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To The President of the United States

(Statement presented at White House,
May 6, by Abdeen Jabara.)

Mr. President, I wish to take this
opportunity to speak out on the policies of
disaster that our government is following in
the Middle East today. Their can be no
doubt, given the facts and figures, that our
government is subsidizing Israeli
occupation of the West Bank, Gaza strip
and other Arab lands. And by extension our
government, including your administration,
has subsidized the massive internationally
documented human rights violations by
Israel in the territories it has occupied since
1967. Most recently Israel has
recommenced the policy of collective
punishment (blowing up of residences) and
expulsion of Palestinian leaders and it is
imperative to ask if our own government has
clean hands in this matter. Are the
American people being led, unwittingly, into
another Iran for which we will be called upon
to pay dearly in human,moral and material
terms.

1979 was the year Israel dropped its mask.
With repeated violations of U.S. and
international law last year it would not be
too extreme to say that Israel has brought
the world to the brink of another war, one
that could be nuclear. Still, U.S. aid to Israel
skyrocketed to $4.8 billion in 1979, including
3 billion for an Egypt-Israeli peace treaty that
did not include the indispensable core of the
Middle-East crisis—the Palestinians. Aid to
Israel in 1979 represented over half the total
U.S. foreign aid, a favoritism that would be
objectionable of given to the most benign of
states. For FY ’81, the Administration had
the House of Representatives propose a
$400 million increase in military aid to Israel
as if, in the words of Sen. Adlai Stevenson
(D-ILL.), “. . . to signify (to Israel) that the
way to our purse is through intransigence.”

Based on 130 million American
taxpayers, each individual taxpayer gave
Israel $37 in 1979, which translates to $1371
per Israeli citizen (or almost $700 for an
Israeli family of five.) This represents a kind
of welfare system unduplicated anywhere in
the world, certainly not in the United States.
It might interest an inner city dweller that a
larger chunk of his tax dollar went to Israel
than urban renewal; for the commuter,less
money went from the Federal budget for
mass transit than went to Israel; the
environmentalist might be appalled that he
gave Uncle Sam more money for Israel than
for conservation and land management in
the U.S.; or research and development of
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alternative sources of energy. Comparisons
are endless.

We have decided not to pay the $37 of our
1979 income tax which allows a global
pariah—Israel—to be dangerously abusive of
human rights and international and U.S.
law. We find it degrading as American
citizens to support on an increasing basis a
country which flouts the very laws
governing the aid we give.

Why? In 1979:

® [srael bombed and shelled Lebanon,
killing over 300 civilians and injuring over
500 civilians. The Lebanese city of Tyre—
50,000 strong at the outset of 1979—is now a
ghost town of less than 5,000. Over 300,000
Lebanese and Palestinian civilians were
made refugees by Israel’s attacks, a larger
number of refugees than the ‘boat people’
fleeing Vietnam. Israel did not bomb in
retaliation for guerilla operations, but in
‘preemptive strikes’ avowed by an Israeli
military spokesman on June 5 (“Israel’s
policy is to hit anytime and any place to
preempt terrorist attacks in Israel”). On
July 2 Defense Minister Ezer Weizman said,
“Israel will strike at Palestinian targets in
Lebanon anytime it chooses.”

According to the U.S. Arms Export
Control ACT (AECA), no nation which we
supply with weapons may use those
weapons for such attacks. They are to be
used for “defensive purposes only.” On
August 8, 1979 Secretary of State Cyrus
Vance answered a House inquiry into
possible violation of the AECA by
conceding that Israel “may have violated”
the AECA in the Lebanon bombings.
Deputy Assistant Secretary of State
Michale Sterner stated categorically that
[srael was in violation of the AECA.
However, nothing was done.

If the AECA is being violated all military
shipments to the violating country must be
cut off. The Administration and Congress
did not want to “grasp the nettle” by
enforcing a law which would have cut off aid
to Israel.

® Jllegal settlements continued. Though
President Carter supposed he had elicted a
promise from Prime Minister Begin to halt
settlement construction in the West Bank
and Gaza while autonomy negotiations
proceeded, it was evident either Carter was
hard of hearing or Begin has a forked
tongue. Since the Camp David summit, 14
new settlements have been erected in the
West Bank, bringing the total of Israeli
settlements in occupied territory to over

110. The settlements violated the Fourth
Geneva Convention which states (Article
49-6), “The Occupying Power shall not
deport or transfer parts of its own civilian
population into the territory it occupies.”
(Israelis themselves seem to forget this
provision of the Geneva Convention of 1949
was a response to transferral of so-called
“Aryan” population by the Nazis into
countries they conquered.)

U.S. aid either directly pays for
settlements, or frees up other Israeli money
that pays for them. On January 31, 1980
Joseph Wheeler of AID testified that Israel
will spend at least $150 million on
settlements in occupied territory this year.
The World Zionist Organization is asking
for $330 million for settlements. Retired
Israeli General Mattiyahu Peled estimates
the settlement expenditure will reach at
least $500 million. An indication of American
opinion on settlements was revealed in a
recent questionnaire Rep. Paul McCloskey
(R-Cal.) sent constituents. McCloskey
asked if Israel failed to halt its settlements
policy, would they favor a $500 million cut in
aid to Israel? Of 2,000 respondents, 83.5%
said “Yes.”

Unfortuantely the U.S. Congress has
shown itself to be running far behind
American public opinion on the Middle East.
Congress is making it easier for Israel to
spurn us through relaxed terms of
assistance. Economic aid to Israel ($785 for
FY ’81) was recently converted from two-
thirds grant/one-third loan, to an outright
grant. Couple this fact with the $400 million
increase in military aid and other “standard”
breaks (Israel is the only country whose
bonds may be sold without limit to Federal
banks; Israli fundraising through the United
Jewish Appeal has been tax exempt since
1936), and the U.S. taxpayer may well ask:
what is the force of official U.S. policy that
Israeli settlements are “illegal and an
obstacle to peace”?

e Confiscation of Arab land intensified.
Nine days after the March 1, U.N. Resolution
465 on settlements, to which the U.S.
subscribed, Israel expropriated 1,000 acres
of choice Arab land around East Jerusalem.
The U.S. does not recognize Israel’s
unilateral annexation of East Jerusalem in
1967, and the Administration is particularly
embarassed by this Beit Hania
expropriation upon discovery that some of
the landowners are actually U.S. citizens of
Palestinian origin.

(Continued on page 10)















