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Executive summary

The International Meeting on the Question of Jalers was jointly organized by the
United Nations Committee on the Exercise of thdiémable Rights of the Palestinian People,
the Government of the Republic of Turkey and thga@ization for Islamic Cooperation (OIC).
It aimed at raising awareness of the question misdem and at discussing strengthened
international support for a just and lasting salati During the deliberations and plenary
interventions, the participants expressed great@mnabout Israel’s attempts to “judaize”
Jerusalem, underscored the on-going deteriorafitimlecsocio-economic situation and also
called for a greater involvement of the Internatio@ommunity to hold Israel accountable and

prevent Jerusalem’s separation from the peace ggoce

While affirming Jerusalem’s unique character amcted role for the three monotheistic
religions, the Meeting experts focused on spedtsfiaeli practices that could be considered
“ethnic cleansing”. They also pointed to recetgrapts to disrespect Al-Agsa Mosque, as well
as other religious sites, which became an objentilifary activities and recurrent provocations.
Besides, they flagged Israel’s development of fal@atives and usurpation of identity to justify

land appropriation.

Experts stated that Jerusalem was a badly danwitygdeventy-seven per cent of non-
Jewish households were poor) with clear intentfoos various Israeli authorities to restrict
Palestinian growth and development through theicoad building of settlements, the

construction of the Separation Wall and the exmanef a very complex ad harsh system of



closures. Other tools of the Israeli settlemeticggnational parks, archaeology, etc.)

contributed to the economic asphyxiation of Jerrsal

Disastrous health and education sectors contdisten obliteration of the Palestinian
identity, compounded by an Israeli strategy of Ridestinization” including separating
Jerusalem from the rest of the Occupied Palestih@ntory, freezing land registration,
revoking residency status, constructing settlemantsbuilding roads to serve exclusively Israeli

settlers.

Several experts highlighted that Jerusalem’s exabucharacter could catalyse the
promotion of peace in the Middle East but noted krael’s intransigence and impunity were
preventing it. They urged the International Comityuto undertake increased efforts in multi-
track diplomacy, including civil society actors,dato strengthen its presence in Jerusalem in

order to break thstatus quo and establish accountability for Israel.

All experts agreed that Jerusalem was an intggualof the peace negotiations and that
the ultimate goal was a Palestinian State with Easisalem as its capital. Donors and
international agencies were called upon to plarEfst Jerusalem as such and to urgently find
ways to support Palestinian entrepreneurship irtitlye Finally, it was noted that if the
occupation was made costly for Israel (includingedtment from projects benefitting the
occupation), its leaders may return in good faitfuture negotiations, whose format should be

reviewed and re-structured to ensure balancediposit



I. Introduction

1. The International Meeting on the Question of Jdamavas held in Ankara on 12 and 13
May 2014, under the joint auspices of the Turkisiv&nment, the Organization of Islamic
Cooperation and the Committee on the Exerciseefrthlienable Rights of the Palestinian
People (the Committee) and in accordance with theigions of General Assembly resolutions
68/12 and 68/13. The theme was “Strengtheningnatenal support for a just and lasting

solution of the question of Jerusalem”.

2. The Government of Turkey was represented at theiMgby its Foreign Minister
Ahmet Davutg@lu and other Government officials. The OIC delegatvas led by its Secretary-
General lyad bin Amin Madani. The Committee wagesented by a delegation comprising
Abdou Salam Diallo (Senegal), Chair of the Comreit@&ahir Tanin (Afghanistan), Vice-Chair;
Desra Percaya (Indonesia), Vice-Chair; Wilfried EmaviNamibia), Vice-Chair; Christopher

Grima (Malta), Rapporteur; and Riyad Mansour (Stdtealestine).

3. The Meeting consisted of an opening session, thiexeary sessions and a closing
session. The themes of the plenary sessions W&he status of Jeruslem in international law”;
“The current situation in Jerusalem”; and “The rofehe International Community in promoting

a just solution”.



4, Presentations were made by 13 experts. The Meetsattended by 70 Member States,
the State of Palestine, the Holy See, four intéonat governmental organizations, 23 local and

international civil society organizations, and thkgnited Nations entities.

5. The summary of the Chair on the outcomes of thetidgé¢see annex ) was published
soon after its conclusion and is available fromwiedsite of the Division for Palestinian Rights

of the Secretariat, as are the full papers of #pegs who provided a copy for distributidn.

II. Opening session

6. Ahmet Davutoglu, Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Republic otikey, delivered a
statement. He said that Jerusalem was a greawvb#ye history coincided with metaphysics and
that those who did not understand Jerusalem woakent a place of destruction. Jerusalem
was a symbol of humanity and a token of variouppets and sultans. All had united in
Jerusalem as great leaders of humanity. Althoegh as prophets of different religions, they

were also seen as shared tradition.

7. The Minister added that Jerusalem was not justiigad issue and that its protection and
safeguard was something owed to the human consgcigbetting rid of such inheritance would
not just be acting against the people of Palestineagainst the history of humanity. Also,

Jerusalem should not be seen as an area of cpbflictather as an area of peace, representing
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the humanitarian conscience as a whole. Thereawasponsibility to protect that conscience

and to convey that message to future generations.

8. Referring to the construction of the Separation|\Wed Minister added that no issue
could be an excuse or apology to make Jerusalepaate place from humanitarian
conscience. He went on to say that there was ed ttebecome politicians, diplomats or
experts on the issue, but just to be human. Itimasrtant to fulfil an ethical responsibility and

to act against restrictions on worshippers’ actegd-Agsa Mosque.

9. The Minister described Jerusalem as an importdtiraliinheritance, emphasizing that
it could not be reduced to a single religion ométhy. Jerusalem under the dominance of

Muslims had been open to all faiths and religiolmsthis regard, unilateral decisions would be
“dynamite” in the Middle East peace process, hamtkateral actions with regard to Jerusalem

had to be rejected.

10.  According to international law, Jerusalem was gttely under occupation, and those
living within the city had been suffering since 894There was now a need to show solidarity
with the Palestinians, protecting justice and laMe Minister said that the United Nations
should play a more active role, reminding partinigaof the establishment in 1948 of a United
Nations Conciliation Commission for Palestine, whitad three members: France, Turkey and
the United States. It would be important to regovate this Commission, and to have other fora

take up the issue of Jerusalem, as the curremttisiturepresented a serious threat to



international peace and security. He called foammual meeting on Jerusalem and said that

Turkey would always be supportive of OIC and Uniiations initiatives on Palestine.

11. The Secretary-General of the Olgad bin Amin Madani, reiterated the OIC’s firm
position that Jerusalem formed an integral pathefPalestinian territory occupied since 1967
by Israel. He similarly renewed the OIC’s commitrht® the defence of the Palestinian people
along with its support for international effortsdnd the Israeli occupation and ensure the city’s
return to Palestinian sovereignty, as the capftdi® Palestinian State. The Secretary-General

put a particular emphasis on the United Nationspomsibility for the Palestinian cause.

12. The OIC had been following with deep concern Isnaglicies and their various
undertakings designed to alter the city’s geogm@phd demographic character, obliterating its
Arab identity, religious and historical status. eTdontinued construction and expansion of
Israeli settlements, both within and around Jeemathe recurrent aggressions on the city’s
Islamic and Christian sanctuaries; the confiscasiot demolition of properties, including
people’s forced eviction; the attempts to imposadk sovereignty on the Al-Agsa Mosque
through unjust and illegitimate laws; all were s&igose a threat to security and stability in the

whole region.

13. It was a duty to face up to Israel’s “apartheidfigies, expressing loud and clear views
that in this world today, there was no more roonoterance for “apartheid” States. It was now

a critical political juncture, concretized by tmegasse reached in the peace negotiations with the



end of the nine-month period after Israel, the pgawg Power, shut down all the doors to any

possible progress towards a just and comprehepsiitecal settlement.

14.  The immensity of Israeli violations of internatiofeav commanded a different brand of
international intervention. It was not acceptahig Israel continued to conduct itself as if it
were a State above the law. It was therefore @mnational responsibility for all States and
institutions to deal with these violations on tlasis that they formed a threat to international

peace and security.

15. Palestine’s access to the United Nations as a nemidér Observer State should form an
appropriate foundation on which to build in favadiimoving towards the achievement of a two-
State solution, and in support of the continuedrimational efforts to invigorate the peace
process. However, Palestinians needed the efibtte international community to accompany
them with the peace process and permanently engbliteeal division. In conclusion,
Secretary-General Madani called for an annual mgetn the question of Jerusalem, and agreed

to co-sponsor and co-host any future meetings givemmportance of the issue.

16. A message was delivered on behalf of $leeretary-General of the United Nationy

his representative at the Meetiipbert Serry, Special Coordinator for the Middle East Peace
Process. In his message, the Secretary-Generl tiwdt the Meeting was taking place two
weeks after the deadline for United States-brokeakd between Israel and Palestine to reach a

comprehensive agreement.
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17.  The current political stalemate posed great riskihé prospects of a two-State solution
and continued inaction could result in further atslity. The Secretary-General warned that the
parties should realize that not making a choidawour of peace and co-existence within the
two-State framework was the most detrimental chofcal. He called upon them to refrain

from unilateral steps that aggravated the situaioh diminished the prospects for a resumption

of the talks.

18. The Secretary-General said that settlements iniést Bank, including East Jerusalem,
were illegal under international law and constitliéesignificant obstacle to achieving peace. He
also pointed out that demolishing Palestinian hbaolkis and other property was a contradiction
of Israel’s obligation to protect civilians livingnder its occupation. At the same time,
continuing violence and attacks against civiliansluding rocket fire from the Gaza Strip into
Israel, were deemed unacceptable. He noted wathegroncern the humanitarian situation in
Gaza, and while acknowledging the generous plefigeedGovernment of Turkey for US$ 1.5
million to address shortages of key medicines, dithe complete opening of all crossings into

the Strip.

19. The question of Jerusalem was perhaps the mosivdvof the core issues, and the
Secretary-General was particularly troubled by ntimgrntensions around the city and access to
its holy sites. He stated that Jerusalem insgaghd and longing for Muslims, Jews and
Christians and must be open and accessible t@ally through a negotiated solution can

Jerusalem emerge as a capital of two States, wialhgement for the holy sites acceptable to all.
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20. Meanwhile, all parties should refrain from attemgotestablish facts on the ground that
altered the character of the Old City, or to allmwvocations. The time was now opportune for
the parties, with the support of the Internatiddammunity and the United Nations, to take
action to realize their commitment to a two-Statkigon, to end the occupation and conflict, in

pursuit of lasting peace and security for bothdbsaand Palestinians.

21.  The Chair of the Committedbdou Salam Diallg, conveyed sincere appreciation and
gratitude to the Government of Turkey and the @dCtheir support and for co-organizing the

Meeting with the Committee.

22.  The Chair noted that 2014 was the International bé&olidarity with the Palestinian
People, aimed at raising awareness of the maiessand obstacles to a meaningful continuation
of the peace process. He strongly reaffirmedtti@Committee was firmly wedded to a two-
State solution and was very grateful for the pramlig diplomatic engagement by United States

Secretary of State John Kerry.

23.  All parties to the conflict had been called uporatb responsibly and create an
appropriate climate for negotiations, to resol\diaal status issues and bring an end to the
Israeli occupation comprising of a total Israeltivdrawal from the territory occupied since

1967, including East Jerusalem.

24.  Despite the International Community’s calls on é$ita stop settlement activity, their

expansion continued at an alarming rate in the \Bask, including East Jerusalem,
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accompanied by the demolition of Palestinian hoamgsthe expropriation of Palestinian land, in
violation of Articles 49 and 53 of the Fourth Geag&vonvention. Any measure designed to
expand or consolidate settlements was illegakolmclusion, the Chair of the Committee stated
that as Member States of the United Nations, it wgmortant to remember the collective
responsibility over Jerusalem, given the successieeral Assembly and Security Council

resolutions dealing with this issue.

25.  TheMinister for Waqgf and Religious Affairs represengithe State of Palestine,
Mahmoud Al-Habbash, expressed deep gratitude to the Government dfejuas well as the
United Nations and OIC, for organizing the Meetai@ time when the Palestinian people

everywhere were remembering the pain felt sincéNadba” in 1948.

26. The Minister, looking back at history, said thatusalem was established by the
Palestinians some 5,000 years ago, as the “CiBeate”. Since that time to date, many peoples
and States had passed through Jerusalem, whidheleadoccupied by many armies. However,

what remained unchanged, was the presence of tastirans, both Muslim and Christian.

27.  Without Jerusalem, Palestinians would lose theitony and the reason for their
existence. Jerusalem was an integral part ofdligious heritage of Palestinians, whatever their
religious conviction. The city represented theispi all Palestinians, a soul that gave them life
and energy to go on living. Without it, the Mimstaid Palestinians would be dead, stating that

a Palestinian State without Jerusalem would bead deuntry.
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28. Recalling the fall of Jerusalem to Israel in 19%i& Minister said the city had lived in
sadness and suffering ever since. Palestiniadsrirsalem and surrounding areas suffered daily
repression and aggression; however that wouldeaat them to abandon the city or stop them
from staying. According to international law, Jealem was occupied territory until it became
free again and was restored to the Palestinianl@eity only ones that had held sovereignty
over the city under the United Nations General Agsg resolution 67/19 of 29 November

2012.

29. Peace would not happen without Jerusalem as th&lkafpthe State of Palestine. Many
painful concessions had been made for the sakeawfep but in exchange, Israel persisted in
denying the existence of the Palestinian peoplee World must realize that in order to protect
peace, war must be prevented, and the reasonafanust be eliminated. The world must

urgently compensate the Palestinian people fahalpain they underwent.

30. The United Nations and the International Commumityst now provide practical support
to the Arab Peace Initiative, based on a two-Staketion which may become unmanageable or
impractical in the future. The Minister added tRatestinians were not fighting Judaism,
emphasizing that the real problem was not oneligfioa, but one of occupation. Jerusalem was

a city of peace for the whole of mankind and mudtremain under occupation, he concluded.

31. TheMinister for Jerusalem Affairs of the State of Rélee,Adnan Al-Husseini,
delivered a keynote address. He said Jerusalera bpdcial character, and was referred to with

love and passion, two characteristics lacking tdddfis “modern hostage city”. In 1967, the
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Israeli army raised the Israeli flag on the tophaf Al-Agsa Mosque, sending the message that it
“belonged” to them. Fortunately, the message veasateived, and the Arab World strongly

insisted that the flag be removed despite Isragttory on that day.

32.  According to the Minister, since 1993, negotiatibiasl been a waste of time and served
Israel’s expansion policy. It was a territorialrwdalestinians far from Jerusalem had been
deprived of the right to enter the city, and theael been collective and individual expulsion of

Palestinians, up to 600,000 families since 196¢pimravention of international law.

33.  Colonization was happening, and Israeli settledsdmane out, threatened and expelled
Palestinians, Muslims and Christians. They wese Hireatening the demographic nature of
Jerusalem in order to create their own space imdhecity. Some 50,000 Palestinian homes
were under threat of destruction under the pretettthey “did not comply with the law”. The
International Community, particularly the Unitedtias under Chapter VII, must act to stop
that destructive process and find a binding safutibhe Minister called for international
intervention, with pressure placed on Israel, iooadance with international standards,

emphasizing that there was a solution to the proble

34. He went on to say that Palestinians living in Jalers had no civil rights. If they would
leave for seven years to another country they woatdchave the right to come back, whereas
Israelis could travel anywhere for as long as thagpted without any repercussions on their

residency status. Such practice referred to asAbsentee Property Law” threatened
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Palestinian existence in Jerusalem. It was measppropriate the properties of people that are

notin situ. Such laws should be revised.

35. The destruction of Jerusalem’s component partsceasnuing on a daily basis,

changing the nature of the city, despite the fiaat the United Nations Educational, Scientific
and Cultural Organization (UNESCO) consideredadity of cultural heritage under threat. The
Minister called on UNESCO to play its role, disretjag external factors, and stated that if

Israel really wanted peace it would not be ampuggtine city of Jerusalem, it would not
transform Palestine into an “archipelago”. He doded by thanking the European Union for its
approach regarding products made in Israeli se¢itesnand said that the city of Jerusalem would

continue to fight until peace was achieved.

36.  The Director of the Hashemite Fund for the Restonadf Al-Agsa Mosque and the
Dome of the RocKWasfi Kailani, delivered a message on behalPohce Ghazi bin
Muhammad of Jordan, the King's Advisor for Religious and Cultural Affs. The Prince said
the inalienable rights of the Palestinians had bearginalized and violated by the Israeli
occupation on a constant basis, as shown in nureéjaited Nations resolutions. It was
important to realize that Israel’'s aggression vissithose rights were part of a greater move to
prevent the establishment of a Palestinian Statekaap the status quo. Israel’s actions in

Jerusalem were aimed at creating a Jewish realitje eroding the Palestinian way of life.

37. Jordan, as the custodian of the Holy Places irsdém, was playing an important role.
True problems, including the “judaization” of Jealesn’s heritage, the destruction of homes, the

violence of fanatical Israeli groups and the Sejpama/Vall, must be properly pinpointed to
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support Palestinian rights as expressed by Kinguh&ll Il of Jordan at the United Nations

General Assembly in 2012.

38. At arecent conference held in Amman, and entifléte Road to Jerusalem”,
participants invited the European Union and thetéthNations to look carefully at the
“judaization” aspects and avoid the developmerdrafneous versions of history. The Prince
went on to say that the veto of the United Statas @ne of the main obstacles to peace and
encouraged Israel to flout United Nations resohgioHe finally expressed Jordan’s intention to

appeal to the Security Council so that it coul@ lip to its responsibilities.

[ll. Plenary sessions
A. Plenary session |

The status of Jerusalem in international law

39. The speakers in Plenary Session | addressed tobeviio) sub-themes: (a) “International
regime for Jerusalem and United Nations’ effortgriplement it”; (b) “The Holy Places”; and
(c) “United Nations resolutions on Jerusalem”. Bhesion was chaired by the Assistant

Secretary-General for Al-Quds and Palestine ofal@, Samir Bakr.

40. The Chairman of the Palestinian Academic Societylfe Study of International Affairs,
Mahdi F. Abdul Hadi, expressed concern about the “tsunami colonizatiod never ending
“‘judaization” of Jerusalem. Looking at the biggecture, there was a division, segmentation,

annexation and “Israelization” of the West Bank ethihad been turned into an aggregate of
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cantons, with only 17 per cent of the land devateHalestinians. What could be done to
overcome these cantons and allow the functionindegfbreaking the Separation Wall and the

isolation?

41. It was not enough to just say this was Israel'sigoiThe question was whether United
Nations Security Council resolution 242 and GenAssembly Resolution 181 would be
implemented as till today neither of them was rexoed by Israel. The United Nations should
revisit its resolutions and its position on the sfien of Jerusalem, and not to just deal wigh
facto realities. The land and society were fragmentetithere should be a way to stop Israel
from dividing Jerusalem. Another serious issue thiasmyth of the “holy basin” allegedly
located in the East Jerusalem neighborhood of &ilwext to the Old City. Israel started to
refer to it during the 2000 Camp David Summit, hegrehere was no such thing; the notion

was a simple creation of Israel.

42.  Currently, there were four major components shaghegyuestion of Jerusalem. The

United Nations - with more than 25 organizationd agencies that were functioning under

Israeli realpolitik instead of international lawhis situation was weakening the United Nations’

position and ability to act on the ground. Musamd Arab organizations - they were very vocal

on many fronts but lacked clear strategies anddinated response towards the Palestinian

people._The Palestine Liberation Organization (PLDe sole legitimate representative of the

Palestinians since 1974 which since Oslo actedpastaer with no functions. Most major

Palestinian institutions were absent from Jerusalewas time for the PLO to have a
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continuous, visible and legitimate presence incihewith international community support.

Palestinian civil society — which was crushed by ¢hlture of fear and division of Israel.

43.  Mr. Abdul Hadi concluded stating that political iwtas needed to change Israeli policies
and practices aimed at fragmenting and dividing$talian society. Israel enjoyed control and
power; it was time to make it apply binding Unitedtions resolutions. Lastly, he suggested
that the international community should establi€foanmissioner for Jerusalem and that the

League of Arab States should do the same.

44.  The former Apostolic Delegate for Jerusalem an@é$ade Archbishop Antonio

Franco, said that the question of Jerusalem had alwags bethe centre of the Holy See’s
concerns and was one of its most important inteynalk priorities. The reason was obvious as
Jerusalem was the holy city of the three monotieaistigions and so had a unique value not

only for the region but also for the entire worg, it enshrined their most important holy sites.

45.  Another basic reality was that two peoples clairttecity as their own and wanted it as
their capital. That second aspect was of a moliegab nature, although it had many and
delicate moral aspects. The Holy See, while asgeno competence in strictly political matters,
like territorial disputes between nations, affirmexdright and duty to remind the parties of the
obligation to resolve controversies peacefullya@cordance with the principle of justice and

equity within the international legal framework.
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46.  With regard to the religious dimension of Jerusaldra Holy See always had a specific
direct interest. The Popes had always calledifermptrotection of the identity of Jerusalem and
consistently drawn attention to the need for irdional commitment to protect the city’s unique
and sacred character. The Holy See wished toqmeefige uniqueness of Jerusalem’s most
sacred parts, the holy places, so that in theduneither of the parties to the conflict could
claim them exclusively for themselves because thene part of the world patrimony. For the
Holy See, holy places were not museums or monunfentsurists, but places where believers
lived with their culture and charitable institutsgramong others, and had to be safeguarded in

their sacredness in perpetuity.

47.  To safeguard Jerusalem’s religious and human dimesisrom every political
contingency, the Archbishop claimed that only ac&destatute, internationally guaranteed, could
ensure the historical, material and religious ctigraof the holy places, as well as free access to
them for residents and pilgrims alike, whether laradrom other parts of the world. The United
Nations could be the international guarantor ohsaispecial statute. The Archbishop pointed
out that there would be no lasting peace in Jeeusaintil all concerned parties learned to
acknowledge and respect its unique identity angioms He finally stated that during his
forthcoming official trip to the region, Pope Frawould visit Jerusalem with a message of
hope, and he would support and encourage curremtseto bring about peace and

reconciliation.

48. The Qadi and Grand Mufti of Jerusale®meikh Muhammad Ahmad Hussein said that

Jerusalem in particular and Palestine in generalamassue that concerned the Arab and Islamic
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world as well as the whole world. Jerusalem wapexial place, a holy city which hosted the

third most important mosque in the world and repnésd an important pilgrimage location.

49. The city had been subjected to many Israeli attackkattempts to “judaize” its
character. Since the first days of the 1967 wadrtae occupation of the Palestinian territory,
including Jerusalem, Israel had been demolishimgd@stroying many aspects of the city,

particularly the Moroccan quarter in the Old Citdaall access to the Al-Agsa Mosque.

50. Israelis were trying to marginalize Palestiniand atamp out their identity through a
policy of fait accompli and a large apparatus of measures. For insthegestirrounded the Al-
Agsa Mosque with settlements and attempted toigeif the Palestinian population of the Old
City. The Israeli authorities were also undertgkaxcavation work, digging tunnels under and
around the Mosque. The Mufti talked about 60 eatiawns sites in the surroundings of the

Haram Al-Sharif/Mosque esplanade.

51. The Mufti went on to say that Israeli incursiontithe Haram Al-Sharif were frequent,
35 through the past month, and included attempts fsraeli politicians such as Knesset
Member and Deputy Speaker Moshe Feiglin and Iskiglister of Tourism Uzi Landau.
Furthermore, Israeli settlers tried to annul tHegi®us status of the Al-Agsa Mosque, which
belonged to Jordan, the present Trustee for thg Plalces, and wished to replace it with an
Israeli Trustee. They also recently attacked terdjan of the Al-Agsa Mosque as well as

worshipers who came to pray inside the Mosque.
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52. The demolition of houses was described as anotbar aspect of how Palestinians were
being prevented from preserving their land and rgaggathe buildings in these areas. Israelis
were reducing Palestinian citizenship to a resigestatus in Jerusalem, effectively confiscating
their identity. Lastly, Palestinians were not pied from Israeli attacks which even affected
Muslim cemetaries. In conclusion, the Mufti callgabn all Islamic and Arab countries, as well
as all Member States of the United Nations, togmoderusalem and its heritage on a political,

religious and historical level.

53.  Wasfi Kailani, the Director of the Hashemite Fund for the reston of the Al-Agsa
Mosque and Dome of the Rock talked about the lsigahtion and gave specific examples of
Israeli violations aimed at changing the statusiquierusalem, Haram Al-Sharif and its

surroundings.

54. He said that the legal situation of Jerusalem Wwasdf an occupied city, with all
resolutions and decisions well-known and well-doeatad. Concerning the situation of the
holy sites and their surroundings, the city wasesufg a “judaization” process, evacuation,
expulsion, cantonization and division of specife@@ghbourhoods as well as an attempt to divide
the Al-Agsa Mosque itself. Speaking of house détools, during the first five months of 2014,
about 234 houses had been demolished. A numbezdbll be added to the 14,000 demolitions
that took place since 1967. There were aroundd®@00nhabitants in Jerusalem with about
300,000 Arab Jerusalemites. However, between 2668010 the building of the Separation
Wall forced 100,000 people to exile and left anott@0,000 people with the choice to stay

inside or outside the city.
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55. 50,000 settlement units had been built since thieréauind of negotiation which begun on
29 July 2013, including 119 around the Al-Agsa Masgapart from the Jewish quarter of the
Old City. On aregular basis, the Al-Agsa Mosqueswaided by Israeli soldiers, banning
worshipers to access the Mosque, sometimes proyakashes. The Al-Agsa Mosque was the

most targeted place in Jerusalem today.

56. The Mosque was crucial and so sensitive not ontabse it was one of the three holiest
sites in Islam but also because all Waqf propewiere connected to it: 101 mosques, 42 Waqgf
schools and about 100 churches. There were al¥dasfd families, including 3,000 properties
which nowadays were threatened and could be catéiddy the Israeli authorities. Looking at
the OId City the Israeli municipality has develogedetwork of “public parks” in East
Jerusalem to acquire more land. Sometimes theyrefsrred to the Haram Al-Sharif as a public

park, and not as a holy site.

57.  The official definition of Haram Al-Sharif, as slear with the United Nations, was 144
dunums and 111 square meters above the groundOasheh&ms below the ground including 42
wells and cisterns. The Israeli definition menelgluded the two shrines, considering them as
the only structures that were built by Muslims.e®urrounding of the shrines was seen as
remains of the Temple, indicating a risky and falewish narrative. Some other threats on the
Al-Agsa Mosque were the tunnels built around itrae past 60 years. It was pretty certain
that some of them penetrated the walls of the MesdAs of today nobody had surveillance or

could know where these tunnels ended.
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58. The Moroccan Quarter of the old city used to hdwauafour schools and about three
mosques, as well as prestigious families who liveste. It was completely destroyed during the
1967 war, however the demolition of what remaineiisogateway began in 2004. Going back
to pre-1967 days and the status of the Western, Walled to be three metres wide by 22 metres
long. Yet it was now some 90 metres by 100 métmeg, and had been expanded day after day.
There had been a legal case from 1929 to 1933éBtitish Commission, which had concluded

that the Western Wall area was owned by and arpansted part of the Al-Agsa Mosque.

59.  On the threat of dividing the Al-Agsa Mosque it veagted that Knesset Members and
rabbis were frequently encouraging Israeli extréstis break into the Mosque and try to pray,
altering the status of the holy sites. School c@gms were also developed and implemented to
promote a Jewish only narrative on the Haram Alrblaad normalize that one day the Al-Agsa
Mosque would be demolished and the Temple re-b@Hh.1 January 2012 the Israeli
Government allowed Israeli soldiers to tour the jlas Since that time 60 to 100 soldiers enter
the compound on a regular basis with their weapowlsin a very provocative manner. As well,
Israeli soldiers were also now locking Muslim wapshts inside the Mosque while allowing

Jewish extremists to visit the Haram Al-Sharif.

60. There was a clear Israeli fantasy to erase the ddadMosque and build the Temple and
advance the “judaization” of the Old City throudjie ttconversion of mosques into synagogues,
the removal of Ottoman ceramics as well as othabi&rsymbols, the confiscation and

conversion of Muslim graves into Jewish gravesurChes were also the target of regular
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attacks. Mr. Kailani concluded by stating thatdhaevere just some of the realities, and that there

was no example in different parts of the world dfatvJerusalem was really suffering.

61. The Former and first Ambassador of Turkey to treteSof Palestineyakir Ozkan
Torunlar, lived in Jerusalem for almost four years and agged almost all of the illegal aspects
of the occupation. Despite tens of resolutiongéetb by the international community,
occupation still continued with all the dark staorsthe daily life of Palestinians, Christians and

Muslims, living in the city of Jerusalem.

62. Checkpoints, house demolitions, prevention of Rales politicians to exercise their
duties, seizure of properties of Jerusalemitesdoytalecisions based on fake documents, arrest
and detention of representatives of the Palestibéislative Council (PLC), “price tag” attacks
on holy places, razing down cemeteries and defaoimdpstones, limitation of the very human
needs of Jerusalemites including the number of &mias, not allowing new classrooms for
Palestinian children and imposing Israeli curricalun Palestinian schools; those were only few
of the daily harassment displayed by Israeli autiesrin the eyes of the international

community and its diplomatic representatives wigmreed almost everything back to their

capitals.

63.  Mr. Torunlar pointed out the Separation Wall whveas illegally erected and which
divided Jerusalem, setting apart families. He alagled out the prevention of the activities of
the Al Quds University, the continued closure ofe@t House, the 24/7 CCTV surveillance of

the Muslim and Christian quarters of the Old Cibhe harassment of Christian Jerusalemites
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during the Easter processions, family deportatietts, The renewal procedure for resident
permits constituted another impediment for Jerusadss. According to Article 9 of the 1994
Israel-Jordan Peace Treaty, the special role afalowas recognized, however there was no
awareness as to what extent Israel allowed Joaldisplay this special role. Almost on a daily
basis, Israeli settlers, accompanied by the Ispadice, entered the Haram Al-Sharif to exercise
rituals and sing. When Muslims praying inside ¢benpound resisted the presence of settlers,
they encountered disproportionate reactions innydiibber bullets and tear gas in
contravention of international law even if the gagung authority was claiming a right of self-

defence.

64. The question was whether the occupier sincerelytedba two-State solution or not. As
long as the leading coalition partners in the Isi@evernment individually denied the
possibility of a two-State solution, the chanceéhaf State of Palestine to exist was rather slim.
Following the Palestinian legislative election2006, the Quartet developed a set of principles
including among others the recognition of Isradiany diplomats privately stated that it was
absurd from an international law perspective tanegthat a political party recognize a State.

This should not be used as a pre-condition unlegbeal to all parties on both sides.

65. Turkey was a leading country in support of Paléstimights in requesting the upgrade of
Palestine’s status at the United Nations in 20I2e reason was that all mediation efforts until
then had failed while the occupation continuechtoeéase its presence on the ground. The
granting of the non-Member Observer State statéatestine triggered a game change that

could be noticed through the recent US-led effand the European Union Guidelines
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preventing funding from Israeli institutions anchgeanies operating in the settlements. In
addition, Palestinian unity, complemented with deratic elections, would contribute to the

freedom of the Palestinian people.

66. Inthe ensuing discussioNpur Olwan, representing the Migratory Letters Campaign,
said many speeches had been made about Israelisantwities in Jerusalem. Worse than a
war was going on in Palestine; there were settlésneheckpoints, destruction and an inhuman
life lived daily. Problems in Jerusalem were ofteghlighted, but there was a need for plans

and solutions; stressing that mere support wasmaigh.

67. Mr. Abdul Hadi said there were many layers to the current coisstuation or issues in
Israel and Palestine, as well as many contradictargatives on the table. The first layer was
not to fall into the trap of the Jewish Zionist raive shaking or distorting history and the facts
and to clarify the Muslim/Christian Arab narrativ&he second layer was to succeed in
establishing public awareness of the facts, figaresaccurate information about Jerusalem.
This would maintain the question of Jerusalem @wtbrld’s conscience. He added that the
United Nations, the League of Arab States and tli2<Dould be visible and present in the city

and not abide to thde facto Israeli rules and control.

68.  The representative of NamibM/ilfried Emvula and Vice-Chair of the Committee, said
there were those who only heard about the pligitadéstinians from meetings, through the
reports of rapporteurs, United Nations specialespntatives and envoys. However, many of

those people did not really understand what wapérapg in Palestine as they did not live it,
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adding that there should be more meetings suppbsteddelegation of Palestinian supporters,
illustrating the Palestinian cause and tragedy. BEvinvula also advised Palestinians to organize
meetings and visits to capitals around the worldyrder to appeal to people’s humanity. He

finally stated that more should be done, especialthis year of solidarity.

69. Mr. Abdul Hadi said it was time to expose Israeli violations ofrfan rights and build
consensus on boycott strategies towards its itistits, universities, goods and relationships and
isolate Israel. It was also important that the ¢8@ntries who voted in favour of the upgrade of
Palestine’s status at the United Nations translath vote into a full recognition on the ground.
Fadi F. Husseinifrom the State of Palestine Embassy in Ankara, @aglybody was in
agreement about the importance of Jerusalem ariohgithe city and that such a meeting should

be convened in the city next year.

70.  Mr. Kailani , said the plenary focused on traumatic aspeclsmfsalem and a serious
situation. All presentations were dramatic, yei tivas the truth. However, that did not
necessarily mean there were no good efforts beedenon the ground by different parties.
There was a need to find and suggest larger sakitimat would aim at the end of the
occupation. There was a need for pressure toamlyby the Security Council, and that was

the responsibility of the Member States of the eehiNations.

B. Plenary session Il

The current situation in Jerusalem
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71.  The speakers in plenary session Il addressed Hlogving sub-themes: (a) “Measures
taken by Israel”; (b) “Land expropriation and sattents”; and (c) “Social and economic issues”.
The session was chaired by the Permanent RepragsertbAfghanistan to the United Nations

in New York and Vice-Chair of the Committegahir Tanin .

72.  The Director-General of the Applied Research In&itlad Isaag said that Jerusalem
was the epicentre of the Middle East conflict. uitsque position in Christianity, Islam and
Judaism should have been a blessing that coultysatdhe promotion of peace. However, it
turned out to be a curse because of Israel’'s zearogame approach. As of 1967, 37
communities in West Jerusalem had been depopudaigdorced to leave to East Jerusalem,
Bethlehem and Ramallah. Israel adopted a straibtgle-Palestinization”, separating Jerusalem
from the rest of the Occupied Palestinian Territaigclaring it an annexed part of Israel,
freezing land registration, constructing settleraghuilding roads to serve settlers, expropriating
Palestinian land, obliterating Palestinian cultanadl historical names, along with heavy taxes,

poor education and constant land grab.

73.  Israel started to obliterate the Jerusalem Govatapwhich used to be the most
important of the region, unilaterally declaring th@ders of the city Jerusalem. The armistice
line divided the city between east (3,825 dunumsl)\aest (15,595 dunums) in 1949 and in
1967 Israel continued to increase West Jerusalsapsrficies, also taking land from Bethlehem

to expand the municipal boundaries to 124,574 dwum
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74.  Over the years, Israeli settlements expanded &@&stmore than Palestinian
communities. During the period 31 July 2013 — 3drdh 2014, corresponding to the last round
of negotiations, plans and tenders to build setleisin the Occupied Palestinian Territory
corresponded to 17,388 units. Settlements corngiruwas 6 times higher than what was
needed for their natural growth. Through this apph Israel was building facts on the ground.
Israel had also begun using the environment astaxirto confiscate Palestinian lands, and
suddenly most of the green areas appeared to agtbaround the “Holy Basin”. Those were
biblical parks that had been created in Jerusatecontinue the “de-Palestinization” of the city.
In addition Israel was linking settlements all ttigggr and building the Separation wall to
segregate Jerusalem from Bethlehem and attemp&gtond once more Jerusalem’s municipal
boundaries through the inclusion of the “Gush EtzitMa'ale Adumim” and “Pizgat Ze'ev”

settlements. More than 50,000 settlements unite akeady planned for construction by 2020.

75.  Palestinian rural areas were becoming “human warsdsy and Palestinian Jerusalemites
were forced to live outside the municipal boundari&thnic displacement had been taking place
with the development of the Separation Wall andrlseesased demolitions of Palestinian-owned
houses. According to the 2008 Jerusalem Plamtiv@cipal authorities aimed at reducing by
half the presence of Palestinians in Jerusalenitjtigithe areas where they would be authorised
to build. Israelis not only extended the “aparfiaiystem to housing, but also to health and
education. Economically, the Jerusalem municipalitent only two per cent of its budget to
support Palestinian infrastructure. Palestiniaaid @7 per cent of municipal taxes, yet they only
received 5 per cent of municipal services. Settheoving to Jerusalem enjoyed a five-year

“Arnona tax” (housing tax) exemption. Thereaftéey paid reduced rates, a privilege only
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awarded to settlers and never to Palestinians. polierty rate among Palestinian Jerusalemites

was around 77 per cent.

76.  The Palestinians, other Arabs, Muslims and Chnstghould never accept Israel’s
sovereignty over Jerusalem. lIsrael's attemptvaldithe Al-Agsa Mosque may trigger a
religious war with far-reaching consequences. ifiternational community had a responsibility
to prevent the continued “de-Palestinization” audalem and to protect the right of Palestinians
in Jerusalem. Jerusalem was a global issue anddshe under the United Nations’ umbrella
with full support and mandate from “super-Powerk*was important to also dispel the myths,

which Israel adopted as narratives.

77. Knesset Membeviohammad Barakeh (Hadash/al-Jabha) said that 15 May 1948,
Israel's Declaration of Independence, was felhaglate of the “Nakba”. In commemoration,
numerous demonstrations and political events wiarengd to stress the effects of the “Nakba”
which practically transformed all Palestinian peoipito “a State of deported people”. While
Israel's Declaration of Independence claimed tml@ecordance with United Nations
resolutions, yet it stated that Jerusalem wasapéal of Israel, in contravention of those
resolutions, which provided for Jerusalem to beanradspecial international regime. De facto,

since 1967, Israel was imposing its laws and sagetgon East Jerusalem.

78.  On 30 June 1980, Israel decided to impose a Catetial Law proclaiming Jerusalem
as its capital. In practice, this correspondedrt@nnexation of East Jerusalem. The Knesset

ratified the Law on General Vote, which stipulatkdt the Government was obliged to put to a
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vote any decision concerning East Jerusalem. [@hatould only be rescinded by a General
Vote of the people or 80 of the 120 Knesset Memb#rsermitically sealed off any potential to
negotiate the fate of Jerusalem, because it waaiMrbually impossible for any Israeli
Government to muster a two-third majority to amémel Constitutional Law. Mr. Barakeh also
briefly mentioned the Basic Law proposal entitléstdel as the Nation-State of the Jewish
People”, which according to him was one of the naastgerous laws. He added that Israel
“became Jewish” because of two factors, the expulsf Palestinians and the automatic
citizenship granted to newly-arrived Jewish immigsa Turning to the issue of the exercise of
religious rights, the Knesset Member stated thaklsproclaimed it respected all faiths and holy
sites in accordance with its laws. However in pcadt was far from being the case, Israel

contradicted the principles, ideas, precepts ales meclared in its own laws.

79.  There was an attempt from Israel to destroy théigal, economic and cultural life in

East Jerusalem, with a view to transforming thg iato a society that was weak and unable to
face challenges. Three kinds of “terrorists” grewere working towards such transformation,
operating in three different areas, under the spehgp of the Israeli authorities and external
contributions. The first kind of groups operatedside Jerusalem through the confiscation of
property to limit the question of Jerusalem tcethblders, transactions and disputes. The second
group was attempting to appropriate the religiooly/Bites. The third type of groups acted like
terrorists cells to make the Arabs living in Jetesa“pay the price”. Such groups also targeted
Muslim and Christians holy sites. Mr. Barakeh hobfieat the forthcoming visit of Pope Francis

to the region would be an occasion to shed lighth@crucial issue.
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80. There must be initiatives to give a new impetupgdpular resistance in Jerusalem.
Therefore it was important to address the absuddfitiie age-based regime of access to Al-Agsa
Mosque. It was also imperative to set up a sauidlfinancial system aimed at supporting the
inhabitants of East Jerusalem. There was a negtdleiogthen the international and Arab
presence, as well as academic life in Jerusalenthowt education the Palestinian identity

would be completely wiped out.

81. In conclusion, he stated that Israel was attempbrigansform Jerusalem into an issue
between two religious groups. It was trying toanvva new narrative to create two opposite
religious sets of facts. However, Jerusalem wassramained a political issue including the
guestion of sovereignty and of the question ofciretinuation of the occupation. All sorts of
programmes and work agendas could be designedtoesthe protection of Jerusalem.
However, what could not be done was to reach disalwithout a clear position from the
United States that must set up a balance of irntteneshe Middle East, adjusting its unwavering

support of Israel.

82. The Coordinator of the Assistance to the PalestiRi@ople Unit of the United Nations
Conference on Trade and Development (UNCTA®ahmoud Elkhafif, said UNCTAD’s
Palestinian unit was mandated in the early eightiessess the impact of Israeli policies on the
Palestinian economy. Since the establishmenteoP#lestinian Authority (PA), the unit’s
involvement had been on technical cooperation thl lbne PA’s capacity and eventually of the

Palestinian State. Jerusalem was a crucial eleafé¢hé unit's activities.
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83. UNCTAD's recent study on the Palestinian economiast Jerusalem “Enduring
Annexation, Isolation and Disintegration” was thstfof its kind. It was very difficult to
analyze what happened since 1967 in Jerusalem $ecéthe unavailability of maps and
numbers. One recommendation had been to workeoadbnomic and social situation in East

Jerusalem and to fill the gap.

84.  The first point of UNCTAD’s study was that Jerusalevas not only special from a
cultural, historic or religious point of view buta from an international one. Jerusalem was

crucial for many people around the world.

85. The second point of the study concerned the chamgése ground. Mr. Elkhafif
explained that it was important to identify the gtoms of this problem, not for the sake of

criticizing, but for ensuring an appropriate analys

86.  Since 1967, the border of Jerusalem had been ctidnyg#he municipality, creating a
greater Jerusalem as well as categorizationsinBtance, Palestinian Jerusalemites were
classified as permanent residents with the riglitvéoand work in Israel; however their permit
could be revoked at any time. Over the years, @b0000 Palestinians had lost their Jerusalem
residency status in that manner. There were e¢éistns on housing with only 15 per cent of the
annexed zone designated for Palestinian houses times less than Israeli settlers. In 2010,
more than 200,000 settlers were living in 16 setdets and suburbs within the Barrier, a
population almost as large as the Palestiniansgiin the city. Also, given the restriction on the

movement of Palestinians to and from Jerusalemutei 000 Palestinian had no longer access



34

to the city), the economy of the East had lost mamsumers and access to cheap production.
The economic cost is around one billion USD in taposs for the Palestinians which
constituted 30 per cent of Jerusalem’s populatittrobly received seven per cent of the
municipal budget. The building of the Barrier atdastically redefined the city’s border and

made its study even more difficult.

87.  Additionally, there were no Palestinian banks istEBerusalem. Palestinians were not
willing to borrow money from Israeli banks and istrment by Palestinians in Jerusalem was
extremely difficult. As a result, most East Jetesates deposited their savings (around USD
200 million) in Palestinian banks in the West Banthout getting loans or credits from them.
This created a lack of competitiveness as welhagability to produce. Unemployment and
poverty were much higher in Jerusalem as comparésidel. The poverty rate in East
Jerusalem was 77 per cent for non-Jewish housebeldempared to 25 per cent for Israeli
households. East Jerusalem was also confrontédaviéck of recreation and cultural services

with only 45 parks compared to 100 in West Jerusale

88. What could be done? A) The occupying Power, Istesd, to assume its responsibility.

B) The International Community had to improve i®rination in order to address the issues at
stake in a better way. C) Palestinians in Eastsdem and in the West Bank needed to assess
the legal opportunities within the Israeli legat®m and take advantage of them. D) Jerusalem
could not survive without finding a solution to thanking sector, especially as it related to

Palestinians living in East Jerusalem and the icneatf opportunities.
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89. In conclusion, Mr. Elkhafif said that it was vemportant to plan for the city as the
capital of the State of Palestine, and that it &hbe taken seriously. A crucial issue also
pertained to data collection. Here the internati@ommunity had a role to play since the PA

had no access to East Jerusalem.

90. Wendy Pullan, Head of Research and Director of the Martin Gefdr Architectural
and Urban Studies of the Department of Architectirhe University of Cambridge, talked
about Jerusalem as a city that was very asymmktwbare great inequalities prevailed.
Jerusalem must be addressed in terms of its mejanussues. Drawing attention to a
multinational and multidisciplinary project on “Ciint in Cities and the Contested State”,
which she had directed, Ms. Pullan said it alloi@dcomparisons, albeit to a limited degree,

between Jerusalem and other divided cities. Tdwalddbe useful in a variety of ways.

91. Regarding the urban question it was first of albartant to realize that cities were built
on the frontline of cultures, producing clashesaen different groups but also providing
opportunities for “mixité”. After nearly 50 yeao$ occupation and conflict, Jerusalem was a
badly damaged city and any desirable long-ternteseéint would depend on the urban healing
of the city. Threads of similar practices werenlgegmployed by Israel across Jerusalem, but
they were often developed in different ways, inaghgdhrough settlement activities and land
expropriations. Various Israeli authorities warealved, including the Government, settler
organizations, the military and private enterprisktsvas also important to note that there was
little clear Israeli policy in the public domaimreating “strategic confusion”, which was, in and

of itself, very effective.
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92. However, there was a great consistency of pattedrparpose in what was going on in
Jerusalem concerning the current programme toaserésraeli contiguity and control. The
emphasis was intended to be on the long term aaderhporal aspect. It was important to
realize that settlements connect to other areasrfern such as the holy places, but also to
issues of transport, archaeology, heritage, padkéard tourism, all of which contributed to a
successful Israeli settlement programme. Takimgitho consideration Ms. Pullan proposed to
look at three areas of settlement and land expabpn because they were all connected in terms

of practices.

93. Peripheral settlements: there was a ring of se#ids going around West Jerusalem

creating a patchwork of Palestinian areas in thst.E&ettlements were placed to be as
contiguous as possible, very close to inhabitedd®ialian areas, restricting growth in a
horizontal sense. This always represented antioteal programme. In 1985 the military used
the language of creating “new ramparts againstiplessepartition”. Peripheral settlements had
three components: the Separation Wall, the setthemself and bypass roads. The Separation
Wall was symbolically and politically very visiblddowever, without diminishing the suffering
that it caused, the Wall was only the tip of thebierg of a very complex and very harsh
programme of closure restricting Palestinians. ikénthe Separation Wall, the settlements, built
like fortresses, were very permanent. The bypasads were also meant to stay. The new road
system segregated the Palestinians and gave $sraeluding ordinary drivers, a sense of
empowerment. It was also creating a difficult @exdture to remove. Old roads were relegated
to Palestinians. Bypass roads often included “smiper walls” that effectively cut off the view

of the land from the road. This meant that drifelstheir commute from Jerusalem to the
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settlements was a straight and unobstructed pdtichvihad a psychological effect on Israelis,

while minimizing the presence of the original Pafean inhabitants.

94. National parks were used as a type of settlemditypdt was not the settlement of
people, but that of green space. They worked pewyerfully on two levels. First, a national
park was passed by law in the Knesset. Once paassedjority of two-thirds was needed to get
rid of a national park, which was virtually impdsig. Another problem was the symbolic
understanding of parks, which was rather a posdaive Who could argue against a park? Now
such a positive symbol was used effectively as gfatitie land expropriation and settlements
programme. Parks were cutting the Old City froimeotPalestinian areas, and were usually
established on expropriated Palestinian land. Sihigtion created a corridor towards Hebrew
University. The most notorious park was just algsef the Old City, in the neighbourhood of
Silwan. A settlers’ group, El Ad, with good Goverent connections and funding from private
interests in the United States, managed this pArkhaeological sites were also being used in a
dubious mix of approximation and lack of accuraty.Silwan for instance El Ad claimed that it
found the remains of the “City of King David”. Aaaling to many archaeologists it was very
unlikely, but EI Ad went ahead and built a park @fhnow attracted many gullible tourists who
visited the area, listening to the El Ad tour gusgeeading the new but false narrative of the
“City of David”. The display of official signs fra Jerusalem’s Park Authority contributed to

build trust among the public.

95. Old City settlements: the settler population ie @id City of Jerusalem was very

ideological and radical, unlike settlers in the YW&ank who often merely sought to benefit from
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cheap housing opportunities. A patchwork of setédats was disrupting Palestinian contiguity.
The Muslim Quarter, close to the Al-Agsa Mosgwas a particular target. It could not be
emphasized enough how much the tight spaces crbgteettiement activity in the Old City
made a difference and created a tense situatibereTwas a peculiar topography with, in many
cases, Palestinians and settlers sharing staircamasyards, etc. They were effectively on top

of each other.

96. In conclusion, she noted that based on frontieanidm, there was a use of civilians to
form radicalized frontiers supported by urban spa&l structures (people staring at each other,
no possibility of interchange, no access). Stnesygrhological and symbolic factors were also at
work here, dealing with visibility and uncertaintizor the international community there was an
issue of comprehension, it was an extremely complase and decisions were often taken
lightly. There was a tendency to describe theasibm as a temporal problem, requiring temporal
strategies. However the international communityihook at the long term, the city had been
damaged and unequal for too many years. LasHymple re-division on the basis of 1967 was
not realistic, Ms. Pullan said there was a neechéw and creative solutions as divided cities did

not flourish.

97. Inthe ensuing discussion, reacting to a questiom the ChairMr. Barakeh, said that
Palestine’s accession to international conventimtscome a bit too late. However, the decision
to accede stressed a number of important elemeantsely a different basis for negotiations, the
recognition of the State of Palestine and of tihaels occupation Mr. Elkhafif stressed that the

accession of the State of Palestine to interndtiomaventions was a legitimate issudr. Issac



39

stated with regards to the negotiations that thieedrStates’ mediator was not impartial and

regretted the move from a peace agreement to afvank agreement.

98. Ms. Pullan, reiterated her point about the Separation Walhdeed caused heavy
suffering but local people proved tremendously ueseful in learning to overcome challenges.
The wall was just one part of a very complex angihaegime. Other elements like the

settlements would be more difficult to addresshimlong-term.

99. The representative of Chileexpressed his interest in knowing who were theerga/of
the properties that Jewish groups purchased to &eeepnvert them into Jewish businessks.
Abdul Hadi, eventually inquired whether Palestinians weresiidg in a position to ask the
Committee or the General Assembly to challengeelsr@n all the measures presented by Ms.
Pullan. Turkkaya Atadv of the International Progress Organization askeetldr a common
statement could be prepared to state what couldlamdd be done to alter the present situation,
as well as call on the international community tovide more active support to Palestinians.
Usha Kula, a Malaysian lawyer, asked whether Ms. Pullana¢@ldborate and explain whether
there was a difference in the urban frontier betwieast and West Jerusaleidabil Idries
Sublabanof the Early Childhood Resource Center called @xGbmmittee to invite more
women, children and youth representative as witggesesthe daily hardship faced by

Palestinians.

100. The Minister of Jerusalem Affairs of the State of Palesne shared a list of

recommendations that had been discussed by som@pzarts of the International Meeting.
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The recommendations welcomed the call of the Thrkigsister for Foreign Affairs to the
Turkish people to visit Jerusalem; called on thermational community, academic and media
institutions, schools and universities to be avedrine “judaization” of Jerusalem’s narrative;
called on the United Nations to put an end to kineat posed by the accelerating pace of
“judaization” measures; and tackled several isseleged to Al-Agsa Mosque, Islamic and

Christian holy sites.

C. Plenary session Il
The role of the international community

in promoting a just solution

101. The speakers in plenary session Il addressedtlmving sub-themes: (a) “The
guestion of Jerusalem in the permanent status iaigos”; (b) “International approaches to
resolving the question of Jerusalem”; (c) “The ri¢he United Nations, the Organization of
Islamic Cooperation and other IGOs” and (d) “Thie mf non-State actors, including
parliamentarians and civil society”. The sessi@swhaired by the Chair of the Center for

Strategic Researchli Resul Usul.

102. Mohammad Shtayyeh President of the Palestinian Economic CounciResearch and
Development and Senior Adviser to President Mahmfshighs on negotiations with Israel said
that 1947, 1948, 1967 were three important dafégh the partition plan in 1947 Jerusalem was
considered to have the special statusoopus separatum under the trusteeship of the United

Nations. With the creation of the State of Isia€l948, the city had been divided into two parts,
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and in 1967 when Israel occupied it, Jerusalem ared=nly six square kilometres. Since then,
Israel expanded Jerusalem’s boundaries up to 7&redilometres. It also extended its laws and
regulations to the city, and started to changedhéty of Jerusalem in three different directions.
Firstly in terms of the demographic composition iaignfor as few Palestinians and as many

settlers as possible; secondly in terms of landiscation and expropriation, and finally in terms
of the “judaization” of the city. Another landmairkthe history of Jerusalem was related to the
1993 Oslo Accords which considered the city as phttie five final status issues. The Accords
also included an important clause stating that dglehould prejudice the final status of the

Palestinian territory.

103. Israel, realizing that Jerusalem was a crucial etgrof the negotiations, decided to
create ale facto situation vis-a-vis the city. By 27 March 1993ptal military closure was
imposed. No Palestinian was allowed to go to #ens except those who managed to obtain a
permit. A practice that was still persisting toddg addition, by 2002, Israel started to build th
Separation Wall. The “de-Palestinization” of thigy started, manifested also through the

closure of Palestinian institutions.

104. The peace talks started in Madrid in 1991, and wapposed to end in Camp David in
2000. In Camp David no agreement was reached beaduhe Israeli demands. For instance,
the Israelis offered Palestinian sovereignty onAkAgsa Mosque and the Esplanade along with
Israeli sovereignty under the Mosque, the Westeatl @hd the city. For Bill Clinton there was
sovereignty below and above, he also added that wdm Arab would become part of the State

of Palestine and what was Jewish would becomegpdine State of Israel.
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105. When the peace talks started in Madrid in 199Xetlesre 190,000 Israeli settlers.
Today, that number was 631,000, including 268,@0ess in the vicinity of Jerusalem. That
showed the colonization programme was meant tdecgeaituation on the ground and further

complicate the question of Jerusalem.

106. During the most recent peace talks, the Head ofstiaeli delegation, Tzipi Livi,

indicated its readiness to discuss Jerusalem,rfmihar member emphasized that the city was
and would remain the “eternal capital” of the Jédwpgople. Jerusalem was not just a question
of borders. In the spirit of compromise, the Pahésn delegation proposed to have Jerusalem as
an “open city”, meaning West Jerusalem as capitirael, East Jerusalem as capital of
Palestine, and one municipal umbrella to provideise to the people. To reach this proposal, it
was important to redefine the city of Jerusalematwiere the borders (1947, 1948 or 1967).

The Israelis refused to discuss 1948 Jerusalem.

107. The mediators from the United States stressedhbadim of the negotiations was a
Palestinian State with its capital “in” Jerusaldallowing an Israeli narrative. That formulation
therefore failed to specify that the Jerusalem3&71l(East Jerusalem) would be the capital of
Palestine. This was important since the city’s7186d post-1967 boundaries included areas that
were not genuinely part of Jerusalem. The UnitiadeS formulation, therefore, allowed for a
deal that gave Palestinians artificial parts otidalem but not the Old City, which included the

Al-Agsa Mosque.



43

108. According to Mr. Shtayyeh, there would be no StdtBalestine without Jerusalem as its
capital, emphasizing that Palestinians were natposition to sacrifice their sovereignty over
the city, just as they would not be able to relisuheir sovereignty over territories occupied in
1967. It was to be hoped that East Jerusalemeasatbital of a Palestinian State, would not
remain only a “song for Arab singers”, but becammeadity. Palestinians sought to break the
status quo, while the Israelis wished to maintainThe status quo could either be broken
through reconciliation, by internationalizing theegtion of Palestine, or by leading massive

resistance against the Israeli occupation, makittgo costly”.

109. Desra PercayaPermanent Representative of Indonesia to theedNiations in New

York and Vice-Chair of the Committee, said that¢osintry did not have, and would not open,
diplomatic relations with Israel until there wasiadependent State of Palestine. As the
occupying Power, Israel must act in accordance intdrnational law, protecting civilians and
refraining from changing the status of Jerusal@ine issue of Jerusalem could not be separated
from the peace process and in the long run, findingst solution for the city was part and parcel
of a comprehensive settlement of the Palestiniastipn. Based on the previous presentations,
there was full evidence of Israel’s systematic eéfdor the permanent annexation of East

Jerusalem.

110. Looking at the principles of the United Nations @bg there was an important element
with respect to Palestine, which was the issuelbfcetermination. There had been numerous
General Assembly and Security Council resolutionthat regard as well as the creation of

specific committees. The Economic and Social Cb@atgo discussed the issue of Palestine and
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Jerusalem, as well as the International Court sfide, and the Human Rights Council, among
others. The role of the Secretary-General wasgisoordial in the promotion of a peaceful
resolution to the conflict. The OIC and the NongAkd Movement also had an important role

in this regard.

111. The primary role of all those organizations andiesadavas first of all to uphold the rules
of international law and the principles of the pefatsettlement of disputes, the non-use of
lethal force and the right to self-determinatiankéep the issue of Palestine alive and high on
the international community agenda; to act as aigtent objector to the facts created by Israel
on the ground; and to strengthen the internatiatiaince against the Israeli occupation,
including non-State actors. A lot had been donétle question was whether this was effective.
The reality in the field showed that unfortunatidgre was a lack of enforcement to make Israel

comply with UN resolutions and abide by internasiblaw.

112. The double-standard policy was very strong in #eeof the Israeli-Palestinian conflict.
In addition, looking at the negotiation procesg¢h&as an asymmetric position between

Palestine and Israel. The role of the United Statas also questionable as impartial mediator.

113. For that reason it was important to increase tfartsfof the international community
towards multi-track diplomacy. The way forward wed only one for Governments, but for
everyone, civil society organizations and ordinaepple, all must be included. Both the United
Nations and the OIC too often worked independemtlyhe issue. There was a need to

synergize, as well as a need to strengthen allsawitd non-State actors. Women and youth
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were critical, in every country. Furthermore, theras a need to establish the presence of the
OIC in Jerusalem. As well, the creation of a sfroarrative that would have appeal for many
was very important. A narrative of revenge woubd Ine compelling. Awareness must be
increased all over the world in order to shift theus to activities that had a genuine impact on
the ground. It was important that the internati@mmmmunity move beyond statements, broaden
its constituents, and increase its critical magsrofPalestinians with concrete actions in the

field.

114. Mohamed Taj-Eddine El Houssainj Professor of International Relations at Univegrsit
Mohamed V in Rabat, said there was a politicagrelis conflict between Israel and Palestine
with attempts from Israel to annex and “judaizeg tity. Jerusalem would be forever the third
holiest site of Muslim pilgrims. Israel was tryibgmove from the issue of sovereignty to a

religious framework by all possible means, usingtious symbols to trap the narrative.

115. Israel managed to obtain several political gainsughout the different stages of the
negotiation process. However its strategy genesallight to accomplish a “fait accompli”. It
managed to establish the settlements, said thadalem was the “eternal capital” of Israel, etc.
In order to settle the question of Jerusalem, & ingortant not to go backwards on what had
been achieved, but to move forward, aware of tladlemges. The conflict’'s asymmetry had also
been compounded because of the unprecedented eicarrgsis which turned a unipolar world
into multiple centres of power competing againsheather. Moreover, with the Arab Spring

that became a “cold winter” - the Israelis would/@ heavy price.
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116. How could the International Community face dowraédis intransigent position and how
could international organizations deal with the@aiton? There were two scenarios: hope and
despair; hope was based on international legitinaacyinternational law, and on the possibility
of internationalizing the question of Jerusalenantihuing the status quo, with the occupation,
oppression and hegemony of Israel, would on therdthnd lead to despair. The “hope
scenario” called for reversion to the pre-1967 koscand a division of Jerusalem. Israel had
attempted during all the negotiations to postpteequestion of Jerusalem to the bitter end, as it
opposed any division of the city. It even refusedllow Yasser Arafat to be buried in
Jerusalem. Concerning the “despair scenariohiattime there was no difference between the
political parties in Israel, all wanting to retalarusalem as a unified city. However a change in
the position of the United States must also bedjotevas important to realize that the Congress
of the United States had voted to transfer its essjp#o Jerusalem. This was a dangerous

development.

117. Israel was the party benefitting from the delaysl & was important to cite the physical
expulsion of Palestinian citizens, the confiscatbtheir identity as citizens of Jerusalem, and
their replacement with Israeli settlers. The goastf the boycott, disinvestment and sanction
movement was important, international organizatsimsuld take this into consideration
especially taking note of the failure of the Setyu@ouncil in advancing the peace process.
Many groups such as the Non Aligned or the Leadueab States could follow the path of the
European Union. It was also crucial to re-formelfdite strategy to protect the holy sites and

better use the media to denounce “apartheid”. 8heas a need for a body mandated to examine
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how United Nations resolutions could be implementeg till now, none of these resolutions

had been applied.

118. In January 2014 in Marrakech under the auspicé&Srmgf Mohammed VI more than 30
resolutions, some of them immensely important, beeh passed. Financial support and
political will would be needed if they were to gdo effect. Emphasizing the importance of
reconciliation among Palestinians, Mr. Taj-Eddoeacluded that as long as Palestinians
remained divided, the result would be disastroushfe question of Jerusalem and the conflict in

general.

119. The Vice-President of the Parliamentary AssemblghefMediterranean (PAM),
Mohammad Halaigah, reminded that this conference was held in theenaila recent event
that took place in Jordan, entitled “The Road tugdalem” involving a large number of
international experts. A certain number of recomdaions confirmed the rights of Muslims to
visit the Al-Agsa Mosque and support Palestiniads. declared that from the outside the
international community was failing in its dutyhd voice of Jordan was quite clear however
Arab and Muslim countries showed a terrible silemaéh the obvious exception of Turkey.

This conference should be a point of departure.

120. Jerusalem was a fundamental issue to reach arjddasting peace in the region which
unfortunately was confronted with political dilemsnand saw the recent failure of the
negotiations between Palestinians and Israelighligihting the role of parliamentary

diplomacy, Mr. Halaigah said that PAM had alwaysribeommitted to contributing to the
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Palestinian cause. There was a special Ad HoggroRAM dealing with this issue and
operating to facilitate dialogue between the panweh the aim to achieve a just and permanent
peace in the Middle East. On several occasion®#ad at the request of the United Nations,
PAM parliamentarians visited the region, includthg Gaza Strip. Last November, a PAM
high-level delegation visited Amman, Ramallah aadidalem meeting with Israelis,
Palestinians and United Nations officials. Morapw&wo PAM High-level missions visited both
Cairo and Moscow in March and April of 2014. Athdocations, and in coordination with the
United Nations, the Middle East peace process wasisised with senior officials and with

Nabil Elarabi, Secretary-General of the Arab League

121. PAM was committed to Jerusalem and convinced tfentain issue revolved around
sovereignty. United Nations resolutions were \@ear about the division of the city however
the religious dimension could add to the radicalmraof positions and to an inability to reach an
agreement. The continuous Israeli assaults oAltA@sa Mosque were not acceptable and
further complicated the prospects of peace. Thexdd be no real security for any States in the
region until the Arab-Israeli peace process prosgctessful. In this context, the Syrian crisis

posed another great challenge to security aroumdtgditerranean.

122. Israeli and Palestinian leaders had, in the pasitinso shown their willingness to work,
together with the American Administration. Unfarately, the direct negotiations stopped.

PAM was ready to offer new avenues to pursue tbalidf peace in the region.
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123. Guven Sak Managing Director of the Economic Policy Resedfolindation of Turkey
(TEPAV), talked about the economy of Jerusalem.atligressed the actions of the Turkish
business communities and suggested ways forwarbfomon work. He said that Jerusalem
needed good jobs and inclusive growth. At the torhine Oslo Accords East Jerusalem
represented 15 per cent of the Palestinian econdhoyvadays it corresponded to 7 per cent. A
way to support Palestinian entrepreneurship insédem must be found, although doing business

in Palestine was not easy under the Israeli ocaupat

124. Ten years ago, the Ankara Forum process was esdtalllbetween Palestinian, Israeli
and Turkish business communities. The objective twdocus on network coordination
activities and negotiations to find ways to imprake private sector in Palestine. The Forum
started an industrial zone project in 2010 neamJiencooperation with the German and

Palestinian Governments.

125. In 2013, there was a total of 890,000 residenfemusalem comprising of 39 per cent
Palestinian who mostly (98 per cent) lived in EBstusalem and were young (1/3 below the age
of 29). The GDP per capita in East Jerusalem wanes lower than the average in Israel. 79%
of non-Jewish Jerusalemites lived below the poverey They were very much poorer than the
people living in West Jerusalem. Seventy-five gt of business owners in East Jerusalem
saw their revenues decrease in the past two y&érs.international community could not afford
waiting for a political settlement to invest in dsalem as its economic conditions would only

continue to deteriorate.
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126. There were three areas that could be consideradvestment in East Jerusalem and
improve the living conditions of the people: t@mi, housing and ICT. In general, it was
important to look at the number of good jobs andiémtify the constraints to remove them. In
the case of Jerusalem it was a question of fincheghanisms to go around the constraints.
While only 12 per cent of tourists visiting Jer@salstayed in East Jerusalem, 20 per cent stayed
in West Jerusalem’s hotels, which had four timesnthmber of hotel rooms. There was a need
to improve the tourism industry from taxi companiesEnglish speaking guides and drivers.
Cheap housing was also needed in East Jerusalezne wiost Palestinian families lived in
cramped conditions, but they could only build onp&B cent of the land. Those conditions must
be improved. Considering the 141 million Arabiersson the Internet, ICT appeared to be a
conducive area to invest in Palestine. There aksady few start-ups in the West Bank, such

momentum could be brought to East Jerusalem.

127. When it came to strengthening companies in Pakestimvas important to find
mechanisms for sharing risks with investors whdddake hard business decisions. It was
possible to find funds from private investors aedture capital companies. It was important to
focus on the creation of good jobs in East Jerusahich required good companies to flourish.
There was also a need to focus on private secs®ebaconomic activity. The occupation was
definitely a major constraint specific to Palestiaed in order to offset the constraints, the
Palestinian Government must be active in suppogoanomic activity and market-based risk-
sharing mechanisms. Jerusalem should also beasesenorporate social responsibility project

for the entire international community.
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128. In the ensuing discussioNlr. Isaac said that while any economic activity was welcome
in Palestine, experience proved that Israel uséssiaan willingness to develop in order to
ensure their control. Whatever the effort, it hadbe ensured that no harm was done to the
Palestinian cause, particularly regarding the smarsector.The Ambassador of the State of
Palestineto Turkey said that some of the recommendatioosived during the course of the
Meeting were extremely valuable, and expressed ti@aidghey would be reflected in the
outcome document and translated into Arabic andigEingOn the visit by the Pope, he said it
would be timely to include a recommendation onhis¢oric nature of his visit. The Pope
should request that access to Jerusalem was msiée f@a both Christians and Muslimir.
Shtayyehsaidthere was need for both a public investment prograrand a private sector one.
It must be mentioned that President Abbas had armoeabia special fund for Jerusalem for the
Palestinian private sector, and it was hoped thabuld not only give rise to ideas for job
creation in Jerusalem, but also for creating ecaadinkages between Jerusalem and the other

parts of the Palestinian territory.

IV. Closing session

129. Emrullah Isler, Deputy Prime Minister of the Republic of Turkegpeessed his

gratitude to the United Nations and the OIC foirtkeoperation in organizing the Meeting. The
situation that prevailed in Jerusalem reflectedcibrescious of mankind. Jerusalem was special
because of its holiness to the three monotheisligions but it could not be mentioned without
talking about the suffering of Palestinians livimgder Israeli occupation. They were continuing

their fight against the historic injustice that Hagbun in 1948, but they had thus far been



52

prevented from enjoying independent Statehood uthdepretext of several obstacles and
excuses. The Turkish Government’s objective washi® Palestinian people to live in an
independent sovereign State with East Jerusalata eapital. Among the clearest examples of
Turkish support was the Government’s recognitiothefState of Palestine in 1988 as well as its
contribution to ensuring that the General Assenalolgepted Palestine as a hon-Member
Observer State in 2012. Turkey would continue &kenevery effort to guarantee the just
position for Palestine as a member of the inteomali community. International partners,
particularly Islamic States, must also maintainrteepport for Palestine in that area; this was a

moral and political obligation.

130. The Palestinian question could not be settled bdfoe question of Jerusalem, and the
Arab-Israeli conflict could not be settled befdne Palestinian question was settled. There was
hope that peace and reconciliation would prevai, #at Jerusalem would become a centre and
symbol of peace and international understandirgusilem did not belong to one people or one
religion. The citizens of the whole world, whateteeir religion or culture, must consider
Jerusalem a common heritage of humankind as a whdle Republic of Turkey would support
any initiative by the United Nations and the OlGra those lines. It would also pursue efforts
to create a Jerusalem in which all factions comel fogether in an atmosphere where peace and

understanding prevail, as in the past.

131. The Assistant Secretary-General of the CB@&mir Bakr, expressed his deep and sincere
thanks to the Government and people of Turkey éstihg the Meeting, saying it bore witness

to their joint efforts in support of Jerusalem. .Bakr also paid tribute to the investment of the
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United Nations with regard to the status of Jerrsal The question of a Palestine that included
East Jerusalem would stand as a priority in thea@imgtion’s political negotiations and as the
key to peace and security in the region. Findlly, Bakr also paid special tribute to the

Committee for its untiring efforts for a just sobut to the Palestinian question.

132. Riyad Mansour, Permanent Observer of the State of PalestineettJhited Nations,
expressed the appreciation and thanks of the RFasespeople and their leadership to the
Republic of Turkey for hosting the Meeting, andhe OIC and Committee for their
collaboration in organizing it. He also thankeldtla¢ other Governments, organizations and
individuals who helped make the Meeting a sucaashkjding the experts who made
presentations on Jerusalem. The story of the Wabass, their pain, struggle, frustration and
anger had been correctly transmitted. The pafPabéstinians was so immense that it had to be
told to further educate everyone about what thed®ialian people were enduring. The
international community must understand that theupation could no longer be tolerated. All

friends of Palestine needed to step up to the pdaded the conflict.

133. The Meeting had been crucial to enlarge the bagparhers. Palestinians were resisting
as much as they could in every place, includingskem. It was their duty and they would
continue doing so. Their efforts would be inteiesiffurther, especially once the split in the two
wings of their political system was brought to aad.e National unity was a need and a must. As
well, nobody could blame the PA, under the leadprahd wisdom of President Mahmoud
Abbas, for not negotiating in good faith on theibad international legitimacy. The other side

was not interested in peace as it continued itgnepation programme and settlement activities
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during the nine-month negotiations and kept onipgithtew conditions on the table. Nobody
was blaming the Palestinians for the failure ofrilegotiations that collapsed due to the

intransigence of the other party.

134. More than five years ago, the Palestinian leadprstairted a process to create an
additional tool to protect the Palestinian causgigibmatic, political and legal levels. This
materialized through the bilateral recognitionioé State of Palestine. Those who recognized
the State of Palestine invested in peace and th&State solution. More than 130 countries had
done so before the United Nations bid. At the Galngssembly, the overwhelming majority
recognised the reality of the State of Palestifieis opened doors for Palestine to join
international treaties and conventions. Palestiag at a crossroads and appeared more
equipped. It put all necessary efforts at therirdonal community request to end the
occupation; however the other side did not act aliogly. The world was ready for peace,
including Governments, parliamentarians, media #x@ad civil society. It was also time for
settlers and their financial supporters to be é@ais criminals. Mr. Mansour finally stated that
the occupation should be made costly for Israelitédeaders to finally negotiate in good faith

in order to end the conflict.

135. Abdou Salam Diallo Chairman of the Committee delivered the clositagesnent. He
said that it had been a privilege for the Committeeo-host this meeting and better understand
the current situation in Jerusalem. He expresgedrhtitude to the Republic of Turkey and the

OIC for their cooperation.
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136. The latest information on the status of Jerusaledithe complications endured daily by
its faithful Palestinian residents had been hearthd the Meeting. The specific measures
employed by the occupying Power had also beenigigfield, as had the International
Community’s role in promoting a just solution. Amber of speakers presented some
constructive ideas on the way forward. Descrilihmgsituation in Jerusalem as grave, Mr.
Diallo said every Israeli action that led to the@stuction of new settlements represented a
violation of international humanitarian law. Thrarnational community as a whole was
exasperated by the provocations of Israel and-mght) activists, especially in respect of Al-

Agsa Mosque. Such provocations served no oneiargysmust stop.
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Annex |

Summary of the Chair

1. The International Meeting on the Question of Jdamavas held on 12 and 13 May 2014
in Ankara, Turkey. The Meeting was jointly orgagtzby the United Nations Committee on the
Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the PaleatirfPeople, the Government of the Republic of
Turkey and the Organization for Islamic Coopera(oiC). The objective of the Meeting was
to raise awareness of the Question of Jerusalendiandss strengthened international support
for a just and lasting solution. The Meeting wHsraded by 72 Member States, two Observer
States, four intergovernmental organizations, thiBesystem entities, and 23 local and

international civil society organizations. Thimeexpert speakers addressed the Meeting.

2. All speakers in thepening sessiomffirmed Jerusalem’s unique, sacred role for three
religions, and rejected the *judaization™ of tiioly City. TheForeign Minister of Turkey
censured those who would negate the City’s inharéa He recalled that Jerusalem under the
dominance of Muslims had been open to all faith ra@figions. He stressed that Jerusalem was
not just a political issue but represented an ingmrcultural inheritance that could not be
minimized to a single religion or ethnicity. Heeeted Israel's unilateral decisions concerning
Jerusalem. In accordance to international lawCiityewas a territory under occupation. The
Minister said that the United Nations should playpare active role, suggesting that the UN
Conciliation Commission for Palestine, establishe#i948 with three members, France, Turkey
and the United States of America, should be recoedeand that other fora should also take up

the issue of Jerusalem, as shegus quo represented a serious threat to internationalgpaad
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security. He called for an annual internationaétimgy on Jerusalem and offered Turkey’s
support. The&ecretary-General of the OlCemphasized that the Holy City of Al-Quds formed
an integral part of the Palestinian territory odedpsince 1967. He expressed deep concern
about Israeli policies in occupied Jerusalem, ttgaading settlements, “judaization”,
confiscation of land. Israel’s immense violatiaisnternational law represented a blatant
defiance of the International Community and comneahal different brand of international
intervention. All States and institutions had sp@nsibility to confront these violations as a
threat to international peace and security. l@eonmal efforts should lead to an end of the
Israeli occupation and ensure the City’s returRatestinian sovereignty. Ti@hairman of the
Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rightsf the Palestinian Peopleecalled that
the General Assembly had mandated 2014 as then&tikenal Year of Solidarity with the
Palestinian People to raise awareness of the resiles and obstacles to the peace process. The
Committee was wedded to a two-State solution, amtlgs had been called upon to act
responsibly and create an appropriate climatedgotiations, to resolve all final status issues.
He criticized Israel’s settlement policies, incluglin East Jerusalem, accompanied by the
demolition of homes and expropriation of Palestinend. He recalled the collective
responsibility of Member States of the UN, giveoaassive General Assembly and Security
Council resolutions on Jerusalem. TWmister of Waqgf and Religious Affairs and
Representative of the State of Palestingressed that Jerusalem was an integral part of the
Palestinian religious heritage. Since its occugpaitn 1967, Palestinians in Jerusalem and
surrounding areas suffered daily repression andeagopn. There would be no peace as long as
the State of Palestine was not established unteEmnitional law with Jerusalem as its capital.

The real problem was not one of religion , but oheccupation of territory. The International
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Community had to provide practical support to thralAPeace Initiative, which was based on a
two-State solution, or it may become impossiblengractical in the future. Thiinister of
Jerusalem Affairs of the State of Palestin@ointed in his keynote address to the continuing
daily destruction of Jerusalem as a Palestinignvaith the intention of changing the city’s
nature. Since 1993, negotiations did not resudinything, to the contrary, Israeli expansion had
doubled, settlers threatened Palestinian inhalsitanid the Israeli authorities had expelled
thousands of families. The International Commuhay to intervene and apply pressure on

Israel to find a binding solution.

3. In his message, thénited Nations Secretary-Generalwarned that the current political
stalemate in the talks between Israelis and Palas posed great risks to the prospects of a
two-State solution. Continued inaction could resufurther instability. Failing to resume
negotiations would lead further down the path oha-state reality. Emphasizing that
settlements and house demolitions were illegal umdernational law, the Secretary-General
was particularly troubled by mounting tensions abderusalem and access to its holy sites,
stating that Jerusalem must be open and accessiale Through negotiations Jerusalem
should emerge as capital of two States with arnayeges for the holy sites acceptable to all. In
his message, thdead of the Hashemite Foundation for the Restoratio of Al-Agsa Mosque
and the Dome of the Roclsaid that the inalienable rights of the Palestisiaere being
marginalized and violated by the Israeli occupatitirwas important to realize that Israel’s
aggression was part of a greater move to preverR#hestinians from realizing their self-
determination and their rights. Since 1967, thpasition of a nevgtatus quo on the territory

was being witnessed, changing the situation andimgdhe life of Palestinians in Jerusalem.
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4. The Meeting then explored the status of Jerusalseninternational law. It was
emphasized that Jerusalem as the holy city oftteetmonotheistic religions was a treasure for
all humanity. At the same time, it was an occupigg Despite many adopted resolutions, the
occupation continued. Israel was trying to juddimecity, marginalizing Palestinian inhabitants
and stamping out their identity. In the last fmenths, 234 Palestinian houses had been
demolished. Presentations highlighted specifiadipractices that could be considered ethnic
cleansing. Jerusalem was completely cut off froemWest Bank, it could not be reached
without Israeli permission. Presenters spoke efatempts to disrespect Al-Agsa Mosque,
which is under the custodianship of Jordan, thegmeTrustee for the Holy Sites. The Al-Agsa
Mosque became an object of military activitiesdgais restricted access, making the Mosque
the most targeted place in Jerusalem. Twenty tarvae been dug around the Mosque, Israelis
had expanded the Western Wall and extremists wenglurged to break in to pray, changing
the status of the Holy Sites. Another serious lgmbwas that Israel had sought to develop false
narratives, such as the ‘Holy Basin,’ to justifpdeappropriation. A presence of Muslim and
Arab organizations in the city was lacking as wasmtinuous and legitimate presence of the

Palestine Liberation Organization.

5. The Meeting then reviewed the current situatiodarusalem, including measures taken
by Israel and the socio-economic situation of Redes residents. It was stated that after nearly
50 years of occupation and conflict, Jerusalemavaadly damaged city. Various Israeli
authorities were involved in municipal decisiongluding the settler organizations, military and
private enterprises creating a strategic confuiahmasked a very effective policy. There was

an intention to restrict Palestinian growth andedepment. Presentations clearly showed the
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patchwork of settlements placed very close to Balas towns, inhibiting growth. The Wall
was the most visible aspect of the Israeli poli@iesompanied by a very complex and harsh
system of closures resulting in ethnic displaceménitvall of settlements was built parallel to it
like fortresses. National parks were part of #raeli settlement policy, used very effectively as
part of the land expropriation program. Archaegla@gs another tool, for example the claim
made that the remains of King David’s city was unéath al-Agsa, even though most
archaeologists disagreed. Access of Muslims t&Ath&gsa Mosque was restricted to men
having reached a certain age. At the same tineanibst extremist of the settlers were allowed
to live in East Jerusalem, terrorizing Palestimaighbours and being responsible for recent
assaults at Muslim and Christian holy places. Khesset played its part by having ratified a
law which stipulated that the Government was obliggeput to a vote any decision concerning

East Jerusalem, a hurdle impossible to overcortigeimsraeli legislature.

6. The Israeli policies also affected the socio-ecoicaituation of the Palestinian
population. The poverty rate in East Jerusalemesésated at 77 per cent for non-Jewish
households. Health and education sectors in [Bassdlem were in a disastrous state, which
was leading to an obliteration of the Palestingentity. Since 1967, about 50,000 Palestinians
have lost their residency status. Based on thaatesl movement, the economy of East
Jerusalem had lost many consumers, and sincewmssesno Palestinian banks in East
Jerusalem, financial transactions there were exdhedifficult. It was pointed out that Israel
had adopted a strategy of “de-Palestinization’hef€ity, including separating it from the rest of
the Occupied Palestinian Territory, freezing laegistration, constructing settlements and

building roads to serve exclusively settlers. Gpeaker urged to find ways to support
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Palestinian entrepreneurship in Jerusalem, focubenreation of good jobs and private sector-
based economic activity given the endemic poventydeteriorating way of life. Constraints
existed but mitigating measures had to be foundk-Bharing mechanisms with investors that
would take hard business decisions, for examptrasadlem Venture Capital Fund could be one
such measure. Better coordination among donorsndechational agencies was essential,
particularly on data collection and analysis foramagful socio-economic studies. Planning for

the city as the capital of Palestine, includingfining options, needed to be pursued seriously.

7. Meeting participants also discussed the role ofrtkernational Community in promoting

a just solution and international approaches tolveyy the question of Jerusalem. It was
highlighted that Jerusalem’s unique position ini§fanity, Islam and Judaism could catalyze
the promotion of peace in the Middle East, but theteli intransigence was preventing it.
Participants agreed that Jerusalem was a glohad e&sd the International Community, including
the United Nations should resume its responsieditis laid out in respective Security Council
and General Assembly resolutions. To date, howéserel was able to defy UN resolutions
without repercussions. Speakers all agreed thatllsas the occupying Power, had to act in
accordance with international law, protecting ¢ank and not changing the status of Jerusalem.
The United Nations’ Charter principle of self-detémation was important with respect to
Palestine. One speaker proposed “an Internatidoalention on the protection of the Holy
Sites” as a common body was needed with a mand&bek at how existing resolutions could

be more effective. The question of Jerusalem coatde separated from the peace process, and
a lasting solution to that question would be pad parcel of a comprehensive settlement of the

Palestinian question. There was a need to increffses in multi-track diplomacy. The issue
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was not one exclusively for governments, but fbaelors of the International Community,
including civil society organizations. Intergoverantal organizations, such as the UN and the
OIC should synergize their initiatives and streegtlalliances with non-State actors,
parliamentarians, women and youth in every counliryvas also important to establish a
permanent presence of the International Commuinititiding the UN, the OIC and other

organizations in Jerusalem.

8. Participants called for the protection of Jerus&anentity. They also called on
academic and media institutions, schools and usities to maintain the internationally accepted
narrative of Jerusalem and not to give in effastdudaize its history. There was a need for
international commitment to protect Jerusalem’sjuaicharacter, such as a special statute,
internationally guaranteed, that could ensure te®hcal, material and religious character of the
Holy Sites, as well as free access to them fodesds and pilgrims alike. Participants suggested
that the international guarantor of this mandatdatbe the United Nations. Presenters called on
the UN to abide by international law and not subtmitsraeli policies. It should uphold the civil
rights of all Jerusalemites, such as the rightstipenship, housing, education and freedom to
worship. The presentation of the various repoytthie United Nations and other international
organizations should be strengthened by invitingnetnesses. Many speakers also emphasized
the importance for Muslims and Christians of vigiterusalem to express their right to freedom
of worship, to preserve their sacred sites and auippe people of Jerusalem helping them to
develop their community. Participants pointedh® new status of Palestine as UN Observer
State which provided a huge opportunity to advdPalestine’s case through international legal

instruments.



63

9. Palestinian participants emphasized that there dvoelno State of Palestine without
Jerusalem as its capital. Palestinians were naosition to sacrifice their sovereignty over the
City. They demanded to break tatus quo in the City. That could be done through
reconciliation, by internationalizing the questmiPalestine, or by making the occupation too
costly. The main obstacle was Israel’s continugttiesnent policies, creating facts on the
ground and complicating the issues. When peaks sshrted in 1991, the number of Jewish
settlers was 190,000. Today, it was 631,000, dioy268,000 in Jerusalem. In the current
round of talks, the American mediators stressetittieaaim was a Palestinian State with its
capitalin Jerusalem. However, that formulation failed tocsiyewvhich part of present-day
Jerusalem. This was important given that the batied after 1967 included parts that were not
considered part of Jerusalem by the Palestinima. spirit of compromise the Palestinian
delegation to the current round of talks proposedgen city, with West Jerusalem as the capital
of Israel, East Jerusalem as the capital of Pakesaind free access for all. This was rejected.
Israelis were moving to a religious framework tstity their policies, and sought to postpone the
talks on Jerusalem as it opposed any division anefitted from the delay. Jerusalem needed a
serious intervention, and progress would depenchaking Israel’s occupation more costly to
Israel. The current format of negotiations hatieéaeviewed and re-formatted. A clear and
balanced position was needed from the United Stagsegnswerving support for Israel

emboldened it to continue its illegal policies.

10.  Speakers in thel@sing sessiorexpressed their appreciation to the Government of

Turkey, the OIC and the Committee on the Exercigb@Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian

People for their support in organizing an importsleeting on Jerusalem. TBeputy Prime
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Minister of Turkey said that his Government would continue to makeyeg#ort to guarantee

a fair and just resolution of the question of Piahes Turkey would continue to make every
effort to guarantee the just position of the StdtPalestine as a member of the International
Community. He hoped that Jerusalem would becooentie and a symbol of peace, and
international understanding, as the City did ndbbg to one people or one religion. He
reiterated Turkish support for any initiative by tdN and the OIC in this regard. TAssistant
Secretary-General of the OlCsaid that the Meeting bore witness to joint warlsolidarity and
support of Jerusalem. The OIC recognized thatjtiestion of Palestine would remain a priority
in its work as the key to peace and security inréggon. TheéPermanent Observer of the

State of Palestinesaid that the growing international recognitiortted State of Palestine had
enlarged the base of partners for ending the ispaetpation. Palestine was now better
equipped to continue its resistance. The IntesnatiCommunity had encouraged the
Palestinians to negotiate an end of the occupaliginthe good faith of the Palestinian leadership
was not reciprocated. Israel even accelerateskitlement expansion, showing its real
intentions. He called upon the International Comityuto establish accountability for Israel, to
make it pay a price for the continued occupati@overnments, parliaments, corporations,
academics should divest from projects benefittiregdccupation. Settlers should be declared
criminals and prosecuted under national legislatibiithe occupation was made costly for Israel,
its leaders may return in good faith to future riegmns. TheChairman of the Committee on
the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palésian Peoplelauded the dignity of the
Palestinians from Jerusalem, in the face of thaiilya&hallenges. He welcomed the fact that
constructive ideas had been presented. The Chaicoracluded by saying that the situation in

Jerusalem was grave and the International Commuas/“exasperated” by the provocations of
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Israel, and such provocations had to stop. Hedhdpe with the help of the International

Community, peace would prevail in Palestine.



Mahdi F. Abdul Hadi

Mohamed Barakeh

Mohamed Taj-Eddine

El Houssaini

Mahmoud Elkhafif

Antonio Franco
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