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Camp David One Year Later: "Not One lota” of Success

Addressing a special joint session of
Congress on September 18, 1978, President
Carter eulogized the completion of the
Camp David agreements the night before,
and declared: “The guns will now fall silent.
The bombs will no longer fall.”
Administration  officials, Congressional
leaders, the media and even the Nobel
Peace Prize committee joined uncritically in
the chorus of euphoria and self-
congratulation. Peace in the Middle East,
under the benevolent auspices of the United
States, was at hand.

A little over one year later, on October 23,
1979, President Carter’s special Middle East
negotiator, Robert Strauss, testified before
the House Sub-Committee on the Middle
East and announced that the Egyptian-
Israeli talks on Palestinian “autonomy”,
which were supposed to implement the
Camp David agreements, have not
produced “one single iota of agreement”
and that “there are vast, vast differences
that we don’t know how to bridge.” He
further noted that the target date for the
completion of an agreement, May 26, 1980,
one year after the Egyptian-Israeli treaty
was put into effect, “may be impossible” to
meet.

What then has happened to the “peace”
proclaimed by Egypt, Israel and the United
States? The resignation of Foreign Minister
Moshe Dayan on October 21 points to one
part of the answer. The intransigence of the
Begin government and its right-wing allies in
the National Religious Party, has created a
stalemate in the talks that more “flexible”
Zionists like Dayan, whose own personal
power has been eroded by the extreme
right-wing, realizes is dangerous for Israel.
Following the signing of the Egyptian-Israeli
treaty, Begin appointed National Religious
Party leader Yosef Burg to head his
negotiating team for the autonomy talks and
drew up an official Israeli plan for
“autonomy” that declared: “Israel will
neither tolerate nor permit a Palestinian
state ever being established in the territories
of Judea, Samaria, and Gaza.” In addition,
under the influence of Agricultural Minister
Ariel Sharon and the right-wing Gush
Emunim, Begin’s settlement policy has
escalated recklessly in the occupied
territories. As the New York Times editorial
of October 23 admitted: “The resignation of
Moshe Dayan is the plainest signal yet that
the present Government of Israel will not
relinquish control over the Arab
populations of the West Bank and Gaza
Strip.”
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Palestinians: United Against “Autonomy”

The second, and more significant, part of
the answer to why Camp David is a failure
lies in the steadfastness of the Palestinian
people in resisting the “autonomy” plan.
According to the Washington
correspondent for Al Fajr newspaper,
Ambassador Strauss was asked repeatedly
in the October 23 hearings about the
changes for success of the autonomy talks
without Palestinian participation. Strauss
answered that he had talked to Palestinians
who were “not PLO” and “we begged them
to come to the table,” but with no success.
Congressman Pease (D-Ohio) added that in
his own meetings with mayors from the
occupied West Bank, he was left with the
impression that they would be “members of
the PLO” if they could. Strauss commented
that there was no doubt about the truth of
this statement and added that PLO
Chairman Arafat is considered a “leader” in
that part of the world. Strauss also wrote off
the possibility that Palestinians might
participate in elections following the
autonomy talks. Clearly, the Palestinian
people, despite limited resources and
despite conditions of military occupation or
exile, have managed to wage a successful,
united struggle against the policies of the
most powerful nation on earth, the United
States, and two of its allies in the Middle
East.

Nonetheless, the U.S. appears
determined to pursue the path of Camp
David to its doomed end. The day after his

pessimistic session with Congress,
Ambassador Strauss addressed a Jewish
National Fund dinner in Washington, and
declared that the “cornerstone of our whole
foreign policy is a secure, strong and vital
Israel” and that any discussion of changes in
this policy were a “lot of baloney.” Strauss
also warned Congress that any “pressure”
on Israel would be counter-productive. No
pressure, therefore, can be expected from
the Carter Administration on the Begin
government to stop illegal settlements in the
occupied territories or to end provocative
actions in Lebanon. Instead, the current
“fact-finding” mission of U.S. envoy Phillip
Habib to the Middle East seems focused on
asking the Arab states to pressure the PLO
to withdraw from Southern Lebanon. The
U.S. “initiative” to solve the Lebanese crisis,
however, which has already foundered, was
responded to aptly by Lebanese Prime
Minister Dr. Selim al-Huss on October 13.
Asked whether he had fresh information
about the reported U.S. plan for peace in
Lebanon, Dr. al-Huss replied, as reported
by Beirut Domestic Service, “What initiative
can the United States possibly undertake at
a time when President Carter has
announced that his country is not prepared
to put any pressure on Israel regarding
southern Lebanon and the U.S. Senate has
turned down a proposal to reduce U.S.
military aid to Israel as a way of denouncing
the Israeli attacks on southern Lebanon and
Israel’s violation of U.S. laws prohibiting the
use of U.S. weapons in. offensive
operations?”
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Interview With A Former Prisoner

Cold rain beat upon the roof of the small
car, and the windshield wiper was losing its
battle to sweep away the icy droplets as my
friend Fatmeh deftly twisted her wheel along
the edges of unrailed precipices. She
maneuvered through a torrent of mud and
water washing down the mountain onto the
road as we made our way from Jerusalem to
Birzeit University in the occupied
Palestinian West Bank.

Fatmeh, a Palestinian social worker and
activist, had promised me an interesting
interview with a young woman only recently
released from prison.

With us was Nana, a Yugoslav journalist,
armed as [ was, with tape recorder and
camera.

The university, when we arrived, was
churning and buzzing with movement and
sound. The room into which we had been
ushered soon became a traffic artery of
transient visitors, students and faculty.

The girl slipped into the room quietly, her
gaze hard, intent and suspicious, as she
curtly acknowledged the introductions.

She was a skinny wraith of about ninety
pounds, her height probably five foot three.
Her name was Sonya Nemer.

As we sipped through the customary
ritual of hot sweetened coffee, she puffed
nervously at a cigarette, her body twisting
restlessly in the chair.

“Tell me, Sonya,” I questioned, “how old
are you. How long have you been in prison.
When were you released?”

“I’'m twenty three. I was in prison for three
years. | just got out a couple of weeks ago.”

“Why were you imprisoned?”

“For being a member of a forbidden
organization.”

“What was that?”

“The PLO.”

Here there was a quick interruption from
Fatmeh who whispered a correction.

“You mean the PFLP, don’t you.”

To this Sonya shrugged.

“PFLP, PLO, we are all one.”

“How were you arrested?” asked Nana,
“When, under what circumstances?”

“They sent me a letter, a notice. [ was to
come to Taggarth.” She turned to Fatmeh
who explained that Taggarth was the old
British Military Headquarters at Ramallah,
now being used by the Israeli Military
Government.

Sonya continued, “They wanted me to
come only for some questions, | was there in
interrogation for eighteen days. Then I went
to prison.”

“Interrogation? What were you asked?”
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“They asked me, ‘Do you belong to the
PLO? and I said, ‘I am a Palestinian, an
Arab. Yes, of course, | belong to the PLO.””

“How were you treated?”

“Me, personally, they did not torture me
physically. They used psychological ways to
torture.”

“What,” asked Nana. “What did they
do?”

“For example, they make you sit in a small
place with seven or eight interrogators, and
then everyone starts shouting and
screaming at you, all at one time, from
everywhere in the room. ‘You said that, you
didn’t say that, answer now. . no be quiet. .
you did that, you didn’t do that, stand up, sit
down. . tell the truth. . you lie,” and after so
much of this you become crazy, and you cry
and scream, ‘stop it, stop it, you are making
me crazy. Stop it,  can’t think, let me alone.””

“Then they all go out, and they leave you
alone, for many hours. It gets very quiet.
There are no lights, and you get scared and
say to yourself, they are coming back to
torture you. You think, ‘Now they will come
with electric shock, now they will come with
the chair on my head. Maybe they will have
dogs. Now they will beat me. You think
many frightening things. . . for eighteen days
this went on with me. When they are
through, you will tell them anything, only for
some peace. But all I could tell them was
‘Yes, | am a member.” ”

“They use these methods often?”

“Yes, they do. They do.”

“Is there anything else they do in
interrogation?”

“Yes, physical torture, with many. Also
they use other ways. There is brainwashing.
They start to discuss with you, in a friendly
way, that it is their right to do this. They
must do this. It is their land, it is not my land.
They have this right to put Palestinians in
prison. . . all these things they say. That is
something they used with me. . . their right
to be here, and that I have no right. They
kept up with me, many times, until I cried.
Then they would laugh and leave.”

“Let’s go back to your arrest. What was
the reason for your arrest?”

“l wasn't even arrested. I just reported
like they said to me. Then I had to stay in
interrogation, and they charged me.”

‘““Had you participated in a
demonstration, a riot?”

“No, nothing.”

Sonya had been sentenced to three years
at Ramle Prison for Women. There, where
some prisoners were as young as sixteen,
she had been confined in a six by nine foot

cell, along with five other women.

“What were the arrangements in the
prison? how many were you?”

“In our prison there are two buildings —
one building for the Jewish girls and one for. . .”

Nana interrupted. “Jewish girls are
political prisoners?”

“No, not political prisoners, but for other
things.”

“They are criminal prisoners?”

“Yes.”

Sonya continued. “I don’t know how
many Jewish girls they have. We were
always separated. . . we didn’t see them. In
our prison, for the Arabs and other political
prisoners, we had about forty, forty five
women. We had twelve rooms, say twelve
cells, and in every cell we had six beds.”

Fatmeh shook her head. “Six beds they
have in such a room?”

“Yeah,” said Sonya. “We had two-floor
beds.”

“Tell them about Imal” suggested
Fatmeh, eager for us to hear everything.

“Well, all right, [ will tellabout her, but first
I started to speak about conditions.” Anger
had crept into her voice. “The health
conditions are very bad, very bad. We have
women who have life sentences, plus ten
years; some of them are very sick. We have
girls who have ten years, fifteen, seventeen
years.”

“Do you have medical facilities? Doctors?
Is there an infirmary?”

“We have a doctor who comes once a
week. We have the right to go to see him. . .
but that is not the problem. The problem is
they must decide if you need to see the
doctor. Then, we have the nurse who is
supposed to be there, in the office all the
time. . but if you have a pain you can go and
she will tell you, ‘No, not now, I cannot see
you now. Come back at ten thirty. . . only at
ten thirty you can have medicine.” ”

“You can’t see her at other times?”

“No, she puts fixed times, and you should
have the pain in those fixed times or else she
won'’t help you.”

Her distress mounted as she insisted on
talking about an episode that occurred
during her own imprisonment.

“I want to tell you what happened to one
of my friends. The soldiers came and took
her to another room. They tied her on the
floor — you know, spreadeagle, and they
raped her with a stick. With a stick! Then
they dragged her father into the room. They
had stripped his clothes, and they tried to
make him have sex with her. . . with his own

(Continued on page 11)



Destruction all. . .
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as a first step toward peace.” He then said
that he hopes both the Israelis and the
Palestinians would impose a moratorium on
violence and that the U.S. Government
should urge both the Israeli government and
the PLO to recognize each other’s “right of
self-determination and a homeland.”

Immediately after the meeting in New
York City between the leaders of the SCLC
and Zuhdi Terzi of the PLO, many pro-
Israeli reporters, including those at the State
Department, tried very hard to extract a

statement from the spokesperson of that
Department which in fact prohibits Blacks
from taking such a mission of peace to the
Middle East. For American journalists to
think that American citizens cannot legally
and openly travel and meet whoever they want
is absurd. State Department Spokesman
Hodding Carter was asked on August 27th,
“Do you know of any legal restrictions on
American citizens to meet with PLO
representatives?” “No,” he replied, “there
are no such restrictions.” In a recent
meeting with reporters, the New York
Times on October 4th reported President
Carter answering seemingly similar
questions concerning Black initiatives in the

Middle East. Carter said the “Blacks, as
citizens, had every right to make their case
known. In so doing they were following the
tradition established by other groups,
including Jews.” Carter was also reported
to have said that Americans have the right
to express their views concerning foreign
relations as well as the right to travel freely.
What the leaders of the Black community in
the United States have been calling for is
“peace based on justice, PLO participation
in any Middle East talks, a homeland for the
Palestinians, and a U.S.-PLO dialogue.” If
peace is what everybody wants in the
Middle East, the Black leaders seem to be
taking the right path to it.

Forced our of Palestine in 1948

An Israeli censorship board composed
of five Cabinet members forbade former
Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin from
including in his memoirs a first-person
account of the expulsion of 50,000
Palestinian civilians from their homes in
Lydda and Ramle during the 1948 war.

Israel Forbids Rabin from Relating Truth about 1948

Rabin was then commander of the Harel
Brigade, based along the Jerusalem-Tel
Aviv road. Rabin’s account, published in
the New York Times of October 23
directly contradicts Zionist propaganda
about 1948 which has maintained that
the expulsion of 750,000 Palestinians
from Palestine was “voluntary,” instead
of a systematic Zionist strategy to expel
the native population.

The censored portion of Rabin’s
memoirs describes a meeting between
Rabin, Yigal Allon and David Ben-
Gurion. The text is as follows:

“While the fighting was still in
progress, we had to grapple with a
troublesome problem, for whose
solution we could not draw upon any
previous experience; the fate of the
civilian population of Lod and Ramle,
numbering some 50,000.

“We walked outside, Ben-Gurion
accompanying us. Allon repeated his
question: ‘What is to be done with the
population?” B.G. waved his hand in a
gesture which said, ‘Drive them out!

“Allon and | held a consultation. |
agreed that it was essential to drive the
inhabitants out. We took them on foot
towards the Bet Horon Road, assuming

that the legion would be obliged to look
after them, thereby shouldering logistic
difficulties which would burden its
fighting capacity, making things easier
for us.

“ ‘Driving out’ is a term with a harsh
ring,” the manuscript continues.
“Psychologically, this was one of the
most difficult actions we undertook. The
population of Lod did not leave willingly.
There was no way of avoiding the use of
force and warning shots in order to make
the inhabitants march the 10 to 15 miles
to the point where they met up with the
legion.

“The inhabitants of Ramle watched
and learned the lesson. Their leaders
agreed to be evacuated voluntarily, on
condition that the evacuation was |
carried out by vehicles. Buses took them
to Latrun, and from there, they were
evacuated by the legion.

“There were some fellows who refused
to take part in the expulsion action.
Prolonged propaganda activities were
required after the action, to remove the
bitterness of the youth-movement
groups, and explain why we were obliged
to undertake such a harsh and cruel
action.”

Interview. . .
(Continued from page 10)

daughter. He is an old man. He fainted and
they pulled him out of the room.

“My friend became mentally unbalanced
from this. When her father and mother
came to visit she couldn’t look in her father’s
face. He couldn’t look at hers. She cried all
the time, all the time in prison.”

Deeply affected by this story, beingaware

of the social traditions of the people, I sat
silent and embarrassed for a moment. |
glanced toward Nana and saw that she was
weeping. Fatmeh’s expression was angry
and bitter.

“Sonya,” [ asked, “can you tell me your
friend’s name?”

Sonya shook her head vehemently. “No, 1
could not do that. It is bad enough that
people know what happened to her. Bad
enough that she will probably never marry

now. Bad enough, even, that I have told
what happened. That is enough. I will not tell
her name.”

Our tape and our time had run out. We
each kissed Sonya farewell and made our
way to the car through the relentless
October rain.

Fatmeh said, “There was no time for
Sonya to tell you about Imal.”

It was just as well. Both Nana and I had
heard enough. .
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