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So Said The Mahatma 

"I have all my sympathies with the Jews. But 
sympathy does not blind me to the requirements of 
justice. The cry for the national home for Jews 
does not make much appeal to me. Palestine be­
longs to the Arabs in the same sense that England 
belongs to the English or Fr.ance to the French. It 
is wrong to impose the Jews on the Arabs. If the 
Jews have no home but Palestine, will they relish 
the idea of being forced to leave the other parts of 
the world in which they are settled ? Or do they 
want a double home where they can remain at will ? 
The Palestine of Biblical conception is not the 
geographical tract. It is in their hearts. But if 
they must look to Palestine of geography as their 
national home, it is wrong to enter it under the 
shadow of British guns-nothing can be said against 
the Arab resistance in the face of overwhelming 
odds". 

Mahatma Gandhi 

Article in Harijan, November 12, 1938 
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PREFACE 

Objectivity, it is said, does not mean an equidistance 
from truth and falsehood. r.t is impossible to be impartial 
between justice and InJUStice. This book, therefore, 
makes no pretension of being "objective", if that means 
being neither here nor there. Nevertheless an attempt 
has been made to study the gene~is and the nature of the 
Arab Israeli conflict with the aid of authentic records 
and indisputable facts. Through the study of this 
material, the author has reached conclusions, which one 
hopes could remove prevalent misconceptions about the 
problem. 

While committing these pages to print the au thor 
deems it her pleasant duty to thank all those who with 
their advice and guidance have provided her with the 
fullest co-operation in the completion of this work. I am 
particularly grateful to Dr. M. S. Agwani, Professor and 
the Head of Department of West Asian Studies, Indian 
School for International Studies, for his guidance in 
searching the source material. Thanks are also due to 
Mr. Ranbir Singh, Chief Editor of Daily Milap and 
Mr. Yunus Dehlvi, Editor, Shama Group of Publications 
for their sustained interest in my writings on West Asb. 
The present work in a way is a product of those writings. 
It is needless to say that responsibility for opinions 
expressed and any error committed, is entirely of author's 
and none of those who were kind enough to help her 
could be held responsible for it. Thanks are also due to 
the libraries of the Indian Council of World Affairs and 
All India Congress Committee, where the bulk of the 
research was conducted. I am grateful to Dr. Clovis 
Maksoud and Mr. Mohammed Wahby of the Arab 
League, for making available some of the valuable 
research material. I would also like to record my sincere 
gratitude to Mr. G. H. Jansen for his article "Why 
Gandhiji Rejected Zionism" published in the ·'Statesman". 



The author has also made good use of the material 
sent by the Israeli Consulate in Bombay which has 
proved valuable in understanding Israeli point of view 
and knowing scme startling facts about that state. 

New Delhi, 
May 30, 1966. 

-Manorma Dewan 

PREFACE TO SECOND EDITION 

The total fale of the first edition within three months 
of its publication is a tribute to the conscience of 
thousands of those who consider the Arab-Israeli conflict 
as a standing threat to world peace. From the apprecia­
tion and encouragfment the author has received for her 
work, it is obvious tl1at the thinking section among our 
people considers the creation of Israel as a grave threat to 
the freedom of the \\hole of the Afro-Asian region and 
not merely to the Arabs. The author would like to thank 
all those who ha\e given their valuable suggestions and 
advice for the improvement of the present edition Many 
of their suggestions have been incorporated through a 
thorough revision of the te:r. t. New data regarding fresh 
problems like the Israeli aggression on Syria has also been 
included in the second edition. The author would 
welcome comments and suggestions on this humble effort 
of hers and hopes that while revising for the third edition 
she will as much benefit from readers' guidance as she has 
been during the present work. 

Independence Day 1966 M.D. 



Oasis or Mirage? 
A great deal is currently being said and written about 

the desirability of India establishing diplomatic relations 
with Israel. This is an admission of India's moral 
stature in world politics, and the influence she weilds 
in the Afro-Asian community. Israelis are naturally 
eager to get as much Indian support as possible, for 
rendering themselves acceptable in this part of the world. 
There are also bigg;!r and more intricate issues involving 
considerations of international politics. which we shall 
consider later. 

The Arabs. too, are anxious for India's continued 
support to their cause. The Indian support represents 
for the Arabs not only the moral conscience of the Afro­
Asian community, but also the vindication of the secular 
character of Arab nationalism. Indian understanding of 
the true nature of the Arab-Israeli conflict helps in 
projecting the Arab struggle against Zionism as an integral 
part of the Afro-Asian struggle against the forces of 
imperialism, racialism and colonialism. 

As far as India is concerned, her choice will have to 
be as much based upon legal and moral issues involving 
rights and wrongs of the case, as upon considerations of 
her own national interests. Jawaharlal Nehru has once 
said that for us in India national interest is interlinked 
with wider considerations of justice, truth and peace. 
Only what is right and true, can be of real benefit to 
our national interests in the long run. What is morally 
wrong, could neither be politically beneficial nor economi­
cally attractive. 

The choice for India in this case will thus depend 
not only upon moral and political aspects of the problem, 
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but also upon correct and realistic considerations of ou: 
nati onal interests. It is noteworthy that most of lh• 
lsr ae]i propaganda is based upon the lures and inducem1n 1 

she can offer to India in various aspects of her interna 
and external policies. It is for instance argued that b) 
befriending Israel, India could get an enormous amount 01 
ceo nomic aid for her development. Only recently mucl· 
:publicity was provided to the alleged Israeli offers of aid 
m the matter of food and fertilisers. Israeli progress in 
various fields of economic activity is cited as an example 
which India could emulate with profit. It is often S<\id 
that Israel was willing to help India by way of technical 
~now-how and grant : "immense training facilities" o~l)l 
1f. India could get out of the Arab pressure and establish 
diplomatic relations with her. 

Apart from economic inducements, a political bait is 
offered by saying that by making a common case with 
Israel, India could help foil attempts to form a Pan, 
Islamic bloc which is to be directed both against India 
and Jsrael. 

Another common argument has been that India should 
adopt a 'realistic policy' towards Arab countries, who 
have chosen to remain more or less neutral in the Sino­
Indian and the Indo-Pak conflicts. By turning towards. 
I~rael for political support, it is argued by pro-Jsraeli 
Circles, India could effectively retaliate against the Arabs 
"lukewarm" attitude towards our troubles. 

Economic Illusion 

Let us now examine the validity of all these arguments. 
As we have already said, too much is being made 
of Israel's capacity to help India economically. In 
ac~uality, most of such offers have proved to be non­
existent. Only recently for instance Mr. Subramaniam 
c~:>ntradicted a wide spread rumour that Israel had offered 
aid in the matter of food. Being an importer of 
food herself, she could hardly be expected to do so. 
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Mr. Subramaniam, however, admitted during his reply 
to the same question asked in the Lok Sabha, on lOth 
May, 1966, that some "paltry" quantity of fertilisers was 
offered, but India declined to accept it on wider conside­
ration of policy. 

This is only one instance of how the Israeli propa­
ganda is trying to raise mountains out of the molehills, 
over the allegedly generous inclinations of Israel towards 
India. About the so-called offers of aid from Israel, Prime 
Minister Mrs. Gandhi has rightly remarked that if need be 
India could directly take such items from their original 
sources rather than from Israel. Obviously the fact of 
Israel's total dependence on American alms for her so­
called aid-giving activities has been keenly taken note of 
by Mrs. Gandhi while making this statement. While 
viewing Israeli offers of aid one should not lose sight of the 
fact that no country in the world is as much dependent 
upon foreign aid as Israel is. Compared to India's per 
capita average of foreign aid of less than a dollar a year, 
Israel has been annually receiving at least 280 dollars per 
head by way of foreign assistance, loans and grants. In 
spite of this colossal amount of foreign assistance the state 
of Israeli economy remains far from satisfactory. 

Due to a large preponderance of imports over exports, 
her adverse balance of trade has been rising ever since its 
inception. According to the official Israeli review of econo­
my, it has been to the tune of 30 crore dollars from 1957. 
Similarly foreign debts in 1956 amounted to 47.29 crore 
dollars as against 39.72 crore dollars in 1953 (Statistics 
Book for Israel 1955-56, Page 325). The trend towards 
heavy foreign indebtedness has continued unabated till 
today. As we shall examine at a later stage, foreign 
assistance, which mostly means American aid, to Israel 
accounts for over 57% of her revenue. In spite of this, 
the deficit in the (1964-65) budget increased by 40% in 
comparison with 1963 budget. The total deficit in 1965, 
was to the tune of 454 million dollars-really an incredible 
fact considering the comparatively small size of the 
Israeli budget. As regards trade prospects, Israeli eco-
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nomy is being fashioned along the lines of an industrializ­
ed Western pattern, leaving little scope of imports from 
India. She has absolutely no use for our manufactured 
goods, a field in which we are particularly interested in 
the matter of exports. Israel, on the other hand, has 
been eager to push forward in world markets, a number 
of industrial goods such as light machinery and house­
hold gadgets at highly 'subsidized rates, to the direct det­
terent of Indian goods of that nature. Instead of buying 
our products, it is in effect eager to exploit the Indian 
market for her goods. This way her adverse balance of 
trade, could somewhat be redressed. 

Relations With Arabs 

Arab countries on the other hand have become some 
of the biggest buyers of Indian goods, especially of our 
non-traditional exports. Only last year (1965) the total 
amount of trade between India and U.A.R. alone was 
34.5 crore rupees. This figure is expected to be doubled 
during the next two years, and reach a hundred crore 
mark by the end of the Fourth Plan. 

Similarly with Sudan, our trade was to the tune of 
22 crores of rupees last year. The figure is also expected 
to be doubled in the years to come. Even in a small 
country like Kuwait, the value of trade has been over 
20 crores of rupees. Kuwait. has recently decided to 
invest over a hundred crores of rupees in different indus­
trie.s in India and ha_s .c?ncluded agre~ment for setting up 
vanous Indo-Kuwatt JOint ventures m both the countries. 
It also goes to the credit of an Arab country like 
Kuwait, to have put forward and invested' a large amount 
of Sterling in Government of India securities. Similar 
trade and economic relations are expected to develop 
with other Arab countries as well. Last year for instance 
India sold sewing machines, bicycles, electric fans and 
some other light mechanical goods worth about 20 crores 
of rupees to the Arab countries. India enjoys a tremen· 
do us favourable balance of trade with all the Ara l 
countries. Since many of them are fortunately in ~ 
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position to pay for imports because of their oil wealth, this 
~rend is likely to continue. Compared to all this Israeli 
Imports from India, during 1964-65 had only accounted 
for a little over than 11 lakhs of rupees. To Aden alone, 
we supplied goods worth three times more than that 

amount. 

One should also not forget that while Israel bas already 
an excess of skilled population, because of continued 
immigration from the West, Arab countries still continue 
to provide almost unlimited field of employment for 
Indian technicians, doctors, engineers and teachers. 
Sudan, Saudi Arabia, Iraq, Kuwait, Behraine and Aden 
have already thousands of Indians employed in most 
lucrative jobs. In Kuwait alone, the number of Indians 
exceeds 25,000. The demand for Indian teachers is con­
tinuously rising in the Arab world, thus providing great 
scope for earning valuable foreign exchange. 

One should also think of the future of the oil industry. 
Most of the oil producing Arab countries are becoming 
increasingly independent of foreign control in the refining, 
prospecting and marketing of oil. It should be in India's 
interest to continue to maintain the best relations with all 
such countr!es in view of her expanding needs of oil. 

Political Question 

Let us now turn to the political aspect of the problem. 
It bas been an old policy of British imperialism to sow 
the seeds of communal hatred in the Afro-Asian people. 

Israel has been made a tool of such policy. It is 
hoped that by spreading the bogey of a pan-Islamic 
danger, Israel could perhaps entice some commu~al 
elements in India. If one day they succeed in influencmg 
government policies-of which no such possibility exists 
today, India could be persuaded to be friendly to Israel 
at the cost of Arabs. This in turn could be conveniently 
exploited by those Communal groups in the Middle East, 
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who are trying hard to form a religious grouping, but 
are unable to do so, because of the staunchest opposition 
offered to them by the predominent influence among the 
Arabs which is as progressive and secular in outlook as 
we are. To give one instance of the secular nature of 
Arab policies, the Arabs are staunch supporters of the 
Greeks as compared to the Turks in the conflict over 
Cyprus. Arabs have also bitterly opposed defence pacts 
like the CENTO, which were ostensibly promoted to 
protect interest of Muslim countries of West Asia. 

The mere fact that in spite of the constant Pakistani 
effort to win Arab support on Kashmir, no Arab country, 
barring a couple of exceptions has supported her against 
India, should serve as a proof of Arab's secular approach. 
Even the attitude of those Arabs who have taken a line 
different from us, was dictated by considerations other 
than religious. The biggest aid. to Pakis~ani propaganda in 
the Middle East had been the Irresponsible utterances and 
writings of some pro-Israeli elements in India, which 
are given vast publicit)' through Pakistani Embassies in an 
attempt to show that Indian opinion is against the 
Arabs. 

An interesting example of the intimate connection 
which actually exists between the apparently mutually 
antagonistic communalisms is provided by the fact that 
Turkey and Iran-both of whom profess the champion­
ship of Islamic cause in world affairs-are the only two 
West Asian countries who have established diplomatic 
relations with Israel. Do we as sume that our Swatantraites 
and Jan Sanghis want to take a lead from Turkey and 
Iran in framing their foreign policy? 

Slogans vs. Sym.pathy 

As regards India's conflict with Pakistan, Dr. Clovis 
Ma~soud, the <;hief .Represe~tative of the Arab League in 
India has explamed It by saymg, "In the final analysis the 
Arab position taken in to regarding the Indo-Pak confi ict 
was that it should be leverage for the reconciliation of 
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India and Pakistan rather than a factor for a further 
escalation of conflict, and to reduce the issues on which 
you and they differ to its minimum. At no time was the 
Arab position decided in favour of one or the other in the 
light of religious affiliation." 

This profession of Arabs sincerity towards India 
is confirmed by an assessment of Mr. R.K. Nehru, former 
Secretary General of Ministry of External Affairs and an 
ex-Ambassador to U.A.R. In a discussion on the Arab 
attitude towards our problems, and our attitude towards 
the Arabs and Israel, he says. 

"The Arabs generally, in my view, have shown a 
sympathetic understanding of India's position in regard to 
China as well as Kashmir. Nasser particularly appre­
ciates India's stand on the secular principle in regard to 
Kashmir and on the defence of India's territorial integrity. 
In such ways as he considers suitable, he has supported 
India's stand. India on her side has also shown a 
sympathetic understanding of the Arab position in regard 
to Israel. 

"No Afro-Asian can ignore the fact that the State of 
Israel is essentially a foreign creation. 

"India has not established diplomatic relations with 
the new State. It is not necessary for a country to 
establish diplomatic relations with every other country. 
Apart from that, Indians generally feel that approval 
should not be shown of the way in which Israel was 
created and is functioning. Unlike the other Afro-Asian 
countries which have liberated themselves from foreign 
rule, Israel is the result of an act of imposition from 
outside. The creation of this new state is not in line 
with the general trend of the Afro-Asian resurgence" 
(Al-Arab May 1965.) 

Illusion And Reality 
There is, however, no denying that the policy of some 

of the Arab Governments during the Sino-Indian and 
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Indo-Pak conflicts has not been entirely to our liking. 
But we should also realise that there are other Arab 
Governments who have supported us. The aim of 
Indian foreign policy should be to consolidate that 
support and neutralise the opposition. This can be done 
only if we do not provide an effective handle to our 
opponents through a wrong step taken under momentary 
emotional strain. Talking realistically one should also 
realise that Arabs along with some of their close asso­
ciates control at least 25 votes in the U.N. General 
Assembly. This is a sizable bloc whose attitude could 
prove immensely important for us during any dispute 
in the United Nations. By establishing diplomatic 
relations with Israel, we in the first instance, would 
automatically antagonise this group. We shall thus lose 
a strong point which has gone in our favour in the Arab 
world that India has been sympathetic to their cause 
which is not only partically right but is also morally just. 
On the other hand, support to Israel would not make 
any difference to our standing in the United Nations. 
Her voting record in the United Nations shows that she 
is most unlikely to take a stand which is not approved 
by the West. It is obvious that in a final diplomatic con­
frontation India cannot count on the Western support 
~ither inside or outside the United Nations. The possibility 
IS that the West will come out as sharply against us as it 
has always been doing. In that case, the expected Israeli 
support which even in itself docs not carry much of a 
weight, would be hard to come by. 

Moreover by aligning ourselves with Israel we could 
o.nly ~rovide handle to those religious communal reac­
tJOnar.Ies who are trying to link up issues like Kashmir, 
Pa!e~tme. and Cyprus on the basis of religion. Predominant 
opmwn m the Arab world and in fact in the Muslim 
world as a whole has so far rejected this thesis. This 
has been mainly because of Arabs' attitude towards 
Kashmir ~nd Cyprus. A false move on our part regarding 
Israel, Will jeopardise the position of Arab progressives 
and would only help the most reactionary elements in the 
Muslim world. 
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It i~ therefore ~ot a question of being 'dictated' by 
Arabs m. the frammg of policy towards Israel, as is being 
alleged m some quarters, but is a matter of our national 
interest. A great country like India cannot afford to be 
irritated by some annoying statements made under the 
compulsions of their internal stresses and strains by some 
foreign politicians. In fact that would mean being dictated 
by our opponents. In this regard we shall have to adopt 
the attitude of countries like America, and Soviet Union, 
who continue to take immense interest in cultivating 
Governments of countries whose policies are known to be 
opposed to theirs. Big powers provide aid inspite of 
the fact that some of the aid receiving countries are 
against them. Yet they go on with their aid programmes 
since they know that ultimately this would yield results. 

In the case of India, and the Arabs, the position is not 
exactly the same. Both stand on a footing of complete 
equality and comradeship in action. The question of either 
being benevolent to the other does not therefore arise. 
But greater understanding on our part could definitely help 
our cause. 

A minor irritant 
It is hoped that by the time this book reaches the 

readers the question of the contest for the Security 
Council seat between India and Syria would have been 
settled. Nevertheless an insidious attempt is being made 
by Israeli lobby in this country for creating bitterness 
between Arabs and India because of this issue. As was 
explained by Mrs. Gandhi during a recent Press C<;mfer­
ence India's friendship with Arabs rests upon constd~ra­
tions of much larger national interests than mere election 
to an organisation of the United Nations. As friends and 
comrades in a common struggle, India and the Arab 
countries will have to develop an outlook which transcends 
all the momentary stresses and strains created by day to 
day problems of international politics. It is also note­
worthy that such contests are not unusual even among the 
Arabs themselves. Moreover if once we are convinced of 
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the fact that friendship with Arabs is of tremendous, 
economic and political benefit to India, then it becomes 
imperative for us to analyse reasons which have led to 
such development between us and the Arabs. Our strong 
and unequivocal stand in support of Arabs against the 
Israeli menace could go a long way in furthering and 
strengthening India's national interests in West Asia. 
Mrs. Gandhi's recent statements have done much to clear 
some misunderstandings created by pro-Israeli elements in 
India and exploited by our opponents in the Arab 
world. 

A simple calculation 
It is obvious that India's national interest demands the 

cultivation of still closer relations with the Arab world 
which is politically important and economically of vital 
interest to us. 

In any case, it should be a matter of simple arithmetical 
calculation that a hundred million Arabs arc more im­
portant than the country whose popu_lation is not more 
than the city of Delhi and whose area IS not more than a 
large sized district of ours. It will be extremely foolish on 
our part to befrie~d one. a~ the cost of forty, especially 
when that one's fne_n?ship IS bound to. prove economically 
unproductive, politically embarrassmg and morally 
unjustified. 



Usurpation And Mutilation. 
We have already examined various aspects of Arab 

Israeli conflict, from the point of view of our national 
interest. 

But it has been rightly said that India's response to 
world problems should not emanate from expediency. It 
should emulate moral principles enunciated for our 
guidance by Mahatma Gandhi and Jawaharlal Nehru. 

The following survey is intended to present a brief 
outline of the Palestine problem from which the reader 
could himself form a sound judgment about the rights and 
wrongs in this conflict. 

Palestine has always been a part of the Arab world 
which stretches from the Atlantic Ocean to the Persian 
Gulf. Its inhabitants have always been among the most 
progressive and ingenious among all the Arab people. 
As an ancient land, it has been Holy to the three great 
religions, Christianity, Islam and Judaism. 

Palestine was occupied on the dawn of history by 
Cannanites who emigrated from the Arabian Peninsula. 
Lying on the cross-roads of the Middle East, Palestine 
was successively invaded by different peoples ; Philistines, 
Hebrews, Greeks, Romans, Persians, Crusaders and 
Turks. 

In spite of successive conquests, Arabs of Palestine 
always remained not only the owners of the most of the 
land but also maintained a numerical majority of over 95 
per cent in its population. Palestine always remained an 

[ 17 ] 
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Arabic-speaking land and its history as well as its com­
merce and economy, formed part of the Arab world. Its 
destiny, too, has always remained linked up with neigh­
bouring Arab countries. It were these facts which pro­
mpted a historian of world repute of the stature of Prof. 
Arnold Toynbee to reject categorically the Zionist claim 
that Jews have a right in Palestine on the ground that it was 
the land of their ancestors. Prof. Toynbee has expressed 
his belief, "that after a lapse of 1800 years it could not be 
said that Palestine was the land of the Jews. Otherwise 
the United States of America should now belong to th~ 
Red Indians and the situation in Englan~ and in many 
other countries of the world should be dtfferent. In my 
opinion, the Jews have no right in Palestine except their 
right to personal property. They do not have the right to 
establish a State. It is most unfortunate that a State is 
established on religious basis." 

Coming to the recent history, we observe that prior to 
1914, Palestine was part of the Ottoman (Turkish Empire). 
In the World War I (1914-1918), it was occupied by the 
British. It may be relevant to note that British occupa­
tion was facilitated because of the promises by the allies, 
especially by the British Government to Arab leaders 
notably Amir Faisal that this would mean the end of the 
Ottoman empire and the beginning of complete national 
independence for the Arabs. This in itself shows that 
the Arab people right from the beginning were basically 
secular in their struggle for national independence and 
had supported the Allied cause only in the belief that 
it would free them from the bondage of an Empire which 
professed to have religious sanctions of Islam as its basis. 
How these hopes of Arab nationalist were to be razed to 
the ground we shall see later. 

Shocking Facts 

At the time of the British occupation Palestinean 
population was about 7,00,000. Of these less than 50,000 
(about seven per cent of the total) were Jews. It should 
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also be note~ ~hat most of these Jews were of Arab ongrn 
and ~nly rehg10usly professed Judaism. They had lived 
happily and peacefully side by side with their Muslim and 
Christian brethren, thanks to the Arab traditions of tole­
rance. Since culturally and linguistically they formed a 
part of the same people, nobody, even an expert like T.E. 
Lawrence, could distinguish a Palestinean Jew from the 
rest of the Palestineans. 

The area of Palestine was about 10,000 sq. miles. It 
was mostly owned by the Arabs, since they formed the 
bulk of the population. Palestine was the only country 
in the Middle East which knew no feudal estates or big 
landlords. The State owned part of Palestine comprised 
mostly forests, desert and inhabited areas. Jews owned 
less than 2 per cent of the whole area. Most of these 
lands were acquired by the Jews from the Turkish regime 
in the beginning of the century. As we have already noted 
the British occupation of Palestine was achieved with the 
aid of the Arabs who wanted to be free from the Ottoman 
yoke. 

Operation Treachery 
But no sooner had the war ended, the Arabs became 

aware of the fact that Britain had been misleading them. 
Lord Balfour, the British Foreign Secretary, issued on 
November 2, 1917, the notorious Balfour Declaration, in 
which Britain promised to establish a "National Home"' 
for the Jews. In a letter addressed to Lord Rothschild, 
leader of the then Zionist movement and a powerful busi­
ness magnate, Balfour wrote, "I have much pleasure in 
conveying to you on behalf of His Majesty's Government, 
the following declaration of sympathy with Jewish Zionist 
aspirations, which has been submitted to and approved by 
the Cabinet. 

"His Majesty's Government view with favour the estab­
lishment in Palestine of a national home for the Jewish 
people, and will use their best endeavours to facilitate the 
achievement of this object, it being clearly understood t~~t 
nothing shall be done which might prejudice the civil 
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and religious right of existing non-Jewish communities in 
Palestine or the rights and political status enjoyed by Jews 
in any other country. 

I shall be grateful if you would bring this declaration 
to the knowledge of the Zionist !?ederation. Pt. Nehru in a 
newspaper article in 1937, had nghtly called the declaration 
as "a great betrayal of Arabs by Britain." 

Lord Balfour in his own diary, the extract of which 
could be found in volume 2 of Documents of British Policy 
had written "in Palestine we do not propose ever to go­
through the form of consulting the wishes of the present 
inhabitants. Zionism is of far greater importance to us 
than the desires and prejudices of the 7,00,000 Arabs. 
who now inhabit that ancient land. I do not think 
Zionism will hurt the Arabs. But they will never say they 
want it. As far as Palestine is concerned the powers have 
made no statement of fac~ which _is not admi~tedly wrong, 
and no declaration of pohcy, whic~ at le~st m t~e letter. 
they have not always intended to VI~late. Nothmg could 
be a more candid and at the same time shameless admis­
sion of the treacherous policy which the British have 
followed in Palestine. 

Along with the Balfour declaration other secret agree­
ments had been concluded among the Allies to partition 
Arab territory among themselves, such as the sykes-picot 
agreement. When the British and their Allies met to­
settle the problems of Arab lands captured from the 
T~rkish Empire during the war they started proceeding 
With the imperialist policy they had planned, from years 
to cover this policy with some moral camouflage so the 
Mandatory System was invented. The mandate for 
governi~g Palestine was granted !o Britai~ by the League 
of nati.ons, "till local populatiOn be m a position to­
govern Itself." 

Operation Enslavement 

. l!nder tne mandate Palestine was ruled like any other 
Bnttsh colony of those. days. The administration had 
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instructions that it should work for the eventual establish­
ment of the Jewish State in Palestine. This was done 
through various means. For instance Arabs were not 
all<?wed to participate in either Government or administ­
ratto_n. All senior posts were filled by British and Jewish 
officials. The High Commissioner in the first years of the 
roand~te \~as himself a pro-Zionist Jew. The departments 
of migratiOn, travel and nationality were under Jewish 
directors. 

The most glaring instance of the pro-zionist policy of 
the British Government was its decision to throw open 
the gates of Palestine to Jewish immigration. The Jewish 
agency and other Jewish organisations carefully picked 
immigrants from those who had served in the allied 
armies during the war. Others were given military 
training before their departure for Palestine. As a result 
of the machinations the percentage of Jews in Palestine 
rose from 7 per cent in 1918 to 33 per cent of the popula­
tion in 1947. The percentage of Arabs dropped from 93 
per cent to 67 per cent during the same period, in spite 
a rising birth-rate among them. 

The British Government saw to it that such Jaws were 
promulgated which could enable the Jews to seize ~rab 
lands. Whereas the immigrant cultivators were provided 
with all sorts of loans and other facilities, Arab farmers 
were heavily taxed to the extent of 35 per cent of their 
produce. Considerable areas of Arab lands were sold by 
Court orders for payment of taxes which had been doubled 
.during the British regime. The mandatory Government 
granted huge tracts of state lands to immigrant zionists 
on nominal rents or even completely free. By 1934, taxes 
on Arab properties had risen to four times compared to 
those paid in 1918. Meanwhile the percentage of Jewish 
owned land rose steadily from less than 2 per cent in 1918 
to 6 per cent by 1947. 

All this had provided Zionists with a strong edge over 
their Arab counterparts. Moreover, the British permitted 
the formation of Zionist military squads under the cloak 
of sporting clubs and scout groups and even connived at 
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the supply of arms to a Jewish "Defence Guard" under 
the excuse of arming the immigrants for their self-defence. 
Apart from this by 1940 they had helped set up a number 
of secret terrorist organisations of the zionist such as. 
Irgum, Stern and others. 

Arabs on the other hand had by that time been 
totally disarmed. They were forbidden to own or carry 
firearms under pain of death. Arabs were actually con­
demned to death and executed for carrying arms and even 
for the possession of ammunition. Whenever the Arabs 
protested against the imperialist policy, and such protests. 
were as numerous as they were bitter, the British autho­
rities acted to curb them with an iron hand. According 
t<? an official British estimate by 1947 British troops had 
killed a total of 10,000 Palestinean Arabs and had hanged 
167 Arab patriots. Apart from that, Arab quarters were 
bl?wn up, Arab towns such as Jaffa and Jineen were 
Wiped out, thousands of Palestineans were interned, a 
s~ore of villages were burnt, their nationalist parties were 
dissolv_ed and their leaders persecuted and jailed. _Heavy 
collective fin~s were imposed on Arab towns and v~Ilages. 
On top_ ~f.this all, the British complacently c_onmved at 
ihe acuvit_Ies of the Zionist terrorist mobs which ha~ let 
oose a reign of terror under the very eyes of the Bntish 

troops and officials. 

N . Our national movement, represented by the Indian 
th atl~n~l. Congress, was emphatic in its condemnation of 
st e tl ntish policy in Palestine and has followed a con­
a ~!1 Y Pro-Arab attitude. In a remarkable research 
a~ lcle Mr. Mohammed Wahby has shown that in 1928 for 
the e;a:up~e the Indian National Congress warmly assured 
strug ~ estmean Arabs of its full sympathy towards their 
impe g. er to free themselves from the grip of Western 
to th n~ 1d51!1· which in its view was also a great menace 

e n Ian struggle. 

term:~l 1 ~3 7 the Congress condemned in unambiguous 
1 h 1~ 1mi?erialist machinations and the reign of terror 

tu~ eas e Wdith a view to coerce the Arabs in accepting 
e propose Partition of Palestine. 
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In its session at Haripura in February. I 938, the 
Congress passed the following resolution, "The Congress 
condemns the decision of Great Britain as a mandatory 
power to bring about the partition of the Palestme and 
the. appointment of a Commission to carry out this 
proJect. The Congress records its emphatic protest auainst 
the reign of terror \Vhich is still beinu maintain~d in 
Palestine to force this policy upon the "'unwilling Arabs. 
The Congress expresses its full sympathy with the Arabs 
in their struggle for national freedom and their fight 
against British imperialism." 

With the outbreak of war, the Zionists took advantage 
of the world wide sympathy shown to Jews suffering from 
the Nazi persecution. During this period they started 
accumulating arms and organised the Zionist military 
organisation, the Haganah, in a big way. Arabs on the 
other hand were helpless since most of the Arab countries 
had either become a theatre of war or were under actual 
imperialist domination. 

Operation Mutilation 

In the meantime, Zionists started working eagerly to 
woo the American Public opinion and influence the 
Government. With a vast Jewish population in America 
having strong links in political and financial spheres this 
was not difficult. In consequent of this policy on May 11 
1942, the Congress of the World Zionism held in New 
York decided to make Palestine a Jewish 'commonwealth 
and expel its Arab population. So strong was Zionist 
pressure that in the presidential campaign, botl~ Roosevelt 
and his rival, Dewy, sought to attract the Jewish vote by 
promising to carry out this decision. In February, 1944, 
the American Congress declared, "the doors of Palestine 
shall be open for free entry of Jews into that country: and 
that there shall be full opportunity for colonization, so 
that the Jewish people may ultimately reconstitute Palestine 
as a free and democratic Jewish Commonwealth." No 
where did the champions of democracy freedom and rights 
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of man did ever pause to think of the rights and plight of 
the Arab population which, in spite of unabashed pro­
Zionist policies of the British, constituted two-third of the 
total population of Palestine. 

By the end of war, Palestinean Arabs found themselves 
facing a powerful front composed of Britain, America 
and the Zionist international, all aiming at transforming 
Palestine into a Jewish State, expelling its Arab inhabitants· 
and thus establishing the worst form of colonialism in the 
heart. of the middle East. 

The first move towards this direction was made in the 
spring of 1946 when a mixed Anglo-American Commission 
was sent to Palestine to 'study the questions.' In its 
report the Commission recommended that Palestine should 
be thrown open to Jewish immigrants unconditionally and 
that I ,00,000 Jews should be admitted at once in compli­
ance with President Truman's demand made to the British 
Government in August, 1945. The British Government 
convened another conference in the winter of 1946 to 
solve the Palestine question. The proposals submitted to 
this conference by Arab delegates were summarily turned 
down by the British Government. Britain then decided 
to ~ubmit the question of Palestine to the United Nations, 
Which at that time was a merely western dominated show, 
and. ~ritain knew that through western pressure im­
penahst plans could easily be carried out. 

On ~he request of Britain, the United Nations held an 
e1x9traordinary session of the General Assembly in May, 

.4~. It was then resolved to send to Palestine a Com­
miSSion of representatives of II States. In the report, 8 
members of the Commission favoured the partition of the 
~ount~y and the establishment of a Jewish State in 
thalestme. The district of Jerusalem was recommended by 

em to be made an international district. 

The representatives of India, Iran and Yugoslavia on 
the Commission recommended making Palestine a federal 
~tate. India with bitter experience of the partition fresh 
m her mind was naturally opposed to the partition and 
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iliad alongwith all other Asian members of the United 
Nations been trying vigorously but unsuccessfully to stall 
the. p_artition resolution. But their efforts proved of no 
.avail m face of the strong U.S. pressure for getting the 
majority recommendation of the commission accepted by 
the Assembly. Chain Weizman, the leader of the Zionist 
movement and the first President of the Jewish State later 
established in Palestine, mentioned in his memoirs 
-(published in 1949), that the P:-trtition resolution was 
passed after a strong personal Intervention of President 
Truman himself. 

Truman too was caD:did e~~mgh to declare openly 
"'I have no ~rab constituents . Obviously for him the 
America~ J~w1sh vote mattered more than the rights of the 
Arab maJonty. 

The Arabs bitterly opposed the resolution and put 
forward three alternatives which were all reasonable and 
just. In the first instance, they agreed to the establish­
ment of a united federal state of Palestine in which Jewish 
population could enjoy fullest rights and protection. 
Alternatively, they offered to get the matter settled through 
a plebiscite in Palestine. As a last resort, they.wanted to 
get the justification for the partition resolution tested 
before the world court. 

But this was not to be. The big powers were too 
preoccupied with their own power politics to pay any 
heed to the cries of truth and justice. When the partition 
resolution was passed, the total population of Palestine 
was estimated to have reached to 2,115,000 persons, of 
these despite all the efforts of the British authority to 
bring in as many immigrants as possible, 13,10,000 or 
two third of the total population were Muslim and Cris­
tian Arabs ; 70,000 or one third of the total population 
were Jews ; and 35,000 others. Jewish land ownership in 
the whole of Palestine was only about 6 per cent in 1948. 
This was in spite of the fact that in the past 30 years its 
percentage had increased three-fold. 
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But in spite of this the proposed Jewish State of Pale­
stine was allotted 56'47 per cent of the area of the country 
and the Arab State only 42·88 per cent of the area (4,476 
sq. miles) and international zone of Jerusalem about 0.65 
per cent (68 sq. miles). What ultimately happened to 
even this ludicrously unjust plan of partition and how it 
was still further twisted to suit the Zionist purpose, we 
shall later see. 

The resolution in the General Assembly was passed on 
29 November, 1947. This was perhaps the only resolu­
tion where all the Afro-Asian States as a bloc had oppo­
s~d its passage while the big powers were vehemently 
committed to it. The significance of this alignment should 
never be lost sight of while trying to decide the merit of 
the respective case. 

In the meantime, Britain had declared that she would 
withdraw from Palestine on May 15, 1948, from the Port 
of Haifa in August, 1948 and the mandate would expire 
by then. But she would continue to maintain order and 
public security and protect human lives and property 
until the final withdrawal. 

As soon as the partition was decreed, the Zionist 
terrorist gangs started a systematic policy of arson. massa­
cre and pillage of Arab lives and property. The British 
authorities true to their policy of which we in India had 
seen something only a few months before, not only kept 
quiet but actually encouraged this reign of terror. Simi­
larly_, the U.S.A. and the mighty organisation of the U.N. 
passively looked on and in fact many among the influential 
circles in America actually applauded the Zionist actions. 

Encouraged by these overt and implicit tokens of 
encouragement Zionist military organisation Hagana went 
about destroying Arab villages capturing Arab towns and 
looting Arab properties. One of the most deplorable of 
such acts was a massive attack, done without any provo­
cation on the Arab village, Deir Yassein, where a small 
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Arab community lived surrounded by Jewish settlements. 
around the Jerusalem district. Most of the Arab inhabi­
tants including children, women and old men were massa­
~red and their houses destroyed. The surviving ones were 
literally pushed out naked into the Arab areas. Similar 
acts of terrorism took place practically aH over Palestine 
especially in the areas which the Zionists considered vital 
for them. 

Arabs learnt to their bitter disillusionment that while 
no one in the world ·moved to save them, British authori­
ties went about in a systematic manner in helping the 
Zionists even till the last moment of their withdrawal. 
Britain for instance had promised not to withdraw from 
Haifa until August, 1948 and under this pretext had 
prevented its Arab inhabitants from arming themselves for 
self-defence. Yet, she made a quick decision to evacuate 
from Haifa on May 15 ; they gave up the Jewish areas 
which formed strategic position in the town to the Zionists, 
leaving the Arabs defenceless. Zionists took advantage 
of this situation and intensified their violent anti-Arab 
campaign. Arabs of Jaffa and New Jerusalem were als.o 
expelled with the fullest British connivance from thetr 
homes, their ancestors had occupied since pre-historic 
times. 

Israel Proclaimed 

On May 15, 1948, Britain withdrew from Palestine. 
By that time the Zionists had already occupied most of 
the towns and had seized lands which were not included 
even in the notoriously unjust partition resolution. The 
Zionists at once proclaimed their new State under the 
name of Israel, which was promptly recognised by America 
with other big powers following suit. 

Seeing the ever-expansionist policy of the new State 
and continuing acts of aggressive violence by Zionist 
terrorists the Arab League had eagerly asked the United 
Nations as also the big powers, to intervene and stop this 
organised hooliganism. But no one moved. 
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In such a desperate situation the Arab States decided 
to march into Palestine. The aim of their action was to 
~top the continuing flight of the Arabs from the Israeli 
territory, prevent Israel from overrunning the rest of 
Palestine, and to check Zionist a~ts of terrorism. Arab 
States, both individually and collectively, made it repeated­
ly clear that if the United Nations or any other big power 
·Could get these aims fulfilled, they would not take to such 
a recourse. 

The United Nations which had kept quiet over these 
pleas of the Arabs moved at once to intervene under 
obvious British and American pressure when the actual 
fighting broke out between the Arab armies and the 
Israelis. The aim of this intervention was obviously to 
prevent an imminent maulling o~ their. pet creation. The 
Security Council ordered an Immedtate cease-fire and 
·Count Bernadette of Sweden was sent to Palestine to act 
as a mediator. The cease-fire lasted ~our we_e~s, during 
which the Arabs strictly observed _all Its provlSlons. The 
Israelis however exploited the occasiOn, and helped by the 
United States and Britain, strengthened their position. 

In a flagrant violation of the cease-fire agreement 
foreign volunteers poured into the Israel side. Even pro~ 
fessional soldiers were sent on loan from Britain and the 
United States. Huge amounts of modern arms were also 
rushed to Israel. Consequently, fighting potential of Israel 
was more than doubled during this period. 

Even the United Nations mediator Count Bernadotte 
~ad to warn the Security Council that, "it could not be 
Ignored that unrestricted immigration to the Jewish area 
~f Pa~estine has created press':lres. and economic and poli­
tical disturbances which would JUStify present Arab fears 
of ultimate Jewish expansion in the Middle East." In his 
r~ports, he had also mentioned continuing cease-fire viola­
tiOn by Israelis. But nothing moved the powers who were 
bent upon protecting and encouraging their hireling for 
furthering their imperialistic designs. 
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0~ the e:cp.iry of the truce the Arab armies proceeded 

~o fimsh their JOb, but t~e Security Council again stepped 
m and ordered the contmuation of the cease-fire. 

Horrified by the atrocities committed by the Zionists,. 
the U.N. med!ator Count Bernadotte, made some proposals. 
to the Secunty Council for the solution of the problem. 
The Israelies found these proposals unfavourable to them, 
and true to their pattern of violent behaviour, Zionist 
territorists assassinated him in board day light in the 
Isreali occupied part of Jerusalem. So horrible was this 
act that the Security Council in spite of the open prefer­
ence shown to Israel by its permanent members, had to 
pass a resolution which, among other things, condemned 
Israeli authorities for not being able to protect the life of 
Count Bernadotte in the first instance, and then not being 
able to apprehend the culprits. It is, however, ironic 
that in spite of this condemnation, Britain and America 
went on encouraging cease-fire voilations by Israel and did 
not even care to see that the partition resolution was even 
verbally respected by the Zionists. 

Constant Aggression 

In consequence of the efforts and endeavours made by 
the United Nations and the pressure put upon b~ weste':ll 
powers on Arab countries truce agreements were Signed m 
Rhodes in winter and spring of 1949 between the Arab 
Governments of Egypt, Syria, Lebanon, Jordon and Israel. 
These agreements were clearly stipulated to be temporary 
in nature and had explicitly made it clear that they do 
not amount to a political recognition of the State of Israel 
by the Arabs. 

It is not commonly known in India. that as a. r~sult of 
the so-called Armistice agreements, wh1ch remam 10 force 
till the present day, except when they are unilaterally 
violated by Israel, the Zionist State controls 8,000 sq. 
miles of Palestinean territory which is 77.40 per cent 
instead of the 56.47 per cent allotted to the Jewish State 
under the partition plan. Jn other words, Israel now 
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occupies a land area of about 14,15,000 acres or 21 per 
cent in excess of the land assigned to it under the United 
Nations resolution of 1947. Those in India who seem 
to have suddenly taken Israel as an "avater" of correct 
international behaviour and the champion of the United 
Nations ideals, would do well to take note of the situation. 

Usurpation not Partition 
It is obvious from the above survey that the so-called 

partition of Palestine is entirely different from partitions 
of other countries like India, Korea, Germany and 
Vietnam. However painful all these partitions might have 
been, yet the fact cannot be denied that the people on 
both sides remain what they were before the partition 
In some case like that of India and Pakistan there ha~ 
been an unfortunate movement of refugees across the 
borders. This is highly regrettable and indeed tragic. 
But those who moved across the borders belonged to the 
sub-continent. In case of Palestine, the original inhabi­
tants of the land were brutally thrown out and those who 
came to take thei_r pl~ce had no. relation . whatsoever with 
the area. Palestme IS the only mstance m world history 
where a whole people have ?een disp_ossessed through a 
naked force of arms and entirely an ahen community has 
been transplanted with the aid of different forces of the 
world imperialism working in strong collusion. 



Crime and Consequence 

A fe.w years ago while walking in the Arab part of the 
Holy city of Jerusalem, I came across an old man in 
tattered clothes who would every day climb a hill top in 
the _mo:ning and remain perched there till the very evening 
_gaz1_ng mto far away areas. I saw him in that position 
dunng all the three weeks I stayed in the city. I was 
naturally eager to know who he was and what he was 
gazing. With the help of an Arabic-knowing friend I asked 
this man what was he looking far off. 

With deep wrinkles of anguish covering his face the 
man replied in a sorrowful quietitude "My home". Then 
he pointed his thin and weired finger towards a place 
about a mile away in the other part of the Holy city, 
which has since 1948 been occupied by the Israelis. 
There stood a palatial building looking like an academic 
institution. After pointing towards that the man again 
resumed his mysterious gaze and left us to wonder about 
the cause of his anguish. 

We learnt from a nearby shopkeeper that this man had 
a house right on the place where the Israelis have now 
constructed military academy for training freshly arrived 
immigrants. The man was thrown out I 5 years ago from 
his house. his wife, two sons and a daughter were 
slaughtered cold-bloodly by Israeli terrorists and he had 
to run for his life into this part of the city. The old 
man whose name was given as Assem Bin Ahad is a 
symbol of the suffering which over a million of Arab 
refugees from the Holy land have undergone during the 
last 18 years. He along with his over a million compa-
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triots are a living testament to the torture and brutality oi 
the alien Zionists and the immobile conscience of their 
western protectors. 

We have already shown in our historical survey how 
these people were thrown away from their homes. How 
abhorently immoral was this act was adequately under­
lined by the greatest moral authority of our times, the 
Father of the Nation, Mahatma Gandhi. While writing. 
in Harijan in August, 1947 when the agony of communal 
riots must have been upper-most in his mind, he did not 
forget to mention "another suffering" caused on innocent 
people because of bigotry and terrorism. He wrote. 
"The Jews have erred grievously in seeking to impose­
themselves on Palestine with the aid of America and 
Britain and now with the aid of naked terrorism. Why 
should they depend on American money or British arms. 
for forcing themselves on an unwelcome land." 

U. N. Resolution 

The most telling example of the Israeli arrogance in 
face of the world public opinion is her consistent refusal' 
to implement the United Nations Resolution 194 (Ill) 
of 11 December, 1948. In this resolution the General 
Assembly had resolved that "the refugees wishing to 
return to their homes and live at peace with their neigh­
bours should be permitted to do so, at the earliest 
practical date, and that compensation should be paid 
for the property of those choosing not to return and for 
loss of damage to property which, under principles of 
international law, and in equity, should be made good by 
the Governments or authorities responsible." 

What was the Israeli response to this ? David Ben 
Gurion the then Prime Minister of Israel, declared that 
"force of arms, not formal resolutions, will decide the 
issue." 

The United Nations has been consistently passing 
resolutions almost every year during its General Assembly 
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sessions asking for compliance of its resolutions regarding 
the Arab refugees. All of them have gone unheeded by 
Israel. 

justjfication for Defiance. 

It may be interesting to know the reasons which 
Israel has generally advanced for her non-compliance of 
these resolutions. Some of them were explained to the 
author by Moshe Sharett, the former Foreign Minister 
of Israel, who had come to India on the eve of Israeli 
British and French aggression on Egypt on a totally futile 
mission to mislead Indian public opinion, that these 
refugees had gone out of Israel on their own accord. 

In this connection he mentioned some alleged radio 
broadcasts by Arab Radio stations which in 1947 and 
1948 and allegedly instigated the Arabs to leave their 
homes since Arab armies were going to march into Israel. 
!his in fact is a convenient line of propaganda which 
Israel has been indulging ever since its inception. But 
never have the Israeli spokesmen mentioned any date or 
timing of such broadcasts. The B.B.C. keeps complete 
records of all foreign broadaasts and no one has ever come 
<l:cross a single Arab broadcast supporting Israeli allega­
tion. On the other hand, it is on record that Arab 
countries had eagerly wanted that the indigenious P<?Pula­
tion remains where it was. Jt would have been m the 
interest of Arab armies to have sympathetic local popu~a­
tion to be in the area in which they wanted to march 10. 

rather to get the area cleared of them. 

How these people were thrown out is amply con­
firmed by the findings of such authorities as, for instance, 
the report of U.N. Mediator, Count Folke Bernadotte 
who had said in his report to the United Nations that 
there have been numerous reports from reliable sources 
of large-scale looting, pillaging and plundering and of 
instances of destruction of villages ~vithout military 
necessity. The liability of the provisional Government 
of Israel to restore private property to its Arab owners 
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and to indemnify those owners for property wantonly 
destroyed is clear." (U.N. Document A/648). 

Truth Indicts 

Similarly, a historian of the stature of Prof. Arnold 
Toynbee has written.· "If the heinousness of sin is to be 
measured by the degree to which the sinner is sinning 
against the light that God has vouchsafed to him, the 
Jews had even less excuse in A.D. 1948 for evicting 
Palestinian Arabs from their homes and Nebuchadnezzar 
and Titus and Hardrian and the Spanish and Portugese In­
quisition had for uprooting, persecu~ing, a~d cx~erminating 
Jews in Palestine and elsewhere at d1verse t1mes m the past. 
In A.D. 1948 the Jews-knew, from personal experience, 
what they were doing ; and it was their supreme tragedy 
that the lesson learned by them from their encounter with 
the Nazi Gentiles should have not to eschew but to im­
niitate some of the evil deeds that the Nazis had committed 
against the Jews. 

The evil deeds committed by the Zionist Jews against 
the Palestinian Arabs, that were comparable to crime< 
committed against the Jews by the Nazis were the massacr~ 
of men, women and children at Deir Yasin on the 9th of 
April, 1948, which percipitated a flight of the Arat 
population, in large numbers, from districts within range 
of Jewish armed forces, and the subsequent deliberat~ 
expulsion of the Arab population from districts conquered 
by the Jewish armed forces ... " (A Study of Histon 
Vol. 8, page 290). • 

The fact that numerous Jews both in and outside 
Palestine have expressed their abhorence over the Zionisl 
c~imes against the Arabs is a testimony not only to the 
nghteouness of the Arab cause but also an irrefutable 
proof of the fact that like all those unscrupulous politi· 
cian in India and other countries who speak on the name 
of religion to further their own political ends the Zionist~ 
too have no respect for the dictates of their own religion. 
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Judaism, which had given one of the noblest moral. codes 
to the world. · · 

A str?ng indictment of the Zionist crimes has· '.com~ 
from a highly respected Jewish religious leader from· IsraeL 
Rabbi R. Benjamin who had said in 1958. "ln ;the end 
we must come out publicly with the truth: that·we·have 
no moral right whatsoever to oppose the return of the Arab 
refugees to their land ... that until we have begun to :redeem 
our sin against the Arab refugees, we have no right to 
demand that American Jews leave their country .. to , which 
they have become attached, and settle in a land ·that. has 
been stolen from others, while the owners of it are home­
less and misrable." 

Double Talk 

A convenient argument for Israeli refusal to comply 
with the United Nations Resolutions, has. been that their 
state cannot accommodate all these people. Moshe Sharette 
too gave this reason in the interview mentioned above, 
I had asked him if that was so th."!n why was.it that 
Israel claims it can accommodate at least four million 
more of Jewish immigrants. Mr. Sharette :had oqviously 
no answer to the question. He could neither deny that 
his State was incapable of accommodating qll the 1 Jews 
in the world- this is the very basis of its proclaimep 
philosophy, neither could he agree to accommo,da~e 
those homeless refugees in their own homes because. that 
would have divested Israel from the very postulate of its 
existence, which is nothing less than bigotry and hate for 
the people who inhabited Palestine. 

I :., , .. 

The only answer, which Mr. Sharette gave Jike aiD 
Israeli apologists was that Arab States, whose territory was 
about 70 times larger than Israel, could well afford to 
rehabilitate them in their own midst. 

This is an obvious travesty of logic and justice. If 
this could be taken as a basis, then every robber could 
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say that since the man whose property he has robbed has 
a brother, who owns a much-larger estate than himself, 
he could well afford to go to the brother and leave the 
robber in peaceful possession of his loot. One could well 
ask the Zionists and especially their Western patrons 
that if they were so eager to provide a home for the Jews 
why did they not do so in countries like Australia, 
Newzealand or as Prof. Toynbee ha" said in Central 
Europe where the Jews could have found more amenable 
and familiar surroundings than Palestme. The Americans 
a~d the British could have well afforded to provide 
Ztonists with a land area many times bigger than their 
pr~sent_Stat7, if they had only the que~tion of Jewish 
mtsery m nund. 

Who is to BlaDl.e. 

Israeli propagandists have also tried to make out th 
Arab States are using the refugees as pawns in the at 
<>f po~er politics and that the refugees are by n g~me 
1<:thargtc t? ~ork constructively for their own rehab~rure 
tiOn. This Is a fantastic lie to say the least. 1 tta-

I have had the opportunity to meet hundreds 
(~esc refugees during my tour of the Arab world. 1 can s~f 
YIJth t~e fullest of confidence that these people are a~ 

~nr;rgetiG and resourceful as were our own refugees settled 
JrJ Pl!njab :md ehcwhcrc. Jt is a matter of coJ?mon 

knowledge that PalcRtinian pc~plc have _been. constdered 
f tl . ·t I . ,JJy indusll'lolls and mtelhgent of all 

.one o . lC mos llg 1 Th could not have turned 
the M1ddlc Eastcn~ people. he I~~aeli brutalities. 
kthargic and sluggtsh after t . 

. . buke of this Israeh propa-
A still more authontattve re J lm H. Davis, _former 

ganda has come from Dr. U ited Nations Rehef and 
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camps scattered in Jordan, Syna and &YPt h P I 
work and employment to these people . m t~1~ ope t 1at 
one day they will be repatriated to thetr ongmal homes. 
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In a speec~ delivered before the Conference of voluntary 
agencies m Geneva on 18 January 1961 Dr. Davis 
decla_red "the Palestine refugee proble~ has d~fied political 
solutiOn, not because of alleged whims of Arab politicians 
or the reputed shiftless nature of the refugees but because 
of depth and universality of the conflict b~tween Arabs 
and Israelis." He also said that Arab Governments till 
1961 had spent over 95 million dollars as their contribu­
tion for the welfare of the Arab refugees. Over and above 
they have spent about 38 million dollars in direct aid to 
the refugees in various goods and services since 1948. 
Their contribution to the refugee welfare is over 5 million 
dollars per year. Dr. Davis concluded that "according to 
authentic records Arab States had spent till 1961, 50 
million dollars for the refugee welfare." 

The solution 

I had the occasion to meet not only Dr. Davis but 
also numerous other officials of the UNRWA, none of 
whom belonged to countries which could be called anti­
Israel or pro-Arab. All of them, including Dr. Davis 
confirmed the fact that the only solution of the problem 
was for Israel to show reason and implement the U.N. 
Resolutions. They were emphatically unanimous that the 
United Nations aid could not be continued indefinitely 
but the day it is stopped it can create a volcanic situation 
in that part of the world. "It was, therefore, doubly 
necessary for the United Nations to see that these people 
get their due, so that United Nations obligations are 
fulfilled and peace in the area is secured," he said. 

The same view has been reiterated in Afro-Asian and 
non-aligned meets like the Bandung, the Belgrade and the 
Cairo Conferences. Jawaharlal Nehru, for instance, while 
speaking at Bandung in 1955 had categorically supported 
the Arab cause by saying that it was above all a human 
problem and Afro-Asian community should make fullest 
endeavour to get this solved. Ever since Indian represen­
tatives in the United Nations, as also our leaders like 
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Nehru, Shastri, President Radhakrishnan and Vice­
President, Dr. Zakir Hussain, have unambiguously been 
making the demand that Israel must honour the rights of 
the Arab refugees and fulfil its commitments vis-a-vis the 
United. Nations. 

As Gandhiji has said it should be clearly understood 
in· this connection that the basic problem of Palestine is 
between the Arabs of Palestine and the Jews who want 
to come abroad to settle there. Unless the Jews are able 
to convince the local Arabs of their bona tides. no basis 
could ever exist for the Jewish entry into Palestine. 

Even now this conflict continues to be basically a 
human one in which there are only two parties-the Israeli 
intruders and the Arab inhabitants who have been ren­
dered homeless by the intruders. Israel, however, refuses 
even to recognise the entity of the other party to the 
conflict. It has not only refused to implement UN. and 
Afro-Asian calls but has also refused to negotiate with 
the representatives of the Arab refugees with an equal 
obstinacy. 

To over a million and half of such refugees, whose 
number is fast multiplying, and who are still waiting in 
pitiable conditions for the day when justice is done to 
their cause, the words of Count Bernadatte written a few 
days before his martyrdom are still as valid as they were 
at the time of their writing. In his report to the U.N. 
Security Council, the noble Count had said : "lt is 
~ndeniable that no settlement can be just and complete 
1f recognition is not accorded to the right of the Arab 
refugee~ to return to their homes from which they had 
be~n . dislodged. It would be an offence against the 
pnnc1ples of. elementary justice if these innocent victims 
of conflict were denied the right of return to their homes 
while Jewish immigrants flow into Palestine and indeed, 
offer the threat of permanent replacement of the Arab 
refugees who have been rooted in the land for centuries." 
(U.N. Document A/4648). 



Sin And Arrogance 

Recently, a Member of Parliament well-known for 
his legal acumen, had stated in a public ~eeting that those 
who do not accept Israel as a lawful State tend to flout 
the authority of the United Nations under whose resolu­
tions it was established. This is a familiar argument 
paddled around the world by Israeli propagandists; It is 
indeed strange that a State who has done more than any 
?ther ~ountrY: to flout the U.N. authority should have. the 
Impunity to mvoke the authority of the United NatiOns 
for its totally illegal behaviour. 

yve have already seen how Jsraell1as consistently ~een 
refusmg to comply with the United Nations resolutiOns 
ab?ut Palestinian refugees. It is however not the o~ly 
pomt where Israel has tried to ignore the U.N. authonty 
with an arrogance characteristically reminiscent of the 
Nazis. 

According to the U.N. resolution, No. I 81 (Ill o~ 29 
Nov. 1947 which recommended the partition of Palestme, 
Israel was allotted only about 55 per cent of the total area 
of the country. But today it is in occupation of more tl~an 
77 per cent of the area. It is a common misconceph.on 
that this area was enlarged after the Arab-Isreal conflict. 
Records howenr tell a different story. 

Take for instance the City of Jerusalem. About it 
the U.N. resolution had stated-that the city of Jerusal~m 
shall be established as corpus saparatum under a special 
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international regime and shall ·be administered by tl~e 
United Nations, and had entrusted the Trusteeship 
Council "to discharge the responsibilities of the adminis­
tering authority." 

Israel 'complied' with it with the occupation of this 
zone even before the British left and any soldier from 
any Arab State was on the Palestinian soil. Along 
with it they had occupied other areas reserved for the 
Arab State and rendered lakhs of Palestinian Arabs as 
refugees. 

On 7 December, 1949, the Israelis moved their capital 
and Parliament to Jerusalem. In face of such arrogance 
the U.N. Trusteeship Council was forced to adopt the 
foll<Jwing resolution on 20 December, 1949. lt had 
stated : 

"(The Council,) 

"Concerned at the removal to Jerusalem of certain 
ministries and central departments of the Goverment of 
Israel ; 

"Considers that such action ignores and is incom­
patible with the provisions of paragraph 1I of General 
Assembly resolution 303 (IV) of 9 December 1949 ;" 

Zionist Response : 

In response to this, David Ben Gurian declared with 
all arrogance : "The United Nations ... was fit ... this year 
to decide that our eternal citadal should become a cyrpus 
separatum under international control. Our rebuttal of 
this wicked counsel was unequivocal and resolute : the 
Government and Knesst at once moved their seat to 
Jerusalem, and made Israel's crown and capital, irrevo­
cably Jewish for all men to see." (Ben Gurian, Rebirth 
and Destiny of Israel : p. 362). 
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Continued Defiance 

. Israel has ever since stubbornly refused to implement 
this yart of the U.N. resolution. Its spokesmen have 
contmuously been emphasising that under no condition 
shall Israel vacate the areas including the city of Jerusalem, 
occupied by it. 

Take another instance. This concerns the resolution 
under which the State of Israel was admitted to the 
United Nations. Unlike any other State accepted in the 
membership of the United Nations, Israel's admission was 
approved under certain specific conditions which were 
clearly embodied in the preamble. They were. 

"Noting further more the declaration by the State of 
Israel that it unreservedly accepts the obligation of the 
U.N. Charter and undertakes to honour tbem from the 
day it becomes a member of the United Nations ; 

"Recalling its resolution of 29 November, 1947, (on 
boundaries) and 11 December, 1948, (on repatriation and 
c?mpensation of refugees) and taking note of th~ declara­
tiOn and explanations made by the representatives o~ the 
~overnment of Israel before the adhoc political co~mittee 
m respect of the implementation of the said resolution ; 

"The General Assembly decides to admit Israel. to 
membership in the United Nations". (U.N. resolution 
No. 273 of 11 May, 1949). 

As soon as Israel gained admission, her Government 
dec_lared that their country was a sovereigf! one an~ the 
Umted Nations had no jurisdiction to mterfere ~~ the 
Jewish State territory, despite the fact that its sovereignty 
was conditional on its fulfilling certain requirements. 

We therefore come to the conclusion that at least on 
five points the State of Israel continues to defy the U.N. 
decisions which had been most clearly and unambiguously 
stated in the various decisions concerning ; 

(a) Partition of Palestine where she continues to hold 
at least 20 per cent more area than allotted to her 
by the U.N. resolution ; 
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(b) Repatriation and compensation of refugees. Israel 
continues to defy not only the famous resolution 
of 1948 of the General Assembly which had 
clearly asked her to provide a choice to the 
refugees between repatriation to their original 
homes or for proper compensation ; but has also 
ignored 16 subsequent reaffirmations of this 
resolution by the United Nations. 

(c) Membership in the United Nations. Israel t~l date 
has not fulfilled a single obligation to wh1ch her 
U.N. membership was conditional. 

(d) Illegal occupation of Jerusalem. Israel has made 
Jerusalem her capital which was meant to be an 
international zone. 

(e) Armistice Agreements. Israel ha~ constantly defied 
a'nd violat"ed armistice agreements arrived at under 
U.N. auspices by constructing fortifications in 
demilitarized zones and constant attacks on her 
neighbours. 

;Lam.e Excuse 
' · As an attempt to make up for their sins of defiance 
of the U.N. resolutions. Israeli propagandists usually try 
to make much out of the Security Council resolution of 
~eptember I, 1951, in which it had called upon Egypt to 
terminate restrictions on the passage of international 
commercial shipping. The U.A.R. along with all Arab 
States continues with its policy of blockade of Israeli 
shipping. Obviously this cannot be construed equivalent 
to· the Israeli defiance of the U.N. resolutions. 

President Nasser has himself declared in an interview 
on 8 October, 1959 that "the resolutions concerning 
Palestine are indivisible entity-the right of the refugees 
t? return to their own homeland, their right to their 
properties or compensation for their properties, and their 
right to the Palestine territory cannot be divided ... the 
only starting point would be to implement all United 
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~ations resolutions. United Nations resolutions cannot be 
zrnposed on us alone while Israel is allowed to ignore them." 

tf. f'he Ara.b att_itude towar:ds their obligations to the 
, mted Nat10ns IS thus clear and unequivocal. Israelis 

0 .n the other hand continue to maintain that all the resolu­
tlons exc!!pt the one concerning the partition of Palestine 
(they r~Ject the boundaries portion of it) and the 1951 
concernmg the passage of Israeli ships through Suez, were 
~~ad and gone. This is a curious attitude of heads I 
:Wm and tails you lose. It is for an impartial reader to 
JUdge for himself who is flouting the U.N. authority, the 
Arabs or Israel ? 

Unique "Distinction" 
·· Apart from these resolutions which have been consis­

tently defied by Israel, the Security Council has on six 
occasions passed strictures against Israeli attacks on the. 
territories of neighbouring Arab countries . 

. ' The United Nations has condemned Israel more than 
~5 times for the same offence. No other member of the 
United Nations has ever had the 'distiction' of having been 
censured so many times by this august body. These 
condemnations become still more weighty and noteworthy 
when one realises that it would have been extremely 
difficult to get a resolution through the Security Council 
because of the.power of veto by permanent members who 
include some of Israel's staunch supporters. ·The fact 
that even they were compelled to share this censure shows 
the utter defiance and arrogance of the Zionist State 
towards the world body. It is noteworthy that n?t a 
single Arab State has been ever condemned by the Un~ted 
Nation for aggressive action by its armed forces · agamst 
Israel. 

The most serious violation by Israel of peaceful 
international behaviour was of course her attack on 
Egyptian territory in 1956 which proved the forerunne~ 
of. the tripartite aggression on Suez .. The U.N. Genera 
Assembly in its resolution of 2nd November, 1956 bad 
clearly noted that "the armed forces of Israel · have 
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penetrated deeply into Egyptian territory, and "expressing 
its great concern", the General Assembly urges I_sraeL 
promptly to withdraw all force~ behind. the armJstic~ 
lines". After the passage of this resolutiOn the General 
Assembly had to pass five resolutions most of ~hem With 
an almost unanimous vote, between the penod of 4 
November 1956 to 2 February, •957 asking Israel to 
eomply with the U.N. resolutions of her aggression in 
Sinai and the Ghaza strip. 

The hands of Israeli authorities still re!Dain blood 
stained with the murder of the U.N. Medmtor, Count 
Bernadotte. The Security Council in its resolution of 18 
September, 194H is on record, "of feelin~" deeply s~oc~ed 
by the cowardly act which was committed b~ a cnmmat 
group of terrorist". A day later the Council expressed 
its condemnation of Israel in a more explicit a manner 
by observing in its resolution (S/1045). "Notes with 
concern that the provisional Government of Israel has to 
date submitted no report to the Security Council or to 
the Acting Mediator regarding the progress of the investi­
gation into the assassination"- and (ii) reminds t.hat 
Government that all its obligations and responsibilities 
must be charged fully and in good faith." 

No country in the world has been the object of so 
many censures and condemnations by the United Nations 
for violation of the Charter, and is guilty of such an open 
defiance of the U.N. decision. 

The recent Israeli naked aggression against Syria 
committed through large-scale bombing of the Syrian 
territory is the most flagrant example of the Israeli defiance 
of. all the dictates of a correct international behaviour. 
Still more surprising is the fact that in spite of Israel's 
ow~ confession that it has resorted to bombing of Syrian 
terntory, the Security Council under pressure from 
Western P_owers has decided to irgnore Israeli sin and 
arr?gance m the matter. The incident has confirmed the 
behef that dominant powers in the United Nations are bent 
upon protecting and encouraging aggression against the Arabs. 



Myths And Realities 
Arabs like secular nationalists in India have consis­

tently maintained that their opposition to Israel does not 
stem from their alleged antipathy towards any religion, 
least of all towards Judaism. It is a matter of common­
sense that themselves being semitics Arabs could never be 
anti-sematic as the Nazi Germans were, or as many 
Europeans and Americans still are. The Jewish faith is 
regarded by Muslims as a sister religion, their prophets 
are common· and the Jews along with the christians are 
considered 'Ahl-e-Kitab', the people of the book by 
Muslims. It is, therefore, inconceivable that Arab opposi­
tion to Israel could ever emanate from the grounds on 
which it came from the Western world. 

Arabs however maintain that there is a vast difference 
between the Jewish faith and the philosophy of Zionism. 
Whereas a Jew is one who follows a particular religion, 
the Zionist is one who believes that all Jews are an exclu­
sive nation who can only find salvation under a separate 
sovereign state, and who cannot and should not be loyal 
to the country in which they were born and are still living. 
It is against this fanatical and bigoted approach that the 
Arabs are fighting for and it is this aspect of the problem 
which is particularly noteworthy for us in India, who 
themselves have tried hard to fight the communal monster 
and are dedicated to the ideals of a progressive and a 
secular state. 

Let us now see what Zionism is and how has it been 
practised. Through years Zionism has come to aquire two 
meanings; the first is what may be described as Spiritual 
Zionism, a kind of spiritual association with the Holy 
Land where the Jewish Religion developed, and from 
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which it spread throughout the world, and they would 
have been glad to see a few schools established there, or 
charity institutions or even a University, but they did not 
believe in the establishment of a Jewish State in Palestine. 
This was the aim of the other kind of Zionists, which are 
now considered as the one and only Zionists and who, 
however, should be really called "the Political Zionists", 
and their movement is more accurately described as poli· 
~ical Zionism, especially . by Jewish writers who do not 
approve of the movement. In fact Zionism is now divested 
of any spiritual connotation and has since been used as 
a political doctorine. 

Genesis 
Zionism, then, in its political sense, is a movement~ 

begun by an Austrian Journalist, Dr. Herzl, by the end 
of the last century, aiming at the creation of a Jewish 
State in Palestine; or rather at turning Palestine into a 
~ewish State, and enormous efforts and funds were poured 
mto the realisation of this project. 

It is on the basis of Herzl's book 'The Jewish State• 
that two years after the publication of the book in August 
1897 a conference was held at Basle which marked the 
beginning ·of Zionism as an international movement. 
Opening the Conference, Herzl outlined the purpose of 
th.e meeting and said, "we are here to lay down the found­
atiOn stone of the house which is to shelter the entire 
Jewish nation." 

In 1907 Weizmann to whom goes the credit for giving 
an organisational shape to the ideas propounded by Herzl 
declar~d that "political Zionism means to make the 
Palt:stme question an international one. It means going 
to ~he nations and saying to them;-we need your help tq 
ach1eve our aim., 

!his was done at the expense of the Arabs who had 
not~mg to do with the persecutions to which the Jews were 
:~bjec~ed.. It is an irony of history that whereas apparently 

e Z10_n1st movement was supported by the socalled 
progressive groups like the Labour Party because of a 
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con_stant pressure from the pro-Zionist leaders who ex, 
plaited the sympathy which the progressive movement had 
for the suffering jews in Europe, the backbone of this 
movement, was provided by the arch reactionaries and 
capitalists of Britain. · 1 

Reasons for British interest in the creation of Palestine 
were obvious. By the end of the 19th century and the 
beginning of the 20th, the British aim had been crystallized 
as the dismemberment of the Ottoman empire and the 
establishment of the British hegemony from the Suez to 
the South China Sea. It was in the context that on one 
hand the British authorities tried hard to encourage com­
munal movements in India to disrupt the national move-: 
ment which had started gathering momentum in the begiq~ 
ning of the 20th century, and on the other tried to wedge' 
a dagger in the heart of the Middle East by giving encour­
agement to a movement aimed at transplanting European 
population, in an area, which had become strategically 
most important for the British, in view of their interest in 
the Indian Empire. 

Great Myth 
The justification for this movement was simple bu~ 

fundamentally false, namely that Jewish people all ov~r 
the world are descendants of the ancient Jews : that their 
ancestors were driven out of Palestine ; and that they were 
now simply returning to their home. Jn other wor<;Js. the 
Zionists decided that the Jews were not merely a rehgwus 
group ; but are physically, the blood-descendants of the 
ancient Jews of Palestine. In fact the Zionists do not. care 
very much about religion, and are notoriously irreligious~ 
but they insist on being "One People." 

Thus the myth was propagated, that all the followers 
of the Jewish faith in all parts of the world were d_esce~­
dants of the children of Israel and that they were ahens1o 
their homelands in Europe. From this it was easy to· 
argue that the Jews were a people without a home, a 
statement which the Zionists were anxious to exploit to 
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the utmost, although it condemned the Jews to t~l~ status 
of aliens in all the countries to which they legitimately 
belonged. Scientific investigation, however, has demonf 
strated beyond all shadow of a doubt, that the Jews 0 

Europe are of a common Europen origin. They had as 
much right to their European homes as any other com­
munity. 

Still more false has been the historical and the so-called 
Biblical basis of the Zionist claim to the areas now called 
Israel. As is well known the name Israel in ancient times 
several centuries B. C. was the designation of the land 
around Nablus in the northern part of the Palestine pl~­
teau. This area is now occupied in part by Jordan, Syna 
and Lebanon. The modern State of Israel has only a 
small portion of it, that also it took through a naked 
aggression in clear defance of the United Nations decision. 

Thus the territory of ancient Israel was entirely dif­
ferent from modern Israel. This is also the basis of 
Israel's constant urge for aggressive expansionism. The 
reason why the Zionists preferred and got this area of 
Palestine from their imperialists patrons is clear and simple. 
Compared to the territory which comprised ancient Israel, 
the area presently occupied by Zionists was not only more 
fertile but also is strategically much n;tore important both 
as a coastal belt and as also because 1ts occupation could 
severe the continuity of the Arab world by cutting Egypt 
from the Arab Asia. 

The fact that the present State of Israel does not con­
firm to old Biblical boundaries has been made use of to 
their advantage by the Zionists in another way too. This 
provides them with a constant hankering after the extension 
of their frontiers. 

How strong is this urge for aggressive expansionism 
can be gauged from the motto Israeli Parliament adopted 
for itself. Significantly it reads, "Your boundaries, o yea 
Isreal, extend from the Euphrates to the Nile". Constant 
statements of Israeli leaders have made it clear that this 
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m~tto. is not merely a theoretical one but is a practical 
gUJdelme to the policy of the State. Mr. Ben Gurion the 
then Prime Minister of Israel, had, for instance, offi~ially 
stated in his annual report for the year 1951 that "we 
have not inherited vast territories, but after 70 years have 
entered into the initial stage of our independence, in a 
parr of our small country." Such statements can be 
multiplied manifold. 

For putting their policies into action, the Zionist State 
made many serious attempts, one which has been partially 
successful was of course the usurpation of the territory 
which was marked for the Arab State of Palestine and 
of the international zone, even much before the establish­
ment of the new State. Under the cover of Armistice 
Agreements with the Arabs, Israel has been constantly 
trying to extend and consolidate its position in areas like 
the demilitarized zones in which it has no right whatever. 

The most flagrant instance of Israeli J?Olicy of aggres­
sive expansionism was its long pre-mediated attack on 
Sinai Peninsula in Egypt as a part of the tripartite aggres­
sion on Suez. General Moshe Doyen, the architect of this 
aggression, has described it, as "an attempt to extend 
our frontiers." 

Ben-Gurion himself declared in the Israeli parliament 
that "the army did not make an effort to occupy any terri­
tory in Egypt proper and limited its operations to free 
the area from northern Sinai to the tip of the Red Sea." 
Referring to the island of Tiran in the Gulf of Aqaba, 
he described it as the island of Yotva, south of the Gulf of 
Elath, which was 'liberated' by the Israeli Army (New 
York Times, 8 December, 1956). 

Expanding Aggression 

A constant threat from Israeli expansionism is also 
posed by the fact that the in-gathering of all the Jews in 
the world remains the prime object of the Zionist State. 
Israeli leaders make no secret of the fact that if they could 
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help they would like t9 accommodat_e all th~ Jews o[ the 
world in their new State. Ben G~non, for mstance, m an 

·important interview tq the American magazine "Look" 
·had stated on 1st April, 1958 that "we should most 
ardously try to ,absorb four million Jews in Israel". 

It is obvious that a country which can hardly sustain 
even its preserit population of a little over than 2 milli~n, 
could not easily accommodate more than double of Its 
present population within its present bo~ndaries. ~he 
irony of Israel's attempts to .ent1ce the Jewish populatJop 
of the world, especially from the advanced countries, 
becomes still more ludicrously apparent when one realises 
that the same State has been constantly refusing to com­
ply with an almost unanimous world opinion . for the 
rehabilitation ·of about a million Arab refugees who ha~ 
been thrown from their homes on the ground that it is 
difficult for her to do so.in view of the limited space it has 
at its disposal. A vast number of immigrants especially 

· from areas like Europe and America can only be accom­
modated in the new territories which Israel has been 
endeavouring to acquire at the expense of neighbouring 
Arab States. 

Threat to Judaism 

There. is yet another aspect of Israel's endeavour to 
get .the maximum nun:b~r of Jewish immigrants, which is 

· ~qually dangerous and smister, not only for. the neighbour­
In~ ·Arab countries, but also for the world. Jewry. The 
philosophy of Zionism is based upon the erroneous pre­

. sumption that a Jew .wherever he may be, lives with hostile 
·surroundings around him. Zionist "philosophers" , from 
Herzl to Eshkol have constantly .been sayino. that absolute 
loyalty to the Jewish State should be a part of the faith 
for every Jew wherever he may be living. 

This actually lends weight to tpe Nazi arguments that 
the Jews cannot be trusted, and thrown out from the 
"Arya~" lands. Zio~ism _has accentuated the Jewish pro­

-blem mstead of solvmg It. No c_ountr:(in th~ world 
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-espec~ally an Afrp-Asian nation like India, could ever 
perJ?tt this sense of extra-territorial loyalty among a 
:section of its citizens. It not only disturbs the political 
:System of a country which may have a sizable Jewish 
population, but is also a constant emotional disturbance 
for the Jews themselves who are consistently being need­
led to support and be loyal to a State situated thousands 
of miles away. Zionism is thus a repudiation of all the 
.gooq wo.rk which great Jewish philosophers like Spinoza 
had done throughout the centuries for making the Jewish 
adjustment easy and practical. Spinoza had maintained 
that actually there is no Jewish problem in Europe. It 
is only a problem of adjustments with the population of 
European countries which is predominently Christian and 
suffer from certain anti-Jewish prejudices. He was of the 
opinion that with the advent of scientific modes of think­
ing and b1;oadening of the European culture Jewish assimi­
lation in the mainstream of· Europe will be easy and almost 
automatic. During our own times a great Jew of the 
stature of Albert Einstein had also entertained the same 
vie\YS and was opposed to the establishment of a Zionist 
state on the ground that religion and Statehood could. not 
go togethe.r ·in the present-day world. It was on' this 
ground that he had refused to accept the presidentship of 
the new State, in spite of the strongest pressure from his 
.co-religionists from Europe, America and Israel. 

Bitter Coincidence 

Zionism stands·today as a symbol, no.t only of a con­
-stant aggre.ssion against its neighboq.rs but also the. embq­
diment of a medieval philqsophy \yhich equat~s religious 
beliefs with political institutions. This theocratic approach 
.of the Zionist State is very much similar to the communal 
politics, of which we have become bitterly aware from 
the last half a century, and for the sins of which this sub­
continent has been paying through blood and tears. It 
may be an interesting subject for an Indian or an Arab 
historian, to find out the reasons why it was only in 
Palestine and India, the two areas which were under the 
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British colonial domination, that communal politics could 
not only take roots but also flourish in spite of the 
staunchest opposition from the nationalist movement. 
Furthermore, why was it that the policy of encouraging 
these theocratic and communal trends was adopted and 
patronised by the ruling power almost at the same time. 
that is, the period between 1907 and 1921, and culminated 
in the same year, 1947. 

The nature of the extra-territorial loyalties, which the 
Zionist State demands from its co-religionists all over 
the world is underlined in the following words inscribed 
in its proclamation of independence. "The State of Israel 
will be open to the immigration of Jews from all countries 
of their dispersion". (State of Israel, Official Year Book, 
1950). 

Elaborating these Jaws, Ben-Gurion had told tl1e world 
Zionist Congress held in the Israeli occupied part of Jeru­
salem in January, 1961 that "since the day the Jewish 
State was established and the gates of Israel were flung 
open to every Jew who wanted to come, every religious 
Jew had daily violated the precepts of Judaism and the 
Torah of Israel by remaining in the Diaspora." He denou­
nced all Jews outside Israel as Godless (Jewish Newsletter, 
New York, January 9, 1961). 

Zionist FascisDl. 

It is apparent that the nearest ideology to Zionism 
is Fascism. Like the Hindu and Muslim communalisms 
of the sub-continent, Zionism and Fascism too are similar 
to each other in ways more than one. They too sustain 
each other through their constant emphasis on hatred, 
violence and mythical racial superiority. 

In its working too Zionism resembles Fascism to a 
remarkable degree. Like the Nazis, Zionists too command 
globall?yalties from people living in far away lan9s, . on 
the bas1s of hatred against fellow human beings. Ztomsm 
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too draws its sustenance from the urge for territorial 
expansionism and consid~rs physical violence as the ulti­
mate of all reason and logtc. Ltke the Nazis, Zionists too 
have both secret and front organisations in different coun­
tries, whose job it is to mi~lead public opinion at home, 
to raise funds and to orgamse support for the State with 
which these people have no link except a mythical religious 
<:onnection. 

Zionism in action resembles Fascism in another remark­
able way. It is in the ma~t~r of treatment which it offers 
to about quarter <;>f a .mtllt<?n. A~abs belonging to the 
Christian and Mushm fatths, hv~ng 10 Israel. There have 
been numerous instances of the mh~man treatment meeted 
out to these Arabs by the Israeh authorities. Some of 
these complaints have b~ed ~k~.n note of by the various 
organisations of the Vntte a tons. 

We could however, ignorfe alfl such complaints as mere 
· 'f ntment o a rustrated . . expressiOns o rese de out b I .mtnonty, as bas 

been attempted to ~~ mders had ~ot sr~eh propagandists, 
on_Jy if prop~~ offictaf :he Zionist Stat:~tsted making Arabs 
thtrd class ctttzens o 

. ce are not allowed 
Ar~bs for mstaf Israel and are not to move about 

freely m any part o TheY have to carry id al_Iowed to go 
out of}h~, country. n them indicating th ~n!tty ~ards with 
letter B ' marked o area outside their m~tr. t~fenor status. 
For travel ~o anY. 1 permission fro n~c~pallimit they 
11:ave to obtam specJa m rntlttary authori­
ttes. 

. country in the w0 ld 
There 1s no oth.er allY singled ou r Where u . 

of its population 1s leg use it's reli ~ for a discr' ~ectton 
treatment merely bec:e professed b;1?n happe 1ll1lnatory 
different from the ~h to Christian Its rulers ns to 
Arabs belonging bo subjected to v and 11 · In ls 
have . been offic_iallY 1948 which b ariou8 Uslim f 
Marttal Law smce n that of third ave regula · 
~tatus as even less traconcept or so . ~lass re~der 
ts perhaps the Jsrae 1 Clahsl'll . Ctti 

lU ~~' 
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can ~abs cannot be employed in the Armed forces, and 
such either get jobs in important Government departments. 
preve:t' the police _and the Foreign Service. Arabs are prohib"~~ from forJD•~g the.r own political parues and are 
worid 1 e . from makmg any contacts with the outside-
politi~afhlch th~;authorities may ~hink of "an important 
friends a:a~ure.. They can neither go to meet their 
mitted t d relauves across the borders nor are theY per­
land. ~h~ome back to their country once they lea\:e the 
is the fact most shameful aspect of all such restnctions. 
regulation that they form a part of the official laws and 

s. 

Against Jews Too 

nation is bein oweve~ be a mistake to think that discrimi-It would h 
been a lo . g practised against non-Jews alone. It has 
its victims gtclfo~ communalism that it never falls short of 
able, ne~ vi ~ e adherents of other faiths are not avail­
such commu ctlJ?S are created from the faith whose cause­
happened botl: i~'r J?rofesses to champio?. This has. 
form can on! b nd1~ and Pakistan. But tts most acute 
unity has n~t e seen m Jsrael. The fervour for religious. 
Ian~s from actFrevented ?ionists s.ettl~d. from western 
agamst Jews im. v.ely pursmng a dtsc.nminatory policy 

· mtgratmg from Asio-Afncan ·countries. 

. two .years.ago whanc~ of such discnmmatiO? came to light A glaring inst · . . . . 
w·eekly Blitz of Mn m a letter published m the Bombay 
wh<? are now s ay 9, ~964. Agroup ~f Jews from lndia 
ag~mst the humil:tti.ed m Israel ~ad. b~tte~ly c~mplained 
oy JObs,,land ac 1~tmg policy of discnmmatJOn m matter 
nght of burlaJ.bqmrement, .matrirn?~Y and even for the nen~ly drawnfr~ the Israeh authonttes who are predomi­Jrt?1~n Jew~ itim the western settlers. Many of these 
ongJilal homes. fact have since then come back to· their 

1·0 l~dia 
f\Jloth~r inst ' . CTi';ljJJSt the- Afro-~~e Of the discri~inatory treatment 

3 ";,rt jn the '""'~ian JeW..came to J•ght through a re­P · newspa-per Jerusalem Post Weekly 
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which carried in its issue of 2nd August, 1963 a news 
item about protest and sit-down strike by Indian Jews 
against the "Chief Rabbinate's directive concerning the 
"Jewish legal purity of the community;" They had de­
manded tluit either this order be withdrawn which had 
in fact debarred Indian Jews from marrying among other 
Jews, since their ''racial pur:ty" was in doubt, or that they 
be repatriated to India. Could there be a more glaring 
example of Fascistic attitute towards race and religion 
than these instances of discrimination against the colohr 
red Jews? 

Inspiration to Hitler 

While explaining the political aspect of Zionist Fascism 
one cannot do better than to quote Dr. Herzl, considered 
the father and prophet of Zionism, who in his "The Jewish 
State" had written on page 69 that "people are not fit for 
democracy and will not be so in the future either. Sane 
and mature policies are not the product of parliamentary 
institutions. Personalities, which ·are the product forces 
of history, best represent the wishes of the people and 
safeguard the interests and security of the State. It is 
~h~se p~rsoi?-alitie~ and not people who are b?~~ to rule and 
1t IS the1r will wh1ch should ultimately preva1l. 

A striking· similarity between Hitler's "My struggle" 
published a couple of decades later, is clear and unmi­
stakable. The concept of the chosen people and the 
"leader" had thus been propounded much before the Nazi 
dictator. 



Hoax Or Miracle 
An important aspect of the Zionist State, which is 

generally overlooked, is the fact that Israel remains domi­
n~ted by Western immigrants. According to the Israel 
Year Book 1964-65 about 63 per cent of all immigrants 
between the period of 1948 to 1963 bad come from coun­
tries of Europe and America. In a population of littte over 
than 2 milion, Western Jews are over 14,00,000 in number. 
If one ignores about a quarter million of Arabs who enjoy 
no political status in the Zionist State the everwhelming 
predominence of the White Jews becomes glaringly clear. 

These people not only control most of the skilled pro­
fessions such as engineering, banking, law, medicine and 
monopolise bulk of the foreign trade but also enjoy an 
overwhe!~ing position in the top and the middle layers of 
the admmJstratwn. 

Cost of "Progress" 
It is this aspect of the racial composition of Israel 

wbich must be. kept in mind while falling into the tempta­
tion of making rash comparisions between the so-called 
"progress" ma?e by Israel as compared to Arabs. It has 
been rightly sa1d that Israel is not a State in the normal 
sense of the term and has little relevance to the conditions 

revailing ~n Afro-Asian countries. The truth of this 
Ptatement ts clear from the fact that the predominence of 
~rnmigrants in that country has made it virtually a trans-
1 lanted community. This community in which immigran~s f orn the most advanced countries dominate, is more akin 
r the white settlements in Southern Rhodesia, South 

~frica, and in some other colonial pockets than to any 
country in any part of the world. 

[ 56 ] 
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As we ourselves had seen in the case of Goa, it is quite 
'POssible for a small community externally pampered and 
its resources inflated through foreign generosity, to 
-claim some 'wonders' in development compared to the 
surrounding areas. Just as the white settlers in South 
Africa could claim advance in some fields and that 
.advance is not taken as a valid criterion for comparison 
with the neighbouring lands, so the White settlers in Israel 
too might have made some progress in certain fields, but 
-that has little relevance to their capacity to provide us 
with a guide line for our development. If we start 
·emulating the examples of this highly skilled community 
which has transplanted itself through naked aggression on 
an Afro-Asian land, then surely the claim of the Portu­
guese, South Rhodesian and South African racialists and 
-colonialists should be considered more relevant than their 
Israeli counterparts. 

Alms and Arms 

While discussing the so-called "phenomenal" develop­
ment and progress of Israel, one should not overlook the 
fact that no country in the world has received so much per 
capita foreign aid than this tiny enclave of the Zionists. 
According to Israel Economist 1958, that country was 
provided with a total foreign assistance of 550 million 
dollars during a period of ten years from 1948 to 1958. 

This huge amount was contributed in the following 
manner: 

1300 million dollars from Jews Appeal Fund. 

3500 million dollars as remittances from Jews abroad, 
German Reparations and U.S. Grants and Agri­
cultural Surpluses. 

100 million dollars foreign assistance for rehabilitation 
of new immigrants from wealthy Jews in the 
U.S.A., France, Britain etc. 
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Compared to this the total amount of loans and grants. 
given to India over a period of 16 years, i.e. from 1947 to-
1963, was of the order of Rs. 31654 million wh!ch is. 
approximately equal to 6243 million dollars. Even _If we 
add the aid received during 64-65, the total per capita per 
annum average of foreign aid for India is less than a dollar 
to be exact 0 85 dollars. Similarly western aid to all the 
Arab countries since 1948 till 1964, did not amount to 
more than 200 million dollars. Compared to this, Israel 
on an average has been receiving aid worth over 180· 
million dollars a year. It has, therefore, been calculated 
that per capita per annum, foreign assistance for Israel 
works out to over 280 dollars a year. This formidable 
amount of foreign aid for Israel accounts for 75 per cent 
of Israeli revenue, which makes it the most heavily subsi­
dised State in the world. 

In May 1966, the news came of the American decision 
to supply a large quantity of the most modern weapons. 
including an undisclosed number of· the notorious patton 
tanks and the F-104 aircraft to Israel. 

According to the usually reliable and offiCially un­
contradicted reports the number of patton tanks was over 
300 and the number of aeroplanes was about 50. This 
was in addition to what Israel has been getting through 
France, Britain and West Germany. Only last year West 
Germany had supplied a huge quantity of modern wea­
pons to Israel including over 200 medium and · heavy 
tanks. · 

This in itself was. the most shocking exposure of the 
Zionist lie that the world should sympathise with them 
for being victims of Nazi . persecution. By making a 
huge gift of arms to the Zionist State, the present rulers. 
.of West Germany who for all intents and purposes have 
inherited the tactics and the philosophy of Hitlerism had 
shown that . there existed a strong link between the two 
apparently contradiatory philosophies of hatred, Fascism 
and Zionism. · · · 



Outrage against Syria. 

It is not surprising that Israeli aggression against 
~yria has come on the heels of the American despatch 
of arms to their outpost in the Middle East. The trouble 
over the use of Jordan waters has arisen because of Israeli 
insistence to divert the river and its tributaries for the 
benefit of the Zionist intruders who are sought to be 
settled in the Negev Desert. Due to this utilisation Israel 
would be able to~ accommodate more than 5 million white 
immigrants within its "ever-expanding borders". This. 
will create the biggest threat for the security of neigh­
bouring Arab countries. Economically it will spell the 
ruin of countries like Syria, Lebanon and Jordan whose 
economy, to a large extent, is dependent upon the waters 
of this river which passes through them. 

Since the United Nations in spite of repeated requests 
by Arab countries has totally failed to dissuade Israel from 
taking up this project. Arab countries themselves were 
compelled to take steps which could prevent Israel from the 
misuse of Jordan waters. This is being done through the 
construction of an engineering project in Syria. In this en­
deavour of theirs, Arab countries enjoy the fullest support 
of Afro·Asian nations, especially India. As early as 1963, 
Pt. Jawaharlal Nehru had assured the Arab countries 
that India's sympathies were fully with them over the 
Jordan river problem. The late La! Bahadur Shastri, too, 
had said it in the most unequivocal terms during a semi­
nar held in New Delhi in the autumn of I 964 that India 
fully supports the Arab cause on this question. This. 
support has been reaffirmed by Shrimati Gandhi and Dr. 
Zakir Hussain. Israel has, howevt:r, cared little for all 
such declarations, like a self-confessed international dacoit. 

Recent bombings of Syrian territory and the danger of 
the escalation of this problem into a major conflict . stems 
primarily from Israeli arrogance and ~isregard for dtctates. 
of justice and peace. It is also a duect result of the en­
couragement Western powers have provided to her aggres­
sive activities. 
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The way Israel spearheaded the tripartite aggressi?n 
against Egypt, is of course a very obvious example of Its 
character as a tool of colonialism. Its voting record in 
the United Nations has also shown that it has consistently 
sided with Imperialist powers on almost every issue of 
material importance to the Afro-Asian world. No wonder 
that Afro-Asian gatherings in Bandung, Cairo and Casa­
blanca have been taking serious note of the threat which 
Israel poses to peace and freedom in West Asia. 

Nothing could thus be farther from truth than an 
att~mpt to equate Zionism with Arab nationalism. Arab 
nationalism is a secular movement, in which Arab Muslims, 
Christians and Jews have played an equally significant 
part. There are Arab Jews just as there are Indian 
Muslims, Indian Christians, Indian Buddhists and Indian 
Jews. 

On the contrary, Zionism stands for an exclusiveness 
based upon race and religion and is sustained by most 
reactionary elements in the world. 

Both in its basic "philosophy" and in the execution of 
her internal and external policies, Israel stands directly 
opposed to India's policies and interests. 



Solution And Salvation 
Many in India, some of whom are genuinely pro-Arab 

have often expressed a sincere desire for the peaceful 
settlement ofthe Pelestine question between the Jews and 
the Arabs. It is sometimes bewildering to them that Arab 
leadership in spite of its professed faith in the U.N. 
Charter and principles of co-existence seems rather reluctant 
to talk peace with the Jews. 

I myself was under this impression before I undertook 
an extensive tour of the Arab world a few years ago. 
Having talked to some of the most important Arab leaders 
in Arab countries including President Nasser, I have come 
to the conclusion that the Arab attitude in this regard is 
both flexible and realistic. It could certainly not be called 
belligerent or unhelpful. Arabs as a whole are genuinely 
ready to settle the issue on the basis of justice and peace 
provided their basic fears regarding the aggressive nature 
of Israel are removed and some of their fundamental 
demands whose justice has been recognised by practically 
the whole world, are fulfil1ed. 

Arabs, however, feel hurt when they hear some of us 
in India say that they should try to talk peace with Jews. 
Arabs feel that it is as meaningless to suggest the opening 
of a dialogue between the Arabs and the Jews as it would 
be to say that India should talk to Muslims, or America 
to Christians or Britain to Buddhists. Whereas the Arabs 
are a political entity comprising at least three of the major 
religions including Jadaism, the Jew:> are a religious 
entity. 

Moreover, not all the Jews are Zionists and nothing 
could be more fallacious than to assume that Israel 
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represents the world Jewry as a whole. Arabs the~e~ore 
refuse to be treated at par with a group of rehgwus 
sectarians and could never accept the claim of Israel as 
the sole representative of a:ll the Jews in the \Vorld includ­
ing the Arab Jews This position of the Arabs should be 
well appreciated in ou~ country, where we ourselves have 
been trying to uphold the secular cause and have been 
refusing ·to admit any claims territorial or political, 
emanating from religious basis. 

In their love for peace· and abhorence of violence 
Arabs are not less ardent than ourselves. They however 
reject the position that the aggressive violence of Zionists 
could be equated with the revolutionary resistance of the 
~rabs. The violence of Israel is at par with the violence 
m which all colonial and racial regimes have indulged. and 
are still indulging in countries like South Africa and 
Rhodesia. Neither c·an the Arabs accept the existance of 
Israel on the argument of it being "accomplished fact". 
Doing so would be as iminoral as the acceptance o·f 'appar­
thied" on the same grou,nd. The Arab resistance is there­
tore an integral part of the wider Afro-Asian strug.gle for 
natio~alliberation and racial equa1ity. In that context the 
.questiOn of any "adjustment'' with an imperial isti~ regime 
does not arise. · . 

Arab Governments_ have rightly taken the line that 
fundamentally the dispute is' between tlic Zionist aggressors 
and their victims. the Palestinian Arabs, who a"ie represent­
ed. by• the Palestine Liberation Organisation. Incidently, 
this falls exactly in line with the advice Gandhiji gave 
to a British friend who wanted to solicit Mahatma's 
support to the Zionists' cause. He had told him as early as 
1940 that the only hope for the Jews in Palestine 
was for them to arrive at a reasonable settlement with the 
Arabs . 

. Arabs have always maintained "that inspite of the 
Zionists intransingence which has compelled -them to 
launch a ceaseless struggle against the injustice done ~o 
them by the Zionist state, they do not want either to k11l 
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-or to humiliate Jews in Palestine. But they do want them 
to live as a part of the Arab world and not like a trans­
planted community from Europe and America. 

Arabs can proudly point out that nearly one fourth of 
the population of Lebanon consists of Armenian Christians 
who had taken refuge after the Ottoman persecutions. 
These people were not only tolerated but were sincerely 
welcomed by the local population. The reason \vas that 
the Armenians neither tried to rule the land nor were they 
eager to act as foreign agents as did the Zionists in Israel. . 

Jews in Palestine could also be adjusted and assimilated 
in the versatile fabric of the ·Arab world provided they 
.abandon their obsession of being "chosen" and "superior" 
people, having close links with lands thousands of miles 
far away. How strong is this obsession of Israeli leaders 
with their being a non-Asian community will be apparent 
from these words of Ben-Gurion who has said "The State 
.of Israel is a part of the Middle East only in geography 
which is in the main, a static element. From the decisive 
aspect of dynamism, creation and growth, Israel is a part 
world Jewry." (Ben-Gurion Rebirth and l)estiny of 
Israel, p. 489). 

This obviously is .a compl~t~ refutation of Israeli claim 
manufactured for consumption in the Afro-Asian world 
that it is an Asian State and should find a place in that 
{;Ommunity. A State which takes pride in being sustained 
by outsiders can neve·r live as part and parcel of the 
community comprising its neighbouring countries. 

We can do no better than to close this analysis of 
Arab-Israeli relations by the famous words by Jawaharlal 
Nehru, who had said in a newspaper article in 1938 that 
"Palesane is an Arab country and Arab interests should 
prevail there." 



• • • In Mahatma's 

Footsteps 

••We oppose Israel not only because of our frie 
ll.<ish· 

oq.~ith the Arabs. But also because we are opposed t l\7" 
. f 1" . b . . h o the· 

creatton o states on re tgtous as1s nett er can w 
gnize territorial gains made through aggression". 

e reco-

Prime Minister, Mrs. Indira G . 
andh~ 

Interview to Al-Ahram, Cairo 

10 July 1966. 
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