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AGENDA ITEM 51 

RRPORT Uli' THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATR ISRAELI PRACTICES AFFECTING THE 

hlJMAN RIGHTS OF THE FOFUlATION OF THE OCCUPIED TERRITORIES 

Mr. BOnTE (Yu8oslo.via), Chainr.tm of the Sr;ecial Committee to Invcstiu.te 

Israeli Practices Affecting the Human Rights of the Population of the Occupied 

Territories: On behalf of my colleagues, the representatives of Senegal, 

Mr. GOQ~diam, and of Sri Lanka, Mr. Perera, and on my own behalf, I have the honour 

to introduce the report of the Special Committee to Investigate Israeli Practices 

affecting the Human Rights of the Population of the Occupied Territories contained in 

document A/34/631 of 13 November 1979. This is the eleventh report that the Special 

Committee has prepared since its establishment by the General Assembly in 

Dec0mber 1968. 

We have noted that the late appearance of our report seems to have posed certain 

difficulties for the work of the Committee. It is a matter of common concern that 

the work of the session be conducted punctually and effectively. The Special 

Committee covers a situation over which it has no control; this situation produces 

fresh developments relevant to our work continuously. The Special Committee 

endeavours to furnish this Assembly with the most up-to-date information at its 

disposal. 

It was the Special Committee's hope and intention to wind up its report at the 

September meetings. As we explain in paragraph 12 of the report, we felt obliged -

bearing in mind the importance of Mayor Kawasme's testimony and the relevance of 

certain developments that occurred during the same period, in September - to defer 

the adoption of our report. 

\ve continue to believe that such situations should be avoided but we should 

emphasize that the human rights of the civilians in the occupied territories must 

command our priorities. 

In carrying out its mandate, the Special Committee has continued to consider 

that the Geneva Convention relative to the protection of Civilian Persons in Time of 

War of 12 August 1949 applies to the situation of the civilians in the occupied 

territories~ in addition to the other relevant rules of international law and 

decisions of United Nations bodies. In the report before the Special Political 

Committee, Chapter III, the Special Committee recalls its mandate and its terms of 

reference. Since the last time the General Assembly renewed the mandate of the 

Special Committee by resolution 33/113 C in December 1978, the Special Committee 

l:as held four series of meetings. At these meetings, the Special Committee 

examined information on the situation of civilians in the occupied territories 
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and considered new developments and tren0s requirinv. its attention. 

In the intervals between these lileetings, the members of the Special Committee 

kept themselves informed, on a ree;ular basis, of events takine; place in the 

occupied territories. 

The Government of Israel continued to refuse its co-operation to the Special 

Committee, thus makine; it necessary for the Special Committee to follmr a 

carefully prepared systel,l of monitoring information on developments in the 

occupied territories. This information is collected from a vast range of 

sources, iDcluding press reports - particularly reports of statements by members 

of the Israeli Government and other hie;h officers - written reports from 

individuals an<.l organizations. most of vrhom have first-hand experience of the 

facts that they related upon, and the oral testimony of persons who have 

first---hand experience of various aspects of the human rights situation in these 

territories. From these sources a considerable volw.ne of information is collected 

of which a representative cross~section appears in the report before the 

Cmmni ttee. At its periodic meetings the Special Committee • after exa11ining 

the information, agrees on certain aspects of its vrork. Thus,for example, 

durine; the period covered by the report, the Special Committee decided to follow 

closely the effectiveness of the judicial re111edies in the protection of human 

rie;hts of the civilian population of the occupied territories. It also w~intained 

the system of case reports on individual cases of alleged ill--treatment lvhich 

it considered serious enoue;h to 1varrant one;oing examination and attention. The 

Special Committee continued to accumulate information in additicn to that recorded 

in previous years and to countercheck such information as e.nd when it became 

possible to do so. The Special Conunittee undertook also to do everything in 

its power to assist those individuals in detention whose cases appeared to 

present a need for humanitarian relief, such as adequate medical attention and 

possibly their release. 

The Special Committee has tried to take a scientific approach to its work 

and to restrict itself to the collection of data in an effort to ascertain the 

factual situation prevailing in the occupied territories. 'l'herefore, Chapter IV 

of the report contains a chronoloe;ical presentation of information which is 

ore;anized according to the sub-titles mentioned in the report. This information 

is sub-divided into three parts. The first part sets out the facts ree;arded by 

the Special Comn1ittee as showine; the existence of a policy of annexation and 
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settlement of the occupied territories, the second part relates to the policy 

follm-red by the Government of Israel with re(3ard to the inhabitants of the 

occupied territories, and the third part contains information on the situation 

of detainees in the occupied territories. The Special Co~nittee considers that 

these are the three aspects of the same phenomenon, namely, the policy of 

creeping annexation of the occupied territories in the fulfilment of the homeland 

doctrine which is often pronounced by members of the GovernmE-nt of Israel, 

individually or collectively. In essence, the report provides ample information 

that illustrates, on the one hand, the intention of the Government of Israel to 

annex the occupied territoriE-s and the measures taken by the Government in 

implementation of this policy, coupled >vi th the measures taken by the same 

authorities, on a clay-to-day basis, intended to depopulate the occupied 

territories of the Arab Palestinian population or, alternatively, to deprive the 

civilian inhabi t&its of their national identity or aspiration. These measures 

are reflected in information regarding the measures taken 1vith regard to the 

inhabitants of the territories and includine those under detention. In this part 

of our report, we have merely allm-red the facts to speak for themselves and 

refrained from any comment whatsoever. It is pertinent to mention the rE-jection 

of this policy by the civilian population and the constant pattern of resistance 

in the occupied territories. In particular, I should like to point out Section 6 
of Chapter IV B, which reproduces a sample calendar of instances recorded by the 

Special Committee durine; the period covered by the report. 

The Special Committee gives its assessment of this infornation in Chapter VI 

of the report, setting out its conclusions. The Special Committee has attempted 

to limit itself strictly to those areas which are indisputable and admitted by the 

Israeli authorities and on this basis alone it would bE> sufficient to show that the 

Govern~ent of Israel has indeed, ir. 1979, continued its policy of annexation 

and settlement of the occupied Arab territories because it has enlarged existing 

settlements, it has constructed new ones - we now count over 120 such settlements -

it has announced plans for additional settlements in future, and it has made 

considerable financial appropriations to facilitate the implementation of this 

policy. At the same time, the Government of Israel has accelerated the process 

of expropriation of property in the occupied territories, and the Special Committee 

has established that at least 27 per cent of the land in the West Bank alone has 

been expropriated. This is being achieved in a variety of ways, including 
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seizure for so-called military purposes, in flaerant abuse of the notion of 

security or military reasons normally aclmowledged. under international lavt as 

valid ground.s for temporary possession of property by the occupying Pmver. 

The policy of reprisals for the slightest manifestation of resistance to 

the occupatio!+ continued to be more acute than ever in 1979. The harshness of the 

reprisals trucen in the town of Halhul this year is a denial of the minimum 

standards of human behaviour. 

Another phenomenon that has emerged has beE>n the behaviour of Israeli 

settlers in the occupiE>d. territories. In the 1vords of l'!ir. Kawasme, l'1ayor of Hebron 

who appeared before the Special Committee barely a month ac;o, the Israeli settlers 

constitute a second authority vis-a-vis. the civilians in the occupied territrories 

and, in many instances, the first authority. 

As recards the effectiveness of judicial remedies, after studying this 

aspect of the situation in the occupied territories, the Special Committee has come 

to the conclusion that the civilian population does not stand to benefit in any 

way as rE>gards the enjoyment of its basic rights by recourse to thE' judicial 

authorities. In essence, the judiciary in Israel has continued to endorse the 

policy of the Goverment of Israel in all its apsects, including those areas where 

the basic rights of the civilian population are denied. 

As I address this body, the Special Commi ttef' contin1.<.es to receive numerous 

appeals and protests against the measures being taken against the Mayor of Nablus, 

dr. Bas sam Shaqa 1 a, whose detention and order of deportation have all the 

indications of a transparent pretext to justify yet another illegal measure 

similar to those taken against hundreds of prominent Palestinians since 1967. 

Tne Government of Israel, as an occupying Power, has rejected the 

applicability of the Fourth Geneva Convention in the occupied territories. By its 

conduct in the occupied. territories, the Government of Israel has violated those 

articles of the Convention which would normally protect their civilian iru1abitants

for example, articles 27, 32, 33, 47, 49 e.nd 53, to mention the more connnon cases 

In particular, I wish to emphasize the seriousness of those violations which find 

their definition as c;rave breaches in articlE> 147 o.f the Convention. 

Final~y, the Special Committee reiterates the protecting power formula that it 

has laid down since its first report in the hope that thE> GovernmE>nt of IsraE>l may 

bE> persuadf'd to allow the international community to assume its obligation to 

safeguard the rights of the civilian population of the occupied territories. 
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It ccntinues to be our fervent hope that in spite of the necati ve attitude 

of the Israeli authorities and bec.ause of the continued worseninG of the situation, 

a constructive attitude could :prevail to ensure the minimal safecuard of the 

huma...1 rights of the civilian :population in the occupied territories. 
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Mr. HUSEIBEH (Jordan): This Committee has been treated 

to a filibuster of irrelevancies, distortions and abuses against one of the 

most highly respected of the Committees of the United Nations. But it is 

hardly surprising that the representative of Israel should have tried to 

besmirch the integrity and authenticity of the Special Co~mittee, 

even though most of the facts have been derived from official Israeli 

statements and newpapers. It is pathetic to find him accusing his own 

authorities, his own Government and his own forces of being outright 

liars, as he has done. Moreo7er, the Special Committee can dravr conso:::..s.ticn 

from the fact that this has been the consistent attitude of Israel to every 

United Nations co~y, including the Security Council. 

The Israeli representative accuses the Coramittee of being prosecutor, 

judge and jury. Uho said that? Here in the report are presented facts and 

figures on the cannibalization of the Palestinian people which, the Special 

Committee is convinced are true. The judge anu jury are this CoiT~ittee 

and the General Assem"bly. The representative of Israel will be quite unhappy 

when he hears their verdict. 

I vrish to express my delegation's cl.eep appreciation to the Chairman 

gr. Borut Bohte, and members of the Special Committee to Investie;ate Israeli 

Practices Affecting the Human Rights of the Population of the Occupied Territori~s. 

The report of the Special Committee has been transmitted to the Secretary-General 

in document A/31/631 of 13 November 1979 under agenda item 51, in accordance 

with General Assembly resolution 34/ll3C, paragraphs 9 and 10, of 18 December 1978. 

The publication of the report has made it unnecessary for me to repeat the 

detailed malpractices as clearly and objectively compiled by the Special Committee 

which deserves our special commendation. 

It is easy enough to write a statement on a subject where views, nerspectives, 

facts and interpretations are relatively circtwscribed anrt are reasonably 

discernible. But it is incredibly hard to present an all-encompassing statement 

in talking about Israeli practices under item 51 of our a~enda affecting the 

human rights of the population of the occupied territories. 
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In late November of last year, the Committee will r~call the.t I macle 

a lengthy presentation on the tvro dimensions of this extrerr..ely grave issue. 

First, it CI"'\Vered the Israeli occupaticn authorities' systematic confiscation, 

colonization and seizure of the habitat and all the meanineful and vital 

r~sources, such as i·Tater, without vrhich continued survival of the victims of 

occupation becomes alarmingly untenable. The onrsoing process of sequestration, 

despoilation and cannibelization of the Palestinian ancestral hom~land 

vras compiled, with a break-down, area by area, city by city, village by 

villap,e, in a coherent aggregate which is both gruesome and stunning, even 

to those "t-Tho have been tolerantly follolring day by day these acts of highway 

robbery and plunder piecemeal, but have not sufficiently comprehendeu the 

sum total and over-all implication of Hhat vras being perpetrated by the Israeli 

occupiers and usurpers. The results, irrefutably documented with maps, 

facts and figures, are stagg~ring, even to those i-rho have bE'en monitoring 

piecemeal the sequestrations here and ther~ but without correlating them in 

a coherent whole, because of Israeli deception and cover-up and the stE'p-by-step 

approach which some of their undeclared mentors and masterminds advised them 

to pursue. 

And in an in-depth presentation b~fore this au/just Committee, it was 

demonstrated beyond any shadow of doubt that almost one-third of the tiny 

Hest Bank and the Gaza Strip - including, of course, Jerusalem - a mere 

5,000 square kilometreG has already b~en foreclosed, confiscated, 

and colonized by the Israeli occupation, in flagrant violation of international 

law·, the Fcurth Geneva Convention on the protection of the civilian population 

under occupation. I am amazed that the Ambassador of Israel should have 

accused the Special Committee of politicizing its mandate, because its mandate 

is to see to it that the civilian population under occupation is alive and well. 

Hhen those people are cannibalized, then it is no longer politics - it all depPnds 

hol-T ,.,e describe politics -but means survival or non-survival. But at any rate, 

Jerusalem and its environs have been literally and not metaphorically 

cannibalized and emasculated beyond recognition. Not a locality has been spared, 

even in the innermost hinterland. 
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The second portion of the presentation covered in ninute d~C>tail the 

ubiquitous anc.1 fiendish prisons ¥rhich encompass almost every city, tmm and 

locality in the Holy Lend, the land •rhich the whole world calls the land of 

peace but which the Zionist Iifovement has transformed into a land of torture, 

anguish and suffering, reminiscent of the lvorst crimes against humanity 

perpetrated since the Second Vorld Har. 

The 1-rindowless underground torture chaillbers, tiny enough to ensure that 

the victim cannot move, sleep or stretch his legs; the piercing sharp edges 

of metal or stone upon which a prisoner is forced to cra•rl to face an 

interrogator in nearby roomsj the e-lectric shocks administered at whim and Hill 

by his sadistic gaolers; the burning of sensitive organs of a human body 

by lighted cigarettes; the alternation of hot and icy water after electric 

shocks; the inhumane beatings and dangling from ceilings~ and many other 

techniques of indescribable physical torture, compounded and complemented by 

the most advanced techniques of modern psychological torture: These are 

applied indiscriminately and, in equal measure, against both sexes, in 

compliance, I suppose, ¥rith the world's movement towards the equality of the 

two sexes. 

Having described all the beastly horrors perpetrated against many thousands 

of Palestinians in Israeli torture chambers and gaols, it would be gratuitous 

on my part to recount the numerous details on this gruesome subject. Suffice 

it here to inform this Committee that, credible international evidence 

notwithstanding, the pattern of brutality continues unabated. Only very recently, 

the Israeli press verified that, on the eve of Israel's full-scale invasion 

of southern Lebanon, the order of the day, issued to the forces of aggression 

against Palestinian refugee camps and innocent Lebanes~ civilians by the 

Israeli high command was, "1\:ill, kill, kill 11
• 
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Stories of excesses beyond orders to kill are surfacing gradually. 

One is that of the Israeli officer who, unable to seize any 

combatants in action, picked up four Palestinian refue;ees at 

random, subjected them to torture and then, and only then, strangled 

them to dealth. This is only one of many such stories yet to be 

unraveled, in which the perpetrators got away with it on the orders 

of the Israeli Chief of Staff with nominal and reduced sentences. 

The subject is at present the topic of heated debate between the 

Israeli Chief of Staff and those who, like I1r. Avneri, took strong 

exception to such unbridled brutality. I am confident that one day 

an international tribunal, alone; the lines of the Nuremberg trials; 

vrill be constituted to bring the notorious Israeli sadists, from 

the top down, to account for these inhuman deeds. For we are 

talking about human beings, and there is no difference, in my 

opinion, between one human being and another. 

Subsequent to the debate on this item and the resolution of this 

Committee, endorsed by the General Assembly, condemning such flagrant 

illegalities, the avalanche of colonization continued unabated, in 

total disregard of the categorical decisions of this Committee. 

My Government, alarmed by the relentless seizure of occupied 

Palestinian and Arab lands, decided that the question was no longer one 

of Israeli practices or malpractices in the conventional sense but 

had assumed such proportions and magnitude as to affect drastically the 

very survival of the remaining Palestinian people and threaten their 

eventual obliteration on the remnants of their ancestral homeland. 

It was a race against time, and it was decided to request an urgent 

meeting of the Security Council on 9 March 1979 to deal with this 

most ominous issue and to adopt whatever effective measures it might 

deem appropriate to stop the haemorrhage afflicting the population 

under occupation. 
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We presented, as did the Palestine Liberation Organization 

and the Corumi ttee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the 

Palestinian People, a coherent aggregate of the dimension of Israeli 

despoliation, confiscation, colonization and emasculation of the 

remnants of the Palestinian homeland, already extensively mrarfed 

by earlier conquests and cannibalization into tiny, vivisected and 

disparate enclaves. 

lve proved that the extent of the colonization of the post-196~( 

lands had already reached a staggering 27.1 per cent of the occupied 

lands by the end of 31 December 1978. '\lle also stressed that the 

Israeli colonization was continuing without letup or hindrance. 

Do I have to elaborate on that? I likened the situation, in one 

of rrsy statements before the Security Council, to that 

of a sinking ship, s~ndinG out an SOS before it descends irretrievably 

onto a rocky sea-bed. The mast of the ship on the horizon 01· the 

occupied territories was fast fading away into the distant twilight 

and had reached the point where it was vanishing to the point of 

invisibility and surgical metamorphosis. 

The Security Council adopted resolution 446 (1979) on 22 March 

1979, in which it reaffirmed the applicability of·the Fourth 

Geneva Convention relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons 

in Time of lvar of 12 August 1949, to the Arab territories occupied 

by Israel since 1967, including Jerusalem; it determined that the 

policy of Israel in establishing settlements in the Palestinian 

and other Arab territories occupied since 1967 have no legal 

validity and constitute a serious obstruction to achieving a 

comprehensive, just and lasting peace in the Middle East. 

The Security Council, likewise, strongly deplored the failure 

of Israel to abide by its resolutions 237 (1967), 252 ( 1968), 

and 298 ( 1971) and the consensus statement by the President of the 
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Security Council on ll November 1976, as well as the repeated 

Security Council resolutions enumerated in Security Council 

resolution 446 (l97Y). The Security Council called upon Israel, once 

more, to desist from taking any action vrhich would result in changing 

the legal status and geographical nature and materially affecting 

the demographic composition of the kab territories occupied since 1967, 

including Jerusalem and, ::.n particular, not to transfer parts of 

its ovn civilian population into the occupied Arab territories. 

In the face of Israel's wily and deceptive tactics during the 

debate, the Security Council established a Commission consisting 

of three Council members, to examine the situation relating to 

settlements in the Arab territories occupied since 1967, including 

J e rus alern, and to submit its report by l July 1979. 

The Security Council met on 18 July 1979 to assess the 

report of its three-member Commission, contained in document S/13450 

of 12 July 1979. After a thorough appraisal of the report, 

meticulously prepared, notwithstanding Israel's refusal to allov 

the Commission - mind you, a Security Council Commission - entry 

into the occupied territories, and having gathered voluminous 

data and heard many vitnesses from the occupied territories, 

the Security Council on 20 July 1979 adopted resolution 452 (1979), 

in vhich it accepted the recommendations of the report and drevr 

attention to the grave consequences which the settlements policy 

was bound to have on any attempt to reach a peaceful solution 

in the Middle East • 
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It is truly striking to note how accurate was the information 

presented in our complaint and how identical to it were the conclusions 

arrived at by an esteemed Security Council Comrllssion, representing 

countries with no axe to grind and no partiality except to truth, 

and whose integrity is impeccable. 

The Commission established that 27 per cent of the occupied 

\'lest Bank and Jerusalem had already been devoured and the process 

was continuing relentlessly. It likewise established that upwards 

of 90,000 Israelis had settled in "expanded Jerusalem" 

and the rest of the West Bank and that the Palestinian population 

had decreased since 1967 by a staggering 32 per cent. This refutes 

the allegation by the representative of Israel that the population of 

the occupied West Bank had increased beyond 900,000; it has actually 

decreased to around 600,000. 

The Commission also established that the water resources had 

been effectively seized by the occupation authorities. The new 

data accumulated by Jordan show that Israel is helping itself to 

five sixths of the water resources of the \lest Bank for their 

illicit highway robbery settlements in the West Bank as well as 

25 per cent for the substantially expanded, and therefore 

illegitimate, Israel of 19413-1949. Hhat is left to the Palestinians 

is a mere 100 million cubic r.'.c~ro:s out of a total of approximately 

850 million cubic metres. I need hardly explain that without water 

life itself becomes virtually impossible. 
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In the Golan Heie:hts the 140,000 Syrian inhabitants have all but 

vanished, leaving behind a mere 8,000. And even this tiny remnant is being 

pressured to take up Israeli citizenship - which means outright annexation. 

'Ihe denials, dilly-dallying and calculated massive cover-up have finally 

been put to rest. 

It is deplorable and pathetic that Israel finds itself at a loss to explain 

its callous defiance of the Security Council and other United Nations organs 

by a posture so blurred and mischievous that, on the one hand, it attempts 

to besmirch the integrity of the Security Council Commission and its 

findings and, simultaneously, admits to committing, "as an inalienable right", 

all the illegalities which the Commission had established were bein0 

perpetrated. 

Now, what are we to believe? Are they committing illegalities, or 

are ttey "inalienable rights"? vJhy does not Israel admit openly its stated 

policy of functional annexation - in the case of Jerusalem they call it 

de jure annexation; in the case of the \vest Bank and the other occupied 

territories it is de facto - and stop indulging in its present dubious 

and futile exercise in deception? 

The Commission had finally demolished the myth of 6,000 to 7,000 

Israeli settlers amidst 800,000 Palestinian Arab inhabitants in the West Bank. 

It had laid to rest the equally distorted myth that the whole problem was 

no more than a few scattered settlements for so-called security reasons. 

vJhat crimes are being committed under the subterfuge of security, we should 

appropriately ask. 

All the established facts of the case belie the Israeli contention, 

made when we initiated the complaint in March of this year, that it had been 

intended to disrupt the final phase of the negotiations towards what the 

Israelis termed that "historic peace". Historic or not, there was infinitely 

more to the case than a phoney and infamous so-called peace. It is concerned 

with nothing less than the continued survival of the Palestinian and Arab 

peoples under occupation. 
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Have all those United Nations condemnations left any impact upon the 

Israeli aggression aeainst the very existence of the Arab and Palestinian peoples? 

Not a bit, as eyidf'nced by the ree;ular reports which the Jordan Mission 

has been receiving, some of which have been conveyed to the Security Council 

Commission for its required report to the Security Council by December of 

this year. Earlier this month, to cite just one example, the Jordan Missicn 

"lvas instructed to bring to the attention of the Secretary-General on 8 November 

the following communication received from my Government on this most serious 

issue: 

"Please bring to the attention of the Secretary-General, the 

President of the Security Council and the States l'1embers of the 

United Nations that Israel has taken a decision to confiscate 

70,000 dunums of land belonging to seven villages in the occupied 

region of Jenin." 

This is the third belt which Israel is building, in addition to the tvro belts 

around the Jordan Valley and the ridges of the Jordan Valley. 

"These agricultural lands are the only source of livelihood to 

the inhabitants of the said villages. The villagers have no other 

source of income. The decision of the Israeli occupation has been taken 

notwithstanding the fact that these lands are registered in the 

Department of Land with title-deeds which prove the ownership of 

their legitimate proprietors. The area. affected has a very high 

population density, estimated at about 20,000 people. 

Likewise, the Israeli Government has begun preparations for 

the establishment in Galilee, during the year 1980, of 10 ne"lv Israeli 

settlements on Palestinian Arab lands and has earmarked one and a 

half billion Israeli liras for exploitation of this usurpation." 

In view of the seriousness of these Israeli decisions and actions, it 

is my Government's request that this be circulated as an official document 

of the General Assembly, under Agenda Item 51, and of the Security Council. 

The communication which I have just read, refers to the foreclosure of 

the lands of villagers who are in possession of title deeds. But it is 
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precisely at this point that I feel it imperative to refute Israeli designs 

and confiscations of what are known as "State domains" and which Israel 

falsely claims it will henceforth colonize sparing the precious little 

left of private ownership. 

State domains are the communal ownership of the indigenous inhabitants 

of each district or locality, who use it for grazing, agricultural enterprises 

and other means of livelihood. They are called State domains either because 

successive authorities over the centuries did not find it feasible to parcel 

them out, as in th~ case of mountainous terrains, or because it was 

thought more functional to keep them intact for the collective use of the 

inhabitants, or, lastly, because the land settlement departments had not 

completed the parcellation of all the communal lands and the issuing of 

title-deeds • 

Whatever be the reason, under what law does Israel claim ownerhsip of 

such lands except by conquest, which is totally inadmissible? 

The Government of Jordan during the unity of the two banks of the Jordan 

never took an inch of State domains, because they belong to the people. 

Moreover, has Israel not heard about the Fourth Geneva Convention of 

1949 concerning the protection of civilians and their properties under 

occupation? Or is it Israel's position that it has annexed the occupied 

territories and is by virtue of annexation tre successor Government to the 

previous Government, which in effect was a Government of a united shared 

sovereignty between the citizens of the two banks pending a final resolution 

of the Palestine question? 

Jordan was admitted universally and unconditionally to membership of 

the United Nations in toto in 1955, and therefore recognized by the whole 

world community, while Israel's admission to the United Nations was 

conditional upon its implementation of resolutions 181 (III) and 194 (III), 

pertaining to partition and the repatriation of the Palestinian refugees to 

their homelands. 
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And assuming that Israel does not recognize the said unity, is it not 

aware that under international law the only internationally recognized boundaries 

are those delineated in the General Assembly resolution on partition adopted 

on November 29, 1947? 

I should like to remind the representative of Israel that subsequently, 

in order to get admitted to the United Nations, the Foreign Minister of 

Israel made a pledge before the General Assembly that Israel would implement 

the resolutions of the General Assembly on the boundaries of the partition 

and on the repatriation of the refugees, because, he said, even though the 

General Assembly resolutions were mere recommendations, in this particular 

case the territories were a trust in the hands of the United Nations, and 

therefore its decisions must be binding. 
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Under that resolution the Palestinian inhabitants not only possess legal 

entitleLJ.ent to the state domains of Arab Jerusalem, the rest of the Hest Bank 

and the Gaza Strip but they also legally possess all of the state domains in 

the areas allocated to the establishment of a Palestinian Arab State 1-rhich 

Israel has unlawfully seized far beyond its ovm area - and I ain sure that 

the representativP of Israel knows that this is under a plan 

to expand Israel through force and the Ha~anah. 

Thus, whichever way we look at it, the state domains belong, beyond any 

shadow of doubt, to the Palestinian indigenous inhabitants - title deeds or 

no title deeds. Any colonization of these lands is as flagrant a violation 

of international law as the confiscation of parcelled-out lands. 

It should never be overlool;:ed that the Hest Dank is a tiny area of 4,800 square 

kilometers, mostly mountainous, and is the most arid region within the territory 

of Palestine. Every inch of land, every drop of uater confiscated from the 

Palestinians is for them a matter of survival. And yet, just to recount some 

of the confiscations in the months of August and September 1979 - that is, 

in the aftermath ofSecurity Council resolution 452 (1979) of July 1979-

vre have the following pattern. I shall just mention a fevr incidents: 

nadio Israel announced on 29 August 1979 that the occupation authorities 

had decided to establish four new settlements near the Arab town of Qalqilya. 

Al-Sha'b, a daily in Jerusalem, reported on 30 August 1979 that 

work on the establishment of four new colonies in the \'Jest Bank uould be 

commenced within the next few days, that t-vro settlements Hould be in the 

Jericho area and two near Karne Shamron, in the Nablus district. The levellinG 

of land had already started for the establishment of a new settlement to the 

east of Jerusalem, to be named Ma'ale Adumim B. That is reminiscent of 

Ma'ale nazareth, a tovm built to surround and encircle the ancient and historic 

city of l'Tazareth, in Galilee - a IIoly Arab City. 

On 3 September 1979 the Israeli authorities stated that colonizers at the 

Ofra settlanents, near the Arab villaGe of Ein Yabroud, to the north-east of 

nruaallah, had seized large areas of land belonging to the village. That settlement, 

established seven years ago, is 10 kilometers from Ramallah. 
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On the same day work on a nevT settlement~ named Gani Lahal ~ 

north-west of Khan Yunis in the Gaza Strip, had begun. That will be the fourth 

ln a complex of seven settlffaents to separate Egypt and the Gaza Strip physically. 

On 9 September 1979 Ma'arif, the Israeli daily, reported that the occupation 

authorities had decided to establish 30 new settlements in ·Hestern Galilee -

17 of which would be ready to accommodate settlers within three months, while 

the other 13 ilOUld be ready to C.o so by l-!ay 1980. 

On 10 September 1979 an Israeli Ministerial Committee approved the 

establishment of four new settlements in the Nablus district. It Has also 

reported that the Settlements Department of the Jewish Agency had drawn up, as a 

top priority, plans to establish a chain of settlements with a view to surrounding 

the city of Nablus, including settlements in the heart of the l~ablus 

mountains, in Kadomim~ Gosh Elan lVIoreh and Ghosh Isri Shamron. The major 

objective, it was stressed, vras to consolidate control of the Hest Bank and 

create a new fait accompli before the end of the so-called self-rule talks. 

I have read out to the Committee only a small segment of the reports 'ivhich 

the Mission receives continually on Israeli colonization. In order not to 

overtax the time and the patience of this Committee, and not to confuse the 

forest and the trees, we have requested the Secretariat to have the bulk of 

tne report circulated as an official document of the General Assembly and the 

Security Council under agenda item 51. We have similarly presented facts, 

figures and reports to the Seccrity Council Commission on colonization, ~Vhich 

will soon be submitted to the Security Council. 

I can assert vTithout hesitation, hm·rever, that not a single areathroughout the 

length and breadth of the occupied territories has been or will be spared. 

To prove to this Corunittee the authenticity of my claim, I have with me 

a cor:y tre.nslated from Hebrew of the Uorlcl Zionist Organization Master Plan 

for the developwent of settlements in the \Test Bank of Jordan for the period 

1979 to 1983. There is also another 20-year plan, extending frcm 1975 to 1995, 

which is currently unc-:.er implementation. These secret plans have been edited by 

1-'latityahu Drobles; and it is most sie;nificant to cite the introduction to the 

Plan, cl":r'ecir:.]_ly for the first five years, as it was drawn up after the Camp David 

accords and coincides vrith the same period considered to be transitional in 
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those accords. It clearly shows the over-all designs of the Zionists, which 

are <lelineated in the attache<l maps, as to the future of the Hest Bank -

should there rer,lain any Hest Bank at all. 

The introduction to the Master Plan reads as follows: 

"For some considerable time now the lack has been felt of a 

comprehensive, well-founded and professional plan of settlenent of 

Judaea and Samaria. Therefore, upon my assumption of the post of Head 

of the Je1-1ish Agency's Land Settlenent Department and Head of the Rural 

Settlement Department of the Horld Zionist Organization, I began, 1-1ith 

the help of the first-rate and highly experienced staff in the Department, 

to seek out various possibilities for the consolidation of a general 

l:Iaster Plan in Judaea and Samaria, whose implementation would extend, in 

the first stage, over five years. As the centre of this examir.ation stands a 

comprehensive and syster11atic land survey, vrhich is still in its midst. 

Hhen the survey is coiL.pleted it is probable that we shall be able to plan 

the disposition of settlements additional - I repeat - additional to those 

proposed belmr. The follmring are the principles which guided the Plan: 
111. Settlement throughout the entire land of Israel is for security 

and by right. A strip of settlements at strategic sites enhances both 

internal and external security alike, as well as making concrete and 

realizing our right to Eretz Israel. 11 

Bxcerpts from paragraph 3 of the introduction state: 

"The disposition of the settlements must be carried out not only 

around the settlements of the minorities 11 
- and he means by "minorities 11 

the indigenous Palestinians, and we are nou called 11minorities 11 in the 

tiny West Banl;: and the Gaza Strip - 11but also in between them. This is 

in accordance with the settlements policy adopted in Galilee and in other 

parts of the country. 

t!Therefore, the proposed settlement blocks are situated at a strip 

surroundin~ the Judaea and Samaria ridge - starting from its western slopes 

from south to north - both betvreen the minorities' population and around it. 11 
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To dispel any doubt that the Master Plan represents the official policy 

of the Israeli ag8ressors, I shall quote the following from the introduction: 

;
1As is known~ it is the task of the land Settlement Department 

to initiate, plan and implement the settlement enterprise according 

to the decisions of the Government and of the Horld Zionist Organization 

Committee for Settlement." 
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These are not the words of Ghosh Emunim, but those of the Israeli Government, 

in collaboration with the vTorld Zionist Organization. The end result is so gruesome 

that the populations of the occupied territories are referred to as "minorities" 1n 

their own homeland, as an annexed part of a yet sreater Israel, and are stripped of 

practically all the arable lands, water and other resources. Their choice is to be 

turned into a floating work force for Israeli racist colonialism or to leave if 

they cannot tolerate that. 

This is the policy of destroyinc the Palestinians' national existence 1n their 

own homeland and it is the only perspective to which this Committee should address 

itself. The term "Israeli practices" has been invalidated by criminal plans 

going far beyond any practices or malpractices. The response of the international 

community should be of no less magnitude than the challenee and the policies which 

are being publicly pursued and designed. 

I wish to take this opportunity to assure the Israeli Government and the 

World Zionist Organization that we shall never forfeit ~ne inch of land illeGally 

usurped; and this applies not only to the inalienable rights of the Palestinians 

usurped since 1967, but also to all Palestinian rights, lands and resources usurped 

since 1947 despite United Nations resolutions, the title-deeds and State domains 

which belong rightfully to the Palestinian people. The Israelis can go ahead for 

the present with their plunder and their designs, but, no matter how long it takes 

and how much it takes, the Israelis should know for certain that the struggle for 

the restoration of all legitimate Palestinian rightA will never be abandoned, 

faits accomplis or no faits accomplis. In our strugsle for legitimate restoration, 

we are confident of the world community's unwavering support because our struggle 

is based on elemental natural justice, international law and all the United Nations 

resolutions and its Charter. 

Jerusalem has a unique place in the hearts and minds of more than 800 million 

in the Christian world and more than 800 million in the Islamic world. As His 

Majesty King Hussein has said: 
11 'I'he real symbol of peace is Jerusalem and the restoration of its Arab 

character. It is the only criterion for judging the sincerity of those who 

preach the achievement of peace in the region." 
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It is only fitting that in my statement on Israeli aggression in the occupied 

territories, I should alert this Committee to the fate that has befallen occupied 

Jerusalem since the 1967 war. I have here a brief compilation made by the Royal 

Commission on Jerusalem between 1967 and the beginning of 1979. The report 

includes the follm:ing information on general conditions in occupied Jerusalem. 

After the 1967 war, the Israeli occupation authorities adopted a different 

approach towards Arab Jerusalem as compared to the rest of the West Bank, Gaza and 

other occupied Arab territories. For the latter territories, the establishment of 

Israeli settlements was the mechanism for imposing a de facto situation, while in 

Arab Jerusalem a de jure situation was initiated to be actively followed up by the 

confiscation of Arab lands and property and the establishment of Israeli 

settlements. 

Motivated by the Zionist philosophy, which continues to resort to such ~ths 

as the "Promised Land", the Temple and Mount Zion, the Knesset passed a law on 

28 June 1967 extending the Israeli legal and administrative jurisdiction to include 

Arab Jerusalem. This illegal annexation is in violation of the Geneva Convention 

of 1949 and was condemned by the United Nations General Assembly resolutions 

2253 (ES-V) on 4 July 1967 and 2254 (ES-V) on 14 July 1967. Likewise, it was 

condemned by Security Council resolutions 252 (1968) on 21 May 1968 and 

267 (1969) on 3 July 1969, and by a United Nations Educational, Social and 

Cultural Organization (UNESCO) resolution of 10 October 1969. Nevertheless, 

the annexation law was utilized by Israel as the effective instrument to undertake 

a series of illegal measures aimed at the Israelization of Arab Jerusalem and the 

encirclement of the Arab presence demographically, culturally and economically. 

These actions came to confirm the previous Zionist and Israeli prophecies 

and intentions which were expressed by Hertzel, the leading Zionist articulator, 

David Ben Gurion, the founder of the State of Israel and Levi Eshkol, the 

ex-Prime Minister of Israel. 
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"If one day we had Jerusalem and I were still living and capable of doing 

anything, I would erase everything not holy to the Jews and demolish all 

antiquities that have been there for centuries. fl 

A well-known statement of Ben Gurion is: "There is no meaning for Palestine 

without Jerusalem, and no meaning for Jerusalem without the temple. 17 

Now the temple, so the Israelis claim, is located on the precise spot where 

we maintain one of the holiest shrines of Islam, namely the Aqsa Mosque and the 

Dome of the Rock. 

Eshkol said on 17 June 1967, "Israel will never leave the old city of 

Jerusalem and shall work towards its natural and real limits" - namely, expansion. 

In what follows, Israeli actions to settle in Arab Jerusalem, contain its 

population and shatter its demographic and cultural unity are presented briefly. 

Israel intends to create new realities in Arab Jerusalem that it is apparently 

impossible to change under any prospective political settlement. 

First, demolition of Arab homes and properties. After the annexation of 

Arab Jerusalem, Israel demolished Arab homes in three quarters of the Old City, 

namely the Al-Sharaf, Bab Al-Silsilah and Harat Al-Maqharbah (Dung Gate) quarters. 

The Arab inhabitants of these districts were forced to leave Old Jerusalem, a fact 

that satisfied a number of Israeli objectives, as follows: (a) the reduction as 

a first step, of the Arab population presence in the Old City and subsequently 

in the remaining parts of Arab Jerusalem; (b) the creation in Afab Jerusalem of 

sufficient room for the settlement of a substantial number of Israelis in the 

south-western part of the Old City; in addition, thousands of Jewish immigrants 

were settled in the high-rise residential buildings which encircled Arab Jerusalem; 

(c) the creation of new realities in Arab Jerusalem, both physical and demographic, 

which complicate any possible implementation of the United Nations resolutions on 

Jerusalem. 

Arab homes and properties demolished in the Al-Sharaf quarter alone 

comprised 1,215 houses, 427 shops and a girls' school. 



PS/15/pa A/SPC/34/PV.36 
25 

(Mr. Nuseibeh, Jordan) 

Secondly, confiscation of land for Israeli settlements. The confiscation 

of Arab lands was a prerequisite for the establishment of Israeli settlements and 

Jewish residential quarters in Arab Jerusalem. For that purpose, the Israeli 

occupation authorities used a number of mechanisms, most of which were also 

used in the rest of the vlest Bank. 
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These mechanisms are: (a) confiscation of Arab lands on the basis of the 

Israeli law on nAbsentee Ownership; 1
• All Arab inhabitants who were not present in 

Arab Jerusalem during or after the 1967 war are treated as absentee persons. 

r4oreover, Arab Palestinians who owned land and property in Jerusalem but resided in 

other parts of the West Bank were also considered as aabsentee owners 11
• You can 

be resident in Jericho, and yet you are an absentee owner as far as the territory 

is concerned. Even in so-called unified Jerusalem, inhabitants in Arab Jerusalem 

were considered by Israel as "absentee owners" and treated as tenants in their own 

homes and lands; (b) cvnfiscation of Arab lands after declaring them restricted 

areas for alleged security and military needs. This mechanism was used by Israel 

to confiscate 70,000 dunums in Beit Sahour and about 100,000 dunums in 

Khan Ul-Ahmar, both of which are located in the area that will comprise the 

so-called Greater Jerusalem, according to Israeli projections. The usual procedure 

is to establish military settlements in these areas which are converted in due 

course into civilian settlements; (c) in some cases, Arab lands were confiscated 

for alleged "public use 11
, but were afterwards used for Israeli settlements; 

(d) in accordance with the Israeli law for land expropriation in case of 

emergency, Law number 5710 of 1949, the Israeli occupation authorities can 

confiscate any real estate in Arab Jerusalem for any of several reasons, such as 

public security, urgent public utilities, absorption of new immigrants, recreation 

for retired soldiers, and so on; (e) Israel also attempted to secure a legal 

basis for its confiscation of Arab lands and properties in New - or West -

Jerusalem seized by Israel in 1948 by offering compensation. However, the Arab 

inhabitants refused to receive such compensation, insisting on their rights of 

ownership; (f) additional mechanisms were also used by the Israeli occupation 

authorities, such as forgeries and the declaration of certain areas as 
11 green zones". 
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As a result of the Israeli policy of settlement, a total area of 94,000 

dunums of Arab lands was confiscated, restricted or fenced in Arab Jerusalem 

proper and its suburbs. Nine Jewish residential quarters and seven Israeli 

settlements were established in these areas. The nine Jewish residential 

quarters are: 1. Ramat Ashkoul, established on Arab lands confiscated in 

Sheikh Jarrah and Sho'fat and comprising approximately 1,800 housing units. 

Its ultimate design provides for the settlement of 30,000 Jewish settlers. 

2. Geba't Hamftar, established on Al-Thakhirah (French) Hill, in Sheik Jarrah. 

3. Shabera, established north of Sheikh Jarrah towards the Mount of Olives, 

where residences for the Hebrew University and Hadassah Hospital were built. 

4. Neve Yaacob, established on lands confiscated in Beit Hanina and Hizma 

and projected for the construction of 4,550 housing units. This, of course, 

is in addition to the old Neve Yaacob settlement occupied by the Israelis 

before 1948. 5. Atarout, an industrial area built on lands confiscated in 

Qalandiya. 6. Gelo, established on lands of Sharafat and Beit Safafa south 

of Jerusalem and comprising 9,000 housing units. 7. Mezrah Telbuut, 

established on al-Mukabber Mountain south of Jerusalem and comprising 2,000 

housing units. 8. Anata, established on the Arab lands of Anata village 

north-east of Jerusalem, with a total area of 3,000 dunums and including 

1,200 housing units. 9. The Jewish Quarter in the Old City of Arab 

Jerusalem, where fon~ Arat Qn~rters 'vere confiscated and their buildinr,s 

and properties demolished. 

In addition to these nine established Israeli residential suburbs, new ones 

are under construction for which Arab lands have been confiscated or restricted 

in Sour Baher, Abou Deis and Eizeriah. I know th~t in Eizeriah, 10,000 dunums 

have already been confiscated. 

The implanting of an Israeli quarter in the Old City of Jerusalem and the 

construction of high-rise residential buildings outside of the Old City and 

encircling Arab Jerusalem clearly illustrate the Israeli mutilations which have 

altered the physical character of Arab Jeruslaem. Demographically, it has led 

to the fragmentation of the Arab community and the shattering of its unity. 

Available figures indicate that between 1967 and 1978, approximately 76,600 

Israelis settled in Arab Jerusalem, while the Arab population decreased from 

96,000 to 78,000 owing to the extensive expulsions of the inhabitants. 
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The third topic I should like to consider is that of education and culture. 

After the annexation of Arab Jerusalem, Israel took the following measures 

relating to the educational system. 

First, the cancellation of the existing Jordanian curriculum and the 

imposition of the Israeli curriculum, which was taught in Arab schools in 

Israel after 1948. The imposed curriculum is based on the Israeli educational 

philosophy which, inter alia, conveys to Arab children that Palestine is a Jewish 

land, creates a sense of frustration and undermines the Arab culture and 

heritage. 

Secondly, the closure of the ~1inistry of Education Office in Jerusalem and 

the control of the educational system by the Municipality of Jerusalem at the 

secondary level. 

Thirdly, Israel cancelled 19 textbooks and subjected 59 others to 

revisions and omissions, particularly textbooks on religion, literature, 

history, geography and civic education. 

Fourthly, the Hebrew language was introduced as. a requirement at the 

elementary level. 

Fifthly, a course of Israeli society and civic education replaced the 

course on Arab society that was taught prior to 1967. 

Sixthly, Arab students in Jerusalem were not permitted to enroll in other 

West Bank schools. 

Seventhly, after the 1967 war, the Israeli censor prohibited the circulation 

of 1,188 books and continued to ban the entry of books and publications dealing 

with Arab culture and history. In the meantime, films and literature were 

encouraged which are anathema to the values of Arab society. 

Eightly, Israel strove to weaken the sense of belonging and community· 

of the Arab inhabitants by discouraeing social, cultural and sports activities. 
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I should now like to consider civil and Islamic law. On 7 June 1967, the 

Israeli occupation authorities cancelled Arab courts in Jerusalem and 

transferred the Court of Appeals to Ramallah. Accordingly, the Arab inhabitants 

of Jerusalem were left with no option save to resort to Israeli courts. 

Israel required Arab lawyers and employees to submit application forms 

to the Israeli Minister of Justice, thus ending the judicial law prevailing 

in Arab Jerusalem and attaching it to Israeli law. The Arab lawyers refused 

to appear before the Israeli civil and military courts, stating that they 

objected to Israeli actions. Since that time, Arab lawyers have for the 

past 12 years refrained from practisine law in Jerusalem. As for the 

Shariah Court in Jerusalem, the Israeli authorities did not accept documents 

and papers issued by it. For initiation or certification of such documents, 

Arab inhabitants of Jerusalem had to refer to the Shariah Court in Jaffa, 

which falls under the jurisdiction of the Israeli Ministry of Religion. 

Bearing in mind that Shariah courts deal with matters of personal status, 

including marriage, divorce, alimony, inheritance, maintenance and 

guardianship, this action created many complications and civil problems 

for the Arab inhabitants. 
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Fifthly, desecration of Moslem and Christian Holy Places. In line 

with the Zionist precept that Jerusalem is the capital of an exclusively 

Jewish State, Israel attempted to destroy and distort living witnesses and 

manifestations of the Noslem and Christian heritage and holy shrines by such 

means as the follovin.:;: (a) the burnin~ of the Aqsa Mosque on 21 August 1969; 

(b) the expropriating and demolition of Islamic Waqf properties near the 

Aqsa I:osque, (c) the occupation of Bab Al-Magharbah, one of the main Haram 

al-Sharif gates and the establishment of an Israeli military post in it; 

(d) holding Israeli demonstrations and prayers inside the square of the 

Haram al-Sharif by Israeli soldiers and extremist groups; (e) active and 

deep excavations under and around the Haram al-Sharif area which endan~er 

its foundations; after June 1967, Israel expropriated the Palestine Museum 

of Antiquities, confiscating several precious antique items, like the 

Qomran scrolls, and transformed the museum into an Israeli one~ (f) the 

desecration of Christian religious sites: the crown of the Virgin Mary was 

stolen from the Church of the Holy Sepulchre in 1967; the lanterns over the 

Holy Grave were destroyed on 24 Barch 1970; on 12 April 1973, three Israelis 

stole a wreath studded with precious stones from the statute of the Virgin 

Mary near the Jiljila Cross in the Church of the Holy Sepulchre; Christian 

Arab lands and properties were also confiscated, such as the areas of 

Al-Musalaba, Al-Qatamun and Karm Al-Ruhban the orchard of the priests, that 

belonged to the Orthodox Patriarchate, the Schneller School, the land of the 

Muscovite church and a building in the centre of Arab Jerusalem owned by the 

Armenian Patriarchate: (g) the renaming- by the Israeli occupation authorities -

of streets and sites in Arab Jerusalem of great religious and historic significance 

to the Arab and 1-!oselm peoples; Bab Al-Magharbah, Al-Sharaf hill, Tariq al-Wad and 

Tariq al-Frere were given the Hebrew names of Rehab Beiti Mahsi, Geba't Hamftar, 

Rahob Hakai and Ha'im, respectively. In contrast, official United Nations 

records of 1949 show that the Arab Governments of Egypt, Jordan, Lebanon 

and Syria solemnly undertook by the provisions of the declaration - I am 

referring to the then existing declaration - to guarantee the protection of and 

free access to the Holy Places, religious buildings and sites of Palestine 

situated in the territory placed under their authority by the final settlement of the 
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Palestine problem, or, pending that settlement, in the territory presently 

occupied by them under armistice agreements - as contained in the official records 

of the twelfth session of the General Assembly, Ad Hoc Political Corrmittee, 

annex to the summary records of meetings, volune 1, 1949, page 32. 

The Israelis have been claiming that they had been barred furing the time 

the two banks were united from visiting the \failing Wall. The truth is that 

it was the Israelis who turned down the offer and said that the time was not 

ripe to implement that declaration. They refused to allow the citizens of the 

new city of Jerusalem to go back to their homes. They refused to open the 

Jerusalem-Bethlehem road. They refused to resupply what remained of Jerusalem 

from its natural water source of Ras Al Ain. They refused to restore 

electricity and the preferred to seize all those Palestinian properties. Yet 

they still allege that Jordan refused to allow them to visit the \failinG vlall. 

Free access was declared for all pilgrims and visitors, without discrimination 

as to nationality or faith. Thus, contrary to Israeli allegations, Israelis and 

Jews were permitted access to the Holy Places, including the Wailing Wall. As 

the United Nations records show, it was the Israeli Government which, for its 

own reasons - some of which I have just explained - opted to re~~e reaking a 

similar declaration. 

Sixthly, integration of Ardb Jerusalem into the Israeli econo~. The 

foregoing measures were supplemented by actions that aimed at the integration 

of Arab Jerusalem into the Israeli economy and its isolation from the rest of 

the West Bank by the establishment of customs posts around the city and the 

absorption of the Arab economy into that of Israel by closing Arab banks -

the Arab Baruc, the Cairo Bank, the Jordan Bank, the Jordan Land Bank, the 

Jordan Ahli Bank and Banka Intra - and expropriating their funds and exchanging 

Jordanian currency for Israeli currency, which later dropped in value to an 

unprecendented extent, from seven Israeli liras to one Jordanian dinar to 50 or 60 

to a Jordanian dinar, affecting the buying power of those Arabs who were complelled 

to use Israeli currency. The Israeli occupation authorities imposed the 

Israeli income tax system on the Arab population, including the added revenue 

tax - the defence tax to be raised from the Arab population in the interest of the 

Israeli defence forces occupying their land. The effect of these measures on the 
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Arab econo~ and the continued evacuation of Jerusalem citizens to the 

East Bank and to other Arab countries, as well as abroad, is referred 

to as an achievement ofthe Israeli occupation authorities plan in the 

occupied territories. It should be obvious that Israel is grabbing the 

country on an all-out scale and at full-speed. Any talk about a just 

peace has already become hollow and downright deceptive. 

' 


