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Historical Imperatives and Palestinian Rights:

A rescue operation, which is what the
Camp David Summit is all about, is always a
commendable act when what is being
rescued is in fact worth the trouble. A peace
initiative is, of course, always worth
rescuing; but the initiative that President
Carter is attempting to revive, by inviting
Sadat and Begin to confer with him at Camp
David, September 5, is not a peace initiative
but a war initiative, mounted by Israel to
reassert Zionist commitments to con-
tinued military occupation, territorial
expansionism, the bloody rule of the gun in
the West Bank/Gaza and the devastating
pain inflicted on the Palestinians all these
years.

It is a fact that the present Israeli
intransigence stems from the traditionalist
and fanatic position of Menachem Begin,
who is a product of the ethos of Zionism
itself, a movement led by old-guard, insecure
and paranoid politicians who are themselves
the product of the intensely racist and
colonial values of the turn of the century era
in Europe, when Third World people were
dismissed as an inferior species of human
beings and their lands were fair game for
take over by European settlers. (This
arrogance has manifested itself equally in
Zimbabwe and Azania [“South Africa”] as it
has in Palestine.)

Hence, rescue missions, peace initiatives
and negotiating forums aside, unless there is
a dramatic shift in Israel’s perceptions about
what constitutes a settlement, it is difficult to
envisage the majority of the Jews in
Palestine being genuinely reconciled to the
idea that there are a Palestinian people with
aspirations for freedom and statehood in
their own country. The tragic, but
abominable, fact is that Israeli Jews, long
subjected to their leaders’ rhetoric about
“biblical Israel” and the rest of it, remain
unreconciled to the one crucial factor that
would bring peace: Palestinian rights, even if
these were partial rights as expressed in
statehood on the mere 21 per cent remnant
of 1948 Palestine in the West Bank/Gaza.

In reality, Israeli Jews in Palestine
recognize nobody else’s right in Palestine
except that of the Jews.

There is almost as much opposition in
Israel, for example, to returning the West
Bank in any real territorial and political
sense to Jordan as there is to the
establishment there of a Palestinian state.
More than that, even those few Israelis who
favor the return of the West Bank and Gaza
do so not out of a feeling that it belongs to
the Arabs, (all true Zionists believe that
even the whole of Jordan, among other
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places in the Arab nation, belong to “Eretz
Israel”), but because returning them would
be politically expedient, say as a measure to
prevent a devastating war where Jewish
lives are lost.

Indeed, before Menachem Begin’s
ascendance to power in Palestine, a debate
raged openly (but in Hebrew), amonglsraeli
politicians and “intellectuals,” whose main
thrust was that it would be easier in the
future to recapture the West Bank from
Hussein than it would be from the
Palestinians, entrenched in a sovereign
state.

The neo-fascist Likud coalition, headed
by Menachem Begin, the former leader of
the Irgun Gang, is in fact no different, in the
substance of its position, from the Labor
Party. The platform of each rests on the
notion of territorial expansion and the
incredible inanities inherent in the concept
of “Greater Israel.”

Rabin, for instance, when in power, may
have dissimulated better than the fanatically
direct Begin, but the position of both is
identical. Rabin in 1975 and 1976 was as
much opposed to a Palestinian state, to
negotiations with the PLO and to total
withdrawal from the occupied territories, as
Begin is today. It may also be added that
Rabin, like Golda Meir before him, dropped
concussion bombs on Lebanon, imprisoned
and tortured as many Palestinians, blew up
as many homes, deported as many people,
confiscated as much land and built as many
illegal settlements, with the same frequency
and arrogance as Begin is doing today.

Zionist leaders, since the early days when
Jewish settlers began arriving in Palestine 60
years ago, have not changed one iota in their
racist views about the Arab people and the
Arab world.

Certainly, these views have become ever
more frozen and static since 1967. The
cornerstone of these views is that the
Palestinians can indefinitely remain a
captive population in the West Bank/Gaza
and an exiled people in the surrounding
countries. And if this paranoid position is
hard to believe, it will be recalled that no
other than Amon Cohen, who is dubbed
[improbably enough] a professor of Islamic
History at the University of Jerusalem, and
who is [more significantly] the top adivsor to
the occupying military government in the
West Bank, wrote in the Israeli paper,
Maariv, June 2, 1977, that the occupation of
the Palestinian people and their territories in
the West Bank and in Gaza can endure for
generations. (Yes, he used the plural.)

This devntion to conquest of land and

subjugation or expulsion of people extends,
like a well-patterned, well-delineated design,
to all Zionist thinking; not just in the neo-
fascist Jabotinski faction (of which Beginis a
follower) but also to its labor “left” wing as
well.

In fact, the Labor parties in the Zionist
movement in Palestine, in the 1920’s and
1930’s, concerned about the existence of a
vast Palestinian Arab majority in the
country, devoted more time to the matter of
how to expel Palestinians, or create
conditions for their flight, than the fascists
did.

In her book, The Struggle Which Failed:
Hebrew Labor 1929-1939, published in
Hebrew by the Tel Aviv University, 1977,
Anita Shapira outlines this in detail. She
explains (p. 58) that the first significant
expression by important Zionist leaders
about their sinister plans for the future of
Palestinians was made by Aharon Cizling.
Cizling, who became leader of the Mapam
(Labor) Party and a minister in the first
Israeli government, argued in 1930 that
Palestinian Arab workers should not under
any circumstances be helped to unionize,
because “it would be better if they were
unorganized when the time for transfer
came.” Cizling had added that the
“wandering” i (% Palestinian people (from
Palestine to t::: surrounding countries)
should be planned and agreed upon. And all
of this dastardly ruthlessness was
expressed, according to Shapira’s research,
at a meeting of the Central Committee of
the Mapam Party.

In those days, as in these, such views
were subscribed to by the top echelon
leadership of the Zionist movement. In the
Report of the Congress of the World
Council of Poale Zion, Zurich, July 29, 1937
(published in Tel Aviv, 1938), Ben Gurion,
commenting on the Peel Commission
partition plan, proposed the “transfer” of
the Palestinian population “if possible of
their own free will, if not by coercion. . . to
enlarge Jewish colonization.”

Nothing has changed. Zionist
colonization plans remain the same today as
they were then.

In the West Bank and Gaza, as in the rest
of Palestine, Menachem Begin is merely
carrying on a tradition, a long practiced
tradition characteristic of Zionism, that
forms the root-fibre of Israeli thinking, and
from which flows all Israel’s policies of
expansion, settlements, occupation,
napalm, deportations and the rest of it.

What has to be changed then is the
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West Bank Leaders Condemn
Administrative Detention

In mid-June, West Bank Leaders sent a
memorandum to the Israeli minister of
Defense, Ezar Weizman, condemning
administrative detention and demanding
the immediate release of detainees. The
text of the memorandum follows:

To the Israeli Minister of Defense:

We, the undersigned, representing
citizens, private and public enterprises, in
the name of men of the law and the different
professions of the West Bank totally
condemn ‘administrative arrest’ as being a
flagrant violation of the dignity and rights of
man, the utter humiliation and suppression
of the citizen’s freedom. . . We, therefore
request the immediate release of all
administrative detainees held in Israeli
prisons without condition, or that at the
very least, they should appear in the courts.

We wish to list several points concerning
administrative detention:

1. The authorities resort to
administrative arrest in cases where they do
not possess ample or concrete proof against
arrested citizens. This act, in itself,
constitutes overt oppression and a violation
of international norms, laws, and charters. It
is a blatant violation of the Geneva
Conventions and the UN Declaration of
Human Rights.

2. Administrative detention is a
repressive method and blatant violation of
the citizen’s rights; it is resorted to when the
authorities feel that the detainee is about to
stand trial or be released. In a clear
determination to violate international laws
and norms, and human rights, the
authorities apply this repression in order to
impose psychological and physical torture,
and terrorize the citizens of the occupied
territories.

3. Administrative detention is a
remnant of the 1945 emergency laws applied
under the British mandate in Palestine. The
reactivation of this measure by the
occupation authorities at present,
constitutes brutality and barbarity and an
aggression against human values and ideals.

4. All laws of the civilized world which
respect and sanctify human freedom and
rights, have abolished the idea of
administrative detention of citizens without
trial. What do the occupation authorities
have in mind by overtly violating and
flaunting human rights during human rights
year?

5. Many of those administratively
detained have spent more than six months,
others three years, in jail without trial, when
the authorities do not possess one single
piece of evidence against them.
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6. Among the detainees are heads of
large families, intellectuals, and university
students, whose relatives are in need of their
vital support.

As we totally condemn administrative
detention as being an act against humanity,
justice, and fairness, we request again, the
immediate release of all administrative
detainees, or that they should stand trial so
that their fate might be known. In
accordance with our full belief that our
people should exercise their rights
according to the Geneva Convention, and
UN human rights declarations and
conventions, we plead with you to intervene
with the aim of setting free all Palestinian
administrative detainees in Israeli jails.

June 1978, signed,
Municipality of Beit Jala
Al-Bireh Municipal Council
Municipality of Bethlehem
Beit Sahur Municipality
An-Nahda Women’s Association —
Ramallah
Birzeit University
Jordan Red Cross Society — Ramallah
Orthodox Club — Ramallah
Qalgeliah Municipal Council
Hebron Municipal Council
Halhoul Municipal Council
Jenin Benevolent Association
Nablus Municipal Chairman
Tulkarm Municipal Chairman
Silfeet Municipal Chairman
Anerta Municipal Council
Jenin Municipal Council
. . and others

Land Confiscation Goes On

Al Shaab, a Jerusalem daily newspaper,
reported on July 18 that the Israeli military
governor had issued a command closing
7,000 dunams (1,1750 acres) just north of
the West Bank city of Al-Bireh to Arab
construction. He also ordered all
construction work presently underway to
be stopped. Al-Bireh, with a population of
22,000 Palestinians, has been stopped from
expanding since the occupation. In 1972,
the military governor denied a request to
expand the municipal boundaries of the city.

At the same time, as reported in Time
magazine of August 21, 1978, 35 families
belonging to the extreme right wing Gush
Emunim movement are building a new
Israeli settlement called Beth El, one mile
north of Al-Bireh. A retired Arab
schoolteacher from Bireh, Ahmad Thalji,
member of a cooperative of 62 retired
schoolteachers, who have had their land
restricted by the Israelis, commented: I
bought one dunam 20 years ago. Now I am
told I cannot build a house. I hear people
always speaking about human rights.
Where are the human rights in this
injustice?” Time in its report, added:

To West Bankers, who have sent

complaints to the U.N. and to President
Carter, the Al-Bireh case is the latest
evidence that Israel is pursuing a policy of
creeping annexation of the West Bank.
Despite protests from the U.S. and
elsewhere that Israeli policy contravenes
the Geneva convention forbidding civilian
settlements in occupied territory,
construction at Beth-El continues.

Antiochian Orthodox Convention
Supports Palestinians

The Antiochian Orthodox Church held
its 33rd annual convention in Houston,
Texas, July 24-29, 1978. The Convention,
attended by 2,000 members from the U.S.
and Canada adopted a number of
resolutions calling for a just peace in the
Middle East based on U.N. resolutions, as
well as the right of the Palestinians to self-
determination and return to their homeland.

Metropolitan Phillip Saliba, the spiritual
leader of the Orthodox Church, called on
President Carter to show concern for the
human rights of Palestinians as well as
Blacks in South Africa. He said in his press
conference that “Carter spends so much
time with the plight of Soviet dissidents, that
human rights in countries such as South
Africa and Palestine are ignored.”
Metropolitan Phillip called for Israeli
withdrawal from the occupied territories
and protested U.S. military support to Israel
which has enabled it to invade South
Lebanbn.

The Chairman of the Near East Depart-
ment, Mr. Frank Munie, urged the Conven-
tion in his annual report to work for the unity
and independence of Lebanon, and for
the re-establishment of peace based on
principles of democracy and brotherhood.
He criticized the media’s distortion of the
conflict as “Christian versus Muslim,” and
called on Arab-Americans to unite and work
for Christian-Islamic goodwill and
understanding. He criticized Israel’s
violations of international law and human
rights of Christians and Muslims, and called
for a just solutuion to the Palestine problem
based on implementation of Palestinian
human rights, UN resolutions, and the right
to self-determination and return to their
homeland. He urged the U.S. government
to stop military and economic aid to Israel
due to these violations of human rights.

The Convention received a number of
telegrams of support including one from
Yassir Arafat, Chairman of the PLO, who
appealed to Arab-Americans to support the
Palestinians in their struggle for freedom.
Pamela Zlott, CBS Religious Affairs
producer, praised Arab-Americans for their
contributions to civilization and said that
Arabs have a “great heritage of spiritual
values and principles of justice and good-
will.” She wurged Arab-Americans to
continue their work for goodwill and under-
standing among peoples.









EVIEW

The Case Against Zionism

Israel: Utopia, Inc.

Uri Davis
Zed Press, 1977

The Land of Promise
Abdelwahab M. Elmessiri
North American, Inc., 1977

When Israeli Prime Minister Menahem
Begin announced to a group of Jewish
settlers in May, 1978 that Israel would not
give up “one inch” of “Judea and Samaria”
(the occupied West Bank and Gaza), he was
re-affirming the Zionist tenet that Jews have
(in the worlds of the first Israeli Minister of
Religion) a “heavenly and eternal” claim to
the land of “Eretz Israel,” a claim
superceding any historical one. If this is not
the case as Begin himself pointed out in an
address to settlers in 1969: “If this is
Palestine and not the Land of Israel, then
you are conquerors and not tillers of the
land. You are invaders. If this is Palestine,
then it belongs to the people who lived here
before you came. Only if this is the Land of
Israel do you have a right to live in it.”

That this assertion of a timeless “biblical”
claim to the land has certainly obstructed
present and past efforts to establish a just
peace in the Middle East is reason for all
concerned with peace to examine it
carefully. Uri Davis, an Israeli Jew and
Abdelwahab Elmessiri, an Egyptian Arab,
have contributed valuable and timely
studies of Zionism and the state of Israel that
take Zionism out of the realm of the spiritual
and place it in its concrete historical
context. Both The Land of Promise and
Utopia, Inc. concern themselves with the
“problem of origin” as Davis terms it—how
and why Zionism developed. The wo
studies are complementary: Elmessiri
focuses more on the outlines of Zionist
ideology as expressed by the words and
deeds of its founders and leaders while
Davis, whose study is subtitled “A study of
class, state and corporate kin control”
concentrates on the process by which the
ruling elite created and control the
institutions of the Zionist state. Both books
illuminate the consequences of solving the
“Jewish problem” by creating a “Jewish
state for Jews” in Palestine.

Elmessiri, using a wealth of primary
Zionist sources, analyzes political Zionism
as a European settler-colonial movement
deeply imbued with the 19th century
European notions of the inferiority of non-
European peoples and the right of “superior
races” to domination. Theodore Herzl, the
founder of modern political Zionism, called
Zionists  “representatives of Western

civilization,” who would bring “cleanliness,
order and the well established customs of
the Occident to this plague-ridden, blighted
corner of the Orient.” Politically, these ideas
were firmly coupled with the necessity for
the Zionist colonial project to find a sponsor
among the Western imperial powers.
Britian, and then the United States, filled
this role.

The Land of Promise is especially helpful
in its detailed examination of Zionist
attitudes and practice towards the Jewish
people, the Jewish diaspora (Jews living
outside Israel) and anti-semitism. The
Zionist construct of the “pure Jew”’—the
“Jew who is 100% Jewish” as David Ben-
Gurion said—emerges as having very little
to do with the lives and history of most
Jewish people. Indeed, contempt for
diaspora Jews marks the attitudes of many
Zionist leaders, like David Ben-Gurion who
referred to diaspora Jews as “human dust.”
Zionist analysis of the diaspora ring of anti-
semitism: the Israeli newspaper Davar, for
example, once headlined an article about
immigration to Israel “The Regeneration of a
Parasitic People.” The value of exploring
these issues lies in making the crucial
analytical separation between Zionism and
Judaism, and in fact, noting the ways they
are in direct conflict. For this alone,
Elmesseri’s book should be read by those
concerned with the future of Judaism and
the fight against anti-semitism.

Both Elmesseri and Davis focus on the
second class status of Sephardic (or
“Oriental”) Jews (Jews from African or
Arab countries) in Israel and the attitudes of
the Ashkenazi (Jews from the West)
towards this majority of Israel’s population.
Zionist leaders have been outspoken about
the supposedly ill effects of the Sephardic
non-Western influence: Abba Eban cited
“the danger less the predominance of
immigrants of Oriental Origin force Israel to
equalize its cultural level with that of the
neighboring world.” Less diplomatically, the
influential newspaper Ha’aretz pontificated
in 1949 that Oriental Jews brought “dirt,
card games for money, drunkenness and
fornication.” Figures cited by Davis showing
that there has been no narrowing of the gap
between Sephardic and Ashkenazi in
housing, education and jobs demonstrate
that this racism has been institutionalized in
[sraeli society.

The Sephardic Jews, both books suggest,
who benefit the least from Zionism and are
in fact, Arab in their cultural identification,
may in the future serve as a “bridge to the
Arab world.” Davis, however, emphasizes
that at present, Sephardic Jews are a base

of support for right-wing Zionism.

Davis’s book is one of the first studies of
the Zionist ruling elite and its control of the
state. A 1970 study of 140 members of
Israel’s power elite noted their common
Eastern European origin: “X (Israelileader)
originated from somewhere within a circle of
about 600 kilometers from Pinsk.” Shared
background and values and the
intermarrying of key families, which Davis
explores in some depth, contributed to the
formation of a stable elite which “crystalized
at a particular moment in the history of the
Zionist movement and the state of Israel,
constituting itself as the executive arm of
the Jewish state.”

This elite is also characterized by ties to
the kibbutz, “agricultural collectives” which
prior to 1948, were the “frontline” of the
future state, serving, for example, a
paramilitary, as well as a productive,
function. Today, although only 3% of Israel’s
population live on kibbutzim, 25% of the
Israeli Cabinet, 22% of the military high
command, and a majority of airforce pilots
(the elite in the Israeli Army) have a kibbutz
background.

Davis’s discussion of the myth of “kibbutz
socialism” is part of a general analysis of the
self-proclaimed “socialism” of Labor
Zionism (the Zionism of Meir, Rabin, Peres,
et. al) which claims a progressive and
democratic stance for Zionism. In this
context, Davis’s examination of the
Histadrut (the General Federation of
Workers in Eretz Israel) is particularly
revealing. The Histadrut, which claims to
represent the interests of Israeli workers,
owns in whole or part 54 of the top 205
Israeli corporations, is the second largest
employer in Israel, has extensive interests in
South Africa through the Histadrut-
controlled Koor Industries, and exploits
cheap Arab labor from the West Bank and
Gaza.

Ma’ariv newspaper described the case of
the Histadrut-owned Hishuelei ha-Karmel
factory. This plant, because of the “heat,
deafening noise and the exceptional
physical exertion” had difficulty finding
enough workers so the Israeli security
agencies authorized the plant to employ
Arab workers from the West Bank, which
today make up the majority of the plant’s
workforce. When Jewish workers protested
to the Histadrut, it “significantly assisted in
changing the Jewish workers attitude” by
arguing that Arabs only get the “black jobs,”
“unskilled, hard and dirty” work that Israeli
Jews reject. Thus, this “union” succeeds in
increasing the profits of the company (which

Page 13



it owns) by employing cheap non-union
labor, while it also bolsters racism among
Israeli Jews and furthers the colonization of
the West Bank.

Davis’s examination and experience of
Zionism leads him to believe that Zionism
and the “exclusively Jewish state” must be
defeated and replaced by a “socialist, multi-
national secular and democratic Republic of
Palestine.” His predictions for the
immediate future of the region, however,
are pessimistic, as he sees an increasing
U.S. strangle hold on the area resulting in a
“Vietnamization” of the Middle East. Davis
believes two necessary factors for positive
change in the Middle East are the
development of the Palestinian resistance
and the “withdrawal of loyalty” to the state
of Israel by its Oriental Jewish inhabitants.

The scenarios for this happening are
treated sketchily. Although both books are
excellent in their description of the effects of
Zionism on the Palestinian people, the
treatment of the significance and effects of
the Palestinian resistance, both in general
and on Zionism, remain undeveloped in
both books and at times, inaccurate. For
example, Davis gives a thoughtful and
convincing portrayal of the present
consciousness of Oriental Jews, whose

fears and insecure situation in society push
them towards right-wing philosophies and
anti-Arab racism. But he adds to his
description: “He is (properly) afraid that the
victory of the Palestinian resistance would
result in forcing him out of his poor,
overcrowded shelter and alienating job back
into the tent camp and the life of idle
employment of the refugee.” Such a
statement indicates that Davis has a
blindspot in his views of the philosophy and
strategy of the Palestinian resistance. The
adoption of the “democratic secular state”
as the goal of the resistance, which Davis
acknowledges as very significant, speaks
precisely to these fears. Admittedly, there is
much to be done—both theoretically and
practically—to reach the goal, but Davis’s
uneasiness seems to come more from the
deep fear and distrust of Palestinians
rampant in [sraeli society, than from flaws in
the Palestinian position. Nonetheless, for
anti-Zionist Israeli Jews to put forth
concrete strategies and proposals for the
future is in itself positive.

Elmesseri’s concluding remarks are
vague and his call for a “reconstituted
Zionism premised on the nonpolitical
concept of religious peoplehood of the
Jews” is neither clear nor compatible with

the bulk of his book. To put forward an
apolitical Zionism as a real possibility, after
demonstrating that historically, Zionism has
developed into political Zionism and nothing
else, is to lose the historical grasp that
Elmesseri demonstrates elsewhere in his
book.

Elmesseri, however, would probably
agree with Davis’s final characterization of
present-day Zionism as “suicidal Zionism,”
demanding total loyalty to a state almost
completely dependent on the U.S., heavily
militarized, directly colonizing 1% million
Palestinians, and bent on continuing an
aggressive, expansionist course. The rise of
“suicidal Zionism,” in fact, gives books like
these their importance. It is imperative for
public opinion in this country, and around
the world, to ensure that Zionism does not
undermine regional and world peace on its
suicidal path.

Land of Promise is available from the
Palestine Information Office and is alsc in
some major bookstores. Utopia, Inc. is
available from the New York Palestine
Solidarity Committee, P.O. Box 1757,
Manhattanville Station, New York, New
York, 10027.

For the Record
(Continued from page 12)
past 30 years.

It is now established, after the exchange
of visits between Sadat and Begin and its
aftermath, that the intention is determined
to split Arab ranks throughout its great
homeland, the Arab world, strike at the
Arab progressive forces, and liquidate the
Palestinian problem — which lies at the
heart of the conflict — in order to promote
aims that are completely contrary to the
establishment of just and lasting peace.

In the face of the dangerous situation and
the intentional Israeli disregard of the
Palestinian-Arab people and their right to
establish an independent state alongside the
state of Israel, as well as Israel’s obstinate
disregard of the civil and national rights of
the Palestinian-Arabs within the state of
Israel, we, the Palestinian residents in the
state of Israel since its establishment, wish
to call world public opinion, as well as Arab
and Israeli public opinion to the following
issues of principle:

1. The Palestinian problem is at the
heart of the Arab-Israeli conflict, and any
attempt to ignore this fundamental reality
will not lead to the establishment of a just
and true peace. Rather, such attempts will
result in the continuation of the same
conflict.

2. The fundamental solution of the
Palestinian problem must begin with
securing the right of self-determination of
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the Palestinian-Arab people, the
establishment of its independent state and
the solution of the refugee problem
according to the repeated resolutions of the
United Nations Organization.

3. The only true legitimate
representative of the Palestinian-Arab
people is the Palestine Liberation
Organization (PLO), and all attempts to
create a substitute for the PLO from among
those who are the crutches of the
occupation and Arab reaction are plainly
ridiculous.

4. The repeated attempts of the triangle
Carter-Begin-Sadat to remove the PLO and
the Soviet Union from their natural role in
the pursuit and the promotion of the just
solutuion aims to serve imperialist strategic,
oil and financial interests, Zionist colonial
expansion and the interests of Arab
reaction.

5. Being an inalienable part of the
Palestinian-Arab people, we wish to
emphasize that any solution of the
Palestinian problem must include official
recognition and international guarantees for
the national identity of the Palestinian
residents in the state of Israel, their right to
remain in their homeland, the re-
appropriation of their confiscated lands,
property, villages and charitable wagqf
estates as well as the implementation of
their full cultural, social, civil and political
rights.

Sharon. . .
(Continued from page 4)

is in no way an obstacle to peace and is full of
praise for Begin’s “self-rule” plan for the
West Bank and Gaza declaring it a
“unsurpassedly far-reachingplan. . . If Iwere
a Palestinian Arab, | would have seized this
plan and held on to it with both hands.”
Other forces inside Israel, especially the
“Peace Now” movement, regard the new
wave of settlement activity as a crippling
blow to peace. On August 11, thousands of
“Peace Now” activists demonstrated at
Shiloh a “Gush Emunim settlement set up
under the guise of an “archeological dig.”
The demonstrators erected a huge statue of
dovecote, the symbol of peace, outside
Shiloh. Two weeks later, 100 young
reservists (not associated with “Peace
Now”) signed a letter to Begin declaring
they cannot defend Israeli settlements on
the West Bank and Gaza because they
express the “annexationist aims and the
rejectionist policy” of the government. At
the present, however, Sharon’s hawk-like
policies have free reign against Palestinian
land and people. Only international
condemnation and pressure exerted
immediately can stand against this threat to
peace and fundamental human rights.
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THE PALESTINIANS: A STRUGGLE FOR SURVIVAL AND FREEDOM
A two day conference in Washington, D.C. at the International Inn (10 Thomas Circle, N.W.)

SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1978
3:00 - 5:00P.M. Palestinians Under Occupation
Speakers include Mayor of Ramallah
President of Dar El Tifl School, Jerusalem
President of Palestine Red Crescent, Gaza
8:00 - 10:00 P.M. Poetry of Palestine
Mahmoud Darweesh

SUNDAY, OCTOBER 1, 1978
11:00 - 1:00 P.M. Palestinians in Exile

Director of the Palestine Student Fund

President of Bir Zeit University, Hana Nasir

Poet, Mahmoud Darweesh

Inam Ra’ad, Lebanese National Movement

6:00 - 10:00 P.M. DINNER IN SOLIDARITY WITH PALESTINE
Palestinian Folk Songs: Zeinab Shath
Tear and mail to Palestine Information Office
P.O. Box 57042
Washington, D.C. 20037

NAME:

ADDRESS: Tel.:

| will attend  ( ) Saturday and Sunday conference
( ) Dinner. Reserve seats for

(enclose $2.00 registration fee — does not include dinner)

To reserve a room at the International Inn, please fill out the information below, and mail it to Palestine Information Office.
INTERNATIONAL INN
10 Thomas Circle, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005

Name
Home Address CONFERENCE ON PALESTINE
. . September 30 - October 1, 1978
City State Zip OSingles . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $38.00
Atrival Date Time ODoubles . . . . . . . . . . . . . $48.00
Departure Date Time Name(s) of Additional Pesson(s) Sharing Room
Check out time 1:00 PM Check in time 3:00 PM
Reservation to be Guaranteed O Yes O No

NOTE: Reservations will be held until 6:00 P.M. only unless
accompanied by deposit or major credit card number.
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