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A NOTE FROM THE PUBLISHERS 

Topical publications have pleasure in presenting this 

booklet answering some of the burning questions about 

the most important problem in the Middle East, namely 

the Arab-Israeli c;onfl.ict. Based on authentic data collected 

through a good deal of research from vorious important 

sources, the reader will find it useful both from an aca­

demic and a layman's point of view. The questions posed 

in the booklet are taken directly from writings and 

discussions on the subject and are familiar to those 

following this problem. 

As answer to these questions is essential not only for 

the proper understanding of the causes which endanger 

peace in the Middle East and, in fact, the whole of the 

world, but is also important from the point of view of 

India's national interest. The editors shall be happy to 

receive suggestions and comments from readers on this 

attempt of theirs, and would try to take note of them in 

the next edition. 
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Operation Enslavement 

Q.. What is the historical background of the 
Palestine problem, especially the movement for 
creating a •national home for Jews' in Palestine? 

Ans. Palestine has been an Arab country since times 
immemorial. Briefly speaking, the tragedy started in the 
late 19th century when under widespread Zionist propagan­
da, some settlements of Jews from Poland, Russia and 
Rumania were sought to be established in the Holy Land, 
which at that time was a part of the Ottoman Empire. It 
is interesting to note that this wave of Jewish immigration 
to Palestine took place at the same time when west Euro­
pean colonialism started to reach out towards the Arab 
world through the Nile valley. When this imperialism was 
at its height, the first world-wide political Jewish move­
ment was founded by a young journalist, Theodore Herzl 
with the publication of his pamphlet "The State· of Jews" 
in 1896. Herzl devoted his life to the cause of creating 
the first Zionist Congress at Basie, Switzerland, on August 
27, 1897. 

It was not a coincidence that just at the time when 
Zionist imperialism was trying to colonise a suitablit 
portion of Asia or Africa, the British imperialism bad 
started its eastward thrust. In fact, as it later became 
apparent, the so-called Zionist aspirations for a Jewish 
home were only meant as instruments for serving thtl 
British aim of dominating the whole of Asia. It was, 
therefore, no wonder that many influential members of the 
~ritish ruling class became ardent champions of Zionist 
aims. In particular, Herzl was supported in his efforts 
b:y Lord Rothschild, the head of the Anglo-Jewish commu­
mty who was a force in the financial world and a mem­
ber of the Royal Commission, with the idea of creating a 
Jewish colony in British territory, either in the Sinai 
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Peninsula or in Cyprus. But soon it became apparent 
that a Jewish settlement in Cyprus would be opposed by 
the native population. The same consideration d_id not, 
of course, apply to Palestine. The reasons for this were 
obvious. Firstly, the Arabs had been very tolerant of the 
Jews throughout history and so, no trouble was expected 
on that score. Secondly, the strategic importance of the 
Arab lands made the proposed Jewish colony very 
valuable for the British from the military point of view. 

So, the British Government favoured the idea of a 
Jewish settlement at Wadi-Al-Arish in the Sinai Peninsula. 
But the Egyptian Government rejected the scheme com­
pletely. 

After the failure of Al-Arish project, the British 
Government offered Herzl territory in British East Africa 
for the establishment of a Jewish national home. Herzl 
accepted the offer. But due to strategic and imperialistic 
considerations this idea was finally given up. 

After World War I, the British imperialistic policy was 
designed to facilitate the domination of the Middle East. 
The Zionists' aspirations to Palestine, under the friendly 
aegis of Britain, coincided with her foreign policy, which 
aimed at the preservation of her empire through a military 
base near Suez. 

Both the objectives were assured after the peace settle­
ment when Palestine and the other Arab states which had 
been part of the Ottoman Empire were placed under the 
mandatory rules known as Class 'A' Mandates. Britain was 
given the mandatory power over Palestine but acted more 
as if it was ruling a colony. The mandate system was in­
deed no more than the extension of the old colonial sys­
tem, particularly after President Wilson's Fourteen Points, 
when colonialism was just beginning to be regarded with 
disfavour. • 

Under the British mandate, the main objective of 
Zionism was accomplished gradually in accordance with 
the Balfour Declaration of 1917 which promised the 
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establishment of a 'national home' for the Jewish 
people. 

Obviously this declaration was made to placate the 
Zionist supporters of British imperialism. At the same 
time it constituted a great betrayal of the forces of 
Arab nationalism, which had led the Arab revolt, and were 
mainly responsible for the eclipse of the Ottoman Empire 
in the Arab world. But the British Government had no 
intention of fulfilling any of the promises made to the 
Arab leaders during the Arab liberation struggle. It, 
instead, systematically followed a policy designed to create 
a Zionist State in Palestine, even though the Jews at that 
time numbered less than 8 per cent of the total popula­
tion and owned less than 3 per cent of the Palestinian 
land. 

Q,. Why do the Arabs call the creation of Israel by 
Britain and the United Nations as unjust and con­
trary to the dictates of Jaw, :morality and equity? 

Ans. There are many solid reasons for this assertion. 
But to name only one, that of the numerical position of 
the Arabs and Jews in Palestine, it may suffice to note that 
immediately after the First World War, when the "Jewish 
National Home" policy began to be applied under the 
Balfour Declaration, the population of Palestine consisted 
of 650,000 Arabs and 56,000 Jews approximately, being 
roughly 92 % Arab and 8% Jew. Most of these were of 
Palestinian origin and could be termed as "Arabs", from 
the cultural and linguistic points of view. The Jews at 
that time were the owners of 2.5% of the total area of 
Palestine. 

When the resolution to partition Palestine was adopted 
by the United Nations in 1947, the Jewish population had 
risen mainly through immigration to about 650,000, while 
the Arab population had increased by natural growth to 
about 1,350,000. This means that at the time of partition the 
Arabs constituted 67.5% while the Jews constituted 32.5% 
only. Jewish land ownership had also increased by pur-
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chase, to 5.6% of the total area. Strangely enough, however,. 
the partition resolution divided the country as follows : 

(a) To the Jewish State it gave more than 56% of the­
total area, i.e. more than ten times what the Jews. 
owned in land property ; 

(b) To the Arab State was given only 42% of the 
whole country, although the Arabs constituted 
67.5% of the population, and owned more than 
94 % of the total area. 

(c) 497,000 Arabs, who represented 37% of the total; 
Arab population, were placed under the domina­
tion of the Jewish State. (It is worth mentioning 
here, that it was for the purpose of compelling the 
Arabs to flee from the areas allotted to Israel that 
massacres were perpetrated by the Zionists.) 

(d) An international zone including Jerusalem was 
created with 65% of the area assigned to it. 
The net result of what has actually happened can 
be summarized as follows : 

(1) One million innocent Arabs have become refugees 
and, 

(2) Sixty per cent oi the land, originally assigned to 
the Arab State, was occupied by Israel, over and 
above the unduly large proportion which was assig­
ned to it by the resolution of partition. This makes 
the Israeli occupied territory 77.4% of the total 
area of Palestine. What could be more unjust, unlaw 
ful and inhuman than all these crimes of Zionists 
directly aided and abetted by western powers ? 

Q. How could the Zionists, with a very small 
Jewish minority, create a State of their own, and 
drive out such a large Arab population from the 
country? 

Ans : Many have, indeed, wondered how the over­
whelming majority of the Arabs in Palestine was convert-
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,ed into a hapless minority. This however was due to many 
factors. The Zionists in Palestine were aided and assisted 
not only by the material and financial support of Zionists in 
America and other countries,which amounted then to about 
'$200,000,000 annually, but also by the Mandatory Power 
and the help of many other big countires and groups well 
known for their incessant support for Zionism. Having, 
under the eyes of the authorities, armed their military 
.and secret terrorists bands to the teeth, the Zionists were 
enabled to smuggle into Palestine all types of arms and 
ammunition and obtain unlimited military equipment and 
weapons from British military bases in the country. They 
were even enabled to establish plants for manufacturing 
small weapons and ammunition, and were helped by 
British and foreign military experts to fortify their settle­
ments and plan their defence. The Jewish Agency 
was permitted by the Mandatory Authorities to force 
conscription and military training on Jewish population. 

On the other hand, the Arabs were subjected to the pre­
-ssure of unparalleled policy of bias and partiality, carried 
-out by the Mandatory Power. Arab leaders and nation-
alists were either exiled from the country, or placed in 
concentration camps, while Arab political organisations 
and parties were disbanded and declared illegal. The 
Mandatory authorities enacted emergency laws and 
regulations and subjected Arabs to their severity. The 
Arabs were never permitted either to arm themselves or 
train men for defence purposes. The Mandatory Autho­
rities resorted to the harsh methods of disarming the 
Arabs. No Arab could possess firearms or ammunition. 
Any Arab caught in possession of arms, even a cartridge 
-0r an obsolete weapon, was either sentenced to death 
or life imprisonment by the British military courts. 
These and several similar measures were taken by the 
.authorities with the intention of checking the Arabs and 
keeping them unarmed and defenceless and thus making 
them an easy prey to the Zionists. 

Such, in general, was the situation in Palestine, towards 
the end of 1947, when the fighting broke out. Not only 



were the odds against the Arabs, but ~".hat had 
proved to be still worse, w~s the fl!-ct that t~e ~nt1sh forces 
in the country usually sided ~1th the Z~omsts a_nd only 
moved and intervened for their protection, while they 
remained unmoved and unconcerned whenever the Arabs 
were attacked and their property damaged. Under these 
circumstances, the Zionists were able to perpetrate a 
series of heinous crimes and atrocities against the Arabs 
and launched serious military attacks against defenceless 
Arab towns and villages. 

After the U. N. General Assembly's resolution of 
November 27, 1947, Zionist terrorism made 
elimination of Arab population from Palestine its single 
objective. Thus the Zionist forces increased their attacks 
and became very ferocious in February, 1948, having 
bc:en re-inforced and assisted by many foreign sources. 
Nevertheless, in spite of all the odds which were 
against the Arabs of Palestine, and the prejudicial 
interference of the British forces in favour of the Zionists. 
the Arabs put up a strong resistance to the ~rmed onslau­
ghts, showed no signs of wavering in the defence of their 
homeland and people and rendered precarious the position 
of the Zionists in March 1948. 

In "the meantime, the British authorities withdrew 
from certain Jewish towns and localities in Palestine, and 
handed over their administration to the Zionists. Tel Aviv 
and its port were among the areas handed over. The 
Zionists immediately made use of this port and hastily 
imported_ great quantities of arms and many trained 
mercenaries from Europe and America, and brought into 
the country thousands of new immigrants. The Zionists 
proceeded to reorganize their forces and resorted to new 
tactics and fearing that the suggestion of placing Palestine 
under a trusteeship might be realized, they let loose. 
in early April, their machinery of war and terrorism 
against the Arabs with a view to breaking their resistance, 
depriving them of their victory and forcing them to 
evacuate their country. Thereupon the Zionist forces 
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embarked on the most vicious plan of brutal atrocities 
and dastardly crimes. 

One of the most outrageous and barbaric crimes 
committed was the massacre at the village of Deir Yasin. 
On April IO, 1948, the Zionist forces raided the 
village and indiscriminately massacred old men, women 
and children, bayonetted pregnant women, cut children to 
pieces before their mothers' eyes, then killed mothers, 
they threw infants into cisterns filled with water after snat­
ching them from their mothers' breasts, they killed fathers 
and mothers before their children. The very few women 
and children who survi_ved the slaughter were stripped off 
their clothes, taken in open trucks and demonstrated 
to the Jewish population of Jerusalem and then thrown 
out and driven away to the Arab section of the city. The 
same method of Deir Yasin was followed in the villages 
of Nassiruddine, Eylout, Sukreir, Hawasseh, Haladush­
Sheikh, and others. These brutal massacres which were 
accornpanie~ by the demolition of properties, ransacking 
of belongings, personal attacks and indecent assaults on 
women, created panic and havoc among the defenceless 
Arab civilian population in towns and villlages. 

These atrocities were a very important factor in the 
success of the minority to expel forcibly the Arab inhabi­
tants of Palestine. The late Count Folke Bernadotte, 
United Nations Mediator for Palestine, referred to the 
role played by Zionist terrorization of Arab villages and 
towns in the displacement of the Palestinian Arabs. He 
said: 

"The exodus of the Palestinian Arabs resulted 
from panic created by fighting in their communities, 
by rumours, concerning real or alleged acts of terror­
ism, or expulsion. There have been numerous reports 
from reliable sources of large-scale looting, pillaging, 
and plundering, and of instances of destruction of 
villages without apparent military necessity." (United 
Nations Document A/648, General Assembly, Supple­
ment No. 11, page 14, paragraphs 6 and 7). 
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It was through such naked acts of brutality that the 
so-called State of Israel was established and the problem 
of over a million Arab evictees from Palestine was 
created. 

Q. What were the events in the United Nations 
that led to the proclamation of Israel ? 

Ans. In April 1947, the United Kingdom, as the 
mandatory power, referred the problem of Palestine to the 
United Nations and requested that the General Assembly 
be asked "to make recommendations under Article IO of the 
Charter concerning the future government of Palestine.·' 
It was obvious that the British decision had been taken 
due to the simple fact that the world body at that time 
had been dominated by the big powers, and the Afro­
Asian countries were in a hopeless minority. Even then 
the partition resolution was opposed by all the Afro-Asian 
me_mber-States with the exception of the Philippines in 
Asia and Liberia in Africa. 

A Special Session of the General Assembly was con­
yened and it appointed a special committee instructing 
it to submit proposals for the solution of the Palestine 
problem. The majority of the Special Committee pro­
pos~d the partition of Palestine into an Arab State, a 
Jewish State and an International Zone for the city of 
Jer?salem. The minority com posed of all the three Afro­
As1~n ~embers on the Committee, namely India, Iran and 
Eth10p1a opposed the partition suggestion. When the matter 
was referred to the General Asssembly it became apparent 
tha! t~e plan of partition will not obtain two-thirds 
ma3onty. 

How this majority was manoeuvred through Western 
pressure is best revealed by some of the American spokes­
men who had played a leading role in getting this resolu­
tion passed. Let us, for example, consider what Lawrence 
H. Smith, an American expert on foreign affairs and 
Senator, reported to the Congress in his solemn testimony : 
"Let's take a look at the record, Mr. Speaker, and see 
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what happened in the United Nations Assembly meeting 
prior to the vote on partition. A two-thirds vote was 
required to pass the resolution. On two occasions the 
Assembly was to vote and twice it was postponed. It was 
obvious that the delay was necessary because the propo­
nents (U. S. A. and U. S. S. R.), did not have the neces­
sary votes. In the meantime, intense pressure was applied 
to the delegates of three small nations by the United 
States at the highest levels in Washington ! When the 
matter was finally considered on the 29th, what happened ? 
The decisive votes for partition were cast by Haiti, Liberia 
and the Philippines. These votes were sufficient to make 
the two-thirds majority. Previously, these countries oppo­
sed the move ... The pressure by our delegates, by our 
officials, and by the private citizens of the United States 
constitutes reprehensible conduct against them and against 
us." (U.S. Congressional Record, December 18, 1947, p. 
1176). 

Another American leader, Summer Welles says in an 
equally frank vein : "By direct order of the White House, 
every form of pressure, direct or indirect, was brought to 
bear by American officials upon those countries outside 
the Moslem world that were known to be either uncertain 
or opposed to partition. Representatives or intermediaries 
were employed by the White House to make sure that the 
necessary majority would at least be secured." (Welles, 
Sumner, We Need Not Fail, Boston : Houghton Mifflin, 
1948) 

James Forrestal reveals the brutal truth when he says : 
"The methods that had been used to bring coercion and 
duress on other nations in the General Assembly bordered 
closely on to scandal." (Millis, Walter. The Forrestal 
Diaries, New York: Viking Press 1951, p. 63). 

President Truman in his memoirs has openly admitted 
that since he had no "Arab constituents" he could have 
scarce regard for Arab interests. Truman has boasted that 
but for this pressure, the resolution would never have got 
a majority support. 
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Because of that pressure the plan of partition was 
adopted on Nove~ber 29, 19_47, by thirty_ three 
votes to thirteen with ten abstentions. Meanwhile, on 
May 14, 1948, when the General A~sembly was dis­
cussing the future Government of Palestme, the represen­
tative of the Jewish Agency informed the delegates that at 
IO A. M. Eastern Standard Time, the Jews had proclaim­
ed a •Jewish State'. This was an attempt to decide by 
the forcible action of the Jewish minority in Palestine, the 
solution of the Palestine problem. This minority usurped 
the authority of the General Assembly and the Security 
Council. All the proceedings that took place since April, 
1947, were dealing with 'the future government of Pales­
tine'. The Zionists rightly or wrongly were a party to 
this international dispute. For them to decide the issue 
unilaterally and take action is definitely illegal according 
to International Law. 

Q.. Does Israel have a claim over Palestine beca­
use of the promise made in the Balfour Declaration ? 

Ans. It is true that the Balfour Declaration issued by 
Lord Balfour, the British Foreign Secretary on November 
2, 1917, did promise, under constant Zionist pressure, 
'a national home' for the Jews. But, the foremost question 
is to whom the promise was made and by whom ? 

It should be noted that while making the promise, 
Britain did not have even colonial control over Palestine. 
It was later, through the notorious betrayal of the Arabs, 
that Britain was declared the Mandatory Power in 
Palestine. But when the so-called promise was made to the 
self-styled representatives of the world Jewry, Britain had 
absolutely no control over Palestine. This reminds one of 
the case of a thief promising the spoils from his booty to 
a fellow thief much before the actual theft. 

Another fact to be noted is that local inhabitants, the 
Arabs, had no voice in the matter. Obviously, it had 
not only evoked great resentment among the Palestiniall 
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Arabs who counted over 90¾ at that time, but had also 
aroused the indignation of freedom-loving people all over 
the world. Pandit Nehru, for instance, in a newspaper 
article in 1937, had rightly condemned the great betrayal of 
Arabs by Britain and had expressed his firm opinion that 
Britain could not have been able to make the so-called 
promise and carry it out, had the countries of Asia and 
Africa been as much awakened as they were after a few 
decades. 

The fraudulent character of the so-called declaration 
is apparent from Lord Balfour's own diary, the extract of 
which could be found in Volume 2 of Documents of Bri­
tish Policy : "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." "As far as Palestine is con­
cerned, the powers have made no statement of fact which 
is not· admittedly wrong, and no declaration of policy, 
which at least in the letter, they have not always intended 
to violate." Nothing could be a more candid, and at the 
same time shamless, admission of the treacherous policy 
which the British have systematically followed in Pales­
tine to bring about the dispossession of the vast majority 
of its inhabitants and drive them out of their homeland 
and hand it over to racist and religious fanatics. 

Q.. Is there any validity in the claim that since 
Jews had occupied Palestine at one time in history 
they should be given back this land ? 

_Ans. We have already discussed the so-called political 
claim, and have shown how baseless and ridiculous it is. 
The Israeli claim based on history is no less ficticious and 
illogical. Their total claim is based on Jewish Kingdom 
lasting less than 35 years, established in a part of 
Palestine over 2000 years ago. 

In the first place, it should be noted that the Jews them­
selves were outsiders and their position was that of ordi-
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nary conquerors. Many such invaders came and went in 
those days. Moreover, the so-called Kingdom was not 
established on the part on which Israel is establish~d today• 
In fact, it had more of the present Jordan and Syria under 
it than Palestine. This means that the present State of 
Israel should expand to cover all these areas. It is, of 
course, attempting to achieve those objectives constantly 
and thus it is posing a threat to the security of the whole 
region. 

Obviously, no one living in the second half of the 20th 
century can accept such ridiculous claims. It should be as 
obvious as day-light that the Jews living in America, 
Canada, Europe and else"here in the world can 
claim no identity with those who lived 2000 years 
ago in Palestine. Acceptance of their claim of inheri­
tance of these jews would amount to a recognition of a 
racial myth which is as dangerous as was the Nazi philoso­
phy of Hitler and his colleagues which, too, was . based 
on a mythical superiority of the so-called Aryan race 
over the Sematics. 

Q.. Is there any basis for a religious claim of the 
Jews on Palestine ? 

Ans : Knowing the fragility of their claim on any 
legal, moral or political basis, Israelis had no choice but to 
resort to citing a religious claim of a very doubtful validity 
in support of their usurpation of Palestine. It is claimed 
that the Bible promised Abraham that Palestine would be­
long to his seed, namely to the Jews. They argued, therefore, 
that the setting up of a Jewish state in Palestine is a fulfil­
ment of God's promise in the Bible. 

As regards its validity, it has been disproved by re­
nowned Biblical scholars, who have shown from the Bible 
itself that the promise is no longer valid. In any case, 
the Arabs also belong to the seed of Abraham. In fact 
the 'Divine pact' to hand over the land of "Cannan", 
which includes some portions of Palestine, is supposed t? 
be made by God at the time of the circumcsion of Ismail 
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from whose seed Arabs can claim descent and whom 
Jews completely disown. Isaac from whose seed Zionists 
ciaim mythical descent, was not even born at the time of 
the so-called 'divine promise'. 

Moreover, Moslems who formed a large majority of 
the population of Palestine that is more than 90% do 
not believe in this promise, and their religious book 
refutes such a pact. In any case it is obvious that in the 
20th century, countries cannot be conquered merely 
on the basis of a religious claim of a microscopic 
minority. 

Q. What has been the Indian stand towards 
Arab-Israeli conflict? 

Ans. Based as it is on considerations of justice, the 
Indian position on Arab-Israeli dispute has always been of 
the warmest sympathy to the Arab cause. The most recent 
example of it has been the severe condemnation by 
the Government of India of Israeli aggression on Jordan in 
November, 1966. Mrs. Indira Gandhi, the Prime Minis­
ter, in an interview to Al-Abram, Cairo, published on 
July 10, 191i6, had admirably summed up the Indian posi­
tion in these words : "We oppose Israel not only because 
of our friendship with the Arabs, but because we 
are opposed to the creation of states on religious basis. 
Neither can we recognize territorial gains made through 
aggression.'' 

This i!!tatement of hers was exactly in line with the firm 
declaration by her great father Jawaharlal Nehru who in 
an article published in The Hindu, December 17, 1938, had 
categorically asserted that "Palestine was an Arab 
country and Arab interests must prevail there." 

That great apostle of peace and justice, Mahatma 
Gandhi, was absolutely clear in his mind about the validity 
of the Arab cause when writing in Harijan 
(November 26, 1938), he bad unequivocally declared: 
.. I have all my sympathies with the Jews. But sympathy 
does not blind me to the requirements of justice. The cry 
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for the national borne for Jews does not make much appeal 
to me. Palestine belongs to the Arabs in the same sense 
that Enoland belongs to the English or France to the 
French. 0 lt 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 geogra­
phical 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 over­
whelming odds." 

During the freedom struggle, Indian National Congress 
had several times expressed its warm sympathies with the 
Arabs and had condemned the British policy to create an 
alien stak on the Arab land of Palestine. It had thus 
been asserted time and again that India considered the 
cause of the Palestinian Arabs as righteous as of her own 
struggle for freedom. During its sessions in 1928, 1937 
and 1938, Indian National Congress had passed strongest 
resolutions condemning the British policy of providing 
encouragement to the nefarious scheme of establishing 
a Zionist state in Palestine. 

In 1947, just when India herself had achieved her own 
independence, she, along with the other Asian-African 
members on the Palestine Commission of the United 
Nations had resolutely opposed the majority recommenda­
tion of the commission to partition Palestine. In the U.N. 
she fought hard to block the passage of the partition 
resolution, in spite of the tremendous Western pressure, 
which a member of the Indian Central Cabinet at that time 
had described nothing less than a major scandal. 

After the establishment of Israel India has consistently 
refused to have diplomatic relatidns with it. On specific 
questions, specially those concerning Arab refugees, Indian 
leaders have often declared their fullest support to the 



19 

victims of Zionist colonisation. This was recently reiterat­
ed when Mrs. Indira Gandhi, along with President Tito 
and President Nasser reaffirmed India's support to the just 
demand of Palestine refugees. 

On the Jordan waters question too, Indian position has 
been clear and unequivocal. Even in 1963, the great late 
Jawaharlal Nehru had assured India's fullest sympathy to 
the ambassadors of the Arab countries over the Jordan 
water question. This support was reiterated by the late 
Mr. Lal Bahadur Shastri who, while speaking in a seminar 
on Indo-Arab relations in December, 1964, had declared 
that India fully appreciated the Arab case over Jordan 
waters and would support any step the Arabs might take to 
protect their interests. 

In the United Nations and its various councils 
as well as in various Afro-Asian and non-aligned 
Conferences India has supported the Arab stand on 
Palestine. This support of India to the Arab cause is 
absolutely in line with her declared policy of supporting 
freedom movements of Asia and Africa and her adherence 
to the principles of secular nationalism. 



An unparalleled Crime 

Q. What is the background of the Arab exodus 
from Palestine, and how was it caused ? 

Ans : With the object of creating terror among the 
Arab population the main organisation of the Zionist 
settlers, the Jewish Agency, had carefully planned, and 
organized a wave of terrorism in Palestine. According to 
documentary evidence published by the British Govern­
ment in its White Paper of 1946 many Zionist leaders 
including David Ben Gurion, Moshe Sharret, Moshe 
Sneh and Bernard Joseph were proved guilty of being 
party to a common design to commit some of the out­
rages perpetrated. Jewish terrorism in the Holy Land from 
1943 to 1947 was responsible for the outrageous crimes 
which were condemned by world public opinion, includ­
ing the mandatory power, which itself had been pursuing 
a policy of active encouragement to such terrorism. 

It was under the pretext of such acts of terrorism 
that Britain referred the matter to the United Nations, 
and ?-nnounced its own plans of withdrawal_ fr?m 
Palestme. This amounted to a clear signal to the Z10msts 
to intensify their terroristic campaign against the local 
inhabitants and to occupy most of the country, without 
any authority whatsoever. 

So, ~s the date of withdrawal approached, and_ fearing 
th_e ~mted Nations would alter its partition decision, the 
Z10mst underground forces-which later formed the 
Israeli_ army-: intensified their attacks against Arab to~ns 
and villages m an effort to confront the United Nation 
with a Jait accompli. Take only one glaring example 
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On April9,1948, they attacked the Ar.1b village of Deir Yasin 
and massacred 250 men, women and children. This had the 
intended effect of creating panic among the Arab inhabi­
tants who began to flee with no fixed destination in view. 

As a result, before the British left and before a single 
soldier from any Arab State was on Palestine soil, the 
Zionists had occupied the territory reserved for the Arab 
State and the International zone of Jerusalem as well as 
the area assigned to the Jewish State, while over 
500,000 _Palestine Arabs became refugees in adjacent Arab 
countries. 

The Palestine Arabs appealed to the Arab States for 
protection against Zionist atrocities, and on May 15, 1948, 
the Arab League cabled the Secretary General of the 
United Nations and informed him that the Arab States 
·'were compelled to intervene in Palestine because the 
disturbances there constituted a serious and direct threat 
to peace and security in their territories and in order to 
restore peace and establish law in Palestine." (U. N. 
Document A/565, p, 9). 

Count Bernadotte of Sweden was appointed U. N. 
mediator and entrusted with the task of first terminating 
hostilities and then arranging for a peace settlement. On 
September 17, 1948, he was assassinated by the Israelis in 
Jerusalem because his peace plan included the surrender of 
the extra territory occupied by the Israelis in excess of the 
territory allotted to toe Jewish State under the Partition 
Resolution, the return of the Arab refugees to their homes, 
and the internationalization of Jerusalem as provided in 
the Partition Resolution. 

In December, 1948, the United Nations met and re­
solved that the refugees wishing to return to their homes 
should be permitted to do so and that compensation 
should be paid for the property of those not choosing to 
return imd for losses ~ustained. Israel's membership of 
the U. N. was made conditional on acceptance of the 
various U. N. resolutions concerning Palestine including 
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the one about refugees. But no sooner was Israel accept­
ed into the membership of the United Nations, than her 
leaders repudiated their own pledges. 

The United Nations has not ceased to remind the 
Israelis of their obligations-contractual and human­
under United Nations' resolutions. But they have just 
as consistently refused to comply. 

Q. Why should not the Arab States, absorb 
Arab refugees especially since the area of Arab 
countries is about seventy times larger than that of 
Israel? 

Ans. Since the Palestinian refugees forcibly evicted 
from their country have a distinct political personality of 
their own, and are determined to get back the land from 
which they have been dispossessed, the question of exploi­
ting them for political reasons by any of the Arab States 
does not arise at all. 

In this connection, we would like to quote the words 
of as eminent an authority as Dr. Davies, the former 
Director of the United Nations Works and Relief Agency 
for the Palestinian Refugees, who, while contradicting 
charges of political exploitation by Arab governments, 
said in a speech delivered before the Conference of volun­
tary ~gencies in Geneva on January 18, 1961 : "The 
Palestme refugees problem has defied 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 between Arabs and 
Israelis." He also said that Arab governments had been 
most generous in making every possible contribution to 
the welfare of the Arab refugees. 

Thus, it should be clearly borne in mind that the posi­
tion of Arab governments vis-a-vis the Palestinian refu­
gees is like that of a brother offering help and hospitality 
to another brother who has been illegally dispossessed of 
his home and hearth by some outside intruders. Obviously, 
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the dispossessed brother would not like to become a perma­
nent liabilty on the brother who has given him shelter, and 
would remain eager to explore all possible means for 
regaining his property. Similarly, the Arab refugees abhor 
the possibility of renouncing their just claims to their own 
land by being absorbed somewhere else, as that would put 
a seal of approval on the heinous crimes the Zionists 
have committed against them. 

The Arab states have, on every occasion, declared at 
the United Nations their willingness to resettle in their 
countries those refugees who wish to be so settled after 
they have signified their choice between repatriation and 
resettlement in accordance with the United Nations resolu­
tion. As far back as 1955, Ambassador Kamil Abdel 
Rahim, speaking in the General Assembly on behalf of 
all the Arab States, said : "The Arab countries would 
be quite prepared to welcome all those who preferred to 
stay out of Israel, but they had no power over the 
overwhelming majority of refugees who want to go back." 
The Arab States' position remains unaltered. 

The question of Arab states' ability to 'absorb them or 
the vast land resources of Arabs compared to the Israelis 
is not only irrelevant, but also completely illogical. The 
suggestion that since Arabs have larger land as compared 
to the Isrealis, they should rehabilitate the Arab refu­
gees amongst them, is like asking a man who has been 
forcibly thrown out of his house, that since his brother has 
a much bigger house than the one the robber has occu· 
pied, he has no right to claim his own house back. 

Q. Is it a fact that Arabs left their homes in 
Palestine on instigation from broadcasts by Arab 
radio stations, that since Arab armies were going 
to march into Palestine, they should leave the land 
temporarily ? 

Ans. Like other Israel allegations, this too is absolute­
ly baseless and false. From the factual point of vie,v it 
may suffice to note, that the B. B. C. keeps full monitored 
records of all the broadcasts made anywhere in the world. 
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In its archives there is a full record of the broadcasts 
made by the Arab radio stations in 1947-48. Many _a 
research scholar and historian have searched these archi­
ves in vain to find out a single broadcast from Arabs 
which could have even remotely insinuated that local 
inhabitants of Palestine should leave their homes and 
hearths. 

Similarly, nobody can point out a single speech fr?m 
any Arab statesman asking the Arabs to leave Palestine. 
It should be obvious to any one with an element of 
common sense that even if the Arab armies wanted to 
invade Palestine, it would have been in their interest to have 
the local population helping them from inside Palestine. 
So even from the military point of view Arabs could have 
nev_er wished that the Arab population should leave the area 
entirely free to the Zionist aggressors. 

Q.. What is the extent, and position of the Arab 
property left in Israel ? 

Ans. The Zionist aggressors have illegally usurped 
these properties, which include houses, orchards and some 
of the best agricultural lands in the Middle East. An 
index ?f the value of thf)Se properties is the fact that 
accordmg to a very conservative U. N. estimate, they 
annually yield an income of over 140 000 000 dollars. 
This is also being gluttoned by the Israeli 'usu;pers. 

It is important to note that this income from the pro­
perties of the refugees is about four times the amount 
requ~sted for the annual budget of the U. N. R. W. A .. as 
chanty, and which is being pledged not with great diffi­
culty and grudge. It "ould be a welcome move to the 
Arabs of Palestine, if the United Nations would appoint 
an Admini~trator who will take legal possession and be 
clrnrge_d with the _administration of Arab properties and 
l~nds _m the occupied area and pay the income thereof t? 
tile nghtful owners pending their repatriation to their 
homeland. 
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Q. What is the position of Arabs still living in 
Israel? 

Ans. The treatment Israel offers to over a quarter of 
a million of Christian and Muslim Arabs marooned in 
Israel is a shocking example of the worst type of religious 
and racial discrimination practised anywhere in the world. 
Compared to this even the policy of apartheid in South 
Africa would seem lenient and humane. There have been 
numerous State laws written in the Statute Book of Israel 
which have virtually reduced the position of the Arab 
citizens as third-class subjects, the first-class being the 
European Jews, followed by the non-European Jews. 
Arabs are not allowed to move about freely in any part of 
Israel and cannot go out of the country. 

Reminiscent of the notorious apartheid practice in cer­
tain towns of South Africa, Arabs have to carry identity 
cards with the letter 'B' written on them indicating their 
lower status. For travel to any area outside their municipal 
limits, Arabs are obliged to obtain a special permission from 
military authorities. Quite often this permission has been 
refused point blank even in the case of a dying patient 
who had to be carried to a hospital outside the prescribed 
limits. Numerous such instances have been cited by even 
Jewish writers travelling in Israel and have also been repor­
ted and taken note of by various organisations of the 
United Nations. 

There are thousands of Arabs considered as absentees 
because they moved from their area of residence to another 
in Israel. Their property was confiscated and put at the 
disposal of the guardian of the enemy property. Whenever 
new immigrants arrive in Israel, the Arabs are evacuated 
from their homes under any pretence in order to accommo­
date the new immigrants. Israel also forces the Arab people 
to emigrate from Israel. Article IO 1 of the Emergency 
Regulations empowers the Chief-of-Staff of the Israeli 
Army to arrest for one year any Arab without giving 
reasons for such an act. 
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There is no other country in the world where a section 
of its population is legally singled out for a discriminatory 
treatment merely because its religion happens to be diffe­
rent from the one professed by its rulers. In Israel, Arabs 
belongino both to Christian and Muslim faiths, have been 
officially ~ubjected to various regulations of Martial Law 
since 1948 which have rendered their status even less 
than that of third-class citizens. This is perhaps the Israeli 
concept of socilism in action. 

Arabs cannot get jobs in important Government depart­
ments such as the Police and the Foreign Service. Arabs are 
prevented from forming their own political parties and 
are prohibited from making any contacts with the outside 
world, which the authorities may consider of "an important 
political nature". They can neither go to meet their friends 
and relatives across the borders nor are they permitted to 
come back to their country once they leave the land. 
The most shameful aspect of all such restrictions is the 
fact that they form a part of the official laws and regu­
lations. 

Q. Are there any Indian Jews in Israel? If so, 
what is their position in their new homeland? 

Ans. Jews in India have been living since centuries as 
part of the composite fabric of Indian society. They had 
neyer ha_d any caus~ for c?mplaint. They have been occu­
pymg high places m busmess, administration and other 
walks of life. Yet such has been the misleading appeal by 
Zionism which treats every Jew outside Israel as irreli­
gious, that a large number of them had voluntarily left 
India and had gone to Israel. This in itself refutes the 
Israeli argument that Jews had to' leave th~ir countries 
~e~aus~ of discrimination against them. If Indian Jews 
hvmg m _Pe:fect conditions of peace and harmony could 
become v1ct1ms of the Zionist propaoanda the Jews 

f h . 0 ' o ot er countnes, too, could go to Israel merely because 
a constant fear is being put in their hearts that any Jew 
living outside Israel is Godless. 
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It was due to this type of Fascist propaganda urging 
local Jews to have an unbreakable extra-territorial loyalty 
to a foreign state which persuaded Indian Jews to make 
Israel as their home. But most of them seem to have 
become thoroughly repentant of their decision. This is d~e 
to the fact that Israel is totally dominated by Ziomst 
intruders from Europe and America. They treat Jews from 
Asia and Africa as second-class citizens. Glaring instances 
of this injustice have often been appearing in the Indian 
press. 

Only recently, in the Blitz weekly Dec, 24, 1966 had 
appeared heart-rending stories of two Indain Jews, Solo­
mon Moses Urnerdekar with a family of eight and Aaron 
Abraham. About 12 years ago they were lured into Israel 
because of the fond promises about their bright future 
made by Zionist propagandists. But they are in a pitiable 
condition now. In disgust, they have been trying to return 
to India, but are forcibly prevented by Israeli authorities 
from getting out of the country. There have also been hun· 
dreds of such instances to show that having once become 
the victims of Zionist propaganda, Indian Jews are not 
allowed to return to their homes after being thoroughly 
disillusioned with the so-called promised Land. Their 
disillusionment stems from a policy of the worst type of 
discrimination being practised in Israel against Jews of 
Afro-Asian origin. 

Another instance of the discriminatory treatment 
against the Indian Jews came to light through a report in 
the Israeli Journal Jerusalem Post w~ekly which carried 
in its issue of August 2, 1963, a news item about a pro­
test and sit-down strike by Indian Jews against the "Chief 
Rabbinate's directive concerning the Jewish legal purity 
of the community". They had demanded that either this 
order be withdrawn which had in fact debarred Indian 
Jews from marrying other Jews, since their "racial 
purity" was in doubt, or they be repatriated to India. 
Could there be a more glaring example of Fascistic attitude 
towards race and religion than these instances of discrimi­
nation against the coloured Jews ? 



Continuous Aggression 

Q. Why do the Arabs regard territorial expan­
sion as a danger inherent in the very existence of 
the State of Israel ? 

Ans. Israeli leaders have never made any secret of the 
fact that expansion of the Israeli boundary remains t~e 
primary motto of their State's policy. Even the Parlia­
ment Building of Israel bears the motto proclaiming 
"Your boundaries, ye Israel stretch from the Nile to 
the Eupherates." There have been numerous statements 
of Israeli leaders which confirm the active belief in the 
above motto. 

Just a few examples. Writing in the Israeli Year 
Book of 1952, Mr. Ben-Gurion stated : "Every state 
consists of a land and a people, Israel is no exception. 
But it is a state neither with its land nor with its people. 
It has already been said that when the State was estab­
lished, it held only 6'3/0 of the Jewish people ... It must 
now be said that it has been established in only a portion 
of the land of Israel.'' (Israeli Government Year Book, 
1952, p. 63). 

Then, in 1955, Mr Ben-Gurion declared that "the crea­
tion of the new state by no means derogates from the 
scope of the historic Eretz Israel." 

Israel'~ aggression against Egypt in October, 1956 was 
a determmed attempt to translate words into action. In 
his announcement of the attack to the Israeli Parliament, 
Mr Ben-Gurion said : "The army did not make an effort 
to occ~py enemy territory in Egypt proper, but limited its 
operatton to free the area from northern Sinai to the tip 
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of the Red Sea, (all this area belonged to Egypt since 
times immemorial)." The significance and implications 
of this statement are self-explanatory. 

Q.. Why do the Arabs consider the Jewish immi­
gration into Israel as a danger to their own freedom 
and security ? 

Ans : The Arab governments and people view the 
Jewish immigration to Israel as a great danger to their 
inherent rights, national freedom and world peace. 
Mass immigration into Israel in view of its extremely 
limited area must ultimately lead to expansion, and expa­
nsion means war with the surrounding Arab States. 
This could lead to a universal conflict. 

Further by confronting the United Nations with a fait 
accompli in the matter of Jewish immigrants, Israel hopes 
to keep the territory she holds in excess of that given to 
her by the Partition Plan and to avoid repatriating the 
Arab Palestinian refugees to their lawful homes. The 
United Nations has never recognised the territory gained 
through terrorism by Israel as legally belonging to the 
Jewish State. 

But it is evident that Israel has every intention of 
retaining territory gained by war. And she is using the 
newly arrived immigrants as the modus operandi. Great 
efforts are being made to settle the new immigrants in 
well fortified settlements along the boundary lines prepa­
ring for new attempts to expand territorially in the 
neighbouring areas of Arab countries. 

As early as 1948, such a situation was foreseen by the 
then Mediator of the United Nations, Count Bernadotte, 
who in his report to the Security Council dated July 12, 
1948, (S/888) had said : "It cannot be ignored that 
unrestricted immigration into the Jewish area of Palestine 
might, over a period of years, give rise to a population 
pressure and economic and political disturbances which 
would justify present Arab fears of ultimate Jewish exp-
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ansion in the Near East.'' Count Bernadotte then 
added : "It can scarcely be ignored that Jewish immigr­
ation into the Jewish area of Palestine concerns not only 
the Jewish people and territory but also the neighbouring 
Arab world, who treat it as a threat to their own security." 
No wonder that the noble Count was brutally murdered 
in Jerusalem by Zionist terrorists, after the release of the 
report. 

Q. Why should not there be a Tashkent-like 
settlem.ent between Arabs and Israel ? What is the 
real nature of and the motives behind Israeli offers 
of a peaceful settlem.ent of their dispute ? 

Ans : The Arabs, like all peace-loving people all over 
the world, have hailed the Tashkent Declaration as a worthy 
example of bringing peace between the two neighbours. 
But, it should be realised that this peace became possible 
only because both the countries accepted each other's 
~ona-fide and ~ere universally accepted as sovereign, 
mdependent nations. The dispute between them centred 
~ound onl_y matters of varying understandings and 
mterpretat10ns of some specific problems. Neither has 
ever labelled the other as a standing threat to her 
freedom and security. 

Moreover, the creation of Pakistan was legitimized by 
its recognition by the Indian national movement, whereas 
Israel was forcibly created with material help from exter­
nal_ powers in the teeth of opposition from the Arab 
nat10nal movement. Israel's existence continues to be 
looked upon as a direct threat to Arab countries and its 
performance over the last 19 years fully justifies the 
Arab attitude. 

Moreover in the case of Israel, one must not overlook 
the fact that Israel is not a State in the normal sense of 
the term. Her very existence as we have shown earlier, 
sym~olises a constant aggression against the Arab people 
specially to the Palestinian Arabs. It is at best a foreign 
e~clav_e whose justification rests upon the massive arms 
aid given to her by Western powers and their equally 
vast economic aid. 
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Stillworse, as we have shown, Israel refuses to 
comply even nominally with the minimum of 
demands of peaceful international behaviour, as embo­
died in the several resolutions of the United Nations. 
Particularly noteworthy is the Israeli arrogant defiance of 
United Nations resolutions regarding Palestinian refugees, 
internationalisation of the city of Jerusalem and the dema­
rcation of boundaries between Israel and the Arab State 
of Palestine. 

As is well known, Israel is in possession of 77¾ 
of the Palestinian territory, even though 
she was given only 56% of the territory. About 
Jerusalem it was decided to make it an international city. 
Israel has not only forcibly occupied the larger portion 
of it but in blatant defiance of world public opinion 
it has even moved the seat of its Parliament to the city. 
Israeli leaders have openly been declaring that the 
question of compliance with all these resolutions does 
not arise at all. 

A simple test of Israel's sincerity would be to ask 
whether she is willing to pay even a nominal lip service 
to the U. N. resolutions. To complete her criminal 
record, Israel is never tired of embarking upon ever-fresh 
ventures of aggression against her neighbours defying 
openly the august authority of the United Nations. Only 
recently, for example, the U.N. Security Council had 
severely censured Israel for her blatant aggression against 
Jordan. But, the Prime Minister of Israel, Levi Eshkol 
had the temerity to brag that "such issues cannot be 
settled by bodies like the United Nations. We have the 
capacity to settle them right here, and we intend to 
do so." 

It is also to be noted that throughout the years when­
ever Israel starts talking about peace, it soon becomes 
obvious that she is preparing for an aggressive war. The 
recent Israeli aggression on Jordan and Syria was prece­
ded by the so-called peace offensive from Israel just as 
aggression against Egypt in 1956 had followed an appar-
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ently massive offer of peace from Israel to settle disputes 
with the Arabs. 

Those who have been responding to Israel's repeated 
proclamations of willingness to talk of peace with the Arabs 
fail to realize that peace, in order to be real, has to be based 
on justice and equity. The Israeli behaviour constitutes 
a gross defiance not only of dictates of justice, but also of 
requirements as a bona-fide member of international 
community. 

Q. What is the nature of recent Israeli attacks 
on Jordanian and Syrian territories? What is the 
truth behind the Israeli assertion that they be trea­
ted as mere reprisals against Arabs' acts of infil­
tration and sabotage ? 

Ans. The recent Israeli aggression against the 
Jordanian village of Samuh is one of the most flagr~nt 
examples of the Zionist policy aimed at creating ten~1on 
and ultimateiy at expansionism at the expense of her neigh­
bours. This aggression has been condemned in most 
unequivocal terms by the Security Council in a clear 
resolution of condemnation. Even Britain, U. S. A. and 
France, the traditional supporters of Israel had to condemn 
her for her wanton disregard for civilised international 
conduct. India, of course, condemned it in the clearest 
terms. 

The Indian condemnation reads : 

" ...... we deplore such outrageous acts of violence for 
which Israeli Government cannot evade its responsibility. 
This use of force is an obvious defiance of the existing 
Armistice Agreement, of the U. N. Charter, and in parti­
cular,. of the authority of the Security Council. The 
_Israeh Government should realise that the international 
community will not condone such premeditated acts the 
of aggression ......... " 

As has been pointed out in the Indian condemnation, 
the sole .r~sponsibility for this aggression lies with 
Israel. This 1s obv10us from the fact that the Israeli excuse 
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that there had been an infiltration from the Jordanian side 
is not the first strategern it has ever adopted to confuse and 
mislead world opinion. It may be recalled that even in 1956, 
Israelis had made a fuss over raids from the Egyptian 
side. In the Councils of the world these raids were alleged 
to have forced Israel to launch an aggression. The fact 
of the matter was, as has been revealed by the publication 
of memoirs of Moshe Dyan, the Israeli Comrnander-in­
Chief, that aggression had been planned right from 1954. 
It is apparent that present aggressive acts against Syria and 
Jordan are a continuation of the expansionist policy Israel 
has been following since its existence. 

In August, 1966, Israel had indulged in ,vanton bomb­
ing of some Syrian villages and had caused considerable 
damage to civilian life and property. This too, was 
condemned by the Armistice Commission as well as by 
most members of the Security Council and the world 
community. Apparently, Israel had no justification for this 
attack except the lame excuse of reprisals against the so­
called acts of sabotage-a charge which has not been borne 
out in any of the findings of the Mixed Armistice 
Commission. 

These two attacks are however not the only examples 
of Israel's habitual aggressiveness towards Arab countries. 
Its biggest example was the attemped full-scale invasion of 
Egyptian territory in October, 1956. Though the whole 
world had condemned this aggression, the then Prime 
Minister of Israel, Ben Gurion, is on record that the 
Suez operation was to "free the Sinai Peninsula, which 
is a part of Eretz Israel". This statement of his is a clear 
indication that Israeli rulers consider territories of other 
countries as their own, if they can succeed in invading 
them, as they did in Palestine. For her aggressive acts 
Israel has been censured 26 times by the United Nations, 
including 6 times by the Security Council. 

It is significant that in all investigations into peace 
violations in the area, the United Nations' Mixed Armis­
tice Commission and Security Council have on no occa-
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sion condemned or censured the armed forces of the Arab 
states, as they have done in the case of Israel and its army. 

Q. What is the dispute about the use of waters 
of the river Jordan, and why has there been so 
niuch tension over it ? 

Ans. As a matter of fact, there is no such dispute as 
that of waters of the Jordan river. The word 'dispute' 
presupposes some prima fade claim of both the partie~ to 
the bone of contention. But in the case of Jordan nver, 
Israel has no moral or legal claim whatsoever. 

Its claim rests squarely on its acts of aggression against 
Palestine. The so-called problem relating to the use of 
Jordan river has risen only as a direct consequence of the 
Israeli policy of aggression. This is more true in ~he case 
of the recent tension relating to this problem which Ji:as 
been directly caused by the Israeli policy of active hostility 
towards her peace-loving neighbours. 

The trouble has arisen because of the Israeli insistence 
to divert the river and its tributaries for the benefit of the 
Zionist intruders who are sought to be settled in Negev 
Desert. Israel claims that due to this utilisation she would 
be able to accommodate more than 5 million white immig­
rants within_ its "ever-expanding borders" .. This ,yill 
create the ~)lggest threat to the security of ne1ghbo~nng 
Arab countries. Economically it will spell the rum of 
countries like Syria, Lebanon and Jordan whose economy 
to a_ large extent, is dependent upon the waters of 
the nver Jordan. The total flow cf water which passes 
do'Yn the River Jordan annually is 1880 MCM, of 
which 77 per cent or 1488 MCM originates from the three 
Ar3:b states. of Lebanon, Syria and Jordan. Yet the 
Umte~ Nations, in spite of repeated requests by A~ab 
count~ies, I1;as totally failed to dissuade Israel from takmg 
up tlus project. So the Arab countries themselves were 
comp~lled to take steps which could prevent Israel from 
the misuse o~ Jordan waters. This is being done througJ.1 
the construct10n of an engineering project in Syria. In this 
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endeavour of theirs, Arab countries enjoy the fullest sup­
port of Afro-Asian nations, especially India. 

As early as 1963, Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru had assured 
the Arab countries that India's sympathies were fully with 
them, over the Jordan river question. The late Lal 
Bahadur Shastri, too, had said in the most unequivocal 
terms during a seminar held in New Delhi in the autumn 
of 1964 that India fully supported the Arab cause on this 
question. This support has been reaffirmed by Mrs 
Gandhi and Dr. Zakir Husain. 

Q.. What steps should be taken to break the 
deadlock in the Middle East ? 

Ans. The basis on which a just settlement can be arrived 
at has been set forth, not by the Arabs but many an im­
p~rtial observer of high authority. For example long back 
in 1948 Count Falke Bernadotte, the United Nations Medi­
ator had said in a statement, before he was assasinated : 
by Zionists, "It is however undeniable that no settlement 
can be just and complete if recognition is not accorded to 
the right of the Arab refugee to return to the home from 
which he has been dislodged ... It would be an offence 
against the principle ~f elementary justice if these innocent 
victims of the conflict were denied the right to return 
to homes while Jewish immigrants flow into Palestine 
and indeed, at least offer the threat of permanent replace­
ment of the Arab refugees who have been rooted in the 
land for centuries." 

It was on this basis that the General-Assembly adopted 
Resolution No. 194 (III) of December 11, 1948 on 
repatriation of those refugees who wish to return to 
their homes and the payment of compensation for the 
property of those choosmg not to return. This resolution 
has been reaffirmed every year by the United Nations since 
it was first adopted. 

Explaining the same point, an impeccably neutral 
authority of the stature of British historian Prof. Arnold 
Toynbee has said : 
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"In seeking for terms on which a peace-settlement in 
Palestine might be arrived at, we ought to be guided all 
the time by three principles. The first of these is justice : 
the vindication of people's rights, and the righting of their 
wrongs. The second is humanity : the least possible 
suffering for the smallest number of people. The third is 
freedom of choice: the greatest possible number of options 
for people whose lives and rights will be affected by a 
peaceful settlement. .. " 

"Justice declares that everyone, Arab or Jew, who was 
domiciled in Palestine before the war of 1948 and who 
owned a home, land, or other property there before that 
date, is still the legal owner of that property-even if he 
is now being prevented from enjoying the use of it : " (The 
Encyclopaedia Britannica Book of the year 1959). 

The question now is 'if' Israel is ready to comply with 
this basis minimum which could at least establish its bona 
fide. The answer is not hypothetical one. Israel has stub­
bornly defied world conscience by refusing to submit to 
these three basic human principles. 



I\'Iyths Vs Realities 

Q.. Why do the Arabs oppose Israel when they 
claim that they have no quarrel with Judaism? 
Does not Israel re1lresent hopes and aspiration• of 
the world Jewry? 

Ans. There is a vast difference between a Jew and a 
Zionist. A Jew is one who believes in Judaism, 
which Arabs regard as one of the noblest religions in the 
world, whereas Zionism proclaims the supremacy of one 
religion and one over all others, and therefore, represents a 
negation of all the traditions of love and egalitarianism 
preached by the noble prophets of Judaism. 

Arabs have. therefore, made it plain that their quarrel is 
onlv with the Zionism, which rests squarely, on religious 
and racial bigotry as the source of its existence. As regards 
the Jews they have always lived happily in Arab lands, 
unlike in some of the Western countries where they had to 
suffer various types of persecution. Even now, there is a 
sizable number of Jews in many of the Arab countries 
enjoying the fullest religious freedom. These Jews could 
be called Arab Jews, as opposed to the Zionist Jews who 
believe in fanatic nationalism based on religion and 
who have deprived the Palestinian Arabs of their homes 
and hearths. 

We could, therefore, say that while a Jew is a religious 
term for which the Arabs have the greatest respect, a 
Zionist because of his faith in the exclusiveness of a reli­
gious group based on a mythical, racial entity and his 
belief in supremacy of one religion to the exclusion of all 
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others, represents the worst type of Fascistic i~eolo_gy, with 
whom the Arabs like other secular nat1onahsts, can 
have no peace and settlement_ because of_ the (act _that 

this racist pocket has been forcibly planted m their midst. 

Moreover, it is not only an error in the use of langu­
age, but also a mistake of utmost political gravity to 
equate Jews with the Arabs. All the Arabs do not belong 
to a single religion. In spite of a majority of Arabs 
adhering to Islam, there is a sizable number of Christians, 
as well as Jews among them. In fact, one Arab State, 
Lebanon, has a Christian majority. Even Palestine 
had a good number of Christians before it was usurped 
by the Zionists. Even now, about 25 per cent of the 
Arab refugees thrown out of Palestine belong to the 
Christian faith. They are equal sufferers from Zionist 
tyranny. Whenever Arabs speak about the injustice done 
to the~, they do not plead for the justice for people 
belongmg to a particular religion, but for the people of 
the area as a whole. In short the term 'Arab' is a cultu­
ral political and to some ext~nt a regional connotation, in 
which the religion does not play any part. On the other 
han~, the term Jew, has as much a religious bearing as 
for mstance, a Muslim, Hindu, Christian may have. 
Even Israel cannot claim that all the Jews in the world 
S!,IPPO_rt h~r. In fact, many of them like the great Scien­
tist _Emstem and many others of equal stature, had cate­
gorically declared their opposition to the creation of a 
state on the basis of religion. Even now, a good 
number of Jews all over the world continue to 
express strong disapproval of the Zionists' policies in 
Israel . 

. Q.. Since Jews were persecuted from time to 
time, why s?ould not they be permitted to have a 
land of their own, where they could live in peace ? 

Ans. The Arabs have full sympathy with the Jews 
who had been persecuted not only by Nazis but also by 
most of the \Yestern nations, which today profess to be 
the protagonists of Zionist interest. It is apparent that no 
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one has ever accused the Arabs of pursuing any anti­
Jewis? policy. In fact, the Jews ha,,e always enjoyed a 
very important and respected place in the fabric of Arab 
culture and have occupied the highest position in the Arab 
countries. It, therefore, seems completely unjust to make 
an attempt for the so-called compensation for the Jews at 
the cost of the innocent Arabs. 

We, in this respect, can do no better than to quote 
the words of that great sage of humanity, Mahatma 
Gandhi. While writing in Harijan in August, 1947, when 
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 terro­
rism. 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." 

In fact Jews in Palestine have adopted methods of 
tyranny worse than even those adopted by their own 
tormentors, as has been pointed out by Professor Arnold 
Toynbee: 

"The evil deeds committed by the Zionist Jews agai~st 
the Palestinian Arabs were comparable to crimes commit­
ted against the Jews by the Nazis. There was the massacre 
of men, women and children at Deir Yasin on the 9th of 
April, 1948, which precipitated a flight of the Arab popu­
lation in large numbers, from districts within range of the 
Jewish armed forces, and the subsequent deliberate 
expulsion of the Arab population from districts conquered 
by the Jewish armed forces ...... " (Toynbee, Arnold, A 
Study of History, Vol. VIII, p. 290). 

The Arabs would have naturally wished the persecuted 
Jews to be properly rehabilitated and compensate~ for the 
suffering they had to undergo in European countnes. But 
it is glaringly unfair to select the Palestinian Arabs who 
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have been exceptionally tolerant to the Jews through the 
ages, to atone for the crimes of others. Mani'. a European 
thinker believes that it would have been even m the mte­
rests of the Jews to have been rehabilitated either in 
countries of Central Europe or in some of the British colo­
nies like Canada, New Zealand or Australia which had 
vast resources of land and finances and where the European 
Jews would have felt more at home culturally, socially and 
linguistically. Instead of rehabilitating them in their midst, 
the Western powers have tried to foist them on the Arab 
soil with the obvious ulterior motive of trying to wedge 
a dagger among the independent nations of Asia and 
Africa and to keep a permanent enclave of theirs in the 
Middle East. 

Q. Since Jews had to suffer at the hands of the 
Nazis, in what ways, if any, Zionism is opposed to 
Fascism? 

Ans._ It is a misconception that Zionism is opposed 
to Fascism. The fact is that the nearest ideology to 
Zionism is Fascism. Zionism and Fascism are similar to 
each other in ways more than one. They sustain each 
other thr~ugh their constant emphasis on hatred, viole~ce 
a~d myth1cal, racial superiority. Like Hitler's obsession 
with the "Aryan" race, Zionists too speak of the Jews as 
the "chosen people" and claim racial purity and superiority 
for them on a completely irrational basis. 

In its working too, Zionism resembles Fascism to a 
remarkable degree. Like the Nazis, Zionists, too, com­
mand global _loyalties from people living in far away lands,. 
0 ~ ~he basis of hatred against fellow human-beings. 
~ 10msm to~ dr_aws its substance from the urge for territo­
ria! expans10nism and considers physical violence as the 
ultimate of all reason and logic. Like the Nazis, Zioni£ts 
too haye both secret and front organisations in different 
countries, :''hose job is to mislead public opinion at 
h?me, t? raise funds and organise support for the state 
w1~h. which these _people have no links except a mythical 
re1Ig10us connection. 
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Zionism in action resembles Fascism in another remar­
kable way. This is particularly true in the matter of treat­
ment which it offers to over a quarter of a million Arabs 
belonging to the Christian and Muslim faiths living in 
Israel. There have been numerous instances of the inhu­
man treatment meted out to these Arabs by the Israeli 
authorities. Some of these complaints have been taken note 
of by the various organisations of the United Nations. 

One cannot ignore the striking similarity between Dr. 
Herzl's book The Jewish State (Herzl is considered the 
Father and Prophet of Zionism) and Hitler's My Struggle. 
Though this book was published about a couple of 
decades later, it shows the basic similarity between 
Zionism and Fascism. 

Q. Palestine after all, it is sometimes said, is 
not the only country in the world which has been 
partitioned. 'Ihen why do the Arabs treat this 
partition as especially tragic and regrettable ? 

Ans. It is true that Palestine is not the only country 
which has been partitioned. There are many countries 
like Korea, Germany and Vietnam where the division has 
proved distressing and painful. The partition of the 
Indian sub-continent, too, is a pertinent example. But, 
there is a basic difference between the division of other 
countries and the so-called partition of Palestine. 

In the first place, it is a misnomer to use the word 
'partition' in relation to Palestine. In Palestine it has not 
been a case of partition. It is that of usurpation. The usur­
pers were not the people who belonged to the area. In 
fact, many of them had not seen Palestine till they usurp­
ed 1t. They came from far away countries of Europe 
and America with which the local inhabitants had no 
quarrel. The outsiders with the help of world power and 
the active patronage of their Western masters deprived 
the local inhabitants of their homes and hearths where 
they had been living for centuries. It is this aspect of the 
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usurpation of Palestine which makes i~ entirely different 
from the partition of any other country m the world. 

In the case of partitions of other countries, two fac~s 
are common to all. Firstly, on both sides of the parti­
tioned states lived inhabitants originally bdonging to the 
area. To that extent, the tragedy was somewhat diminishe?, 
since no foreign usurpers had come and settled there 1_n 
place of .the original inhabitants. Secondly, as the case 1s 
with the Indian sub-continent, the partition, however 
painful it might have seemed to some people, was vo­
luntarily agreed upon by leaders ofthe sub-continent. 
Both have given unstinted recognition to each other's 
existence as independent, sovereign and lawful states. In 
the case of Palestine, the situation was entirely different. 
The original inhabitants in Palestine were forcibly thrown 
out. No one ever asked their consent or bothered to 
convince them about the need for such a step. This is 
the only case in history, where the inhabitants of a coun­
try were driven out to make room for intruders who 
never h~d '.1-ny connection with this particular country. 
The Z10~1st usurpation of Palestine is therefore muc~ 
1:1ore tragic ~nd much more brutal than any other part1-
t10n of a national entity anywhere in the world. 

Q.. While admitting that injustice was dQne 
to the Arabs, would it not be realistic to accept 
the state of Israel as fait acompli ? 

Ans. Ibis question has been posed by a number of 
well meanmg persons all over the world. It is under­
sta~dable that not knowing proper facts, they may be 
feelmg at a loss to know why after all Arabs do not 
ac~ept ~he Jait accompli. The real situation is, however. 
qmte different. Firstly, 18 years is too short a period to 
say that Israel has been established for all times to come. 
Gne should not forget that it had taken Arabs about 
?O ye_ar~ to get the holy land vacated from the European 
1mpenalists during the time of the so-called crusades . 

. ~n th~ case of the liberation of Palestine, the period of 
wa1tmg 1s bound to be much shorter. For one thing. 
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time is on the side of the Arabs. The Arab people, with 
the strident efforts they are making towards their own 
progress and development, and the vast riches of their 
lands will inevitably outdo Israel on every front. 

Secondly, and that is more important, justice is on 
their side. Arabs know the inalienable law of history that 
march of time can deny rightful place to justice for some 
time, but in the end, the right must prevail over the 
wrong. 

As regards the theory of fait accompli one must not 
forget that its acceptance will set up a dangerous prece­
dent. This might mean the acceptance of the hated policy 
of apartheid, of white rulers in South Africa. It may 
also provide a perverted lcgic for acceptance of the white 
supremacy in Southern Rhodesia and could also perpetuate 
the colonial rule in all the countries which are still under 
the imperialist yoke. After all, the white-settlers in Sou· 
them Rhodesia have achieved as much a fait accompli as 
the Zionists have done in Palestine. Then why not accept 
their illegal regime ? 

Moreover, the crime of white rulers of Southern Rho­
desia and South Africa, in spite of its being the most 
abhorrent, is not at all greater than those of the Zionists in 
Palestine, since the white settlers have only subjugated the 
local population, whereas the Zionists have not only subju­
gated them, but have killed and thrown out a majority of 
the local inhabitants. In these circumstances, the accep· 
tance of the theory of fait accompli could prove as dan· 
gerous to the people of Asia and Africa, as it is immoral 
and impracticable. 

Q. Since Israel was created through a resolu­
tion of the United Nations, does not non-recognition 
of Israel by countries like India amount to a defian­
ce of the world body ? 

Ans. If Israel had claimed some legitimacy due to 
U.N. resolution, it has forfeited it by refusing to imple­
ment the resolution in full. The only part of the Resolu-
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tion which Israel observed was the one whi~h refers !O 
the creation of a Jewish state. Neither in territory nor m 
its obligations to the Arab population and i~s respect 
for United Nations jurisdiction in Jerusalem 1s Israel a 
fulfilment of the blueprint of the United Nations in terms 
of which it came into being. In fact, she has proved to 
be the biggest defier of the United Nations auth?rity. 
Making matters still worse, Israel is pursuing her policy of 
defiance, adding arrogance to the sin. 

There are not one but many instances to show how 
Israel has consistently been refusing to comply with the 
United Nations resolutions. Firstly, Jet us take the U.N. 
resolution 194(1II) of December 11, 1948 which had stated 
that "the refugees wishing to return to their homes and 
live in peace with their neighbours should be permitted to 
do so, at the earliest practical date, and that compensa­
tion should be paid for the property of those choosing not 
to return and for loss of damage co property which, under 
priociples oflnternational Law, and in equity, should be 
made good by the governments or authorities responsible." 

~h&t was Israeli response to this ? Mr. David Ben 
Gunon, the then Prime Minister of Israel, declared that 
"force of arms, not formal reasonable resolutions, will 
decide the issue." 

Take another instance of Israel's defiance of the U.N. 
resolutions. According to the U.N. resolution No. 18(II) 
of November 29, 1947 which recommended the partition 
of Palestine, Israel was allotted only 55 per cent of total 
area of the country. But today it is in occupation ~f 
more than 77 per cent of the area. It is a common mis• 
conception that this area was enlarged after the Arab­
Israeli conflict. Records however tell a much different 
story. Zionists had already occupi~d most of the territory 
before any Arab soldier set foot on the Palestine soil. 

About the city of Jerusalem, the U.N. resolution bad 
stated that it will be established as Corpus Separatum 
under a special. international regime and shall be adminis­
tered by the U.N. Trusteeship Council. 
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Israel "complied" with the resolution in its own 
peculiar way with the occupation of the 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 refugees. 

On December, 7 1949, Israel shifted its Parliament and 
capital to Jerusalem. In face of such an arrogance, the 
Trusteeship Council was forced to adopt a resolution on 
December, 20 1949 censuring Israel for her act. But 
Israel ever since stubbornly refused to implement the 
resolution. 

It should· not be forgotten that Israel was made a 
member of the U.N. under certain specific conditions 
which were clearly defined. The preamble made reference 
to the resolutions of November, 29 1948 (on repatriation 
and compensation to refugees). Israel agreed to fulfil these 
preconditions. But as soon as she gained admission, her 
Government declared that their country was a sovereign 
one and the U.N. had no jurisdiction to interfere in "their" 
territory. Apart from these resolutions which have been 
consistently defied by Israel, the Security Council on six 
occasions passed strictures against Israeli attacks on the 
territories of Arab neighbours. The U. N. has condemned 
Israel more than 26 times for the same offence. These 
condemnations become more weighty and noteworthy 
when one realises that how difficult it is to get a resolution 
through U. N. Security Council, becau;e of the veto 
power of the five permanent members, some of them being 
staunch Israeli supporters. Yet the Security Councii cen­
sured Israel 6 times, the latest being in November 1966. 
This repeated condemnation shows the utter defia~ce and 
arrogance of Israel towards the United Nations. 

In any case Israeli rulers themselves have declared on 
numerous occasions that the U.N. resolutions are dead 
and gone. Take for example this pronouncement of 
Mr. Ben Gurion : "These (UN) resolutions no longer live, 
nor will they rise again". (Quoted in the Jewish Observer 
and Middle East Review, May 6, 1955). 



'Development' or Robbery ? 

Q. Israel claims many achievements in the mat­
ter of progress and development of its economy. 
Can you explain how that progress was made 
possible? 

Ans : While considering Israeli claims about their so­
called development and progress, one should not overlo?k 
the fact that it is comparatively easy for any commumty 
comprising highly educated and technically advanced per­
sonnel immigrating from developed countril's to make 
some advance in certain fields. On surface, their advance 
would always present a glaring contrast to the conditions 
in their Afro-Asian neighbourhood. 

For example, white-settlers in South Africa and Sou­
thern Rhodesia can claim a level of far greater advance­
Il!ent !han their coloured victims. Similarly, the French colo­
mes m Africa and Portuguese colony in the form~r 
Portuguese enclave of Goa could point to many of the1r 
achievements in the field of economy and technology as 
compared to the local inhabitants. In fact, through cons­
tant pumping in of large sums of money at least super­
ficial])'. those ~nclaves seemed far more p'rosperous than 
the ne1ghbourmg areas. This, however, did not and d~es 
not absolve them of their obnoxious character of bemg 
colonial territories. 

In the case of Israel it should be noted that it is a colo­
nized enclave, where the invaders have not only usurped 
the land, but have also eliminated through brute force. 
local inhabitants. Secondly, most of the so-called pro­
gress has been achieved because of a simple fact that Israel 
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remains dominated by Western immigrants. 1heir level 
of education and technology is understandably superior to 
that prevailing in any of the Afro-Asian countries who 
have remained under imperialist yoke for centuries. For 
example, according to the Israeli Year Book, 1964-65, about 
63 per cent of all immigrants between the period 1948 
to 1963 had come from countries of Europe and America. 
In a population of little over 2 million, 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 overwhelming predominance of the 
white Jews becomes glaringly clear. 

It is this aspect of the racial composition of Israel 
which must be kept in mind while falling into the tempta­
tion of making rash comparisons between the so-called 
"progress" made by Israel as compared to Arabs. 

Thirdly, the contribution of the huge amount of money 
poured into Israel by western sources cannot be over­
looked. As we shall see, on average the total aid, 
both military and economic, direct and indirect, official 
and unofficial, given to Israel, works out to be about one 
hundred million dollars per day. With all this money, 
any community of about 2 million people could work 
"wonders." In view of all this the so-called Israeli develop­
ment has been rightly called a case of "glass house 
growth" which could never become a yardstick for Afro­
Asian countries, whose problems are much greater and 
resources much poorer, in comparison to Israel. 

Q. Israel has often been termed a Western 
enclave. On what basis is the allegation made? 

Ans. The very process of imperialist mechanisations 
which created Israel shows that Western Powers wanted it 
as an enclave of theirs. Had not Britain, and later 
America, thought of a special use of the crucially impor­
tant geographical position of Palestine occupied in the 
Middle East, they would have never liked to turn that 
country into the so-called national home for Jews. 
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It is on record that prior to World War I, there ~M 
an active movement for the establishment of a Jewish 
national home either in Uganda or in Canada. Only after 
] 915 the geographical importance of Palestine as a bri?ge 
of land between Asia and Africa, and as a powerful spnng­
board to dominate the whole of the region East of Suez, 
was realised by Western powers. This realisation prom­
pted active support of these countries for the creation of 
Israel. Moreover. Western powers \vould not have 
financed Israel to the tune of 100 million doJlars a day 
for the last nineteen years. had it not suited their 
imperialistic aims. Israel's record of voting in the United 
Nations where it has almost consistently voted against 
Afro-Asian countries is a pointer to the fact that Western 
calculations were not made in vain. • 

In 1956. it was Israel which provided the vanguard for 
the Anglo-French aggression on Suez. Again it is Israel 
which, because of its constant aggressive threat, has been 
acting as a tool for the Western powers for retarding 
the peace of economic development in Arab countries, 
and has thus been most useful for the protection of West­
ern economic interests. 

Moreover, Israel's leaders are themselves obsessed 
wi~h the strong feeling of being a non-Asian community. 
It 1s apparent from these words of Mr. Ben Gurion: "The 
state of Israel is a part of the Middle East only in geo­
graphy. From the decisive aspect of dynamism, creation 
and growth, Israel is a part of world Jewry". It is appa­
rent, Israeli conception of the "World Jewry'' is mainly 
dependent upon Western Jews who are considered the 
mainstay of Zionist imperialis~. 

Q. How is it that Israel receives the highest 
amounts of aid compared to any other country in 
the world? 

Ans. Western aid to Israel is given under many 
heads. The mo~t menacing foreign assistance being the 
outright arms aid provided by countries like America and 
West Germany to their outpost in West Asia. 
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In May, 1966, America had supplied over 200 Patton 
tanks and over 50 bomber fighter aircraft of the most 
modern type, the F-104s. It is also well-known that 
Western countries especially France have been cooperating 
with Israel over her plan for development of nuclear 
weapons. Israeli army is supposed to be the most heavily 
equipped army in the Middle East. In terms of per capita 
expenditure on defence and in terms of her capita quantity 
of arms for citizens, Israel spends highest in the world. 
Obviously this huge expense has been totally underwritten 
by Wes tern sources. 

On the other hand according to official reports the total 
amount of foreign aid received by Israel from the U.S. 
Government, from money collected by Philanthropic 
Zionist Organisations, and from the German Reparations 
Agreement equalled 7,000 million dollars, till 1965. It will 
be interesting to know the break-up of the heads under 
which this aid is given to Israel. Take for instance, the 
aid which was given to Israel between the period of 1948-
58. According to Israeli 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 remittance from Jews abroad, 
German Reparations and U.S. Grants and agricultural 
surpluses. 

700 million dollars foreign assistance for rehablitation 
of new immigrants from wealthy Jews in the U.S.A., 
France, Britain etc. 

Af~er 1958 the aid under all these heads has greatly 
been mcreased. For example, 90 per cent of her require­
ments of food have been totally under-written by the U.S. 
Similarly, the so-called private Jewish investment into 
Israel from Western countries has reached over 1,000 
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million dollar mark. It has, therefore, been calculated 
that if all the arms aid as well as all the economic help 
to Israel given during 1948-1966 i~ take~ into c~msidera­
tion even on the most conservative estimate, 1t would 
work out to the tune of 10 million dollars a day. In per 
capita terms as well as in absolute terms this is the highest 
amount of aid received by any country in the world. 

American authorities have usually been very candid 
about the reasons why this huge amount of aid is being 
provided to Israel. One such frank confession of Western 
aim of using Israel as a spring board for her own military 
strategy, came from Robert S McNamara, the U.S. 
Secretary for Defence, who while delivering a major policy 
speech in Montreal on May 18, 1966 had declared that 
one of the basic reasons which prompted the U.S. Govern­
ment to supply Israel with arms, is the conviction of the 
U.S. Defence Department of the necessity to Jessen the 
policy of dependence on the Sixth Fleet in the M.E. area 
by encouraging and achieving "a more effective partner­
ship with those nations who can, and should, share inter­
national peace-keeping responsibilities''. 

Q. What is the state of Israeli economy 
specially in view of the vast economic aid Israel has 
received? 

Ans. Based as it is on the most irrational and ag:gres­
sive foundations, the so-called state of Israel can 'never 
~ecome econo!Tiically viable or self-sufficient. How serious 
is_ the econ~Ir?Ic crisis in Israel, in spite of her being the 
biggest rec1p1ent of _foreign aid in the world, is eviden! 
from a report published in such a staunch pro-lsraeh 
paper as the American news magazine, Newsweek. 

Reporting on the current state of affairs in Israei, 
Newsi~'eek in its_ issue of January 16, 1967 makes some 
shockmg revelations about the economic 'devlopment' in 
Israel. Debunking these claims the report says, "Israel's 
chronic import-export gap is spreading at an astonishing 
rate. Economists estimate the total I 967 drain on Israel's 
hard currency reserves will reach 660 milliondollers". Giving 
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examples of the Israeli habit of jugglery with figures, 
Neewsweek reports : "Eshkol's critics complain that he has 
been less than candid in explaining the crisis to Israel's 
two and one-half million people. Contro\'ersics arc 
shunted from public parliamentary debate to closed 
committees, where the Prime Minister's patchwork coali­
tion majority stifles most of them. When they are in the 
open, governme11:t spokesmen appear to rely hem·ily on 
doubletalk. Durmg one recent week, Labour Minister 
Yigal Allon announced there were 15,000 unemployed 
Israelis. A day later, the State Bank put the figure at 
35 000 to 40,000 ; and two days later the go\'ernmenf s 
0 ;n Economic Planning Authority decided the figure was 
closer to 60,000 (nearly 10 per cent of the national labour 
force) and growing." 

Q. Israel claims to be a socialist country. 
What is the truth behind such an assertion ? 

Ans. Like many other claims of Israel, her boast of 
being a socialist country is al~o a hoax. We need not go 
here into a detailed examination of the Zionist ideology. 
which we have seen is nearer to Fascisn:i than any other 
faith in the . world. It . should be o~v1ous that a st_ate 
which rests its total claim on the basis of the mythical 
supremacy of ~ne religion over all other~, can have lit_tle 
in common with a modern and progressive ideology like 
socialism. 

Obviously a state professing open policy of discrimi­
nation not only against its Arab citizens belonoing to 
Christian and_Muslim faiths, but also against Jewthailiog 
from Afro-Asian countries like India, could scarcelv call 
itself a soc!alist. society. Moreov~r,. its heavy dependence 
on countnes like the U.S.A. Bntam, France and West 
Germany both for money and arms should automatically 
make it s1!spect in t!1e ey_es of all genuine socialists. 
:Even the direct American mvestment in that country 
works out to be over 27% of her total economic resources 
which is the highest percentage in the world. 



Choice Before India 

Q ; Israel has m.ade offers of economic aid to 
India. Why should not India accept such offers ? 

Ans. It is true that Israel claims that she can help 
Indian economy if India establishes diplomatic relations 
with her. Besides taking into consideration political _impli­
cations of these economic aid offers by Israel to India, the 
best will be to first examine the validity of all such offers. 
The fact is that they amount to no more than mere 
illusions. In actuality, many of these aid offers are non­
existent. Only last year, for example, the then Food Minis­
ter, Mr. Subramaniam contradicted a wide-spread rumour 
that Israel had offered aid of food. Being an im­
porter of food herself, she could hardly be expected t_o 
do so. Mr. Subramaniam, however, admitted during his 
reply to the same question asked in the Lok Sabha on 
May 10, 1966, that some "paltry" quantity of fertilisers 
w~s offere~, b~t India rightly declined to accept it on 
wider cons1derat10ns of policy. 
. T~is is only one instance of how the Israeli propaganda 
1s trymg to raise mountains out of the molehills over the 
alleged generous inclinations of Israel towards India. 
About the so-called offers of aid from Israel, Prime Minis­
ter, _Mrs. Gan~hi, has rightly remarked that if_ nee~ _be, 
India could directly take such items from their ongmal 
sources rather than from Israel. Obviously, the fact of 
Israel's total dependence on western aims for her so-called 
aid-giving activities, had been keenly taken note of by 
Mrs. 9andhi, while making the statement. While viewing 
Jsraeh offers of aid, one should not lose sight of the fact 
that _no co~ntry in the world is as much dependent upon 
foreign aid as Israel. But in spite of this colossal 
amount of foreign assistance the state of Israeli economy 
remains far from satisfactory: 
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Due to a lame preponderance of imports over exports, 
her ad verse balance of trade has been rising ever since its in­
ception. According to the official Israeli review of the coun­
try, it has been to the tune of around 500 million dollars 
ann uallv since 1957 to 1965-66. This chronic import-export 
gap is c;ntinuing to spread at an astonishing rate. Accord­
ing to Newsweek of January 16, 1967, Israeli economist~ 
estimate that the total 1967 drain on Israel's hard currency 
resources will reach 660 million dollars by the end of the 
current financial year (I 966-67). 

As regards trade prospects, Israeli economy is being 
fashioned along the lines of an industrialised Western 
pattern, leaving little scope of imports from India. She has 
no use for Indian manufactured goods, a field in which 
India is particularly interested in the matter of exports. 
Israel, on the other hand, has been cager to push forward 
in world markets, a number of industrial goods such as 
light machinery and household gadgets at highly sub­
sidised rates, to the direct deterrent of Indian goods of 
that variety. Instead of buying Indian products, it is in 
effect eager to exploit the Indian market for her goods. 

Q. What economic gain does India derive 
from Arab countries ? 

Ans: It is a matter of common knowledge that­
'econom1c gain' does not only mtan the economic aid a_ 
country receives from the other. India has much to gain 
economically from the Arab countries. They have become· 
the 1?iggest buyers of her goods, especially of India's non­
trad1t1onal exports. For example, only in (J 965), the· 
total trade bet ween India and U .A. R. alone was 34.5 crore· 
rupees. This figure has been doubled this year and is ex~ 
p~ct~d to reach a hundred crore mark in a couple of years. 
Similarly Iraq imports goods worth 2.6 million pounds 
from. India. These include tea, jute and light machinery, 
especially electric fans, cycles and diesel machines. Besides 
this, tht-re is a large number of Indians working in Iraq. 
The large Indian business community doing brisk trade in. 
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Baghdad and Basra, numbers over 35,000. In Kuwait 
there are 30,000 Indians prospering in that oil-rich country. 

With the Sudan, Indian's trade was to the tune of 30 
crores of rupees last year. With Kuwait, the value of trade 
has been over 35 crores of rupee. Kuwait has recently de­
cided to invest over a hundred crores of rupees in different 
industries in India and concluded agreement for setting 
up various Indo-Kuwaici joint ventures in both the coun­
tries. It also goes to the credit of an Arab country like 
Kuwait to have put forward and invested a large amount 
,of sterling in -Governm~nt of India's securities. Similar 
rtrade and economic relations are expected to develop with 
•Dther Arab c;mntries as well. Last year, for instance, 
'India sold sewing michines, bicycles, electric fans and 
: some other light mechanical goods worth about 230 
• crores of rup:!es to the Arab countries It is important 
;to emphasize that India enjoys a tremendously favourable 
balance of trade with all the Arab countries. Since many 
of _them are in a position to pay for imports because of 
their wealth, this trend is likely to continue. Compared 
to all this, Israeli imports from India, during 1965-66 
had accounted for a meagre 13 lakhs of rupees. 

It should also not be forgotten that Israel is in no 
jposition to provide employment to Indian personel whereas 
.Arab countries continue to offer almost unlimited field of 
,employment for Indian technicians, doctors, engineers and 
,teachers. Iraq, Sudan, Saudi Arabia, Kuwait, Behrain, 
.and Aden have already thousands of Indians employed in 
,mos~ lucerative jobs. The demand for Indian teachers is 
conttnuously rising in the Arab world, thus providing 
great scope to India for earning valuable foreign 

,exchange. 

Q. Since Arabs pursue a neutral policy to­
·wards India's disputes with China and Pakistan, 
-would it not be logical for India to adopt a similar 
meutral stand vis-a-vis the Arab-Israeli dispute ? 

Ans. The Arab position vis-a-vis inter-Asian disputes 
has been that of wishing them to be settled amicably 
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between the parties concerned. For example, some of 
the Arab Governments have been trying their level best t~ 
bring India and China on a conference table to settle their 
dispute. The UAR, particularly, has been trying to do 
whatever it could, to persuade China to settle with bilateral 
discussions with India. Its role in the Colombo Confe­
rence, as well as President Nasser's subsequent efforts in 
this regard, have been well appreciated by India. An Arab 
country like Jordan has condemned China in severest 
terms. 

As regards Indo-Pakistan disputes, the position the Arab 
States have collei;tively taken is clear and unequivocal. 
They have often declared that they do not want to 
pronounce any opinion on the merits of the dispute, 
since in their opinion, that would impede the possibility 
of their settlement between the parties. Obviously, this 
stand has been well appreciated by the Indian Government 
which itself has often been declaring that the dispute 
should be settled bilaterally between India and Pakistan 
without outside interference. 

About India taking a stand of neutrality in the Arab­
Israeli conflict, one should remember that the position is 
completely and diametrically different from any of the 
disputes India or any other country has with her neigh• 
hours. In the case of the Arab-Israeli conflict. it is not a 
dispute between two countries. It has arisen merely 
because an alien minority has been transplanted on a soil 
~o which it had no claim whatever. 

This alien minority under the flag of Zionism has been 
followi~g a policy of Fascistic terrorism, imperialistic 
ex~ans1onism and racial and religious discrimination, 
which present as abhorrent a challenge to India's socialist, 
secul_ar and progressive nationalist policies based on peace 
and Justice, as they do to the entire Afro-Asian community. 

The posture of neutrality in this so-called dispute 
would be as illogical to the Indian stand, as it would be 
in the case of South Africa or Southern Rhodesia. There 
Joo a white minority is pursuing a policy of racial domina-
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;tion over a coloured majority. It has, therefore, been 
rightly expressed by Indian leaders, to_ whose stand, ~ra~s 
remain deeply grateful, t~at the questi_on of ne~traltty m 
ithis dispute does not arise at all, smce the rights and 
wrongs are so clear that it will be negation of truth to 
,remain neutral in such a conflict where the basic issue 
-centres round a liberation struggle. 

Q. Many countries of the world have recognised 
Israel, why should not India do so ? 

Ans. India's attitude towards this problem cannot be 
governed merely by the example of some other countries, 
who have either been pressurized by the interested big 
powers, or have not had a proper comprehension of the 
problem or whose stakes in the Arab world are not as 
high as are ours. India's policy of lending full support 
to the Arabs stems from three most important factors. 
They are: 

I. India has consistently supported the Palestinian 
-cause even during the time when we ourselves were struggl­
ing for our liberation. Since Independence Indian leaders 
and spokesmen have made it repeatedly clear that we 
-consider Israel not a state in the normal sense of the 
term. We consider it as an illegitimate political creation 
foisted by force on the people of Palestine. Having diplo­
matic relations with such an obnoxious political entity 
would impair the truth of the stand to which we have been 
-committed for over three and a half decades. 

2. India's relations with Arab countries arc of a 
special nature. No other non-Arab Asian country has 
such close economic relations and such great stakes in the 
Arab world as we have. Even at the moment thousands 
of Indians are working in various parts of the Arab world. 
·Our trad~ with the whole of the Arab region is of over 
200 crores of rupees annually. Oil rich countries like 
Kuwait have come forward even to invest large amount of 
money in India. In the United Nations, Arabs command 
directly or indirectly, over 30 votes. All this has made 
it imperative for India not to take any step which may 
harm not only her policy hut also her interests. 
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.3. Israel which is fully dependent on Western aid can 
be of little use to India in any of our important economic 
-or financial needs. India has rightly preferred the friend­
·ship of over 10 million people of the Arab world, as com­
pared to one and a half million Israeli intruders. This has 
endeared India in the Arab world with which we have had 
the closest contact from times immemorial. 

Obviously, such contacts have never existed between 
the Arabs and those countries who have recognised Israel. 
it, therefore, matters little to the Arabs what stand some 
of the comparatively unimportant countries take. But as 
Tegards India, the level of expectation due to the closest of 
economic, political and historical relations is so high that 

:any false step, of which however no possibility exists, would 
impair the centuries, old relationship. 

Q. Since India follows a policy of non-align• 
:ment, why should it not be non-aligned in the 
:matter of Arab-Israeli dispute ? 

Ans. The essence of India's non-alignment was best 
,summed up by the great architect of this policy, the late 
Jawaharlal Nehru. While speaking in November, 1956 in 
1he Indian Parliament over the tripartite aggression on 
Egypt he had said: "India's non-alignment is not a passive 
.attitude. It stems from the belief that one cannot 
remain neutral between justice and injustice, right and 
Wrong, peace and war." 

He then explained the reasons which prompted India 
1o support Egypt whole-heartedly and unequivocally. 
The foremost among them was that aggression looked like 
.an attempt to re-impose colonialism in the Afro-Asian 
part of the world. In such a conflict between freedom 
-and colonialism, India could never be non-aligned or 
netural. It has also been made repeatedly clear that our 
non-alignment only means that we judge every issue on 
merits from the standpoint of freedom, justice and 
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Basing her policy on these postulates India has beem 
extending full support to those struggling against the racist 
regimes in South Africa and Southern Rhodesia as also to· 
people fighting against colonialism in other parts of the 
world. It is therefore natural that India has neither been 
neutral nor non-aligned in the Arab-Israeli confrontation. 
This is because Israel too follows a theocratic and racialist 
policy obnoxious to the principles of secularism and/ 
human rights. She is also pursuing a constantly aggressive 
attitude towards her Arab neighbours, is refusing to imple­
ment the United Nations resolutions and is stubbornly 
denying the rights of the local inhabitants of Palestine to· 
their homes and hearths. 

No wonder India is lending its full support to the 
cause of the Palestinian Arabs who are engaged in a grim 
battle against the Israeli colonialists, implanted on their 
land through the force of naked arms from Europe and· 
America. 

Mrs. Indira Gandhi has admirably summed up the­
Indian position in this, when she told a special corres­
pondent of the Cairo Daily Al-Ashram that "we oppose­
Israel not only because of our friendship with the Arabs. 
But also because we are opposed to the creation of states 
on religious basis. Neither can we recognize territorial gai!:!.s 
made through aggression." 

(Al-Abram, Cairo 
July 10, 1966) 

It is thus clear that both in its basic "philosophy'" 
and in the execution of her internal and external policies, 
Israel stands directly opposed to India·~ policies ancfi 
interests. In such a direct conflict the question of remain­
ing non-aligned does not arise at all. 

It is obvious that the problem of Arab ~victces from 
Palestine is fast developing as a very potentra~ threat to• 
peace in the area. In a conflict like that, which due to 
Israel's arrogantly aggressive posture, can break out any 
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,:day the peace of the whole world can be threatened. India 
with her problems of development, will suffer a great deal 
from any worsening of world situation, especially if the 
Middle East is involved in the conflict. This would 
directly harm our national interests, especially in the 
economic sphere. It is therefore essential that we continue 
to offer our fullest support to the cause of justice for the 
Palestinian people. 

Since India is regarded as a great champion of truth, 
her continued indictment of Israel for her sins against 
peace and humanity, would go a long way in strengthening 
the forces of justice, which alone can insure peace in the 
Middle East. This way India would not only protect her 
own national interests, but would also render a great service 
4o the cause of world peace. 
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.? ? 
• • 

* Wh4 should not India establish 
diplomatic relations with Israel 1 

* What are India's stakes in the 
Arab .world? 

* Can there a Tashkent like settle­
ment between Arabs and Isreal 1 

* Has Israel anlf political. moral or 
religJous claim over Palestine 1 

· * What should be done to ensure 
peace and ·lessen tension in the 
Middle East ? 

* . Wh4 should not India be non­
aligned in the Arab-Israeli con-
flict ? 

* What is the truth about Israeli' 
claims of progress ? 

These are - • 
questions troublin1 Gt ,ibra ry IIAS. Shi,r l;i 

~~d;;o~;:e t: j::~~ 111111\ lllll lllll 11111111111111\ lllll lllllllll llll 
and man4 other rel' 00022060 
Indian point of vie\.__ _ ________ ___ _ 
data and records, the. reader will find it 
not onl4 immensel4 informative. but also 
hlghl4 engrossing. 
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