
 

 

 

Division for 
Palestinian rights 

 

 

 

 

 

 

International Conference 
on the Question of Jerusalem 

 
Jerusalem and the international community: 

providing political and economic support 

 

Baku, 21 and 22 July 2017  

  



2 
 

 
 

 

Contents  

 

  Page 

 

 Executive Summary ………………………………………………………     3   

 I. Introduction …………………………………………………..………      4 

 II. Opening session ………………………………………………………    4    

 III. Plenary sessions ………………………………………………………    8  

  A. Session I ………………………………………………………...     8 

  B. Session II ………………………………………………………...   11 

  C. Session III ……………………………………………………….    14 

 IV. Closing session ……………………………………………………….   17 

Annexes 

  I. Communiqué on the closure of Al-Aqsa Mosque ………………………  19 

  II. Summary of the Chair ………………………………………………… 20   

 III. List of participants …………………………….………………………. 23   

 

 

  



3 
 

 
 

Executive summary 
 

The International Conference on the Question of Jerusalem was held in Baku on 21 and 
22 July 2017 in order to present information on the current situation in the city and ideas about 
how the international community can provide concrete political and socioeconomic support to its 
Palestinian population. It was overshadowed by the dramatic developments on the ground.  The 
Conference organizers issued a communiqué on the closure by Israel of Al-Aqsa Mosque. 

 
In the course of the Conference, it was observed that, as tensions in Jerusalem rose to 

unprecedented levels, amid a radicalization of the public discourse and rampant denial of the 
other side’s links to the city, closures by the Israeli authorities risked igniting a religious 
confrontation. Plans by Israel to isolate the Palestinian population of East Jerusalem and reduce 
it as a proportion of the total, its settlement activities and its discriminatory practices were 
designed to change the character and demographic composition of the city. Palestinian women 
were particularly vulnerable, facing both Israeli discrimination and oppressive patriarchal 
structures. 

 
The policy of Israel in East Jerusalem was described as one of neglect, de-development, 

integration with Israel and gentrification via the implantation of settlers, leading to the 
socioeconomic marginalization of Palestinians. Nevertheless, ample opportunities remained to 
provide outside support for the Palestinians of Jerusalem, as well as viable business investment 
opportunities, which Palestinian banks were seeking to exploit in creative ways. The Arab media 
should focus not only on the negatives but also on opportunities, so as not to deter potential 
investors. Arab donors wishing to avoid being seen as favouring any given Palestinian political 
faction and therefore reluctant to fund projects in Gaza or the West Bank, were welcome to 
support Jerusalem.  

 
Tourism was identified as a main driver of the city’s economy. New tourism products, 

festivals and exhibitions, and more religious tourism were needed. Religious injunctions not to 
visit Jerusalem primarily hurt Palestinian businesses. The 2013 Strategic Plan for the 
Development of Jerusalem of the Organization of Islamic Cooperation (OIC) accorded special 
attention to the tourism sector: Jerusalem had been selected as the OIC City of Tourism in 2015.  
The multisectoral strategic plan for Jerusalem of the Government of the State of Palestine 
involved local communities in projects aimed at maintaining the Palestinian presence and 
covering housing, education, urban planning and legal support for residents, but it needed donor 
support. The new United Nations engagement strategy for Jerusalem, connecting the political, 
human rights, humanitarian and development work of the United Nations, would target 
vulnerable groups and communities to help Palestinians in East Jerusalem to retain their 
Palestinian identity. 

 
More needed to be done to address skills mismatches and gender-based skill disparities 

among young people.  Capacity-building was needed for Palestinian lawyers in East Jerusalem 
to help them to challenge Israeli restrictions. Palestinians and their allies could also use 
international law to advance a solution to the question of Palestine, including the status of 
Jerusalem, by requesting an advisory opinion from the International Court of Justice on the 
continued legality of the occupation, and should explore a “Uniting for Peace” General 
Assembly resolution to bring the occupation to an end.  
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                                                  I.  Introduction 
 

1. The International Conference on the Question of Jerusalem was organized under the 
auspices of the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People 
and the Organization of Islamic Cooperation (OIC), in accordance with the provisions of 
General Assembly resolutions 71/20 and 71/21, and held in Baku on 20 and 21 July 2017.  The 
theme of the Conference was “Jerusalem and the international community: providing political 
and economic support”. 
 
2. The Conference consisted of an opening session, three plenary sessions and a closing 
session.  The themes of the plenary sessions were “The status of Jerusalem today” and 
“Historical and contemporary models of coexistence”. 

 
3. Representatives of thirty-eight Member States and two non-member Observer States, 
three intergovernmental organizations, five United Nations bodies and eight civil society 
organizations took part in the Conference.  Twenty-nine media organizations were accredited 
(see annex III). 

 
4. The Committee delegation was comprised of the Permanent Representative of the 
Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela to the United Nations and Chair of the Committee delegation 
to the Conference, Rafael Darío Ramírez Carreño, and the Permanent Observer of the State of 
Palestine to the United Nations, Riyad Mansour.  

 
5. At the end of the Conference, the organizers — the Committee on the Exercise of the 
Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People and OIC — issued a communiqué on the closure of 
Al-Aqsa Mosque (see annex I).  The summary of the Chair on the outcomes of the Conference 
(see annex II) is available from the website of the Division for Palestinian Rights of the 
Secretariat, as are the full papers of the speakers who provided a copy for distribution (see 
www.un.org/unispal/events/international-conferences/). 

 

II.  Opening session 
 

6. The Permanent Representative of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela to the United 
Nations and Chair of the Committee delegation chaired the opening session. 
  
7. The Ambassador at large at the Ministry for Foreign Affairs of Azerbaijan, Shahin 
Abdullayev, speaking on behalf of the host country, recalled its consistent support for the 
Palestinian people. Describing the question of Jerusalem as one of the most important, albeit 
complex, aspects of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, he stressed that its resolution should be at the 
centre of international efforts to establish a just and lasting peace in the region. In that regard, he 
called for a new status for the city that would establish it as the capital of the State of Palestine 
within the 1967 borders. 
 
8. Underlining the particular importance of the Haram al-Sharif/Temple Mount in that 
context, he called on the international community to pay the site special attention. Commending 
the custodianship of Jordan, he emphasized the need to take the views of Palestinians living in 
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East Jerusalem into account. He also called for the rapid resumption of negotiations and voiced 
support for efforts by the United Nations and OIC in support of the vision of two States living 
side by side in peace and security. 
 
9. The United Nations Assistant Secretary-General for Political Affairs, Miroslav Jenča, 
representing the Secretary-General, recalled that 2017 marked 50 years since the Israel-Arab war 
of 1967, which had resulted in the occupation by Israel of the Palestinian Territory, including 
East Jerusalem. Today, the peace process remained stalled amid continuing negative trends that 
endangered the two-State solution. The expansion of illegal settlements, continuing violence and 
the deteriorating situation in the Gaza Strip increased the distance between Palestinians and 
Israelis and deepened mistrust and despair. In addition, with nearly half of Palestinians 
dependent on humanitarian assistance and the Palestinian economy facing continued restrictions 
and declining growth, the costs of the occupation could not be denied. 
 
10. As the Secretary-General had consistently stated, ending the occupation and achieving a 
negotiated two-State solution was the only way to lay the foundations for an enduring peace — 
one that would allow both peoples to live in security and fulfil their legitimate national 
aspirations, and achieve the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people. Emphasizing that there 
was no place for recourse to violence of any type in seeking a solution to the conflict, he said it 
was high time to create the conditions for a return to direct negotiations, so as to resolve all final 
status issues, including the question of Jerusalem, on the basis of relevant United Nations 
resolutions, mutual agreements and international law. While such efforts would ultimately 
depend on the political will of the two sides, the international community also bore 
responsibility for supporting the process. The United Nations remained firmly committed to 
working with the parties and relevant stakeholders to that end. In the meantime, the international 
community must support Palestinian State-building and oppose the expansion of Israeli 
settlements. 
 
11. In addition, international partners must help to address the socioeconomic challenges 
confronting those living in the Occupied Palestinian Territory within the framework of the 2030 
Agenda for Sustainable Development, bearing in mind its pledge to “leave no one 
behind”.  Internal differences — which hindered Palestinian unity and impeded efforts to 
achieve a negotiated solution — must also be adequately addressed. Recalling that the United 
Nations country team on the ground had several months previously developed a new 
engagement strategy in East Jerusalem, connecting their political, human rights, humanitarian 
and development work, he said that the United Nations was also collaborating with external 
partners to overcome the current negative trajectory. 
 
12. The Chair of the Committee delegation to the Conference, Rafael Darío Ramírez Carreño 
(Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela), described Jerusalem as the fulcrum of the Israeli-Palestinian 
conflict — because of its significance for both peoples, as well as for three major world 
religions. Whatever happened in that city not only had an effect on the Israeli-Palestinian issue, 
but reverberated throughout the world.  It was incumbent on the international community to 
wrest the issue of Jerusalem from the hands of the radicals and turn it into a topic of cooperation, 
for the benefit of its inhabitants and peace in the region and beyond. One way to accomplish that 
was to provide concrete support to the Palestinians in East Jerusalem, who suffered from neglect 
by Israel and separation from the rest of the occupied West Bank. The Conference would explore 
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practical ways in which resilient development in the city could be stimulated, such as through 
tourism and infrastructure projects, and provide concrete examples on how the international 
community, and in particular OIC and its members, could support such initiatives. 
 
13. The Committee, together with OIC, had held annual conferences on the question of 
Jerusalem since 2014.  In 2017, the Committee had organised a round table with the Palestinian 
diaspora in Managua, a capacity-building workshop on the Sustainable Development Goals 
(SDGs) for government staff of the State of Palestine in Beirut, and, most recently, a two-day 
United Nations forum at UN Headquarters in New York to mark 50 years of occupation. 
 
14.  The Assistant Secretary-General for Palestine Affairs of OIC, Samir Bakr, expressed 
concern that the recent escalation by Israel of the conflict in Jerusalem, including its recent 
closure of Al-Aqsa Mosque and acts of aggression against those praying there, would only 
exacerbate the situation and give it a religious dimension with dangerous repercussions. He 
urged the international community to hold Israel accountable, pointing out that, as the occupying 
Power, it was continuing its attempts to isolate Jerusalem’s Palestinian population and obliterate 
the city’s Islamic character. Calling upon the Security Council to commit itself to implementing 
its resolutions, he emphasized the commitment of OIC to providing unconditional support to the 
Palestinian people and to reaching a fair, comprehensive solution to the conflict.  The historic 
suffering faced by the Palestinian people in East Jerusalem every day, however, necessitated, 
now more than ever, serious action commensurate with the challenges on the ground. 
 
15. The Permanent Observer of the State of Palestine to the United Nations, recalling a 
General Assembly resolution that established 2017 as the year to end the Israeli occupation of 
Palestinian lands and people, and the recently adopted Security Council resolution 2234 (2016), 
calling for an end to Israel’s illegal settlements in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, said that 
Jerusalem faced a particularly dangerous moment due to recent Israeli activities — which had 
culminated in the closure of Al-Aqsa Mosque in contravention of the Geneva Conventions and 
other international laws and for which there was no justification.  Condemning those actions, he 
said they restricted the religious rights of the Palestinian population. He also rejected the 
abhorrent use of pretexts in that regard, voicing concern that such actions would turn the present 
conflict into a religious confrontation, deepening hatred and animosity between the parties. 
 
16. Recalling that the President of the State of Palestine, Mahmoud Abbas, had repeatedly 
indicated his willingness to engage with both the European Union and the new United States 
Administration in favour of a meaningful political process leading to the creation of a sovereign 
State of Palestine, he said that Israel had not demonstrated similar resolve. Indeed, the extremist 
elements of Israeli society were more interested in perpetuating the one-State situation, which he 
described as one of apartheid. The illegal settlements in the Occupied Palestinian Territory had 
been condemned in Security Council resolution 2234 (2016) and their continued expansion by 
the Government of Israel sent a signal that the latter was not ready or willing to withdraw. 
 
17. Regarding the current escalation around Al-Aqsa Mosque, he rejected the closure of holy 
sites under any circumstances and called for the removal of all hindrances, including magnetic 
instruments, directed at those seeking to pray inside. He further stated that Israel should not 
repeat such behaviour and that the historic status quo should be maintained without any change.   
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18. The Permanent Representative of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela to the United 
Nations speaking in his national capacity recalled that his country had recently completed its 
term on the Security Council, where the issue of Palestine still appeared to be blocked. After 
10 years of silence, the Council had, in late 2016, adopted resolution 2334 (2016) on Israeli 
settlements in the Occupied Palestinian Territory. Calling on participants to seize the opportunity 
presented by the Conference to send a further message in that regard, he agreed that the recent 
escalation had produced a very dangerous situation on the ground. He said that blocking 
worshippers from Al-Aqsa Mosque was completely unacceptable and underlined the support of 
his country for the position of the State of Palestine. 
 
19. The representative of Indonesia, outlining his country’s long-standing support for the 
Palestinian people, emphasized the inviolability of their inalienable rights – including the right to 
self-determination and to establish an independent State of Palestine with East Jerusalem as its 
capital. The road to the fulfilment of the Palestinian dream of nationhood had regrettably often 
been met with disappointment, but disappointment, frustration or failure were not options. To 
accept the present stalemate was to accept the proposition that Palestinians should not enjoy the 
same political rights and privileges as others. Such a position was inconsistent with history and 
common sense. The time had come for Israel to end its intransigence and its negative policies 
and invest in the quest for peace. The path forward lay in a broad-based international effort that 
would examine all aspects of the challenge in the Middle East, he said, urging all States to 
explore avenues to ensure the success of such an effort. 
 
20. The representative of Malaysia said that the Conference had gained even greater focus 
and significance in the light of recent events. In view of the efforts by certain parties to diminish 
the focus on the broader issue of Palestine, the meeting was critical to ensuring that it continued 
to command the attention of the international community. Condemning the closure of Al-Aqsa 
Mosque in the strongest terms, he said that the provocative action by Israel was a violation of 
both international law and the rights of Muslims to perform their religious rituals in their holy 
places without restrictions. He voiced concern about the continuing attempts by Israel to 
strengthen the Jewish character of Jerusalem by altering its demographic composition and legal 
status. Such activities were unacceptable and constituted an obstacle to the two-State solution. 
 
21. Denouncing any attempt to attain international recognition of Jerusalem as the undivided 
capital of Israel, he said that the question must not be considered in isolation from the peace 
process, since it was a fundamental element of any final, just and comprehensive settlement of 
the conflict. The Conference was a manifestation of support for the Palestinian people but the 
international community should do more. States must no longer be detached from or apathetic to 
developments in the Occupied Palestinian Territory.  The international community must step up 
efforts to ensure that Israel was held accountable for its illegal actions, he said, urging States to 
exert diplomatic, economic and political pressure to that end. 
 
22. The representative of the Parliamentary Assembly of the Mediterranean expressed 
concern about the unprecedented escalation that had led to the closure of Al-Aqsa Mosque and 
the prevention of worshippers from exercising their religious rights. Condemning the escalation, 
he expressed support for a sovereign and independent State of Palestine within the 1967 borders 
and with East Jerusalem as its capital, and urged the international community to take resolute 
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action against escalation. 
 
23. The representative of Turkey, noting that the 50-year-long Israeli occupation of 
Palestinian territory remained a major source of instability in the region and was widely 
exploited by extremist groups, said that an independent and sovereign State of Palestine within 
the 1967 borders and with East Jerusalem as its capital was the only way to realize a just, 
comprehensive and lasting peace. The lack of diplomatic balance between the two sides could 
only be remedied by further recognition of the State of Palestine by countries beyond the 
137 States that had already recognized it, he said, underlining the need to avoid provocative 
steps in violation of Security Council resolutions on the status of Jerusalem. 
 
24. Emphasizing that the three-day closure of the Haram al-Sharif following an incident on 
14 July 2017 exceeded any reasonable security concern, he urged Israel to fulfil its obligations as 
the occupying Power in East Jerusalem and to relax restrictions, including with regard to the 
placement of metal detectors at the gates of the Haram al-Sharif. Palestinian reconciliation was 
another crucial dimension to the issue, he said, emphasizing his country’s support for Palestinian 
unity and recalling that it had recently delivered three shipments of humanitarian aid to the Gaza 
Strip.  Turkey had also contributed $500,000 to the United Nations Emergency Fund to address 
the deepening electricity crisis in Gaza. 
 
25. The representative of Morocco underlined his country’s special relationship with 
Palestine and its longstanding support for a settlement that would preserve the Palestinian 
people’s right to create an independent and viable State with East Jerusalem as its capital.  He 
said that Morocco was host to the Bayt Mal Al-Quds Al-Sharif Agency, the operational 
institution of the Al-Quds Committee of OIC, which was committed to helping the Palestinians 
to remain steadfast on their lands. It worked, in particular, in the areas of health, education and 
population, as well as to safeguard religious and civilizational heritage. Noting that Morocco 
contributed more than 80 per cent of the Agency’s budget, he called on other States to increase 
their contributions. 
 

III. Plenary sessions 

A.  Session I 
Life in East Jerusalem under occupation 

 
26. The Ambassador of Indonesia to Azerbaijan, Husnan Bey Fananie, chaired the session. 
    
27. The President of Al-Quds University in Jerusalem, Imad Abukishek drew attention to 
long-standing and feverish attempts by Israel to obliterate the Islamic and Christian character of 
Jerusalem, noting that such actions continued unabated despite repeated condemnations by the 
international community. On the contrary, Israel continued to work towards the Judaization of 
Jerusalem, an effort that had culminated in the Jerusalem 2020 plan, the aim of which was to 
reduce the city’s Palestinian population to no more than 20 per cent of its residents. That was 
closing the last window of opportunity to avoid a political catastrophe, he warned, as the 
creation of a new, irrevocable status quo would render the two-State solution impossible. 
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28. Asserting that Israel was also replacing Jerusalem’s Palestinian population with Israeli 
settlers — supported by what he termed a war machine that killed and arrested without regard 
for laws, ethics or morals — he outlined challenges facing the Palestinian population of 
Jerusalem in education, housing and social services, among other areas. The Israeli authorities 
had expanded the border of Jerusalem into the West Bank and built a racist wall of separation 
intended to further isolate the city’s Palestinian population from the rest of the Occupied 
Palestinian Territory. Noting that Israeli settlements had more than doubled in size since 1993, 
he said that holy sites, including the Haram al-Sharif/Temple Mount, had been targeted with a 
view to further transforming the city’s historical character. It was high time to hold Israel 
accountable and finally end the occupation, he emphasized, urging Member States to give full 
support to the cause of the Palestinian people. 
 
29. The Director of Terrestrial Jerusalem, Daniel Seidemann, noting that he was the only 
Israeli in the meeting, emphasized that relations between Israelis and Palestinians were strained 
to breaking point and recalled a recent urgent meeting he had held with European Union heads 
of missions following two serious changes on the ground: the surge in Israeli settlement activity 
and the increasing radicalization in and around the Haram al-Sharif/Temple Mount. The Israel 
Defense Forces had cancelled all leave for troops and five battalions were on special alert. The 
situation in Jerusalem was one of balancing on the edge of a volcano and had not been so serious 
since the summer of 2000. Indeed, events on the ground over the coming 48 to 72 hours would 
be critical. On the subject of whether the installation of metal detectors at the entrance to the 
Haram Al-Sharif, following the violent incident of 14 July, constituted a violation of the status 
quo, given that there were metal detectors at the entrance to the Western (Wailing) Wall, he said 
that the site had historically been designated as an exclusive place of worship for Muslims. 
During the British Mandate, Jewish prayer on the Temple Mount had been prohibited by 
rabbinical authority until the advent of the Messiah, so there had been no conflict over the 
compound. In 1967, when Israel had captured the compound, the current status quo had been 
established. Non-Muslim visitors were permitted as visitors, and it had long been the policy of 
many Israeli Governments that no Jewish prayer was permitted on the Temple Mount. Security 
on the Haram Al-Sharif was to be in the hands of the Waqf, except in extreme situations.   
 
30. In contrast to that historical status quo, what had previously been considered radical 
views had today moved into the political mainstream and transformed the Haram Al-
Sharif/Temple Mount from a secure, Muslim Palestinian space into one of tension and danger. 
Warning against such a weaponization of religion, he said that the parties were in a frenzy of 
mutual denial, in which each side ignored the other’s claim to the city. While it was generally 
legitimate to use metal detectors to prevent the smuggling of dangerous objects into public 
spaces, it was undeniable that, since the Israeli police and border control officers were symbols 
of the occupation, their presence and actions at the gates of Al-Aqsa Mosque were seen as a 
threat and source of humiliation. 
 
31. Israel had been an occupying Power for so long that it was no longer possible to 
distinguish conflict management from permanent status. The reaction of the Government of 
Israel to the coherent, non-violent Palestinian protests at the holy site would have great 
significance going forward. If Israel decided to de-escalate there and then, a crisis could still be 
averted. The situation was one in which the brakes had been removed and facts no longer 
mattered. There was an urgent need to identify alternate sources of stability, including finally 
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addressing the core issue of occupation. 
 
32. The Project Coordinator of the United Nations Entity for Gender Equality and the 
Empowerment of Women (UN-Women) in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, Hadeel Abdo, 
presented a joint project of the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) and UN-
Women intended to create a better understanding of Palestinian women’s access to justice in 
occupied East Jerusalem. She said that the Government of the State of Palestine had no 
jurisdiction or access in East Jerusalem, given its occupation and annexation by Israel. Israeli 
law provided for the issuance of permanent residency identification cards to Palestinians living 
in the city, but they could be revoked at any time. Moreover, the law did not provide for the right 
to reunite with family members and the entitlement to permanent residence could not 
automatically be passed down to children. Palestinians who had not been counted originally 
within the annexed area were excluded from legal status in Jerusalem. In recent years, East 
Jerusalem had seen growing levels of violence, including attacks against Palestinian women. 
 
33. The Women’s Studies Centre in Jerusalem had therefore conducted a study using 
feminist methodology to document the voices of the city’s Palestinian women and girls in 
occupied East Jerusalem, including through interviews and the collection of letters, court records 
and other documents from 240 women, 11 men and 269 children. Workers, university students, 
divorced women and NGOs had participated in the study. The study had revealed, among other 
things, that Palestinian women and girls navigating the Israeli legal system struggled with 
challenges in such simple areas as obtaining a driver’s licence. Palestinian survivors of domestic 
violence faced significant obstacles because they feared visits by the Israeli police, from whom 
they sought protection. Indeed, Palestinian women suffering abuse often refrained from calling 
the police, in particular if they were not legal residents of Jerusalem, and families and other 
related support systems were mostly unwilling to accept a woman reporting domestic abuse to an 
Israeli authority. 
   
34. The study had also found that Palestinian women without a Jerusalem permanent resident 
identification found themselves struggling to survive and meet the needs of their families, while 
being burdened by the constant navigation of the maze of Israeli bureaucracy.  The fact that their 
status depended completely on that of their husbands reinforced patriarchal power in the 
domestic sphere. 
 
35. In addition, the study found that access by women to justice in the labour market in East 
Jerusalem was affected by many factors, including the multiple legal systems, the accessible but 
discriminatory, low-wage labour market, local cultural ideologies that discouraged women from 
taking paid work, and general racism against Palestinians. Women who spoke out politically or 
sought justice risked being fired, and their social media accounts were under constant 
surveillance by their Israeli employers. Finally, letters from younger women and girls revealed 
daily struggles, including constant fear and thoughts of death, as well as discrimination in higher 
education and when seeking employment opportunities. 
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B.  Session II 
A new approach for East Jerusalem 

 
36. The Permanent Observer of the Organization of Islamic Cooperation to the United 
Nations chaired the session. 
 
37. The President and chief executive officer of the Holy Land Christian Ecumenical 
Foundation, Rateb Rabie, speaking about the provision of tangible support to the Palestinian 
economy through tourism and infrastructure, said that the policy of Israel in Jerusalem consisted 
of three phases: de-development, integration with Israel and gentrification. Each of them had an 
adverse impact on the city’s Palestinian population. The separation wall constructed between the 
West Bank and Jerusalem had contributed to the first phase by marginalizing the Palestinian 
urban presence and had emptied the city of its central touristic and cultural value. The second 
phase aimed to draw all facets of life into the Israeli system, with an impact on Palestinian 
educational curricula, business licences, labour laws and touristic marketing of the city, in a 
process that some Palestinians referred to as the “Israelization” of East Jerusalem. 
 
38. The third phase, gentrification, involved displacing and limiting the number of 
Palestinians, particularly in the Old City zone, and encouraging settlers to replace them. The 
separation wall, in particular, divided Palestinian territory into two parts, thereby cutting off and 
isolating East Jerusalem from the West Bank, fragmenting the Palestinian community, degrading 
quality of life and creating a political vacuum that had occasionally led to violence. More than 
80 per cent of the Palestinian residents of East Jerusalem lived below the poverty line, compared 
with a much smaller number among the city’s Jewish population. Israel was pursuing its own 
exclusive plans in East Jerusalem and Israeli tour maps of Jerusalem had been drawn to ignore 
Christian and Muslim holy sites. 
  
39. Those factors had led to a steady decline in tourism in East Jerusalem. Noting that the 
Christian pilgrimage to Jerusalem was seasonal in nature, and that the Muslim tourism market 
was limited and occasional, he said that only 20 per cent of pilgrims to the city stayed in East 
Jerusalem despite the fact that most of the holy sites were located there. There was also a lack of 
hotels in East Jerusalem — fewer than 1,500 rooms in total — owing largely to challenges in 
obtaining building permits. Tourism services were down, souvenir shops were closing, tour bus 
traffic was dropping and East Jerusalem lacked a tourism board to address those challenges. 
 
40. In that regard, he called for greater efforts to improve tourism, including by preserving 
Palestinian culture, identity and way of life; building the capacity of their businesses and 
organizations; boosting the competitive capacity of East Jerusalem by introducing new tourist 
products in order to counter the seasonal nature of tourism to the city; encouraging different 
sectors to work together; involving the larger community in planning processes; partnering with 
women and youth; hosting festivals and exhibits; promoting and positioning East Jerusalem on 
regional and international tourism maps; networking with different organizations and 
establishing Palestinian tourism centres; engaging with religious centres in the city; encouraging 
religious tourism worldwide; and promoting tourism through the relevant ministries of friendly 
and supportive countries.  
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41. The head of the Jerusalem Unit of the Office of the President of the State of Palestine, 
Motassem Taem, speaking about the Palestinian strategy for East Jerusalem, described a range 
of measures imposed by the Israeli authorities in order to “Judaize” the city of Jerusalem and 
enhance its Jewish presence at the expense of its Arab-Palestinian presence. Such efforts 
included the recent actions by Israel at Al-Aqsa Mosque and other Muslim and Christian holy 
sites, as Israel sought to change the identity, history, geography and culture of the city. Its 
policies included efforts to create a Jewish majority by establishing “Jewish only” settlements 
and to limit the Palestinian population by either forcibly evicting Palestinians from the city or 
impeding their growth and development as a community. That involved a policy of spatial 
segregation to reduce the visibility of the Palestinian presence in the city.   
 
42. He highlighted incursions by “Israeli extremists” into the Al-Aqsa Mosque compound 
and the construction of settlements around Jerusalem as major violations committed by the 
Government of Israel and argued that the European Union had a responsibility to intervene to 
protect the peace process and the human rights of the Palestinian people. Settlement-related 
projects included: settlement tunnels and archaeological excavations; the creation of Talmudic 
gardens or “national parks” used by Israel to control land in the city; a cable car project that 
would operate within the city's discriminatory transportation system, which was designed to 
serve the Israeli population; and the building of an illegal “annexation wall”.   
 
43. Israel had imposed restrictions on Palestinian construction, demolished Palestinian 
homes and revoked the identification cards of Palestinian residents of East Jerusalem. Against 
that backdrop, the Jerusalem Unit was working to help Palestinians in the city remain steadfast 
and maintain their presence, while supporting their development and prosperity. He highlighted 
efforts to update the multisectoral strategic plan for Jerusalem, covering the period 2017–2022, 
with a view to preparing Jerusalem to be the capital of the State of Palestine, and the creation of 
a projects committee made up of local experts. He called on all donors to commit to the strategic 
plan, one aim of which was to maintain and increase the number of Palestinians in Jerusalem. It 
covered housing, high-quality education, urban planning and legal support for residents of 
Jerusalem. The Unit was also focusing on the city's economy and had taken the initiative to 
prepare an investment study. It had contacted the World Bank to explore the possibility of 
making use of its Multilateral Investment Guarantee Agency, was preparing a major investment 
conference on Jerusalem and was also providing loans for small enterprises.  Drawing attention 
to shortcomings identified by the Unit in the support currently provided to East Jerusalem, he 
said that future programmes should include specific indicators, be based on national priorities, 
and include transparent monitoring and impact evaluation mechanisms on an electronic platform, 
as well as enhanced coordination between the plans of the Government of the State of Palestine 
and those of donors, thereby establishing linkages between plans for Jerusalem and those for the 
West Bank. He highlighted the importance of strengthening Jerusalem-based civil society 
organizations and following up on international organizations, including the United Nations, to 
advocate the implementation of resolutions concerning the city, and proposed that the 
Palestinian people be awarded the Nobel Peace Prize for its longstanding commitment to peace 
and steadfastness. He drew attention to the documentation fraud perpetrated by Israeli settlers to 
justify the takeover of Palestinian properties.   
 
44. The Chief International and Investor Relations Officer at the Bank of Palestine, Kamel 
Husseini, outlined economic and development efforts in East Jerusalem involving 
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intergovernmental agencies, donors, public-private partnerships and, increasingly, Palestinian 
banks, which were looking for new investment opportunities.  Tourism and services had 
significant potential and remained the core sectors in East Jerusalem, representing 40 per cent 
and 25 per cent, respectively, of the city’s economy. Investment opportunities in those areas 
included renovating existing, family-run hotels, building new hotels and converting existing 
landmark buildings, such as hospitals and schools, into four-star hotels or above.  For example, 
investors could come together to reconvert Orient House — formerly the headquarters of the 
Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) and originally built as a guesthouse — into a hotel. All 
but $10 million of the $65 million required for the project had been raised. 
 
45. He outlined other investment opportunities to meet the city’s needs, including building 
40,000 housing units, 120 schools, business and office space, and meeting and convention space, 
and set out ways of investing in the private sector, including: new mortgage-financing schemes; 
loan guarantees, including for small and medium-sized enterprises; spatial and economic 
planning; labour force rehabilitation and training; infrastructure rehabilitation; education and 
technical skills development; and training in innovation and entrepreneurship to support East 
Jerusalem’s knowledge economy, calling on the international community to mobilize around 
such investment opportunities. 
 
46. He said that it was important to change the narrative about East Jerusalem by 
emphasizing that the city was not lost, but still Palestinian and Arab, that it was investment-
friendly and that barriers could be overcome despite Israeli jurisdiction. By way of example, 
Palestinian banks had managed to establish a foothold in Jerusalem by locating branch offices in 
an area of no-man’s land beyond Israeli control and rehabilitating a formerly drug-infested 
neighbourhood. Arab and Muslim media should change their coverage of the city by placing the 
emphasis on visitors’ experiences, showcasing success stories and reinforcing the message that 
the city was multicultural, multitalented and welcoming. He described a fund of funds for 
investing in hospitality and an urban renewal project jointly undertaken by the Islamic 
Development Bank, the European Union, UNDP and other partners to revitalize two commercial 
streets in East Jerusalem, which could serve as a model for future endeavours. Arab donors 
might be reluctant to give money to the West Bank or Gaza because they did not wish to be seen 
as favouring a particular Palestinian political faction, but everybody should come together in 
support of East Jerusalem. 
 
47. The head of the Central West Bank Field Coordination Unit of the Office for the 
Coordination of Humanitarian Assistance, Isra Muzaffar, said that the United Nations 
engagement strategy in East Jerusalem, which had been adopted in 2016, sought to mobilize 
support for the most vulnerable groups among the city’s Palestinian population by aligning 
development, humanitarian and other efforts of the United Nations country team. Among other 
things, the country team had conducted a series of mapping exercises, identifying gaps and areas 
that could be improved. Noting that the particular problems of East Jerusalem under Israeli 
occupation had begun 50 years previously, long before the closures and construction of the 
separation wall, she said that the team had identified 10 key challenges facing Palestinians living 
in the city, including those relating to residency, which could be revoked by Israel, restrictions 
on free movement, a high rate of detention, and property rights issues, such as the transfer under 
the Absentees’ Property Law of Palestinian refugee property to a so-called Israeli custodian and, 
thence, to Israeli settler organizations.  
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48. The confiscation of Palestinian private property, planning restrictions that allowed less 
and less land for construction by Palestinians and the demolition of homes were other major 
challenges. A full 35 per cent of East Jerusalem private property had been expropriated for the 
benefit of settlers. Israeli settlers had four times more land planned for them than Palestinians. In 
2017 alone, 99 Palestinian structures had so far been demolished, affecting more than 
200 people.  Although the pace of demolition had not attracted international media attention, 
given the magnitude of displacement in other countries, it was a steady stream that continued to 
grow. Some 25,000 units, housing 100,000 people, one third of East Jerusalem’s Palestinian 
population, were currently at risk of demolition.  
 
49. Settlements, built in three circles dissecting and isolating Palestinian communities in East 
Jerusalem, constituted another major challenge, as did the construction of checkpoints and a 
separation wall devised to isolate the city’s Palestinian population and further transform the 
geopolitics on the ground.  One third of Palestinian residents of East Jerusalem had found 
themselves on the West Bank side of the wall, essentially isolated from the rest of the city. The 
economic impact on surrounding Palestinian villages, as they lost markets in the city, had been 
devastating. 
 
50. Young people were particularly affected by the absence of youth clubs and a lack of 
employment opportunities. Other key challenges affecting Palestinian residents of East 
Jerusalem included: underfunded hospitals; substance abuse; a lack of education, a shortage of 
classrooms and a high dropout rate; a high detention rate among children; the need for economic 
revitalization; and the closure of Palestinian institutions. Against that backdrop, the strategy of 
the United Nations in East Jerusalem contained the following main objectives: to restore East 
Jerusalem as the centre of commercial, religious, political and cultural life for the Palestinian 
population; to improve education and health services; and to promote development. It was also 
intended to help to reconnect the city with the rest of the Occupied Palestinian Territory, while 
allowing the Palestinians to enjoy their rights and obtain access to essential services. Areas 
requiring particular attention were advocacy, the protection of civilians, the effects of the 
separation wall, issues of residency and the lack of political representation, absentee and 
property rights law and the impact of settler activities. The United Nations country team had 110 
projects, with a total value of $108 million, under way in East Jerusalem. The majority were 
connected with training and capacity-building, with fewer focused on infrastructure. Most 
addressed youth, health and education issues, with relatively little attention paid to advocacy, 
residency rights and the separation wall. There was also a need for more evidence-based 
humanitarian reporting. The country team recommended focusing efforts on a particular 
vulnerable community in East Jerusalem, strengthening coordination with the Palestinian 
Authority and the PLO, donors and NGOs and liaising with the Israeli authorities. For the 
coming two or three years, the country team would focus on helping Palestinians in East 
Jerusalem to retain their Palestinian identity. 
 

C.  Session III 
International and regional support for East Jerusalem 

 
51. The Permanent Representative of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela to the United 
Nations chaired the session.  



15 
 

 
 

52. A lecturer at the Azerbaijan State Pedagogical University, Ramina Mammad gizi 
Huseynli, looking back at the history of Jerusalem, recalled that, after the departure of British 
troops from the city, it had been placed under the jurisdiction of the United Nations. Under 
General Assembly resolution 181 (II), it had been assigned, in line with the Palestine Plan of 
Partition, a unique demilitarized status under the United Nations Trusteeship Council for 10 
years. After the subsequent armed conflict, however, Israel and Jordan had divided the city 
between themselves. In 1950, Israel had declared Jerusalem to be its capital and begun to 
establish State institutions there. The Six-Day War in 1967 had resulted in the occupation by 
Israel of the eastern part of Jerusalem, containing Al-Aqsa Mosque. In spite of United Nations 
resolutions expressing condemnation, Israel had persisted in imposing measures aimed at 
changing the character and legal status of Jerusalem — including by building illegal settlements 
in territories occupied in 1967. 
 
53. The General Assembly and Security Council had repeatedly declared measures such as 
the annexation of East Jerusalem and its declaration as part of the unified capital of Israel to be 
contrary to international law, including the Geneva Convention relative to the Protection of 
Civilian Persons in Time of War, and United Nations resolutions, and thereby null and void. In 
the 1980s, the question of Jerusalem had come to be considered within a broader context as an 
example of a territory annexed through the use of force. The Security Council had established a 
commission on settlements that, however, had not produced significant results. The Council had 
also called on other nations to withdraw their embassies from Jerusalem. In 1981, the city was 
placed on the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO) list 
of extraordinarily important cultural sites.  In addition, UNESCO had adopted a resolution in 
2007 reaffirming the need to preserve Jerusalem as an official World Heritage site.  
 
54. The Director-General of the Statistical, Economic and Social Research and Training 
Centre for Islamic Countries (SESRIC), Musa Kulaklikaya, spoke of OIC support for the 
Palestinian population in East Jerusalem, and said that Palestinian residents of Jerusalem 
suffered because of a number of obstacles, primarily the expanding illegal Israeli settlements and 
policies of Judaization imposed on the city. Being residents but not citizens of Israel, the 
Palestinians living in Jerusalem did not have equal rights or access to services. At the same time, 
Israel had isolated East Jerusalem from its natural integration with the Palestinian economy in 
the West Bank, Gaza and neighbouring Arab countries, while ensuring that it did not develop to 
the same levels as the Israeli side of the city, and aimed to undermine the viability of the city by 
forcing out its Palestinian residents and replacing them with Israeli settlers.  Economic, legal and 
political measures against Palestinians remained in place, despite peace efforts and United 
Nations resolutions, he said, citing also the absence of international pressure for Israel to change 
its policies. Capacity-building programmes and training workshops that would assist Palestinian 
lawyers in East Jerusalem in challenging Israeli measures would be particularly beneficial. 
Israeli efforts to isolate Jerusalem from the Palestinian administration had made the role of civil 
society in supporting the people of the city increasingly important. In that context, OIC member 
States should formulate and adopt a common stance on Palestine and the issue of Jerusalem. 
 
55. While outlining some of the Centre’s activities, he said that the OIC Strategic Plan for 
the Development of Jerusalem accorded special attention to the tourism sector, which accounted 
for 22 per cent of total projects and was particularly important because there was little room for 
other sectors, such as manufacturing and agriculture, to contribute to economic development in 
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the city. Jerusalem had been selected as the OIC City of Tourism in 2015 and an international 
workshop on exploring the city’s tourism potential had been jointly organized in Istanbul, 
Turkey, in November 2015 with the Ministry of Tourism and Antiquities of the State of 
Palestine.   
 
56. He said that Palestine was rich in natural and human resources, with a large young 
population. Many of those young people, however, remained unemployed, with nearly 
39 per cent out of work in 2016.  Those numbers showed that initiatives targeting youth 
unemployment should be more results-oriented. He called on stakeholders — including 
Government, civil society and the private sector — to join forces in addressing skills mismatches 
and gender disparities in the development of skills. He highlighted agriculture, information 
technology and digital entrepreneurship, tourism, construction and energy as sectors that could 
lead to growth and create jobs for Palestinian youth. The OIC SEED-Palestine pilot project was 
aimed at empowering young people by providing them with training for employment, increasing 
job opportunities for marginalized youth and generating business development for existing and 
new enterprises.  That project would be carried out by UNDP under the Deprived Families 
Economic Empowerment Programme for Palestinians. 
 
57. Examples of innovation and entrepreneurship included the Gaza Start-up Weekends, 
which had begun in 2011 and brought together web designers, developers, entrepreneurs and 
other experts, and Gaza Sky Geeks, a technology-based start-up supported by Mercury Corps 
through a grant from Google.  
 
58. The Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights in the Palestinian Territory 
occupied since 1967, Stanley Michael Lynk, spoke via video-link about leveraging international 
law and United Nations resolutions. He said the foundational test of any proposed settlement of 
the Palestine question must be whether it met the standards of fairness, equality and justice 
mandated by international law.  Above all, international law was the promise that States make to 
one another to maintain peace and pursue justice. The annexation of territory by the use of war 
or force was strictly forbidden under such statutes. The Palestinian territory captured by Israel 
in 1967 was nearly universally regarded by the international community as occupied and the 
implantation of civilian settlers — also forbidden under international law — was widely seen as 
having the aim of displacing that territory’s protected indigenous people, constituting a 
presumptive war crime. 
 
59. Self-determination was perhaps the most central of collective human rights in 
international law and the United Nations had long affirmed the right of the Palestinian people to 
exercise that right. Reviewing a range of General Assembly and Security Council resolutions 
adopted in the decades following the 1967 war, he noted that they all declared the practices of 
Israel in the occupied territories to be null and void and called for an end to the occupation. 
 
60. Any final settlement must ensure the rights of all who called Jerusalem home, as well as 
their equal access to the city’s holy sites, he said. International law was quite clear on what 
Israel, as the occupying Power, was forbidden to do with regard to Jerusalem. Whereas 
international law placed the principles of justice, fairness and equality at its core, it did not 
prescribe a particular solution to the question of Jerusalem, and remained flexible enough to 
encompass agreement on its status as either a re-divided city, a shared city, a unified city or 
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some other model. He noted that, in its 2004 advisory opinion regarding the Israeli separation 
wall, the International Court of Justice had ruled that other States had legal obligations flowing 
from the Israeli violations of international law in the Occupied Palestinian Territories.  
 
61. He then put forward three ideas. First, the United Nations could commission legal studies 
designed to bring Israel into compliance with its resolutions on Jerusalem. They should include: 
a legal assessment of the obligations of the High Contracting Parties to the Geneva Conventions; 
a legal and social assessment of the status of Jerusalem as a holy city to three world religions and 
how that might be preserved while the occupation continues and under future conditions of a just 
settlement of the question of Palestine; a legal study regarding the status and membership of a 
United Nations Member State that persistently defied the direction of the Security Council 
and/or General Assembly; and a legal study of the different forms that the future political status 
of Jerusalem might take, and which forms would be broadly compliant with international law 
and which ones would not.  
 
62. Secondly, the General Assembly could seek an advisory opinion from the International 
Court of Justice as to the legality of the occupation. If the occupying Power appeared to have 
breached all, or most, of the core principles of the law of occupation — no annexation of 
territory, acting in the best interests of the population under occupation, the inherently temporary 
and short-term nature of occupation, observation of all of the leading legal obligations under 
international humanitarian and human rights law and acting in good faith throughout, including 
by accepting and obeying United Nations resolutions — the global community would have an 
obligation to determine whether the occupation had crossed a line into illegality and, if so, a duty 
to take every reasonable measure to end the occupation and help the population either to pursue 
self-determination or restore its previous political status. 
 
63. Thirdly, the General Assembly should consider a legal study to review its powers under 
the “Uniting for Peace” resolution in a manner that would assist the international community in 
bringing the occupation to an end.  Exploring the use of such powers was justified under the 
circumstances, given the permanent responsibility of the United Nations regarding the question 
of Palestine, the length of time over which the conflict had remained unresolved, the centrality 
of the matter in world politics and diplomacy, the clear direction of international law in shaping 
the outcome of the conflict and the resistance of the occupying Power to compliance with the 
strictures of international law and to ending the occupation and reaching a just settlement. 
 

IV. Closing session 
 

64. The Permanent Representative of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela to the United 
Nations and Head of the Committee delegation to the Conference, who chaired the closing 
session, read out a communiqué on the closure of Al-Aqsa Mosque issued by the organizers of 
the Conference, the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian 
People and the Organization of Islamic Cooperation (see annex I). 
   
65. The Ambassador at large at the Ministry for Foreign Affairs of Azerbaijan, 
Mr. Abdullayev, delivering closing remarks on behalf of the host country, said that, during the 
previous two days, the Conference had heard various briefings, reports and other statements that 
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shed light on the status quo in Jerusalem. Although many United Nations resolutions had been 
passed on the situation, none had been implemented. Azerbaijan strongly supported the 
Palestinian people and, therefore, a path to peace on the basis of international law and 
resolutions of the Security Council and General Assembly.   
 
66. Azerbaijan was aware that United Nations resolutions had been adopted regarding 
various country situations and that, in some cases, they had been implemented within days, 
while in others they remained on paper. Azerbaijan faced similar problems, because, for more 
than 24 years, Security Council resolutions calling for the withdrawal of Armenian forces and an 
end to the neighbouring State’s aggression had also failed to be implemented. He lamented the 
lack of a mechanism for their implementation and the passive attitude of some “mega-Powers” 
that did not wish to exert the necessary political pressure to resolve such international conflicts. 
He expressed the hope that the Conference would help to pave the way for a resolution of the 
question of Jerusalem and stressed that the city belonged not only to the Palestinian people, but 
to the entire Arab and Islamic world, which considered it a holy place. 
 
67. The head of the Central West Bank Field Coordination Unit of the Office for the 
Coordination of Humanitarian Assistance, Isra Muzaffar, provided an update on the latest 
situation on the ground, reporting that at least one Palestinian had been killed and at least 
193 others injured in the course of the day. The situation was tense and the gates around and 
leading to Al-Aqsa Mosque had been closed, with the exception of three fitted with metal 
detectors. There were also reports that a hospital in East Jerusalem had been raided and that the 
Government of Israel was considering the dispatch of troops to East Jerusalem. 
 
68. The Permanent Observer of the State of Palestine to the United Nations, while shedding 
tears for Palestinian victims of the clashes in Jerusalem, said that it was the destiny of the 
Palestinians to continue to carry the torch and pay the price, fighting for the rights of its people.  
Expressing pride that Palestinians were defending Palestine, Al-Aqsa Mosque and Jerusalem, he 
said that the day’s events marked another round in the senseless fight that the military 
occupation by Israel was forcing on Palestinians. They deserved freedom and dignity in their 
own State and the right to pray freely and without any obstacles in Al-Aqsa Mosque, without 
metal detectors and without the presence of the Israeli military machinery of oppression. The 
Palestinians were determined to continue to defend Al-Aqsa Mosque and the Haram al-Sharif.  
 
69. Palestinians were equally determined to continue their peaceful fight for their rights.  
Drawing parallels between the Palestinian cause and those of formerly colonized peoples in 
Africa, Asia, Latin America and elsewhere around the world, who had succeeded in liberating 
themselves, he said, in reference to the communiqué on the closure of Al-Aqsa Mosque (see 
annex I), that the Conference had sent a modest signal from Baku to the Palestinian people that 
they were not alone.  
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Annex I 

Communiqué on the closure of Al-Aqsa Mosque 

On behalf of the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian 

People and Organization of Islamic Cooperation: 

We, organizers of the International Conference on Jerusalem, strongly condemn Israel’s 

closure of the Al-Aqsa Mosque and the banning of Friday prayers. These measures and all other 

restrictions imposed by Israel, the occupying Power, in violation of the historic status quo and 

international law, constitute both a blatant aggression against those who wish to attend these 

holy sites in Jerusalem, and an attack on the rights of the Palestinian people, including their right 

to worship at these sites. 

These provocations, violations and attacks against Palestinian worshippers aggravate 

religious sensitivities and tension and should be immediately brought to an end to avoid a 

dangerous escalation of the situation on the ground. We call on the international community to 

urgently reaffirm respect for the historic status quo, and to compel Israel, the occupying Power, 

to rescind all measures that violate this historic status quo, including the installation of metal 

detectors, and to comply with its obligations under international law.  We call on all parties 

concerned to work to calm the situation and avoid any steps that may increase the tension. 

 We reaffirm the longstanding international condemnation, enshrined in UN General 

Assembly and UN Security Council resolutions, of all measures aimed at altering the 

demographic composition, character and status of the Palestinian Territory occupied since 1967, 

including East Jerusalem, and stress that only an end of the Israeli occupation will pave the way 

for a just and lasting peace.  
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Annex II 

Summary of the Chair 

1.  The International Conference on the Question of Jerusalem was convened in Baku on 20 
and 21 July 2017 under the auspices of the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights 
of the Palestinian People and with the support of the Organization of Islamic Cooperation (OIC). 
The theme of the Conference was “Jerusalem and the international community: providing 
political and economic support”. 
 
2. The aims of the Conference were twofold: to provide up-to-date information on the 
situation in the city, especially in the light of the ongoing deteriorating situation following the 
incidents around Al-Aqsa Mosque, and to present ideas and proposals regarding how the 
international community, especially member States of OIC, can provide concrete support to the 
Palestinian population in Jerusalem, with a focus on education and training for fostering 
resilience, especially among youth, and on economic recovery and development, in particular in 
the tourism sector. 
 
3. The Conference brought together international experts, including from Palestine and 
Israel, representatives of the diplomatic community and the public. 
 
4. At the opening session, the Ambassador at large at the Ministry for Foreign Affairs of 
Azerbaijan, Shahin Abdullayev, representing the host country, described the question of 
Jerusalem as one of the most important, albeit complex, aspects of the Israeli-Palestinian 
conflict, and stressed that its resolution should be at the centre of international efforts to establish 
a just and lasting peace in the region. In that regard, he called for the official establishment of 
East Jerusalem as the capital of the State of Palestine within the 1967 borders. 
 
5. The Assistant Secretary-General for Political Affairs, Miroslav Jenča, who attended the 
Conference as the representative of the Secretary-General, stated that, while it was high time to 
create the conditions for a return to direct negotiations so as to resolve all final status issues, 
including the question of Jerusalem, international partners must help to address the 
socioeconomic challenges confronting those living in the Occupied Palestinian Territory within 
the framework of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development and its pledge to “leave no one 
behind”. 
 
6. The Chair of the Conference, Rafael Darío Ramírez Carreño (Bolivarian Republic of 
Venezuela), delivered a statement on behalf of the Chair of the Committee, Fodé Seck (Senegal), 
calling on the international community to wrest the issue of the city from the hands of radicals 
and turn it from a topic of confrontation into one of cooperation.  One way to accomplish that 
goal was to provide concrete support to the Palestinian inhabitants of East Jerusalem.  Speaking 
in his national capacity, he highlighted Security Council resolution 2334 (2016) and called on 
participants to send a further message against Israeli policies in East Jerusalem. 
 
7. The Assistant Secretary-General for Palestine Affairs of OIC, Samir Bakr, expressed 
concern that the recent escalation of the conflict in Jerusalem by Israel would only exacerbate 
the situation and give it a religious dimension with dangerous repercussions. He urged the 
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international community to hold Israel accountable, pointing out that, as the occupying Power, it 
was continuing its attempts to isolate the Palestinian population in Jerusalem and to obliterate 
the city’s Islamic character. 
 
8. The Permanent Observer of the State of Palestine to the United Nations said that, because 
of the recent activities of Israel, Jerusalem faced a particularly dangerous moment, which carried 
the risk of extremists turning the conflict into a religious confrontation.  He proposed that the 
Conference conclude with a communiqué rejecting the closure of holy sites and calling on Israel 
to guarantee that the historic status quo would be maintained. 
 
9. Following the opening session, representatives of Member States and organizations, 
among them Indonesia, Malaysia, Morocco, Turkey and the Parliamentary Assembly of the 
Mediterranean, read out official statements.  
 
10. In the first plenary session on “Life in East Jerusalem under occupation”, speakers 
warned that tensions between Israelis and Palestinians in Jerusalem had reached breaking point. 
The continued settlement enterprise of Israel in East Jerusalem went hand-in-hand with 
discriminatory practices against the Palestinian population in education, housing and social 
services, among other areas. An Israeli expert highlighted that radical voices on both sides, 
which had become part of the mainstream on the Israeli side, were weaponizing religion at the 
Haram al-Sharif/Temple Mount. The only true solution to the question of Jerusalem was an end 
of the occupation, and a divorce of both communities, in which each respected the attachment of 
the other to the land and its respective holy sites, safeguarding the latter for religious use. As a 
specific example of the situation in East Jerusalem, the panel highlighted the institutionalized 
discrimination against Palestinian women by the Israeli authorities, which was leading to 
increased vulnerability in their homes, places of work and public spaces. During the discussion, 
participants asked the international community to exert pressure on Israel to take measures to de-
escalate the current situation, and for international support in order to increase opportunities for 
Palestinians to seek education abroad. Within the context of the OIC having co-organized the 
Conference, participants called for a strong show of Islamic solidarity with Palestinians in East 
Jerusalem. 
 
11. In the second plenary session, participants continued to explore the specific impact of the 
Israeli occupation on the city’s economy, development and social life, as well as opportunities 
for support by donors and investors. Israeli policy in East Jerusalem was described as consisting 
of three phases: de-development, integration and gentrification. One of the results was that more 
than 80 per cent of the Palestinian population in the city lived below the poverty line. Although 
all Christian holy sites were located in East Jerusalem, only 20 per cent of Christian pilgrims 
were staying there.  Calls went out for a conference to mobilise investment to shore up 
Palestinian infrastructure against a “Judaization” of East Jerusalem and its change from a 
multicultural site with equal treatment of all religions to a homogenized one, where one national 
narrative reigned paramount. Speakers highlighted opportunities for outside support and 
investment and cited specific examples. In that context, the media were asked for a more 
balanced portrayal of the situation, focusing not only on the dire political situation but also 
reporting on opportunities for Palestinians and their outside supporters. While Arab donors were 
reluctant to fund projects in Gaza or the West Bank because they wished to avoid the appearance 
of favouring a particular political faction, everybody could get behind Jerusalem. The recently 
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agreed United Nations engagement strategy in East Jerusalem was focusing on soft interventions 
to restore East Jerusalem as the centre of commercial, religious and cultural life for the 
Palestinian population and to help to reconnect the city with the rest of the Occupied Palestinian 
Territory, while allowing the people to realize their rights and gain access to essential services. 
Participants urged strong support for the Palestinian education sector in East Jerusalem as the 
foundation for a better future and called on outside religious authorities not to dissuade Christian 
and Muslim pilgrims from visiting the city while it remained under occupation, as such bans 
primarily hurt Palestinian businesses. 
 
12. During the final plenary session, speakers further discussed external support for the 
Palestinian population in East Jerusalem. Member States of the OIC were implementing their 
Strategic Plan for the Development of Jerusalem, including capacity-building programmes for 
Palestinians from East Jerusalem focusing on specific sectors, such as tourism and youth 
empowerment.  Palestinians and their allies could also use international law to advance a 
solution to the question of Palestine, including Jerusalem, by requesting an advisory opinion 
from the International Court of Justice on the continued legality of the occupation.  A ruling that 
the occupation had become illegal would have a strong impact on the political arena.  
Participants underlined a growing weariness among Palestinians and their supporters over the 
perceived inability of the international community to implement United Nations resolutions and 
enforce international law with regard to the question of Palestine and the continued Israeli 
occupation. 
 
13. The closing session featured statements by representatives of the host country and the 
State of Palestine. Mr. Abdullayev compared the situation in Palestine with that between 
Azerbaijan and Armenia over Nagorno-Karabakh. The Permanent Observer of the State of 
Palestine to the United Nations reaffirmed the determination of his Government to achieve a 
solution to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. The Conference ended with the issuance of a 
communiqué on behalf of the organizers — the Committee and the OIC — strongly condemning 
the closure of Al-Aqsa Mosque and calling on the international community to reaffirm respect 
for the historic status quo and compel Israel to rescind all measures violating it. Further, the 
organizers reaffirmed the longstanding international condemnation, enshrined in General 
Assembly and Security Council resolutions, of all measures aimed at altering the demographic 
composition, character and status of the Palestinian Territory occupied since 1967, including 
East Jerusalem, and stressed that only an end of the Israeli occupation would pave the way for a 
just and lasting peace. 
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Embassy in Baku 
 

Colombia Ms. Marta Inés Galindo Peña , Chargé d'affaires 
Embassy in Baku 
 

Croatia Ms. Aytan Pashazade, Assistant to the Chargé 
d'affaires a.i. 
Embassy in Baku 
 

Egypt Mr. Ahmed Mohamed Rashad Elgamal, 
Administrative and Financial Attaché 
Mr. Ahmed sami Elaydy, Head of Egyptian Cultural 
and Educational Centre 
Mr. Mafeddin Hummetov, Employee 
Embassy in Baku 

 
France 

 
Ms. Fabienne Drout-Lozinski, Deputy Head of Mission 
Ms. Constance Seignovert, Political Officer 
Embassy in Baku 
 

Germany Ms. Theresa Schönfeld, Deputy Head of Mission 
Ms. Anke Schönlau, Trainee 
Embassy in Baku 
 

Greece H.E. Mr. Dimitrios Tsoungas, Ambassador 
Embassy in Baku 
 

Hungary Mr. Imre Laszloczki, Ambassador 
Mr. Laszlo Makk, Deputy Head of Mission 
Embassy in Baku 
 

Indonesia H.E. Mr. Husnan Bey Fananie, Ambassador 
Embassy in Baku 
Mr. Achnasul Habib, Minister Counsellor 
Permanent Mission to the United Nations 
New York 
 

Iran (Islamic Republic of) Mr. Seyed Mohammad Javad Arabi, Diplomat 
Embassy in Baku 
 



26 
 

 
 

Iraq Mr. Abdulhakeem Al-Yass, Counsellor 
Embassy in Baku 
 

Italy Mr. Umberto Boeri, First Secretary 
Embassy in Baku 
 

Jordan H.E. Mr. Nassar Habashneh, Ambassador 
Embassy in Baku 

 
Kuwait 

 
H.E. Mr. Saud Abdulaziz Al-Shamlan Al-Roomi, 
Ambassador 
Mr. Mushfig Mammadov, Interpreter 
Embassy in Baku 
 

Lithuania H.E. Mr. Valdas Lastauskas, Ambassador 
Embassy in Baku 
 

Malaysia H.E. Mr. Roslan Abdul Rahman, Ambassador 
Ms. Azri Hazwani Abdul Aziz, Second Secretary 
Embassy in Baku 
 

Mexico 
 
 
Moldova 

H.E. Mr. Juan Rodrigo Labardini Flores, Ambassador 
Embassy in Baku 
 
H.E. Mr. Gheorghe Leuca, Ambassador 
Ms. Zoreana Mutac, Second Secretary 
Embassy in Baku 
 

Morocco H.E. Mr. Mohamed Adil Embarch, Ambassador 
Mr. Anis Zaidi, First Secretary 
Embassy in Baku 
 

Norway Mr. Aleksander Polovinkin, Intern 
Embassy in Baku 
 

Oman 
 

Mr. Nasser Said Abdullah Al-Manwari, Deputy to the 
Ambassador 
Embassy in Ankara 
 

Pakistan H.E. Mr. Saeed Khan Mohmand, Ambassador 
Embassy in Baku 
 

Poland Ms. Anna Witak, Third Secretary 
Mr. Mateusz Matosek, Intern 
Embassy in Baku 
 

Qatar H.E. Mr. Yousef bin Hassan Al-Saai, Ambassador 
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Embassy in Baku 
  
Romania  H.E. Mr. Dan Iancu, Ambassador 

Embassy in Baku 
 

Russian Federation H.E. Mr. Vladimir Dorokhin, Ambassador 
Embassy in Baku 
 

Saudi Arabia H.E. Mr. Mesaad Ibrahim Al-Sulaim, Ambassador 
Mr. Abdulaziz Hashim, Deputy Head of Mission 
Ms. Asgarova Malak, Interpreter 
Embassy in Baku 
 

Serbia  H.E. Mr. Neboysha Rodich, Ambassador 
Embassy in Baku 
 

Sudan H.E. Mr. Mohamed Elias Mohamed Al-Haq, 
Ambassador 
Mr. Mohamed Elbala Osman Mohamed, Deputy Head 
of the Mission 
Embassy in Baku 

 
Ukraine 

 
H.E. Mr. Olexandr Mischenko, Ambassador 
Mr. Stanislav Koval, Secretary-Coordinator 
Embassy in Baku 
 

United Arab Emirates H.E. Mr. Mohamed Ahmed Al-Qubaisi, Ambassador  
Ms. Mirvari Agakishiyeva, Senior Economic 
Researcher 
Embassy in Baku 
 

Uzbekistan Mr. Jakhongir Aminov, Counsellor 
Mr. Sunnatillo Tilloev, Third Secretary 
Embassy in Baku 
 

Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) Ms. Martha Gabriela Finol de Olivero, Second 
Secretary 
Permanent Mission to the United Nations 
New York 
 

Non-member States having received a standing invitation to participate as observers 
in the sessions and the work of the General Assembly and maintaining 

permanent observer missions at Headquarters 
Holy See Msgr. Mihăiţă Blaj, Chargé d'Affaires a.i. of the 

Apostolic Nunciature in Azerbaijan 
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State of Palestine H.E. Mr. Riyad Mansour 
Permanent Observer to the United Nations 
New York 
 
H.E. Mr. Nasser Abdul Kareem A. Raheem, 
Ambassador 
Mr. Walid Tayim, Deputy Head of Mission 
Embassy in Baku 
 
Ms. Areej Daibas, Coordinator of the Multi-Sector 
Strategic Plan for Jerusalem 
Office of the Palestinian President  
 

Intergovernmental organizations 
 
Organization of Islamic Cooperation 

 
H.E. Mr. Samir Bakr, Assistant Secretary-General 
for Palestine Affairs 
 

Parliamentary Assembly of the 
Mediterranean 

H.E. Mr. Bilal Qasem, Vice-President 
Malta 
 

 
 

Other entities having received a standing invitation to participate as observers 
in the sessions and the work of the General Assembly and maintaining 

permanent offices at Headquarters 
 

International Committee of the Red Cross Ms. Elena Ajmone Sessera, Head of Delegation 
Baku 
 

United Nations organs, agencies and bodies 
 
United Nations Department of Safety and 
Security  

 
Mr. Ramesh Singh, Regional Security Adviser 
Mr. Fuad Jafarov, Field Security Associate 
 

United Nations Children's Fund (UNICEF) 
 

Mr. Edward Carwardine, Acting Resident 
Coordinator 
Baku 
 

United Nations Development Programme 
(UNDP) 

Ms. Yegana Guliyeva, Executive Associate to the 
Resident Coordinator 
 

World Health Organization (WHO) Mr. Kamran Garakhanov, Head of Country Office 
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Civil society organizations  
 

Azerbaijan Youth Diplomats’ 
Development Public Union 
 

Mr. Azad Abiyev, Executive Director 
 

Baku Volunteer Centre Mr. Elsever Shiraliyev, Executive Director 
 

Eurasia Press Fund 
Baku 
 

Ms. Anastasia Lavrina, Assistant to the Chair 
 

New Azerbaijan Party Ms. Hulya Mammadli, Adviser, Department of 
International Relations 
 

Oikos Ms. Turana Alieva, Executive Board Member 
 

United Nations Youth Advisory Council Ms. Guljannat Huseynli, Chair 
Mr. Farid Muradov, Member 
 

Media 
 

  
ARB TV Ms. Ayshe Isazade, Correspondent 

Mr. Namiq Abdullayev, Cameraman 
 

Azeri Press Agency (APA) 
 
 
 
 Caspian Broadcasting Company (CBC) 

Mr. Ismayil Fataliyev, Reporter and Correspondent 
Ms. Sevindj Vahidqyzy, Reporter and Correspondent 
Mr. Shahin Sardarov, Photographer 
Mr. Azer Naghiyev, Photographer 
Ms. Turbat Baghirova 
Mr. Rufat Alakbarov 
 

Eurasia Diary Ms. Natalia Guliyeva, Editor 
Mr. Samir Sadykhov, Photographer 
 

Islamic Republic News Agency (IRNA)  Mr. Telman Zamanov, Correspondent 
 

Salam News Agency Ms. Aynur Bayramova, Reporter 
 

The First News Agency Mr. Elshan Rustamov, Reporter 
Ms. Yelena Valiyeva, Journalist 

 
Public 

 
Azerbaijan Diplomatic Academy  
 
 

Ms. Gulgaz Iskandar 
Mr. Gunduz Alizada 
Ms. Jamila Mammadova 
Mr. Adil Hajiyev 
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Mr. Mikayil Mammmadov 
Ms. Esmira Jafarova 
Ms. Lala Jafarova 
Ms. Aytaj Jafarova 
Ms. Gunay Mammadova 
Ms. Narmin Hajili 
Ms. Aytan Taghiyeva 
Ms. Sevinj Novruzova 
Ms. Nazrin Ismayilova 
Ms. Gunay Khalilova 
Ms. Fatima Altaheri 
Mr. Sayyad Farajov 
Mr. Shihav Ehsan 
Ms. Bahar Asgarova 
Ms. Fidan Yusubova 
Ms. Gunel Huseynova 
Mr. Imad Abukishek 
Ms. Ilaha Baghirova 
Mr. Suad Muradov 
Ms. Jamila Hajiyeva 
Ms. Aygun Malikova 
Ms. Arzu Heydarova 
 

Azerbaijan State Pedagogical University 
 
 

Ms. Ramina Mammad gizi Huseynli 
Ms. Aygun Mammadova 
Ms. Nigar Abbaszade 
 

Azerbaijan State University of Economics 
 

Mr. Mansur Barkhudarov 
Mr. Anar Eyyubov 

 
Baku Engineering University  
 

 
Mr. Gunel Aliyeva 

Baku Slavic University 
 

Ms. Ulviyya Yusifova 

MGIMO University 
 

Ms. Shabnam Abdullayeva 

Smart Language Training Center 
 
 

Mr. Vahid Mammadov 

* * * 

 

 


