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" PREFACE TO THE FOURTH PRINTING

Two major events have occurred inthe Arab Middle East since the third printing
went to press in 1978: the Peace Treaty with Egypt and the Peace Treaty with
Lebanon.

The euphoria which preceeded the first was soon replaced by a sober, more
realistic stance and in some circles by a degree of apprehension following Sadat’s
assassination. Today, many would agree that although the framework of the
Treaty exists, it is devoid of any meaningful content. The hoped-for dynamic,
peaceful relationship between Egypt and Israel has turned into a static, peaceful
co-existence.

In the case of Lebanon, the assassination of the President-elect, Bashir
Jumayl, the continuous presence of foreign forces on the Lebanese soil, and the
rift among the communities inside Lebanon do not portend a peaceful or stable
future in the area. The undermining of the Lebanese sovereignty by the PLO
over the past eight years and the unwelcomed Syrian troops in the Bakaa region
have contributed much to the fragmentation of Lebanese society and to the
stagnation of Lebanese politics.

This instability in the area is to a large extent the result of the intransigence of
the Arab states and the PLO to slove the Palestinian problem and to come to
terms with the Jewish state. The wars of the last 35 years, waged by the Arab
states against [srael allegedly in the name of the Palestinian cause, have not
brought the Palestinian people any closer to solution.

The maximalist stand taken by the Palestinian leaders in the past and the PLO
al present have yielded no results. The history of the arca proves that the longer
the Palestinians postpone accepting a solution, the faster policies become reali-
ties and the harder it becomes for the Palestinians to change reality.

The war in Lebanon has proven this pointagain. The destruction of the PLO’s
military infrastructure, its political status and its organizational capability, has
again exposed the plight of the Palestinian refugees.

Most of the international community and most of the Arab states hold to the
concept of “self-determination’” for the Palestinians as the solution. This means
i state of their own on the West Bank and the Gaza strip. Such a proposal has

heen rejected by Israel which sees in it a threat to its security if not to its very
(Xistence.



But the proposed solution of self-determination for the Palestinians has also
been rejected on legal and historical grounds and considered inadmissible
because of its fallacy. The argument has been made by a number of scholars,
such as Julius Stone, who succeeded in giving a legal dimension to the historical
perspective. .

In his book, Israel and Palestine: Assault on the Law of Nations, Stone argues
“that ‘Palestine’ had no special geographical or political role and ‘Palestinians’
no specific sociopolitical or cultural identity within the area, during twelve
hundred years following the Arab conquest in the seventh century.” (Stone,
p.10). He quotes Bernard Lewis who noted that ‘“Palestine (which for Moslems)
had never meant more than an administrative subdistrict ... had been forgotten
even in that limited sense.” (Stone, p.I1). Therefore, Stone concludes somewhat
indignantly, that “‘the notion that the Arabs living in Palestine regarded themse-
Ives in 1917, at the time when Woodrow Wilson’s seminal self-determination
principle emerged, as a Palestinian Arab people in the sense required by the
self-determination concept ... is thus a figment of unhistorical imagination.”
(Stone, p.l-12).

According to Stone, the time at which a distinctive Palestinian national
self-recognition emerged was in 1966 with the adoption of the Palestinian
National Charter. “And that covenant itself testified with striking clarity that
the belatedness of this self-recognition as Palestinians raised grave obstacles to
‘national’ ambitions at so late a stage. For this was nearly half a century after the
former Turkish empire had been allocated between the Jewish and Arab libera-
tion claimants, of the latter of which Palestinians were a part, but not a
distinctive part at that time.” (Stone, p.12).

To overcome those obstacles, the Covenant used two arguments: 1) It

claimed that Palestinians were a part of the ‘Arab nation® to which that alloca-
tion was made and which by 1966 had come to control adozen new independent
states in the Middle East. But it also insisted (2) that in 1966 the Palestinians were
a separate people entitled to the whole of Palestine as an indivisible territorial
unit for its homeland”.
Stone claims that1917was the date for the application of the self-determination
principle to both the Arab and the Jewish nations. This was acknowledged by
both parties, by Emir Faisal for the Arab side and by Chaim Weizmann fot the
Jewish side in the Agreement of Understanding and Cooperation of January 3,
1919.

“It is then a historical fact that at the time Jewish and Arab national movem
ents ... appeared simultaneously as liberation claimants, ‘Jews” constituted
cluster of scattered people in the Middle East and elsewhere; ‘Arabs’ wer
similarly scattered over the Middle East and elsewhere. Each people withi
itselft shared cultural and religious traditions and experiences deeply rooted i
the Middle East region. The Jewish people claimed one part, Palestine, as it
historic home with which it had nearly four millennia of unbroken connection
The Arabs claimed virtually the whole of the territories removed by World War
from Turkish hegemony. These were the two claimant peoples, the Jews and th
Arabs...” (Stone, p.14).

i EERRHHE

The Arabs in claiming sovercignty received 21 statesextending throughout the
Middle East and Africa. This was achieved within a historical context as foltows:

1) Contrary to implied notions, Jewish and Arab claims in the Middle Fast
“came to their form of liberation together and not by way of Jewish
encroachment on an already vested and exclusive Arab domain.™ (Stone,
p.16).

2) The territory allocated to the Arabs **was more than a hundred times greater
in area and hundreds of times richer in resources than the ‘Palestine’
designated in 1917 for the Jewish national home.™

3) “By successive steps thereafter, the already tiny allocation to Jewish claims
was further encroached upon. Thus, already in 1922, a major part of it
(namely, 35,468 out of 46,339 square miles including the more sparsely
populated regions) was cut away to establish the Kingdom of Transjordan.™
(Stone, p.16).

Thus the share of the Jewish people under the liberation principle is about
“‘one two-hundredth of the entire territory distributed.”” (Stone, p.17).

This distribution, according to Stone. has not impaired the self-determination
of any of the nations. The reason being that at the time of distribution there was
no distinctive Palestinian people. The Arabs who lived in Syria, Libya, Yemen,
and elsewhere were considered part of the Arab nation to which a vast territory
was allocated, in the same way as Jews were found in these and other lands of the
Middle East and North Africa. Therefore, the allocation and distribution of the
territory of the Ottoman Empire was between two nations, the Arab and the
Jewish, regardless of what regions they originated from. Consequently many of
these Arabs and Jews “‘were to pay a price for the inheritances gained by their
respective nations.” (Stone, p.17).

From this brief exposé, Stone concluded that if there were any claims against
the State of Israel for its encroachment on the right of self-determination of a
Palestinian Arab nation, then this should be directed against all the former
Ottoman territories distributed after World War I, most of which now make up
the 21 Arab states in the region. In contrast, Israel in its miniscule territory,
assumed the responsibility for approximately 600,000 Jewish refugees from
Arab lands; *this provides a model for the corresponding duties of other Arab
states.”” (Stone, p.126).

With reference to the “Right of Return or Compensation” Stone writes:

“The solutions found for the refugee problems of Europe after World War 11,
involving far greater number of refugees and states concerned, show that ‘return
or compensation’ is neither a necessary nor a feasible basis of solution. Its basis
was rather international cooperation based on human planning.” In addition, to
blame Israel for the refugee problem is “‘to ignore the responsibility arising from
the indubitable relation, direct and immediate, between Arab State aggression
und the very creation of the refugee problem.” (Stone, p.128).

One cannot conclude Stone’s thesis without devoting a few lines to Jordan.












rights in their ancient homeland. The Arab leaders continue to use Arab refugees
as a political tool in their efforts to wipe out the State of Israel. At the same time
they completely disregard the rights of the Jewish people, the majority of whom
were also refugees who have been absorbed by Israel and other countries.

With this in mind, a committee of representatives of Jews from Arab countries
was formed, which convened a preparatory conference in Paris in November 1975.
It established WOJAC, the World Organization of Jews from Arab Countries.
WOJAC’s Israel Executive is now coordinating the activities of the branches being
set up throughout the free world until a Head Office is established.

The Organization will defend the rights of former Jewish refugees before all
international forums debating the problems of refugees in the Middle East. It will
act according to Resolution 242 of the UN Security Council calling for “a just
solution of the refugee problem,” which cannot but refer to Jewish and Arab
refugees alike.

The Organization will be a non-governmental (N.G.0O.) body. Its main purpose
is human and moral. It will take resolute action on behalf of Jews from Arab
countries to re-establish their identity, their ancient heritage and traditions. It will
act to assure their rights and to redress the moral and the material injustice
perpetrated against them.

Above all, WOJA C will support the right of Jews in Israel to a life of security
in their own country. It emphasizes that the exchange of populations which took
place in the Middle East between Jews and Arabs is an accomplished and final
fact: that Israel has absorbed approximately 600,000 Jewish refugees from Arab
countries, while the Arab states “‘absorbed” 590,000 Arabs who responded to the
call of their leaders and abandoned the territory of Israel in 1948, and who are
now living among their people in 20 Arab states with whom they share the same
heritage, culture and language.

The Organization has not overlooked the positive aspects which characterized
the relation of Jews with some of their Arab neighbors. However, it regrets that
these segments of the Arab population did not have the power to prevent the Arab
regimes and their rulers from inciting the masses and using persecution of Jews as
a political tool.

The Organization will make every effort to increase the prospects of peace in
the Middle East, based on secure and lasting borders. WOJAC sees itself as
representing a segment of the population of the Middle East which, for thousands
of years, has been rooted in the culture of its region. It will do everything in its
power to build a bridge of friendship between Israel and its neighbors, while
making the latter aware that peace in this troubled area can endure only if the
rights of all minorities in the Middle East are assured.

In conclusion, 1 would like to express my gratitude to Dr. Maurice M.
Roumani and his research team. I would also like to thank the academic advisers,
translators and typists for all their efforts in making this publication possible.

Mordechai Ben-Porat,
Co-Chairman of the World Executive of WOJAC

PART ONE










synagogues were burned and looted; hundreds of Jews were murdered in the
streets, thousands were imprisoned in the following months as criminals and
suspects, Movement was restricted, emigration to Israel banned and many Jews
were deprived of their citizenship. Jews who at one time were influential in
commerce suddenly lost their holdings; bank accounts belonging to Jews were
frozen, and property valued at millions of dollars was gradually confiscated. As in
previous centuries, Jews were further removed from government agencies and
their admission to public office was severely restricted. Jews lost their means of
survival; they became hostages in their own countries of origin. Consequently,
they could no longer remain there.

Where once Jewish communities flourished and thrived, now their traces have
been prased as Jews in large numbers were compelled to leave.

The following table summarizes the dramatic disappearance of Jewish
communities in the Arab world between 1948 and 1976.!

ESTIMATED JEWISH POPULATION IN ARAB COUNTRIES
1948 AND 1976

1948 1976

Morocco 265,000 17,000
Algeria 140,000 500
Tunisia 105,000 2,000
Libya ' 38,000 20
Egypt 75,000 100
Iragq 135,000 400
Syria 30,000 4,350
Lebanon 5,000 500
Yemen 55,000 1,000
Aden 8,000 0

TOTAL 856,000 25,870

THE EXODUS

The State of Israel served as a natural refuge for the majority of Jews from Arab
countries. Some departed independently. Others were involved in massive rescue
missions organized by the local communities and the Israeli authorities.
Outstanding examples are the Jews of Yemen and Iraq, who were airlifted en

Based on: official census of each country; yearbooks of the Jewish communities: The Jewish
Case Before The Anglo-American Committee of Inquiry, 1946; Hayyim Cohen. 1952 and
1973: David Sitton. 1974; Andsé Chouraqui, 1952; Joseph B. Shechtman, 1961; David Littman,
1975. (See Bibliography)
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masse to Israel between 1948 and 1951. Similarly, the Jewish community of
Libya was almost entirely relocated to Israel. To this day, a total of 586,268 Jews
from Arab countries arrived in Israel® with at least another 200,000 emigrating to
France, England and the Americas. Including their offspring, the total number of
Jews who were displaced from their homes in Arab countries and who live in
Israel today is 1,136,436, about 41% of the total population.® At least another
500,000 currently reside in France, Canada, the United States and Latin
America.

The high influx of Jews from Arab countries into Israel shortly after its
establishment as a state had a significant influence on the demographic make-up
of its population. In 1931, only 1 out of every 4 Jews living in the Land of Israel
came from Asia and Africa. By 1948 there were still only 70,000 of the latter in
[srael as compared to 253,661 Israeli-born Jews and 393,013 Jews from Europe
and America, out of a total population of 716,678 Jews.?

In the early *50’s the picture changed dramatically. By 1951, Jews from Arab
countries made up nearly 30% of the entire population. This unusually rapid
change in the demographic make-up of the population was due to the thousands
of Jews that were pouring into Israel as a result of persecutions in Arab countries
as well as in Europe. During the years 1948 to 1951, nearly 50% of all
immigrants, totalling 387,000, came from Asia and Africa, with a similar number
coming, at that time, from Europe and America. During the two-year period from
1955 to 1957, the percentage of Jews from Arab lands arriving in Israel rose to
69%; in 1955 alone this group represented 92% of all immigrants. This high
proportion is not surprising in view of the approximately 100,000 that came
during those years from Morocco, Algeria and Tunisia alone.’

The majority of Jewish refugees from Arab lands arrived in Israel during the
first three years of statehood. Of the total 586,070 that arrived to date, nearly
400,000 entered the country between 1948 and 1951.° The effects of this mass
immigration in such a short period of time can also be observed in the total
population increase for those years. Before May 15, 1948, there were little more
thian 700,000 Jews living in Israel. By 1951 the population figure doubled to
I84(4,400.

Immigration of Jews from Arab countries to Israel was not an entirely new
phenomenon in 1948, Jews had arrived in Israel from Arab countries as early as
1881, when a group of more than 2,000 Yemenite Jews succeeded in completing
the long trek to Palestine a year before the first Eastern European settlers (Bilu)
arrived. By 1948, over 45,000 Jews from Arab countries had immigrated to the

2 Government of Israel, Central Bureau of Statistics, 1975, This figure does not. of coursc. include
Jews from the non-Arab Islamic countries, e.g. Iran. Turkey, or those from Kurdistan.

3 Ibid.

4 Government of Israel, Statistical Abstract, 1974 (Jerusalem: Central Bureau of Statistics. 1974).

3 Government of Israel, Immigration 1o Israel, 1948-1972 (Jerusalem: Central Burcau of
Statistics. 1974).

5 Government of Israel, Stavistical Abstraci. 1974, op. cit.



Land of Israel. The motivation of these early settlers was primarily spiritual.
Prompted by a messianic hope, they were determined to make the long journey to
the land of their ancestors.

Jews arriving in Israel after 1948 were similarly inspired by the ideal of
returning to their homeland. However, for the most part, these people were
refugees, forced to flee from their homes and to abandon centuries of established
culture and tradition as a result of persecutions which made life for Jews in Arab
countries increasingly unbearable.

The following table shows the number of Jews who emigrated from Arab
countries between 1948 and 1972:7

- IMMIGRATION OF JEWS FROM ARAB LANDS
TO ISRAEL FROM MAY 15, 1948 TO MAY 22, 1972

Country Number
Morocco j»
Tunisia s 330,833
Algeria
Libya 35,666
Egypt \ 29,325
Syria }
Lebanon f 10,402
*
XZ‘;}?“ } 50,552
Iraq 129,292
TOTAL 586,070

* Individual statistics for these countries were not recorded before
1950; therefore, we find it more accurate to list them together.

DWINDLING JEWISH COMMUNITIES: A SURVEY

Morocco

The Jewish community of Morocco dates back to the destruction of the First
Temple in the year 586 BCE. By 1948, this ancient community, the largest in
North Africa, numbered 265,000. Composed primarily of money changers,
artisans, and traders, the Jewish population was 73% urban and constituted 9% of

the total urban population of Morocco. In 1947, a large Jewish community

existed in Casablanca, with over 86,000 inhabitants. Other cities which had large
Jewish populations were Marrakesh, Fez, Meknes and Rabat, each comprising a
population of more than 15,000 Jews in 1947.2

7 Central Bureau of Statistics, 1974.
* Joseph B. Schechtman, On Wings of Eagles, p. 273.

4

Immigration to Israel started upon the initiative of smali groups who arrived at
the time of Israel’s independence. However, the waves of mass immigration which
brought a total of more than 250,000 Moroccan Jews to Israel were prompted by
anti-Jewish measures carried out in response to the establishment of the State of
Israel. On June 4, 1948, riots broke out in northern Morocco killing and injuring
dozens of Jews. Shortly afterwards, the Jews began to leave en masse.

During the two-year period between 1955 and 1957 alone, over 70,000
Moroccan Jews arrived in Israel. In 1956 emigration to Israel was banned and by
1959 Zionist activities became illegal in Morocco. During these years more than
30,000 Jews left for France and the Americas. In 1963, the ban on emigration to
Israel was lifted bringing another 100,000 to her shores.

Today, the Jewish community of Morocco has dwindled to less than 10% of its
original size. Of the 17,000 Jews that remain, two-thirds live in Casablanca. Since
1964, 30 Jewish courts have been closed down, including the High Rabbinical
Court. Jewish schools still exist but many are under Muslim administration. There
has been no Jewish press in Morocco since 1966.°

Generally speaking, the Jews who remain in Morocco have a reasonably stable
existence; however, occasional outbursts of anti-Israel sentiments make daily life
for Jews insecure.

Algeria

In 1948, there were 140,000 Jews in Algeria. Before 1962, there were 60 Jewish
communities, each maintaining at least one synagogue, one Rabbi, and its own
educational services. During the three months between May and July of 1962,
almost all the Jews of Algeria left the country, following the Evian Agreement
which granted independence to Algeria.!® Today, there remain merely 500 Jews.

During the struggle for independence, pressure was placed upon Jews to
endorse the nationalist cause. A spokesman for the Liberation Party indicated in
1960: “Jews will endure the consequences of their hesitant attitude when Algeria
will come into being.” [n-addition, they were also harassed by the existing
government. Consequently, 14,000 Jews emigrated to Israel and another 125,000
to France, leaving behind only a tiny fraction of what used to be one of North
Africa’s largest Jewish communities.!!

Today, the Jews that remain in Algeria no longer maintain any independent
form of communal organization. They are under the supervision of the French
Secretariat of the World Jewish Congress. In Algiers, for a community that
numbered 30,000 in 1960, and had 12 synagogues, only one synagogue remains.

Tunisia
Similar to the conditions for Jews in Algeria, the rise of Tunisian nationalism led
to anti-Jewish legislation and, in 1961, caused Jews to leave in great numbers. In

® American Jewish Congress, Jewish Communities in the World, p. 48 (Heb.).
19 Ibid., pp. 12-13.
U Ibid., p. 13.






conditions of this Jewish community. A reliable source estimates that in December
1976 only 500 Jews were left in Lebanon.

Yemen
“Operation Magic Carpet,” the dramatic airlift which brought 48,818 Yemenite
Jews to Israel in 430 flights during 1949 and 1950, is another example of the
displacement of an entire Jewish community from its ancient roots in the Arab
world.

Fifty-five thousand Jews lived in two main cities and in 150 rural and desert
localities in 1948. Today only a few hundred remain.

Emigration from Yemen to Israel-started as early as 1881, when over 2,000
arrived in Palestine. Another 15,000 came between 1919 and 1948, mainly for
Zionist and religious reasons. Their followers of the 1950’s, however, were forced
to flee persecutions and increasingly difficult social conditions,

Aden
The history of modern anti-Jewish persecutions in Aden is a bitter and long one.
On December 2, 1947, the Arabs proclaimed a solidarity strike against the UN
resolution on the partition of Palestine. One hundred Jews were murdered, the
great synagogue was burned, Jewish property was rampaged, looted and
destroyed. Riots of similar intensity destroyed Jewish property again in 1958,
1965 and 1967.

The Jewish community of Aden, numbering 8,000 in 1948, was forced to flee.
By 1959 over 3,000 arrived in Israel. Many fled to the U.S.A. and England. To-
day there are no Jews left in Aden.

CONCLUSION

The establishment of the State of Israel and the changing political climate in the
region during the post-war years seemed to provide an impetus as well as an op-
portunity for these well-established communities to seek a way out of their long
years of suffering and subjugation.

Prior to these events, few Jews left Arab countries despite the insecurity and the
mob violence which erupted time and again. Emigration to another country,
including Palestine under Ottoman: rule, offered no promise of improvement or
security. More important, the feeling of deep-rooted affinity with the native culture
shared by the majority of Jews in these countries, as well as a sense of organic
linkage to the environment forged over centuries, precluded the thought of seeking
refuge elsewhere. Thus, the intensification of anti-Jewish measures resulting
from a combination of factors such as rising Arab nationalism, the establishment
of the State of Israel and the general political climate of the time, which also
witnessed the transfer and movement of populations on an unprecedented scale,
made the displacement of Jews from Arab countries an inevitable conse-
quence.

8

CHAPTER TWO

The Transfer to Israel:
Hardships of Displacement

Out of 856,000 Jews living in Arab countries in 1948, the overwhelming majority
found refuge from Arab persecution in Israel. The remaining were dispersed
throughout the world. In the various countries that they inhabited previously,
many were wealthy and prestigious members of their local Jewish communities.
However, confronted with a political and” social climate of intensified and
unbearable hostility, they were forcibly uprooted, leaving behind their public and
private property. Consequently, the majority arrived in Israel without any means
of their own.

They came from countries in which they were repeatedly denied the oppor-
tunity of equal citizenship. At various times, different Arab countries imposed
limitations on the Jews in the fields of education, professional life, and economic
enterprise. When these circumstances compelled them to leave, the Arab states
did not hesitate to proclaim appropriate decrees designed to strip the Jews of their
possessions.

Thus, upon their arrival in Israel, these Jews had no means with which to
sustain themselves and, therefore, became dependent on the new state, which, at
that time, was struggling for its survival. The young country, poor and lacking in
natural resources and plagued by economic difficulties, was continuously being
attacked by hostile neighbors. Immigrants were pouring into the country by the
hundreds of thousands, many of them the exhausted survivors of concentration
and displaced persons’ camps. In 1949 alone, 240,000 immigrants were absorbed
in Israel.! Between 1948 and 1951, a total of 687,739 immigrants arrived in the
country, a figure virtually identical to the total population of the new state in
1948, and almost half the number that arrived in the 24-year period from the
establishment of the State unti| 19722
I Government of lsrael, Immigration to Israel 19481972 (Jerusalem: Central Bureau of

Statistics, 1974), p. 4.
* Jbid., p. 2.
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The return to Judea from Babylonian captivity 70 years or so later was not a
¢omplete return — many of the Jews outside the Land of Israel remained where
they were. During the Second Temple period (516 BCE-70 CE), these Diaspora
communities expanded greatly, but they always maintained close ties with their
fellow Jews in the Land of Israel, showing their loyalty to people and homeland by
monetary and military support — the former, in terms of contributions to the
Temple, and the latter during times of revolt (66 CE) or when Cleopatra sought to
annex the Land of Israel during the reign of Alexander Janneus (104-78 BCE).

More accurate archaeological confirmation of these communities’ existence

and of Jewish settlement in Algeria and Morocco has come to light, especially for
the period from the third century BCE onwards. The Egyptian ruler Ptolemy
Lagos (323282 BCE) settled Jews in the Cyrenian pentapolis and other localities
~ including Tripolitania — to strengthen his reign. Numerous signs of Jewish
presence — ruins, coins, seals, gravestones — in Libya and Algeria are found,
especially from the mid-2nd century BCE on, after the Roman conquest of
Carthage (142 BCE). Greek, Latin and Talmudic texts attest to the fact that “life
in the Jewish communities of North Africa during the Roman period was highly
developed, well-organized, rich and vital.”® Abundant and w .42, ead inscriptions
bearing Jewish names and unambiguous references to elements of the Jewish
religion attest to an equally vital Jewish presence in Arabia, from the Ist century
BCE on. Jewish and non-Jewish sources. bear witness to the flourishing
communities in Iraq, Syria and Egypt.

The first century CE, just prior to the Jewish Revolt and the destruction of the
Second Temple, is a good place to pause and examine the character and
distribution of these Jewish communities. .

Jews had been leaving the Land of Israel not only-because they were exiled or
deported; a Jewish population explosion in the first centuries BCE and CE caused
many Jews to seek new homes outside the Holy Land. On the advice of their
coreligionists from throughout the Diaspora who made the yearly pilgrimages to
Jerusalem, they set off for places which promised more political freedom than
under the Romans in Palestine — lke the port cities along the Mediterranean coast
- or which offered economic opportunities where the trades they plied were

necded.
The Jewish population of the Roman Empire at this time — excluding

Mesopotamia and the many Jewish tribes in the interior of Arabia — has been
estimated at 6--7 millions, with 1,000,000 in Egypt alone, mostly in Alexandria.
Ancient and modern scholars agree that the Jews were a force to be reckoned with
and that they wielded great influence.!® Josephus, for example, notes how influen-
tial the Jews and Judaism were in Syria, especially at Antioch and Damascus, due
to their great numbers.!! The Jews played an important role in trade and

¥ A. Chouraqui, op. cit.. p. 14.
¢ Information for the preceeding twa paragraphs and following data on fewish economic life is

taken from J, Juster, Les Juifs dans ’Empire Romain, vol. 1, pp. 209-211 and vol. Il, chap,

XXII, pp. 291-313.
Y Josephus, Wars of the Jews, V1I: 43; quoted in Encyclopedia Judaica, vol. XV, p. 639.
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ideas were exchanged. M oreover, these Jewish communities have contributed great
to the wealth and culture of the whole region, playing an important and at imes vit
role in the economies of the lands in which they lived.

But while the Jewish people in the Middle East and Norh Africa developed ar
contributed to the building of their countries, they never ceased to see the Land .
Israel as their national homeland, or to realize in their own lives the religious du
of pilgrimage. As Rev. Dr. James Parkes has noted:

It is correct to say 'the Jewish people’ and not Jews', for even when th
were scaitered in a thousand ghettoes in innumerable different Christic
and Muslim countries, the Jews recognized themselves as, and were unive
sally recognized by others to be, a single people .... They were recognized «
both a religion and a nation, and it occurred to no one that there wi
anything inconsistent in the dual atiribution... This recognition |
themselves and others that they were still a single people reinforces ti
naturainess of their continued association with the land of their independe.
history and of the lawgivers and prophets.”?

This association took many forms: spiritual, financial and physical. As Samu
Katz writes:

Every single day in all those 70 generations (of exile) devout Jews gave voic
to their attachment to Zion... Jewish prayers, Jewish literature ai
saturated with the love and the longing for and sense of belonging |
Palestine... Jewish festivals remained tuned to the circumstances an
conditions of the Jewish homeland... In (his) home, on _family occasions, i
his daily customs, on weekdays and Shabbat, when he said grace ove
meals, ... go! married, ... built his home, when he said words of comfort |
mourners, the context was always his exile, his hope a belief in the return
Zion,, M

Under Roman, Byzantine, Muslim-Arab; Crusader, Mongoi and Muslin
Turkish rules, the Palestine Jewish community was not only supported with fina:
cial contributions but continually augmented by Jews immigrating from the lanc
of the Diaspora. “Modern Zionism did indeed start the count of the waves
immigration after 1882, but only the frame and the capacity for organization we
new: the living movement to the land never ceased.”” Some examples selecte
from the long history of the country corroborate this fact.

Already in the first century BCE, there was a synagogue of Cyrenian Jews :
Jerusalem. Archaeological excavations at the necropolis of Beth Shearim giv
tangible evidence of how Jews from all over the Diaspora, including Yeme
(Himyar), had their bodies sent for burial to the Holy Land. In the early 13th cei
tury, Yehuda Al-Harizi noted the iarge Maghrebi community in Jerusalen
Nachmanides, who settled in Jerusalem in 1267, where a coherent Jewish con

Y James Parkes, 4 History of Palestine, p. 173.

4 8, Katz, op. cit., pp. 5-6.
B Ibid., p. 16.
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nunity existed uninterruptedly tiil 1948 in the Old City, wrote his son of the many
silgrims “who come frequently to Jerusalem, women and men from Damascus
ind Aleppo, and other areas to see (the site of) the Temple and to weep over it."?

In 1488-89, Obadiah of Bartinoro relates that Adenite Jews were in
erusalem; Christian pilgrims Arnold van Harff and Martin Kabatnik reported a
irge Hebrew-speaking Jewish community in the city. Sixteenth century letters
Mest to the many Jewish pilgrims from Egypt and other countries — though
onditions were crowded — who found room on the holidays. The last Nagid of
‘airo Jewry, in fact, settled in Jerusalem with the Turkish conguest. At the
eginning of Ottoman rule, there were 30 Jewish communities in the fand, and
wme Jewish agricultural villages could claim 15 centuries of uninterrupted
irming. Religious and commercial ties between Syrian and Palestinian Jewry -
Iways close — were strengthened with the arrival of the Spanish Jewish refugees.
les between Baghdad, Syria and Palestine were also strengthened, The Safad
+abbalists of this period had profound influence on the Jews of Yemen and on the
s of Damascus — where Rabbi Hayyim Vital and Rabbi Moses Alsheikh lived
ir most of their lives.?’

At the beginning of the 19th century, the communities of indigenous Jews
hose ancestors had never known exile had dwindled to a single village. James
hrkes writes:

There had grown up in its place a community accepting hardships and
poverty, insecurity and danger, which represented aimost all the Jewries of
the world, eastern, Sephardic and Ashkenazic, which was supported in its
need by all the Jewries of the world and whick was regarded by Jews
everywhere as peculiarly blessed because it lived upon the holy soil itself.®®

Aside from the spiritual, financial and physical ties described above, there is
ie more aspect of the bonds between Diaspora communities and Eretz Yisrael to
' eamined, i.e., the attempted returns.

Throughout the centuries, the sufferings of the Jews and their longing for
demption and sovereign existence in the land of their forefathers gave rise to
8¢ Messiahs who promised deliverance from oppression and a return to Zion.
iese movements characterized Middle Eastern-as well as European Jewry. In
h century Syria there was one; in 12th century frag there were at least three
th movements. Similar movements arose in Yemen during the 11th, 12th, 17th
d 19th century. The tales of David Hareubeni and Solomon Molcho, who
ited Syria and Palestine (1523 and 1525), inspired ascetic preparations and
migration to Palestine from neighboring countries. The storm created by Shab-
8 Zvi (1626—1716) swept through the Middle East as well as Europe and
&n proved false led to a degeneration of Jewish life there as well 2

1.Z. Hirschberg, 4 Collection of Sources for the History j i
) v of the Jews in the Middle East
he Middle Ages {Heb,), pp. 12-13. ¥ Middle Bast during
bld., Kau, op. cit.; Encyclopedia Judaica, vol. XV, p. 643,
*arkes, op. cit., p. 182.
bid., pp. 95, 175, 176, 178; Encyclopedia Judaica, vol. XVI, pp. 742, 744,
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“Well, the Palestinians have rights... Obviously, there are Jewish
refugees also... They have the same rights as others do.”

President Jimmy Carter in a Press Conference
on October 27, 1977.

PREFACGCE

The following pages contain the address, in English, of Mr.
Mordechai Ben-Porat, Co-Chairman of the World Organization
of Jews from Arab Countries (WOJAC) and member of the
Israel Delegation, before the 32nd session of the UN General
Assembly on December 13, 1977. Included is also the statement
made by Ambassador Shaul Ramati to the Special Political
Committee on October 31, 1978, in exercise of his right of reply.

For the first time in the annals of the United Nations, the
issue of Jewish refugees from Arab countries has figured
prominently. From the rostrum of the General Assembly, Mr.
Ben-Porat, himself a Jew of Iraqi origin, challenged the Arab
States to contest the record of their treatment of Jews in their

respective countries and to find a solution for the Arab refugee

problem in the framework of an exchange of population between
Jews and Arabs in the Middle East.




Address of Mr. Mordechai Ben-Porat,
Co-Chairman of the World Organization of Jews
from Arab Countries (WOJAC) before the
32nd session of the General Assembly
of the United Nations
on December 13, 1977

..In explanation of vote, however, | should like to repeat
and elaborate on our position as set out in paragraph 18 of
document A/SPC/32/SR.21, regarding Draft Resolution A. We
abstained on that draft resolution in the Committee and we
shall do so again today because the interpretation of General
Assembly Resolution 194 (ill) contained in the draft resolution
does not correspond with lIsrael’s interpretation. Moreover,
Israel is unable to accept the figures for Palestinian Arab
refugees as shown in UNRWA records and has strong reserva-
tions about the definition employed as to who is a refugee.

DE FACTO POPULATION EXCHANGE

Besides that, there have been significant political develop-
ments since General Assembly resolution 194 (lll}) was adopted
in 1948, including the liquidation of the Jewish communities in
Arab lands and the massive migration of Jews from those
countries to Israel. Those developments, covering more than two
decades of turbulent history, are taken into account by Security
Council resolutions 242 (1967} and 338 (1973), which, inter alia,
call for a negotiated settlement of the refugee problem —
Jewish and Arab. It is Israel’s position that the problem of Arab
and Jewish refugees in the Middle East can only find practical
solution within the framework of the de facto population ex-
change which has already taken place.

The present draft resolution restricts our vision to just one
of the refugee problems connected with the Arab-Israel conflict.
But this blinkered approach is inadequate. Today, | stand before
the Assembly as a member of the Israel Delegation to the
General Assembly. But | was once a Jewish refugee from lraq,
and | have therefore a certain personal locus standi in this
matter.

From my own first-hand experience, which was shared
by hundreds of thousands of Jews in Arab countries, | know
the trials and tribulations of persecution and humiliation,
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of deprivation of human rights, property and belongings,
and finally of expulsion. During the Farhud, that vicious anti-
Jewish pogrom in Baghdad in 1941, my family was exposed
to great danger. My mother was kidnapped. A few years
later | myself was imprisoned and brutally tortured. Eventually
I was able to flee, crossing the lragi border, on foot and
without papers. | arrived in Israel penniless, and in the early
1950's directed transit camps for tens of thousands of Jews
from Arab countries, where my family and | lived with
them. | saw those people, housed in make-shift huts, without
water, without electricity, exposed to rain, wind and even flood.
Professional people were helpless; they did not have their
licenses or any other certificates with them. Those had been
torn to shreds by Arab officials in certain Arab countries when
they left.

As | stand here and explain my delegation's vote on the
draft resolutions, it is important that we re-assess some of the
events which created the refugee problem.

POLICY OF EXPULSION

Thirty years ago, from this very rostrum, my former
countryman, Mr. Fadel Al-Jamali, the then Iraqi Foreign Minister,
made serious threats against the lIraqgi Jews, thereby joining
other Arab States in Intimidating the million Jews then living
in Arab lands and exposing them to violence and massacre.

Jamali's threat was part of a premeditated policy. As
testified by Sir Alex Kirkbride, a former British Ambassador to
Amman, in his recently published memoirs, Iraq’s Prime Minister
at the time, Nuri Al-Said, had gone to Amman to seek Jordan's
approval for the deportation to Israel, through Jordanian terri-
tory, of the “majority of Jewish communities of Iraq”. The
Iragi scheme was to bring Jews over “in army lorries, escorted
by armoured cars” and to force them to cross the Jordanian-
Israeli frontier.

Who were the Jews exposed to the brutal schemes of expul-
sion of Iraq and other Arab States, and where are they now? Who
has absorbed them, and what about their legal rights and claims?
What mention is made of them in the draft resolutions ?

For 3,000 years there was a permanent presence of large
Jewish communities in the Middle East and North Africa. Their
history is richly inscribed through their cultural achievements
and creative contributions to all avenues of human endeavaour.




Through their long and active involvement, a thousand years
before the Arab conquest and 25 centuries before the birth
of the modern Arab States, the Jewish People acquired no small
share in the intellectual and material substance of the area.
The Jews extended help and friendship to the Arabs at the birth
of Islam and helped them achieve political independence in
modern times.

ISRAEL GAVE SHELTER

By way of gratitude, those Jews, so deeply rooted in the
area, were brutally expelled. Where should they have gone?
Like Nuri Al-Said, the heads of other Arab Governments recog-
nized that the Jews had a right to go to lsrael, their ancestral
home and reborn State.

To this very day, that period of suffering has left deep
scars on the Jewish refugees from Arab lands. The major
difference between them and the Arab refugees from *Palestine”
is the extent of the financial aid and other assistance they
received from their respective brethren. Draft Resolution A
deals with assistance to Palestinian Arab refugees. But, of the
$ 1.3 billion contributed by the International Community from
May 1950 to date for the Arab refugees, less than 6 per cent,
or $ 77,386,000, was contributed by Arab Governments. On the
other hand, the Jewish refugees from Arab countries never
relied on international charity. Israel, with the help of Jews
from all over the world, gave shelter to those victims of Arab
persecution. It opened its gates to every Jew, young or old,
fit or ailing. It gave them shelter, new lives and dignity. We
and our children have now tasted real freedom. Our human
rights are protected, and we enjoy civil liberties. We vote and
are elected. We shall never let ourselves be hostages to
fortune again.

THEY WON'T GO BACK

Draft Resolution C calls on Israel to return to the camps
in Gaza refugees for whom Israel has made it possible to work
and buy new homes outside the camps. Those refugees will never
agree to go back to the dreadful conditions they experienced in
the camps. But, | must add, the same applies to Jewish refugees
from Arab lands. The memories of the humiliations and dis-
possessions, and of the prisons and hangings in public squares,
together with the plight of the remnants of Syrian Jewry,




make a mockery of so-called invitations from some Arab
Governments to Jews to return.

Arab Governments should realize that the rights of the
Jews from Arab lands, their material interests and legal claims,
now form a central element of the conflict, and parallel the
Palestinian Arab refugee problem. This has been understood
by certain Palestinian Arab spokesmen. Speaking about the
cruel trial the Jews have undergone in Arab countries, Sabri
Jirgis wrote in the Lebanese daily Al Nahar on 15 May 1975:
“Nc need to relate now the way by which they accomplished
the dislodgement of the Jews from Arab states from their
countries, where they lived for centuries, expelling them in
the most ugly manner, after confiscating their property or seizing
control of it at the cheapest price. It is impossible to justify
the matter by saying that it was the past regimes in the Arab
world, aided by the Imperialist Power which worked in coordi-
nation with Zionism that did it... The historical results ensuing
from such an operation cannot be wiped out by such simple
pretexts... There is no need to say that the problem of those
Arab Jews and their transfer to Israel is not merely theoretical,
at least as far as the Palestinians are concerned. It has a very
practical repercussion on the future of the Palestinian problem.”

Draft Resolution E concerns the return of persons displaced
during and in the wake of the Six-Day War of 1967, But, again,
the problem is more complex.

The implications resulting from the dislodgement of Jews
from Arab countries also extend to Israel’s right to live within
recognized and secure boundaries. Only a few weeks ago, Pre-
sident Hafez Al-Assad of Syria said that

“..the total area of the West Bank is 5,000 square kilo-

metres, which cannot accommodate 3 million Palestinians.

But the area of Israel is 20,000 square kilometres, and it

can.”

Let me respond that the territory in Arab countries which we,
a million Jews from Arab countries, were forced to evacuate is
much broader than the “20,000 square kilometres’ of the State
of Israel. Charity begins at home; and if the Syrian President
and other Arab leaders think that Arab refugees need some
territory, let the Arab countries with their vast territories ex-
tending from the Indian Ocean to the Atlantic, over twice as
large as Europe, avail themselves of the space evacuated by
Jews in those countries.
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Rashid Ali. We remember the terrorization of the Jewish com-
munity after 1948, when work opportunities were denied to
Jews, children were beaten up so they could no longer go to
schoo! and Mr. Adas, one of the leading Jews of Baghdad, who
had served his country well, was hung in the courtyard of his
own house. We remember how, having made their continued
stay in Iraq impossible, the Iragi Government offered the Jews
the right to register for emigration, and when they had done so,
passed a retroactive law, a practice repugnant to most civilised
people, confiscating all their property and possessions. | was,
however, pleased to note the representative of the Baathist
entity’s assurance, that the Jews of lraq were and are consi-
dered by his authorities as having the same rights and duties
as all other Iraqgi citizens and his implied recognition of ths
valuable contribution to the land of their sojourn over 2.500 years.

This positive attitude raises hopes that Iraq may yet accept
its responsibility for paying compensation to the 140.000 Jews it
expelled, not only for their personal property and their extensive
communal properties. For surely, having contributed so much
more than their share to lraq’s national wealth, the Iragi Jews
are entitled to a part thereof, at the very least to a part propor-
tional to their numbers. As citizens with equal rights and duties
in every respect, as the Iraqi delegate pointed out, a claim might
even be justified for some territorial compensation to which
they might have a claim, equal to an area of Iraq which would
be in proportion to the ratio of the Jewish community to the
general population of Iraq at the time of its expulsion.

I can therefore well understand the Iraqi representative's
concern that Resolution 242 covers Jewish as well as Arab refu-
gees, whilst noting with satisfaction his interest in this Resolu-
tion of which, at least up to now, Iraq has not been one of the
staunchest supporters. It is not only Israel, but also the United
States, which as we all know, played an important part in the
framing of Resolution 242, which recognizes that Resolution 242
also applies to Jews from Arab lands. This position found formal
expression in the 5 October 1977 U.S.-Israel Working Paper,
agreed upon in anticipation of the resumption of the Geneva
Conference. It was also included in a statement by- President
Garter, made, | believe, on the 22 October 1977.

I am somewhat surprised at the vehemence of the Iraqi
representative’s objection to my reference to Western Palestine
in describing the area of Palestine lying to the West of the












