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Just as we should 1like to see Israel freed from
. the fears and economic pressures which are being imposed on her,
we must also hope that the Arab populations will be enabled
to move forward toward their goals of .economic betterment and
soclal progress. There have, indeed, been concrete proofs that
this 1s the hope of the Vlest.

It may perhaps be said that there is fear also on the
part of the Arab states lest they should be attacked. But
so far as I am aware, the 1950 tripartite declaration of the
three leading \estern'powers 1s still valid, that they would
oppose the changing of borders by force. Moreover, the United
Natlons 1s dedicated to the prevention of aggression and the
House will be aware of the fact that only recently the security
council of the United Nations, in considering a most regrettable.
development of the Arab-Israell dispute, gave unanimous evidence
of 1ts determined opposition to the resort to aggressive force. .
These I maintain, are no inconsiderable safeguards. They would
be even stronger if there were permanent frontiers settled by
negotiation. _

The Arab states on their part are, however, entitled
to certain assurances. There must te a failr and honourable
solution to the problem of Arab refugees. That is a subject
which my hon. friénd touched on the other day. The unhappy
‘plight of these refugees is of serious concern not only to the
Arab countries and to Israel because it poisons their relations
but also, for humanitarian and political-reasons, to the whole
free world. These unfortunate people have largely been maintained
by the United Natlons, and Canada has contributed its share
toward thelr support. But that cannot go on much Jonger.
Shelter and a dole are pitiful substitutes for a permanent home
and opportunities for gainful work. As I seec it, some compensation
should be paid these refugees by Israel for loss of land and
home. DBut 1t is clear that so large a number cannot return
to their former land, which 1s now in the State of Israel whose
total population is less than two million; nor in all probability
would many desire to live in what would now be to them an alien
country. A limited amount of repatriation might be possible
such as that which would be involved, for example, in the
reunlting of families. For the rest, resettlement as an inter-
national operation, to which Israel among others would nake a
contribution, secems to be the only answer.

But even more important 1s the question of .
boundaries. There arc at present armistice demarcation lines.
They are therefore 1lines Wwhich have not been finally determined
by a peace settlement. I believe that they could be susceptible
to readjustments. This, of course, is by no means to suggest
onesided concessions of territory or any such thing as the
"truncation" of Israel which would be crippling to the new state.
3ut perhpas certain boundary rearrangements could bte made so as to
Produce nmutually acceptable permanent borders. There is no
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