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For A Comprehensive Peace
In The Middle East

The following address was delivered at a public 
forum held at the Methodist Church Center for the 
United Nations on Saturday, December 5,1981. The 
Committee For A Just Peace Peace in the Middle 
East, sponsors of the forum, granted us permission 
to publish the speech.

Zehdi Labib Terzi is the P.L.O. Representative to 
the United Nations.

Peace is the target and the question is how to achieve, 
ensure and guarantee peace. Concrete action or a decla
ration of intent is needed.

An international consensus has emerged. Peace in the 
Middle East is a condition conducive to international 
peace and security. The emerging consensus is that the 
question of Palestine is the core of the conflict in the 
Middle East and consequently it is the key to peace. 
There is unanimity, including in the U.S.A., that a 
comprehensive settlement conductive to peace cannot be 
achieved until and unless the “Palestinian problem” in 
all its aspects is resolved.

Thus, the issue of peace or no peace in the Middle East 
rests on resolving the “Palestinian problem” in all its 
aspects. The aspects are human, political, economic etc. 
In our opinion — and again there is unanimous support 
to this — the fate of the Palestinian refugees must be 
addressed and the “refugee problem' ’ must be resolved. 
The only solution is to enable the refugees to return to 
their homes and property. The right of return is a princi
ple in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, and 
this right is not contingent on any other consideration. 
The right of the Palestinians to their homes has been 
upheld by the unanimous vote at the United Nations — 
Israel abstained in the vote — but could not vote against 
the decision.

But in practice Israel not only prohibits the Palesti
nians from exercising this right but has created and still 
does create conditions to force the Palestinians to leave 
their homes. Whatever the conditions or circumstances 
that compelled or compel the Palestinians to leave their 
homes — the right of return stands firm — and the 
Palestinian justly defends his right to return. All at
tempts and measures to negate and deny and obstruct the 
exercise of this right are deliberate attempts to obstruct 
endeavours for peace.

Another component of the “aspects of the Palestinian 
problem” is the right to self-determination. I believe it 
was Woodrow Wilson who formulated this concept — it 
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was not an exercise in linguistics. It was and still is hard 
substance. The exercise of the right of the Palestinian 
people of its right to self-determination is an aspect, a 
prerequisite, a condition for achieving peace. I am not 
aware of any people — or any nation — willing to 
accommodate at the expense of its own rights — thus the 
Palestinian people — and the overwhelming majority of 
the international community voted in support of this 
right of the Palestinian people at the United Nations in 
July 1980. The vote was 112 in support of this right and 
only 7 voted against it. Israel voted against this principle 
of self-determination for the Palestinian people. Israel 
persists in its policy reflecting such a rejection of the 
principle through the imposition of oppressive military 
occupation practices, and in so doing practices racist 
policies against the Palestinians under occupation.

I must say here that the policies adopted by the Israeli 
government are not “emergency or contingency mea
sures.” They reflect a concept or an ideology. An 
American Rabbi who was in the area has just issued a 
book “They Must Go.” Meir Kahane describes the 
Palestinians as a malignant growth and prescribes their 
elimination from Israel and from the occupied ter
ritories. But he is not the first to say such things. Mr. 
Weitz — of the colonization department of the Jewish 
Agency in 1940 said that all Arabs should be transferred 
to the neighboring countries “not one village, not one 
tribe, should be left.”

In 1916, Jabotinsky “saw in the evacuation of the 
Arabs from Palestine the basic prerequisite for the im
plementation of Zionism.”

In June 1981, Begin, in an election campaign state
ment apparently suggested that the “Arabs” be integ
rated and Peres was enraged: “This is not our Zionist 
project, this is suggesting a binational state” he cried. 
So one can safely conclude that a condition for peace — 
namely, respect for the rights of others — brotherhood 
— is missing. As a matter of fact this condition is to be 
eliminated, even if it is by force. These are some of the 
facts. They show that it is Israel that stands in the way of 
a just, comprehensive peace.

What do the Palestinian people want? When 1 speak 
on behalf of my people it is because I am so authorized 
by my people. “The Palestine Liberation Organization 
is our sole and legitimate representative" say the Pales
tinians.

The Palestine Liberation Organization is the represen
tative of the Palestinian people, declared the United 
Nations. Let me tell you what we want. In very simple 
English, we want to return home and live in peace.

(Continued on page 4)



Essentials for a Comprehensive Peace 
In the Middle East

Five days after Jimmy Carter announced his “Carter 
Doctrine” which declared that the U.S. would use mili
tary force to protect unspecified U.S. vital interests in 
the Middle East against alleged outside aggressors, 
former Defense Secretary Harold Brown announced his 
unpublicized “Brown Doctrine.”

Brown contradicted his president, saying that so- 
called Soviet Expansionism was not the greatest threat to 
the Middle East, but “turbulence” in the region—or 
more accurately, liberation movements for indigenous 
ownership and control of resources constituted the most 
serious threat to U.S. “vital interests.” (As Michael 
Parenti pointed out, “The American people would balk 
at sending their sons off to die for Exxon ... so 
interventions are for ‘vital national interests,’ ‘national 
security,’ etc.”)

But the economic and strategic roots of U.S. in
volvement in the Middle East are clear: after World War 
I, American capitalism, riding the crest of new interna
tional power as the leading creditor nation in the world, 
clawed its way into the powerful British and French oil 
spheres on the Arabian peninsula and other parts of the 
Middle East. This was the start of relatively uninter
rupted U.S. exploitation of the region. Growing in
volvement in the transport, refining, and distribution of 
oil led to massive maximum profits for U.S. corpora
tions . After World War II the economic coherence of the 
U.S.’s trilateral partners, Western Europe and Japan, 
was increasingly dependent on access to Middle East oil. 
Oil has now become a strategic resource to fuel the

accordance with international law and other norms and 
in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations.

Israel and the United States of America reject this 
approach. Our question now is how can we work to
gether to achieve peace in the Middle East.

The fact remains that the only vehicle is the United 
Nations and the international community has a lot at 
stake. The USA, the USSR and others equally share the 
responsibility and, in our opinion, must be involved. 
The main question is — do we want peace and how could 
we achieve peace? Those who obstruct endeavours for 
peace must be identified, namely, those who have re
jected the options of the international community, those 
who have converted the area into an arsenal of the most 
developed weaponry, and those who in reply to peace 
efforts sign a strategic alliance, those who instead of 
sending aid, teachers and doctors, conducted a military 
operation under the disgusting misnomer — “bright 
star” — those and their allies are the real enemies of 
peace. 
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It is a great honor to be with you today and to share this 
platform with the Honorable Zehdi Labib Terzi who has 
so ably and courageously represented the inseparable 
cause of the Palestinian people and world peace before 
the United Nations and before the entire global commu
nity.

In recent days, the threat of war in the Middle East has 
intensified. Not only have United States arms sales to the 
region increased enormously, but planning for direct 
U.S. intervention has already commenced. “Operation 
Bright Star II,” in Egypt, involved hundreds of U.S. 
military forces training for desert warfare. At this mo
ment the Pentagon and the Reagan Administration have 
available for attack in the Middle East 33,000 paratrop- 
ers of the 82nd and 101st Airborne divisions, two marine 
divisions (20,000 each), 600 to 1,000 fighters, bombers, 
and other aircraft, 700 cargo planes, tankers and troop 
carriers, two to four aircraft carrier groups plus a com
mand vessel with three destroyers.
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The following was the second speech delivered at 
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Chairman Arafat addressed the international com

munity in 1974 and said in simple terms, let’s return 
home and live in peace and harmony as citizens of one 
democratic society in one country, all equal, no dis
crimination — no privileges, sharing the prosperity and 
the labor.

When this option did not meet with unanimous sup
port, the Palestine Liberation Organization then agreed 
to another option — offered by the international com
munity — the Palestinians will be enabled to return to 
their homes, and the Palestinian people will exercise 
their self-determination and establish their independent 
sovereign state in that part of Palestine from which the 
Israelis must withdraw — namely the Palestinian territ
ory occupied since 1967. The Palestinian state will then 
assume its responsibilities and decide its relations in 
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