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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 THE HUMAN RIGHTS OF THE POPULATION OF THE OCCUPIED TERRITORIES (continued) 
(A/36/579, A/36/585, A/36/588; A/SPC/36/L.l8 to L.24) 

1. The CHAIRMAN drew attention to draft resolutions A/SPC/36/L.l8 to 24 on item 64. 

2. Mr. NG'ENY (Kenya) commended the Special Committee on producing a very 
comprehensive report despite Israel's continuing refusal to co-operate with it. 

3. Like earlier reports, the latest report exposed Israel's continuing repression 
and atrocities against the civilian Arab population of the occupied territories. The 
incidents it described were the direct result of prolonged military occupation and a 
clear illustration of Israeli brutality. Extreme measures were being taken against 
Palestinians suspected of any kind of dissent and even peaceful demonstrations were 
met with an excessive use of force. Prolonged occupation and interference in their 
daily lives had obviously affected the young people of occupied territories, who had 
become the object of military intervention as their sense of frustration and 
resentment grew. Israel's actions amounted not simply to the denial of the human 
rights of the population in the occupied territories but to a well-planned move to 
evict the indigenous population, annex the territories and eventually incorporate them 
into Israel. 

4. The policy of Jewish settlement in the occupied territories had continued 
unabated and was followed by the annexation of those territories O? the pretext that, 
in view of such settlement, the areas concerned should now be considered a part of 
Israel. That scheme had been used to annex East Jerusalem and the same thing was 
happening in other areas of the occupied territories. 

5. Although humanitarian assistance had been afforded to the Palestinian people 
over the past three decades to alleviate their plight, the Palestinian problem could 
not be regarded as a purely humanitarian issue. It was fundamentally a political 
issue that could be settled only in a political manner, taking into full account the 
legitimate political rights of the Palestinian people. Since no lasting peace could 
be achieved in the region until those rights were fully accommodated, there could be 
peace only in the following circumstances: if Israel withdrew from all the 
Palestinian lands that it had occupied since 1967 in violation of international law 
and United Nations resolutions; if the rights of the Palestinians as a people, 
including their rights to self-determination and nationhood, were recognized; and if, 
in all negotiations to solve the Middle East problem, the Palestinian people 
participated on an equal footing with the other parties. 

6. The Israeli occupying authorities claimed that the population of the occupied 
territories enjoyed a far better life than they had prior to the 1967 war. However, 
such claims were nothing more than a shallow attempt to glorify the virtues of an 
occupation which was maintained only by the daily use of force. Nor could such 
occupation be justified on the grounds that Israel needed the territories for its 
security. That was a very disturbing theory of security which, if generally applied, 
particularly by powerful nations, would mean the disappearance of many small nations. 
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While it was an internationally accepted principle that a State had an inherent duty 
to defend itself, that must be done within recognized borders and did not, under any 
circumstances, give one country the right to occupy another. Such occupation was 
pure expansionism. 

7. The United Nations had a duty to render to do all it could to help promote the 
economic development of a Palestinian State and most Member States agreed that an 
independent Palestinian State must be created and recognized. He therefore urged the 
General Assembly and the Security Council to call on the Government of Israel to do 
the following: reverse its policies of Jewish settlement, expropriation of Palestinian 
property and annexation of Palestinian lands occupied since 1967; withdraw from all 
Arab lands occupied since 1967, including Jerusalem; and recognize the rights of the 
Palestinian people to self-determination and nationhood. 

8. Mr. SINGH (India) commended the Special Committee on its very comprehensive 
report, which had been produced in the face of tremendous obstacles, not the least 
being Israel's persistent refusal to allow the Committee to make an on-the-spot 
investigation. His delegation strongly condemned Israel's attitude, which belied 
its frequent assertions that Israel was an open society and that there was no 
oppression of the Palestinian people in the occupied territories. 

9. The Chairman of the Special Committee had noted that the human rights situation 
in the occupied territories had not changed and that Israeli settlement and annexation 
of those territories continued amid constant repression of the civilian population. 
The Chairman had found particularly disturbing the statement by the new Government of 
Israel that it would claim Israeli sovereignty over the occupied territories in the 
near future. His delegation viewed that situation with grave concern and fully agreed 
that Israel's policy had increased the threat to international peace and security and 
heightened the need for the international community to intervene by every means at 
its disposal. 

10. Accounts of the ill-treatment and inhuman conditions faced by Arab security 
detainees, such as that contained in paragraphs 307 and 308 of the report, made 
horrifying reading. His delegation strongly condemned such inhuman practices and 
believed that Israel's prolonged military occupation of Palestine and other Arab 
territories in itself constituted a fundamental violation of the human rights of the 
inhabitants of those territories. Israel's action to change the geographical nature, 
demographic composition and cultural life of the territories was completely contrary 
to international law and could only aggravate the situation. The establishment of 
Israeli settlements violated the Charter and compounded the crime of aggression in a 
manner not calculated to facilitate the achievement of a just and lasting peace in 
the region. 

11. He reaffirmed India's long-standing sympathy for the Palestinian people and 
support for their cause. His delegation believed that, until there was a just 
settlement of the Palestinian problem, there could be no peace in Western Asia or 
in the world as a whole. There must be a co~prehensive settle~ent covering the 
following points: total and unconditional Israeli withdrawal from all Arab territories 
occupied since 1967 including Jerusalem; recognition of the inalienable rights of the 
Palestinian Arab people, including the right to establish an independent State in 
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their homeland; and recognition of the right of all States in the region, including 
Arab Palestine, to live within secure borders. Pending such a settlement, the 
international community must put an immediate stop to any further abuse of the human 
rights of the Palestinian people. 

12. Begum IKRAMULLAH (Pakistan) observed that, each year, the representative of 
Israel expressed surprise at the allegations made in the Special Committee's report 
against democratic, peace-loving Israel. According to that representative, conditions 
in the West Bank under Israeli occupation were just and equitable, the best to be 
found anywhere in the world. His claim that Israel was an open society seemed to 
conflict with his Government's persistent refusal to give the Special Committee access 
to the occupied territories. Again, his description of the various social and 
educational amenities available to the population of the occupied territories was 
quite convincing if one did not know the facts. Even if he were telling the truth, 
however, that would not justify Israel's occupation. The arguments invoked by Israel 
were the age-old arguments of imperialism. The United Kingdom had provided all kinds 
of amenities to the peoples of its vast empire but that had not prevented the latter 
from agitating for their freedom and eventually forcing the British to withdraw. 
France had tried to prolong its domination of Algeria on the strength of the benefits 
conferred on that colony, but the Algerians had taken on the French colonial empire 
and won. Time and again, history had shown that the love of freedom was indestructible. 

13. The representative of Israel and his power-hungry Prime Minister should see that 
repression did not pay. Hitler had not managed to liquidate the Jews, yet now Israel 
was trying to destroy the Arabs. Strange as that might seem, the victims of torture 
and oppression often went on to torture and oppress others. But why should the 
innocent Arabs be the scapegoat when, throughout their long and glorious history, 
they had never persecuted the Jews? 

14. Because the world press was largely controlled by the Zionists, much that was 
discreditable about Israel was not publicized and Israel was able to present itself 
as a modern, democratic society. That was far from being the case, however, 

15. The Israeli Ambassador had repeatedly claimed that the repressive action of the 
occupying authorities was justified by the protest actions of Palestinian students. 
Students all over the world had resorted to similar actions, however, in support of 
their countries' struggle for freedom. Had not Prime Minister Begin himself been a 
terrorist; had not his Stern Gang burned the King David Hotel in Jerusalem, causing 
the loss of hundreds of innocent lives? 

16. Commenting on the Camp David accords on 10 October 1979, the late Moshe Dayan had 
reported the United States representative as saying that every Israeli had the right 
to purchase a piece of land and build a house in the West Bank and in Gaza. How could 
the United States, and the United Kingdom before it, both of which imposed the 
strictest immigration rules, deny the Palestinians the right to object to Israeli 
settlement which was tantamount to immigration, when Palestine was much smaller than 
the United States or even the United Kingdom and had very meagre resources? 

17. After the 1947 war, the Arabs had been blamed for leaving Palestine and the 
Zionist-influenced press had claimed that other Arab Governments had deliberately 
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persuaded them to leave in order to malign the Jews and that, had they stayed, Arabs 
and Jews would now be living together like blood brothers. After the 1967 war, 
however, the Arabs had decided to stay and what had happened to them? 

18. In an article published in The Observer on 9 August 1981, the journalist Gavin 
Young had given a grim description of the situation in the occupied territories. He 
had described how hard-line Israelis in the Knesset were convinced that the West Bank 
would eventually be annexed, while Israeli civilians claimed that the occupied 
territories belonged to them and that the Arabs could either stay there on Israeli 
terms or leave. Mr. Begin had very nearly created his own new Palestine, which had 
a distinctly colonial aspect. Since 1977, the occupied territories had changed 
dramatically and bore little resemblance to the territories being discussed by 
Egyptian, American and European bureaucrats in the search for a Middle East settlement. 
Instead, new and startling maps of the territories were to be seen in the office of 
the new Israeli Minister of Defence, Ariel Sharon, showing new Jewish townships which 
clearly defied uprooting by President Reagan or anyone else. Before Begin had come 
to power, there had been about 30 settlements in the West Bank, excluding East 
Jerusalem. By 1984, there would be 108 or more, and the Jewish population would have 
expanded to 200,000 while the Arab population had already declined to below 700,000. 
Townships and industrial sites had sprung up all over the occupied territories and, 
in the view of Jewish settlers, the sooner the Arabs realized that the Jews were there 
to stay, the better. Israeli security areas covered the entire Jordan valley and 
large areas of the West Bank and East Jerusalem, and, within those areas, Arab villages 
sat like small, marooned and isolated communities which would benefit little from 
autonomy. East Jerusalem had already been illegally annexed and, surrounded by vast 
high-rise suburbs, was virtually unrecognizable. Expansion had been so quick and so 
extensive that it was hard to believe that old Jerusalem was there at all. 

19. The article had gone on to say that young Palestinians were dropping out of 
school to work on construction sites, reversing the Palestinians' traditional drive 
for educational excellence. The frustrations of prolonged alien occupation were also 
driving some young people to seek solace in the bigoted xenophobia of Moslem 
extremism. Those were the symptoms of a hostility that was latent after 14 years of 
occupation, but it was nothing that the overwhelmingly strong Israeli security forces 
could not cope with almost casually. Yet there appeared to be an astonishingly high 
rate of Israeli harassment of the civilian population of the West Bank, the harassment 
of the faculty of Bir Zeit University and the repression of its students being a case 
in point. Again, the Arab Mayor of Nablus was not allowed to travel to any other town 
in the West Bank and those responsible for the bomb attack in which he had lost both 
legs had never been brought to justice. 

20. Her delegation wondered whether tyranny and harassment could go any further. 
Since the Israelis had taken their land, thereby depriving them of their means of 
livelihood, what was not left to the Palestinians? 

21. Man did not live by bread alone, however. The suffering of the Palestinians was 
nothing compared to the pain and humiliation of losing Jerusalem. The loss, 
desecration and continual threat of arson or demolition of the Moslem heritage in 
Jerusalem were real. Jerusalem was of course sacred to all three monotheistic 
religions, but throughout their 1,300 years of custodianship, the Moslems had never 
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been guilty of the desecration of monuments sacred to any of those religions. The 
Israelis, on the other hand, were offering prayers in the Mosque in Hebron and had 
even tried to do so in the Al Aqsa Mosque. What was to prevent them from actually 
claiming such monuments in the future? 

22. Her delegation therefore appealed to the people of Israel, to those in Israel 
who believed in justice and longed for peace, to desist from their destruction of the 
Moslem heritage. The Moslems did not want to have to go to war to reclaim that 
heritage, for modern warfare was so terrible that even the thought of it made every 
right-thinking person shudder. The United Nations had been created to prevent wars 
and so far had managed to contain hostilities and avert a global war. The slightest 
provocation, however, could plunge the world into the abyss. In the name of the 
unborn children of the future, she appealed for restraint before it was too late. 

23. Mr. LAKHMIRI (Morocco) said that since the establishment of the Special 
Committee to Investigate Israeli Practices Affecting the Human Rights of the 
Population of the Occupied Territories by General Assembly resolution 2443 (XXIII) 
in 1968 and particularly since the twenty-fifth session of the General Assembly, when 
the Committee had submitted its first report, the Special Political Committee had 
discussed report after report and had criticized Israel for refusing to allow the 
Special Committee to enter the occupied territories and for its persistence in 
violating the fourth Geneva Convention and other international agreements, although 
the General Assembly had emphasized that the fourth Geneva Convention applied to the 
Palestinian territories, including Jerusalem, and to all the Arab territories 
occupied by Israel. 

24. Israel was continuing its policy of annexation and settlement and was taking 
possession of water resources and means of livelihood. It was nationalizing the 
people of the Golan Heights by force and using such savage means as slaughter and 
terrorization to implement its aggressive expansionist policy. The Israeli 
Government was constantly adopting official measures for the establishment of new 
settlements and the expansion of existing ones. Property was being confiscated and 
absorbed into those colonialist settlements. The report (A/36/579) stated that 
approximately 40 new settlements had been established during the reporting period and 
that about 200 square kilometres had been earmarked for Israeli settlements in the 
West Bank. The report gave an account of Israel's interference in the occupied 
territories in all areas of life and its repeated violations of international 
agreements, in particular with regard to the imposition of collective punishments 
and measures of retaliation against civilian populations. 

25. Israeli prisons called to mind Hitler's gaols and, as the report (A/36/579) 
stated, the condition of human rights there gave rise to special concern. It should 
be a matter of priority for action by the international community. The report stated 
that the inhabitants of the occupied territories were subject to military rule, which 
violated the fourth Geneva Convention and could lead only to further deterioration 
in the human rights situation of the population. 

26. In the face of Israel's gross violations of international law, the Palestinian 
people, under the leadership of the Palestine Liberation Organization, had expressed 
its determination to stand fast in the face of Zionist oppression and was deserving 
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of ever¥ support. Behind every paragraph of the Special Committee's report was a 
reality, that of the human suffering of those whose homes and means of subsistence 
had been usurped by Israel in pursuit of its own prosperity and its racist creed. 

27. The past year had seen successive attacks by Israel on the Golan Heights and on 
southern Lebanon, the bombing of innocent victims, Palestinian and Lebanese 
civilians, the bombing of the Iraqi nuclear reactor and the violation of Saudi 
Arabian air space. 

28. The Al-Quds (Jerusalem) Committee of the Organization of the Islamic Conference 
had been following up the deteriorating situation in Jerusalem and in other parts of 
the Palestinian Arab territories and had been announcing to the civilized world the 
vast dangers threatening international peace and security because of Zionist Israel's 
persistence in ignoring the various international positions and customs and human 
morality. The report of the Al-Quds Committee on its recent session (A/36/379) was 
before the Committee. He expressed his country's strong condemnation of Israeli 
measures in Jerusalem and the efforts to change the cultural and fundamental landmarks 
of the holy city with a view to its annexation and making it "the eternal capital of 
the Zionist entity". He condemned also Israel's defiance of the wishes of the 
international community, shown by its rejection of the measures laid down in many 
resolutions of the General Assembly, the Security Council, UNESCO, the Non-Aligned 
Movement and other international gatherings and bodies. 

29. Israel's desecration of mosques, foremost among them being the Al Aqsa Mosque, 
and the Islamic Holy Places in occupied Palestine, were blatant acts of aggression 
against Islam and Moslems and constituted a serious provocation to the Arab world, 
which had announced its full adherence to the Arab character of Jerusalem, to the 
liberation and restoration of the city and to its becoming the capital of the 
Palestinian State under the leadership of the Palestine Liberation Organization. 

30. The Islamic world strongly condemned the increase in the number of Zionist 
settlements in the occupied Arab and Palestinian lands, particularly in Jerusalem 
and in Hebron. After a number of settlements had been established around and within 
Hebron and a large part of the Abrahamic shrine had been taken over and turned into 
a synagogue, with Moslems being prohibited from praying there regularly, the 
Palestinian inhabitants had been driven by force from their homes in the centre of 
the city. The Twelfth Islamic Conference of Foreign Ministers held in Baghdad in 
June 1981 had stated that the racist Zionist entity in occupied Palestine and the 
racist Pretoria r~gime in South Africa were organically linked by their pursuit of 
racist policies which aimed at suppressing fundamental freedoms and violating human 
dignity. It had therefore called for suspension of the membership of the Zionist 
entity in the United Nations and the applicatio~ of the sanctions laid down in 
Chapter VII of the Charter, because of Israel's blatant persistence in violating the 
principles and Charter and because of its refusal to recognize the right of the 
Palestinians to return to their homeland, exercise their right to self-determination 
and sovereignty and to establish an independent State on their national territory. 

31. Israeli racist policy was applied against Christians as well as Moslems. Even 
Jews emigrating from North Africa to Israel suffered from Israeli discrimination. 
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32. The Moslems had a long history in Jerusalem, the cradle of the three revealed 
religions. The Prophet himself had called for unity among the people of the three 
religions, and it was out of such a desire for conciliation among peoples that His 
Majesty King Hassan II of Morocco, Chairman of the Al-Quds Committee, had called for 
a spirit of understanding for the Palestine Liberation Organization. It remained to 
be seen whether the Zionist entity would desist from thwarting the efforts to make 
peace and respond to the call for peaceful coexistence from the Palestine Liberation 
Organization and the Arab and Islamic States. 

33. Mr. MABAREZ (Yemen) said that, as the Committee came once again to consider the 
report of the Special Committee to Investigate Israeli Practices Affecting the Human 
Rights of the Population of the Occupied Territories (A/36/579), little had changed 
since the previous year, except that the arrogance of Israel had increased. The 
United Nations was divided into two camps. On the one hand, the international 
community had agreed that Israel's occupation and settlement of the Arab territories 
and its annexation'of some of them was an act of aggression that was null and void, 
and, on the other hand, there was the position of the minority, consisting of Israel, 
which rejected all the basic tenets on which the Charter of the Organization rested. 

34. Many wondered that Israel still enjoyed membership in the United Nations, when 
it refused to be bound by the Organization's Charter and resolutions. The continuation 
of that situation showed that some of the permanent members of the Security Council 
had forgotten the lesson they had learned from the history of the League of Nations. 

35. Israel had recently shown its true colours, and Tel Aviv had revealed its 
expansionist intentions towards the occupied Arab territories, after it had 
succeeded in deluding international public opinion for 30 years. When the Zionist 
gangs had usurped the land of Palestine in 1948, they had pretended that their 
intentions were merely to establish a national homeland for Jews in which they could 
practise their beliefs in freedom far from European oppression. In 1947 and 1948, 
the Jewish gangs had made savage attacks on Arab villages in Palestine in order to 
annex to the Zionist State more land than the United Nations resolution on partition 
gave it. In 1967, on the pretext of preventive action, Israel had again waged war 
against the neighbouring Arab peoples and had occupied large areas. After their 
occupation of those lands, the leaders in Tel Aviv had stated that the occupation was 
only a temporary measure decided upon for military reasons. Subsequently, the 
Government of Israel had stated that Jews had a right to settle on occupied Arab 
lands and that those lands were part of the historical land of Israel. Dozens of 
settlements had then been established on those lands, and, after taking measures to 
annex Jerusalem, the Tel Aviv leaders were claiming sovereignty over all the occupied 
Arab territories. 

36. The Arab States were aware of the danger of the Israeli policy of annexation and 
settlement. They were aware also of the measures of oppression being applied by the 
Israeli occupation authorities against the inhabitants of the occupied Arab 
territories. Those were merely executive measures for the implementation of an 
Israeli plot to force those inhabitants to leave their lands so that Jewish settlers 
might replace them. The policy of terrorization being followed by the Israeli 
occupation authorities was merely a continuation of the Zionist policy aimed at 
emptying the occupied territories of their inhabitants initiated by the terrorist 
Zionist gangs in Palestine in 1947 and 1948. 
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37. The Israeli leaders often claimed to be peace-loving and had urged the Arab 
States to enter into peace negotiations with them, instead of engaging in constant 
confrontation and continued wars of destruction. In the past two years, Israel had 
called upon Arab States to accede to the Camp David accords, which, according to it,
represented a just and comprehensive solution for the problem of the Middle East, 
including provision for the rights of the Palestinian people. The majority of the 
States of the world and, in particular, the Western States friendly to Israel, with 
the exception of the United States, had emphasized that the Camp David accords were 
inadequate to cope with the question of the Middle East and that the cause of Palestine 
and the right of the Palestinian people to self-determination lay at the heart of the 
Middle East question. Those States had emphasized that the question of Palestine could 
not be dealt with except in co-operation with the Palestine Liberation Organization, 
the sole legitimate representative of the Palestinian people. Under the Camp David 
accords, Israel had annexed Jerusalem and had been active in increasing the number 
of Israeli settlements. Under the Camp David accords, Israel had considerably 
increased its attacks on Lebanon and other Arab countries. 

38. Israel insisted on maintaining its occupation of the Arab territories occupied 
since 1967, claiming that they were essential for its security. In addition to its 
aggression against Lebanon in the past year, Israel had also attacked the peaceful 
Iraqi nuclear installations and had violated Saudi Arabian air space and sovereignty. 
All that had been done on the pretext of ensuring Israel's security. Israel's 
leaders had no true feeling of what security and tranquillity meant and they would 
have none as long as they cherished their dreams of hegemony and their expansionist 
ambitions. 

39. The acquisition of more land would not guarantee Israel's security, nor would 
ignoring the existence and the rights of the Palestinian people help to establish 
peace. While United States weapons and military intelligence in the hands of Israel's 
leaders might guarantee Israel a temporary military superiority, they would not 
guarantee lasting peace, which must be based on justice. 

40. If the Israeli leaders wanted to talk about real peace, they must prove the 
sincerity of their intentions by withdrawing from the occupied Arab territories and 
embarking on serious negotiations with the Palestine Liberation Organization, with 
a view to the restoration of the rights of the Palestinian people, both political 
and material. As the Israeli leaders had been the first aggressors, they must assume 
responsibility for an initiative to establish goodwill if they wished for lasting 
security and peace. 

41. Mr. AL-ZAHAWI (Iraq)* said that the latest report of the Special Committee to 
Investigate Israeli Practices (A/36/579) corroborated the facts and conclusions 
established by many other bodies and individuals, including Israelis who had sought 
courageously to defend the human and civil rights of Palestinians in the occupied 
Arab territories. While commending the Special Committee and the Secretariat staff 
assigned to it for their dedication and perseverance in the face of formidable 
difficulties, he wished to point out that in spite of the dissatisfaction expressed 

*Pursuant to the decision taken by the Committee at the current meeting, the 
full text of this statement will be issued under the symbol A/SPC/36/PV.38. 
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by delegations in 1980 about the late circulation of the Committee's report, the 1981 
report had been circulated even later. The members of the Special Political 
Committee were entitled to an explanation from the Secretariat and steps should be 
taken to see that it did not occur again. 

42. The situation of the population in the occupied Arab territories was 
deteriorating daily as the occupiers intensified their policies of collective 
punishment, torture, deportation, land expropriation and colonization. Recently, 
there had been press reports of Israeli troops blowing up the homes of Palestinian 
families as retribution for suspected involvement in fire-bomb attacks. Zionist 
policies in the occupied territories were similar to those pursued against Arabs who 
had remained in Israel after 1948 and their aim was the same- to eliminate the Arab 
population from the land. The current Israeli Government had made it absolutely 
clear that the principal objective was not only to colonize the land but also to drive 
out as many Palestinians as possible and to turn those who remained into a source of 
cheap, menial labour for the Israeli economy. 

43. Not content with expropriating the land, the Zionists had also expropriated its 
only major resource-water. The report before the Committee unfortunately did not 
address itself to the Arab population's right to water, a vital resource which the 
occupiers were usurping in an unprecedented manner. Only one paragraph referred to 
that aspect of the Israeli violations of the human rights of the Arab population, 
for whom water was a matter of life and death. The Israeli violation of the water 
rights of the Arab population was in fact so great that it demanded a special and 
separate report. 

44. Confiscating the Palestinian Arabs' land had not been sufficient to drive them 
from their homeland, so their water resources had to be confiscated as well in order 
to ensure the complete subjugation and annexation of the occupied territories. 
Independent observers had established that while new Jewish colonies in those 
territories were provided with complete water systems, large reservoirs and sometimes 
even swimming pools, and while the Israelis had drilled a large number of wells there, 
not one Arab had been allowed to drill a single well in the last 14 years and the 
confiscation of existing wells meant that there were fewer currently available for 
Palestinian agriculture in the Jordan valley than there had been in 1967. While 
Israeli policy had caused thousands of wells to dry up or turn saline and had ruined 
thousands of acres of farmland and orchards, forcing thousands of villagers to 
abandon their lands, some 18,000 colonists were farming about 70,000 acres which had 
been confiscated from villages in the Jordan valley and in the areas of Bethlehem 
and Hebron. Outside observers had established that just as West Bank farmers were 
prevented from drilling wells, the people of Gaza were forbidden to plant fruit 
trees, even to replace dead ones, and the Israeli authorities even offered 
Palestinian farmers money to destroy tees or whole farms on the pretext of the need 
to conserve water resources. 

45. In addition, according 
on the Palestinians' use of 
capacity of existing wells. 
existing Arab wells and the 

to one of those observers, tight controls had been imposed 
water and no one was allowed to increase the pumping 
Water-meters had been installed by the Israelis on 

purchase of new spare parts for pumps was controlled. The 
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Israelis had also blown up the 140 pumping units installed by Arab farmers on the 
west bank of the Jordan to irrigate thousands of acres and had forbidden them to 
cultivate those lands. 

46. The Israeli violations had been discussed at the International Water Conference 
held in March 1977, which had condemned any infringement of the principle that the 
water resources should be developed for the benefit of original inhabitants, especially 
in Palestine, Namibia and Azania. But the plunder of Arab water resources was not 
restricted to the occupied territories. Thirty per cent of Israel's own water 
requirements were being met from the reserves of the West Bank by sinking deep-bore, 
high-pressure wells on the Israeli side of the 1967 armistice lines. 

47. Viewed in their historical perspective, present Israeli practices dated back to 
the Paris Peace Conference of 1919, where the Zionist delegation had claimed the 
whole of mandated Palestine, the towns of Tyre and Sidon, the head waters of the 
Jordan and the southern portion of the Litani River (currently in Lebanon), the river 
Yarmuk (in Syria), and the whole of the Jordan valley and the Dead Sea, in addition 
to other territories. The claim had been accompanied by an explanatory note which 
stated that the economic life of the country depended on the available water supply 
and that it was therefore of vital importance not only to secure all the water 
resources of the country, but also to be able to conserve and control them at their 
sources. The fertile plain east of the Jordan had been linked with the land west of 
the river since the earliest biblical times and could now serve admirably for 
colonization on a large scale. 

48. The Zionists had never renounced those claims. In 1978, a committee headed 
by a high-ranking official of the Israeli Prime Minister's office had concluded that 
Israel must continue to control the water resources of the occupied territories so 
as to safeguard its water supplies and the possibility of establishing new Israeli 
settlements there. Israel, like zionism, was based on dispossessing the indigenous 
Arab population of lands where the Zionists were seeking to establish "Greater Israel", 
and it occupied those territories as the result of a pre-meditated policy of aggression 
against the Arab nation. Israel's repeated acts of aggression against Lebanon 
indicated strongly that the next target could well be the long-coveted Litani River 
or the Yarmuk in Syria. 

49. The Special Committee's report drew attention to the fact that Israel's measures 
to colonize the occupied territories involved considerable budgetary expenditure. 
If Israel were not the recipient of vast amounts of foreign aid, it could never 
implement its policies of colonization and annexation. Eminent public figures in the 
United States of America had recognized that that country's annual subsidy of over 
$2 billion had encouraged Israel in its uncompromising policies. A United Kingdom 
Member of Parliament who had seen some of the 110 settlements illegally established 
in the West Bank with United States aid had suggested that a sum of $785 million 
requested by the United States Administration to provide economic assistance to Israel 
in 1981 should be reduced by the $150 million which that country was estimated to be 
planning to spend in the occupied territories. 

50. Unfortunately, the United States of America was not the only source of such aid. 
Out of a total capital inflow to Israel in 1980 of $4,266 million, $2,251 million had 
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come from United States grants and Government loans, $468 million from reparations fran 
the Federal Republic of Germany, and the remainder from loans and transfers from 
institutions and individuals. Without that capital inflow, the Israeli economy could 
not long continue along its current path. Other States too were maintaining economic, 
financial and trade relations with Israel as if it were a normal State and thus aiding 
it to implement its illegal policies in the West Bank and Gaza. Were they not aware 
of the fact that they were enabling Israel to pursue policies in the occupied 
territories which they themselves had declared illegal, and aiding and abetting its 
efforts to starve Arab farmers off their lands and turn them into a cheap labour force 
for the Israeli economy? Were they not aware that by trading with Israel they were 
helping to exploit the land, water and export markets of the population of the 
occupied territories? 

51. The Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of States proclaimed that no State had 
the right to promote or encourage investments that might constitute an obstacle to 
the liberation of a territory which was occupied by force. The Security Council 
had called on all States not to provide Israel with any assistance to be used 
specifically in connexion with settlements in the occupied territories. But the 
Camp David accords had failed to halt the colonization and annexation of the occupied 
Arab territories. Thirty years after the original people of Palestine had been 
forcibly uprooted from their homeland, the same process was being repeated in what 
little was still left of that country. It was the duty of all States to put an end 
to the re-enactment of that tragedy, the sheer injustice of which was a threat to 
international peace and security. 

52. Mr. KAWAKARATNE (Sri Lanka) asked that the statement made by the representative 
of Iraq should be reproduced in full in the records of the Committee. 

53. The CHAIRMAN said that if he heard no objection, he would take it that the 
Committee wished the full text of the Iraqi representative's statement to be 
included in its records. 

54. It was so decided. 

55. Mr. ADHAMI (Syrian Arab Republic) said that, in the light of the assurances 
given to the Committee at the previous session, his delegation would like to request 
the Secretariat to explain the long interval between the transmittal of the report of 
the Special Committee to the Secretary-General on 4 September 1981 and its appearance 
as a document on 26 October 1981. His delegation was of the view that since the 
report formed the basis for the Committee's discussion of agenda item 64, it should 
be available to delegations a sufficient time in advance. The Permanent Mission of 
the Syrian Arab Republic in Geneva had sent a number of communications to the 
Commission on Human Rights containing details of practices affecting the rights of 
the inhabitants of the Syrian Arab Golan district, including the attempts of the 
Israeli military authorities to impose Israeli nationality and identity cards on 
Syrian citizens in that area. The Commission on Human Rights had decided to transmit 
those communications to the Special Committee, but the report was devoid of any 
reference to them or to their contents. His delegation requested an explanation of 
that fact also. 
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56. As it had in the past, his delegation reaffirmed its conviction that Israel's 
refusal to co-operate with the Special Committee could not be justified on the grounds 
of the alleged partiality of that Committee, since its neutrality and objectivity were 
well established and it enjoyed the confidence of the international community. 
Israel's position stemmed from the fact that it wished to prevent the Special 
Committee, and consequently the international community, from uncovering even more 
horrendous facts concerning its practices affecting the inhabitants of the occupied 
areas. The Israeli attitude towards the Special Committee was in keeping with its 
traditional attitude towards the United Nations, its organs and its resolutions, and 
was an expression of disdain for the international community. It had refused 
co-operation with all United Nations committees and everyone was aware of the sad fate 
of the United Nations Mediator, Count Bernadette, the only United Nations envoy to be 
allowed entry to Israel, who had been assassinated by the terrorist group of Yitzhak 
Shamir, the present Israeli Minister for Foreign Affairs. The Israeli position was 
an obvious and worthless tactic by means of which it was trying to justify its 
rejection of any conclusions arrived at by the Special Committee. 

·57. The report of the Special Committee spoke for itself and presented a new 
accumulation of evidence to add to that already available on the condition of the 
inhabitants of the occupied Arab areas. It clearly indicated that there had been a 
deterioration in that condition and a grave escalation of the terroristic policies 
and practices aimed at the civilian population. If the international community did 
not take steps to prevent it, the present situation would have a grave effect on peace 
and security in the region and in the world as a whole. 

58. Any military occupation resulting from invasion or attack met the Definition of 
Aggression approved by the General Assembly under the terms of its resolution 3314 (XXIX). 
The mere fact of Israel's occupation of Arab territories was aggression according to 
the principles of international law and was so a fortiori, given that it was combined 
with expansion, annexation, the appropriation of land and property, the control of 
water resources, the deprivation of the inhabitants' means of livelihood, the 

demolition of houses, expulsion, banishment, collective punishments and the savage 
torture of detainees. Military occupation itself constituted a fundamental violation 
of the human rights of the civilian population of the occupied Arab territories in 
accordance with the principles of international law and under the terms of Commission 
on Human Rights resolution lA (XXXVI). The International Covenant on Economic, Social 
and Cultural Rights and the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights both 
stipulated that all peoples had the right of self-determination. The practices 
adopted by the Israeli occupation authorities had the objective of emptying the 
territories of their inhabitants and depriving those inhabitants of their fundamental 
right to self-determination. It was that right which Israel, through the autonomy 
conspiracy, was seeking to obliterate once and for all, whatever "autonomy" might mean 
to its partners in the Camp David accords. Israel had permitted the creation of local 
councils in the occupied territories in order to grant autonomy to those Israeli 
settlers who had taken up residence in those territories in an unlawful manner. 

59. The report of the Special Committee presented irrefutable evidence of the Israeli 
plan to settle the occupied territories so as to prepare the way for their ultimate 
annexation by Israel. Israel had changed its tune from absolute denial of its 
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settlement policy to open acknowledgement of that policy and a resolute determination 
to defend its right to settle any part of the occupied territories, to apply a policy 
of creeping annexation and to intensify the establishment of settlements. Those 
settlements were established in carefully chosen areas and Israel, through its 
repressive policies, would ultimately decide who could remain in those areas and who 
must leave them. Israel's claim that it had a right to establish settlements in the 
occupied territories was tantamount to a claim to be above the law and demonstrated 
once again its disdain for the United Nations and its defiance of the international 
consensus condemning the settlement policy. His delegation was convinced that Israel 
could not have reached that extreme of arrogance and defiance without the unlimited 
political, military and economic support of the United States. The participation of 
the United States in the collective condemnation of the Israeli settlement policy had 
amounted to no more than making a verbal distinction between the two without affecting 
the continual flow of support to Israel, which only strengthened that position which 
the United States affected to condemn. The international community was today faced 
with a new United States position. The Camp David accords and the separate peace 
treaty between Egypt and Israel had given a new thrust to Israeli obstinacy and 
aggression. They had made the situation more complex and potentially explosive by 
isolating Egypt from its Arab partners through a policy hostile to the Arab nation, 
thereby increasing Israel's military strength and enabling it to threaten the other 
Arab States and the Palestinian people. In spite of its economic difficulties and 
its high rate of inflation, Israel had, since the signing of the Camp David accords, 
intensified its settlement policy, spent lavish amounts of money on it and granted 
it priority. Israel had not done that in order to withdraw from those settlements 
at some subsequent stage and hand them over to the Palestinians. Rather than showing 
such generosity, as the international community knew, Israel was likely to demolish 
Palestinian houses and destroy villages and towns. Between 1948 and 1973 it had 
demolished more than 385 Palestinian villages and dozens of towns and villages on 
Syrian, Egyptian and Lebanese territory. 

60. The settlement policy affected the human rights of the inhabitants of the 
occupied territories in that it involved the expropriation of their land, which 
deprived them of their main means of livelihood. That conflicted with article 1, 
paragraph 2, of both the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural 
Rights and the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, which provided 
that "In no case may a people be deprived of its own means of subsistence." 

61. Israeli settlement led ultimately to the alteration of the characteristics and 
of the demographic composition of the occupied Arab territories and was therefore a 
grave violation of the fourth Geneva Convention. Of particular note in the report 
of the Special Committee was the increased activity of Israeli settlers, who were 
permitted by the military authorities to carry out savage terrorist attacks on the 

·Arab population and who had, with official blessing, become an additional force of 
oppression above the law. 

62. The fact, mentioned in paragraph 298 of the report, that about 200,000 or nearly 
20 per cent of all the inhabitants of the territories, had passed through Israeli 
prisons, meant that every family in every town and village in the territories had had 
direct experience of the suffering involved. That meant that the entire population 
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of the occupied territories was no better off than those actually imprisoned, since 
the entire area was a prison in which they were silenced and in which their national 
identity was destroyed. The entire world had come to realize the fact that Israel 
had adopted measures at both the individual and the collective levels with the object 
of destroyingthemorale of the inhabitants in an attempt to force them to leave the 
occupied territories. His delegation requested that the Special Committee should 
compile statistics on those operations aimed directly or indirectly at expulsion 
which had been carried out by Israel between 1967 and the present. 

63. He wondered, given the information presented in paragraphs 298 to 337 of the 
report, whether there were still those who insisted that there was no evidence of 
torture in Israeli prisons. He wondered what those States called the death of 
prisoners through forced feeding. The Governments of those States, headed by the 
United States of America, were not deaf and were not ignorant of the intentions of 
Israel or of the behaviour of its military authorities but they had chosen to support 
the racist r~gime of Tel Aviv and to incite it to further aggression. In its 
previous reports, especially that contained in document A/34/631, the Special 
Committee had determined that Israel's policy in the occupied territories was based 
on the so-called "homeland" doctrine which envisaged a mono-religious (Jewish) State 
established on territory that included those territories occupied by Israel in 
June 1967. That doctrine formed the legal basis for the policy of racial 
discrimination practised by the Israeli authorities in the occupied territories. 
The Israeli r~gime discriminated between Arabs and Jews and was learning from the 
racist r~gime in Pretoria, with which it was closely allied, the necessary expertise 
for the practical implementation of discriminatory policies. 

64. His delegation wished to draw the attention of the international community to 
Israeli policies and practices in the Arab Syrian Golan district which had the 
objective of altering its geographical character, its demographic composition and 
the structure of its institutions. Since its occupation of the Golan Heights in 
1967, Israel had expelled 90 per cent of the population and there remained in the 

 entire region only four inhabited villages, whose total population did not exceed 
15,000. Israeli policy aimed at the ultimate annexation of the area, for in addition 
to expelling the inhabitants it had so far established 38 settlements there. That 
had placed yet another obstacle in the way of a just and comprehensive peace, the 
main prerequisite for which was, as established in the relevant United Nations 
resolutions, Israel's complete withdrawal from the occupied territories. In 
implementing that policy aimed at the ultimate annexation of the Golan district, 
Israel had not attempted to conceal its intentions but had adopted its customary 
posture of defiance of the principles of international law and of the will of the 
international community. The Syrian delegation had on more than one occasion called 
attention to Israel's policy of imposing Israeli nationality on Syrian citizens in 
the Golan Heights and to the bill before the Israeli Knesset for the annexation of the 
area to Israel. The fact that the Knesset had not adopted that bill had not been a 
result of submission to the will of the international community but rather, as 
pointed out by the terrorist Begin, of tactical considerations and questions of timing. 
Events in 1981 had confirmed that Israel was persisting in its plan for the de facto 
and de jure annexation of the Golan district. In that connexion, the Syrian 
delegation wished to call attention to the notes verbales (A/36/110, 134 and 345) 
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which it had communicated to the Secretary-General and which contained information on 
the measures adopted by Israel in order to force Syrian citizens to obtain Israeli 
identity cards. He was not raising the matter of the terrorism and humiliation to 
which citizens of his country were being subjected in the Golan Heights simply because 
it was a matter for humanitarian concern, but rather because of its legal and 
political dimensions. Occupation was a violation of the principle of the sovereignty 
of States and their territorial integrity and did not grant the occupier any right 
of sovereignty over occupied territories. 

65. The Israeli authorities would not have disdained international law if the 
Security Council, instead of merely condemning Israel's conduct, had imposed on it 
the sanctions provided for in the Charter. Neither would Israel have adopted that 
attitude if it had not been for the unlimited political, military and economic support 
provided by the United States, which had chosen to ally itself with the racist Zionist 
entity. The Committee's deliberations on the present subject must not be allowed to 
become a routine to be repeated every year without avail, and it was not sufficient 
to adopt more resolutions which would only add to the great number of previous 
resolutions. His country reaffirmed its confidence in the United Nations and 
remained hopeful that it would act in a more effective manner to promote truth and 
justice. 

66. In conclusion, he wished to take advantage of the opportunity to send a greeting 
to the people living under occupation and to tell them that the entire world was with 
them and knew that they were not asking for pity or commiseration, that they were 
ready to continue their sacrifices and that they were proud of the support of the 
international community. 

67. Mr. AL-MUSAWI (Bahrain) said that the report of the Special Committee to 
Investigate Israeli Practices Affecting the Human Rights of the Population of the 
Occupied Territories (A/36/579) was an excellent document, revealing as it did 
Israel's aggressive intentions to those who had not yet realized the true nature of 
the aggressive Zionist entity, in spite of the difficulties encountered by the Special 
Committee because of Israel's refusal to co-operate with it. He paid a tribute to 
the members of the Special Committee and its secretariat for their efforts to arrive 
at unequivocal facts revealing the extent of the suffering and oppression being 
experienced by the inhabitants of the occupied territories. Israel's acts of 
aggression had been condemned by the international community. On the previous day, 
the Israeli representative had launched an attack on the Special Committee for its 
just and impartial report. Although the great majority of the international 
community condemned the Israeli practices, the representative of Israel had tried 
to defend those arbitrary actions. He had claimed that Israel had made of the Arab 
territories after occupation a paradise unparalleled in the Arab countries, as 
though angels had lost their wings and descended on the occupied Arab territories in 
Israeli military aircraft! The Israeli representative had stated that there was 
democracy in the occupied territories. Was there true democracy in Israel that could 
be applied in the occupied Arab territories? Could there be democracy under 
occupation? Why did Israel expel elected Palestinian leaders from their land or 
place bombs under their feet? With that so-called democracy, did Israel wish to 
consolidate its occupation or to give freedom to those suffering under occupation? 
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Was it because of that democracy that over 14 years of occupation a quarter of a 
million inhabitants of the occupied areas had seen the inside of Israeli prisons? 
Was it democracy that usurped lands daily and killed innocent people, even young 
people who wished to express their rejection of the occupation by throwing stones? 

68. It was stated in the introduction of the report (A/36/579) that the human rights 
situation in the occupied territories had not changed from past years. The Government 
of Israel was continuing to follow a policy of annexing those territories, and more 
and more settlements were being established. In established settlements, the number 
of Jews was increasing. The civilian population was subjected to continued 
oppression, and the new Government of Israel had recently called for the establishment 
of Israeli sovereignty over the occupied territories in the near future. 

69. The Israeli violations of human rights in the occupied territories were flagrant 
violations of the laws and customs of war, the Universal Declaration of Human Rights 
and other humanitarian agreements protecting the rights of civilian populations. 
They were contrary to all human values. 

70. Israel's occupation of the Arab territories and its determination to implement the 
policy of annexation and settlement were the root causes of the violation of the human 
rights of the civilian population in the occupied territories. In that connexion he 
quoted paragraph 392 of the Committee's report (A/36/579). Israel always claimed that 
it wanted peace with its neighbours, but that was the opposite of the truth. Israel 
was ruled only by its ambitions in the area and wanted nothing but domination and 
aggression. It was not possible to have both land and peace. The expression of the 
Likud Government's desire for peace in paragraph 392 of the Special Committee's 
report (A/36/579) showed that Israel wanted both peace and land, which emphasized 
Israel's ambitions in respect of the Arab territories. Israel's aggression against 
the Arabs in 1967 did not give it any legal right to occupy the territories of the 
Arab States. That occupation was contrary to international law. Occupation by war 
did not justify the annexation of occupied land. Israeli ruling circles had long 
been dominated by military thinking and had therefore been unable to see any solution 
to the Arab-Israeli struggle except through force, so that the threat and use of 
force had been a part of their tradition. They were governed by a desire to see 
the Arab people subjugated, but that would never be achieved. 

71. A just and strong peace, such as would enable Israel to live in the region in 
peace, must be based upon the restoration of the national rights of the Palestinian 
people under the leadership of the Palestine Liberation Organization, its sole 
legitimate representative. That could be achieved only through the return of the 
Palestinian people to its homeland and the establishment of an independent national 
State. The Palestine issue was the crux of the Middle East conflict and there could 
be no solution and no peace or security in the region except on that basis. In that 
connexion, at the thirty-fifth session, the representative of Kuwait had referred in 
his statement on the agenda item under discussion to a magazine interview with Nah1Jm 
Goldmann concerning his reminiscences of Ben Gurion. Ben Gurian had said that he did 
not understand why the Arabs should make peace with Israel since they, the Zioni~ts, 
had come and stolen their country. 

72. Another prerequisite for a just solution was the withdrawal of Israel from all 
the occupied Arab territories, in particular from Jerusalem. Israel, however, 
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rejected all solutions and did not respond to the appeals of human intellect and 
human conscience but persisted in its aggression and its terror. Terrorism, torture 
and other violations of human rights had been deeply rooted in the character of the 
Zionist movement since its inception. Israel was the only State in the world which 
practised terrorism as an official policy. 

73. The Security Council and the General Assembly had adopted numerous resolutions 
condemning the arbitrary actions of Israel in the occupied Arab territories and had 
considered them acts of reprisal prohibited by international law. Israel, however, 
had not complied with a single United Nations resolution but had persisted in its 
aggression and its violations of human rights, thereby demonstrating its disdain for 
the United Nations and its resolutions. Israel considered itself above the United 
Nations, above international covenants and above the law. The international community· 
should intervene with new and effective means of compelling Israel to comply with 
United Nations resolutions and should impose sanctions with a view to putting an end 
to its contempt for the will of the international community. If the United Nations 
did not assume full responsibility for the grave problem under discussion, then it was 
to be feared that it would lose its influence and respect and would suffer the same 
fate as the League of Nations. 

The meeting rose at 1.15 p.m. 




