











U.S. Denies Palestinians Freedom of Speech

On September 26, President Carter,
answering a question about the PLO and
Palestinian representatives in the U.S.,
declared “I wish they would go away.”
Carter echoed Begin and a long line of
Zionist leaders who have both “wished” for
and done their best to achieve the goal of
having the Palestinians, a nation of 4 million,
disappear.

Carter’s words, coming at a time when
the U.S. State Department has granted
permission for lan Smith to visit the U.S. on
behalf of the illegal and racist government in
Zimbabwe, raises questions about the
Administration’s commitment to justice and
their definition of freedom of speech. In
mid-September for example, the Palestinian
poet Mahmoud Darweesh applied for a visa
to read his poetry at a Chicago convention of
the United Holy Land Fund. After delaying
their reply and asking Darweesh to
withdraw his visa, the State Department
denied Darweesh entry to the U.S. “at this
time,” according to a spokesman. The
grounds were Article 27: 212A of the
Immigration Act which denies “aliens” avisa
if there is “reason to believe” that they “seek
to enter the U.S. solely, partially or
incidentally to engage in acts that would be
prejudicial to public interests or endanger
the welfare, safety or security of the U.S.”
When a poetry reading in Chicago is
considered dangerous to security, civil
liberties are indeed shaky. It should be
noted that Darweesh, a major Palestinian
cultural figure, is not a PLO official.

A U.S. official admitted in Beirut that the
Camp David summit was behind his denial.
Such a statement affirms that at the core of
the Camp David agreements is the denial of
Palestinian rights. To be sure, Palestinian
leaders have been denied entrance to the
U.S. before: Abdel Jawad Saleh, the
deported mayor of Al-Bireh, was denied a
visa to attend a human rights conference in
the spring of 1978. But signs in the past
month indicated that individual denials are
becoming hardened policy. At this writing,
some Palestinians who were to present papers
at the annual convention of the Association
of Arab Americans, have been denied visas.

These denials are not due to any “danger”
to U.S. security or welfare. Rather,
Palestinian views and the Palestinian voice
might be seen as upsetting the precarious
balance of promises and pressure between
Israel, Eqypt and the U.S. at this critical
juncture in the Camp David negotiations.

Israel and Zionist advocates in the U.S. have
mounted an intense campaign not only to
deny Palestinians entry to the U.S., but to
close down Palestinian offices and deport
Palestinian spokespersons. At this point, it
appears that the U.S. is more concerned
with accomodating Israeli pressure than
with human rights for Palestinians.

On September 11, for example,
Congressman Stephen Solarz triumphantly
announced that he had solicited a letter
from the State Department (signed by
Undersecretary Douglas Bennet) that
affirmed that no PLO spokespersons will be
allowed to visit the U.S. This may be a
triumph for Zionism, and Solarz may win
some votes among his Brooklyn
constituency, but it is a defeat for freedom of
speech.

Solarz is part of a core of legislators that
have been seizing every opportunity to
erode Palestinian rights. Senator Dole (R-
Kansas), for example, recently presented a
resolution in Congress condemning the
PLO for killing Christians in Lebanon —
without bothering to check the facts about
the recent clashes in Lebanon. In the last six
months, Palestinians have not fired one shot
at the “Christian sector” of East Beirut. In
fact, the PLO has kept dialogue and
discussion going on with Christian leaders
such as Suleiman Franjieh, Raymond Edde
and President Elias Sarkis and has called for
reconciliation in Lebanon on the basis of a
new democratic government where
Christians and Muslims work together.
Many Palestinian leaders in the PLO, of
course, are themselves Christians.

But the attack on Palestinians has little to
do with facts. The Near East Report, a
newsletter on U.S. policy in the Middle East
which reflects the Zionist view, demanded in
its October 11 issue that the U.S. close
Palestinian offices and deport Palestinian
representatives. They ignored the fact that
Palestinian spokespersons and offices have
complied with all aspects of the U.S. law and
are engaged in the legal work of
representing the PLO at the United
Nations, as the U.N. has called uponit to do,
and presenting the Palestinian point of view
to the American public.

Indeed, it is this point of view, rather than
any “illegal” activities that poses a threat to
Zionism and the Zionist influence on
American opinion. The Palestinian people
are a progressive and democratic force in
the Middle East, calling for a democratic

secular state in Palestine. This information
is dangerous only to those who oppose a
just solution in the Middle East.

Protests have begun over these anti-
Palestinian actions by the U.S. A number of
lawyers and poets telegramed the State
Department protesting the visa denial of
Darweesh. The Association of Arab
American Graduates is contemplating legal
action if visas are not granted to Palestinians
invited to their October convention.

A recent episode of CBS-TV’s “Sixty
Minutes” depicted the problems of
Palestinians living and working in the U.S.,
and revealed cases of FBI and police
harassment of Palestinians who were in no
way PLO representatives. When ordinary
people trying to build a life for their families
are subject to harassment by the
authorities, simply because of their national
identity, this is discrimination. Combating
this anti-Palestinian campaign, then, is part
of the struggle to fight racism and
discrimination wherever and whenever,
they occur and to preserve fundamental
human rights for all people.

Defiance

You may fasten my chains
Deprive me of my books and tobacco
You may fill my mouth with earth
Poetry will feed my heart, like blood
It is salt to the bread
And liquid to the eye
I will write it with nails, eye sockets
and daggers
[ will recite it in my prison cell—
In the bathroom—
In the stable—
Under the whip—
Under the chains—
In spite of my handcuffs
[ have a million nightingales
On the branches of my heart
Singing the song of liberation.

—Mahmoud Darweesh
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Palestine Perspectives’ Reading Guide fo the
Palestine Conflict and to the Arab-Israeli Dispute

Antonius, George. The Arab
Awakening. New York: Putnam, 1965.
471 p.

History of Arab peoples’ struggle
against Ottoman, British, French
oppression and rise of Arab nationalist
movement.

Deutscher, Isaac. The Non-Jewish Jew
and Other Essays. London: Oxford
Univ., 1968. 164 p.

Jewish humanist thinker speculates on
role of Jewish people in modern history.
Selzer, Michael, ed. Zionism Recon-
sidered: The Rejection of Jewish
Normalcy. New York: Macmillan, 1970.
259 p.

Collection of old and new essays by
non-Zionist and anti-Zionist Jewish
writers.

Abu-Lughod, Ibrahim, ed. The
Transformation of Palestine. Evanston:
Northwestern Univ., 1971. 521 p.
Detailed and analytical papers by well
known specialists in their fields on land
alienation in, and expulsion of Pales-
tinians from Palestine.

Khalidi, Walid, ed. From Haven to
Congquest: Readings in Zionist and the
Palestine Problem until 1948. Beirut:
Institute for Palestine Studies, 1971.
914 p.

Comprehensive papers, documents,
speeches of great historical signifi-
cance, relating to struggle for Palestine
from 1850’s to 1948.

Taylor, Alan R. Prelude to Israel: An
Analysis of Zionist Diplomacy, 1897-
1947. New York: Philosophical Library,
1959. 136 p.

Excellent historical survey of roots and
theoretical background of Zionism by
well known authority of on subject.
Stevens, Richard M. American Zionism
and United States Foreign Policy, 1942-
1947. Beirut: Institute for Palestine
Studies, 1970. 236 p.

Factual analysis of seldom discussed
issue.

Abu-Ghazaleh, Adnan Mohammed.
Arab Cultural Nationalism in Palestine
during the British Mandate. Beirut:
Institute for Palestine Studies, 1973.
114 p.

Very interesting survey of Palestinian
writers, nationalists, pamphleteers and
activists who contributed greatly to
understanding of Palestinian culture.
Rodison, Maxime. Israel: A Colonial-
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10.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

Settler State? New York: Pathfirder,
1973. 125 p.

Excellent introductory primer by well
known Jewish-French scholar on
history of Arab-Isreli dispute.

Hattis, Susan Lee. The Bi-National Idea
in Palestine during Mandatory Times.
Tel Aviv: Shikmona, 1970. 355 p.
Detailed, though at times incoherent,
analysis of the subject.

. El-Kodsy, Ahmad, and Eli Lobel. The

Arab World and Israel. New York:
Monthly Review, 1970. 137 p.
Marxist interpretation of struggle for

Palestine by Egyptian and Israeli
ideologues respectively.
. Schleifer, Abdullah. The Fall of

Jerusalem. New York: Monthly
Review, 1972. 247 p.

First hand, first person report on the fall
of the Palestinian city in the 1967 war
by American Jewish convert to Islam.
Turki, Fawaz. The Disinherited:
Journal of A Palestinian Exile. New
York: Monthly Review, 1972. 188 p.
Cogent first person narrative of what it
is like to grow up as a Palestinian exile.
Stetler, Russell, ed. Palestine: The
Arab-Israeli Conflict. San Fransisco:
Ramparts, 1972. 297 p.

Collection of articles, documents on
post-1967 struggle by Palestinians for
freedom.

Sharabi, Hisham. Palestine Guerrillas:
Their Credibility and Effectiveness.
Beirut: Institute for Palestine Studies,
1970. 64 p.

Detailed narrative of reemergence of
the Palestinian politico-military move-
ment following June 1967 war.

Quandt, William B., Fuad Jabber and
Ann Mosely Lesch. The Politics of
Palestinian Nationalism. Berkely: Univ.
of California, 1973. 234 p.

Scholarly, though not often sympa-
thetic, portrait of Palestinian national
struggle.

Quandt, Willam B. A Decade of
Decision. Berkeley: Univ. of California,
1976. 350 p.

Study of American foreign policy in the
Middle East from Johnson to Ford. At
times revealing of inner workings of
State Department policy-making
machine.

Hirst, David. The Gun and the Olive
Branch. New York and London:

19.

20.

21.

22.

Harcourt Brace Jovanovich, 1977.
367 p. _
Sympathetic, understanding of the
history and roots of struggle by
Palestinians against Zionist settler
colonialism from the early days to the
present.

Bonds, Joy, Jimmy Emerman, Linda
John, Penny Johnson and Paul Rupert.
Our Roots Are Still Alive. San
Fransisco: Peoples Press, 1977. 189 p.
Moving portrait of daily life and struggle
by Palestinians for survival and
freedom. Excellently illustrated.
Waines, David. A Sentence of Exile.
Wilmette: Medina, 1977. 226 p.
History of struggle for Palestine from
1897 with good bibliography.
Abboushi, W.F. The Angry Arabs.
Philadelphia: Westminster, 1974. 285 p.
History of modern Palestine by
Palestinian scholar and a detailed study
of Arab-Western relations.
Abu-Lughod, Ibrahim, and Baha Abu-
Laban, ed. Settler Regimes in Africa
and the Arab World: The lllusion of
Endurance. Wilmette: Medina Univ.,
1974. 255 p.

Collection of papers delivered at 1973
AAUG annual conference. Excellent
study of images and perceptions of
peoples of terra media.

New Book

“Treatment of Palestinians in
the Israeli-occupied West Bank
and Gaza.”
National Lawyers Guild
1977 Middle East Delegation

In July, 1977 a delegation from the
National Lawyers Guild conducted a
factfinding trip to the West Bank and
Gaza. Their eyewitness report,
combined with a thorough
examination of international law and
documentation from many other
sources, is an important new source
for those concerned with Israeli
human rights violations. To order,
send $4.50 to: g

National Lawyers Guild Report

P.O. Box 14023

Washington, D.C. 20044
Please make checks payable to
National Lawyers Guild.




Camp David. . . (Continued from page 3)

simply give up on the principle of ever living
in freedom in their own country.

Concerning Jerusalem, Mr. Sadat was
willing to negotiate the future of the city
away forever as well. Jerusalem, according
to Israel, is the eternal capital of the State.
Begin stated and continues to state that the
city will never be divided again. At some
point at Camp David there was a suggestion
that an Arab flag — not a Palestinian flag —
be raised in the city. The Israeli negotiating
team, and Dayan in particular, took pride in
completely rejecting such an idea since, he
said, it would be like raising an Arab flag
over the Knesset. In the news conference
with Secretary of State Vance, a reporter
asked Mr. Vance about Jerusalem and was
told that “there will be an exchange of letters
with respect to Jerusalem” and when the
letters are completed they will be released.
These letters have thus far not been
released basically because of Mr. Begin’s
very uncompromising position that the city
is Israel’s capital and will not be divided.

The agreement covering the West Bank

and Gaza repeatedly mentions the
“inhabitants of the West Bank and Gaza”
but fails to consider the rights of the more
than 1.5 million other Palestinians still
spread around the Middle East. The
framework which was signed by Mr. Sadat
refers to the signatories, i.e., Egypt, Israel,
and Jordan and the so-called self governing
authority as the constituents of acommittee
to deal with displaced persons. It states
precisely that the “Committee (will) decide
by agreement on the modalities of
admission of persons displaced from the
West Bank and Gaza in 1967.” Measures
should be taken, however, to “prevent
disruption and disorder” which may result
from the admission of these displaced
persons.

The above clause not only ignores the
Palestinians who have been displaced since
1948 and the majority of others displaced in
1967, but injects two other qualifications.
First, that any admission of a displaced
person is conditional upon the agreement of
all parties including Israel, and second that

necessary measures be taken to prevent
disorder and disruption. Any person labeled
as potentially disruptive can be excluded,
regardless of the proof or lack of proof for
the accusation. This again gives Israel a
complete veto power over who could and
who could not be admitted back into the
West Bank and Gaza. In paragraph four on
page six of the agreement, it reads that
Egypt and Israel will work with each other
and with other interested parties to
establish agreed procedures “to implement
the resolution of the refugee problem.”

The Palestinian problem, Mr. Sadat
should be reminded, is not a problem of
refugees anymore. It is a problem of a
people displaced from their homeland by
force and now struggling to regain their land
and their right to self-determination by all
available means, including the means used
successfully by other people under similar
circumstances. The Palestinian people, Mr.
Sadat should also recall, have chosen their
representatives and the institutions which
they want to speak for them in negotiations.
It is the PLO, and not Anwar Al-Sadat.

Abourzek. . . (Continued from page 6)

This interpretation was confirmed to me
by Secretary Vance, who told me that Israel
not only could veto such a state, but, he
said, Israel very likely would exercise sucha
veto to prevent a Palestinian State from
coming into existence.

So, Mr. President, the dreaded hour has
finally arrived, the separate peace treaty
between Egypt and Israel, which President
Sadat swore would not come from him, and
for which Israel has hoped for so long a time.
It is a revival of the “Begin Plan” of last
November which was rejected out of hand
by President Sadat. It is the exchange of a
great deal of sand in the Sinai for the
elimination of Egypt as any kind of
negotiating threat. It is the ratification of the

expansionist dreams of Israel.

Now, with the inclusion of President
Carter, what was reprehensible last year
has now become a “great victory.” The
continued denial of self-determination for
the Palestinians is given a sheen and a gloss
designed to cover over what it really is — an
Israeli occupation under a different name,
but this time with a Quisling government to
make legal what was previously illegal. What
other name can honestly be given to such an
arrangement, conceived by the occupying
power, Israel, and approved by the United
States and Egypt, the only two powers who
might have prevented it?

This action not only denies the right of
self-determination to the Palestinians, but

its result can only be large-scale disruption
throughout the Arab world. Without Egypt,
the military balance will be tipped
overwhelmingly in favor of Israel. Too weak
militarily to threaten, or even to negotiate on
an equal basis, the remaining members of
the Arab bloc will, in all probability, suffer
deep divisions amongst themselves.
Radicalism, and all that comes with it, will be
greatly encouraged, since it is the only real
alternative left to people who have been
denied a normal Ipolitical outlet. The
upheavals will reverberate throughout the
Middle East, and the cost in human suffering
in that part of the world simply to raise
President Carter’s popularity rating here at
home will not, I think, be worth it.

Editorial. . . (Continued from page 2)

around the world, from Nicaragua to Iran, without a politico-moral

destined for, and will end up in, the historical dustbin.

President Carter, in his address to the Joint Session of Congress,
on September 18, in reference to peace in the Middle East, along the
lines of the Camp David framework said: “The guns will now fall
silent. The bombs will no longer fall.”

That will be the case only when the people of Palestine again live in
their country, in freedom, independence and sovereignty. The
Palestinian people’s struggle is already 60 years old. It will go on, if
need be, for the next sixty or the next six hundred years.

* *

impulse, showed neither compassion for, nor understanding of, the
aspirations of the people of Palestine.

Moreover, here was the spectacle of three men, an Egyptian, a
Pole and an American, sitting together with their delegations to
decide the political destiny of the Palestinian people without the
presence of a single Palestinian leader — a reminder that the 19th
century colonial modus operandi is not dead.

None of the nonsense in the Camp David accords is binding in
any way on the Palestinians. Like the other nonsense before it, it is
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