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Executive summary

The United Nations International Meeting on the Qiom of Palestine focused on the
plight of some 6,000 Palestinian political prisaeho were held in Israeli prisons and
detention facilities outside the Occupied Paleatinierritory in contravention of the Fourth
Geneva Convention. Among the prisoners were mesdfehe Palestinian Legislative Council,
women and children. The Meeting discussed thesntigituation and conditions of
imprisonment, legal aspects of the arrests andtetes by the occupying Power and the issue
of Palestinian political prisoners in the contekthe Israeli-Palestinian political process.

The keynote presentation delivered by the MinigiePrisoners’ Affairs of the
Palestinian Authority highlighted the plight of tRalestinian political prisoners in Israeli
detention, as well as the strategies adopted bip#hestinian Authority in this regard. The
Minister spoke of the need to internationalizeiiseie of prisoners and to treat them where
appropriate as prisoners of war, including the iy of referring their status to the
International Court of Justice.

During the two days of deliberations, the par@éeits noted with concern that the
conditions of detention were often extremely pamd in some cases life-threatening. Israel
continued to practice torture and other forms aftreatment against Palestinian detainees, who
have drawn attention to their situation throughdarrstrikes, the most recent in January 2011.
The participants focused particularly on the sitrabf the Palestinian women and minors, and
on the physically and psychologically vulnerablesgners, who were reportedly subjected to
mistreatment and deprived of adequate health cHne.participants noted the devastating effect
of detention on Palestinian prisoners and theiiilfas) and stressed the urgent need for
reintegration of former prisoners into society.

The participants expressed grave concern at thespread use by Israel of
administrative detention without charges, triahaight of defence. They called on Israel to
apply the Third and the Fourth Geneva Conventioista meet minimum international
standards for due process. They also called oHligjie Contracting Parties to the Geneva
Conventions to act to ensure the respect of thewigions in the Occupied Palestinian Territory.

The participants underscored that the issue @gfialan prisoners had a major impact on
Palestinian society and the Israeli-Palestiniarflan In that context, the release of a substdnti
number of Palestinian prisoners, as well as theadiate release of the imprisoned legislators,
would constitute a positive step towards the resionmf the political process. Many
participants felt that peace could not be completkout the release of all Palestinian prisoners.
The continued stalemate in the political procesd,the continuing settlement construction,
remained a cause for serious concern.

The Meeting called upon the international commutotyrgently address the plight of
the prisoners. It called on Israel to abide bgrinational humanitarian law and stop torture and
mistreatment, arrests of minors, detentions withiak and prisoner abuse, and stressed that a
fair and just resolution of the issue of Palestimalitical prisoners was key to efforts towards



the realization of the objective of two Statesadédrand Palestine, living side by side in peace and
security.

The Meeting concluded with the issuance of thelumting statement of the organizers.

[. Introduction

1. The United Nations International Meeting on the Qiom of Palestine was held in
Vienna on 7 and 8 March 2011, under the auspicédseo€ommittee on the Exercise of the
Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People (Imaféer referred to as “the Committee”) and in
accordance with the provisions of General Assermgsplutions 65/13 and 65/14 of 30
November 2010. The theme of the Meeting was “Trigency of addressing the plight of
Palestinian political prisoners in Israeli pris@ml detention facilities”.

2. The Committee was represented at the Meeting l®Jeydtion comprising Abdou Salam
Diallo (Senegal), Chair of the Committee; Zahir irafAfghanistan); Pedro Nufiez Mosquera
(Cuba); Saviour F. Borg (Malta); and Riyad Mans(Ralestine).

3. The Meeting consisted of an opening session, thlieeary sessions and a closing
session. The themes of the plenary sessions tWidre:current situation and conditions of
imprisonment of Palestinians in Israeli prisons datention facilities”; “Arrests and detentions
of Palestinians by the occupying Power: legal aspeand “The issue of Palestinian political
prisoners and the Israeli-Palestinian politicalogss”.

4, At the Meeting, presentations were made by 15 eéspecluding Palestinian and Israeli
experts. Representatives of 45 Governments, Radesivo intergovernmental organizations, the
Inter-Parliamentary Union, the Parliamentary Assigmbthe Mediterranean, three United
Nations bodies, 13 civil society organizations, twedia outlets, and special guests and
members of the public attended the Meeting.

5. A concluding statement by the organizers was intced during the closing session of
the Meeting. (see annex | to the present report).

Il. Opening session

6. A statement was delivered on behalBain Ki-moon, the Secretary-General of the
United Nations, by his representative at the Megtaxwell Gaylard, Deputy United Nations
Special Coordinator for the Middle East Peace P®aad United Nations Resident and
Humanitarian Coordinator for the Occupied Paleatinferritory. In that statement, the
Secretary-General said that urgently addressingltgbkt of Palestinian political prisoners was
very important to reaching a just and lasting peaod recalled that he had publicly urged the
release of prisoners last year during a visit @@utcupied Palestinian Territory and Israel. The
Secretary-General stressed that the detaineeaseelgould serve as a significant confidence-



building measure, and pledged that the United Matiwould continue to raise the issue with the
Israeli leadership.

7. The United Nations would also continue to followsgly the well-being of those in
detention, including approximately 200 minors af@ thdividuals held in administrative
detention without trial. The Secretary-Generalsitesl that it was the responsibility of Israel to
comply fully with its obligations as an occupyingver under international law, including the
Fourth Geneva Convention, and pointed to the ingmbniole of the International Committee of
the Red Cross in this regard.

8. The Secretary-General noted with concern thatedelealestinian representatives had
been detained by Israel, and stressed that thedJNiations opposed measures of forcible
transfer and remained engaged on the issue. Ildeefarore reiterated the calls of the United
Nations for the granting of humanitarian accedstaeli Staff Sergeant Gilat Shalit in
accordance with international law and the Fourth&va Convention, and for his release.

9. The Secretary-General expressed frustration attiked efforts to achieve Israeli-
Palestinian peace. He reiterated that the settlisndlegal and contrary to the Road Map, were
among the main impediments, and it was Israel'gyabbn to freeze settlement activity. He
praised the progress by the Palestinian Authaniiystitution-building and the delivery of

public services, which was important for the esthihent of a State. He also welcomed the
package of confidence-building measures announceehbruary by Israel, and urged its speedy
implementation, while pointing out that it was @osubstitute for a political agreement.

10.  In conclusion, the Secretary-General called upernirternational community, including
the Quartet, to intensify its efforts to help tretpes overcome the obstacles and achieve a
comprehensive, just and lasting peace, based evaral Security Council resolutions, land for
peace, the Madrid principles, agreements betweepdtties, the Road Map and the Arab Peace
Initiative.

11. Abdou Salam Diallo, Chair of the Committee, delivered an openingest&int on behalf

of the Committee. He said the Meeting was the §ush gathering organized by the Committee
devoted exclusively to the issue of Palestiniartipal prisoners in Israeli prisons and detention
facilities. Nevertheless, he stressed, the isépeisoners had always been central to the
concerns of the Committee, and he expressed thethapthe Meeting would put the issue of
Palestinian prisoners under renewed internaticcratisy.

12. The Committee’s first report to the Security Colinai 1975, he recalled, had
recommended that Israel, pending its withdrawahftbe areas occupied in June 1967, should
release all Palestinian prisoners. That recomntendeemained the “burning question of our
time”, and the Palestinian leadership accordeddmee importance to that painful matter as to
the permanent status issues.

13. Anestimated 700,000 Palestinians had been arrbgtéstael since the beginning of the
occupation in 1967, and thousands remained inctexttoday, outside the Occupied Territory,
in contravention of the Fourth Geneva Conventiensaid. The Palestinians in the Occupied



Territory were living in fear, under arbitrary Istamilitary laws that fell far short of minimum
international legal standards, criminalizing legiite protest and political self-expression,
painting everything with the broad brush of “setudffences”, which had not been clearly
defined.

14. A system of military orders allowed Israeli soldi¢o arrest Palestinians without giving a
justification, said the Chair. Palestinians tnednilitary courts were often convicted on “secret
evidence” based on confessions extracted undesslorgorture and denied access to lawyers,
and children were tried as adults, in contraventibimternational law. Many did not even get a
trial. They suffered in detention, sometimes feans, not charged with any specific offence.
This harsh treatment by Israel of the Palestinigopers was in stark contrast to its leniency
towards violent Israeli settlers, who brutalizedeBanians with impunity on a regular basis.
Prisoners were huddled in overcrowded unsanitaniittas and family visits were severely
restricted. They were denied access to healthcgsvabused and beaten by the guards and
subjected to solitary confinement.

15.  The Chair joined the calls of the international conmity for Israel to abide by
international humanitarian law and stop torture amstreatment, arrests of minors, detentions
without trial and prisoner abuse, and stressedalfiait and just resolution of the issue of
Palestinian political prisoners was key to effaotwards the realization of the objective of two
States, Israel and Palestine, living side by sideeiace and security.

16. Issa Qarage the Minister for Prisoners’ Affairs of the Palesin Authority, delivered a
message on behalf of Mahmoud Abbas, PresidenedP#festinian Authority. In his message,
President Abbas stressed the importance of theiigtet raise awareness of the situation of
Palestinian prisoners in Israeli jails, adding tinet prisoners’ families looked to the conference
as a ray of hope and a serious step towards etitngrutal treatment of their family members
and their release from the “prisons of occupation”.

17.  President Abbas also underscored that the orgamizat the conference was pinned on a
guestion central to the permanent status issuesisitnot merely a humanitarian issue, but a
basic element of a just peace in the region andptewards ending the conflict. The Meeting
should highlight the miserable conditions of Pafesh detainees and prisoners and the crimes
perpetrated against them by the Israeli authorities

18. The message by President Abbas concluded withtdensent that the Palestinian
prisoners were prisoners of war, and a reaffirnmati@at the end of the conflict and the
realization of peace “will not take place witholetsettlement of all these matters, including the
guestion of Palestinian prisoners and detaineesi¢ifr their full release from prisons before and
during the independence of our State”.

19. Ann Clwyd, President of the Committee on Middle East Quastif the Inter-
Parliamentary Union, stressed that the plight aé$taian political prisoners had to be placed in
the more general context of the Israeli-Palestici@anflict and the peace process. The Union
was well-placed to contribute to the peace proeessin 1987, had set up the Committee on



Middle East Questions to promote direct contacta/éen Arab and Israeli parliamentarians and
to further parliamentary action in support of tleape process.

20. The President had reiterated on numerous occafiahsontinued conflict would get the
parties nowhere. What was needed was a sensspaiit@bility and actions, with the dialogue
being the only way forward. The Committee on Mallast Questions was trying to underscore
this message and get a process under way for pari@ry dialogue. Meanwhile, the Union’s
Committee on the Human Rights of Parliamentariaas actively examining individual human
rights cases of members of the Palestinian Legisl&ouncil, many of whom were in jail.

21. Ms. Clwyd said that the Union had become, throlgisé cases, very much aware of the
situation the Palestinians were facing, the “widuitrariness” to which they were exposed and
the Israeli authorities’ contempt for their obligais under international humanitarian and human
rights law. In conclusion, Ms. Clwyd expressed libpe that this meeting would explore more
effective means of ensuring Israeli respect forithiman rights of the Palestinians, particularly
political prisoners languishing in Israeli jails.

22.  Sergio Piazzj Secretary-General of the Parliamentary AssembllgeoMediterranean,
noted that while the issue of the prisoners wasalvadys highlighted as a key component of the
peace process, the Assembly had fully embraceitears ago as a top item on its agenda, at
the request of the President of the Lebanese Remtiito use all tools available to parliaments to
bring about an agreeable solution. Since thenAisembly had used every opportunity to
request the Israeli authorities to allow visitgte prisoners and ensure their proper treatment.

23.  Mr. Piazzi noted there were currently some 6,00@$®aians in detention for political
reasons, many of them members of the Palestinigislagive Council. Israel had to comply
with its responsibilities under international landafully respect human rights principles,
particularly those enshrined in the Universal Deatian of Human Rights and the International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. He furthiare stressed that it was impossible to talk
about the prisoner issue without recalling the istat violations of the Fourth Geneva
Convention, and pointed out that the right to adaid public trial was fundamental in a State
governed by the rule of law, and essential to retspiethe detained person. Torture and
degradation had to be strictly prohibited.

24.  In conclusion, Mr. Piazzi expressed the convictiwat regional platforms such as the
Parliamentary Assembly of the Mediterranean cosgkisa in bringing about concrete solutions

to the situation. He informed the Committee that Assembly was planning to organize a
meeting between Israeli and Palestinian parlianmems to attempt to restart the peace talks, and
intended to also reiterate its call for an Assenddlegation to visit the Palestinian political
prisoners in Israel.

25. Issa Qarage Minister for Prisoners’ Affairs of the Palestiniauthority, delivered the
keynote address. His presentation began with @ sti®o clip depicting the scene of a
12-year-old boy being seized by Israel Defense dsoldiers from a residential street in front
of his family.



26. Mr. Qarage said that the twenty-first century sddug the age of justice, globalization,
democracy, human rights and the rule of law, whgpr@ssed peoples rose against dictatorships
and repressive police States to gain dignity, foeedespect for their humanity and freedom
from fear, oppression, imprisonment, persecutioteorism. At the same time, however, a
wave of religious and racist extremism was gatlgesimeed in Israel. It was imperative to face
up to ideas of enmity and extermination that wexi@igg ground in Israeli society. The difficult
and deteriorating conditions of detainees in octtapgrisons were largely a result of the
militarism and extreme nationalist education o&édr society, both of which affected the
treatment of prisoners. Peace and the teachihgrafin rights were totally absent in Israeli
school curriculums.

27.  Mr. Qaraque said that the prisoners were treategnmanely, as demonstrated by the
testimonies of all kinds of torture and abuse. urged the conference to ask Israel and the
Israeli Army why it executed prisoners after it teadested and handcuffed them, why it had
fired on prisoners who had carried a white flagrythe Gaza war, and why it had used civilian
human shields during those operations, as higldayht the Goldstone report. In addition, Israel
also retained the corpses of Palestinians withenesenilitary cemeteries, sometimes for as long
as 30 years.

28. He expressed his concern at the lack of effectit@rvention by international institutions
to counter the continuing policy of torture, the wd internationally prohibited techniques on
young and old alike, the extraction of confessionder pressure and threats, and the denial of
access to legal counsel. He also expressed hnm alahe treatment of the ill, disabled and
paralyzed and at the continuing imprisonment ofrgpchildren, the policy of employing
arbitrary administrative arrest, the denial of fgmisitation rights, and the use of solitary
confinement.

29. Mr. Qarage noted that there were currently som@@®rfen and women Palestinian
prisoners, including members of the Palestiniandlative Council held in 22 prisons, camps
and detention facilities inside Israel, in contnmatven of article 76 of the Fourth Geneva
Convention. He expressed the hope that the meetdd support the decision of the
leadership of the Palestine Liberation Organizatiba Palestinian Authority and civil and
human rights institutions to request the GeneralefAsbly to seek an advisory opinion from the
International Court of Justice on the legal statuBalestinian prisoners and detainees held by
the occupying Power, and the nature of the leggdaesibility imposed in that regard on the
occupying Power and third parties.

lll. Plenary sessions
A. Plenary |
The current situation and conditions of imprisonmern of Palestinians

in Israeli prisons and detention facilities

30. The speakers in Plenary | addressed the followithgtesemes: “The history, scope and
conditions of imprisonment of Palestinians from @ecupied Palestinian Territory”; “The



situation of Palestinian women and minors in ISrdetention facilities; physical and
psychological concerns and denial of family visaatrights; the urgency of protection”; and
“The effect of detention on Palestinian familiesl dine whole society, and the need for
integration of former prisoners”.

31. Qadura Fares Head of the Ramallah-based non-governmental argton Palestinian
Prisoners’ Club, said Israel was currently detggmmore than 350 children and 37 women. The
oldest prisoner, now 84, had been confined for&®y. The youngest prisoner was 11. The
captives were held in 27 prisons, 1 detention eeatid 1 Israeli Army camp, none of which
were in compliance with international standardgeimms of space allotted to each prisoner,
lighting, ventilation or health facilities. He ddiregular, continuous and comprehensive” torture
was suffered by 90 per cent of prisoners.

32.  Mr. Fares noted that for four years, Israel had/@néed the family members of child
prisoners from the Gaza Strip from visiting théirldren in prison, on the grounds that they
would constitute a danger to the occupying St&tlese relatives of child prisoners from the
West Bank and those living outside of the Palestifierritory had also been prevented from
visiting imprisoned children. Moreover, Israel haithheld the bodies of more than 350
Palestinians who had died in detention, refusingetorn them to their families for traditional
burial.

33. Roberto Garretén, human rights lawyer with the United Nations WarkiGroup on
Arbitrary Detention, spoke on the history, scopd ennditions of imprisonment in Israel

prisons and detention centres. He pointed outdétinees were treated as if they were posing a
security risk to Israel Defense Forces or to Issaalgeneral, when in fact they were only
protesting, assembling, demonstrating, writingaking or praying. He explained that detention
was considered arbitrary when it was impossibi@toke any legal basis whatsoever for the
arrest, when the person was arrested for exercasprgtected right to speech or assembly or
when the violation of the right to a fair trial wparticularly egregious.

34. In all the detentions, the operative word was “si¢y he said, asking whether
Palestinian citizens living in the occupied are@®yed security, particularly security against
being arbitrarily detained. Every person must hi&aeesecurity of not being arbitrarily detained
and, in the case of detention, enjoy the rightegazed in the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights and all other instruments accepted by Stateasure the greater security of their citizens,
he concluded.

35.  Fabrizia Falcione, Project Manager at the Women Human Rights Urti wie United
Nations Entity for Gender Equality and the Empowentrof Women (UN-Women) in
Jerusalem, noted that in terms of numbers, Paiastiamale political prisoners and detainees
“almost disappeared” in the face of thousands tédimian male political prisoners. She said
that UN-Women deemed it essential to give voicedlly to the Palestinian female political
prisoners in an effort to ensure that their sitwgtconditions of imprisonment and protection
gaps were urgently addressed. She described yfs&cphand psychological concerns for
Palestinian female political prisoners, quotingranate released a few months ago, who told
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her: “No matter how hard I try to describe thd t®lyou, | cannot. It is like an underground
grave”.

36. Ms. Falcione said the brunt of the infringementwitural and religious norms from
arrest through imprisonment was disproportionabelsne by women. There were reports of ill
treatment and punishment of women prisoners byprigiards both male and female, and
violations of women'’s right to privacy. UntriedIBstinian women political prisoners were
detained and placed among convicted criminal o#esidvhere they were threatened and
humiliated by Israeli prison guards through verdoad physical abuse.

37. Disruption of family and social relations also tssVere psychological repercussions,
Ms. Falcione noted. Family visits were theoreticpermitted twice a month, but were
drastically restricted because prisoners were gazated outside the Occupied Palestinian
Territory. As a result, trips to and from the pngook around 10 hours, owing in part to
movement restrictions and policies. No physicaitaot, including with children, was allowed
during the typical one-hour visit, as visitors alelainees were separated by a thick glass
divider. Physical separation between mother and ander the guise of “security” had a severe
impact on both mothers and children. Palestinggmnaie prisoners from Gaza were completely
denied family visits.

38.  Addressing the situation of Palestinian childigiad Misk, Coordinator of the Legal

Unit at the Defence for Children International 4d3tine Section in Jerusalem, said the children
were routinely arrested at checkpoints, in theestaad, most commonly, in their homes. There
had been some 1,000 instances of juvenile imprigomin 2010, most of them in Jerusalem and
the areas along the separation wall. By the endsbfyear, more than 200 juveniles had
remained in detention. Every year, some 700 WaskBPalestinian minors were put on trial in
Israeli military courts, interrogated and imprisdri®y the Israeli army. More than 7,500 had
been imprisoned since 2000.

39. Mr. Misk said that children were often hit, kickadd then blindfolded and placed in the
back of a military vehicle. In most cases, thddchonfessed to spurious charges during the first
two hours of interrogation. It was common for tinéld to be given a statement of confession
written in Hebrew, a language that very few Pahégtis understand. Defence for Children
International was concerned at the number of yaumilg prisoners, aged 12 to 15, tried under
the Israeli military court system. During detentiavhich lasted from a few hours to several
months, children were often subjected to various&oof torture and degrading and cruel
treatment.

40.  Mr. Misk asserted that torture and abuse werehmekception, but a deliberate
technique used on hundreds of prisoners, especialigren. Some 90 per cent of the latter were
subjected to brutal torture before being brougldteeofficial interrogators or transferred to
official detention or interrogation centres. Headhed on several forms of torture and an
analysis done by his organization on incidents istm@atment. Also significant, he said, was
that in 81 per cent of the cases documented byrideftor Children International, Palestinian
children had made confessions under coercive odation, and in 32 per cent of those cases,
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the confession had been written in Hebrew. Morgadbe interrogation sessions had been
conducted without a lawyer or family member present

41.  Mr. Misk concluded by saying that between 150 a@@d ¢hild detainees were

represented and defended in military courts eaah yim 2010, 163 child detainees had been
defended in military courts, and of those caseg d4lchildren had been released on bail, while
the rest had been held in prison until the endheifr tcourt proceedings. The defence of children
was in most cases conducted while the child wagulishing in prison, which made the defence
attorneys reluctant to prolong the proceedingsiayrening witnesses and presenting arguments,
and predisposed them to accept the plea bargahsvére offered in order to avoid lengthy
proceedings that would leave the child in prisargker than the sentence offered in the plea.

42.  Niv Michaeli, Intervention Coordinator for the Prisoners andiadees Project at
Physicians for Human Rights — Israel, said thattmbthe obstacles facing Palestinian inmates
in their attempt to have their rights respectedarticular the right to health, were the result of
systemic failures that harmed Israeli inmates dt Wéiose obstacles included long waits for
appointments and operations, prison physicians wéatequate expertise, subordination of the
health services to the security services, lackasfdparency and oversight, and lack of social and
mental health services, including psychotherapy.

43.  Mr. Michaeli said the combination of poor-qualitgatment and ineffective oversight
among prison medical services led to unfortunatesequences. In addition, the psychological
damage caused by the violence, torture and soliamfinement of inmates was not being
sufficiently addressed by the mental health sesvicEhe problem was not only misdiagnosis,
but also that prisoners received only psychiatreditations and not psychotherapy. Palestinian
prisoners did not have access to social workeremxn isolated, unusual cases. Female
Palestinian inmates were subjected to all of thiweblems, compounded by inadequate
gynaecological services.

B. Plenary Il
Arrests and detentions of Palestinians by the occypg Power:
legal aspects

44. The speakers in Plenary Il addressed the followirgrthemes: “Israeli legal claims and
arguments used for arresting and detaining Palassrirom the Occupied Palestinian

Territory”; “The use of administrative detentiondatine denial of due process”; “Responsibilities
of the occupying Power under international humaisiteand human rights law — the need for
compliance with international standards”; and “Aahle legal mechanisms to ensure
compliance with international law and responsipitit Third Party”.

45.  Shawan Jabarin General Director of Al-Haq, was unable to trawvem Ramallah and
joined the Meeting via video link. He said thegtiee of detentions precluded family visits and
infringed on the detainee’s right to maintain canhiaith his or her family or defence counsel.
Detainees had a right to human dignity and to tlaetgcal considerations surrounding their
detention. He also noted that Palestinian detagimeere often held in Israeli prisons located
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outside the Occupied Palestinian Territory. Latkrowledge about the reasons for the arrest
and detention, the prevention of visits, lack édiatrial and other violations were commonplace
and amounted to war crimes under the Statute dhteenational Criminal Court and a grave
breach of the Fourth Geneva Convention.

46.  As did previous speakers, Mr. Jabarin lamentedsitaeli practice of administrative
detentions, in which charges were often based a@erge that could not be accessed by the
defence counsel. Palestinians were in most cageaformed of the alleged crimes for which
they were detained, and their incarcerations cbaldxtended indefinitely. The High Court of
Justice of Israel was a “rubber stamp to legitintieeillegitimate”, he noted.

47. Nasser Alryyes advocate and legal researcher with Al-Haq in Riaaalso unable to
travel, referred in his presentation deliveredauaio link to recent Security Council actions.
These included the veto by the United States of haaen February 2011 of a resolution
condemning Israeli settlements, and the unanimdaptan the previous week of a pro-
sanctions resolution concerning Libya and the rafaf that situation to the Prosecutor of the
International Criminal Court. Those events, helsanly served to “double our disappointment”
that the Council continued to turn a blind eyeht® plight of the Palestinians, who wished to be
treated on equal footing with the peoples of tlst oé the world.

48.  Turning to the situation of Palestinian detaindessaid the occupying State was dealing
with Palestinian detainees as if they were crinsimétho had violated security and the rule of
law, rather than recognizing their legal statufr@sdom fighters. From the outset, the
occupying State had denied the Palestinians ti taga fair trial and imposed on the detainees
psychological and physical torture. The conditiohdetainment were deplorable; medical care
was denied, as was the right to education and yagoihtact. Palestinians were even obliged to
cover the expenses of their detention. Many o$¢haractices could qualify as “gross violations
and war crimes” based on article 147 of the FoGeneva Convention and article 85 of the First
Geneva Protocol.

49.  Mr. Alryyes emphasized that the States partiesed=ourth Geneva Convention had the
responsibility to confront such Israeli practicasd the United Nations should exercise its
Charter-based legal responsibility to pressureelgmafulfill its obligations vis-a-vis the
detainees. The States parties could resort [ead#6 in case of Israeli failure to do so within
specific time frame, and should also seriously m@rdoycotting measures to pressure Israel
into complying with international law.

50. Forits part, the international community shouldigiisrael to transfer back all
detainees from its territory to the Occupied Palést Territory and exert pressure for the
release of the sick, women and detainees helafay periods of time, he continued. Moreover,
an international fact-finding committee should ls&ablished to investigate the situation of
Palestinian detainees. Finally, it was necessarthe international community to intervene in
resolving the question of the Palestinian prisobgrsupporting a move by the Palestinians to
obtain a legal opinion concerning the legal staius rights of the prisoners and the obligations
of the occupying Power in that regard.
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51. Tamar Pelleg-Sryck Advocate in the Legal Department of HaMoked —t€efor the
Defence of the Individual in Jerusalem, said tliBhaistrative detention was among the
numerous measures used by Israel to keep the iReEagtopulation of the Occupied Palestinian
Territory in check. It was a convenient tool, og/to the flexibility and ease with which it was
invoked: it simply required the signature of aitarly commander citing “security reasons” on
the request of the “General Security Service” aag supported by secret materials. Such an
order could be issued for six months and indefiyitenewed, allowing for long-term
imprisonment without charge or trial. To finalittee order, all that was needed was a short
“judicial review” by a military judge authorized tmnfirm, shorten or cancel it.

52. Ms. Pelleg-Sryck said the detainees generally &huery little, if anything, about the
reason for their detention. They could be told thay represented a security danger, in most
cases because of their “terrorist supportive” @iy, and were sometimes labeled as “terrorist”.
In very few cases, the detainees were allegedute imkended or planned to perform, or have
been involved in, a “terrorist” or “military” actity. They did not know the facts of their own
case and thus were unable to defend themselves adrinistrative detainees were victims of
secret proceedings, and the public’s right to knaswvell as other democratic rights attendant to
that right, were trampled upon.

53.  The official reason given by Israel for the usadministrative detention was that it was
“derived from security constraints and carried foutpreemptive purposes in the framework of
the ongoing war against terrorism”, said Ms. Peliggck. The real aim, she noted, was to
expand and reinforce Israeli rule in the Occupiatk§tinian Territory, in violation of
international legal standards.

54.  Sahar Francis the Director of the Addameer Prisoners’ Suppod Human Rights
Association based in Jerusalem, similarly descramdinistrative detention as a tool commonly
used by repressive regimes to circumvent the legaless and to hinder access by political
dissidents to protection.

55.  Owing to the lack of due process and the risk ofsalin detaining a person without
charge or trial, tight restrictions have been pioe administrative detention under international
law which allows the occupying Power to use adntiaieve detention only under explicit and
exceptional circumstances. Article 78 of the Ho@eneva Convention gives the occupying
Power the authority to take “safety measures” conog protected persons or inhabitants of the
occupied territories, including internment for “iemative reasons of security” and not as a means
of punishment. The Israeli authorities in mostesasiowever, had used administrative detention
indiscriminately and as a means of punishment.

56. Ms. Francis said that the Palestinians had begecel to administrative detention since
the beginning of the Israeli occupation in 1964 ander the British Mandate for Palestine
before that. According to testimonies given to Auheter, detainees had been held under
administrative detention orders during periods magdrom six months to six years. The
frequency of the use of administrative detentiod thactuated throughout the occupation and
had risen steadily since the outbreak of the setaifdda in September 2000. She asserted that
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administrative detention had been used as a méamdl@ctive punishment of Palestinians who
opposed the occupation.

57.  Maintaining that the practice of administrativeatgton in Israel and the Occupied
Palestinian Territory was in contravention of fumantal human rights and was used in a highly
arbitrary manner without even basic safeguards afttzer demanded that all administrative
detainees held on account of their political vi@wgactivities carried out in resistance to the
occupation be released promptly and unconditionallggdameer further demanded that the
occupying Power adhere to international law andléstrictions on the use of administrative
detention be imposed. It insisted that the judli@aiew of administrative detention orders must
meet the minimum international standards for duwegss. The authorities must provide
detainees with prompt and detailed informationcathé reason for their detention, and offer
them a meaningful opportunity to defend themselves.

58. Said Benarbia Legal Adviser for the Middle East and North A&iProgramme at the
International Commission of Jurists in Geneva, spaliout the applicability of international law
to questions of arrests and detentions. He nbigdithile there were some differences between
international human rights law and internationahlamitarian law, both were applicable to the
Gaza Strip, West Bank and East Jerusalem. Thelilstathorities, however, rejected the
applicability of both sets of laws to the Occupkalestinian Territory.

59.  With regard to the situation in the Gaza Stripaddirauthorities argued that since its
disengagement of 2005, Israel could no longer Insidered an occupying Power. Nevertheless,
it was clear that a territory was considered ocedipvhen it was actually placed under the
authority of a hostile army, which was the casthenOccupied Palestinian Territory, including
the Gaza Strip, as its airspace, water, borderslaitygllife were under the control of the
occupying army.

60. Mr. Benarbia pointed out that protection granteditnations of conflict must be found in
international human rights law and internationahlamitarian law. The position held by Israel
was in contravention of international law and tlesipon expressed by the International
Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia, whistated that respect for human dignity was
theraison d’etreof these laws. The main concern here was notthialythe Israeli authorities
presented such arguments, but that the Supreme @fdsrael regarded specific issues of torture
and administrative detention in a way that tenaedilute or undermine the protection provided
for Palestinian civilians under international law.

61. Shawqi al-Issa Director of the Ensan Center for Democracy andllni Rights in
Bethlehem, acknowledged that important commentserbgdnany speakers during the Meeting
indicated a preoccupation with the living condigaf the prisoners and the support for their
cause. As for the legal aspect, however, availapt®ns were a sensitive matter, and thus the
legal scope of the conflict was often neglected.

62. He noted that Israel had a long-standing positfaefusing to apply Security Council
and General Assembly resolutions, as well as ti@ays of the International Court of Justice,
and had used all possible pretexts to refrain frieenimplementation of the Fourth Geneva
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Convention. He stressed that insufficient attentiad been accorded to the application of
international law; rather, the attention had bemu$ed on diplomatic activity and negotiations.
While the Palestinian Authority had recently becam@e aware of the significance of resorting
to international law, the United States and othateS insisted that international law should not
be applied in this context, or only selectivelyhal was made clear by the recent veto in the
Security Council on the subject of settlements,civhwere explicitly outlawed in the Geneva
Convention.

63. Mr. al-Issa referred to the situation of prisonarderusalem, who he said were treated
“differently from the rest” though Security Couno#isolutions were “very clear” in that regard,
indicating that East Jerusalem was part of the @iecuPalestinian Territory and that laws
applying to the remainder of the Territory also laggpto Jerusalem. He thought a dedicated
tribunal should be set up to broach the mattenefRalestinian prisoners and the applicability of
international law to their plight, and work shotle undertaken to ensure the implementation of
the extremely significant recommendations of théd&one report.

C. Plenary 11l
The issue of Palestinian political prisoners and
Israeli-Palestinian political process

64. The speakers in Plenary Ill addressed the followgimgrthemes: “The importance of
addressing the question of political prisonerdmpeace process”; “Strengthening the support
of the international community for a solution te thuestion of Palestinian political prisoners”;
and “The role of non-governmental actors, includmagliamentarians and civil society in raising
awareness about the issue”.

65.  Aisling Byrne, Project Coordinator at the Conflicts Forum, baseBleirut, spoke about
the importance of addressing the question of galiforisoners in the peace process. She
asserted that an “assiduous construction of a@@&tate”, disguised as State-building and good
governance, was taking place in the West BankteBtad no longer signified independence or
a just solution to the conflict, but rather “allaied occupation”, which was essentially a
management strategy of containment. That basstaté-building was the self-definition by
Israel of its own security needs, and by extengsdefinition of the requirements for
Palestinian security collaboration—a principle toief the United States, the European Union
and the Quartet more broadly had acquiesced, sthe sa

66. Ms. Byrne furthermore asserted that because dfstimuritization” of the political

process, the number of Palestinian prisoners wasigg. The Oslo agreements from the
beginning implied the primacy of security needs$sodel over self-determination. Inevitably,
such a premise implied detention and imprisonmépbbtical opponents, she noted. She
claimed that the so-called moderates, includingetlie who were partners in the implementation
of the State of neo-occupation, were supportedievthe “extremists”, or those opposed to that
political project and who continued to resist ocatign, were marginalized, targeted and labeled
terrorists. That, she said, included Palestin@litipal prisoners.
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67. Ann Clwyd, President of the Committee on Middle East Quastaf the Inter-
Parliamentary Union, and Member of the British Ranent, said that thanks to the work of the
Union’s Committee on the Human Rights of Parliaragahs on the individual human rights
cases of the members of the Palestinian Legisl&@oancil, the Union had become fully aware
of the plight of Palestinian political prisonerfhe cases being examined had similar features:
the concerned individuals had been seized by thell®efense Forces in their homes in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory, taken to Israetedéon facilities and subjected to unfair trials
which, apart from Marwan Barghouti, had been tbatbre military tribunals. All the prisoners
suffered the same treatment in prison.

68. Ms. Clwyd asserted that all of the cases revealadegoreaches of international
humanitarian law, in particular the Fourth Genewa¥&ntion; breaches of international human
rights law, especially regarding international st@mls of fair trial and the right to liberty; and
the failure to respect international standardshendetention of prisoners. In all cases, the inter
Parliamentary Union had called for the releasdefrhembers of the Palestinian Legislative
Council. Ms. Clwyd then provided details of seVeecific cases under examination by the
Committee.

69. Bana Shoughry-Badarne Director of the Legal Department of the Public@nittee
against Torture in Israel, based in Jerusalem sieduner remarks on the long-term Israeli policy
that had allowed the use of torture by investigatord intelligence officers. Torture
underpinned and supported the occupation, shetedsand was intended to prevent
Palestinians from achieving self-determination.1899, certain methods of torture had been
banned, such as flogging, handcuffing of prisonawsering their heads with wet bags,
compelling them to sit in uncomfortable positions lbng periods, and depriving them of sleep.

70.  Ms. Shoughry-Badarne said that all methods of wicdehad been employed, despite a
total ban on torture enshrined in human rightstiesaand covenants to which Israel had acceded.
Violation of those standards was a serious maited,even a war crime. Moreover, the security
authorities in Israel had developed new and additiphysical and mental tortures while
implementing a policy of impunity. More than 208its to prisons by her organization,

including to minors, had borne witness to suchuterand ill-treatment. Additionally, the denial

of Palestinians’ right to legal counsel was notekeeption, but the rule. Ms. Shoughry-Badarne
then provided details of specific cases.

71. Saleh Hijazi, researcher at Human Rights Watch in Ramallahredghas personal
experiences with arrests and detentions in the Bask, from the arrest of his father to fellow
students at the university, pointing to the faett #rrests and detentions were ever-present
phenomena in the life of the Palestinians in theupeed Palestinian Territory.

72.  Mr. Hijazi highlighted the need for protection cdlBstinian non-violent activists. The
international community could make a direct an@@ff/e impact by supporting those
Palestinian individuals and communities, who-oftened by international and even Israel
activists—were defending their rights, he saide iftternational community could focus on
targeted arrests and detentions in communitiedveddn protests against home demolitions,
land confiscation and settlements. He providedrptas where such interventions would be
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helpful, noting that the evidence collected by éérand Palestinian human rights organizations,
and by international groups like Human Rights Wasttowed that in communities that were
taking an active role in protecting and promotihgit human rights, the Israeli military had
repeatedly arbitrarily detained leading advocabesibn-violent protests, including women and
children. It was very important that the internail community pay special attention to
arbitrary arrests and detentions in those comnasiti

73.  Human rights organizations would continue to docoinseich violations impartially and
try to raise their profile in the media and withv@oments, said Mr. Hijazi. In addition to
monitoring the situation and raising the mattepriaper forums, the representatives of the
international community could visit non-violent igdts and threatened communities to show
there was international support for those struggionprotect human rights in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory.

IV. Closing session

74.  Saviour F. Borg, Rapporteur of the Committee on the Exercise efitlalienable Rights
of the Palestinian People, introduced the conclydiatement by the organizers of the Meeting
(see annex 1).

75. Riyad Mansour, Permanent Observer of Palestine to the UnitecbNstspoke on behalf
of Palestine, thanking the organizers for tacktimgissue of Palestinian political prisoners and
noting that it was the first time in the 35-yeasthry of the Committee that a conference had
been organized exclusively around the issue obpéss. In every cell, in every corner of every
Israeli jail, a prisoner wanted to have his or$tery told, to regain their freedom and to
“internationalize” their experience so as to cdnmite to the building of the Palestinian society
and the Palestinian State.

76.  The Palestinian story was multifaceted, Mr. Manssaid. It was not only the story of
prisoners and the right of return, or of removihg settlements or the wall, or of putting an end
to the Gaza blockade; it was the story of a strigglattain the inalienable right to self-
determination and an independent State for its lpeiodive in freedom and dignity.

77.  Mr. Mansour implored the Meeting to trust the Ptatesn people who have been trying
hard to end the occupation, to study the lessomsvaliutionary changes sweeping across the
Middle East and to rally around the cause of Palest youth, helping the Palestinians put an
end to the divisions and to the occupation. Heesged appreciation to Indonesia for hosting
the Ministerial Conference of the Non-Aligned Moveamin May 2011, which had a special
segment on Palestinian political prisoners in Isja#s and detention centres.

78.  Mr. Mansour also said that the huge amount of mftion that was shared at the
Meeting on the issue of Palestinian political pnisis would be studied and followed up on,
including the decision by the Palestine Liberat@nganization, the Palestinian Authority and
civil and human rights institutions to request @eneral Assembly to seek an advisory opinion
from the International Court of Justice on the legjatus of Palestinian prisoners and detainees
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held by the occupying Power. The Committee woidd aontinue to press for the convening of
a conference, by Switzerland, of the High Contragfarties to the Geneva Conventions on the
application of its article 1. He concluded byisgythat the issue of Palestinian political
prisoners would from now on be discussed amongtier permanent status issues, including
Jerusalem, refugees, borders, settlements, walesesurity.

79. In closing remarksibdou Salam Diallg, in his capacity as Chair of the Committee,
stressed that the international community had twkter its responsibilities to ensure that Israel
ceased its grave violations of prisoners’ righisconcerted diplomatic action, supported by civil
society campaigns, was now needed to make thisgnappd the Committee was ready to
support this endeavour. As the Palestinian ledgeentered into final status negotiations with
Israel, the issue of prisoners would be an impomant of the overall package of agreements,
considered to be a seventh final status issue.Chadr also pointed out that the solution to the
Israeli-Palestinian conflict could be durable oifliy rested on a solid foundation of international
legitimacy.

80. In conclusion, the Chair assured the participamdas the Committee would continue to
work towards a negotiated settlement, and calledligoresent to participate in upcoming
meetings and conferences on the matter.
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Annex |

Concluding statement of the organizers

1. TheUnited Nations International Meeting on the Question of Palestinevas convened
by the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalien&hts of the Palestinian People, at the
United Nations Office at Vienna, on 7 and 8 Mar@i2. Participants in the Meeting included
internationally renowned experts, including Pateati and Israeli experts, representatives of
United Nations Member States and Observers, repiasees of the United Nations system and
other intergovernmental organizations, parliamesutay; representatives of civil society,
academic institutions and the media.

2. The objective of the Meeting was to raise awarepnésise plight of Palestinian political
prisoners and to strengthen the support of thenatenal community for a solution to this issue,
namely, their speedy release and reintegrationRiatestinian society. The Meeting looked into,
among other things, the current situation and dan of imprisonment of Palestinians in

Israeli prisons and detention facilities, includihg situation of women and minors. It discussed
legal aspects of the arrests and detentions o§f@bkns by Israel, the occupying Power, and
considered the issue of Palestinian political présse from the point of view of international
humanitarian law and in the context of the Isr&allestinian political process. Finally, the
Meeting discussed ways to strengthen the roleefuider international community, including
non-governmental actors, in the search for a swiut the plight of the Palestinian prisoners on
the basis of international law, including the Fau&eneva Convention.

3. The organizers and the participants expressed @ppan for the opening message by
Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon, delivered by Mr. Mek Gaylard, Deputy United Nations
Special Coordinator for the Middle East Peace F®emd United Nations Resident and
Humanitarian Coordinator for the Occupied Paleatinterritory. The organizers heard and
shared the assessment of Mr. Issa Qaraqe, Mif@sterisoners’ Affairs of the Palestinian
Authority, who noted in his keynote address thadeanternationalize the issue of Palestinian
political prisoners and to treat them as prisooémsar, when applicable.

4. The organizers noted with interest the Ministetiggestion to explore the possibility of
raising the legal issue of the status of Palestipilitical prisoners with the appropriate legal
bodies of the United Nations, including the Inte¢ior@al Court of Justice.

5. The organizers noted that this was the first tiee@ommittee had convened one of its
international meetings on the issue of Palestipwlitical prisoners in Israel. According to
recent Palestinian statistics, there are curresatige 6,000 Palestinians held in 22 prisons and
detention camps in Israel and in the West Bank,drtdese, 300 prisoners are under the age of
18. Also, among the prisoners are 37 women anuiddbers of the Palestinian Legislative
Council.
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6. The organizers emphasized that the securityna@gtiby Israel, the occupying Power,
was not a justification for routine violations otérnational humanitarian and human rights law.
The scope of arrests of Palestinian civilians dtimgtrary use of administrative detentions and the
transfer of prisoners to Israel demonstrated thaimprisonment of Palestinians opposing the
occupation was a policy of Israel, the occupying®0 aimed at intimidating and subjugating
the Palestinian population.

7. The participants noted with concern that theddtns of detention were often extremely
poor, and in some cases life-threatening. Theyesged concern at the fact that Israel continued
to practice torture and other forms of mistreatnaagginst Palestinian detainees who have been
protesting poor treatment, abuse of their dignitgt poor living conditions. In this context,
Palestinian prisoners have drawn attention to gpaive situation through hunger strikes since
Israel began its occupation in 1967, with the tastger strike as recent as January 2011. The
participants drew particular attention to the ditwraof the most vulnerable groups, Palestinian
women and minors in Israeli detention, as welloaghtysically and psychologically vulnerable
prisoners, who were reportedly subjected to migtneat and deprived of adequate health care.
The participants noted the devastating effect tértt@n upon Palestinian prisoners and their
families. They stressed the urgent need for rgrateon of former prisoners into society.

8. The organizers called upon Israel to guaraiitaeappropriate standards of detention
were maintained, that all detainees were brougtrtabwithout delay, and that minors’ and
prisoners’ visiting rights were guaranteed, in ftdmpliance with international treaties and
conventions, including the Convention on the Rigiitthe Child and the Convention against
Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Tneait or Punishment, to which Israel is a
State party. The organizers commended the consmtel valuable work of the International
Committee of the Red Cross aimed at alleviatingdigtemental consequences of the Israeli
treatment of Palestinian prisoners. The organieaited upon the World Health Organization to
visit Palestinian prisoners in Israeli jails andesition facilities and inspect their conditionsgdan
requested Israel to grant that access.

9. The organizers called upon Israel once agaialéase without any precondition
Palestinian prisoners arrested in relation to taeiivities opposing the occupation. The
participants also urged Israel to take immediagpssto clearly define “political offences” and
carry out with urgency the drafting and enactménhe necessary legal provisions to prevent
future arbitrary arrests of Palestinians in thepoed Palestinian Territory, as well as their
unlawful transfer to prisons inside Israel.

10.  The participants pointed out that the majasitdetainees were being held in violation of
the Fourth Geneva Convention in prisons outsida@iWest Bank and the Gaza Strip. In most
of the cases, prisoners were even denied accésgaioccounsel as well as family visitation

rights, contrary to international humanitarian dwanan rights laws. The organizers called upon
Israel to fully respect the rule of law in the treant of all prisoners. The participants also
expressed grave concern at the use by Israel girttotice of administrative detention, which is
in contravention of fundamental human rights. hiis tespect, the participants noted with grave
concern that Israel uses administrative detentrders in a highly arbitrary manner, holding
detainees without charge, trial or right of deferimé offering them the right to appeal their
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detention. The organizers joined the participantsalling upon Israel to adhere to international
law, impose restrictions on the use of administeatietention and meet minimum international
standards for due process, including by providirggdetainees with prompt and detailed
information as to the reason for their detentiod aith a meaningful opportunity to defend
themselves.

11.  The organizers commended the internationattsfto shed light on the issue of
Palestinian political prisoners, including the niregs held in Algeria in December 2010 and in
Morocco in January 2011. The organizers joineérimdtional calls for an immediate release of
political prisoners, including children and womangd for a proper international inspection of
their current condition, which should be a priofity the United Nations General Assembly, the
Security Council and human rights organs and tternational community.

12.  The organizers agreed with the assessmentrhgipants that the issue of Palestinian
prisoners had a major impact on both Palestiniaregoand the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. In
that context, the release of a substantial numbBalestinian prisoners, as well as the
immediate release of the imprisoned members oP#lestinian Legislative Council, would
constitute a positive step towards establishinfjnaate of mutual trust needed to resume the
permanent status negotiations. Political prisosbmild not be viewed as a bargaining chip in
peace negotiations.

13.  The organizers also pointed out that the Cotemhad on several occasions called for
the release of captured Israeli Staff Sergeantd@laalit and for humanitarian access to be
granted to him. The organizers urged an earhasgl®f a large number of Palestinian political
prisoners in Israeli prisons and other detentiailifees.

14. The organizers concurred with the view of mpasticipants that the issue of Palestinian
prisoners in Israeli detention could be detachethfthe peace negotiations, but peace could not
be complete without the release of all Palestipiasoners. It was noted that the continued
stalemate in the political process remained camissdrious concern. The organizers stressed
that the vast majority of United Nations Memben&a—and the Committee—considered all
settlement construction, including so-called “natgrowth”, to be illegal and should be halted
immediately. A complete and immediate cessatiosetifement activities in the Occupied
Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalems waperative and would contribute to the
success of the political process. The organidemssdressed that settlement construction
undermined trust between the two sides and obstiube prospects for the resumption of
Israeli-Palestinian permanent status negotiatidiige organizers expressed concern over the
worsening situation in and around East Jerusalemaiticular with regard to house demolitions,
land confiscation, residency rights revocations @egortations of Palestinian residents.

15. The organizers stressed that the root caube déraeli-Palestinian conflict was the
illegal Israeli occupation of the Palestinian tiemy, including East Jerusalem. They noted that
the occupation had to end without conditions, aith@ithe Palestinian people to establish an
independent State of Palestine, with East Jerusaseits capital and on the borders of 4 June
1967, thus realizing their inalienable right tofsidtermination. The organizers took note of the
statement of the Quartet principals, issued follmatheir meeting in the margins of the Munich
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Security Conference on 5 February 2011, which tespteéhe discontinuation of the moratorium
by Israel on settlement activity, reaffirmed “tlmgotiations should lead to an outcome that ends
the occupation that began in 1967 and resolvgseathanent status issues, in order to end the
conflict and achieve a two-state solution”, andemated “its support for concluding these
negotiations by September 2011”. The organizegedithe Quartet at their next meeting to take
bold and effective measures to expedite and comhet Israeli-Palestinian peace, based on the
well-known parameters for peace, by September 2011.

16.  The organizers also acknowledged and welcolmedetognition by a number of Latin
American countries of the State of Palestine basetthe 1967 lines and urged countries that had
not yet recognized the State of Palestine to dasssoon as possible.

17. The organizers were in agreement with the @pants on the importance of the role
played by the United Nations and the internati@mshmunity at large in raising awareness of
the question of Palestinian political prisonerssiraeli prisons and detention facilities and in
calling for an urgent solution to this issue. Timghlighted the need for and the obligation of
the international community to use all availablech@isms to ensure compliance with
international law. They stressed the importarg aflnon-governmental actors, including
parliamentarians and civil society, in mobilizimgernational support for the resolution of the
issue. In particular, the organizers urged allHigh Contracting Parties to the Fourth Geneva
Convention to fulfil their obligations in accordanwith common article 1, which requires the
High Contracting Parties to respect and to ensespact for the Convention in all circumstances,
and at the individual or collective level. In atoi, the High Contracting Parties are urged to
take all the appropriate steps for the convening fgh Contracting Parties Conference to
address this subject.

18. The organizers expressed appreciation to thtedJNations Office at Vienna for hosting
the Meeting and for the services provided to them.
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Mr. Ngozi Ukaeje, Minister Counsellor
Permanent Mission to the United Nations Office mrivia

Oman Mr. Abdullah bin Taher Ba’Omar, Counsellor
Embassy in Vienna

Pakistan H.E. Mr. Khurshid Anwar, Permanent Repnéative
Mr. Asif Hussain Memon, First Secretary
Permanent Mission to the United Nations Offic¥ignna

Panama Ms. Deborah Siraze Garcia, Third Secretary
Permanent Mission to the United Nations Office mrvia

Philippines H.E. Ms. Lourdes O. Yparraguirre, Heé Delegation,
Permanent Representative to the United Nationc©#t Vienna
Mr. Charlie P. Manangan, Minister
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Ms. Maria Elena P. Algabre, Minister
Permanent Mission to the United Nations Office mrvia

Qatar H.E. Mr. Ali al-Mansouri, Ambassador
Permanent Mission to the United Nations Office etrivia

San Marino H.E. Ms. Elena Molaroni, Ambassadernfanent Representative
to the United Nations Office at Vienna
Permanent Mission to the United Nations Offit&/ienna

Saudi Arabia H.H. Prince Mansour al Saud, Ambdmisa
Mr. Usama Suleiman, Researcher
Embassy in Vienna

Sri Lanka Mr. Srimal Wickremashinghi, Deputy Ctoé Mission
Permanent Mission to the United Nations Office mrivia

Syrian Arab Republic H.E. Bassam Sabbagh, Ambassad
Mr. Wael al-Khalil, Attaché
Embassy in Vienna

Thailand Mr. Paradorn Rangsimaporn, First Seryeta
Permanent Mission to the United Nations Office mrvia

Tunisia Mr. Sabri Chaabani, Counsellor, Chardé#aires
Permanent Mission to the United Nations Office mrvia

Turkey Mr. Sedat Onal, Deputy Director Geneaalthe Middle East
Turkish Ministry of Foreign Affairs

United Arab Emirates H.E. Mr. Mohammed Omran ad8hki, Ambassador
Mr. Ayad al Yasiri, Adviser
Permanent Mission to the United Nations Office mrivia

Venezuela H.E. Dr. Ali Uzcéategui Duque, Permamepresentative to the
(Bolivarian Republic of) United Nations Office atévina

Mr. Rodrigo Yénez Pilgrim, First Secretary

Ms. Crosby Plaza Hernandez, Third Secretary

Permanent Mission to the United Nations Office mrvia

Viet Nam H.E. Mr. Ba Son Nguyen, Ambassador
Permanent Mission to the United Nations Office mrvia
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Entities having received a standing invitation to prticipate as observers in the sessions
and the work of the General Assembly and maintainig permanent offices
at United Nations Headquarters

Palestine H.E. Mr. Issa Qarage, Minister for &rexs’ Affairs
Mr. Alaa A.N. Abudaqqga, Coordinating Officermister’'s Bureau
Mr. Saleh T. M. Nazzal
Mr. Adimonem A. M. Abdelrazik
Mr. Yasser I. | Amouri
Mr. Alaa A. N. Abudagga
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Palestinian Authority

Intergovernmental organizations

League of Arab States H.E. Dr. Mikhail Wehbe, Heathe Mission

Permanent Observer Office to the United Nationsc®ft Vienna
Organization of the Dr. Shaher Awawdeh, Paledbask Officer
Islamic Conference General Secretariat, Jeddaldi @aabia

Other entities having received a standing invitatia to participate as observers
in the sessions and the work of the General Assenyldind maintaining
Permanent offices at United Nations Headquarters

Inter-Parliamentary Union  The Honorable Ann Clwipdesident of the Committee on
Middle East Questions
Ms. Ingeborg Schwarz, Head of the Human Rightgramme
and Secretary of the Committee on the Humaht®Rigf
Parliamentarians

Parliamentary Assembly H.E. Mr. Sergio Piazzi,ri8ery-General
of the Mediterranean

United Nations organs, agencies and bodies

United Nations Environment Mr. Harald Egerer, Hea®ffice
Programme Mr. Matthias Jurek, Consultant
Vienna
Office of the United Nations Mr. Sabine Okonkwon®e Liaison Assistant
High Commissioner Ms. Julia Sophie Bartl, Intern

for Refugees Vienna



Office of the United Nations Special

Coordinator for the Middle East Peace

Process
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Mr. Maxwela@ard, Deputy United Nations
Special Gioator for the Middle East Peace
Process and United Nations Resident and
Humanitarian Coordinator for the Occupied
Palestinian Territory
Mr. Samer Abu Jobara, Political Affairs Officer
Ms. Arzu Hatakoy, Special Assistant to Mr. Gaylard
Jerusalem

Civil society organizations

Adalah: The Legal Center for
Arab Minority Rights in Israel

Arab Organization for Human Rights —

Vienna

Arabische Organisation
fur Menschenrechte in Osterreich

Mandela Institute for Human Rights
and Political Prisoners
Migratory Letters Campaign

Olof Palme International Foundation

The Organization of Petroleum
Exporting Countries Fund for
International Development

Palestinian Housing Council

The Palestinian Return Centre

Palestinian Community in Austria

Ms. Abeer Baker, Sehawyer
Haifa

Mr. Hassarukt President
Mr. Husnieh Awad, Vice President
Vienna

Mr. Dhia Aldin Shamagh8ftfihrer
Ms. Christinensira
Vienna

Ms. Buthainadtar Abed Dogmag, General Manager
Ramallah

Mr. Mohammed S. M.ifagt, Campaign Coordinator
Mr. Ghazi M. S. Murtaja, External Relations Cdioator
Gaza

Mrs. Anna BdleePuig, President
Barcelona, Spain

Dr. Fatimah Zwanikkaeformation Officer,
Department of Infotioa

Mr. Omar Moh'd RawhnhHaon, General Manager
Al-Bireh

Mr. Nasim Ahmed, &dResearcher
Mr. Ghassan Faour, Member of the Board of Trustees
London

Mr. Munther Meraresident
Vienna
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Palestinians without Frontiers Mr. Salim M. M. Almoon
Mr. Samir M. A. Ayyad, Coordinator of Europe Q@i

Portuguese Movement for the Rights Mr. Silas Cdargu&ecretary for International
of the Palestinian People and Relations
Peace in the Middle East Lisbon

Progressive Party of the Working People  Ms. Stidatopsidiotou, Member of the
Central Committee, International Affairs Bureau

Nicosia
Media

Rense Radio Ms. Kawther Salam, reporter and phajpgr
Vienna

Hard News Ms. Hehru Asif, Hasuain, reporter

Vienna
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