Annexation of Judea & Samaria

Instead of Judea & Samaria, biblical terms for this biblical core land, unfortunately is often spoken of as the “Westbank”, as if the bank of river Jordan to the west was 20 – 40 km …
The lively discussion in recent years and months about a possible annexation of parts of J&S is usually based on the false assumption that this would be compatible with international jurisdiction. 
The facts:
· The Mandate of the League of Nations for the then Palestine laid down in 1922 the whole land west of the Jordan as territory for a Jewish home land and expressly spoke of a land “densely populated by Jews”.
· The UN Charta, article 80, confirmed this expressly as valid.
· 1922 the territory of the British Mandate “Palestine” was divided in such a way that Palestinian Arabs had the possibility of self-determination in 76% of the area.
· The war of independence which was forced upon Israel in 1948 ended by marking a demarcation line  - and deliberately not by defining a border – “until the final political regulation.”
· The armistice line got invalid  with the Six-Day war when the State of Israel should have been wiped out.
· After Israel could conquer the biblical land J&S, the UN requested by its – non binding – resolution 242 the “withdrawal of the Israeli forces  from areas of the latest conflict” . Deliberately it was not chosen the expression “from the areas” or “from all areas”.
· J&S is no “occupied country”, as international law defines as such “the territory of a state militarily occupied by another state while there is state of war between them. “ This does not apply:
· After the destruction of the Osman Empire in 1917 the areas of J&S were never recognized by the world community as territory of any state. Jordan that behaved there like a ruler after 1948 abandoned their claim in 1988.
· Article 49, paragraph 6 of the Fourth Geneva  Convention declares: “It is not permitted to the occupying country to transfer parts of their own civil population into the occupied area.” This passage is not applicable to Israel as the Convention had specifically in mind a forced settlement of civilians – and as J&S is no occupied area.
· Donald Trump suggested a deal in 2020, intending – among other things - the annexation of the greater blocs of settlement in J&S. Netanyahu did not take up this idea in favour of the socalled Abraham Accords. Reservations about annexation were outbreak of Palestinian violence, endangering of the relationship with Jordan and the cooperation with Gulf states and the anticipation of international censorship. 
· As a matter of fact the term “annexation” is not appropriate as it is normally used for forceful capture of an area. The debate in Israel is about extension of Israeli sovereignty to J&S or parts of it. 
