


editorial

Symbol and Struggle in Silwad and Kalil

Last week a band of Israeli occupation soldiers, armed with
explosives, and what appeared to be looks of sheer, utter hatredin
their eyes, blew up the homes of two Palestinian families in the
villages of Silwad and Kalil on the West Bank. The two buildings
were reduced to rubble as their owners looked on. The reason
given for this act was that the two homes belonged to the parents
of two Palestinian guerrillas accused of acts of resistance against
the occupation. One of the guerrillas was barely 16 years of age.

Over the past eleven years, since the second Israeli occupation
in Palestine began in 1967, hundreds of structures, home to
Palestinian families that had worked and saved for years to build
them, were similarly demolished with the same justification given.

The Palestinians on the West Bank, unarmed — but by no
means helpless — responded in their own way to this act of
violence. Neighbors gathered around the two bereaved families
directly after the destruction of the two homes; and before long
people from the surrounding villages, as well as Ramallah, began to
arrive on the scene following animpromptu strike by shopkeepers
and students. Just as spontaneously, the women began to dance
the traditional Palestinian dabki, ululate and shout political
slogans about freedom and the Palestine Liberation Organization.
The event, ostensibly one of tragedy, was transformed into one of
joy. One woman explained it this way to a Western journalist: “The
two families whose homes have been destroyed, and whose sons
are now injail, are not going to be homeless. In fact, if they had only
two homes before, now they have 4000 to live in. The homes of all
of us, the parents of prisoners, are open to them. Go on, go tell the
Israelis, and the Americans who send them concussion bombs,
that we are not afraid. We have been here for centuries. We are
here now. And we shall be here long after they have all gone back
to where they came from. Palestine is our homeland.”

This is a syntax of feeling, a convention of statement, not unique
to Palestine; it is rather indigenous to peoples, like those in Algeria,
Vietnam, Zimbabwe, who had become defined and molded by
their experiences of oppression, and the doses of pain meted out
to them, by oppressors.

The symbolism inherent in the dabki dancing, the ululating and
expressions of joy — incomprehensible to Western observers as
to Israelis — constitutes a principal component of the national
psyche of Palestinians. It is a genuine and transformist striving of a
people to weld the genius of their legacy of struggle, the
uniqueness of their social and historical condition, to a symbolism
universal in its eloquence.

By indulging in yet another act of violence against Palestinians,
the Israelis are showing to the world, yet again, how their impotent
vision of terror used to subdue, subjugate and terrorize another
people springs from an ideological and spacio-temporal reality
alien to Palestine, a vision that is so desperately beside the point in
an era, and a place,-that will have no truck with colonial diktats.

Possessed of insensate, sadistic violence, and ultimately
possessed by it, Israelis have already reduced their humanity to a
fragment. Consumed by a pathological need to deny the
Palestinians the most basic right in existence — the right to be free
— they are inevitably denying themselves the same right. For so
long as the Israelis’ own existence is based on the occupation of a
people by another, on the concept of statehood for one people at
the cost of statelessness for another, they themselves shall never
be free. And so long as their self-definitions are derived from the
racist mythology of 19th century Europe, they are effecting a sharp
severance from the political realities of 20th century Palestine,
where they find themselves today. They become, in effect, like the
man who has lost his sight and now continues to view his
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surroundings in terms of remembered images.

The dogmatic intolerance of the Zionism of Theodore Herzl,
that flourished in Europe around the turn of the century, has been
transformed, in the second half of the century in Palestine, into a
creed of paranoia, a politico-historical sensibility captive to the
irrationalities and subconscious formulations of ancient, demonic
fears. Zionism, as a movement that transplanted itself from
Europe to Palestine and succeeded in establishing a settler state
there thirty years ago, has gone beyond racism and settler
colonialism in its practices. Certainly since 1967, Zionism as
embodied in the policies and pronouncements of its leaders, has
become, like fascism, too vile and scurrilous an ideology to
produce those charities of the imagination which are essential to
resolving the conflict in Palestine and end the brutalities it has been
inflicting on Palestinians all these years. In other words, Israel’s
view of the world, as this view is translated into policies of
interaction with the Palestinians, is no more and no less than the
ultimate code of the bully and the hoodlum — the subjugation of
another people through brute force. As such, Zionism is
tyrannizing through contempt of humanity, exalting force above
that sphere of human endeavor which we call compassion and
freedom.

Even white South African apartheid, which is a venemous
mythology by itself, has failed to, or shied away from, the extremist
terror tactics of expulsion, and the violent denials of humanity,
that Zionism has blatantly practiced against Palestinians — in
contempt of the world consensus, the Declaration of Human
Rights, the United Nations Charter, various Geneva Conventions
and international law.

Today there exist two unassailable facts in Palestine.

No amount of partisan Israeli rhetoric can disguise the first.
Israel in 1948 inflicted a monumental injustice on the Palestinians
and another equally monumental one in 1967. It is fiercely and
fanatically unwilling to address itself to either the first injustice
which had found its expression in the takeover of 80 per cent of
Palestine, the dispersion of close to one million Palestinians and
the forcible seizure of their movable and immovable property; or
the second injustice which it inflicted on the Palestinians in 1967
when it occupied the rest of Palestine, in the West Bank/Gaza,
where it proceeded with its policies of land expropriation,
deportations, torture of prisoners, punitive curfews, collective
punishments on whole villages and towns and other acts of terror.
Israel has refused to acknowledge that the Palestinians have any
rights to freedom, statehood and self-determination, beyond their
right for autonomy to run their post offices, hospitals and traffic
jams — which is what “self-rule” is all about. Strident rhetoric
about “biblical Israel” and “security” has always accompanied this
dangerous and irrational position.

The other fact can not be urged far without touching a sensitive
chord in the Western sensibility. And this is that the Western
world has chosen to apply a double set of standards to judge Israel
by. The Jewish people, the Western view has it, have suffered by
the European experience in World War II, and hence are eligible
for special privileges, including the privilege of having their
practices in Palestine placed above criticism. The Western world,
the argument goes, owes Israel a living and the Palestinians,
through the surrender of their homes and homeland, will pay for it.
To criticize Israel is anti-semitic.

Israeli terror, in the guilty Western mind, becomes Israeli
“retaliatory raids.” Israeli military occupation, the occupation of
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Palestinian Children: "The Sun Has No Mercy.”

As we enter the International Year of the
Child, 1979, the plight of Palestinian children
and the violation of their fundamental
rights, including the “right to a name and
nationality” should be of utmost concern.
Palestine Perspectives #2 reported on the
imprisonment and torture of sixteen young
Palestinian teenagers from Kalandia refu-
gee camp, on the occupied West Bank. As
of today, the children are still in jail, still
awaiting trial on charges of attacking an
Israeli military vehicle with stones and a
Molotouv cocktail. The confessions of the
children were obtained, according to the
Red Cross and their attornies, through
extended interrogation and beatings. Feli-
cia Langer, the attorney for the Kalandia
children, wrote the following account last
summer in the Israeli newspaper Zu
Ha'derech. The National Office of the
Palestine Human Rights Campaign and
local solidarity groups may be contacted for
more information.

The sun has no mercy these days.
Everything emits heat. The road, the
concrete, the glass and even the wind which
we hope will help us.

Unintentionally, I remember that June.
The desert, the dried bodies, the short days

of the long war.
Soon I'll meet the imprisoned Kalandia

children. When the victorious Israeli soldiers
reached the camp, the children were two

years old. Children of Refugees. The word
enfolds all the meanings. The car drives
through the green Carmel forests, and
suddenly the walls and towers of the Damun
prison appear in front of us.

The prison does not welcome me. There
is open hostility, more than in the past; the
pbstacles in the entrance are more
sophisticated, the waiting time longer.

At last they are brought in front of me. A
parade of small children, poorly dressed.
The Kalandia children are about 13 years
old but look as if they are only ten years old.
They did not grow up in a luxurious suburb.
Large eyes of a child are staring at me. [ am
embarrassed. I don’t know what to say to
him. The blue and yellow marks on the
hands and legs prove that for the
interrogators he is not a child, and when I
caressed his head he felt uncomfortable. He
gives me his small hand and declares: “We
are not afraid of the prison. Prison is for
men.” One of the children, pale, ill, speaks
with difficulty, embarrassed: “I have read
your books on the occupation.” I look at him
in surprise: “When did you manage to read
them?” “What do you think that we are, kids?
I'm thirteen!”—he declares and stretches
himself, “We understand it all. The interro-
gators have warned us about you, so we
immediately understand that you are the
one who can help us.....” When | enquired
about his poor health, he says: “Calm down
our parents. Our spirit is high.”

The guards take the children back to their
cell, as if it was for them a natural daily thing,
although an attorney who happens to be
there remarks: “What happened, such
children are also put in?” The fresh wounds
on some of them have an explanation: some
Israeli criminal prisoners have attacked
them. What wasn’t done by the
interrogators, their fists and clubs, is

.finished off by the others. When I complain,

the answer I receive is: “There is nothing to
#do about it, these are the prison conditions.” .
It won’t be long before this parade will
appear in front of the military court. The
prosecutor on their case told me angrily:
“These nice kids of yours attacked an army
car with an explosive bottle and a soldier
was badly hurt....” The prosecutor is armed
just like those soldiers in that car, and like
the settlers and the “civil guard” and the
army has the most sophisticated weapons
and most sophisticated American bombs.
This is a very complicated legal system,
which is aimed at suppressing any sign of
resistance to the occupation. The courts
impose years of imprisonment on hundreds
and thousands, and the prisons are full and
the cemeteries are full too of Palestinian
graves, the graves of the brothers of these
young who are accused... But what are they
all worth, if after eleven years they could not
deter the Kalendia children?....And anyone
who wants to know what will happen with
the occupation should read it in their eyes.
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Palestinian Women in Occupation Jails

On October 24 of this year, armed Israeli
border guards entered the women’s
security prison at Ramle, where many
Palestinian women prisoners are held, and
began throwing tear gas cannisters into the
cells. The attack, apparently spurred when
women in one cell complained to the prison
guard about inadequate light, spread
throughout the prison. Israeli attorney Leah
Tsemel, who has a number of clients in
Ramle, reported that many women received
gas burns on their face and hands. Terre
Fleener, a young American in Israeli prison
on charges of “aiding the enemy,” was one
such victim.

Palestinian women are in Ramle because
they have been convicted of “security
offenses.” At a meeting of prison officials in
February 1977, Israeli Prison
Commissioner Levi noted that there were
3,227 Palestinian prisoners convicted of
these “security offenses” in Israeli prisons.
Roughly 300 of these are women. Security
offenses, as defined by the repressive 1945
Defense Emergency Regulations (instituted
by the British Mandate) and the “Security
Provisions Order for the Territories”
include possession of illegal literature,
membership in an illegal organization,
writing slogans on walls, and so forth. And,
of course, there are those detained without
charge or trial — “administrative
detainees.”

Women in Ramle and other Israeli prisons
are incarcerated, then, for participatingin a
demonstration, or for contacting “the
enemy,” which often means a brother, a
husband, a sister. Palestinian women have
been active in resisting the Israeli military
occupation of the West Bank and Gaza.
Women held the first demonstration against
the occupation in Jerusalem in early 1968.
Since that time, women’s protests have
taken many forms, from sit-ins at the
International Red Cross to demand more
humane treatment for Palestinian prisoners,
to opening vocational classes for Palestinian
women to train them to support their
families while their husbands are in prison or
in exile. Women pay a heavy price for
resistance, as sentences are harsh and
confinement is under what has been
described as “subhuman” conditions.

Even Israeli prison authorities admit that
prisons are hopelessly overcrowded. Ramle
prison allows only 2.6 square meters per
prisoner, as opposed to the average for
other countries, which is 8 square meters.
Inadequate hygiene, lack of medical care,
poor diet, and provocative and brutal
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behavior by prison guards add to the agony
of being imprisoned.

Fatima Bernawi, a Palestinian who
endured ten years in Israeli prison, most of
them at Ramle, has described these
conditions in detail. Fatima was released in
October of 1977, due to international
pressure and her extremely poor health.
Typical prison diet, according to Fatima,
consists of a breakfast of one-sixth of a
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tomato, one-sixth of a green pepper, three
olives, one egg three times a week (which
is often spoiled) and one slice of coarse
brown bread and tea. Complaints about the
morning meal are often met with the
comment: “You don’t eat any better at
home.”

For lunch, prisoners were served small
portions of soup, mashed potatos, mashed
carrots and canned meat. Dinner was
similar to breakfast but without the egg. A
mixture of tomato and egg was often served.
Fatima, who worked in the kitchen, noted
that approximately 10 eggs served eighty

7 people.

Bernawi attests that Palestinian prisoners
work indoors all day. Unlike Jewish
prisoners, who are released each day for a
period in the gym, Palestinians are allowed
exercise only on their day off. Fatima herself
in 10 years of prison received exercise for
a period of two months.

Education of Palestinians also received
scant attention from the Israeli authorities.
While Jewish prisoners may have a teacher
for two people, Palestinians must have a
class of ten. The books provided are so
educationally useless that the prisoners
often reject them. Any book of course, with
a political theme that the Israelis find
disturbing, is forbidden.

One arena of constant struggle between
prisoners and authorities is over the type of
work prisoners are forced to do. In Ramle,
the authorities wanted women to clean and
sew military uniforms. Palestinians refused
to cooperate with the military in this way,
and a long struggle ensued. Women were
willing to work, but at jobs like farming,
cooking, and cleaning the prison, that
benefited other prisoners. Discipline was
severe, and included beatings and forms of
collective punishment, like taking away
prisoners belongings and locking women
up in the dorm for extended periods of time.
Strike leaders often suffered solitary con-
finement—with the usual pattern being 21
days in a small dungeon with only bread and
water. The first week the prisoner is totally
confined; the second she is allowed out one
hour a day and the third reverts to total
confinement.

Yet the women in Ramle won their strike
against this form of work. Resistance by
Palestinians is as common as the inevitable
repression. One Palestinian woman, whose
husband is also a political prisoner, recently
gave birth in prison. She named her baby
“Palestine.”
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A Look af The 96th Congress

When the 96th Congress convenes in
January, will there be any important
changes in either attitudes or policy towards
the Middle East? Although the re-staffing of
the committees of both houses, due to
resignations and defeat of some members in
the last elections, is still in the working
phase, it is helpful to review the losers and
the winners and examine how that will affect
United States policy in the Middle East.

Congress historically has not been the
most understanding body concerning the
Palestinian problem. Its understanding was
and continues to be, to a very large extent,
based on bias in favor of israel on every
issue. There is a total and intentional
disregard for Arab views and Arab de-
mands. The reasons for this are complex
and vary from the pro-Israel lobby on the Hill
and in the country at large to American
unfamiliarity with Arabs or a false know-
ledge of Arabs in general. However, since
the legislative branch is very important in
influencing United States foreign policy, and
since the U.S. foreign policy toward the
Middle East is significant and has an impact
on the behavior of governments, then it
becomes paramount to know certain key
legislators in key positions.. Not much,
however, can be expected of the Congress
of the U.S. in terms of bringing about just
and meaningful peace to the Middle East.
The U.S. Government as a whole, in
contradiction to what President Sadat likes
to say, doesn’t hold 99 percent of the cards
in solving the Middle East problem.

The four most important committees in
both Houses concerning the Middle East
are the two Appropriations Committees of
the Senate and the House,the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee, and. the
House International Relations Committee.

The composition of the Senate Com-
mittee on Appropriations in the 95th
Congress was as follows: 16 Democrats,
Chairperson Magnuson (WA), Stennis
(MS), Byrd (WV), Proxmire (WI), Inouye
(HI),Hollings (SC), Bayh (IN), Eagleton
(MO), Chiles (FL), Johnston (LA), Huddle-
ston (KY), Burdick (ND), Leahy (VT),
Sasser (TN), DeConcini (AZ), Bumpers
(AK). The Republican members are 9,
Young (ND), Case (NJ), Brooke (MA),
Hatfield (OR), Stevens (AL), Mathias (MD),
Scweiker (PA), Bellmon (OK), and Weicker
(CT).

In the 96th Congress two changes will

occur in the Senate Committee on Appro-
priations due to the defeat in the November
elections of two members of the Committee,
Senator Clifford P. Case, (R-New Jersey),
and Senator Edward W. Brooke, (R-
Massachusetts).

Senator Case is one of the staunchest
supporters of Israel and obviously, then, one
of the least sympathetic or understanding of
the Arab viewpoint. His disappearance from
the Senate will no doubt be missed by
Israel. Senator Case was also the Senior
Republican on the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee, a very important committee of
the Senate. Brooke, the only Black member
of the Senate, was aliberal in the Senate. His
voting record concerning the Middle East,
however, does not differ from the rest of the
members of that body, i.e., pro-Israel. The
defeat of these two members then will not
change much of the Committee’s pro-Israel
stature. It will be interesting, however, to
find out who will replace these two members
on this important committee.

The importance of this committee and its
counterpart on the House side is that
they are expected to supply funds for
programs authorized by Congress. As such,
the Committees could also deny the funding
of some programs. Considering the
amounts of money Israel receives from the
United States, the significance of these
Committees becomes even more decisive.
The 95th Congress’ House Appropriations
Committee was composed of 37 Democrats
and 18 Republicans. Of these, 2 Republicans
and 8 Democrats lost in November.

The two more important committees on
the Hill are the Senate Foreign Relations
and the House International Relations
Committees. The influence of these two
Committees and their subcommittees is
great over the United States foreign policy.
Still very much in memory are the debates
these two committees held during the
Administration’s proposed package deal of
jets to Israel, Saudi grabia and Egypt. The
Senate Foreign Relations Committee is
losing six out of 16 of its members, three
Democrats and three Republicans. The
outgoing Democrats are Sparkman, the
Chairman from Alabama who is retiring
because of age, Humphrey from Minnesota,
who chose not to run for the Senatorial seat
vacated by the death of her husband,
Senator Hubert Humphrey, and Senator
Clark of lowa, who simply lost the election in
his state.

The remaining Democrats on the
Committee are Church (ID), Pell (RI),
McGovern (SD), Biden (DE), Glenn (OH),
Stone (FL) who is also the chairman of the
Subcommittee on Near East and South
Asian Affairs, and Sarbanes (MD). A very
noticeable change will occur when the 96th
Congress meets. Frank Church of Idaho will
be the new Chairman of the Committee.
Senator Church is known also for his
support of Israel and the pro-Israel Lobby’s
influence over him.

The Republican members who will not be
returning to the Committee are Senator
Case of New Jersey, Pearson of Kansas,
and Griffin of ‘Michigan. Mr. Case’s
departure will definitely be missed by the
pro-Israel forces in the country. His
unconditional support for Israel didn’t seem
to help him in retaining his seat from New
Jersey. The other members of the
Republican Party on the Committee are
Javits of New York, another unconditional
supporter for Israel, Percy of lllinois and
Baker of Tennessee:! With Senator Case’s

(Continued on page 15)
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Symbol (Continued from p. 2)

one people by another, is Israel’s “need for security.” When
incontestable proof is available that Israel practices torture,
Western human rights advocates look the other way. Peace in
Zimbabwe is not possible without the Patriotic Front (which of
course is true) but peace in Palestine is possible only without the
P.L.O. The right to be free and sovereign is sacrosanct for
oppressed and colonized peoples everywhere, but in Palestine it is
to be defined as “self-rule” for “the inhabitants of the West
Bank/Gaza,” over the heads of the Palestinians and their
representatives, in a distant Maryland retreat by a former army
officer from Egypt, a former Polish immigrant to Palestine and a
former peanut farmer from Georgia.

Capitalizing on this Western sentiment of guilt, and stretchingit
to its decimal point, Israel has created a world of hellish oppression
for the Palestinians to inhabit. And the Palestinians, like other
oppressed people before them, have responded to the challenge of
oppression by transforming this hellish world into a vision of
liberation and of struggle against occupation, exile and bondage.

This, in the final analysis, is the difference between Zionism and

The former is a creed whose survival is derived from the
negation of humanity, of the right of others to be free. The
Palestinian struggle, by contrast, is a movement by a people
imbued from the very moment of its historical origin with a sense of
the values of freedom, justice, self-determination and the right of
the self to explore its authentic individuality and its link to
nationhood. Begin and Dayan, like Hitler and Goebels before
them, may be cunning manipulators of language, but they have
scant respect or understanding for the life of the mind of freedom.

The more the Palestinians struggle, dancing with the joy of it
that Palestinian women manifested near their demolished houses
last week at Silwad and Kalil, the stronger, the closer together
and the more cohesive they will become. The converse is true for
Israelis who continue to insist that the best that Palestinians are
good for in Palestine is “self-rule” or “autonomy” — the rule of the
gun and the autonomy of the occupying bully.

This will always remain too percarious a position for Israelis,
either to hold or to impose.

The oppressed does the oppressor honor by asking him to

Palestinian nationalism.

recognize how heavy is the burden of his oppression.

96th Congress (Cont'd. from p. 7)

defeat, the ranking Republican will now be
Senator Jacob Javits. The last showdown
the Carter Administration had with the
Committee was in May of this year over the
Middle East Package deal. The Committee
then split half for President Carter’s
proposal to supply all three countries, Israel,
Saudi Arabia and Egypt, with jet fighters and
the other half voted against him. The full
Senate then approved the sale. The vote of
eight members of the Committee for the sale
was not a pro-Arab vote, it should be made
clear, but a vote for President Carter and
“moderation” in the Middle East.

Considering the past voting behavior of
the members of this Committee and the
retained majority of them, it would be easy
to assume that the 96th Congress’
Committee on Foreign Relations will not
change its policy in the future. But because
of this Committee’s ability to influence
foreign policy, it should not be ignored and
every effort should be made to bring to the
attention of its members the Arab
viewpoint. That will enable them to see both
sides and make decisions from that point of
view.

The House International Relations
Committee is another very important
committee in the area of foreign affairs. The
37 members of the Committee are divided
into 12 Republicans and 25 Democrats. The
Committee is chaired by Clement J.
Zablocki from Wisconsin. Mr. Zablocki is a
very able and fairly objective congressman
about a subject, the Arab-Israeli conflict,
that has defied objectivity in United States
political circles.

Five Democratic members will not return
to the 96th Congress: Nix of Pennsylvania,
Fraser of Minnesota, Harrington of Massa-

chusetts, Meyner of New Jersey, and
Ryan of California. In addition, two
Republicans will also not be members of the
next Congress, Burke of Florida and
Whalen of Ohio. The departure of some of
representatives on the Committee will be
missed but the Committee as a whole and
the Subcommittee on Europe and the
Middle East chaired by Rep. Lee Hamilton
of Indiana will not change their direction.
These members whose departure will be
missed, according to Middle East Observer
of November 15, are Fraser, Meyner, Ryan
and Whalen.

Leo Ryan, who was assassinated in
Guyana, and Helen Meyner were among a
small group of representatives who actually
met with PLO Chairman Yasser Arafat to
have his own views as such on the problems
of the Middle East. Fraser, writes Allen
Kellum in Middle East Observer “has
contributed to the understanding of human
rights conditions particularly in Iran and the
Israeli occupied Arab territories.”
Representative Whalen, who is retiring from
the House, opposes the arming of both sides
of the Middle East conflict, somethingwhich
not many on Capitol Hill can support,
especially Israel’s backers. Charles Whalen
was quoted by the Middle East Observer as
saying“...I am troubled by the fact that
scores of innocent civilians are killed, and
thousands more homeless, by arms which
were made available as a result of my
votes...” He was referring to Israel’s
invasion of Lebanon in March of 1978.

In writing about the 95th Congress and
those who will not be returning to the 96th, a
special tribute should be paid to Senator
James Abourezk of South Dakota. Senator
Abourezk and all of his staff have
contributed to the understanding of the
issues in the Middle East and especially that
Palestinian People and their just struggle.

His departure from the Senate is a loss not
only to the Middle East and those who strive
for better understanding of it, but for the
Native Americans and for all of the
underprivileged people of the United states.
A Native American remarked about
Abourezk’s departure that “Jim sponsored
the two most unpopular issues in the United
States, the Palestinian and the Native
American.”

The 96th Congress will include three
members of Congress whose background is
Arab: Tobby Moffet, a Democrat repre-
senting the 6th District of Connecticut,
Congresswoman Mary Rose Oakar, a
Democrat from the 20th district of Ohio, and
Nick J. Rahall, a Democrat from the 4th

district of West Virginia. Another person of

Arab extraction who was elected last month
is Governor-elect Victor Atiyeh, a Republi-
¢an from the state of Oregon. He previously
was the Republican state senate leader, and
he defeated Governor Straub, who won the
election against Atiyeh in 1974.

At the risk of overdramatizing the ability
of a United States citizen to influence their
lawmakers, it is proper to quote what Shafik
El Hout said in a speech in New York City on
December 2nd. Talking to the conferees at
Biltmore Hotel in “A Day with the People of
Palestine,” and encouraging political action,
he said, “This is America, this is where
discipline and organization is something that
has been discovered 300 years ago... We
want you to become a pressure group, to do
something to deal with theé American
politicians, to write to the Congress, to the
Senate, to the New York Times, to all the
magazines and to the media. There is a lot
that is legitimate that you can really do....” It
is a good note to end on. The Arabs in the
United States and their supporters should
use what is constitutionally granted to them.
The rewards are not always guaranteed but
at least some minimal achievements are

assured. Page 15






