention’s applicability are,
furthermore, both determinations that have been repeatedly reaffirmed by the
General Assembly and the Security Council and were unequivocally confirmed by
the International Court of Justice.

That Occupied East Jerusalem remains an integral part of the Palestinian
territory occupied by Israel since 1967 has also been repeatedly reaffirmed in
relevant resolutions. Moreover, numerous resolutions have clearly determined that
the status of East Jerusalem and the rest of Palestinian territory and other Arab lands
occupied by Israel since 1967 remains that of occupied territories, and that in no
way has Israel become the sovereign over these territories and that its status and
obligations are those of an occupying Power. Moreover, the international principle
and legal norm prohibiting the acquisition of territory by force has been repeatedly
reaffirmed in this regard.

Owing to Israel’s continuous, flagrant and systematic violations of resolution
478 (1980) and all other resolutions regarding Jerusalem, including resolution
70/16, and the applicable provisions of international law, including humanitarian
law, the situation on the ground continued to decline in the past year, exacerbating
the already-high tensions and deepening resentment, frustration and hardship among
the Palestinian people. As such, the General Assembly was compelled, as reflected
in the preamble of the resolution, to again express its grave concern, inter alia,
about the continuation by Israel of illegal settlement activities, including measures
to implement the so-called “E-1 plan”, its construction of the wall, its demolition of
Palestinian homes, its restrictions on Palestinian access to and residence in East
Jerusalem and its isolation from the rest of Palestine, all of which are having a
vastly detrimental impact on the lives of the Palestinian civilian population.
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Illegal actions by the occupying Power in the City, as well as by Israeli settlers
and extremists, have also stoked religious sensitivities in the recent period and
gravely destabilized the situation. Israeli occupying forces have escalated their use
of force against Palestinian civilian residents of the City, including against children
and youth, who have also been among the thousands arrested and detained by the
occupying Power in the recent period. Moreover, Palestinians in Jerusalem have
been among the more than 200 Palestinian civilians killed by the occupying forces
since the escalation of violence that began in October 2015, and among the more
than 17,000 injured in that period by the occupying forces and by the violence and
terror of Israeli settlers.

Tensions reached extremely high levels in September and October 2015 owing
to such violence and repeated provocations and incitement, including frequent
incursions by Jewish extremists and Israeli occupying forces at the Haram al-Sharif,
which houses the Holy Agsa Mosque; acts of vandalism by Israeli settlers, including
desecration of mosques and churches in the City and other parts of the Occupied
Palestinian Territory; and provocative rhetoric by Israeli Government officials,
religious leaders and right-wing extremists regarding the Haram al-Sharif. This
prompted the Security Council to issue a press statement on the situation in
Jerusalem, on 17 September 2015, in which the Council members, inter alia,
“expressed their grave concern regarding escalating tensions in Jerusalem,
especially surrounding the Haram al-Sharif compound, including recent clashes in
and around the site”; “called for the exercise of restraint, refraining from
provocative actions and rhetoric, and upholding unchanged the historic status quo at
the Haram al-Sharif — in word and in practice”; and “called for full respect for
international law, including international human rights law and international
humanitarian law, as may be applicable in Jerusalem”.

This was followed, on 30 September 2015, by a statement by the principals of
the Middle East Quartet, in which they also expressed deep concern about “recent
violence and escalating tensions surrounding the holy sites in Jerusalem and called
upon all parties to exercise restraint, refrain from provocative actions and rhetoric,
and preserve unchanged the status quo at the holy sites in both word and practice”.
Furthermore, in view of the grave impact of illegal Israeli policies and measures in
particular, including in Occupied East Jerusalem, the Quartet was compelled to
express “its serious concern that current trends on the ground — including
continued acts of violence against Palestinians and Israelis, ongoing settlement
activity and the high rate of demolitions of Palestinian structures — are dangerously
imperilling the viability of a two-State solution”.

The General Assembly legislated similar provisions in resolution 70/16,
whereby it expressed grave concern “about tensions, provocations and incitement
regarding the holy places of Jerusalem, including the Haram al-Sharif”, and urged,
in the light of those negative developments, “restraint and respect for the sanctity of
the holy sites by all sides”. Moreover, the resolution clearly calls for “respect for the
historic status quo at the holy places of Jerusalem, including the Haram al-Sharif, in
word and practice, and urges all sides to work immediately and cooperatively to
defuse tensions and halt all provocations, incitement and violence at the holy sites
in the City”.

Whereas Israel, the occupying Power, has continuously and flagrantly violated
United Nations resolutions and the applicable provisions of international law, and
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whereas Israeli Government officials, including members of the Israeli Prime
Minister’s Cabinet, continue to provoke and incite with regard to Jerusalem, the
Palestinian Government has consistently acted with seriousness, responsibility and
restraint to address this critical situation and uphold its legal obligations in this
regard, in conformity with the relevant resolutions and international law. Such
efforts have been undertaken in spite of the deliberate and blatant Israeli obstruction
of access by the Palestinian Government to the City and the occupation’s
obstruction of Palestinian development in the City. In this regard, we must also
draw attention to the fact that numerous official Palestinian institutions in
Jerusalem, including Orient House, remain closed by order of the occupying Power.

President Mahmoud Abbas and other Palestinian officials have clearly called
for respect for the sanctity of the holy sites in Jerusalem and respect for the historic
status quo at the Haram al-Sharif and called for an end to the provocations,
incitement and violence at, and towards, this holy site. The Palestinian side has
cooperated fully with all efforts in this regard, including in particular with the
Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan, in the light of its historic role in preserving and
administering the Muslim and Christian holy sites in the City. The Palestinian side
has raised this issue at the highest levels, both bilaterally and multilaterally,
including, inter alia, in official meetings of the Security Council, the General
Assembly and the Human Rights Council and other international forums, such as the
Al-Quds Committee of the Organization of Islamic Cooperation.

Moreover, the Palestinian side has strived repeatedly to mobilize the
international community, and particularly the Security Council, to act firmly with
regard to Isracl’s ongoing illegal settlement activities, in all manifestations, in
Occupied Palestine, including in and around East Jerusalem. Since the start of 2016,
repeated appeals have been made by the Palestinian leadership for the Security
Council to adopt a resolution to reaffirm its established, strong position condemning
Israel’s settlement activities and demanding a complete halt, including in Occupied
East Jerusalem, stressing both the illegality of Israel’s actions in this regard and the
fact that such actions are destroying the viability of the two-State solution based on
the pre-1967 borders and thus constitute a major obstacle to the achievement of a
peaceful solution in accordance with the long-standing, internationally endorsed
parameters.

The Permanent Observer Mission of the State of Palestine to the United
Nations has also repeatedly highlighted this matter, also in the context of official
letters to the Secretary-General and the President of the Security Council, drawing
the international community’s attention to the perils of this fragile situation in
Jerusalem as a result of Israel’s illegal policies and practices and also because of
rising extremism and provocations of Israeli settlers and religious fanatics against
Palestinian civilians and against Muslim and Christian holy sites. It has caution
about the far-reaching short- and long-term consequences of any further
destabilization, including in the context of the acute crises, conflicts and instability
throughout the region at the present time. Repeated appeals have also been made by
Palestine to the international community to mobilize to help de-escalate the high
tensions between the two sides, with a view to stabilizing the situation and averting
greater extremism and radicalism and the outbreak of a dangerous religious conflict.

In this regard, it should be recalled that the tenth emergency special session of
the General Assembly was first convened in 1997 to specifically address Israel’s
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settlement colonization and other illegal measures in Occupied East Jerusalem,
particularly in the area of Jabal Abu Ghneim at the time, and has reconvened
repeatedly thereafter owing to Israel’s incessant violations in Occupied East
Jerusalem and the rest of the Occupied Palestinian Territory. The seriousness that
this issue has been accorded by the international community is clearly reflected in
the resolutions of the tenth emergency special session of the General Assembly,
which also led to the convening of High Contracting Parties to the Fourth Geneva
Convention in 1999 and 2001, and the adoption of other relevant resolutions,
including resolution 70/16 of 2015.

The gravity of this issue has also been underscored by the Security Council in
the past year, included in its press statement on Jerusalem of 17 September 2015,
which follows its other numerous relevant pronouncements regarding Jerusalem,
including, inter alia, resolutions 251 (1968), 252 (1968), 267 (1969), 271 (1969),
298 (1971), 465 (1980), 476 (1980), 478 (1980), 672 (1990), 1073 (1996) and
1322 (2000). Those resolutions, which remain valid, address the continuous and
systematic illegal measures and actions by Israel, the occupying Power, in the City,
throughout the decades, in addition to other resolutions adopted by the Council and
the General Assembly regarding the City since 1948. This seriousness and
responsibility is also reflected in the substance and solemnity of the debates on this
matter, including in the Security Council, as reflected in the emergency meeting
held on 16 October 2015 and the open debate on 22 October 2015, during the
presidency of Spain, which elevated consideration of the matter to the ministerial
level.

In this connection, we underscore the permanent responsibility of the United
Nations towards the question of Palestine, including the question of the City of
Jerusalem, until it is satisfactorily and justly resolved in all aspects in accordance
with international law. Moreover, we recognize the importance of Jerusalem not
only to the Palestinian and Israeli sides, but also to the faithful of the three
monotheistic religions and the international community as a whole. Thus, as in
previous resolutions, the General Assembly stressed in resolution 70/16 that “a
comprehensive, just and lasting solution to the question of the City of Jerusalem
should take into account the legitimate concerns of both the Palestinian and Israeli
sides and should include internationally guaranteed provisions to ensure the
freedom of religion and of conscience of its inhabitants, as well as permanent, free
and unhindered access to the holy places by people of all religions and
nationalities”.

It is totally unacceptable and extremely provocative that Israel, the occupying
Power, continues to act in flagrant contempt and disrespect for this clear
international consensus and the international legal tenets articulated above as it
persists in its illegal occupation, colonization and Judaization of Jerusalem and the
rest of the Palestinian territory it has occupied since 1967, in total disregard for the
applicable provisions of international law, including the Fourth Geneva Convention.
Israel must be held accountable for its violations of international law, including the
relevant United Nations resolutions. If Israel is permitted to carry out such
violations and war crimes, including the forced transfer of Palestinian civilians,
without consequence, such impunity will not end and will only be further
emboldened, with dire impact on the humanitarian, socioeconomic, political and
security situation in Occupied Palestine, including East Jerusalem, and the prospects
for realizing peace and coexistence between the Palestinian and Israeli peoples.
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The time is long overdue for the mobilization of international political will and
action to pressure Israel to end its nearly half-century foreign occupation of
Palestine and its cruel subjugation and oppression of the Palestinian people. Serious,
responsible and urgent efforts must be exerted, on the basis of the relevant United
Nations resolutions, the Madrid principles and the Arab Peace Initiative, towards
ensuring Israel’s complete withdrawal from the Palestinian territory occupied since
June 1967, including East Jerusalem; the achievement of the two-State solution of
an independent, sovereign, contiguous and viable State of Palestine, with East
Jerusalem as its capital, living side by side with Israel in peace and security within
recognized borders based on the pre-1967 borders; and the realization of the
inalienable rights of the Palestinian people, including a just solution for the
Palestine refugees based on General Assembly resolution 194 (III).

In this regard, the State of Palestine welcomes the efforts exerted by France to
bring together concerned States and partners in the international community in a
multilateral framework of an international support group for the parties to resolve
this prolonged, tragic conflict. Palestine is cooperating with efforts to this end and
reiterates its call for an international peace conference as well as the commitment to
negotiations to justly resolve all final status issues, including, inter alia, the issue of
Jerusalem, on the basis of the relevant resolutions and the long-standing
international parameters in this regard. It is hoped that such efforts will produce
tangible results in the coming months to preserve the prospects for, and advance the
realization of, Palestinian-Israeli peace.

Brazil
[Original: English]

In 2010, Brazil recognized the State of Palestine in its 1967 borders, with East
Jerusalem as its capital. In accordance with Security Council resolution 478 (1980),
Brazil does not recognize the city of Jerusalem as the capital of Israel, deems null
and void the so-called “Basic Law” on Jerusalem and considers that East Jerusalem
is in the Occupied Palestinian Territories. The Embassy of Brazil in Israel is located
in Tel Aviv. In this regard, Brazilian passports issued to persons born in Jerusalem
do not mention Israel as the country of birth.

Brazil does not recognize the annexation of the Golan Heights, a Syrian
territory occupied by Israel since 1967 in violation of the principle of
non-acquisition of land by force, a foundation of international order and of the
Charter of the United Nations.

In relevant multilateral bodies, Brazil has adopted a clear stance recalling the
obligations of Israel as the occupying Power according to the Fourth Geneva
Convention. Brazil reiterates the illegality of the occupation under international law
and Israel’s obligations regarding international human rights law and international
humanitarian law, including in the occupied Syrian Golan.

Brazil has condemned, in particular, the expansion of Israeli settlements in the
Occupied Palestinian Territories, in violation of article 49 of the Fourth Geneva
Convention, which prohibits the occupying Power from deporting or transferring
parts of its own civilian population into the territory it occupies.
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Brazil has also condemned Israel’s practice of withholding Palestinian customs
revenues in reprisal for Palestinian attempts to join the international community.
This constitutes a violation of the Paris Protocol on Economic Relations between
the Government of the State of Israel and the Palestine Liberation Organization and
can also be considered a form of collective punishment, which is unlawful
according to the Fourth Geneva Convention.

The Brazilian legislative decree by which the Free Trade Agreement between
Brazil and Israel was approved determined that the Government shall negotiate the
“exclusion, from the Agreement’s coverage, of goods whose certificates of origin
attest as their origin sites under Israeli administration since 1967”, which includes
not only the Occupied Palestinian Territories but also the occupied Syrian Golan.
This issue is currently on the agenda of the Joint Committee established under the
Agreement.

The manual for Brazilian exporters to Israel published by the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs of Brazil discourages financial transactions, investments, or any
other business activities related to Israeli settlements in the Occupied Arab
Territories. The document recalls Security Council resolution 242 (1967), which
determined the withdrawal of Israel from those territories.

An agreement between the Institute of Mathematics and Statistics of the
University of Sdo Paulo and a higher education institution located in the Israeli
settlement of Ariel, in the Occupied Palestinian Territories, was not renewed owing
to the understanding that the very existence of the Israeli institution resulted from a
violation of international law.

The Embassy of Brazil in Tel Aviv does not recommend the holding of official
meetings between Brazilian and Israeli authorities in Israeli institutions located in
East Jerusalem. The Embassy also discourages any official visits of Brazilian
authorities to the occupied Syrian Golan and has refused invitations by the
Government of Israel to visit the region.

Cuba
[Original: Spanish]

Cuba fully supports General Assembly resolution 70/16 entitled “Jerusalem”
and calls for its strict and swift implementation by all States.

A just and lasting solution to the Middle East conflict calls for the actual
exercise of the inalienable right of the Palestinian people to build their own State
within the pre-1967 borders, with East Jerusalem as its capital.

We reiterate our condemnation of Israel’s continued military occupation of the
Palestinian territory; its illegal policies and colonization practices in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem; human rights violations; and
systematic war crimes that are causing the Palestinian people immense suffering.

Israel must immediately cease all colonization activities in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, which is an integral part of this
territory.
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Cuba considers all Israeli measures aimed at altering the legal, geographic and
demographic character and status of Jerusalem, and of the Occupied Palestinian
Territory as a whole, null and void and without legal validity whatsoever.

Cuba expresses its deep concern about the physical, economic and social
devastation being caused by the Israeli settlements, the wall and the network of
checkpoints, which are severing the Palestinian territory into separate areas,
isolating East Jerusalem from the rest of the territory and displacing thousands of
Palestinians from their homes.

The illegal Israeli colonization campaign is undermining the contiguity,
integrity, viability and unity of the Occupied Palestinian Territory, and jeopardizing
the prospects of achieving a peaceful resolution on the basis of two States within the
1967 borders.

The continuation of the illegal construction of settlements is undermining the
efforts to put an end to the Israeli occupation of Palestinian territory, including East
Jerusalem. It constitutes a flagrant violation of international law, and a clear
challenge to United Nations resolutions and the advisory opinion of the
International Court of Justice of 9 July 2004.

We demand an end to the construction and expansion of settlements and of the
wall; the transfer of more settlers; the demolition of homes; the confiscation of land;
the evictions; the excavations in the Old City of Jerusalem, including in its religious
sites and its surroundings; the displacement of the Palestinian civilian population;
the imposition of arbitrary residence requirements and restrictions of movement;
and all other measures aimed at ridding the city of its Palestinian inhabitants and
bringing about the illegal annexation of East Jerusalem by Israel.

The Movement of Non-Aligned Countries has expressed its concern about the
increase in construction of Israeli settlements, the violence and terrorism of the
settlers, the provocations and incitement in relation to holy sites in occupied East
Jerusalem, and the vandalism of mosques and churches, and warns that these acts of
provocation are aggravating tensions and religious sensitivities, which could
destabilize the situation.

The Movement has repeatedly drawn the attention of the Security Council to
these serious issues, which are a threat to international peace and security. It has
called for measures to halt Israel’s incitement and provocations and ensure respect
for the sacrosanct nature of religious sites and the rights and access of Muslim and
Christian worshippers, including Palestinians, in the city.

Cuba reaffirms its unwavering solidarity with the Palestinian people and its
determination to continue supporting them in their legitimate struggle for justice,
dignity and peace and in defence of their inalienable right to self-determination and
sovereignty in an independent State of Palestine, with East Jerusalem as its capital.

Cuba fully supports General Assembly resolution 70/17, entitled “The Syrian
Golan”, and calls on all States Members of the United Nations to implement it
immediately and rigorously.

The Israeli decision of 14 December 1981 to impose its laws, jurisdiction and
administration on the occupied Syrian Golan is null and void and without
international legal effect, as confirmed by Security Council resolution 497 (1981),
and should be rescinded.
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Cuba reiterates that any measures or actions taken by Israel to alter the legal
status, physical nature or demographic composition of the occupied Syrian Golan or
its institutional structure, as well as the Israeli measures to apply its jurisdiction and
administration there, are null and void and have no legal effect. All such measures
and actions, including the construction and expansion of Israeli settlements in the
occupied Syrian Golan since 1967, constitute a flagrant violation of international
law, international conventions, the Charter of the United Nations and United
Nations resolutions.

The international community must assume its responsibility under
international law and United Nations resolutions by preventing Israel from
persisting in its repeated violations, which include looting the natural resources of
the occupied Syrian Golan, in violation of the principle of the permanent
sovereignty of peoples under occupation over their natural resources.

Our country once again reiterates its demand that Israel comply immediately
and unconditionally with the provisions of the Fourth Geneva Convention relative to
the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War, of 12 August 1949, and apply
them to the situation of the Syrian detainees in the occupied Syrian Golan, who are
subjected to brutal practices in the prisons established by Israel during the
occupation, in clear violation of international humanitarian law.

Israel must withdraw fully from all the occupied Syrian Golan to the line of
4 June 1967, in implementation of the relevant General Assembly and Security
Council resolutions.

The continued Israeli occupation of the Syrian Golan and its de facto
annexation constitute a stumbling block in the way of achieving a just,
comprehensive and lasting peace in the region.

Meéxico
[Original: Spanish]

Mexico supports the two-State solution, with Israel and Palestine coexisting
within secure and internationally recognized borders, in accordance with United
Nations resolutions, and considers the continued measures for the expansion of
Israeli settlements in the occupied territories to be acts contrary to international law
that undermine the Middle East peace process.

The Government of Mexico has emphatically rejected the continued expansion
of Israeli settlements in the occupied Palestinian territories and the Syrian Golan. It
has therefore called on the Government of Israel to revoke such measures and avoid
actions such as evictions and the demolition of Palestinian homes in the occupied
Palestinian territories, including East Jerusalem. In the view of Mexico, these
actions are contrary to international law and do not help to establish a climate
conducive to the negotiation process between the two parties.
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Morocco®
[Original: English]

The City of Al-Quds holds a special place in the hearts of Muslims all over the
world because of its significance to their faith and cultural and political history.

The establishment of the Organization of Islamic Cooperation (OIC) in the
capital of the Kingdom of Morocco, Rabat, in 1969, was meant to support the
Palestinian cause and Al-Quds al-Sharif after an Israeli extremist set fire to parts of
the Agsa Mosque. By the same token, the establishment of the Al-Quds Committee
in 1975 and entrusting its chairmanship to the King of Morocco was not a favour or
prestige, but rather a great entrustment and a significant responsibility before God
and history assumed by the King of Morocco, who took it upon his shoulders with
faith and determination to achieve the best for Jerusalem and Jerusalemites.

To this end, OIC developed, in 1995, with a will and foresight, an institutional
mechanism under the supervision of the Al-Quds Committee, namely, Bayt Mal
Al-Quds Al-Sharif Agency, to save East Jerusalem from obliteration of its identity,
as a symbol of coexistence and peace, and to assist the Palestinian population and
institutions in the Holy City. It was also entrusted with the task of supporting the
steadfast Palestinians in Jerusalem and enabling the associative fabric of the city to
acquire the capabilities and requirements needed for decent living therein, and thus
contribute to the protection of the city and preserve the Aqsa Mosque, other holy
sites, and cultural, religious and archaeological heritage. It would also help to
promote the history, specificities and legal status of the city, as defined by
international resolutions.

Thus, the late King Hassan II, and then King Mohammed VI of Morocco and
Chair of the Al-Quds Committee, have endeavoured to promote Islamic solidarity in
support of the just Palestinian cause and defence of Al-Quds, the central cause of all
Muslims and the core Arab-Isracli conflict. This has always been based on
invariable parameters, namely, the historical, inherent and inalienable right of
Muslims to Al-Quds al-Sharif, the right of Palestinians to this holy city as the
capital of their independent State, and the relevant international resolutions,
particularly those stipulating that East Jerusalem is an integral part of the
Palestinian territory occupied since 1967. This has prompted adapting ways and
means of action to the new developments and changing priorities and needs of
Palestinians, including the population of Al-Quds.

King Mohammed VI, King of Morocco and Chair of the Al-Quds Committee,
presided over its twentieth session, held over two days for the first time, on 17 and
18 January 2014 in Marrakech. Mahmoud Abbas, President of the State of Palestine,
participated in the proceedings along with, also for the first time, representatives of
the permanent members of the Security Council, the United Nations and the
European Union.

In addition to the meeting of the Trusteeship Committee of Bayt Mal Al-Quds
Al-Sharif and the meeting of the Agency’s Governing Board, comprising the
ministers of finance of the States members of the Al-Quds Committee, the twentieth
session featured an informal interactive session among the members of the
Committee and the international figures invited. Moreover, an exhibition on the

! Abridged version.
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achievements of the Al-Quds Committee and its executive arm, Bayt Mal Al-Quds,
was organized and inaugurated by King Mohammed V1.

King Mohammed VI, Chair of the Al-Quds Committee, sent a strong message,
during the opening and closing sessions, against Israel’s settlement policy and the
repeated attempts of Israeli authorities to change the status of and Judaize the Holy
City. He also announced a road map, which was unanimously accepted by Islamic
countries, the United Nations and major Powers sponsoring the peace process, in
order to put the process back on the right track through the practical
recommendations contained in the Final Communiqué adopted by the Committee.

The salient aspects of the Final Communiqué of the twentieth session of the
Al-Quds Committee:

(a) Paying tribute to the approach adopted by King Mohammed VI, Chair of
the Al-Quds Committee, to combine political action and positions and diplomatic
efforts to underscore the legitimate rights, on the one hand, with field action on the
other, through concrete projects carried out by the Bayt Mal Al-Quds Al-Sharif
Agency to meet the urgent recurrent humanitarian needs of Jerusalemites and to
sustain their existence in the city. The Communiqué also underscored that the Bayt
Mal Al-Quds Al-Sharif Agency is the optimal OIC institutional mechanism and the
executive arm of the Al-Quds Committee to carry out its tasks in following up the
implementation of the OIC resolutions to preserve the Arab-Islamic city and its
cultural heritage;

(b) Stressing the contribution of the Chair of the Al-Quds Committee to the
consultations on the future of Al-Quds al-Sharif and the peace process;

(c) An equivocal condemnation of the Judaization policy of the occupation
authorities in Al-Quds, which would only fuel conflict, undermine the two-State
solution and feed extremism,;

(d) Emphasizing the parameters of the just and comprehensive solution to
the question of Palestine and Al-Quds al-Sharif, namely, the Arab Peace Initiative,
which OIC adopted, and international resolutions on the legal status of Al-Quds
al-Sharif as part of the territories occupied by Israel in 1976 and the capital of the
Independent State of Palestine;

(e) Promoting awareness of the international collective responsibility
towards Al-Quds and urging the international community to shoulder its full
responsibility in protecting Al-Quds, its global human and cultural heritage, its
educational, demographic and cultural character; and putting pressure on Israel to
halt all colonial practices aimed at changing the legal status of the Holy City. This
explains why the permanent members of the Security Council and major
international organizations were invited, for the first time in the history of the
Al-Quds Committee, to the twentieth session in Marrakech,;

(f) Developing practical mechanisms to follow up and implement the
resolution adopted by the Council of Foreign Ministers at its fortieth session, held in
Conakry (9-11 December 2013), on an OIC plan of action for Al-Quds al-Sharif and
Palestine, including contacting major Powers and some regional and international
organizations to deliver, explain and support the message of OIC and the need to
adopt that message. It calls for saving the Middle East, bringing peace in the region
and the rest of the world through a just solution to the question of East Jerusalem
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and the cause of Palestine, including all outstanding issues, in consonance with
international resolutions, the principle of land for peace and the Arab Peace
Initiative;

(g) Adopting a five-year programme of action for the Bayt Mal Al-Quds
Al-Sharif Agency (2014-2018) and considering the possibility of moving from
voluntary contributions to mandatory contributions by States members of OIC to the
Agency’s budget; also paying tribute to Morocco for bearing 80 per cent of the
Agency’s budget.

As a result of the violations and attacks perpetrated by the Isracli occupation
forces against the Palestinian people, and on the instructions of King Mohammed VI,
Chair of the Al-Quds Committee:

1. Morocco issued statements condemning the Israeli violations in
Jerusalem, the Aqsa Mosque and the rest of the Occupied Palestinian Territory. It
also called on the international community and major Powers to shoulder their
responsibilities to put pressure on Israel to stop its violations of international
instruments and resolutions, with the caveat that the daily injustices visited on
Palestinians would only lead to despair and the violent extremism that breeds
terrorism,;

2. The Minister for Foreign Affairs and Cooperation of the Kingdom of
Morocco and Heads of the Moroccan Mission to friendly countries and to regional
and international organizations have made efforts to urge the officials of those
countries and organizations to take action in support of Palestinian rights and
preservation of the legal status of East Jerusalem as defined by relevant United
Nations resolutions.

Based on the foregoing, Morocco, Chair of the Al-Quds Committee, convened
and hosted the first meeting of the OIC Ministerial Contact Group on the Islamic
Action Plan to defend the cause of Palestine and Al-Quds, in Rabat on Wednesday,
12 November 2014, under the chairmanship of Morocco. Foreign Ministers and
representatives of the other States members of the Contact Group participated in the
meeting: the State of Palestine, the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan, the Kingdom of
Saudi Arabia, the Arab Republic of Egypt, the Republic of Guinea, Malaysia, the
Republic of Turkey and the Republic of Azerbaijan, as well as the Secretary-General
of the Organization of Islamic Cooperation.

The Rabat meeting adopted the Contact Group’s Plan of Action, which
includes, inter alia, the Group’s messages to major Powers to urge them to pressure
Israel to halt its policy of Judaization of Al-Quds al-Sharif, which is part of
Palestinian territory occupied since 1976, and to ensure that Palestinians recover
their full inalienable rights.

The Plan of Action also lists the States and organizations to be visited by the
members of the Ministerial Delegation, namely, the permanent members of the
Security Council, States and organizations with political and economic influence in
Israel (European Union, United Nations, Germany, Norway, Switzerland, Czech
Republic, Japan, Canada and Australia), and States with positive developments
regarding recognition of the State of Palestine (Sweden, Denmark, Iceland,
Luxembourg, Malta, Ireland).
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To ensure broad action by the Ministerial Contact Group, covering all
geographical regions of the targeted States and organizations, it was agreed to
divide the Contact Group into three delegations to deliver the OIC messages.

It was agreed that Member States within the three delegations would be
represented at the ministerial level.

The General Secretariat of OIC was tasked to contact the aforementioned
States and organizations to set visit dates, and notify the Member States in each
delegation directly and through the permanent representatives of those Member
States to OIC.

The Ministers and the Secretary-General of OIC, as members of the three
delegations, have contacted the officials of a number of targeted organizations and
States on various occasions, especially during their bilateral visits and meetings, but
it has not been possible to hold the required consultations with the rest of the States
and organizations, mainly because of scheduling conflicts. However, the Group will
continue its actions and efforts to present the position of OIC, including the views
and recommendations of the Al-Quds Committee.

In view of the Israeli escalation, which broke out on 13 November 2015, and
the instructions of King Mohammed VI, Chair of the Al-Quds Committee, Morocco
organized and chaired a meeting in New York on 27 September 2015 on the side-
lines of the seventieth session of the General Assembly, the Second Meeting of the
OIC Ministerial Contact Group to Defend the Cause of Palestine and Al-Quds
Al-Sharif.

The recommendations of this meeting were adopted by the Extraordinary
Meeting of the Council of Foreign Ministers of OIC, held in New York on 1 October
2015, including calling for a special session of the General Assembly on Palestine
and Al-Quds al-Sharif.

As King Mohammed VI of Morocco is the Chair of the Al-Quds Committee,
Morocco is a member of the Select Arab Ministerial Group, entrusted with moving
internationally to end the Israeli occupation of the Occupied Palestinian Territory,
along with Palestine, Jordan, Egypt and the Secretary-General of the League of
Arab States.

Morocco participated in five meetings of the Select Arab Ministerial Group,
two of which were attended by the Foreign Minister of France. The latest meeting
was held on 9 March 2016 in Cairo to discuss ways to ensure the success of the
French Initiative aimed at salvaging the two-State solution, creating a new
framework to support sincere and meaningful negotiations between Palestinians and
Israelis, and holding an international conference on Palestine and Al-Quds to end
the occupation and establish a State of Palestine on its territories occupied in 1967
with Al-Quds al-Sharif as its capital.

Morocco, whose King chairs the Al-Quds Committee, was invited to
participate in the expanded meeting of the Quartet on the peace efforts in the Middle
East, in New York on 30 September 2015, with 16 other States — the United States
of America, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, the Russian
Federation, China, France, Germany, Italy, Japan, Spain, Portugal, Sweden, Norway,
Croatia, Jordan, Egypt and Saudi Arabia — along with the Secretary-General of the
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United Nations, the Secretary-General of the League of Arab States, and the
European Union’s High Representative for Foreign Affairs and Security Policy.

The participation of Morocco, Chair of the Al-Quds Committee, in that
meeting was commended by the participating States and organizations, constituting
the stakeholders or the “International Support Group”, which France counts on to
support and boost the negotiations between the Palestinians and Israelis, under its
initiative, aimed at reviving the peace process, based on the two-State solution and
on organizing an international conference to that end before the end of 2016.

In pursuance of an approach combining political and diplomatic mobilization
at all levels with tangible and meaningful fieldwork to face up to the Israeli policy
of changing realities on the ground and imposing a fait accompli, conscious of the
fragile social and economic status of Al-Quds, and in order to support the
steadfastness of Jerusalemites, the Bayt Mal Al-Quds Al-Sharif Agency has pursued
a comprehensive strategy of action. This strategy is implemented in phases through
systematic work programmes. The most recent of those programmes is the Five-
Year Work Programme of 2014-2018, with a US$ 30 million budget, adopted by the
Al-Quds Committee at its twentieth session, held in Marrakech on 17 and
18 January 2014, under the presidency of King Mohammed VI, Chair of the
Committee.

The Programme comprises projects to enable Jerusalemites to build capacity
and acquire the skills required to improve their livelihood and preserve their dignity
so that they can stay in their city and protect the Aqsa Mosque, its holy sites and
cultural, religious and archacological heritage as well as promote its history,
specificities and legal status defined by international resolutions.

Like its predecessors, the Five-Year Programme was prepared based on a
realistic vision premised on long experience and practice in the field and taking into
account the actual support that can be rendered and consequent deliverables on the
ground for Palestinians.

The Kingdom of Morocco bears more than 85 per cent of the budget, which
allows the Agency to continue to exist and carry out its projects, not because it is
Moroccan but rather because King Mohammed VI, Chair of the AIl-Quds
Committee, and the Moroccan people as a whole are committed to, and will remain
committed to, working in the field for the benefit of Jerusalemites and Palestinians.

The door is open to all who wish to benefit from the rich field experience of
the Bayt Mal Al-Quds Al-Sharif Agency, the database it has set up, the needs it has
assessed, and its credibility with Jerusalemites and others. The Agency belongs to
all, and all States members of OIC, from a collective responsibility perspective,
should support and use it to serve Al-Quds, its people and all Muslims whose hearts
are eager for the first Qiblah and the third holiest mosque.

Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)
[Original: Spanish]

Since the start of the Palestinian-Israeli peace process, the Bolivarian Republic
of Venezuela has supported the formula of a region in which two States, Israel and
Palestine, live side by side within secure and recognized borders. This is the ideal
path to attain the goal of the establishment of an independent Palestinian State that
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will allow the Palestinian people to realize its legitimate and inalienable right to
self-determination.

Consequently, Venezuela has given its unconditional support to Palestine’s
position in the talks, namely, a negotiated political solution in which both countries
are recognized within clear, defined and secure borders; the withdrawal of Israel
from the occupied Palestinian territories in the West Bank and the Gaza Strip, from
south Lebanon and from the Golan Heights in Syria; and the establishment of East
Jerusalem as the capital of Palestine, in accordance with the relevant resolutions of
the United Nations, such as General Assembly resolution 181 (II) and Security
Council resolutions 242 (1967), 338 (1973) and 1397 (2002).

To that end, Venezuela has consistently advocated a resumption of efforts
towards negotiations as the only possible mechanism to attain peace in the Middle
East region. It has repeatedly stated this position in the major international forums,
such as the United Nations and the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries, among
other regional and multilateral forums.

For the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela, the capital of Palestine is East
Jerusalem, which was occupied in 1967. Acknowledging this is integral to the
inalienable rights of the Palestinian people, which must be fully exercised.

Jerusalem also has a very special historic, cultural and religious significance.
That is why Venezuela has called for respect for the historic status quo at the holy
places of Jerusalem, including the Haram al-Sharif, both in word and in deed,
urging all parties to work together immediately to ease tensions and to put an end to
all provocation, incitement and acts of violence at the holy sites in the city.
Venezuela also considers that the State of Israel, the occupying Power, must cease
and refrain from unilaterally imposing its laws, jurisdiction and administration on
the Holy City of Jerusalem, since its actions are illegal, null and void and have no
validity whatsoever.

To support these appeals, Venezuela has always called for a peaceful, just and
lasting solution to the Palestinian question, which can only be achieved through a
two-State solution, with East Jerusalem as the capital of a Palestinian State
recognized and accepted as a State Member of the United Nations. In that regard,
Venezuela has supported the efforts of the Quartet and the existing peace plans, and
has considered such initiatives as the French proposal for an international
conference to serve as the basis for a resumption of the peace process to be
constructive and worthy of support.

It is worth noting that, during its presidency of the Security Council in
February 2016, the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela supported meetings on various
aspects of the Palestinian question, condemning illegal Israeli settlements and land
confiscations in the occupied territories, and the humanitarian situation, especially
with regard to children. Following its presidency of the Council, Venezuela has
given its backing to proposals related to this issue, and has been willing to support
initiatives to protect the civilian population in the occupied territories and possible
options to establish a protection system. Venezuela has also played an active role in
meetings of the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the
Palestinian People (of which it has been a member State since September 2010),
most recently at the international conference on the 2030 Agenda and Palestine.

17/18



Al71/328

18/18

The Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela has repeatedly and consistently called
on the Government of the State of Israel to resume peace talks with the Syrian Arab
Republic with a view to its withdrawal as the occupying Power from the territory of
the Syrian Golan, which it has illegally occupied for almost 50 years.

Such calls have been made to support Syria’s sovereign rights over the
occupied Syrian Golan on the basis of the purposes and principles of international
law and the Charter of the United Nations and in particular the terms of reference of
the Arab Peace Initiative, the Madrid peace process and the principle of land for
peace and in accordance with Security Council resolutions 242 (1967), 338 (1973),
467 (1980) and 497 (1981), regarding the inadmissibility of the acquisition of
territory by force. In that regard, in addition to its statements in its national capacity
in the United Nations General Assembly, the Security Council and the various
organs of the international system, Venezuela has also endorsed the statements made
by the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries on this delicate matter, and in various
regional and multilateral forums.

The Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela would like to express its concern at the
lack of commitment and political will on the part of the Government of the State of
Israel to put an end to the escalating violence in the occupied Syrian Golan and in
the occupied Palestinian territories, and its continuing disregard for international
human rights law and international humanitarian law.

This prolonged situation in the occupied Syrian Golan has very severe
consequences. The occupying Power must stop exploiting and damaging natural
resources and engaging in activities that harm service infrastructure and the
environment which, in turn, threaten the quality of soil and plant and animal life,
thereby seriously affecting the lives of the inhabitants and the ecosystem of the
region. In that regard, Venezuela hopes that when the peace talks between the
parties are resumed, these issues are addressed so that they might be resolved in a
just manner for all those affected.

In addition to this prolonged situation, Venezuela notes that the internal armed
conflict that has been affecting Syria for five and a half years has been having a
negative impact on the necessary resumption of efforts aimed at resuming peace
talks between the State of Israel and the Syrian Arab Republic, while the
Government of President Bashar al-Assad has been making every effort to counter
the activities of the armed opposition and terrorist groups that are seeking to remove
him from power. The State of Israel as an occupying Power has taken advantage of
this situation to delay the resumption of peace talks.
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Introduction

1. The present report is submitted pursuant to General Assembly resolutions
71/24 and 71/25. In its resolution 71/24, the Assembly demanded once more that
Israel withdraw from all the occupied Syrian Golan to the line of 4 June 1967 in
implementation of the relevant Security Council resolutions. In its resolution 71/25,
the General Assembly stressed that a comprehensive, just and lasting solution to the
question of the City of Jerusalem should take into account the legitimate concerns
of both the Palestinian and Israeli sides and should include internationally
guaranteed provisions to ensure the freedom of religion and of conscience of its
inhabitants, as well as permanent, free and unhindered access to the holy places by
people of all religions and nationalities.

2. On 2 May, in order to fulfil my reporting responsibility under resolutions
71/24 and 71/25, 1 addressed notes verbales to the Permanent Representative of
Israel and to the Permanent Representatives of all other States Members of the
United Nations requesting them to inform me of any steps their Governments had
taken or envisaged taking concerning implementation of the relevant provisions of
those resolutions. As at 15 August 2017, replies had been received from Brazil, Iraq,
Mexico and the State of Palestine. The replies are reproduced in section II of the
present report.

Replies received from Member States

State of Palestine
[Original: English]

The resolution concerning Jerusalem represents an integral part of the clear
stance of the General Assembly regarding the question of Palestine, including one of
its key aspects, the question of the city of Jerusalem. This resolution is grounded in
international law and consistent with the relevant United Nations resolutions
adopted by the General Assembly and the Security Council, and with the Advisory
Opinion rendered on 9 July 2004 by the International Court of Justice. The
resolution, adopted by the Assembly on 30 November 2016, continues to receive the
overwhelming support of States, as it reflects the long-standing and principled
international position regarding the City of Jerusalem.

On the eve of the fiftieth anniversary of Israel’s occupation of Palestinian
territory in 1967, including East Jerusalem, the General Assembly’s adoption of
resolution 71/25 confirms the consistent and continuous rejection of all Israeli
measures aiming at entrenching its illegal annexation of East Jerusalem instead of
ending its occupation, thus further obstructing efforts to peacefully resolve the
Israeli-Palestinian conflict, which remains the core of the Arab-Israeli conflict.

In this regard, the Assembly reiterated its determination that any actions taken
by Israel, the occupying Power, to impose its laws, jurisdiction and administration
on the Holy City of Jerusalem are illegal and therefore null and void and have no
validity whatsoever, and called upon Israel to immediately cease all such illegal and
unilateral measures, mirroring provisions in previous Security Council and General
Assembly resolutions, recalled in resolution 71/25, determining that all legislative
and administrative measures and actions taken by Israel, the occupying Power, that
have altered or purported to alter the character and status of the Holy City of
Jerusalem, in particular the so-called “Basic Law” on Jerusalem, are considered null
and void and must be rescinded forthwith.
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This principled position was reaffirmed and reinforced by the Security
Council’s adoption of resolution 2334 (2016). The State of Palestine has repeatedly
appealed for the full respect and implementation of Security Council resolution
2334 (2016), as well as all other relevant resolutions. That resolution, pursued
earnestly by the State of Palestine with conscientious Council members, reflects the
international community’s long-standing and unequivocal stance regarding the
requirements for a just, comprehensive and lasting solution to the conflict, including
as regards Jerusalem. The resolution, in line with relevant provisions in previous
Security Council and General Assembly resolutions, including resolution 71/25,
reaffirmed the inadmissibility of the acquisition of territory by force, underlining
that the Council will not recognize any changes to the 4 June 1967 lines, including
with regard to Jerusalem, other than those agreed by the parties through
negotiations, and condemned all measures aimed at altering the demographic
composition, character and status of the Palestinian Territory occupied since 1967,
including East Jerusalem.

East Jerusalem has always been a primary target of these illegal measures.
This year is no exception. Israel’s construction and expansion of its settlements and
their associated regime, including the construction of the wall, its restrictions on
Palestinian access to and residence in East Jerusalem through, inter alia, military
checkpoints, settlers’ roads, confiscation of land, discriminatory zoning and planning,
demolition of homes and revocation of residency cards, have continued unabated.

Israel has announced and advanced plans for thousands of settlement units in
and around East Jerusalem since the adoption of resolution 71/25. The monthly
average of demolitions in East Jerusalem since the beginning of 2017 remains at the
same level as in 2016, when demolitions reached a 15-year record. In East
Jerusalem, only 13 per cent of the municipal area, most of which is already built up,
is zoned for Palestinian construction. Up to a third of Palestinians in East Jerusalem
face the risk of demolition and displacement. As stressed by the Office for the
Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs, demolitions — along with a broad range of
other official Israeli practices and policies — contribute to creating a coercive
environment, which is leading to forced displacement, particularly in East
Jerusalem. Israel has continued its policy aiming to restrict access for Palestinians
to Jerusalem and to sever East Jerusalem from its Palestinian environment.

The Assembly’s call for respect for the historic status quo at the holy places of
Jerusalem, including the Haram al-Sharif, in word and practice, was also violated by
Israel. We recall here the Security Council’s press statement of 17 September 2015,
in which it was underscored that Muslim worshippers at the Haram Al-Sharif must
be allowed to worship in peace, free from violence, threats and provocations and
calling for respect for the sanctity of the area and for maintaining the historic status
quo at the holy sites. Just this past month, tensions reached extremely high levels
due to violence and repeated provocations and incitement by Israel, the occupying
Power, against our people and holy sites in occupied East Jerusalem, notably the
Haram al-Sharif, which houses the Holy Al-Agsa Mosque, in absolute contempt for
international law and the will of the international community.

In this regard, on Friday, 14 July 2017, following an attack that occurred in the
vicinity of the Haram al-Sharif, President Mahmoud Abbas called Prime Minister
Netanyahu to condemn the attack and to call for respect for the historic status quo.
Despite assurances by Prime Minister Netanyahu that Israel would uphold the historic
status quo, the Israeli Government took a dangerous decision to close Al-Agsa
Mosque and ban Friday prayers and undertook a number of measures hindering the
unimpeded access of Muslim worshippers to the holy site. These measures, which
violate the historic status quo, included the installation of metal detectors and metallic
bars, as well as the placing of additional cameras outside the Holy Compound.
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Despite repeated and continuous violations of international law by Israel,
President Mahmoud Abbas and the Palestinian leadership continued to demonstrate
their commitment to non-violence and peaceful, political, diplomatic, legal means
for the attainment of Palestinian rights and the achievement of a just and lasting
solution to the conflict, as well as their readiness to cooperate with all international
and regional efforts towards achieving that end. In this regard, the State of Palestine
called for respect for the sanctity of the holy sites in Jerusalem, respect for the
historic status quo at the Haram al-Sharif and an end to provocations, incitement
and violence.

The Palestinian leadership, in coordination with the Hashemite Kingdom of
Jordan, given its special role with regard to Muslim and Christian holy sites in
Jerusalem, maintained close contact with the Secretary-General and other United
Nations officials, as well as with members of the international community, to ensure
that Israel swiftly reverses its recent measures and ends all actions violating the
historic status quo in order to ensure the de-escalation of this perilous situation.

Palestine pursued and contributed to the adoption of clear positions regarding
the need to fully uphold the historic status quo by the Arab League, the
Organization of Islamic Cooperation, and the Non-Aligned Movement. The State of
Palestine has also repeatedly highlighted the grave issues facing Jerusalem,
including in the context of its official letters addressed to the Secretary-General and
the Presidents of the Security Council and General Assembly, drawing the
international community’s attention to the perils of this fragile situation in
Jerusalem as a result of Israel’s illegal policies and practices and also due to
provocations and attacks by Israeli settlers and religious fanatics against Palestinian
civilians and against Muslim and Christian holy sites. It has cautioned about the far-
reaching short-term and long-term consequences of any further destabilization,
notably in the context of the acute crises, conflicts and instability throughout the
region at the present time, including the stoking of a religious conflict. It has also
continued to garner and provide support for the Palestinian people in the city and
for the preservation of the cultural and religious heritage in Jerusalem.

Such efforts have been undertaken in spite of the deliberate and blatant Israeli
obstruction of access for the Palestinian Government to the City and the
occupation’s obstruction of Palestinian development in the City. In this regard, we
must also draw attention to the fact that numerous official Palestinian institutions in
Jerusalem, including Orient House, remain closed by order of the occupying Power,
in violation of Security Council resolution 1515 (2003).

The Palestinian people peacefully expressed their rejection of these illegal and
provocative measures against their rights and their holy sites, including by refusing
to enter the Holy Compound and by praying in the street instead. Yet their peaceful
demonstrations and steadfastness in preserving the character and identity of the city
were met with violent repression and attacks by Israeli occupation forces and armed
Israeli settlers, leading to the killing and wounding of Palestinian civilians.

Israel thus demonstrated once again its contempt for international human
rights law, including, where applicable, the law enforcement paradigm, and more
specifically the prohibition of arbitrary deprivation of life. Palestinians were killed
as a result of unnecessary and unwarranted use of force, confirming yet again the
harrowing pattern of unlawful killings and unwarranted injuries of Palestinian
civilians by Israeli forces. Israel also continued to resort to mass arbitrary arrest,
including against elected representatives and political figures, as a form of
collective punishment with the aim of intimidating and significantly restricting the
freedoms of Palestinians.
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While resolution 71/25 calls on all parties to refrain from provocative actions,
incitement and inflammatory rhetoric, especially in areas of religious and cultural
sensitivity, Israeli government officials continued to make provocative statements,
further exacerbating the situation. We refer in this regard to the statement by the
Israeli Minister of Public Security, Gilad Erdan, who declared: “Israel holds
sovereignty over the Mount, no matter what other countries’ positions are and if we
decide that a certain move has a certain advantage, then it is carried out.”
Furthermore, the so-called Israeli “ministerial committee for legislation affairs”
approved a bill on 16 July that aims at further obstructing peace efforts by trying to
consolidate Israel’s illegal annexation of East Jerusalem.

Israel finally reversed the measures adopted as of 14 July in violation of the
historic status quo. However, Israel did not put an end to its violations throughout
the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, thus perpetuating the
conflict and further fuelling the situation. East Jerusalem is an integral part of the
Occupied Palestinian Territory, and only an end to the Israeli occupation, including
of East Jerusalem, can lead to a just, comprehensive and lasting solution to the
conflict.

We continue to underscore the permanent responsibility of the United Nations
towards the question of Palestine, including the question of the City of Jerusalem,
which has unique spiritual, religious and cultural dimensions, until it is
satisfactorily and justly resolved in all aspects, in accordance with international law,
United Nations resolutions, the Madrid principles, including land for peace, and the
Arab Peace Initiative. Thus, as in previous resolutions, the Assembly stressed in
resolution 71/25 that a comprehensive, just and lasting solution to the question of
the City of Jerusalem should take into account the legitimate concerns of both the
Palestinian and Israeli sides and should include internationally guaranteed
provisions to ensure the freedom of religion and of conscience of its inhabitants. We
stress in this regard that the legitimacy of the concerns derives from their
consistency with international law. The Assembly also called for permanent, free
and unhindered access to the holy places by people of all religions and nationalities.

Israel must no longer be able to persist in its illegal occupation and
colonization of Jerusalem and the rest of the Palestinian territory that it has
occupied since 1967. The occupying Power must finally adhere to the applicable
provisions of international law, including the Fourth Geneva Convention, and be
held accountable for any and all violations committed against the Palestinian
people, their properties and land.

We continue to call for and support serious, responsible and urgent efforts
towards ensuring Israel’s complete withdrawal from the Palestinian territory
occupied since June 1967, including East Jerusalem; the achievement of the two-
State solution of an independent, sovereign, contiguous and viable State of
Palestine, with East Jerusalem as its capital, living side by side with Israel in peace
and security within recognized borders based on the pre-1967 borders; and the
realization of the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people, including a just
solution for the Palestine refugees based on General Assembly resolution 194 (III).
The Palestinian leadership reaffirms its commitment to a peaceful and just solution
and likewise urges the international community to uphold its obligations and
commitments.
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Brazil
[Original: English]

The Permanent Mission of Brazil to the United Nations has the honour to refer
to the notes verbales of the Secretary-General regarding General Assembly
resolutions 71/23, 71/24 and 71/25, adopted under the agenda items “Question of
Palestine” and “The situation in the Middle East”, in order to inform steps taken by
the Government of Brazil concerning the implementation of the said resolutions.

In 2010, Brazil recognized the State of Palestine within its 1967 borders, with
East Jerusalem as its capital. In accordance with Security Council resolution 478
(1980), Brazil does not recognize the city of Jerusalem as the capital of Israel and
deems null and void the so-called “Basic Law of Jerusalem”. The Embassy of Brazil
in Israel is located in Tel Aviv. In this regard, Brazilian passports issued to persons
born in Jerusalem do not mention Israel as the country of birth.

Brazil has reiterated the illegality under international law of the Israeli
occupation of the Occupied Arab Territories, as well as the international obligations
of Israel as an occupying Power, including in the Syrian Golan. The actions of
Brazil are aimed at ensuring that Israel respects the provisions of the Fourth Geneva
Convention and other applicable international norms.

As in previous years, during the seventy-first session Brazil voted in favour of
General Assembly resolutions under the agenda items “Question of Palestine” and
“The situation in the Middle East”. Concerning the resolution on the Syrian Golan,
Brazil and Argentina delivered a joint explanation of vote, as in previous years,
clarifying that both countries have no intention of prejudging the delimitation of the
territory to be returned by Israel to Syria, to be negotiated between the parties. The
explanation of vote reiterated the fundamental unlawfulness of the acquisition of
territory by force according to International Law, and in particular article 2,
paragraph 4, of the Charter of the United Nations.

In this regard, Security Council resolution 497 (1981), adopted unanimously,
declared null and void and without international legal effect Israeli decisions to
impose its laws in the occupied Syrian Golan, as these measures violate the 1949
Geneva Convention on the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War.

The Brazilian legislative decree by which the Free Trade Agreement between
Brazil and Israel was approved determined that the Government shall negotiate the
“exclusion, from the Agreement’s coverage, of goods whose certificates of origin
attest as their origin sites under Israeli administration since 1967”, which includes
not only the Occupied Palestinian Territories, but also the occupied Syrian Golan.
This issue is currently on the agenda of the Joint Committee established under the
Agreement.

Brazil supports the activities of the United Nations Relief and Works Agency
for Palestine Refugees in the Near East (UNRWA), having contributed the
equivalent of over S$20 million to the Agency since 2008. Brazil has been a
member of the Advisory Commission of UNRWA since 2014.
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Iraq
[Original: Arabic]

General Assembly resolution 71/24

Iraq fully supports General Assembly resolution 71/24, which is entitled “The
Syrian Golan”, and calls on all Member States to implement it immediately.

Iraq reiterates that all the actions and measures that Israel has taken to alter the
legal status, physical character, demographic composition and institutional structure
of the occupied Syrian Golan and to impose its jurisdiction and administration on
that territory, including the construction and expansion of Israeli settlements in the
Syrian Golan, which has been occupied since 1967, are without legal effect and
constitute a flagrant violation of international law, the Charter of the United Nations
and United Nations resolutions.

The international community must fulfil its responsibilities pursuant to
international law and United Nations resolutions and prevent Israel from persisting
with its violations, including the plundering of the natural resources of the occupied
Syrian Golan in contravention of the principle of the permanent sovereignty of
occupied peoples over their natural resources.

General Assembly resolution 71/25

Iraq fully supports General Assembly resolution 71/25, which is entitled
“Jerusalem”, and calls on all Member States to implement it immediately and fully.
It strongly condemns the Judaization policy of the occupying authorities. That policy
will only fuel conflict, undermine the two-State solution and encourage radicalism.
Iraq reiterates its support for a just and comprehensive solution to the question of
Palestine and Al-Quds al-Sharif that is founded on the Arab Peace Initiative, which
was adopted by the Organization of Islamic Cooperation, and international
resolutions concerning the legal status of Quds al-Sharif, under which the city is
considered to be part of the territory that Israel occupied in 1967 and the capital of
the State of Palestine. Iraq has endorsed League of Arab States resolutions 8109,
8110, 8111, 8112, 8113, 8114 and 8115, all of which were adopted by the Council of
the League at its 147th session at the ministerial level, and League of Arab States
resolution 674, which was adopted at the 28th session at the summit level.

Iraq reiterates that all States must comply with Security Council resolutions
476 (1980) and 478 (1980), in which Member States are called on not to transfer
their diplomatic missions to Jerusalem. Iraq supported the adoption of
recommendations by the Arab-Chinese Forum that was held in Beijing from 21 to
25 May 2017. It supports all recommendations related to the Palestinian question
and stresses the importance of taking a decisive position with regard to Israeli
violations in the occupied city of Jerusalem, as set out by the Arab-Russian Forum
that was held in Abu Dhabi in February 2017.

Iraq calls on the United Nations to raise awareness of the collective
international responsibility towards Jerusalem and urge the international community
to fulfil completely its responsibility to protect Jerusalem and its international
human and cultural legacy and its educational, demographic and cultural character.
The Organization must put pressure on Israel to halt all colonial activity, which is
aimed at altering the legal status of the Holy City, by implementing the relevant
Security Council resolutions, the most recent of which is resolution 2334 (2016).

Iraq reaffirms that the United Nations has a permanent responsibility towards
the question of Palestine, including the city of Jerusalem, and that it must find a just
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solution that addresses all aspects of the question in accordance with international
law. Jerusalem is significant not only to the Palestinians and Israelis, but also to the
followers of all three monotheistic religions and to the international community. The
time has come to bring to an end the half-century Israeli occupation of Palestine.
Serious, responsible and urgent efforts must be made to ensure that Israel withdraws
fully from occupied Palestinian territory, including East Jerusalem, and to realize
the two-State solution, namely, the establishment of the independent, sovereign,
geographically contiguous and viable State of Palestine, with East Jerusalem as its
capital, living side by side with Israel in peace and security within recognized
borders that are based on the pre-1967 borders.

Mexico
[Original: Spanish]

The Permanent Mission of Mexico to the United Nations has the honour to
refer to the note verbale in which information was requested on the implementation
of General Assembly resolutions 71/24 and 71/25 on the situation in the Middle East.

The Permanent Mission of Mexico has the honour to forward the following
reply from the Government of Mexico to this request:

* Mexico supports a comprehensive solution to the Middle East conflict based
on the existence of two States, Israel and Palestine, living side by side within
secure and internationally recognized borders in accordance with United
Nations resolutions.

» The Government of Mexico has emphatically rejected the continued expansion
of Israeli settlements in the occupied Palestinian territories and the territory of
the Syrian Golan. It has therefore called on the Government of Israel to revoke
such measures and avoid such actions as evictions and the demolition of
Palestinian homes in the occupied Palestinian territories, including East
Jerusalem. Mexico considers that those actions are contrary to international
law and do not help to create a climate conducive to the negotiation process
between the two parties.
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I1.

Introduction

1. The present report is submitted pursuant to General Assembly resolutions 72/15
and 72/16. In its resolution 72/15, the Assembly stressed that a comprehensive, just
and lasting solution to the question of the City of Jerusalem should take into account
the legitimate concerns of both the Palestinian and Israeli sides and should include
internationally guaranteed provisions to ensure the freedom of religion and of
conscience of its inhabitants, as well as permanent, free and unhindered access to the
holy places by people of all religions and nationalities. In its resolution 72/16, which
deals with the Syrian Golan, the Assembly demanded once more that Israel withdraw
from all the occupied Syrian Golan to the line of 4 June 1967 in implementation of
the relevant Security Council resolutions.

2. On 4 May, in order to fulfil my reporting responsibility under resolutions 72/15
and 72/16, I addressed notes verbales to the Permanent Representative of Israel, the
Permanent Representatives of all other Member States and the Permanent Observer
of the State of Palestine to the United Nations requesting them to inform me of any
steps that their Governments had taken or envisaged taking concerning
implementation of the relevant provisions of those resolutions. As at 1 August 2018,
replies had been received from Lebanon, Mexico, the Philippines and the State of
Palestine. The replies are provided in section II of the present report.

Replies received

Lebanon
[Original: Arabic]

As part of its efforts to implement the resolutions of the General Assembly on
the item “The situation in the Middle East”, Lebanon has taken the following steps:

» Lebanon has categorically rejected America’s illegal step of declaring Jerusalem
to be the capital of Israel. It has called on Washington to desist and comply with
the relevant authoritative international resolutions.

*On 9 December 2017, the Lebanese Parliament adopted recommendations
stating that America’s decision concerning Jerusalem posed a threat to
international peace and security and provided cover for the Israeli occupation,
its aggressive stance, its settlement activities and all of its violations of
international laws and humanitarian laws.

On 9 December 2017, at an extraordinary meeting of the League of Arab States,
the Minister for Foreign Affairs and Expatriates urged States members to take
all of the necessary legal and diplomatic measures to ensure that Palestine was
recognized as a State with full membership in the United Nations, with
Jerusalem as its capital, and to take countermeasures against the American
decision and any similar decision by any other State to transfer its embassy to
Jerusalem. Such measures should begin with diplomatic action, followed by
political measures and culminating in economic and financial sanctions.
Lebanon has, accordingly, postponed its periodic political consultations with
those States that have adopted ambiguous positions on the issue.

On 13 December 2017, at an extraordinary meeting of the Organization of
Islamic Cooperation, the President of the Republic urged member States to carry
out a diplomatic campaign to increase the number of States that recognize the
State of Palestine, press for it to become a full Member of the United Nations,
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and take the necessary legal, political and diplomatic actions to recognize East
Jerusalem as its capital.

On the same date, at the same meeting, he called for concerted, progressive
diplomatic and economic sanctions against any State opting to recognize
Jerusalem as the capital of Israel.

In regional and international forums, Lebanon has emphasized that it remains
committed to the 2002 Arab Peace Initiative in all its aspects without exceptions,
including a two-State solution on the 1967 borders and a just solution to the
issue of the Palestine refugees.

Lebanon supported the Arab resolution submitted to the Security Council by
Egypt on 18 December 2017, which provides that any decisions and actions
which purport to have altered the character, status or demographic composition
of Jerusalem have no legal effect.

Lebanon supported the draft General Assembly resolution entitled “Status of
Jerusalem”, which was submitted by Yemen and Turkey on behalf of the
Organization of the Islamic Cooperation on 19 December 2017 and provides
that the legal status of Jerusalem under the authoritative international
resolutions must be protected, and that all measures to the contrary are void.

On 17 May 2018, Lebanon filed a complaint against Israel with the International
Criminal Court in the wake of Israel’s massacre in Gaza and other parts of
Palestine. The Israeli occupation army acted in cold blood against defenceless
demonstrators who had come out peacefully to protest against the transfer of the
American embassy to Jerusalem. The massacre is a flagrant and protracted
violation of the principles of international humanitarian law. It claimed 62
Palestinian lives and injured dozens more. Lebanon called on the Court to take
immediate action against Israel in order to demonstrate its own credibility and
ability to effectively enforce the principle of accountability.

Mexico
[Original: Spanish]

Mexico supports a comprehensive solution to the Middle East conflict based on
the existence of two States, Israel and Palestine, living side by side within secure and
internationally recognized borders in accordance with United Nations resolutions.

Moreover, Mexico adheres to the resolutions adopted by both the Security
Council and the General Assembly on these issues, in particular Security Council
resolutions 478 (1980), of 20 August 1980, and 497 (1981), of 17 December 1981,
concerning the status of the City of Jerusalem and the Syrian Golan, respectively.

The Government of Mexico has emphatically rejected the continued expansion
of Israeli settlements in the Occupied Palestinian Territories and in the territory of the
Syrian Golan.

With regard to the position of Mexico on the status of Jerusalem, Mexico
published press release No. 459 of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Mexico on
6 December 2017, which explains the following:

Following the decision of the Government of the United States to recognize
Jerusalem as the capital of the State of Israel, the Government of Mexico, through its
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, reports that it will maintain its embassy in Tel Aviv, as
has been the case until now by all countries that maintain diplomatic relations with
Israel, in accordance with Security Council resolution 478 (1980), as well as relevant
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resolutions of the United Nations General Assembly, on the status of the City of
Jerusalem.

Mexico will continue to maintain a close and friendly bilateral relationship with
the State of Israel, as evidenced by the recent visit of Prime Minister Benjamin
Netanyahu to our country, and it will also continue to support the historical claims of
the Palestinian people.

Mexico reiterates its firm conviction that a political and peaceful solution to the
conflict must take place through direct negotiations, without preconditions, between
the parties, that resolve the substantive issues, including the final status of Jerusalem.

Mexico supports dialogue as the means to settle the conflict between Israel and
Palestine, based on the two-State solution, which includes the right of Israel and
Palestine to live in peace within secure and internationally recognized borders, as
agreed in the Oslo Accords and endorsed by various Security Council resolutions.

Philippines
[Original: English]

The Permanent Mission of the Republic of the Philippines to the United Nations
has the honour to convey the following information for the report of the Secretary-
General on the implementation of the General Assembly resolutions under agenda
item 37, “The situation in the Middle East”, adopted by the Assembly on
30 November 2017:

* Resolution 72/15 (“Jerusalem”): The Philippines has not recognized the legality
of Israel’s claims over Jerusalem and continues to advocate a two-State solution
to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, with the status of Jerusalem to be decided in
direct talks between the two parties in the final stages of the negotiations.

* Resolution 72/16 (“The Syrian Golan”): The Philippines has not recognized the
legality of Israel’s occupation and de facto annexation of the Golan Heights.

The Philippine Mission has the further honour to convey that, under General
Assembly resolution 72/24 (“Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the
region of the Middle East”, adopted by the Assembly on 11 December 2017), the
Philippines has been strongly supportive of the establishment of the zone as a means
to reduce tensions in the Middle East and to protect Philippine nationals in the region
from the threat of nuclear war as well as the use of other weapons of mass destruction.
The Philippines remains supportive of the Conference on the zone.

State of Palestine
[Original: English]

The Permanent Observer of the State of Palestine to the United Nations has the
honour to convey the State of Palestine’s views on, and efforts to implement, General
Assembly resolution 72/15, entitled “Jerusalem”, as well as on relevant developments
since its adoption.

Since the onset of the Israeli occupation of East Jerusalem and attempts by the
occupying Power to annex the city from 1980 onward, the international community
has repeatedly reaffirmed its rejection of unlawful Israeli practices and policies in the
City, against its Palestinian inhabitants and in the broader context of its now 51 -year
foreign occupation of the rest of the Palestinian Territory occupied in 1967. The
demands for cessation of all Israeli measures aimed at altering the demographic
composition, character, identity and status of the City, in violation of international
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law and the relevant United Nations resolutions, including, inter alia, Security
Council resolutions 476 (1980), 478 (1980) and 2334 (2016), have been unequivocal
and are central to the prevailing international consensus on the matter.

The General Assembly has maintained this position across the decades,
reaffirming it again at its seventy-second session in resolution 72/15, “Jerusalem”.
This resolution, adopted by overwhelming majority support, presents the clear stance
of the General Assembly regarding the question of the City of Jerusalem, one that is
principled, consistent and firmly rooted in the applicable provisions of the Charter of
the United Nations, international law and the relevant United Nations resolutions as
well as the July 2004 advisory opinion of the International Court of Justice.

The adoption of resolution 72/15 coincided with the passage of over 50 years
since the onset of Israel’s foreign occupation of Palestinian and other Arab lands in
1967, and the commemoration of other solemn anniversaries, including 70 years since
the General Assembly’s decision to partition Mandate Palestine by its resolution 181
(IT) of 29 November 1947 and the ensuing Nakba in 1948, underscoring the protracted
nature of this injustice against the Palestinian people and the lack of a political
horizon to bring an end to the Isracli occupation and to peacefully resolve the Israeli-
Palestinian conflict, the core of the Arab-Israeli conflict.

The gravity of this injustice and the cyclical failure of peace efforts was further
starkly highlighted just days later by the declaration made on 6 December 2017 by
the United States President, recognizing Jerusalem as the so-called “capital of Israel”
and deciding to transfer the United States embassy to the City, in contravention of
Security Council resolutions, international law, including the Geneva Convention
relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War, and the established
international consensus on the City, whereby there is no recognition of Israeli
sovereignty over the City as a whole and whereby Israel remains the occupying Power
in East Jerusalem. Following the veto cast in the Security Council on 18 December
2017 on a draft resolution presented by the delegation of Egypt to reaffirm the
Council’s long-standing position on the status of Jerusalem, the General Assembly
rightly undertook its responsibilities with the adoption of its resolution ES-10/19,
“Status of Jerusalem”, reaffirming its relevant resolutions, including resolution 72/15,
as well as those of the Security Council, and reinforcing the global rejection of
Israel’s illegal measures and the United States decision in this regard.

Even prior to the United States decision, resolution 72/15 reaffirmed the
Assembly’s decades-long “determination that any actions taken by Israel, the
occupying Power, to impose its laws, jurisdiction and administration on the Holy City
of Jerusalem are illegal and therefore null and void and have no validity whatsoever”
and called on Israel “to immediately cease all such illegal and unilateral measures”.
This includes the so-called “Basic Law” on Jerusalem adopted by the Israeli
Government in 1980, deemed by both the Council and the Assembly as “null and
void” and to be “rescinded forthwith”.

This year, Israel escalated such brazen illegality with the Knesset’s approval of
an amendment to the “Basic Law”, requiring a supermajority of 80 of the 120 Knesset
members to approve any proposal to return any part of the City, making it harder for
any future Israeli Government to comply with international law and United Nations
resolutions by ceding its illegal control over East Jerusalem, the capital of the State
of Palestine, in any peace deal. This is yet another blow to the prospect of salvaging
the already battered two-State solution on the 1967 lines and ensuring the rights and
legitimate aspirations of the Palestinian people to freedom and independence in their
State of Palestine, with East Jerusalem as its capital.

Resolution 72/15 also appropriately recalled Security Council resolution 2334
(2016). Resolution 2334 (2016) continues to reflect the international community’s
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long-established stance regarding the requirements for a just and lasting solution to
the conflict, including as regards Jerusalem. This resolution, in line with prior
relevant resolutions, reaffirmed the inadmissibility of the acquisition of territory by
force, underlined that the Council will not recognize “any changes to the 4 June 1967
lines, including with regard to Jerusalem, other than those agreed by the parties
through negotiations”, and called upon all States “to distinguish, in their relevant
dealings, between the territory of the State of Israel and the territories occupied since
1967”.

The State of Palestine continues its efforts to uphold and implement resolution
2334 (2016) in its entirety, alongside all other relevant United Nations resolutions,
and continues its call on all States and organizations to abide by the provisions of the
resolution in order to exact consequences for the continuation of the occupation aimed
at bringing it to an end and advancing the prospects for a just peace. On the other
hand, Israel, the occupying Power, continues to disregard these resolutions,
systematically and deliberately violating all provisions and escalating the illegal
practices that resolution 72/15 and other relevant resolutions specifically call for the
cessation of. In fact, in Jerusalem, Israel persists with the same unlawful policies it
has pursued since the onset of its occupation of the City in 1967, in its attempts to
forcibly alter the demography and legal status of the City, to negate its Arab identity
and cultural heritage, including its Muslim and Christian history and character, and
to suffocate the existence of the Palestinian population in the City.

Israeli officials continue to inflame tensions by inciting religious hatred and
strife, routinely making provocative declarations regarding Al-Haram Al-Sharif and
claims to Israeli sovereignty over the entirety of the City of Jerusalem, the Old City
and its holy sites included. This makes more imperative the insistence by all
concerned parties that Israel respect the historic status quo at Al-Haram Al-Sharif and
the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan’s custodianship of the Muslim and Christian holy
places in the City, and that it halt actions contrary to the decades-long arrangements
at these sensitive religious sites.

Equally urgent is a halt to all illegal, repressive Israeli measures targeting the
indigenous Palestinian population of the City and aiming to replace them with Israel’s
Jewish population, along with measures to sever and isolate the City from its natural
Palestinian environs in the rest of the West Bank and entrench Israel’s control over
the eastern part of the City. This continues to be pursued by the occupying Power
through, inter alia, construction and expansion of illegal settlements and the Wall and
its associated regime and transfer of thousands of Israeli settlers to East Jerusalem, in
addition to the demolition of Palestinian homes, revocation of residency rights and
eviction of thousands of Palestinian families, despite international condemnation and
demands for cessation.

In this regard, the Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs has
reported that “Palestinians in East Jerusalem are subject to a coercive environment
with the risk of forcible transfer due to Israeli policies such as home demolitions,
forced evictions and revocation of residency status. As is the case in Area C, a
restrictive and discriminatory planning regime makes it virtually impossible for
Palestinians to obtain the requisite Israeli building permits: only 13 per cent of East
Jerusalem is zoned for Palestinian construction and much of this is already built-up.
Palestinians who build without permits face the risk of home demolition and other
penalties, including costly fines, the payment of which does not exempt the owner
from the requirement to obtain a building permit. At least a third of all Palestinian
homes in East Jerusalem lack an Israeli-issued building permit, potentially placing
over 100,000 residents at risk of displacement”. Moreover, Israeli settlers continue to
pose a threat as they routinely intimidate and terrorize Palestinians in East Jerusalem,
seeking, inter alia, to expel them from their homes and land.
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As all such illegal actions persist, it is obvious that the United States
Government’s decision on Jerusalem on 6 December 2017 has further encouraged
Israel’s impunity in East Jerusalem and the rest of the Occupied Palestinian Territory.
In fact, the occupying Power has been particularly emboldened to carry on with its
illegal, destructive behaviour following the United States embassy move to Jerusalem
on 14 May 2018. This move was taken in direct violation of Security Council
resolutions 478 (1980) and 2334 (2016), General Assembly resolutions on Jerusalem,
and the Charter prohibition on the acquisition of territory by force, and in total
disregard of the regional and international appeals to prevent such a move, including
appeals by the Palestinian leadership to the United States Government to respect
United Nations resolutions and Palestinian legitimate rights, aspirations and
sensitivities in this regard.

Repeated warnings by Palestine and the international community of the
consequences of this United States decision have, regrettably, been to no avail. It is
to be recalled that, on the day of the United States embassy transfer, Israeli occupying
forces killed more than 60 Palestinians and injured over 2,800 other civilians who
were protesting this provocative move in the context of the weeks-long peaceful
civilian protests — the “Great March of Return” — against Israel’s illegal occupation,
oppression and dispossession of the Palestinian people. Tragically, since the protests
began on 30 March 2018, more than 140 Palestinians, including 19 children, have
been killed and more than 15,200 civilians injured by the occupying forces.

As the United States decision in support of Israel’s illegal manoeuvres in
Jerusalem has further fuelled its impunity, we remain insistent in our calls for respect
for international and all relevant United Nations resolutions. We remain convinced
that international law is key to rectifying this situation and ending the injustice against
our people, and remain committed to all peaceful, political and legal means to this
end.

Thus, Palestine has acted strictly within the parameters of the law and diplomacy
in response to this crisis. This began with a letter to the Secretary-General, the
President of the General Assembly and the President of the Security Council on
6 December 2017, urging immediate international action. Recognizing the gravity of
the situation, the Council convened an emergency session on 8 December, with
delegation after delegation denouncing the United States decision on Jerusalem;
reaffirming their adherence to the relevant resolutions, including, inter alia,
resolutions 476 (1980), 478 (1980) and 2334 (2016); calling for compliance by all
parties; and rejecting measures to the contrary as “null and void”. A draft resolution
on the matter was presented by Egypt, as the Arab representative on the Council, yet
was vetoed by the United States on 18 December 2017. However, the unanimous
support of the other 14 Council members reflected and reaffirmed the prevailing
international consensus regarding Jerusalem based on the applicable rules of
international law and relevant resolutions.

In view of the Council’s paralysis and the gravity of the matter, a joint request
was made by Yemen, as Chair of the Group of Arab States, and Turkey, as Chair of
the Organization of Islamic Cooperation (OIC) Summit, to the President of the
General Assembly to resume the tenth emergency special session in a further effort to
diplomatically and legally address this critical issue. The Assembly thus convened on
21 December, and resolution ES-10/19 was adopted by an overwhelming majority,
reaffirming relevant resolutions; reiterating the call upon all States to refrain from
establishing diplomatic missions in the Holy City of Jerusalem, pursuant to resolution
478 (1980) of the Security Council; and stressing that Jerusalem is a final status issue
to be resolved through negotiations in line with relevant United Nations resolutions.
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It was hoped that the broad support for this resolution would reinforce the strong
messages from capitals all over the world to the United States rejecting such a
violation and dissuading other countries from following suit. It is thus deeply
regrettable that the United States did not suspend this decision and instead transferred
its embassy to Jerusalem on 14 May and that Guatemala and Paraguay have also
violated the principles and provisions enshrined in the applicable resolutions.

Persisting in the attempts to address the issue of Jerusalem, deteriorating
conditions on the ground and the deepening political deadlock, Palestinian President
Mahmoud Abbas addressed the Security Council on 20 February to directly appeal to
it to uphold its responsibilities and to present a “Palestinian peace plan”, calling, inter
alia, for an international peace conference based on United Nations resolutions and
including the Palestinian and Israeli sides along with concerned regional and
international parties, similar to the Paris Peace Conference or the Moscow conference
called for by Council resolution 1850 (2008). It was an earnest attempt to salvage the
remaining prospects for realizing the two-State solution on the 1967 lines through a
multilateral approach long called for by the Palestinian leadership on the basis of
international law and the internationally endorsed parameters of a just solution: the
relevant United Nations resolutions, the Madrid principles, the Arab Peace Initiative
and the Quartet road map.

In contrast, following the United States decision on Jerusalem, Israel escalated
its unlawful colonization activities, advancing plans for thousands of settlement units,
especially in and around East Jerusalem, and for various infrastructure projects
intended to connect the illegal settlements to Israel, further severing and isolating
East Jerusalem from the rest of the West Bank, further damaging the two-State
solution and obstructing peace efforts. Additionally, right-wing Knesset members,
including members of the Israeli government coalition, continued to advance political
proposals and draft laws aimed at “legalizing” settlement outposts and changing the
boundaries of Jerusalem. We recall the statement in this regard issued by Stéphane
Dujarric, Spokesperson for the Secretary-General, on 7 February, that “The Secretary-
General deeply regrets the adoption of the so-called ‘Regularization bill’ on
6 February by the Knesset. This bill is in contravention of international law and will
have far-reaching legal consequences for Israel. It reportedly provides immunity to
settlements and outposts in the occupied West Bank that were built on privately owned
Palestinian land.”

Israel has also continued to violate the historic status quo at Jerusalem’s holy
places despite fact that, in resolution 72/15, the General Assembly made a clear call
“for respect for the historic status quo at the holy places of Jerusalem, including the
Haram al-Sharif, in word and practice” and urged “all sides to work immediately and
cooperatively to defuse tensions and halt all provocations, incitement and violence at
the holy sites in the City”. Tensions remain high owing to repeated provocations and
incitement by Israeli officials and illegal settlers against our holy sites and the right
of the Palestinian people, Muslims and Christians, to worship in Occupied East
Jerusalem, in absolute contempt for international law and the will of the international
community. In this regard, the statement by Israeli Minister Miri Regev that “This
land has a connection with only one people — the Jewish people” is echoed repeatedly
by other officials, in addition to extremist calls by other Israelis to take over Al-Haram
Al-Sharif.

Seeking to uphold resolution 72/15, the State of Palestine has also persistently
highlighted the grave issues facing Jerusalem in its official interventions in the
General Assembly and the Security Council and in the context of its official letters to
the Secretary-General and the Presidents of the Security Council and the General
Assembly, drawing international attention to the perils of this fragile situation in
Jerusalem. It has repeatedly cautioned about the far-reaching consequences of any
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further destabilization, including the stoking of a religious conflict. It has also
continued to garner support for the Palestinian inhabitants of the City and for the
preservation of the cultural and religious heritage in Jerusalem, including through the
support of the OIC and the Islamic Development Bank. Moreover, it has worked, in
cooperation with the United Nations Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable
Rights of the Palestinian People and the OIC, to convene annual conferences on
Jerusalem, bringing together diplomats, scholars, civil society and media to address
the prevailing situation in all its dimensions and to consider joint solutions based on
the law and international responsibilities.

All such efforts continue to be undertaken despite Israel’s systematic
obstruction of access by the Palestinian Government to the City and obstruction of
Palestinian development in the City, which has exacerbated fragile economic and
social conditions, especially affecting the youth population. In this regard, we
underscore the fact that numerous official Palestinian cultural, social and political
institutions in Jerusalem, including Orient House, remain closed by order of the
occupying Power, in violation of Security Council resolution 1515 (2003). Since
1967, Israel has shut down more than 120 Palestinian institutions in Jerusalem, 88 of
which have been closed permanently.

Given the worsening political, economic, social and humanitarian situation on
the ground; the shrinking space for the exercise of the Palestinian right to self-
determination in East Jerusalem and the rest of the Occupied Palestinian Territory;
and the absence of a political horizon, we must underscore the permanent
responsibility of the United Nations towards the question of Palestine, including the
question of the City of Jerusalem, which holds unique historical, religious, cultural
and political dimensions, until it is satisfactorily and justly resolved in all aspects on
the basis of the relevant United Nations resolutions.

The United Nations must play a more substantive role, including through the
use of the Secretary-General’s good offices and the work of the United Nations
Special Coordinator for the Middle East Peace Process, to alleviate the suffering of
the Palestinian people and inject some hope in what seems like a hopeless situation.
Of course, the Security Council and the General Assembly must remain at the
forefront of the efforts to ensure that international law is upheld and United Nations
resolutions are implemented, with the aim of ending this injustice and fulfilling the
rights of the Palestinian people, including to East Jerusalem as the capital of their
State of Palestine.

We urge international mobilization of the means and political will necessary to
advance these objectives, underscoring that — no matter the unilateral, illegal
measures taken by Israel or any other State in our land, which are null and void and
without any legal effect — only an end to the Israeli occupation of the Palestinian
Territory occupied in 1967, including East Jerusalem, and the full realization of
Palestinian rights, including to freedom and independence, can lead to a just and
lasting solution to the conflict. Serious, practical efforts must be made, in line with
resolutions 476 (1980), 478 (1980), 2334 (2016), 72/15 and all other relevant
resolutions, to convey a firm message to Israel that, after more than a half-century of
occupation, this illegal and unjust situation will no longer be tolerated and that it
cannot persist with its occupation and colonization of Jerusalem and of the rest of the
Palestinian territory it has occupied since 1967 without consequence.

We continue to call for, and stand ready to cooperate with, responsible and
genuine multilateral efforts towards ensuring Israel’s complete withdrawal from the
Palestinian territory occupied since June 1967, including East Jerusalem; the
achievement of the two-State solution of an independent, sovereign, contiguous and
viable State of Palestine, with East Jerusalem as its capital, living side by side with
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Israel in peace and security within recognized borders based on the pre-1967 borders;
and the realization of the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people, including a just
solution for the Palestine refugees based on General Assembly resolution 194 (III).
Despite the many crises and challenges faced at the moment, the Palestinian
leadership has remained and will continue to remain committed to a peaceful and just
solution and calls on the international community to uphold its obligations and
commitments to do what it can to salvage any glimmer of hope for a just peace.
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I1.

Introduction

1. The present report is submitted pursuant to General Assembly resolutions 72/15
and 72/16. In its resolution 72/15, the Assembly stressed that a comprehensive, just
and lasting solution to the question of the City of Jerusalem should take into account
the legitimate concerns of both the Palestinian and Israeli sides and should include
internationally guaranteed provisions to ensure the freedom of religion and of
conscience of its inhabitants, as well as permanent, free and unhindered access to the
holy places by people of all religions and nationalities. In its resolution 72/16, which
deals with the Syrian Golan, the Assembly demanded once more that Israel withdraw
from all the occupied Syrian Golan to the line of 4 June 1967 in implementation of
the relevant Security Council resolutions.

2. On 4 May, in order to fulfil my reporting responsibility under resolutions 72/15
and 72/16, I addressed notes verbales to the Permanent Representative of Israel, the
Permanent Representatives of all other Member States and the Permanent Observer
of the State of Palestine to the United Nations requesting them to inform me of any
steps that their Governments had taken or envisaged taking concerning
implementation of the relevant provisions of those resolutions. As at 1 August 2018,
replies had been received from Lebanon, Mexico, the Philippines and the State of
Palestine. The replies are provided in section II of the present report.

Replies received

Lebanon
[Original: Arabic]

As part of its efforts to implement the resolutions of the General Assembly on
the item “The situation in the Middle East”, Lebanon has taken the following steps:

» Lebanon has categorically rejected America’s illegal step of declaring Jerusalem
to be the capital of Israel. It has called on Washington to desist and comply with
the relevant authoritative international resolutions.

*On 9 December 2017, the Lebanese Parliament adopted recommendations
stating that America’s decision concerning Jerusalem posed a threat to
international peace and security and provided cover for the Israeli occupation,
its aggressive stance, its settlement activities and all of its violations of
international laws and humanitarian laws.

On 9 December 2017, at an extraordinary meeting of the League of Arab States,
the Minister for Foreign Affairs and Expatriates urged States members to take
all of the necessary legal and diplomatic measures to ensure that Palestine was
recognized as a State with full membership in the United Nations, with
Jerusalem as its capital, and to take countermeasures against the American
decision and any similar decision by any other State to transfer its embassy to
Jerusalem. Such measures should begin with diplomatic action, followed by
political measures and culminating in economic and financial sanctions.
Lebanon has, accordingly, postponed its periodic political consultations with
those States that have adopted ambiguous positions on the issue.

On 13 December 2017, at an extraordinary meeting of the Organization of
Islamic Cooperation, the President of the Republic urged member States to carry
out a diplomatic campaign to increase the number of States that recognize the
State of Palestine, press for it to become a full Member of the United Nations,
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and take the necessary legal, political and diplomatic actions to recognize East
Jerusalem as its capital.

On the same date, at the same meeting, he called for concerted, progressive
diplomatic and economic sanctions against any State opting to recognize
Jerusalem as the capital of Israel.

In regional and international forums, Lebanon has emphasized that it remains
committed to the 2002 Arab Peace Initiative in all its aspects without exceptions,
including a two-State solution on the 1967 borders and a just solution to the
issue of the Palestine refugees.

Lebanon supported the Arab resolution submitted to the Security Council by
Egypt on 18 December 2017, which provides that any decisions and actions
which purport to have altered the character, status or demographic composition
of Jerusalem have no legal effect.

Lebanon supported the draft General Assembly resolution entitled “Status of
Jerusalem”, which was submitted by Yemen and Turkey on behalf of the
Organization of the Islamic Cooperation on 19 December 2017 and provides
that the legal status of Jerusalem under the authoritative international
resolutions must be protected, and that all measures to the contrary are void.

On 17 May 2018, Lebanon filed a complaint against Israel with the International
Criminal Court in the wake of Israel’s massacre in Gaza and other parts of
Palestine. The Israeli occupation army acted in cold blood against defenceless
demonstrators who had come out peacefully to protest against the transfer of the
American embassy to Jerusalem. The massacre is a flagrant and protracted
violation of the principles of international humanitarian law. It claimed 62
Palestinian lives and injured dozens more. Lebanon called on the Court to take
immediate action against Israel in order to demonstrate its own credibility and
ability to effectively enforce the principle of accountability.

Mexico
[Original: Spanish]

Mexico supports a comprehensive solution to the Middle East conflict based on
the existence of two States, Israel and Palestine, living side by side within secure and
internationally recognized borders in accordance with United Nations resolutions.

Moreover, Mexico adheres to the resolutions adopted by both the Security
Council and the General Assembly on these issues, in particular Security Council
resolutions 478 (1980), of 20 August 1980, and 497 (1981), of 17 December 1981,
concerning the status of the City of Jerusalem and the Syrian Golan, respectively.

The Government of Mexico has emphatically rejected the continued expansion
of Israeli settlements in the Occupied Palestinian Territories and in the territory of the
Syrian Golan.

With regard to the position of Mexico on the status of Jerusalem, Mexico
published press release No. 459 of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Mexico on
6 December 2017, which explains the following:

Following the decision of the Government of the United States to recognize
Jerusalem as the capital of the State of Israel, the Government of Mexico, through its
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, reports that it will maintain its embassy in Tel Aviv, as
has been the case until now by all countries that maintain diplomatic relations with
Israel, in accordance with Security Council resolution 478 (1980), as well as relevant
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resolutions of the United Nations General Assembly, on the status of the City of
Jerusalem.

Mexico will continue to maintain a close and friendly bilateral relationship with
the State of Israel, as evidenced by the recent visit of Prime Minister Benjamin
Netanyahu to our country, and it will also continue to support the historical claims of
the Palestinian people.

Mexico reiterates its firm conviction that a political and peaceful solution to the
conflict must take place through direct negotiations, without preconditions, between
the parties, that resolve the substantive issues, including the final status of Jerusalem.

Mexico supports dialogue as the means to settle the conflict between Israel and
Palestine, based on the two-State solution, which includes the right of Israel and
Palestine to live in peace within secure and internationally recognized borders, as
agreed in the Oslo Accords and endorsed by various Security Council resolutions.

Philippines
[Original: English]

The Permanent Mission of the Republic of the Philippines to the United Nations
has the honour to convey the following information for the report of the Secretary-
General on the implementation of the General Assembly resolutions under agenda
item 37, “The situation in the Middle East”, adopted by the Assembly on
30 November 2017:

* Resolution 72/15 (“Jerusalem”): The Philippines has not recognized the legality
of Israel’s claims over Jerusalem and continues to advocate a two-State solution
to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, with the status of Jerusalem to be decided in
direct talks between the two parties in the final stages of the negotiations.

* Resolution 72/16 (“The Syrian Golan”): The Philippines has not recognized the
legality of Israel’s occupation and de facto annexation of the Golan Heights.

The Philippine Mission has the further honour to convey that, under General
Assembly resolution 72/24 (“Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the
region of the Middle East”, adopted by the Assembly on 11 December 2017), the
Philippines has been strongly supportive of the establishment of the zone as a means
to reduce tensions in the Middle East and to protect Philippine nationals in the region
from the threat of nuclear war as well as the use of other weapons of mass destruction.
The Philippines remains supportive of the Conference on the zone.

Syrian Arab Republic
[Original: Arabic]

From the time that Israel occupied the Syrian Golan in 1967, the international
community has reiterated that it rejects that occupation and has demanded that Israel,
the occupying Power, withdraw from the entire occupied Syrian Golan to the line of
4 June 1967. In its resolution 72/16 of 30 November 2017, entitled “The Syrian
Golan”, the General Assembly demands once more that Israel withdraw from all the
occupied Syrian Golan to the line of 4 June 1967, in implementation of the relevant
United Nations resolutions. In resolution 72/88 of 7 December 2017, entitled “The
Occupied Syrian Golan”, the General Assembly also calls on Israel, the occupying
Power, to comply with the relevant United Nations resolutions on the occupied Syrian
Golan, in particular Security Council resolution 497 (1981), in which the Council,
inter alia, decided that the Israeli decision of 14 December 1981 to impose its laws,
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jurisdiction and administration on the occupied Syrian Golan was null and void and
without any legal effect whatsoever. The General Assembly also demands that Israel
should rescind forthwith its decision.

The Israeli occupation of the Syrian Golan has persisted for more than 51 years.
During that time, the United Nations has time and again adopted resolutions in which
Israel is called upon to end its occupation of the Syrian Golan, its unremitting
repression of Syrian civilians suffering under colonial occupation and its blatant,
unchecked violation of international instruments and norms. Nevertheless, Israel
continues to turn its back on United Nations resolutions and international law, and
continues to occupy the Syrian Golan, in flagrant violation of international
instruments and treaties and international law thanks to the protection from
accountability provided by certain Security Council members.

The Syrian Government categorically rejects the decision of Israel, the
occupying Power, to hold elections for so-called local councils in the occupied Syrian
Golan. It strongly condemns that decision, which violates international law and is
contrary to international instruments and norms. The Government reiterates that our
people in the Golan reject that decision, which they consider to be a blatant affront to
their national values and sense of belonging to their motherland, Syria. The people of
the Golan expressed their rejection of that illegal Israeli decision in their statement of
11 July 2017.

Recently, Israel has added a new chapter to the annals of its racist and terrorist
acts by providing direct, ongoing logistical support to armed terrorist groups, the most
prominent of which is the Nusrah Front, a group that is on the Security Council list
of terrorist entities. The armed terrorist groups are using the areca of separation as a
haven after the United Nations Disengagement Observer Force (UNDOF) withdrew
from its positions following the abduction of some of its troops by those groups. What
is more, Israel has repeatedly committed acts of direct military aggression against the
territory of the Syrian Arab Republic in support of the terrorists, in flagrant violation
of the separation of forces agreement and of international law.

The Government of the Syrian Arab Republic denounces the settlement policies
that are being implemented by Israel in the occupied Syrian Golan without any regard
for the relevant Security Council, General Assembly and Human Rights Council
resolutions. In its resolutions, the General Assembly reaffirms the illegality of Israeli
settlement building and other activities in the occupied Syrian Golan and renews its
call on Israel to desist from changing the physical character, demographic
composition, institutional structure and legal status of the occupied Syrian Golan and,
in particular, to desist from establishing settlements. The General Assembly has called
on Israel to desist from its continuous building of settlements.

The Government of the Syrian Arab Republic condemns all Israeli practices and
actions aimed at controlling the natural resources of the occupied Syrian Golan and
the systematic looting of those resources by Israel, the occupying Power, in flagrant
violation of the principle of the permanent sovereignty of peoples under foreign
occupation over their natural resources, Security Council resolution 497 (1981) and
the General Assembly resolution entitled “Permanent sovereignty of the Palestinian
people in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, and of the
Arab population in the occupied Syrian Golan over their natural resources”. Israel
continues to deplete the natural resources of the occupied Syrian Golan and deprive
the territory’s Syrian population of the ability to benefit from their natural resources,
including water. The Israeli occupiers deliberately waste those resources or allow only
Israeli settlers to utilize them. Israel has also cleared land adjacent to the ceasefire
line in the occupied Syrian Golan and cut down trees. The Israeli occupation
authorities have also diverted water from Mas‘adah Lake in the occupied Syrian
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Golan to Israeli settlements. That Israeli action, which is contrary to international law
and the Fourth Geneva Convention of 1949, has created an economic and
environmental catastrophe of enormous proportions for Syrian nationals in the
occupied Syrian Golan that has caused them to incur significant material losses. The
Government of the Syrian Arab Republic also warns of the threat posed by the
occupying Israeli authorities’ decision to authorize the United States company Genie
Energy to drill for oil in the occupied Syrian Golan, in flagrant violation of
international law, international humanitarian law, the Fourth Geneva Convention and
United Nations resolutions

The Syrian Arab Republic condemns the funding by the European Union of a
survey on “alternative tourism” to promote tourism in Israeli settlements in the
occupied Syrian Golan. The funding was announced at conference held at the
so-called Marom Golan settlement, near the two destroyed Syrian villages of Bab
al-Hawa and Muwaysah. More than 100 tourism experts and advisers took part in an
exchange of ideas and views on how to promote tourism in the occupied Syrian Golan.
These developments are a clear and flagrant violation of the relevant Security Council
and General Assembly resolutions. The Government of the Syrian Arab Republic once
again calls upon the States members of the European Union and the States Members
of the United Nations to refuse, in accordance with their obligations under
international law, to import natural or manufactured products from the occupied
territories.

The Government of the Syrian Arab Republic reiterates that the Israeli
occupation forces’ policy of arbitrary detention and sham trials is part of a catalogue
of Israeli crimes and human rights violations against Syrian citizens in the occupied
Syrian Golan stretching back over the more than five decades that Israel has occupied
the Syrian Golan. It calls on international bodies to pressure Israel, the occupying
Power, for the immediate and unconditional release of the Syrian prisoner Sidqi
al-Miqt, the Mandela of Syria, and the imprisoned youth Amal Abu Salih.

The Government of the Syrian Arab Republic calls upon the Secretary-General,
the Security Council, the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights, the
President of the Human Rights Council, the President of the International Committee
of the Red Cross, and all human rights organizations to pressure Israel, the occupying
Power, to guarantee a healthy environment for Syrian citizens in the occupied Syrian
Golan, particularly in view of Israeli practices that destroy the environment. Israel
has buried nuclear waste in the occupied Syrian Golan, specifically at the foot of Jabal
al-Shaykh, in containers with a thirty-year life expectancy that are not secure and
prone to cracking, and the radioactive contents of which can seep into soil and
groundwater. That exposes Syrian citizens in the occupied Syrian Golan to the risk of
cancer, and deaths from cancer now account for 30 per cent of all deaths.

The Government of the Syrian Arab Republic also emphasizes that the above-
mentioned international bodies must pressure Israel to cease taking peremptory
decisions prohibiting citizens in the occupied Syrian Golan from visiting their Syrian
homeland via the Qunaytirah crossing. Those arbitrary Israeli measures contravene
the Geneva Conventions and other international norms and instruments. They serve
only to increase the material, mental and physical suffering of Syrian citizens in the
occupied Syrian Golan beyond all legal and moral bounds. The suffering of our people
in the occupied Syrian Golan has also been exacerbated by the fact that the Qunaytirah
crossing is controlled by the Nusrah Front and other armed terrorist organizations,
with direct support from the Israeli occupation forces. One of the effects of that
situation has been to prevent students in the occupied Syrian Golan from crossing into
their Syrian homeland to pursue university studies.
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Lastly, the Government of the Syrian Arab Republic reaffirms that, in order to
ensure stability in the Middle East and preserve the credibility of the United Nations,
measures must be taken to implement all international resolutions aimed at ending the
Israeli occupation of Arab territories, including the Syrian Arab Golan, and
compelling Israel to withdraw to the line of 4 June 1967, in accordance with the
relevant United Nations resolutions, including, in particular, Security Council
resolutions 242 (1967), 338 (1973), 497 (1981) and 2334 (2016).

The Government of the Syrian Arab Republic affirms its support for General
Assembly resolution 72/15, entitled “Jerusalem”, and calls on the international
community to pressure Israel to halt its attempts to Judaize Jerusalem and revoke all
its baseless legislative and administrative measures aimed at changing the city’s legal
status and identity. It also calls for serious and effective steps to be taken to stop the
unlawful practices of Israel against the Palestinian people in Jerusalem, above all
settlement-building activities and practices that undermine the city’s holy sites.

The Government of the Syrian Arab Republic condemns the decision of the
United States of America to move its embassy to the occupied city of Jerusalem and
recognize it as the capital of the Israeli occupying authorities. Those decisions are
fundamentally contrary to the legal, political and historical status of Jerusalem, and
are merely another act in the rape of Palestine, the displacement of its people and the
establishment of an occupying colonial entity on its territory. Moreover, those
decisions constitute a flagrant violation of Security Council and General Assembly
resolutions in which Israel is called upon to withdraw from the territories that it
occupied in 1967, including Jerusalem. The above-mentioned decisions are therefore
simply unilateral actions that have no legitimacy or impact on the legal status of
Jerusalem.

The Syrian Arab Republic adheres to its principled position of supporting the
right of the Palestinian people to self-determination and to establish its independent
State, with Jerusalem as its capital, on the entirety of its national territory. We also
support the right of return of Palestinian refugees, in accordance with General
Assembly resolution 194 (I11) of 1948.

Achieving a just and comprehensive peace requires implementation of United
Nations resolutions aimed at ending the Israeli occupation of Arab territories,
including, in particular, Security Council resolutions 242 (1967), 338 (1973), 497
(1981) and 2334 (2016). Moreover, in order to achieve peace, Israel must be
compelled to withdraw from all occupied Arab territories to the line of 4 June 1967,
and a Palestinian State, with Jerusalem as its capital, must be established.

State of Palestine
[Original: English]

The Permanent Observer of the State of Palestine to the United Nations has the
honour to convey the State of Palestine’s views on, and efforts to implement, General
Assembly resolution 72/15, entitled “Jerusalem”, as well as on relevant developments
since its adoption.

Since the onset of the Israeli occupation of East Jerusalem and attempts by the
occupying Power to annex the city from 1980 onward, the international community
has repeatedly reaffirmed its rejection of unlawful Israeli practices and policies in the
City, against its Palestinian inhabitants and in the broader context of its now 51 -year
foreign occupation of the rest of the Palestinian Territory occupied in 1967. The
demands for cessation of all Israeli measures aimed at altering the demographic
composition, character, identity and status of the City, in violation of international
law and the relevant United Nations resolutions, including, inter alia, Security
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Council resolutions 476 (1980), 478 (1980) and 2334 (2016), have been unequivocal
and are central to the prevailing international consensus on the matter.

The General Assembly has maintained this position across the decades,
reaffirming it again at its seventy-second session in resolution 72/15, “Jerusalem”.
This resolution, adopted by overwhelming majority support, presents the clear stance
of the General Assembly regarding the question of the City of Jerusalem, one that is
principled, consistent and firmly rooted in the applicable provisions of the Charter of
the United Nations, international law and the relevant United Nations resolutions as
well as the July 2004 advisory opinion of the International Court of Justice.

The adoption of resolution 72/15 coincided with the passage of over 50 years
since the onset of Israel’s foreign occupation of Palestinian and other Arab lands in
1967, and the commemoration of other solemn anniversaries, including 70 years since
the General Assembly’s decision to partition Mandate Palestine by its resolution 181
(1) of 29 November 1947 and the ensuing Nakba in 1948, underscoring the protracted
nature of this injustice against the Palestinian people and the lack of a political
horizon to bring an end to the Isracli occupation and to peacefully resolve the Israeli-
Palestinian conflict, the core of the Arab-Israeli conflict.

The gravity of this injustice and the cyclical failure of peace efforts was further
starkly highlighted just days later by the declaration made on 6 December 2017 by
the United States President, recognizing Jerusalem as the so-called “capital of Israel”
and deciding to transfer the United States embassy to the City, in contravention of
Security Council resolutions, international law, including the Geneva Convention
relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War, and the established
international consensus on the City, whereby there is no recognition of Israeli
sovereignty over the City as a whole and whereby Israel remains the occupying Power
in East Jerusalem. Following the veto cast in the Security Council on 18 December
2017 on a draft resolution presented by the delegation of Egypt to reaffirm the
Council’s long-standing position on the status of Jerusalem, the General Assembly
rightly undertook its responsibilities with the adoption of its resolution ES-10/19,
“Status of Jerusalem”, reaffirming its relevant resolutions, including resolution 72/15,
as well as those of the Security Council, and reinforcing the global rejection of
Israel’s illegal measures and the United States decision in this regard.

Even prior to the United States decision, resolution 72/15 reaffirmed the
Assembly’s decades-long “determination that any actions taken by Israel, the
occupying Power, to impose its laws, jurisdiction and administration on the Holy City
of Jerusalem are illegal and therefore null and void and have no validity whatsoever”
and called on Israel “to immediately cease all such illegal and unilateral measures”.
This includes the so-called “Basic Law” on Jerusalem adopted by the Israeli
Government in 1980, deemed by both the Council and the Assembly as “null and
void” and to be “rescinded forthwith”.

This year, Israel escalated such brazen illegality with the Knesset’s approval of
an amendment to the “Basic Law”, requiring a supermajority of 80 of the 120 Knesset
members to approve any proposal to return any part of the City, making it harder for
any future Israeli Government to comply with international law and United Nations
resolutions by ceding its illegal control over East Jerusalem, the capital of the State
of Palestine, in any peace deal. This is yet another blow to the prospect of salvaging
the already battered two-State solution on the 1967 lines and ensuring the rights and
legitimate aspirations of the Palestinian people to freedom and independence in their
State of Palestine, with East Jerusalem as its capital.

Resolution 72/15 also appropriately recalled Security Council resolution 2334
(2016). Resolution 2334 (2016) continues to reflect the international community’s
long-established stance regarding the requirements for a just and lasting solution to
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the conflict, including as regards Jerusalem. This resolution, in line with prior
relevant resolutions, reaffirmed the inadmissibility of the acquisition of territory by
force, underlined that the Council will not recognize “any changes to the 4 June 1967
lines, including with regard to Jerusalem, other than those agreed by the parties
through negotiations”, and called upon all States “to distinguish, in their relevant
dealings, between the territory of the State of Israel and the territories occupied since
1967”.

The State of Palestine continues its efforts to uphold and implement resolution
2334 (2016) in its entirety, alongside all other relevant United Nations resolutions,
and continues its call on all States and organizations to abide by the provisions of the
resolution in order to exact consequences for the continuation of the occupation aimed
at bringing it to an end and advancing the prospects for a just peace. On the other
hand, Israel, the occupying Power, continues to disregard these resolutions,
systematically and deliberately violating all provisions and escalating the illegal
practices that resolution 72/15 and other relevant resolutions specifically call for the
cessation of. In fact, in Jerusalem, Israel persists with the same unlawful policies it
has pursued since the onset of its occupation of the City in 1967, in its attempts to
forcibly alter the demography and legal status of the City, to negate its Arab identity
and cultural heritage, including its Muslim and Christian history and character, and
to suffocate the existence of the Palestinian population in the City.

Israeli officials continue to inflame tensions by inciting religious hatred and
strife, routinely making provocative declarations regarding Al-Haram Al-Sharif and
claims to Israeli sovereignty over the entirety of the City of Jerusalem, the Old City
and its holy sites included. This makes more imperative the insistence by all
concerned parties that Israel respect the historic status quo at Al-Haram Al-Sharif and
the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan’s custodianship of the Muslim and Christian holy
places in the City, and that it halt actions contrary to the decades-long arrangements
at these sensitive religious sites.

Equally urgent is a halt to all illegal, repressive Israeli measures targeting the
indigenous Palestinian population of the City and aiming to replace them with Israel’s
Jewish population, along with measures to sever and isolate the City from its natural
Palestinian environs in the rest of the West Bank and entrench Israel’s control over
the eastern part of the City. This continues to be pursued by the occupying Power
through, inter alia, construction and expansion of illegal settlements and the Wall and
its associated regime and transfer of thousands of Israeli settlers to East Jerusalem, in
addition to the demolition of Palestinian homes, revocation of residency rights and
eviction of thousands of Palestinian families, despite international condemnation and
demands for cessation.

In this regard, the Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs has
reported that “Palestinians in East Jerusalem are subject to a coercive environment
with the risk of forcible transfer due to Israeli policies such as home demolitions,
forced evictions and revocation of residency status. As is the case in Area C, a
restrictive and discriminatory planning regime makes it virtually impossible for
Palestinians to obtain the requisite Israeli building permits: only 13 per cent of East
Jerusalem is zoned for Palestinian construction and much of this is already built-up.
Palestinians who build without permits face the risk of home demolition and other
penalties, including costly fines, the payment of which does not exempt the owner
from the requirement to obtain a building permit. At least a third of all Palestinian
homes in East Jerusalem lack an Israeli-issued building permit, potentially placing
over 100,000 residents at risk of displacement”. Moreover, Israeli settlers continue to
pose a threat as they routinely intimidate and terrorize Palestinians in East Jerusalem,
seeking, inter alia, to expel them from their homes and land.
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As all such illegal actions persist, it is obvious that the United States
Government’s decision on Jerusalem on 6 December 2017 has further encouraged
Israel’s impunity in East Jerusalem and the rest of the Occupied Palestinian Territory.
In fact, the occupying Power has been particularly emboldened to carry on with its
illegal, destructive behaviour following the United States embassy move to Jerusalem
on 14 May 2018. This move was taken in direct violation of Security Council
resolutions 478 (1980) and 2334 (2016), General Assembly resolutions on Jerusalem,
and the Charter prohibition on the acquisition of territory by force, and in total
disregard of the regional and international appeals to prevent such a move, including
appeals by the Palestinian leadership to the United States Government to respect
United Nations resolutions and Palestinian legitimate rights, aspirations and
sensitivities in this regard.

Repeated warnings by Palestine and the international community of the
consequences of this United States decision have, regrettably, been to no avail. It is
to be recalled that, on the day of the United States embassy transfer, Israeli occupying
forces killed more than 60 Palestinians and injured over 2,800 other civilians who
were protesting this provocative move in the context of the weeks-long peaceful
civilian protests — the “Great March of Return” — against Israel’s illegal occupation,
oppression and dispossession of the Palestinian people. Tragically, since the protests
began on 30 March 2018, more than 140 Palestinians, including 19 children, have
been killed and more than 15,200 civilians injured by the occupying forces.

As the United States decision in support of Israel’s illegal manoeuvres in
Jerusalem has further fuelled its impunity, we remain insistent in our calls for respect
for international and all relevant United Nations resolutions. We remain convinced
that international law is key to rectifying this situation and ending the injustice against
our people, and remain committed to all peaceful, political and legal means to this
end.

Thus, Palestine has acted strictly within the parameters of the law and diplomacy
in response to this crisis. This began with a letter to the Secretary-General, the
President of the General Assembly and the President of the Security Council on
6 December 2017, urging immediate international action. Recognizing the gravity of
the situation, the Council convened an emergency session on 8 December, with
delegation after delegation denouncing the United States decision on Jerusalem;
reaffirming their adherence to the relevant resolutions, including, inter alia,
resolutions 476 (1980), 478 (1980) and 2334 (2016); calling for compliance by all
parties; and rejecting measures to the contrary as “null and void”. A draft resolution
on the matter was presented by Egypt, as the Arab representative on the Council, yet
was vetoed by the United States on 18 December 2017. However, the unanimous
support of the other 14 Council members reflected and reaffirmed the prevailing
international consensus regarding Jerusalem based on the applicable rules of
international law and relevant resolutions.

In view of the Council’s paralysis and the gravity of the matter, a joint request
was made by Yemen, as Chair of the Group of Arab States, and Turkey, as Chair of
the Organization of Islamic Cooperation (OIC) Summit, to the President of the
General Assembly to resume the tenth emergency special session in a further effort to
diplomatically and legally address this critical issue. The Assembly thus convened on
21 December, and resolution ES-10/19 was adopted by an overwhelming majority,
reaffirming relevant resolutions; reiterating the call upon all States to refrain from
establishing diplomatic missions in the Holy City of Jerusalem, pursuant to resolution
478 (1980) of the Security Council; and stressing that Jerusalem is a final status issue
to be resolved through negotiations in line with relevant United Nations resolutions.
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It was hoped that the broad support for this resolution would reinforce the strong
messages from capitals all over the world to the United States rejecting such a
violation and dissuading other countries from following suit. It is thus deeply
regrettable that the United States did not suspend this decision and instead transferred
its embassy to Jerusalem on 14 May and that Guatemala and Paraguay have also
violated the principles and provisions enshrined in the applicable resolutions.

Persisting in the attempts to address the issue of Jerusalem, deteriorating
conditions on the ground and the deepening political deadlock, Palestinian President
Mahmoud Abbas addressed the Security Council on 20 February to directly appeal to
it to uphold its responsibilities and to present a “Palestinian peace plan”, calling, inter
alia, for an international peace conference based on United Nations resolutions and
including the Palestinian and Israeli sides along with concerned regional and
international parties, similar to the Paris Peace Conference or the Moscow conference
called for by Council resolution 1850 (2008). It was an earnest attempt to salvage the
remaining prospects for realizing the two-State solution on the 1967 lines through a
multilateral approach long called for by the Palestinian leadership on the basis of
international law and the internationally endorsed parameters of a just solution: the
relevant United Nations resolutions, the Madrid principles, the Arab Peace Initiative
and the Quartet road map.

In contrast, following the United States decision on Jerusalem, Israel escalated
its unlawful colonization activities, advancing plans for thousands of settlement units,
especially in and around East Jerusalem, and for various infrastructure projects
intended to connect the illegal settlements to Israel, further severing and isolating
East Jerusalem from the rest of the West Bank, further damaging the two-State
solution and obstructing peace efforts. Additionally, right-wing Knesset members,
including members of the Israeli government coalition, continued to advance political
proposals and draft laws aimed at “legalizing” settlement outposts and changing the
boundaries of Jerusalem. We recall the statement in this regard issued by Stéphane
Dujarric, Spokesperson for the Secretary-General, on 7 February, that “The Secretary-
General deeply regrets the adoption of the so-called ‘Regularization bill’ on
6 February by the Knesset. This bill is in contravention of international law and will
have far-reaching legal consequences for Israel. It reportedly provides immunity to
settlements and outposts in the occupied West Bank that were built on privately owned
Palestinian land.”

Israel has also continued to violate the historic status quo at Jerusalem’s holy
places despite fact that, in resolution 72/15, the General Assembly made a clear call
“for respect for the historic status quo at the holy places of Jerusalem, including the
Haram al-Sharif, in word and practice” and urged “all sides to work immediately and
cooperatively to defuse tensions and halt all provocations, incitement and violence at
the holy sites in the City”. Tensions remain high owing to repeated provocations and
incitement by Israeli officials and illegal settlers against our holy sites and the right
of the Palestinian people, Muslims and Christians, to worship in Occupied East
Jerusalem, in absolute contempt for international law and the will of the international
community. In this regard, the statement by Israeli Minister Miri Regev that “This
land has a connection with only one people — the Jewish people” is echoed repeatedly
by other officials, in addition to extremist calls by other Israelis to take over Al-Haram
Al-Sharif.

Seeking to uphold resolution 72/15, the State of Palestine has also persistently
highlighted the grave issues facing Jerusalem in its official interventions in the
General Assembly and the Security Council and in the context of its official letters to
the Secretary-General and the Presidents of the Security Council and the General
Assembly, drawing international attention to the perils of this fragile situation in
Jerusalem. It has repeatedly cautioned about the far-reaching consequences of any
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further destabilization, including the stoking of a religious conflict. It has also
continued to garner support for the Palestinian inhabitants of the City and for the
preservation of the cultural and religious heritage in Jerusalem, including through the
support of the OIC and the Islamic Development Bank. Moreover, it has worked, in
cooperation with the United Nations Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable
Rights of the Palestinian People and the OIC, to convene annual conferences on
Jerusalem, bringing together diplomats, scholars, civil society and media to address
the prevailing situation in all its dimensions and to consider joint solutions based on
the law and international responsibilities.

All such efforts continue to be undertaken despite Israel’s systematic
obstruction of access by the Palestinian Government to the City and obstruction of
Palestinian development in the City, which has exacerbated fragile economic and
social conditions, especially affecting the youth population. In this regard, we
underscore the fact that numerous official Palestinian cultural, social and political
institutions in Jerusalem, including Orient House, remain closed by order of the
occupying Power, in violation of Security Council resolution 1515 (2003). Since
1967, Israel has shut down more than 120 Palestinian institutions in Jerusalem, 88 of
which have been closed permanently.

Given the worsening political, economic, social and humanitarian situation on
the ground; the shrinking space for the exercise of the Palestinian right to self-
determination in East Jerusalem and the rest of the Occupied Palestinian Territory;
and the absence of a political horizon, we must underscore the permanent
responsibility of the United Nations towards the question of Palestine, including the
question of the City of Jerusalem, which holds unique historical, religious, cultural
and political dimensions, until it is satisfactorily and justly resolved in all aspects on
the basis of the relevant United Nations resolutions.

The United Nations must play a more substantive role, including through the
use of the Secretary-General’s good offices and the work of the United Nations
Special Coordinator for the Middle East Peace Process, to alleviate the suffering of
the Palestinian people and inject some hope in what seems like a hopeless situation.
Of course, the Security Council and the General Assembly must remain at the
forefront of the efforts to ensure that international law is upheld and United Nations
resolutions are implemented, with the aim of ending this injustice and fulfilling the
rights of the Palestinian people, including to East Jerusalem as the capital of their
State of Palestine.

We urge international mobilization of the means and political will necessary to
advance these objectives, underscoring that — no matter the unilateral, illegal
measures taken by Israel or any other State in our land, which are null and void and
without any legal effect — only an end to the Israeli occupation of the Palestinian
Territory occupied in 1967, including East Jerusalem, and the full realization of
Palestinian rights, including to freedom and independence, can lead to a just and
lasting solution to the conflict. Serious, practical efforts must be made, in line with
resolutions 476 (1980), 478 (1980), 2334 (2016), 72/15 and all other relevant
resolutions, to convey a firm message to Israel that, after more than a half-century of
occupation, this illegal and unjust situation will no longer be tolerated and that it
cannot persist with its occupation and colonization of Jerusalem and of the rest of the
Palestinian territory it has occupied since 1967 without consequence.

We continue to call for, and stand ready to cooperate with, responsible and
genuine multilateral efforts towards ensuring Israel’s complete withdrawal from the
Palestinian territory occupied since June 1967, including East Jerusalem; the
achievement of the two-State solution of an independent, sovereign, contiguous and
viable State of Palestine, with East Jerusalem as its capital, living side by side with
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Israel in peace and security within recognized borders based on the pre-1967 borders;
and the realization of the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people, including a just
solution for the Palestine refugees based on General Assembly resolution 194 (III).
Despite the many crises and challenges faced at the moment, the Palestinian
leadership has remained and will continue to remain committed to a peaceful and just
solution and calls on the international community to uphold its obligations and
commitments to do what it can to salvage any glimmer of hope for a just peace.
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I1.

Introduction

1.  The present report is submitted pursuant to General Assembly resolutions 73/22
and 73/23. In its resolution 73/22, the Assembly stressed that a comprehensive, just
and lasting solution to the question of the City of Jerusalem should take into account
the legitimate concerns of both the Palestinian and Israeli sides and should include
internationally guaranteed provisions to ensure the freedom of religion and of
conscience of its inhabitants, as well as permanent, free and unhindered access to the
holy places by people of all religions and nationalities. In its resolution 73/23, which
deals with the Syrian Golan, the Assembly demanded once more that Israel withdraw
from all the occupied Syrian Golan to the line of 4 June 1967 in implementation of
the relevant Security Council resolutions.

2. On 6 May, in order to fulfil my reporting responsibility under resolutions 73/22
and 73/23, I addressed notes verbales to the Permanent Representative of Israel, the
Permanent Representatives of all other Member States and the Permanent Observer
of the State of Palestine to the United Nations requesting them to inform me of any
steps that their Governments had taken or envisaged taking concerning
implementation of the relevant provisions of those resolutions. As at 15 August 2019,
replies had been received from Cuba, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Libya, Morocco, the
Philippines, the Syrian Arab Republic and the State of Palestine. The replies are
provided in section II of the present report.

Replies received

Cuba
[Original: Spanish]

With regard to General Assembly resolution 73/22, the Republic of Cuba rejects
the unilateral decision of the Government of the United States of America to
recognize Jerusalem as the capital of Israel, which constitutes a serious and flagrant
violation of the Charter of the United Nations, international law and the relevant
United Nations resolutions.

The intention of the United States Government to alter the historical status of
Jerusalem harms the legitimate interests of the Palestinian people and of the Arab and
Islamic nations, will have serious consequences for stability and security in the
Middle East, will further increase tensions in that region and will impede any effort
to resume Israeli-Palestinian peace talks.

We call on the Security Council to fulfil the responsibility entrusted to it under
the Charter of the United Nations for maintaining international peace and security, to
take the necessary decisions and to demand from Israel an immediate end to the
occupation of the Palestinian territories and to aggressive policies and settlement
activities, as well as compliance with the resolutions adopted by the Council on the
situation in the Middle East, including the question of Palestine.

We reaffirm our full support for a comprehensive, just and lasting solution to
the Israeli-Palestinian conflict based on a two-State solution that allows the
Palestinian people to exercise their right to self-determination and their right to an
independent and sovereign State with the pre-1967 borders and East Jerusalem as its
capital, and the right of return for refugees.

As for General Assembly resolution 73/23, the Republic of Cuba expresses its
strongest condemnation of the decision of the United States Government to recognize
the occupied Syrian Golan as the territory of Israel, which constitutes a serious and
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flagrant violation of the Charter of the United Nations, international law and the
relevant resolutions of the Security Council, in particular resolution 497 (1981).

This new manoeuvre by Washington, which harms the legitimate interests of the
Syrian people and of the Arab and Islamic nations, will have serious consequences
for stability and security in the Middle East and will further exacerbate tensions in
that volatile region.

The Security Council must fulfil its responsibility under the Charter of the
United Nations for maintaining international peace and security, and take the
necessary decisions to curb that unilateral action taken by the United States to support
Israel in its intention to annex the occupied territory of the Syrian Golan Heights.

We will continue to support the demand of the Government of the Syrian Arab
Republic to recover the Golan Heights, which were seized by Israel in 1967. We once
again call for the total and unconditional withdrawal of Israel from the Syrian Golan
and all other occupied Arab territories.

Islamic Republic of Iran
[Original: English]

According to international law, the territory of a State shall not be the object of
acquisition by another State resulting from the threat or use of force, and no territorial
acquisition resulting from the threat or use of force shall be recognized as legal. This
is a peremptory norm of international law applicable to all States under all
circumstances.

Therefore, in the view of the Islamic Republic of Iran, the proclamation by the
United States President on 21 March 2019 concerning the recognition of the
sovereignty of the Israeli regime over the occupied Syrian Golan constitutes a
material breach of a peremptory norm of international law, is a grave violation of the
purpose and principles of the United Nations, blatantly violates the United Nations
Charter, in particular its Article 2, is a gross violation of relevant resolutions of the
Security Council and runs counter to relevant resolutions of the General Assembly.

The Islamic Republic of Iran condemns, in the strongest possible terms, such a
shameful statement, and considers it null and void and as having no legal weight and
value. Such a politically irresponsible and provocative statement and legally unlawful
proclamation can in no way change the fact that the occupied Syrian Golan is and will
remain an integral part of the territory of the Syria Arab Republic.

In the light of the above, on 26 March 2019, the President of the Islamic
Republic of Iran condemned the U.S. statement as an unlawful act violating
international law and maintained that such worrying remarks in violation of the rights
of the Palestinian and Syrian nations, particularly about the occupied Syrian Golan,
are very dangerous for regional security. Further, on 6 April 2019, the President
underlined that Golan is part of Syria’s territory, which has been taken by the
occupiers, and nothing can deny this historical fact.

In regional and international forums, the Islamic Republic of Iran has also
continually expressed its principled position on the occupied Syrian Golan. In this
connection, Iran strongly supported General Assembly resolution 73/23 entitled “The
Syrian Golan”, which “declares that the Israeli decision of 14 December 1981 to
impose its laws, jurisdiction and administration on the occupied Syrian Golan is null
and void” and “demands once more that Israel withdraw from all the occupied Syrian
Golan to the line of 4 June 1967 in implementation of the relevant Security Council
resolutions”.
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Likewise, at an extraordinary meeting of the Organization of Islamic
Cooperation (OIC) on 22 March 2019, the Foreign Minister of the Islamic Republic
of Iran condemned the U.S. President’s pro-Isracli statement on the occupied Syrian
Golan, stating that all OIC member States were shocked by the continued attempts of
the U.S. President to give what is not his to racist Israel: first Al-Quds and now Golan.

The Islamic Republic of Iran also supported the part of the Final Communiqué
of the fourteenth Islamic Summit Conference, held in Makkah Al-Mukarramah,
Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, on 31 May 2019, concerning the occupied Syrian Golan,
which affirmed non-recognition of any decision or action aiming to change the legal
and demographic status of Golan and rejected the American President’s proclamation,
dismissing it as null and void and of no legal effect.

Additionally, the Islamic Republic of Iran supported the Communiqué of the
Coordinating Bureau of the Non-Aligned Movement, which condemns the statement
of the U.S. President of 21 March 2019 in relation to the occupied Syrian Golan and
requests the Security Council to shoulder its responsibility by clearly condemning
this provocative statement as it is an escalatory and grave violation of international
law, the purposes and principles of the United Nations and relevant United Nations
resolutions, particularly Security Council resolution 497 (1981).

Libya
[Original: Arabic]

— Libya has consistently stood by the Palestinian people and supported its struggle
to exercise all its legitimate rights, in accordance with international conventions
and norms.

— Libya reiterates that a comprehensive, just and lasting peace can only be
achieved through the establishment of a fully sovereign Palestinian State with
its capital in Al-Quds al-Sharif. In that connection, Libya reiterates its
commitment to the Arab Peace Initiative of 2002.

— Libya has stated that it rejects and denounces any attempts or statements made
or positions taken by any party whatsoever that are aimed at changing the
historical, legal and religious status quo in occupied Jerusalem. In keeping with
its position, Libya participated in the extraordinary meeting of the Council of
the Ministers for Foreign Affairs of the Organization of Islamic Cooperation that
was held on 13 December 2017 in Istanbul, Turkey, and supported the resolution
adopted at that meeting rejecting the decision of the American Administration
to recognize Jerusalem as the capital of Israel and transfer its embassy to
occupied Jerusalem.

— Libya supports and calls for adherence to all General Assembly resolutions
relating to the Palestinian issue, in particular the resolutions concerning illegal
Israeli actions in occupied East Jerusalem and other occupied Palestinian
territory that were adopted at the tenth emergency special session.

— Libya supports the resolutions of the League of Arab States, the Organization of
Islamic Cooperation, the African Union and the Movement of Non-Aligned
Countries, all of which reiterate the right of the Palestinian people to
self-determination and to establish its independent State with Jerusalem as its
capital, and the need to end the inhumane treatment of Palestinians by the
occupying authorities, which have consistently violated all international
resolutions and instruments.
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Morocco
[Original: Arabic]

Political and diplomatic efforts

Under the leadership of His Majesty King Mohammed VI, the Chair of the
Al-Quds Committee, Morocco continued to stress the following points in various
international forums and in bilateral meetings conducted by Moroccan officials with
their foreign counterparts:

« Jerusalem remains at the heart of the conflict in the Middle East and is central
to any resolution arrived at by the Israelis and Palestinians.

* There is an urgent need to break the deadlock in the peace process and we must
not succumb to despair. The two-State solution continues to be the only solution
that can establish security and stability in the region.

* The unity, sanctity and spiritual nature of Al-Quds al-Sharif, and its distinct
status as a city of peace, must be maintained.

Any unilateral actions taken in occupied Jerusalem must be rejected and
considered to be void and without effect and in violation of Security Council
resolutions concerning Al-Quds al-Sharif. Such actions are prejudicial to the
symbolism and the legal, cultural and religious status of the city. They also put
the city’s future in jeopardy and run counter to efforts to create a climate that is
suitable for bringing about a just peace based on international law.

States are urged to respect the legal and political status quo in Jerusalem, in line
with Security Council resolutions 476 (1980) and 478 (1980).

East Jerusalem falls within the Palestinian territories occupied since 1967 and
is the capital of the Palestinian State. The question of East Jerusalem is therefore
one of the final status issues that must be resolved through negotiations between
the Israelis and Palestinians.

The two-State solution is the strategic choice that the international community
has agreed upon to put an end to the Palestinian-Israeli conflict, in accordance
with internationally authoritative resolutions and the Arab Peace Initiative.

Continued and intensified settlement-building activity in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory threatens to undermine the two-State solution and
constitutes a flagrant violation of Security Council resolutions, in particular
resolution 2334 (2016).

In order to establish a just and comprehensive peace in the Middle East,
internationally authoritative resolutions must be implemented, with a view to
ensuring an end to the Israeli occupation of Palestinian territories and the
establishment, within the June 1967 borders, of an independent Palestinian State
with East Jerusalem as its capital living side by side with Israel in security and
peace.

Economic proposals to address the repercussions of the Israeli-Palestinian
conflict cannot replace a comprehensive political plan that satisfies the just
aspirations of the Palestinian people to freedom and independence, in
accordance with the two-State solution.

Jerusalem is central to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, as emphasized in the joint
statement on Jerusalem that His Majesty King Mohammed VI and His Holiness
Pope Francis signed during the latter’s visit to Morocco on 30 March 2019. In
that statement, they consider the city to be a sacred place of encounter and
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emphasize the importance of preserving it as the common patrimony of
humanity, a symbol of peaceful coexistence for the followers of the three
monotheistic religions and the home of mutual respect and dialogue.

* The multi-religious character, the spiritual dimension and unique cultural
identity of Al-Quds al-Sharif must be protected and promoted.

» The followers of the three monotheistic religions must have free access to holy
sites in the Holy City, and they must have the right to perform their religious
practices. Doing so would make Al-Quds al-Sharif reverberate with the
supplications of all the faithful to God, the creator of everything, for a future in
which peace and brotherhood prevail throughout the world.

Efforts on the ground

* As part of the constant care and attention that His Majesty King Mohammed VI,
the Chair of the Al-Quds Committee, devotes to Al-Quds al-Sharif and to
maintaining its architectural, cultural and spiritual heritage, His Majesty has
allocated a financial grant as the contribution of Morocco to the restoration and
rehabilitation of certain spaces within the Agsa Mosque and its surroundings
(see statement issued by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and International
Cooperation on 17 April 2019). To that end, traditional builders and artisans
from Morocco will be sent to repair the celebrated architecture of the Agsa
Mosque.

The gift of Morocco embodies the ongoing efforts of the Al-Quds Committee,
under the leadership of His Majesty King Mohammed VI, to preserve Jerusalem
and support the resilience of its people, repair its architectural landmarks,
safeguard its cultural and spiritual heritage, and defend its historical and legal
status.

In 2018, Bayt Mal Al-Quds al-Sharif Agency, the field arm of the Al-Quds
Committee, executed more than 11 projects valued at $3.7 million, including
projects that are designed to protect the cultural and architectural heritage of
Jerusalem, provide social assistance, support the resilience of Jerusalemites,
disseminate culture and thought, protect culture and preserve the Palestinian
archive.

Morocco funded the $5.4 million acquisition of a building that sits in a strategic
location in the heart of the old city of Jerusalem, near the Aqsa Mosque, and
covers an area of 2,100 m2. The building will soon be opened as the Moroccan
Cultural Centre, an intellectual, cultural and humanitarian institute that will
promote the values of peace and coexistence.

The Agency launched the second phase of a project to repair and rehabilitate the
building that houses the Moroccan Cultural Centre (Morocco House). Costing
$1.155 million in total, the project will cover building maintenance, imbuing
the space inside with a Moroccan character and the annual cost of operating and
guarding the building.
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Philippines
[Original: English]

Resolution 73/22 (“Jerusalem”): Jerusalem is a “final status issue” to be resolved
in direct negotiations between Israel and Palestine.

Resolution 73/23 (“The Syrian Golan”): The Philippines enjoys friendly relations
with the Syrian Arab Republic and continues to support Syria’s territorial integrity
over the occupied Golan Heights.

Syrian Arab Republic
[Original: Arabic]

Implementation of General Assembly resolution 73/23, entitled
“The Syrian Golan”

1.  From the time that Israel occupied the Syrian Golan in 1967, the international
community has reiterated that it rejects that occupation and has demanded that Israel,
the occupying Power, withdraw from the entire occupied Syrian Golan to the line of
4 June 1967. In its resolution 73/23 of 30 November 2018, entitled “The Syrian
Golan”, the General Assembly demands once more that Israel withdraw from all the
occupied Syrian Golan to the line of 4 June 1967, in implementation of the relevant
United Nations resolutions. In that same resolution, the General Assembly also once
again demands that Israel, the occupying Power, comply with United Nations
resolutions concerning the occupied Syrian Golan, in particular Security Council
resolution 497 (1981). In that resolution, the Security Council declares that the Israeli
decision of 14 December 1981 to impose its laws, jurisdiction and administration in
the occupied Syrian Golan is null and void and completely illegal. The General
Assembly also demands that Israel should rescind forthwith its decision.

2. The Israeli occupation of the Syrian Golan has persisted for more than 52 years.
During that time, the United Nations has time and again adopted resolutions in which
Israel is called upon to end its occupation of the Syrian Golan, its unremitting
repression of Syrian civilians suffering under colonial occupation and its blatant,
unchecked violation of international instruments and norms. Nevertheless, Israel
continues to turn its back on United Nations resolutions and international law, and
continues to occupy the Syrian Golan, in flagrant violation of international
instruments and treaties and international law thanks to the protection from
accountability provided by certain Security Council members.

3. The Government of the Syrian Arab Republic once again condemns in the
strongest terms the illegitimate and immoral decision of the President of the United
States of America regarding Israel’s so-called sovereignty over the occupied Syrian
Arab Golan. It constitutes a flagrant violation of international law, the Charter of the
United Nations and the relevant resolutions of the Organization, including resolution
497 (1981), which was adopted unanimously by the Security Council. In that
resolution, the Council acknowledges that the Syrian Arab Golan is an occupied
territory and that any actions taken by Israel, the occupying Power, in the occupied
Syrian Arab Golan, are null and void and have no legal effect. The Government of the
Syrian Arab Republic considers the piece of paper signed by President Trump and
offered as a gift to the Prime Minister of the Israeli occupying Power as a mere
unilateral act by a party that does not possess the political, legal or moral authority to
decide the destinies of the peoples of the world or dispose of territories that constitute
an integral part of the Syrian Arab Republic. Such United States practices are
dangerous because they represent the current American Administration’s reckless and
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unprecedented tendency to undermine international law, humiliate the United Nations
and ignore all terms of reference, legal precedent and the relevant Security Council
and General Assembly resolutions concerning the Arab-Israeli conflict and the
absolute need for Israel to end its occupation of Arab lands and withdraw to the
borders of 4 June 1967.

4. The Syrian Government categorically rejects the decision of Israel, the
occupying Power, to hold elections for so-called local councils in the occupied Syrian
Golan. It strongly condemns that decision, which violates international law and is
contrary to international instruments and norms. The Government reiterates that our
people in the Golan reject that decision, which they consider to be a blatant affront to
their national values and sense of belonging to their motherland, Syria.

5. The Government of the Syrian Arab Republic also condemns the pressure being
put by the Israeli occupying authorities on our people in the occupied Syrian Golan
to force them to register their land, which was owned by their parents and
grandparents, with the Israeli Land Registration Office. They are forcing them to
submit title deeds registered in the homeland or other instruments establishing
ownership of land to the Land Registration Office of the Isracli occupying authorities,
so that they can be given Israeli-issued title deeds in their place. Their land is
confiscated if they refuse to submit to this brutal measure. In advance of taking a
measure that will affect all villages in the occupied Syrian Golan, the Land
Registration Office of the Israeli occupying authorities has asked the residents of the
occupied village of Ayn Quniyah and the industrial zone of the occupied village of
Majdal Shams to submit their title deeds.

6. The Government of the Syrian Arab Republic denounces the settlement policies
that are being implemented by Israel in the occupied Syrian Golan without any regard
for the relevant Security Council, General Assembly and Human Rights Council
resolutions. In its resolutions, the General Assembly reaffirms the illegality of Israeli
settlement building and other activities in the occupied Syrian Golan and renews its
call on Israel to desist from changing the physical character, demographic
composition, institutional structure and legal status of the occupied Syrian Golan and,
in particular, to desist from establishing settlements. The General Assembly has called
on Israel to desist from its continuous building of settlements.

7.  The Government of the Syrian Arab Republic condemns all Israeli practices and
actions aimed at controlling the natural resources of the occupied Syrian Golan and
the systematic looting of those resources by Israel, the occupying Power, in flagrant
violation of the principle of the permanent sovereignty of peoples under foreign
occupation over their natural resources, Security Council resolution 497 (1981) and
the General Assembly resolution entitled “Permanent sovereignty of the Palestinian
people in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, and of the
Arab population in the occupied Syrian Golan over their natural resources”. Israel
continues to deplete the natural resources of the occupied Syrian Golan and deprive
the territory’s Syrian population of the ability to benefit from their natural resources,
including water. The Israeli occupiers deliberately waste those resources or allow only
Israeli settlers to utilize them. Israel has also cleared land adjacent to the ceasefire
line in the occupied Syrian Golan and cut down trees. The Israeli occupation
authorities have also diverted water from Mas‘adah Lake in the occupied Syrian
Golan to Israeli settlements. That Israeli action, which is contrary to international law
and the Fourth Geneva Convention of 1949, has created an economic and
environmental catastrophe of enormous proportions for Syrian nationals in the
occupied Syrian Golan that has caused them to incur significant material losses. The
Government of the Syrian Arab Republic also warns of the threat posed by the
occupying Israeli authorities’ decision to authorize the United States company Genie
Energy to drill for oil in the occupied Syrian Golan, in flagrant violation of
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international law, international humanitarian law, the Fourth Geneva Convention and
United Nations resolutions. The Government of the Syrian Arab Republic also
condemns the installation by the Israeli occupying forces of wind turbines 130 metres
in diameter between towns in the occupied Syrian Golan, which will prevent farmers
from harvesting their crops during all seasons of the year in those areas and will also
cause severe health and environmental harm that will threaten the lives of the people
of the occupied Syrian Golan.

8.  The Syrian Arab Republic condemns the funding by the European Union of a
survey on “alternative tourism” to promote tourism in Israeli settlements in the
occupied Syrian Golan. The funding was announced at a conference held at the
so-called Marom Golan settlement, near the two destroyed Syrian villages of Bab
al-Hawa and Muwaysah. More than 100 tourism experts and advisers took part in an
exchange of ideas and views on how to promote tourism in the occupied Syrian Golan.
These developments are a clear and flagrant violation of the relevant Security Council
and General Assembly resolutions. The Government of the Syrian Arab Republic once
again calls upon the States members of the European Union and the States Members
of the United Nations to refuse, in accordance with their obligations under
international law, to import natural or manufactured products from the occupied
territories.

9. The Government of the Syrian Arab Republic reiterates that the Israeli
occupying forces’ policy of arbitrary detention and sham trials is part of a catalogue
of Israeli crimes and human rights violations against Syrian civilian citizens in the
occupied Syrian Golan stretching back over the more than five decades that Israel has
occupied the Syrian Golan. It calls on international bodies to pressure Israel, the
occupying Power, for the immediate and unconditional release of the Syrian prisoner
Sidqi al-Miqt, the Mandela of Syria, and the imprisoned youth Amal Abu Salih.

10. The Government of the Syrian Arab Republic calls upon the Secretary-General,
the Security Council, the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights, the
President of the Human Rights Council, the President of the International Committee
of the Red Cross, and all human rights organizations to pressure Israel, the occupying
Power, to guarantee a healthy environment for Syrian citizens in the occupied Syrian
Golan, particularly in view of Israeli practices that destroy the environment. Israel
has buried nuclear waste in the occupied Syrian Golan, specifically at the foot of Jabal
al-Shaykh, in containers with a thirty-year life expectancy that are not secure and
prone to cracking, and the radioactive contents of which can seep into soil and
groundwater. That exposes Syrian citizens in the occupied Syrian Golan to the risk of
cancer, and deaths from cancer now account for 30 per cent of all deaths.

11. The Government of the Syrian Arab Republic also emphasizes that the above-
mentioned international bodies must pressure Israel to cease taking peremptory
decisions prohibiting citizens in the occupied Syrian Golan from visiting their Syrian
homeland via the Qunaytirah crossing. Those arbitrary Israeli measures contravene
the Geneva Conventions and other international norms and instruments. They serve
only to increase the material, mental and physical suffering of Syrian citizens in the
occupied Syrian Golan beyond all legal and moral bounds.

12. My Government reaffirms that the occupied Syrian Arab Golan is an integral
part of the territory of the Syrian Arab Republic. Its recovery from the Israeli
occupiers by all the means provided for under international law is an eternal right that
cannot be bargained over or waived.

13. Lastly, the Government of the Syrian Arab Republic reaffirms that, in order to
ensure stability in the Middle East and preserve the credibility of the United Nations,
measures must be taken to implement all international resolutions aimed at ending the
Israeli occupation of Arab territories, including the Syrian Arab Golan, and
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compelling Israel to withdraw to the line of 4 June 1967, in accordance with the
relevant United Nations resolutions, including, in particular, Security Council
resolutions 242 (1967), 338 (1973), 497 (1981) and 2334 (2016).

Implementation of General Assembly resolution 73/22, entitled “Jerusalem”

1.  The Government of the Syrian Arab Republic reiterates its support for General
Assembly resolution 73/22, entitled “Jerusalem”, and calls on the international
community to bring pressure to bear on Israel to end its attempts to Judaize Jerusalem
and revoke all its baseless legislative and administrative measures aimed at changing
the city’s status and identity. It also calls for serious and effective steps to be taken to
stop Israel’s unlawful practices against the Palestinian people in Jerusalem, above all
settlement activities and practices that undermine the city’s holy sites.

2. The Government of the Syrian Arab Republic condemns the decision by the
United States of America to move its embassy to the occupied city of Jerusalem and
recognize that city as the capital of the Israeli occupation. Such decisions are a
flagrant violation of the legal, political and historical status of Jerusalem, and are
merely one aspect of the rape of Palestine, the displacement of its people and the
establishment of an occupying colonial entity on its soil. Moreover, those decisions
constitute a flagrant violation of Security Council and General Assembly resolutions
in which Israel is called upon to withdraw from the territories that it occupied in 1967,
including Jerusalem. The above-mentioned decisions are therefore simply unilateral
actions that have no legitimacy or impact on the legal status of Jerusalem.

3. The Syrian Arab Republic adheres to its principled position of supporting the
right of the Palestinian people to self-determination and to establish its independent
State, with Jerusalem as its capital, on the entirety of its national territory. We also
support the right of return of Palestinian refugees, in accordance with General
Assembly resolution 194 (III) of 1948.

4.  The Government of the Syrian Arab Republic reaffirms that achieving a just and
comprehensive peace requires implementation of United Nations resolutions calling
for an end to the Israeli occupation of Arab territories, above all Security Council
resolutions 242 (1967), 338 (1973), 497 (1981) and 2334 (2016); Israeli withdrawal
from all occupied Arab territories to the line of 4 June 1967; and the establishment of
a Palestinian State with Jerusalem as its capital.

State of Palestine
[Original: English]

To the present day, Israel persists in its attempts to alter the demography,
character, identity and legal status of Jerusalem, in violation of international law and
United Nations Security Council and General Assembly resolutions, including
resolution 73/22. Since the onset of the Israeli occupation in 1967, the occupying
Power has systematically pursued such illegal policies and measures and, especially
from 1980 onward following the unlawful extension of its so-called “Basic Law” to
the City, has sought to forcibly cement its attempted annexation of Occupied East
Jerusalem.

Regrettably, since the United States President’s December 2017 declaration on
Jerusalem and transfer of the U.S. Embassy to the City in May 2018, Israeli violations
have risen, clearly emboldened by these decisions. Israeli officials have become even
more blatant in their contempt of the Security Council and the international consensus
on Jerusalem, as reflected in sharp escalation of the following: inflammatory rhetoric
boasting of Israel’s annexation of the City; justification of illegal actions based on
religious edicts and offensive, distorted narratives; threats of further annexation in

19-13966


https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/242%20(1967)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/242%20(1967)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/338%20(1973)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/338%20(1973)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/497%20(1981)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/497%20(1981)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2334%20(2016)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2334%20(2016)
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/73/22
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/73/22
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/73/22
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/73/22
https://undocs.org/A/RES/194%20(III)
https://undocs.org/A/RES/194%20(III)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/242%20(1967)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/242%20(1967)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/338%20(1973)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/338%20(1973)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/497%20(1981)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/497%20(1981)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2334%20(2016)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2334%20(2016)
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/73/22
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/73/22

Al74/310

19-13966

the West Bank; increased settlement construction; violations against the City’s
Palestinian inhabitants, including a rise in demolition of Palestinian homes,
revocation of residency rights, seizure of properties by extremist settlers and forced
displacement of Palestinian families; rhetoric and pressure against United Nations
operations in Occupied East Jerusalem, particularly of the United Nations Relief and
Works Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near East; and dangerous incitement at
holy sites, especially in the Old City and at Al-Haram Al-Sharif, undermining the
sanctity of holy sites and the right of the Palestinian people, both Muslims and
Christians, to freely worship in Jerusalem.

There are countless examples of such inflammatory rhetoric and incitement,
such as that by the Israeli Prime Minister declaring, on 28 January 2019, that: “There
won’t be any more uprooting or halting of settlements — just the opposite: the Land
of Israel is ours, and will remain ours”, or by another Minister (Regev) that: “This
land has a connection with only one people — the Jewish people”, or by another
Minister (Erdan) that: “The State of Israel does not intend to relinquish in any way
its sovereignty over eastern Jerusalem and will not allow any foothold in it”. Such
rhetoric is echoed repeatedly by officials, stoking tensions and fuelling the aggression
of Israeli settlers and religious extremists, as witnessed in the recurrent calls for a
Jewish takeover of Al-Haram Al-Sharif and other provocations, risking the outbreak
of a religious confrontation with grave repercussions. This has been accompanied by
a campaign of systematic intimidation and harassment of Palestinian inhabitants of
the City and the creation of a coercive environment aimed at expelling them from
their homes and land.

Moreover, Israel’s continued closure of numerous Palestinian cultural, social
and political institutions in Jerusalem — over 120 institutions have closed since the
start of the occupation, including Orient House — has severely affected services to and
access by the Palestinian population, which is being increasingly besieged and
tormented by the occupation and enduring extremely difficult socioeconomic
conditions.

All of this has created an extremely toxic and volatile situation in Jerusalem,
about which we continue to alert the General Assembly and Security Council and to
urgently appeal for responsible action in line with their Charter duties and relevant
resolutions, including, inter alia, Security Council resolutions 476 (1980), 478 (1980)
and 2334 (2016) and relevant General Assembly resolutions, from resolution 181 (II)
of 29 November 1947 onward, including resolution 73/22 on Jerusalem.

As affirmed in those resolutions, the international community has been rightly
unequivocal in rejecting Israel’s unlawful policies and practices in the City
throughout the 52 years of this illegal, foreign occupation, which continues to be
implemented by such acts of sheer colonization and aggression. Indeed, what is
happening in Occupied East Jerusalem is a microcosm of what is happening in the
rest of the Occupied Palestinian Territory, from which the City is being increasingly
severed and isolated physically, by the multiplying settlements and the Wall illegally
constructed by Israel and countless military checkpoints, and also legislatively, by a
series of discriminatory laws and annexationist measures and schemes enacted by the
Israeli Government.

The General Assembly’s adoption on 21 December 2017 of resolution ES-10/19,
“Status of Jerusalem”, reaffirming relevant resolutions and rejecting Israel’s illegal
measures and U.S. actions in this regard, was therefore not only a responsible but an
invaluable contribution towards protecting the City’s legal and historic status, the
rights of its Palestinian inhabitants and its holy sites in the face of Israel’s
entrenchment of occupation and de facto annexation. As affirmed by the Assembly,

11/14


https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/476%20(1980)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/476%20(1980)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/478%20(1980)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/478%20(1980)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2334%20(2016)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2334%20(2016)
https://undocs.org/A/RES/181%20(II)
https://undocs.org/A/RES/181%20(II)
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/73/22
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/73/22
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/19
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/ES-10/19

Al74/310

12/14

Jerusalem remains a final-status issue to be resolved through negotiations in line with
relevant United Nations resolutions.

It is shocking however — and a stark testament to the gravity of the challenges
faced by the international rules-based order — that Israel continues to so flagrantly
disrespect the demands for the cessation of its illegal actions without consequence.
Such impunity has severely diminished the viability of the two-State solution on the
1967 lines and continues to obstruct the realization of the rights and legitimate
aspirations of the Palestinian people to freedom and independence in their State of
Palestine, with East Jerusalem as its capital. Urgent action is needed to reverse the
negative trends and salvage the prospects for a peaceful solution.

While deeply concerned by the prevailing situation, we are reassured by the
abidance of the established international position, as reflected by the overwhelming
support of resolution 73/22. General Assembly legislation on Jerusalem remains
principled and not politicized, consistent with the Charter, international law, and
relevant United Nations resolutions, as well as the July 2004 advisory opinion of the
International Court of Justice, and remains fully respectful of the City’s historic and
religious dimensions and sensitivities, including with regard to the historic status quo
in place for over a century at Al-Haram Al-Sharif. This legislation also clearly
reaffirms Israel’s status as the occupying Power in East Jerusalem and the
international community’s non-recognition of Israeli sovereignty over the City as a
whole, contrary to claims otherwise.

Such reaffirmations are vital for ensuring the application of international law to
Jerusalem, which remains a core issue of the Palestine question. States must be guided
by and are obliged to respect these principled positions as an essential part of their
international obligations. Such respect will help contribute to the creation of the
political horizon that will eventually bring an end to the Israeli occupation, lead to a
just resolution of the Israeli-Palestinian situation — the crux of Arab-Israeli conflict —
and establish genuine peace, security and coexistence. Pending the achievement of a
just solution, the State of Palestine underscores the following:

* Resolution 73/22 reaffirms the Security Council and General Assembly
determination “that any actions taken by Israel, the occupying Power, to impose
its laws, jurisdiction and administration on the Holy City of Jerusalem are illegal
and therefore null and void and have no validity whatsoever”, calling on Israel
“to immediately cease all such illegal and unilateral measures.” This includes
the so-called Israeli “Basic Law” on Jerusalem, deemed by both the Council and
Assembly as “null and void” and to be “rescinded forthwith”. This
determination stands and the demand must be respected.

Resolution 73/22 also recalls Security Council resolution 2334 (2016), which
reflects the long-established international stance on the basis of a just solution
to the conflict, including with regard to Jerusalem. Resolution 2334 (2016)
reaffirmed the inadmissibility of the acquisition of territory by force and
underlined that the Council will not recognize “any changes to the 4 June 1967
lines, including with regard to Jerusalem, other than those agreed by the parties
through negotiations”, and called upon all States “to distinguish, in their
relevant dealings, between the territory of the State of Israel and the territories
occupied since 1967”.

The State of Palestine appeals to all States and organizations to abide by
resolution 2334 (2016), including in respect of the obligation of distinction. This must
include, inter alia, respect for the call on all States “to refrain from establishing
diplomatic missions in the Holy City Jerusalem”. We regret the continuing
provocative announcements by some States of ill intentions and short-sightedness in
this regard.
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The demands by the Council and Assembly for the cessation of settlement
activities in Occupied East Jerusalem and the rest of the Occupied Palestinian
Territory must also be respected. Serious measures must be taken to hold Israel
accountable, should it persist with its illegal construction and expansion of
settlements, the Wall and associated colonization regime, and to cease the transfer of
Israeli settlers to the occupied territory, the demolition of homes and eviction of
Palestinian families, including large portions of the Bedouin Palestine refugee
community.

States must be equally vigilant in demanding that Israel cease fanning the flames
of religious strife and must insist that all parties cease all acts of provocation,
incitement and inflammatory rhetoric and observe calm and restraint. We recall
specifically the Assembly’s clear call in resolution 73/22 “for respect for the historic
status quo at the holy places of Jerusalem, including the Haram al-Sharif, in word and
in practice”, and that it urged “all sides to work immediately and cooperatively to
defuse tensions and halt all provocations, incitement and violence at the holy sites in
the City”.

Respect for the historic status quo and Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan’s
custodianship of the Muslim and Christian holy places is essential and a pillar of
stability. All violations must be halted and, as stressed by the Assembly, the unique
historic, spiritual, religious and cultural dimensions of the City must be respected and
free, unhindered access to the holy places by people of all religions and nationalities
must be guaranteed. This must include respect for the City’s Arab identity and
heritage and for the clear demands for the cessation of Israeli policies aimed at erasing
them, including repressive measures targeting Jerusalem’s indigenous Palestinian
inhabitants and attempting to replace them with Israel’s Jewish population and
measures to sever the City from its natural Palestinian environs in the rest of the West
Bank.

The State of Palestine therefore stresses the urgency of international action to
preserve and uphold international law, safeguard Palestinian rights, reverse the
negative trends on the ground and restore the possibility of a just peace. We urge the
mobilization of political will to implement the relevant resolutions and fulfil legal
obligations in this regard. Serious efforts, including practical measures, must be made
to convey a firm message to Israel that this illegal and unjust situation will no longer
be tolerated and that it cannot persist with its occupation and the colonization of
Jerusalem and of the rest of the Palestinian territory it has occupied since 1967
without consequence.

In this regard, committed to multilateralism, Palestine remains insistent on a
collective approach to justly resolve the Palestinian question in all aspects, including
the question of Jerusalem, in accordance with the relevant resolutions. The permanent
responsibility of the United Nations is central in this regard and the Security Council
and General Assembly must be at the forefront of upholding this responsibility. We
also call for the utilization of the Secretary-General’s good offices and the capacities
of the Special Coordinator for the Middle East Peace Process to alleviate the plight
of the Palestinian people, mediate and preserve hope in the face of rising despair.

For its part, the State of Palestine reaffirms its full respect for international law
and all relevant United Nations resolutions; our actions have been consistent in
seeking the implementation of those resolutions, including resolution 73/22. We
remain convinced that international law is key to rectifying the injustice the
Palestinian people have for so long endured, and remain committed to all political,
legal, popular and non-violent means to this end. Moreover, despite the political
deadlock and serious setbacks, the Palestinian leadership remains, to the present
moment, adherent in word and deed to the two-State solution on the pre-1967 borders
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and committed to the internationally endorsed terms of reference and parameters of a
just solution based on the relevant United Nations resolutions, Madrid principles,
Arab Peace Initiative and Quartet road map.

To this end, we will continue drawing the international community’s attention
to the situation in Jerusalem and continue calling for political and legal action to
compel a halt to Israel’s illegal and provocative measures in the City. We will also
continue seeking support from all partners for Jerusalem’s Palestinian inhabitants to
alleviate the dire socioeconomic conditions caused by the occupation’s illegal,
discriminatory and oppressive measures, as well as support to preserve the City’s
religious and cultural heritage. We will also continue our efforts with the United
Nations Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People
and the Organization of Islamic Cooperation to engage diplomats, parliamentarians,
scholars, civil society and the media on the situation of Jerusalem in all its dimensions
in the search for joint solutions based on the law and international obligations.

We reaffirm our readiness to cooperate with responsible, credible, multilateral
initiatives aimed at bringing an end to Israel’s occupation of Palestinian territory,
including East Jerusalem; achieving the two-State solution of an independent,
sovereign, contiguous and viable State of Palestine, with East Jerusalem as its capital,
living side by side with Israel in peace and security within recognized borders based
on the pre-1967 borders; and realizing the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people,
including a just solution for the Palestine refugees based on General Assembly
resolution 194 (I1I). Despite the many crises and challenges faced at the moment, the
Palestinian leadership has remained and will remain committed to a peaceful and just
solution and renews its calls on the international community to uphold its obligations
and commitments to the establishment of long-delayed justice, peace and security.

The Permanent Observer of the State of Palestine to the United Nations avails
himself of this opportunity to renew to the Secretary-General of the United Nations
the assurances of his highest consideration.
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