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The meeting was called to order at 10.50 a.m. 

AGENDA ITEM -64: · REPORT OF THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE ISRAELI PRACTICES 
AFFECTING T~E HUMAN RIGHTS OF THE POPULATION OF THE OCCUPIED TERRITORIES (continued) 
(A/36/85, A/36/579, A/36/588) 

1. Mr. PAPUCIU (Albania) observed that, far from implementing the many United 
Nations resolutions on the occupied territories, the Israeli aggressors had 
escalated their annexation policy during the past year, thus demonstrating that they 
had no intention of voluntarily renouncing their policy of war and annexation of 
Arab lands in the Middle East. Israel was pursuing a ruthless policy of 
confiscation and transformation of Arab lands, repression of the Palestinian people 
and destruction of their cultural heritage; and it was constantly making new plans 
to colonize the occupied Arab territories and establish new settlements on the 
West Bank. The Israelis had even plundered the natural resources of the occupied 
territories and created numerous other impediments for the indigenous population, 
forcing the latter to l~~ve their land and homes. 

2. Israel's settlement policy was in flagrant violation of international law 
and should be universally condemned; but such actions were being encouraged by 
those who profited from them. Israeli expansionism could not continue unabated 
without the unlimited support of United States imperialism, for which Israel was 
acting as a gendarme in the Middle East. After the loss of its most zealous ally, 
the Shah of Iran, United States imperialism had stepped up its pressure to obtain 
military bases in the Middle East so that United States troops could be stationed 
there permanently. 

3. The barbarous policy pursued by the Tel Aviv Government in the occupied Arab 
territories had been intensified following the conclusion of the Camp David Accords 
which had enabled Israel to extend its aggressive activities against the Palestinian 
people. Israel's aggressive acts formed part of a long-term plan to drive the 
Palestinians from their homes once and for all and to postpone indefinitely any 
solution of the Palestine question. 

4. The Israeli Zionists were also taking advantage of the bitter rivalry 
between the two imperialist super-Powers, the United States of America and the 
Soviet Union, which were seeking to expand their zones of influence in the Middle 
East. Soviet social-imperialism, while claiming to be the friend and defender of 
the Pale$~inian and the other Arab peoples, had hegemonistic designs in the region 
and was in fact helping the Israeli Zionists by providing them with a steady flow 
of Jewish emigrants to people the new settlements in the occupied Arab territories. 
It was clear that, in such circumstances, the Israelis were not likely to change 
their anti-Arab and annexationist policies voluntarily. 

5. The people and Government of Albania had always condemned Israel's barbarous 
practices in the occupied Arab territories, and the intrigues of the super-Powers 
in the region. The bitter experience of the Arab peoples and of the Palestinian 
people in particular showed that, in order to put an end to Israel's criminal 
practices, it was essential to solve the Palestinian problem and to restore the 
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legitimate rights of the Palestinians over their lands and homes. The Zionists must 
be forced to withdraw from the occupied Arab territories and Zionist-imperialist 
aggression and super-Power interference in the Middl~ East must be halted .. Clearly, 
that could be achieved only through the liberation struggle of the Palestinian and 
Arab peoples. Albania pledged its full support to that struggle, and was convinced 
that the struggle would finally be victorious. 

6. Mr. BOLD (Mongolia) observed that it was clear from the Special Committee's 
report that the Israeli authorities had continued to pursue their policy of 
annexation of the occupied territories in defiance of United Nations resolutions. 
The persecution and violence perpetrated by Israeli occupying forces against the 
indigenous population of those territories seriously violated the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights and the 1949 Geneva Convention Relative to the Protection 
of Civilian Persons in Time of War. Israel's criminal activities were on the increase 
and were taking new forms, as was evidenced by the excavations in eastern Jerusalem 
and Israel's decision to build a canal linking the Dead Sea to the Mediterranean Sea. 
Israel was also continuing the establishment of new settlements and the expansion of 
existing ones in the occupied territories. Those settlements now covered an area 
of 16,000 km 2 or 27 per cent of the West Bank. 

7. According to the Financial Times, Israel planned to increase the number of 
settlers in the occupied territories to 120,000 over the next four years. In the past 
year alone, it had spent more than $64.million on new and existing Jewish settlements, 
and had resorted to all manner of illegal acts to confiscate Arab and Palestinian 
lands and force the indigenous population to leave their homes. Israeli settlers had 
also been guilty of violence against the indigenous population of the occupied 
territories, with the full connivance of the occupying forces. Assaults and physical 
violence were common. According to The New York Times, as recently as 12 November 1981 
a heavily-armed Israeli soldier had shot a 15-year-old student at Jenin on the pretext 
that the latter had drawn a knife. 

8. The kind of "justice" meted out by the Israeli occupiers was well known. In 
most cases, innocent individuals were arrested without being formally charged, and 
were thrown into prisons where they were often held for up to 22 hours a day in cells 
with a floor area of only 2.7 m2

• Frequently, detainees died from being beaten on 
the head, or died soon after their release as a result of injuries or illnesses 
sustained during their imprisonment. In other words, there was little to choose 
between the Israeli jails in the occupied territories and the fascist torture 
chambers in which thousands of Jews had languished in their day. 

9. Israeli practices in the occupied territories had been the subject of many 
General Assembly resolutions over the years; yet the efforts of the international 
community had failed to achieve any substantial results. Israel had been able to 
continue its defiant annexation of the occupied territories and its aggression 
against neighbouring Arab countries only because it enjoyed the political and 
military support of the United States. United States support for the Zionists in 
their crimes against the Arab peoples of Palestine and other States of the region 
was clear evidence of the nature of United States foreign policy. The United 
States called itself the greatest democracy in the world and a champion of human 
rights the world over. Such a democracy could not be worth much, however. 
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10. The present United States Administration had also launched a smear campaign 
against national liberation movements, asserting that the liberation struggle of 
peoples was "international terrorism". In his delegation's view, it was the 
Israeli Zionists' aggression against neighbouring Arab States--in particular their 
bombing of Iraq's nuclear reactor-- that constituted international terrorism, and 
not the legitimate struggle of the Palestinian people for the liberation of their 
homeland and the exercise of their inalienable right to self-determination. 

11. The international community was not deceived by Israel's arguments in 
justification of its illegal acts. Israel had claimed that it had bombed Iraq's 
nuclear reactor for reasons of self-defence; but it had been clear from statements 
in the United Nations that the Iraqi reactor did not pose any threat to Israel's 
security. Instead, Israel's violation of Iraqi sovereignty showed that, unless 
the international community took the necessary steps to prevent similar Zionist 
actions in the future, peace and security might be seriously threatened. 

12. The Mongolian delegation reiterated its condemnation of Israel's aggression 
in the Middle East and its annexation of the occupied territories; and it believed 
that the Zionists and their protectors bore full responsibility for the situation 
in that region. Above all, it called for the withdrawal of Israeli troops from all 
the occupied territories, including Jerusalem, and the implementation of the legal 
rights of the Palestinian people, including its inalienable right to establish its 
own State. He firmly believed that the Palestine Liberation Organization must take 
part on an equal footing with other participants in all efforts to resolve the 
Middle East crisis, since experience showed that the attempts by certain quarters 
to reach a separate agreement behind the Palestinians' backs were doomed to failure. 
He regarded the Soviet proposal for an international conference as the most realistic 
way of attaining a just settlement of the Middle East problem in the interests of 
all States. 

13. Mr. LIANG Yufan (China) said that the report of the Special Committee showed 
that the Israeli authorities had pursued and intensified their persecution of the 
Palestinian people and their violations of the human rights of the population of 
the occupied territories. Israel's unilateral decision to build a canal between 
the Mediterranean and the Dead Sea would radically transform the nature of the 
occupied territories and seriously undermine the legitimate rights of the Palestinian 
people. Its recent ban on the channelling of Arab funds to Palestinians in the 
occupied territories would also severely aggravate the already hard life of the 
Palestinians in the West Bank and Gaza Strip. 

14. Most recently, Saudi Arabia had put forward an eight-point peace plan for the 
Middle East which Israel had categorically rejected, declaring that the best answer 
to that plan was the "eight Jewish settlements". Israel's wilful actions not only 
affected the rights of the population of the occupied territories but also seriously 
violated international law and relevant United Nations resolutions. At the same 
time, its repeated massive attacks on Lebanon, its threat to take military action 
against the Palestine Liberation Organization and the missile installations in 
Lebanon, and its aggression throughout the Middle East seriously threatened the 
region's stability and constituted major obstacles to a just and lasting peace. 
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15. The root cause of the continuing deterioration of the situation in the Middle 
East was Israel's insistence on remaining hostile to the Arab and Palestinian 
peoples and pursuing its policies of aggression and expansion. As long as Israel 
occupied and attempted to annex the Arab territories and deprive the Palestinians 
of their national rights, there would be no improvement in the situation in those 
territories and no just and lasting peace in the region. The Israelis were able 
to persist in their intransigence only because they enjoyed the support of a super
Power and were taking advantage of the international tensions created by intensified 
armed aggression on the part of the hegemonists. However, the Palestinian people 
were not intimidated by Israeli military occupation and brutal repression, but were 
all the more determined to fight back, under the leadership of PLO; and their just 
struggle had won the sympathy and support of countries and peoples throughout the 
world. 

16. His delegation believed that the Special Committee should continue its work, 
in order to draw attention to the plight of the Arab and Palestinian peoples and to 
the urgent need to reach a comprehensive, just and lasting settlement of the Middle 
East question. The General Assembly should strongly condemn all Israeli measures 
to alter the nature, institutions and legal status of the occupied territories; it 
should demand that Israel withdraw from all the territories occupied since 1967, 
including Jerusalem, and it should take steps to force Israel to comply with the 
relevant General Assembly and Security Council resolutions and international 
obligations. 

17. Mrs. NOWOTNY (Austria) said that it was her country's consistent belief that 
the 1949 Geneva Convention relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time 
of War was fully applicable to the territories occupied by Israel since 1967, 
including Jerusalem, and should govern the actions taken by the Israeli Government 
and by its military authorities in the West Bank. Under the Convention and in 
accordance with customary international law, an occupying Power could alter domestic 
law in an occupied territory only to the extent necessary for the security of its 
forces. It was clear that the administration of the occupied Arab territories had 
gone much further than that, and had radically altered the legal and demographic 
status of those territories in a manner that was totally unacceptable, thereby 
increasing tension in the region and undermining the search for a peaceful 
negotiated settlement. 

18. One of the most serious aspects of Israel's clear intention to perpetuate.its 
domination over the Arab territories was its continuous establishment of new 
settlements and its expropriation of Arab lands for that purpose. Despite 
universal condemnation, the construction of new settlements and the expansion of 
existing ones had become part of a regular programme, showing that the Israeli 
Government had no intention of abandoning a policy that was in clear contravention 
of international law. 

19. Reports about the treatment of civilians in the occupied territories and about 
acts of reprisals against the indigenous population were deeply disturbing. Action 
taken by Israeli settlers against the inhabitants of the territories had also 
dramatically increased the level of violence and generated a strong spirit of 
resistance among the civilian population which was in turn being severely repressed 

I . .. 



A/SPC/36/SR.35 
English 
Page 6 

(Mrs. Nowotny, Austria) 

by the military authorities. The only possible solution to that situation lay in 
a negotiated settlement of the Middle East conflict in all its aspects--a solution 
in which the legitimate rights of the Palestinian people would be fulfilled and 
Israel's security demands would be met. In the meantime, Israel must desist from 
a policy which ran contrary to peace efforts and made an already difficult situation 
still more dangerous and intractable. 

20. Mr. FUENTES (Spain) applauded the Special Committee, which had had to prepare 
its latest report in the face of a total lack of co-operation from the Israeli 
authorities. The latter could hardly accuse the report of inaccuracy and 
partiality when they had done everything they could to obstruct its preparation. 

21. The thirteen reports prepared by the Special Committee were something of a 
historical record of the perseverance of the Palestinian people and their 
determination to survive over the past 30 years in the face of tremendous 
difficulties. Not only the report but also other reliable sources provided clear 
evidence of the sufferings of the Palestinian people and of the lack of political 
will on the part of the Israeli authorities to settle the dispute which had existed 
regarding the occupied territories since 1967. The Israelis clearly intended to 
remain in those territories, rather than to withdraw in accordance with United 
Nations resolutions and other international agreements. The treatment meted out to 
the Palestinian people in all aspects of their life continued to be unacceptable, 
while Israel's illegal settlement policy only complicated the situation further. 

22. In the discussion on agenda item 64, the focus on the situation in the 
occupied territories was primarily humanitarian; but in the context of the Middle 
East human rights became political rights. As the Foreign Minister of Spain had 
told the General Assembly on 24 September 1981, it was essential to reach a 
comprehensive settlement providing for an Israeli withdrawal from all the 
territories occupied since 1967 and thus for the exercise of the national rights of 
the Palestinian people through self-determination, and permitting all existing and 
future States in the region to enjoy peace within secure and recognized boundaries. 
Action must be taken to improve the situation in Palestine and to prepare the ground 
for peaceful co-existence, free of the animosity that had accumulated over the 
years. It was from that standpoint that his delegation would view the various 
draft resolutions presented on the item under consideration. 

2j. Mrs. Nowotny (Austria) took the Chair. 

24. Mr. DOLEZEL (Czechoslovakia) said that the Middle East continued to be one of 
the major hotbeds of tension in the world because of the policies of the Israeli 
Government, supported by the United States of America. It was obvious that the 
policies which Israel was pursuing as a result of the Camp David Accords were merely 
impeding a just settlement of the problem in that explosive region. Israel 
continued to conduct with impunity its policy of expansionism, annexation and racism 
in the occupied Arab territories. The organic symbiosis of the interests of 
Israeli expansionism and United States imperialism·-- the so-called "strategic 
co-operation"-permitted Israel to disregard the will of the international community 
as reflected in resolutions of the Security Council and the General Assembly, and 
to carry out a policy of annexation, expel the Arab population from their land and 
violate their inalienable rights. 
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25. The report of the Special Committee contained a detailed and objective_analysis 
of the situation in the occupied territories and provided irrefutable evidence of 
the Israeli policy designed to change the physical character, demographic 
composition and legal status of those territories. It was clear that Israel 
intended not only to maintain its network of militarized settlements but also to 
create new settlements and expand existing ones. Arab property was expropriated 
in order to create beach-heads for aggression. In spite of Security Council 
resolution 478 (1980), Israel continued to take measures designed to de-Arabize 
Jerusalem, demolish entire blocks and expel the Arab population of the city by 
force. The new Government of Israel did not hide its intention to proclaim Israeli 
sovereignty over all occupied territories. Racial discrimination and various forms 
of political, social and economic discrimination were the basis-of Israeli-poTicy
towards the Arab population. Acts of racism, in violation of the Fourth Geneva 
Convention of 1949, were accompanied by illegal arrests, torture, collective 
punishment, and physical liquidation of prisoners in order to suppress the entirely 
legitimate opposition to Israel's policy towards the Arab population. 

26. His Government firmly rejected the Israeli practice of creating militarized 
settlements in the occupied territories; and it condemned the continuing Israeli 
aggression against neighbouring Arab countries. He supported a comprehensive 
settlement of the conflict in the Middle East and favoured the proposal of the 
Soviet Union to convene an international conference on the Middle East. The 
solution to that problem must be based on the complete withdrawal of Israeli troops 
from all occupied Arab territories, the implementation of the legitimate national 
rights of the Palestinian people, including their right to self-determination and 
to the establishment of their own State, and recognition of the right.of-all St-ates 
in the region to independence within secure boundaries. 

27. Mr. CHEBANNE (Tunisia) said that the report of the Special Committee provided 
ample evidence that the situation in the occupied territories had deteriorated and 
assumed alarming proportions which necessitated firm action on the part of the 
United Nations. The policy of the Israeli Government not only affected the fate 
of an entire people, but was also threatening what was most sacred to hundreds of 
millions of Moslems and Christians- namely, their faith and their spiritual 
heritage. The historical and religious character of the Holy City of Jerusalem 
was being menaced by constant profanation of the Islamic Holy Places. Israel had 
ignored numerous Security Council resolutions prohibiting any action designed to 
annex Jerusalem or change its status. The situation in the other occupied Arab 
territories was no less alarming. The settlement policy of the Israeli Government 
had continued unabated since 1967, and was aimed at changing the legal status, 
geographic character and demographic composition of those territories. New 
colonies had been established and more land had been illegally expropriated. Water
resources had been diverted and Palestinians had been expelled from their homes or 
arbitrarily detained. 

28. Israel had frequently violated the international legal instruments to which it 
was party,. such as the Fourth Geneva Convention of 1949. Furthermore, as the 
Special Committee's report indicated, ·cases of mistreatment of Palestinian 
political prisoners by the occupation authorities were becoming more and more 
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frequent. The Israeli authorities had committed many acts which were in violation 
of the Charter of the United Nations, the principles of international law and the 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights. The Israeli Government's refusal to permit 
members of the Special Committee to visit the occupied territo~ies proved that it 
was trying to evade its responsibilities towards the international community. 
If Israel persisted in believing that the conclusions of the Special Committee 
were groundless, it should permit the members of the Special Committee to examine 
the situation on the spot. By refusing to do so, it only showed that it had 
something to hide. 

29. The real obstacles to peace were the policy and practices of the Israeli 
Government. Peace and security could be achieved only on the basis of respect 
for the rights and dignity of others, and respect for the fundamental principles 
of morality and justice. The solution to the problem must be based on the 
withdrawal of Israeli forces from all occupied Arab territories, including 
Jerusalem, and the implementation of the inalienable national rights of the 
Palestinian people. In that regard, all relevant United Nations resolutions, 
which represented the most au~hentic expression of the will of the international 
community, must be strictly complied with. As the report indicated, the 
international community's duty to intervene by all means at its disposal had become 
more manifest than ever. 

30. Mr. OVINNIKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the Israeli 
Government was continuing to carry out its policy of annexing occupied Arab 
territories and expelling the indigenous population. Israel systematically 
violated fundamental human rights and generally accepted norms of international 
law. The report provided ample evidence of the fact that racial oppression, as 
well as various types of political, economic and social discrimination, had become 
the norm of Israeli conduct with respect to the inhabitants of the occupied 
territories. 

31. The Camp David Accords merely encouraged Israeli aggression and expansionism. 
After the signing of the Accords, the Israeli authorities had increased their 
persecution and repression of the Palestinian people and their leaders in the 
occupied territories. Israeli settlements were still being established at an 
alarming rate. It was abundantly clear that the attempts of the parties to the 
Camp David Accords to impose the so-called "administrative autonomy" on the 
Palestinian people were designed only to perpetuate Israeli occupation of Arab 
lands and prevent the implementation of the inalienable national rights of the 
Arab people of Palestine, particularly their right to self-determination and to 
the establishment of their own State. For those reasons, the Camp David Accords 
had been firmly rejected by the Palestinian and other Arab peoples, and condemned 
by the overwhelming majority of the international community. 

32. The inhuman practices of Israel in the occupied territories constituted a 
flagrant violation of the norms of international law and the resolutions of the 
Security Council and General Assembly. Problems relating to the illegal policy 
of Israel with respect to the occupied territories had nearly always been on the 
agenda of the Security Council. Furthermore, every relevant Security Council 
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resolution had pointed to Israeli violations of the Geneva Convention Relative to 
the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War. It was common knowledge that 
Israel could not behave in such an arrogant manner without the support and 
encouragement of the United States, which provided its strategic ally with 
comprehensive political, economic and military assistance. 

33. As in the past, the Soviet Union firmly condemned the Israeli policy of mass 
repression and racial discrimination. The only way to put an end to Israel's 
excesses in the occupied Arab territories was to bring about a comprehensive 
settlement of the Middle East problem through the collective efforts of all 
interested parties, including the Palestine Liberation Organization, which was the 
sole legitimate representative of the Palestinian people. In that regard, his 
delegation reiterated its support for the just struggle of the Arab people of 
Palestine, under the leadership of PLO, for their inalienable national rights. 

34. Mr. HUMFREY (United Kingdom), speaking on behalf of the 10 member States of 
the European Community, said,that the Ten attached great importance to all matters 
affecting the rights of the population of the occupied Arab territories, and 
recognized that recent developments constituted an important obstacle to progres
towards a peaceful settlement in the Middle East. They continued to stress that, 
Israel should put an end to its occupation of the Arab territories, and they 
sought the widest possible acceptance of two basic principles: the right of all 
States in the region, including Israel, to existence and to security, and the 
principle of justice for all peoples of the region, which implied the recognition 
of the legitimate rights, including the right to self-determination, of the 
Palestinian people. The Ten reiterated their appeal to'both sides to refrain 
from acts of violence which would only complicate the search for a just and 
comprehensive peace settlement. 

35. He expressed deep concern at the continuing Israeli policy on settlements, 
which was contrary to international law and constituted a grave obstacle to 
progress towards peace. The construction of new settlements or the expansion of 
existing ones only served to increase the justified resentment of the inhabitants 
of the occupied territories. The Ten, therefore, called upon Israel to put an end 
to that illegal and damaging policy. The settlements and the changes in demographic 
structure and property ownership in the occupied territories were contrary to 
international law and the principle of the inadmissibility of acquisition of 
territory by war. 

36. Furthermore, the Fourth Geneva Convention of 1949 applied to all occupied 
territories. Any unilateral initiative to change the status of Jerusalem was 
unacceptable. Israel should seek to frame and implement its policies and practiees 
in the occupied territories in accordance with international law, in order to 
reduce enmity and build confidence in the prospects for a just and comprehensive 
peace settlement. The Israeli Government should refrain from expulsion and other 
measures against Palestinian notables, which prevented them from carrying out the 
functions for which they were elected or appointed, and should facilitate the 
return of the Palestinian leaders which it had expelled and lift restrictions on 
travel abroad for those who remained in the occupied territories. 
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37. The Ten expressed regret at the postponement of the municipal elections which 
had been scheduled for March 1981 and called upon the Israeli authorities to ensure 
that the allocation of water was not to the detriment of Arab farmers in the 
occupied territories. They noted with concern the recent closing of Bir Zeit 
University and recognized that Israeli treatment of educational institutions was 
a matter of particular concern to the Arab population. 

38. The Ten took note of the report of the Special Committee. Once again, however, 
the Special Committee, through no fault of its own, had been unable to obtain 
sufficient first-hand evidence about conditions in the occupied territories and to 
prepare a complete account of the situation. Accordingly, while respecting the 
good intentions of the individual members of the Special Committee, the Ten could 
not accept the report as being fully authoritative. They noted, nevertheless, that 
the report contained serious allegations about violations of human rights in 
relation to the detention and treatment of prisoners. The Ten also took note of 
the views of the Israeli and other delegations on that matter. Lastly, he 
emphasized the great importance which the Ten attached to respect for human rights 
in the occupied territories as ~lsewhere, and to the need to achieve a just and 
comprehensive peace settlement which would provide for the withdrawal of Israeli 
forces. 

39. Mr. SOMOGYI (Hungary) said that the Special Committee had once again submitted 
a very comprehensive, objective and well-founded report which faithfully reflected 
the current situation prevailing in the occupied territories. His delegation had 
always deplored the refusal of the Government of Israel to co-operate with the 
Special Committee and its attempts to impede the work of the Special Committee. 
Hungary had always resolutely rejected all charges leveled against the Special 
Committee in an attempt to discredit it and question the evidence which it had 
gathered. 

40. The report clearly showed that the human rights situation in the occupied 
territories had not changed from previous years and that even the most basic rights 
of the civilian population of the lands were being violated. It was abundantly 
clear that the Israeli Government, which enjoyed the support of its great Power 
ally, was pursuing a deliberate policy whose ultimate aim was the annexation of the 
occupied Arab lands and the expulsion of the Arab population. That policy denied 
the.right of the population of those territories to self-determination and was in 
flagrant violation of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the International 
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, and the Fourth Geneva Convention of 1949. 
Such a policy could only lead to enmity and hatred and intensify tension in the 
entire region. 

41. · The only solution lay in a just, comprehensive and lasting settlement of the 
entire Middle East conflict. Such a solution should be based on the withdrawal of 
Israel from all Arab territories occupied since 1967, including Jerusalem; respect 
for the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people to self-determination and to 
establish an independent, sovereign State of their oWn; and the possibility for all 
States in the region to live in peace and security. Lastly, his delegation fully 
agreed with the conclusion of the Special Committee that the situation was such 
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that the threat to international peace and security, due to the policy followed by 
the Government of Israel, was more serious than ever and that the international 
community's duty to.intervene by all means at its disposal had become more manifest 
than ever. 

42. Mr. MAKSOUD (Observer, League of Arab States) said that, as a thorough and 
verifiable indictment, the report of the Special Committee deserved the attention 
of leaders of opinion and decision-makers throughout the world. The Israeli 
authorities had withheld their co-operation from the Special Committee in an attempt 
to suggest that the report might be subjective and biased. He was unable to concE 
his surprise at the fact that the statement made on behalf of the ten members of 
the European Econ~ic Community had seen fit to regard the non-co-operation of the 
Israeli authorities as a reason to refrain from total condemnation of Israeli 
practices in the occupied territories. 

43. The Israeli occupation did not perceive itself as such, and Israeli documents 
referred to "administered territories" and "security outposts". The settlement
policy was intended not merely to populate an occupied territory, but to establish 
outposts as the basis for a claim to sovereignty. The primary purpose of Israeli 
practices in the occupied territories was to mutilate the demographic, national and 
cultural character of the population and, through creeping annexation, to_confront 
the world with faits accomplis. Those practices, which were in violation of the 
Geneva Conventions, United Nations resolutions and international law, constituted 
the normal development of a Zionist entity that had, since its inception, refused 
to delimit its definitive borders. Hence the practices under consideration could 
not be rectified by appeals of a philanthropic nature, such as appeals for the 
Palestinians to be allowed access to water. 

44. The situation was far more profound in its implications since the thrust of 
Israel's policies was to replace Arab sovereignty by introducing the structures of 
a potential Israeli sovereignty. The occupied territories were threatened not only 
by the systematic violation of human rights but by expansion and colonization 
through the use of violence. Therein lay the basic hypocrisy of appeals to both 
sides to refrain from violent acts. Coercion was inherent in the colonization 
process, while the violence which intermittently characterized peaceful 
demonstrations was a normal and legitimate reaction to occupation. Where a 
population was denied freedom of expression, demonstrations had the function of 
drawing attention to the existence of that population and its right to exist. 

45. The Israelis believed that the establishment of settlements gave them the 
inherent right to claim ultimate sovereignty over the occupied areas. The 
proliferation of settlements was intended to facilitate a claim to sovereignty 
after those settlements had created a situation in which no coherent Palestinian 
national identity could emerge from a negotiated peaceful settlement.• The 
international community should look more deeply into the motives of the Israeli 
practices, which stemmed from the very nature of the exclusivist, Fascist and 
racist Zionist ideology. Like other such ideologies, Zionism regarded itself as 
unaccountable to the world community; it held that, if anything, the world 
community should be accountable to it. Criticism or scepticism r~gar0ing its 
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policies and behaviourwerealleged to constitute a form of lingering anti-Semitism. 
Israel employed that kind of intellectual, political and diplomatic terrorism 
throughout the world in order to cover up or justify its crimes: It had been 
precisely that attitude to the international community which had led Israel to 
withhold its co-operation from the Special Committee. 

46. The practices condemned in the report of the Special Committee were an 
unavoidable consequence of the ideology and structure of the State of Israel. 
Condemnation of those practices was not enough. The world community, in order to 
retrieve some measure of credibility, must put an end to such practices through the 
imposition of the sanctions provided for in the Charter of the United Nations. 
If that were done, it could be hoped that, when the Special Committee came to 
present its report to the thirty-seventh session, no more would be heard of new 
settlements, expansion, proliferation or new claims to sovereignty. It was only 
by sanctions that Israel could credibly be deterred from its contempt for 
international law and its violations of human rights. 

47. Mr. RAMIN (Israel), speaking in exercise of the right of reply, said that the 
representative of Tunisia and a number of other speakers had presented the thesis 
that the establishment of a Palestinian State in Judea, Samaria and the Gaza 
district would be the key to peace in the region. That argument should be weighed 
soberly against the historical development of the region. Before 1967, Judea and 
Samaria had been under Jordanian occupation and the Gaza district under Egyptian 
occupation. One might wonder why a Palestinian State had not been established at a 
time when those areas had been in Arab hands. The reason was very clear; it was 
because one Palestinian State, Jordan, had already been in existence and there was 
no need and no justification for a second Palestinian State. 

48. Crown Prince Hassan of Jordan had said in the National Assembly on 
2 February 1970 that Palestine was Jordan and Jordan was Palestine, that the nation 
was one and the land was one and that their history and their fate was the same. 
It was puzzling that the idea of a Palestinian State in Judea, Samaria and the Gaza 
district had not arisen before 1967 but only after the areas had come under 
Israeli administration, when the idea had been brought forth as an instrument for 
the liquidation of the State of Israel. If the idea was justified in 1968, why 
haq it not been justified, for example, in 1964? 

49. The fundamental cause of the troubles of the region was not that suggested 
by the representative of Tunisia. It was the fact that the Arabs rejected Israel 
today just as they had done before 1967, and before 1964 when the terrorist PLO 
had not yet existed. They had rejected Israel on the basis of the armistice lines 
of 1948 and on the basis of the partition plan of 1947; and they had rejected it 
even before it came into existence. In 1945, the Anglo-American Commission of 
Inquiry had proposed that 100,000 survivors of the Holocaust in Europe should be 
permitted to enter Palestine. That proposal too- even before the creation of the 
State of Israel-had been rejected. The core of the problem was the constant 
rejection of Israel by the majority of the Arab States; it was that which prevented 
peace. It was only by focusing attention on that rejection that progress could be 
made towards a settlement by way of direct negotiations. 

I . .. 
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50. Mr. MAKSOUD (Observer, League of Arab States) said that the previous speaker had 
said that the Arabs had rejected Israel before it had come into existence. Members 
of the Committee would certainly understand that no people was willing to abdicate 
its right to live in its country and to exercise full citizenship there. 

51. The previous speaker had implied that the Holocaust had granted an entitlement 
to build a Jewish State. The attempt to inject the Holocaust into the debate as 
a justification for the usurpation of the land of others was one of the most 
repulsive exploitations of human tragedy. The moral indignation of the world 
community at the Holocaust and its consequences could not be used as a licence for 
Zionist racism to establish itself on the ruins of the Palestinian national entity. 
The Holocaust, like all forms of anti-Semitism, was an aberration in human history. 
Anti-Semitism was neither inherent nor permanent; and any attempt to interpret 
support for the merits of Palestinian rights as a form of anti-Semitism was to be 
rejected. Parts of the Western world were afflicted by a guilty conscience, since 
Nazism had been an aberrant by-product of Western civilization; but Israel could not 
absolve the West of its guilt in exchange for the West absolving Israel of 
responsibility for its actions towards the Arabs. That mutual absolution formula 
was totally rejected by the Arabs and the international community. 

52. On the question as to who had exercised sovereignty in the occupied territories 
prior to 1967, he said that the sovereignty had been Arab sovereignty exercised by 
Arabs for Arabs. The form in which the Palestinian people chose to exercise its 
right to self-determination was of no concern to the occupying Power. As it 
happened, the objective of the Palestinian people, as declared by PLO, was the 
establishment of an independent State in its homeland. 

53. Mr. TERZI (Observer, Palestine Liberation Organization) said that the memory of 
the representative of the Fascists in Tel Aviv was at fault. PLO had been 
established in 1964 and not after 1967, and one of its first demands had been for 
the establishment of a sovereign independent State in its own country. 

54. It had recently been reported that Sharon, the Israeli Minister of War, had 
in mind the immediate extension of Israeli internal conditions to the West Bank and 
Gaza, and that he and his colleagues had encouraged the acquisition of land by 
Israeli and other Jews through an officially-backed private corporation called 
Himanuta. Arabs who refused to sell were terrorized; and if they remained adamant, 
their land was expropriated for "military purposes" and was soon thereafter used 
for private colonies for Gush Emunim zealots. The report in question stated that, 
in and around Jerusalem, Sharon was the guiding spirit in establishing a "goyim-rein" 
area and imposing a Judenreich, in blatant contradiction of Israel's own so-called 
Declaration of Independence. 

55. Referring to current practices, the report had said that Sharon had established 
a parallel Jewish militia in the occupied territories, the so-called Territorial 
Defence Command, in which armed colonists had their own officers and their own 
ideology differing from that of the State. Sharon would surely exploit that fact 
to create, with defence funds, a private empire of his own. That report went on 
to ask whether the United States would tolerate a Fascist Israel and concluded 
that there was no reason to believe that it would not. Expenditure on defence 
accounted for about 40 per cent of the budget of the racist Tel Aviv r~gime; and 
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most of that money had been·donated by the United States Government, so that that 
Government was in fact building up a Fascist regime involved-in criminal and 
terroristic activities against the Palestinian people. 

56. Mr. SHAMMA (Jordan) observed that the representative of Israel had quoted the 
Crown Prince of Jordan as saying that Jordan and Palestine were one and the same 
country• He wondered if the country in question included Israel, since Israel was 
part of Palestine. He assured the representative of Israel that Jordan was for the 
Jordanians, and Palestine for the Palestinians, and they would always remain so. 

57. Mr. RAMIN (Israel), replying to the representative of Jordan, said that 
"Palestine" was a geographical term. In Palestine there were two States and two 
nations-- the Jewish State of Palestine, called Israel, and the Arab State of 
Palestine, called Jordan. 

58. Replying to the Observer for the League of Arab States, he said he had not 
asserted that the right of the Jews to their homeland stemmed from the Holocaust. 
That right was historical, and had not begun with the Holocaust. The last statement 
made by the Observer ror the League of Arab States had confirmed the thesis that the 
problem really lay in the negation and rejection of Israel. The Observer for the 
League of Arab States had not provided an answer to the fundamental question as to 
why the Arab States had not established a second Palestinian State when they had 
been in a position to do so before 1967. 

59. The Observer for the League of Arab States had also referred to the goals of 
the terrorist PLO. Article 19 of the PLO Palestinian National Covenant, one of 
many similarly inspired articles, stated that the partition of Palestine in 1947 
and the establishment of the State of Israel were entirely illegal, regardless of 
the passage of time. That was the real face of the situation presented_ by the 
Observer for the League of Arab States. 

60. Mr. TERZI (Observer, Palestine Liberation Organization), said that in the fight 
against racism the world had paid with the lives of almost SO million people. One 
manifestation of that racism had been that some States in Europe had been declared 
to be judenrein. The representative of the racists in Tel Aviv had said that there 
was a Jewish Palestine and an Arab Palestine; that was precisely the racism against 
which the world had fought in order to live in brotherhood. The representative of 
the Tel Aviv racists was preaching the creation of a new judenrein area and a 
Judenreich, a new "goyim-rein" area and a "Goyim-reich". The Tel Aviv racists had 
not learned anything from the horrors of the Hitlerites and their doctrines. 

61. Mr. SHEHATA (Egypt) said that he would like to correct some misrepresentations 
of fact by the representative of Israel, who had said that Judea and Samaria had 
been under the occupation of Jordan, and Gaza under that of Egypt, before 1967. 
Both areas had been under a transitional regime as Palestinian lands preserving a 
Palestinian entity and character pending a final settlement of the Middle East 
question. 

62. With regard to the question of the establishment of a Palestinian State prior 
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to 1967, he said that it was a historical anomaly to overlook Palestinian national 
aspirations before and since 1948 for their own State in their own land. 

63. Mr. SHAMMA (Jordan) said that the West Bank had been under the administration 
of the Jordanian army in 1949. The population of that area had been Palestinian 
and its leaders, having noted the designs of the Zionist leaders in Tel Aviv, had 
called for unity with Jordan pending the final settlement of the Palestine question. 

The meeting rose at 12.55 p.m. 




