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Preface

We are writing this at a time when the Indian Government is preparing to receive the Israeli Prime

Minister Ariel Sharon on a 4 day official visit. Indications from the Indian Ministry of External

Affairs suggest that the main focus of Sharon's visit will be to further bilateral trade relations

between the two countries. Trade relations crossed the 1 billion USD mark last year having risen

steadily from 1992 when India first established diplomatic ties with the State of Israel.

The MEA release specifically mentions that there will be no arms deals finalised. However, India

hopes to learn 'key lessons from Israel to effectively deal with terrorism.' These lessons include use

of the Phalcon Early Warning, Control and Command system - which India plans to purchase

from Israel at an estimated cost of 1 billion USD. The US granted its approval of the transfer of the

technology from Israel to India many months ago, an approval necessary for Israel to sell equip

ments built using US technology.

US's own large scale military aid to Israel (annual figures of 3 billion USD), Israel's flourishing

arms industry and India's purchases of arms from both the US and Israel (US Defence Department

and India agreed on a projection of 190 billion USD worth of arms deals within the next decade) 

all this can only be indicative of a very violent battle against so called terrorism. Statements from the

Governments' of the three countries identifYing themselves as allies in the 'fight to finish terrorism'

have increased rapidly in the past one year. What is alarming is these three countries' definition of

terrorism and terrorists defies logic and more so that the international conventions on human

rights violations are laid to waste in their battles.

India's recognition of Israel as an ally is a clear departure from its long standing support to the

Palestinians and their cause. Aligning with Israel in a distorted battle against terrorism would mean

sanctioning their acts of aggression against the Palestinians. The battle against terrorism is hardly

the uniting plank. The fact is that both countries' fight against terrorism stems from a deeper

identification on ideology. Zionism, the dominant ideology on which the entire state of Israel is
founded and the BJP's (and Sangh Parivar's) version of communal fascism emerge from the same

platform. The idea of supremacy of a race over another based on religious and ethnic identities

forms the core logic behind both. The Zionists' claim that the Bible ordains Israel as the land of the

Jews is not very different from the Sangh Parivar's echoes ofIndia being the land of the Hindus. The

violence faced by the Muslims during the Gujarat pogrom that took place in India with the Sangh

Parivar's participatiun and consent is only a fraction of similar kind of violence faced by the Pales

tinians at the hands of the Israeli Zionists, It is this ideological convergence of Israel and India
masked in the invitation extended to Sharon that we seek to condemn.

Internally since this Government's coming to power, there has undeniably been a shift towards the

State's increasing authoritarian control over people. The definition of terrorists has expanded to

include large sections of the Indian population. With the enactment of the draconian law - POTA,

people questioning the State and its policies are anti-nationalists and hence terr rists. The defini-



tion of POT A is vague enough to provide spaces for interpretation and persecution according to the
whims and fancies of the State.

More and more we see and hear of the increasing cross border insurgents and terrorists in the states

of Kashmir, North East and else where. This seems to validate not only the presence of the Indian

Army in these areas but also the need to arm the Indian forces to effectively counter terrorism. what

we don't hear is the number of Kashmiri civilians fighting their own battles against the Indian

Army's constant persecution. Recent reports suggest that there has been a five fold increase in the

number of civilians being killed in the last 7 years, most of them having died at the hands of the

Indian Army. Time and again we have had people from Nagalim and other north eastern areas

testifying about the human rights violations committed by the Army. The arms that we buy to

protect ourselves from other nations clearly can and does oppress communities within our own

borders. The violence resulting from the increasing arming of the Indian state is not restricted to

these 'conflict zones' of the country alone. The guns used by the STP forces in the M.M. hills area,

the modern machine guns used by the army deployed in Gujarat to maintain peace following the

pogrom were all deadly weapons which found innocent people as targets, killing them instantly.

These larger questions against militarisation assume more gravity when raised in the present con

text. The fascist character of the BJP has been consistently exposed with their targeting of the

Muslim community in India clearly visible. The inhuman massacre of hundreds of Muslims in the

Gujarat pogrom where the State was an active consenting partner is only one case in point. Repeat

edly people from the Muslim community are projected as 'terrorists' responsible for attacks on the

Indian Parliament, the storming of the Akshardham temple in Gujarat, the series of Mumbai

blasts ... the evidence in all these cases is unsubstantiated and appears constructed by the state on

weak grounds. The demolition of the Babri Masjid a decade ago and the resulting riots all over the

country, which again killed hundreds of Muslims, seems to be the earliest visible incidence of fascist

violence in India. Today the BJP's contention is clear - Muslims are out to persecute the majoritarian

Hindu population. (majoritarian again being questionable) these are the terrorists who seek to

destroy the secular fabric of the nation through violent acts sanctioned by their religion. These are
the enemies to annihilate whom India seeks allies.

One look at the global war on terrorism and the similarities are frightening. The Muslim commu

nity is projected as the enemy, the terrorists responsible for destroying global peace by targeting the

United States, the Israelis' historical right to land. The US attaCk on Afghanistan and Iraq were

based solely on the suspicion that these countries harboured terrorists, terrorists who were actively

plotting to destroy the great American Empire. The Israeli State is lauded for its efforts in contain

ing Palestinian Arab terrorism. In all this, ~here is scant mention if any of the loss of civilian lives,

the US and Israel aggression and repeated gross violations of accepted human rights conventions.

The fascist similarities do not end with the identification of the enemy both at home and outside.

It extends to the manner of aggression, the definitive restructuring of society to place complete

authority with the State, the erosion of civil liberties and the massive rewriting of history to support

these acts of State aggression.

It is against this context of re writing of history by fascist forces that we would like to place this

book. This book is about Israeli terrorism. We feel that the Israeli acts of violence against the



Palestinians are more and more masked under acts of defence and that there is justification for the

fascist nature of the Israeli state. Hence the detailing of the history of the conflict as a means to

contextualize the violence occuring today. This booklet also raises the voices of Palestinians resisting

against the occupation. It is in essence a compilation of articles taken from different sources. This is

our attempt to ensure that even as forces converge and new chapters are written in fascist history,

the history of the Palestinians and their struggle is not forgotten. we believe that there can be no

questions about their right to their identity and self determination. This is our attempt to tell Pales

tinians that their years of resistance against Israeli fascists is a source of inspiration for us as we begin

our fight against fascism in our country.

Pedestrian Pictures
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A Road Map to Where?
Edward Said

London Review of Books

Early in May, on his visit to Israel and the Occupied Territories, Colin Powell met with Mahmoud

Abbas, the new Palestinian Prime Minister, and separately with a small group of civil society activ

ists, including Hanan Ashrawi and Mostapha Barghuti. According to Barghuti, Powell expressed

surprise and mild consternation at the computerised maps of the settlements, the eight-metre-high

wall, and the dozens of Israeli Army checkpoints that have made life so difficult and the future so

bleak for Palesti~ians. Powell's view of Palestinian reality is, to say the least, defective, despite his

august position. But he did ask for materials to take away with him and, more important, he

reassured the Palestinians that the same effort put in by Bush on Iraq was now going into imple

menting the 'road map'. Much the same point was made in the last days of May by Bush himself in

the course of interviews he gave to the Arab media, although as usual, he stressed generalities rather

than anything specific. He met the Palestinian and Israeli leaders in Jordan, after seeing the major

Arab rulers, excluding Syria's Bashar aI-Assad, of course. All this is part of what now lOOKSlike a

major American push forward. That Ariel Sharon has accepted the road map (although with enough

reservations to undercut this acceptance) seems to augur well for a viable Palestinian state.

Bush's vision (the word strikes a weird dreamy note in what is meant to be a hard-headed, definitive

peace plan) is supposed to be realised by the restructuring of the Palestinian Authority, the elimina

tion of all violence and incitement against Israelis, and the installation of a government that meets

the requirements ofIsrael and the so-called Quartet (the US, UN, EU and Russia) responsible for

the plan. Israel for its part undertakes to improve the humanitarian situation, by easing restrictions

and lifting cutfews, though where and when are not specified.

Phase One is also supposed to see the dismantling of 60 hilltop settlements (the so-called 'illegal

outpost settlements' established since Sharon came to power in March 2001), though nothing is

said about removing the others, which account for about 200,000 settlers on the West Bank and

Gaza, to say nothing of the 200,000 more in annexed East Jerusalem. Phase Two, described as a

transition, is focused rather oddly on the 'option of creating an independent Palestinian State with

provisional borders and attributes of sovereignty' - none is specified - and is to culminate in an

international conference to approve and then 'create' a Palestinian State, once again with 'provi-"

sional borders'. Phase Three is to end the conflict completely, also by way of an international con

ference whose job will be to settle the thorniest issues of all: refugees, settlements, Jerusalem,

borders. Israel's role in all this is to co-operate: the real onus is placed on the Palestinians, who must

keep coming up with the goods while the military occupation remains more or less in place, though

eased in the main areas invaded during the spring of 2002. No monitoring element is envisioned,

and the misleading symmetry of the plan's structure leaves Israel very much in charge of what - if

anything - will happen next. As for Palestinian human rights, at present not so much ignored as

suppressed, no specific rectification is written into the plan: apparently it is up to Israel whether to
continue as before or not.

For once, all the usual commentators say, Bush is offering real hope for a Middle East settlement.

Calculated leaks from the White House suggested a list of possible sanctions against Israel if Sharon

is too intransigent, but this was quickly denied and soon stopped being mentioned. An emerging
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media consensus presents the document's contents - many of them familiar from earlier peace plans

- as the result of Bush's new-found confidence after his triumph in Iraq. AB with most discussions of

the Palestinian-Israeli conflict, manipulated cliches and far-fetched suppositions, rather than the

realities of power and lived history, shape the flow of discourse. Sceptics and critics are brushed

aside as anti-American, while a sizeable portion of the organised Jewish leadership has denounced

the road map as requiring far too many Israeli concessions. But the establishment press keeps re

minding us that Sharon has spoken of an 'occupation', which he has never conceded until now, and

has actually announced his intention to end Israeli rule over 3.5 million Palestinians. But is he even

aware of what he proposes to end? The Haaretz commentator Gideon Levy wrote on 1 June that, in

common with most Israelis, Sharon knows nothing about life under curfew in communities that

have been under siege for years. What does he know about the humiliation of checkpoints, or about

people being forced to travel on gravel and mud roads, at risk to their lives, in order to get a woman

in labour to a hospital? About life on the brink of starvation? About a demolished home? About

children who see their parents beaten and humiliated in the middle of the night?

Another chilling omission from the road map is the gigantic 'separation wall' now being built in the

West Bank by Israel: 347 kilometres of concrete running north to south, of which 120 have already

been erected. It is eight metres high and two metres thick; its cost is put at $1.6 million per kilometre.

The wall does not simply divide Israel from a putative Palestinian State on the basis of the 1967

borders: it actually takes in new tracts of Palestinian land, sometimes five or six kilo metres at a

stretch. It is surrounded by trenches, electric wire and moats; there are watch-towers at regular

intervals. Almost a decade after the end of South African apartheid, this ghastly racist wall is going

up with scarcely a peep from the majority of Israelis, or from their American allies who, whether

they like it or not, are going to pay for most of it. The 40,000 Palestinian inhabitants of the town of

Qalqilya live on one side of the wall, the land they farm and actually live off is on the other. It is

estimated that when the wall is finished - presumably as the US, Israel and the Palestinians argue

about procedure for months on end - almost 300,000 Palestinians will be separated from their land.

The road map is silent about this, as it is about Sharon's recent approval of a wall on the eastern side

of the West Bank, which will, if built, reduce the amount of Palestinian territory available for Bush's

dream state to roughly 40 per cent of the area. That's what Sharon has had in mind all along.

An unstated premise underlies Israel's heavily modified acceptance of the plan and the US's evident
commitment to it: the relative success of Palestinian resistance. This is true whether or not one

deplores some of its methods, its exorbitant cost, and the heavy toll it has taken on yet another

generation of Palestinians who refused to give up in the face of the overwhelming superiority of

Israeli-US power. All sorts of reasons have been given for the appearance of the road map: that 56

per cent of Israelis back it, that Sharon has finally bowed to international reality, that Bush needs

Arab-Israeli cover for his military adventures elsewhere, that the Palestinians have finally come to

their senses and brought forth Abu Mazen (Abbas's much more familiar nom de guerre, as it were),
and so on. Some of this is true, but I still contend that were it not for the Palestinians' stubborn

refusal to accept that they are 'a defeated people', as the Israeli Chief of Staff recently described
them, there would be no peace plan. Yet anyone who believes that the road map offers anything

resembling a settlement, or that it tackles the basic. issues, is wrong. Like so much of the prevailing

peace discourse, it places the need for restraint and renunciation and sacrifice squarely on Palestin

ian shoulders, thus denying the density and sheer gravity of Palestinian history. To read the road

map is to confront an unsituated document, oblivious of its time and place.
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The road map, in fact, is not a plan for peace so much as a plan for pacification: it is about putting

an end to Palestine as a problem. Hence the repetition of the term 'performance' in the document's

wooden prose - in other words, the way Palestinians are expected to behave. No violence, no pro

test, more democracy, better leaders and institutions - all this based on the notion that the underly

ing problem has been the ferocity of Palestinian resistance, rather than the occupation that has

given rise to it. Nothing comparable is expected ofIsrael except that the small settlements I spoke of

earlier, known as 'illegal outposts' (an entirely new classification which suggests that some Israeli

implantations on Palestinian land are legal), must be given up and, yes, the major settlements

'frozen', but certainly not removed or dismantled. Not a word is said about what, since 1948, and

then again since 1967, Palestinians have endured at the hands ofIsrael and the US. Nothing about

the de-development of the Palestinian economy. The house demolitions, the uprooting of trees, the
prisoners (at least 5000 of them), the policy of targeted assassinations, the closures since 1993, the

wholesale ruin of the infrastructure, the incredible number of deaths and maimings - all that and
more passes without a word.

The truculent aggression and stiff-necked uni/ateralism of the American and Israeli teams are al

ready well known. The Palestinian team inspires scarcely any confidence, made up as it is of re

cycled and ageing Arafat cohorts. Indeed, the road map seems to have given Yasir Arafat another

lease of/ife, for all the studied efforts by Powell and his assistants to avoid visiting him. Despite the

stupid Israeli policy of trying to humble him by shutting him up in a badly bombed compound, he

is still in control of things. He remains Palestine's elected President, he has the Palestinian purse

strings in his hands (the purse is far from bulging), and as for his status, none of the present 'reform'

team can match the old man for charisma and power.

Take Abu Mazen. I first met him in March 1977 at my first National Council meeting in Cairo. He

gave by far the longest speech, explaining to the assembled Palestinian parliamentarians the differ

ences between Zionism and Zionist dissidents. It was a noteworthy intervention, since most Pales

tinians in those days had no real notion that Israel was made up not only of fundamentalist Zionists

who were anathema to every Arab, but of various kinds of peacenik and activist as well.

Nevertheless, no one doubted that Arafat had authorised Abu Mazen's speech. During the PLO's

Beirut years between 1971 and 1982, Abu Mazen was stationed in Damascus, but then joined the
exiled Arafat and his staff in Tunis for the next decade or so. After the Madrid conference in 1991,

he was said to have brought together PLO employees and independent intellectuals in Europe and

formed them into teams, to prepare negotiating files on subjects such as water, refugees, demogra

phy and boundaries in advance of what were to become the secret Oslo meetings, although to the

best of my knowledge, none of the files was used, none of the Palestinian experts was directly
involved in the talks, and none of the results of this research influenced the final documents that

emerged.

In Oslo, the Israelis fielded an array of experts supported by maps, documents, statistics and at least

17 prior drafts of what the Palestinians would end by signing, while the Palestinians unfortunately

restricted their negotiators to three PLO men, not one of whom knew English or had a background

in international (or any other kind of) law. Arafat's idea seems to have been that he was fielding a

team mainly to keep himself in the process, especially after his exit from Beirut and his disastrous

decision to side with Iraq during the 1991 Gulf War. If he had other objectives in mind, then he

didn't prepare for them effectively, as has always been his style. No wonder then that the Oslo
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negotiations made the overall situation of the Palestinians a good deal worse. (The American team

led by Dennis Ross, a former Israeli-lobby employee - a job to which he has now returned - rou

tinely supported the Israeli position which, after a full decade of negotiation, consisted in handing

back 18 per cent of the Occupied Territories to the Palestinians on highly unfavourable terms, with

the IDF left in charge of security, borders and water. Naturally enough, the number of settlements
has more than doubled since then.)

Since the PLO's return to the Occupied Territories in 1994, Abu Mazen has remained a second

rank figure, known universally for his 'flexibility' towards Israel, his subservience to Arafat, and his

lack of an organised political base, although he is one of Fatah's founders and a longstanding mem

ber and secretary general of its Central Committee. The PLO and the Palestine Authority under

Arafat are anything but transparent. Everyone agrees, that Arafat, a fiendish micro-manager and

control freak, remains the central figure in every significant way. That is why Abu Mazen's elevation

to the status of reforming Prime Minister, which so pleases the Americans and Israelis, is thought of

by most Palestinians as, well, a kind of joke, the old man's way of holding onto power by inventing
a new gimmick. Abu Mazen is thought of generally as colourless, moderately corrupt, and without

any clear ideas of his own, except that he wants to please the white man.

In any event, it seems clear to me that, no matter how assiduously and flexibly Abu Mazen 'per

forms', he is going to be limited by three factors. One of course is Arafat himself, who still controls

Fatah. Another is Sharon (who will presumably have the US behind him all the way). In a list of 14

'remarks' about the road map published in Haaretz on 27 May, Sharon signalled the very narrow

limits to anything that might be construed as flexibility on Israel's part. The third is Bush and his

entourage; to judge by their handling of postwar Afghanistan and Iraq, they have neither the stom

ach nor the competence for nation-building. Alrea.dy Bush's right-wing Christian base in the South
has remonstrated noisily against putting pressure on Israel, and already the high-powered American

pro-Israel lobby, with its docile adjunct, the US Congress, has swung into action against any hint of

coercion against Israel, even though it will be crucial now that a final phase has begun.

It may seem quixotic for me to say that even if the immediate prospects are grim from a Palestinian
perspective, they are not all dark. I return to the stubbornness I mentioned, and the fact that

Palestinian society - devastated, nearly ruined, desolate in so many ways - is, like Hardy's thrush in

its blast-beruffled plume, still capable of flinging its soul upon the growing gloom. No other Arab
society is as rambunctious and healthily unruly, and none is fuller of civic and social initiatives and

functioning institutions (including a miraculously vital musical conservatory). Even though they

are mostly unorganised and in some cases lead miserable lives of exile and statelessness, diaspora

PalestiniaZls are still energetically engaged by the problems of their collective destiny, and all those I

know are always trying somehow to advance the cause. Only a minuscule fraction of this energy has

ever found its way into the Palestinian Authority, which except for the highly ambivalent figure of

Arafat has remained strangely marginal to the common fate. According to recent polls, Fatah and

Hamas between them have the support of roughly 45 per cent of the Palestinian electorate, with the

remaining 55 per cent evolving quite different, much more hopeful-looking political formations.

One in particular has struck me as significant (and I have attached myself to it) in as much as it now

provides the only genuine grass roots formation that steers clear both of the religious parties and

their fundamentally sectarian politics, and of the traditional nationalism offered up by Arafat's old
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(rather than young) Fatah activists. It's called the National Political Initiative (NPI) and its leading

figure is Mostapha Barghuti, a Moscow-trained doctor, whose main work has been as director of

the impressive Village Medical Relief Committee, which has brought health-care to more than

100,000 rural Palestinians. A former Communist Party stalwart, Barghuti is a quietly spoken organiser

who has overcome the hundreds of physical obstacles impeding Palestinian movement or travel

abroad to rally nearly every independent individual and organisation of note behind a political

programme that promises social reform as well as liberation across doctrinal lines. Barghuti has

built an enviably well-run solidarity movement that practises the pluralism and coexistence it preaches.

NPI doesn't throw up its hands at the directionless militarisation of the Intifada. It offers training

programmes for the unemployed and social services for the destitute on the grounds that these

answer to present circumstances and Israeli pressure. Above all, NPI, which is about to become a

recognised political party, seeks to mobilise Palestinian society at home and in exile for free elec

tions - authentic elections which will represent Palestinian, rather than Israeli or US, interests. This

sense of authenticity is what seems so lacking in the path cut out for Abu Mazen.

The vision here isn't a manufactured provisional state on 40 per cent of the land, with the refugees

abandoned and Jerusalem kept by Israel, but a sovereign territory liberated from military occupa

tion by mass action involving Arabs and Jews wherever possible. Because NPI is an authentic Pales

tinian movement, reform and democracy have become part of its everyday practice. Organisational

meetings have already been held, with many more planned abroad and in Palestine, despite the

terrible travel restrictions. It is some solace to think that, while formal negotiations and discussions

go on, a host of informal, unco-opted alternatives exist, of which NPI and a growing international

solidarity campaign are now the main components.



Palestine, Israel and the Arab-Israeli Conflict
A Primer

By Joel Beiuiu oud Lisa Hajjar

Introduction

The conflict bet\veen Palestinian Arabs and Jews began around the turn of the 20th century. Al

though these (\vo groups have different religions (Palestinians include Muslims, Christians and

Druze), religious differences are not the cause of the conflict. It is essentially a struggle over land.

Until 1948, the area that both groups claimed was known internationally as Palestine. But follow

ing the war of 1948-49, this land was divided into three parts: the State ofIsrael, the West Bank (of

the Jordan River) and the Gaza Strip.

Jewish claims to this land are based on the biblical promise to Abraham and his descendants, on the

fact that this was the historical site of the Jewish kingdom of Israel (which was destroyed by the

Roman Empire) and on Jews' need for a haven from European anti-Semitism. Palestinian Arabs'

claims to the land are based on continuous residence in the country for hundreds of years and the

fact that they represented the demographic majority. They reject the notion that a biblical-era

kingdom constitutes the basis for a valid modern claim. If Arabs engage the biblical argument at all,

they maintain that since Abraham's son Ishmael is the forefather of the Arabs, then God's promise

of the land to the children of Abraham includes Arabs as well. To destroy a people and forcibly seize

land from them to compensate Jews for Europe's crimes against them is an unacceptable explana
tion.

The Land and the People

In the 19th century, following a trend that began earlier in Europe, people around the world began

to identifY themselves as nations and to demand national rights, foremost the right to self-rule in a

state of their own (self-determination and sovereignty). Jews and Palestinians both began to de

velop a national consciousness, and mobilized to achieve national goals. Because Jews were spread

across the world (in diaspora), their national movement, Zionism, entailed the identification of a

place where Jews could come together through the process of immigration and settlement. Pales

tine seemed the logical and optimal place, since this was the site of Jewish origin. The Zionist

movement began in 1882 with the first wave of European Jewish immigration to Palestine.

At that time, the land of Palestine was part of the Ottoman Empire. However, this area did not

constitute a single political unit. The northern districts of Acre and Nablus were part of the prov

ince of Beirut. The district of Jerusalem was under the direct authority of the Ottoman capital of

Istanbul because of the international significance of the cities of Jerusalem and Bethlehem as reli

gious centers for Muslims, Christians and Jews. According to Ottoman records, in 1878 there were

462,465 subject inhabitants of Jerusalem, Nablus and Acre districts: 403,795 Muslims (including

Druze), 43,659 Christians and 15,011 Jews. In addition, there were perhaps 10,000 Jews with

foreign citizenship (recent immigrants to the country) and several thousand Muslim Arab nomads

(bedouin) who were not counted as Ottoman subjects. The great majority of the Arabs (Muslims

and Christians) lived in several hundred rural villages. Jaffa and Nablils were the largest and eco

nomically most important Arab towns.

Until the beginning of the 20th century, most Jews living in Palestine were concentrated in four

cities with religious significance: Jerusalem, Hebron, Safad and Tiberias. Most of them observed
6
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traditional, orthodox religious practices. Many spent their time studying religious texts and de

pended on the charity of world Jewry for survival. Their attachment to the land was religious rather

than national, and they were not involved in - or supportive of - the Zionist movement which

began in Europe and was brought to Palestine by immigrants. Most of the Jews who immigrated

from Europe lived a more secular lifestyle and were committed to the goals of creating a Jewish

nation and building a modern, independent Jewish State. By the outbreak of World War I (1914),

the population of Jews in Palestine had risen to' about 60,000, about 33,000 of whom were recent

settlers. The Arab population in 1914 was 683,000.

Zionism

Zionism, or Jewish nationalism, is a modern political movement. Its core beliefs are that all Jews

constitute one nation (not simply a religious or ethnic community) and that the only solution to

anti-Semitism is the concentration of as many Jews as possible in Palestine/Israel and the establish

ment of a Jewish State there. The World Zionist Organization, established by Theodor Henl in

1897, declared that the aim of Zionism was to establish "a national home for the Jewish people

secured by public law."

Zionism drew on Jewish religious attachment tQJerusalem and the Land ofIsrael (Eretz Israel). But

the politics of Zionism was influenced by nationalist ideology, and by colonial ideas about Europe

ans' rights to claim and settle other parts of the world. Zionism gained adherents among Jews and

support from the West as a consequence of the murderous anti-Jewish riots (known as pogroms) in

the Russian Empire in the late 19th and early 20th centuries. The Nazi genocide (mass murder) of

European Jews during World War II killed over six million, and this disaster enhanced international

support for the creation of a Jewish State.

There are several different forms of Zionism. From the 1920s until the 1970s, the dominant form

was Labor Zionism, which sought to link socialism and nationalism. By the 1920s, Labor Zionists

in Palestine established the kibbutz movement (a kibbutz is a collective commune, usually with an

agricultural economy), the Jewish trade \Inion and cooperative movement, the main Zionist mili

tias (the Haganah and Palmach) and the political parties that ultimately coalesced in the Israeli

Labor Party in 1968. The top leader of Labor Zionism was David Ben-Gurion, who became the
first Prime Minister of Israel.

A second form of Zionism was the Revisionist movement led by Vladimir Jabotinsky. They earned

the name "Revisionist" because they wanted to revise the boundaries of Jewish territorial aspira

tions and claims beyond Palestine to include areas east of the Jordan River. In the 1920s and 1930s,

they differed from Labor Zionists by declaring openly the objective to establish a Jewish State

(rather than the vaguer formula of a "national home") in Palestine. And they believed that armed

force would be required to establish such a State_ Their pre-state organizations that included the

Betar youth movement and the ETZEL (National Military Organization) formed the core of what

became the Herut (Freedom) Parry after Israeli independence. This parry subsequently became the

central component of the Likud Parry, the largest right wing Israeli party since the 1970s.

Although many Jews became Zionists by the early 20th century, until the rise of Adolf Hitler in

Germany and the institution of a "Final Solution" to exterminate world Jewry, most Jews were not

Zionists. Most orthodox Jews were anti-Zionist. They believed that only God should reunite Jews

in the Promised Land, and regarded Zionism as a violation of God's will. Some Jews in other parts

of the world, including the United States, opposed Zionism out of concern that their own position
7
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and rights as citizens in their countries would be at risk if Jews were recognized as a distinct national

(rather than religious) group. But the horrors of the Holocaust significantly diminished Jewish

opposition or antipathy to Zionism, and following World War II most Jews throughout the world

came to support the Zionist movement and demand the creation of an independent Jewish State.

AJthough orthodox Jews continued to oppose the creation of a Jewish State for several more de

cades, they supported mass settlement of Jews in Palestine as a means of strengthening and protect

ing the community. And following the 1967 Arab-Israeli War, most orthodox Jews who previously

had resisted Zionism adopted the belief that Israel's overwhelming victory in the war was a sign of

God's support, and a fulfillment of God's promise to bring about the Messianic era. The areas

captured and occupied in 1967, especially the West Bank, were important to religious Jews because

they ~re the core of the biblical Land ofIsraei (Judea and Samaria). Consequently, Israel's victory in
1967 gave rise to a morc religious variation of Zionism. Some existing political parties representing

orthodox Jews came to embrace religious nationalism, and new parties and movements formed to

advocate Israel's permanent control and extensive Jewish settlement in the West Bank and Gaza.

The religious-nationalist parties and groups that constitute the far right of the Israeli political spec

trum maintain a hard line on matters relating to territory and the Arab-Israeli conflict. They have

allied with the Likud Party. Although the Labor Party also has supported Jewish settlement in the

West Bank and Gaza, a key difference is a willingness to consider a territorial compromise with

Palestinians as a means of ending the conflict. The Likud and its allies oppose any territorial with

drawal. In 1977, the Likud won the national election, for the first time unseating the Labor Party

that had governed Israel since independence. Since then, Likud and Labor have alternated as the

goverlllng party, sometimes forming coalition governments when neither could achieve a clear
electoral victory.

A minority of Jewish Israelis belongs to left-wing Zionist parties, which formed a political coalition

known as Meretz in the 1980s. Meretz often joins Labor-led governments. Leftist Zionists are fully

committed to maintaining Israel as a Jewish State, but tend to be more willing than the Labor Party

to compromise on territorial issues, and have relatively greater sympathy for Palestinian national

aspirarions for a State of their own. A tiny minority of ultra-leftist Jewish Israelis identify them

selves as non- or anti-Zionists. Some of them aspire to see all of Israel/Palestine transformed into a

single Srare with citizenship and equal rights for all inhabitants, and others advocate the creation of

a Palestinian State in all of the West Bank and Gaza Strip.

The British Mandate in Palestine

By the early years of the 20th century, Palestine was becoming a trouble spot of competing territo

rial claims and polirical interests. The Ottoman Empire was weakening, and European powers were

enrrench ing thei r grip on areas in the eastern Mediterranean, including Palestine. During 1915-16,

as World War I was underway, the British High Commissioner in Egypt, Sir Henry McMahon,

secretly corresponded with Husayn ibn 'Ali, the patriarch of the Hashemite family and Ottoman

gO\ernor of Mecca and Medina. McMahon convinced Husayn to lead an Arq,b revolt against the

Ottotnan Empire, which was aligned with Germany against Britain and France in the war. McMahon

promised that if the Arabs supported Britain in the war, the British government would support the

eqablishment of an independent Atab State under Hashemite rule in the Arab provinces of the

Ottoman Empire, including Palestine. The Arab revolt, led by T. E. Lawrence ("Lawrence of Arabia")

and I [usayn's son Faysal, was successful in defeating the Ottomans, and Britain took control over

much of this area during World War 1.
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But Britain made other promises during the war that conflicted with the Husayn-McMahon un

derstandings. In 1917, the British Foreign Minister, Lord Arthur Balfour, issued a declaration (the

Balfour Declaration) announcing his government's support for the establish ment of "a jevvish na

tional home in Palestine." A third promise, in the form of a secret agreement, was a deal that Britain

and France struck between themselves to carve up the Arab provinces of the Ottoman Empire and

divide control of the region.

After the war, Britain and France convinced the new League of Nations (precursor to the United

Nations), in which they were the dominant powers, to grant them quasi-colonial authority over

former Ottoman territories. The British and French regimes were known as mandates. France ob

tained a mandate over Syria, carving out Lebanon as a separate State with a (slight) Christian

majority. Britain obtained a mandate over the areas which now comprise Israel, West Bank, Gaza

Strip and Jordan.

In 1921, the British divided this region in two: east of the Jordan River became the Emirate of

Transjordan, to be ruled by Faysal's brother 'Abdullah, and west of the Jordan River became the

Palestine Mandate. This was the first time in modern history that Palestine became a unified politi

cal entity.

Throughout the region, Arabs were angered by Britain's failure to fulfill its promise to create an

independent Arab State, and many opposed British and French control as a violation of their right

to self-determination. In Palestine, the situation was more complicated because of the British promise

to support the creation of a Jewish national home. The rising tide of European Jewish immigration,

land purchases and settlement in Palestine generated increasing resistance by Palestinian Arab peas

ants, journalists and political figures. They feared that this would lead eventually to the establish

ment of a Jewish State in Palestine. Palestinian Arabs opposed the British mandate because it thwarted

their aspirations for self-rule, and opposed massive Jewish immigration because it threatened their

position in the country.

In 1920 and 1921, clashes broke out between Arabs and Jews in which roughly equal numbers of

both groups were killed. In the 1920s, when the Jewish National Fund purchased large tracts of

land from absentee Arab landowners, the Arabs Jiving in these areas were evicted. These displace

ments led to increasing tensions and violent confrontations between Jewish settlers and Arab peas
ant tenants.

In 1928, Muslims and Jews in Jerusalem began to clash over their respective communal religious

rights at the Wailing Wall (al-Buraq in the Muslim tradition). The Wailing Wall, the sole remnant

of the second Jewish Temple, is one of the holiest sites for the Jewish people. Bur this site is also holy

to Muslims, since the Wailing Wall is adjacent to the Temple Mount (the Noble Sanctuary in the

Muslim tradition). On the mount is the site of the AJ-Aqsa Mosque and the Dome of the Rock,

believed to mark the spot from which the Prophet Muhammad ascended to heaven on a winged
horse.

European Jewish immigration to Palestine increased dramatically after Hitler's rise to power in

1933, leading to new land purchases and Jewish settlements. Palestinian resistance to British con

trol and Zionist settlement climaxed with the Arab revolt of 1936-39, which Britain suppressed

with the help of Zionist militias and the complicity of neighboring Arab regimes. After crushing

9



trouhlcd timcs - an account of Israeli terrorism and Palcstinian resistance

the Arab revolt, the British reconsidered their governing policies in an effort to maintain order in an

increasingly tense environment. They issued a White Paper (a statement of political policy) limiring

future Jewish immigration and land purchases. The Zionists regarded this as a betrayal of the Balfour

Declaration and a particularly egregious act in light of the desperate situation of the Jews in Europe,

who were facing extermination. The 1939 White Paper marked the end of the British-Zionist

alliance. At the same time, the defeat of the Arab revolt and the exile of the Palestinian political

leadership meant that the Palestinian Arabs were politically disorganized during the crucial decade
in which the future of Palestine was decided.

Plan

Following World War II, escalating hostilities between Arabs and Jews over the fate of Palestine and

between the Zionist militias and the British army compelled Britain to relinquish its mandate over

Palestine. The British requested that the recently established United Nations determine the future

of Palestine. But the British government's hope was that the UN would be unable to arrive at a

workable solution, and would turn Palestine back to them as a UN trusteeship. A UN-appointed

committee of representatives from various countries went to Palestine to investigate the situation.

Although members of this committee disagreed on the form that a political resolution should take,

there was general agreement that the country would have to be divided in order to satisfy the needs
and demands of both Jews and Palestinian Arabs. At the end of 1946, 1,269,000 Arabs and 608,000

Jews resided within the borders of Mandate Palestine. Jews had acquired by purchase 6 to 8 percent

of the total land area of Palestine amounting to about 20 percent of the arable land.

On November 29, 1947, the UN General Assembly voted to partition Palestine into t\vo States,

one Jewish and the other Arab. The UN partition plan divided the country in such a way that each

State would have a majority of its own population, although some Jewish settlements would fall

within the proposed Palestinian State and many Palestinians would become part of the proposed

Jewish State. The territory designated to the Jewish State would be slightly larger than the Palestin

ian State (56 percent and 43 percent of Palestine, respectively) on the assumption that increasing

numbers of Jews would immigrate there. According to the UN partition plan, the area of Jerusalem
and Bethlehem was to become an international zone.

Publicly, the Zionist leadership accepted the UN partition plan, although they hoped somehow to

expand the borders allotted to the Jewish State. The Palestinian Arabs and the surrounding Arab

States rejected the UN plan and regarded the General Assembly vote as an international betrayal.

Some argued that the UN plan allotted too much territory to the Jews. Most Arabs regarded the

proposed Jewish State as a settler colony and argued that it was only because the British had permit

ted extensive Zionist settlement in Palestine against the wishes of the Arab majority that the ques

tion of Jewish Statehood was on the international agenda at all.

Fighting began bet\veen the Arab and Jewish residents of Palestine days after the adoption of the

UN partition plan. The Arab military forces were poorly organized, trained and armed. In contrast,

Zionist military forces, although numerically smaller, were well organized, trained and armed. By

the spring of 1948, the Zionist forces had secured control over most of the territory allotted to the

Jewish State in the UN plan.

On May 15, 1948, the British evacuated Palestine, and Zionist leaders proclaimed the State of

Israel. Neighboring Arab states (Egypt, Syria, Jordan and Iraq) then invaded Israel claiming that
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they sought to "save" Palestine from the Zionists. In fact, the Arab rulers had territorial designs on

Palestine and were no more anxious to see a Palestinian Arab State emerge than the Zionists. Dur

ing May and June 1948, when the fighting was most intense, the outcome of this first Arab-Israeli

War was in doubt. But after arms shipments from Czechoslovakia reached Israel, its armed forces

established superiority and conquered territories beyond the UN partition plan borders of the
Jewish State.

In 1949, the war between Israel and the Arab States ended with the signing of armistice agreements.

The country once known as Palestine was now divided into three parts, each under separate politi

cal control. The State ofIsrael encompassed over 77 percent of the territory. Jordan occupied East

Jerusalem and the hill country of central Palestine (the West Bank). Egypt took control of the

coastal plain around the city of Gaza (the Gaza Strip). The Palestinian Arab State envisioned by the

UN partition plan was never established.

The Palestinian Arab Refugees

As a consequence of the fighting in Palestine/Israel between 1947 and 1949, over 700,000 Palestin

ian Arabs became refugees. The precise number of refugees, and questions of responsibility for their

exodus are sharply disputed. Many Palestinians have claimed that most were expelled in accordance

with a Zionist plan to rid the country of its non-Jewish inhabitants. The official Israeli position

holds that the refugees fled on orders from Arab political and military leaders. One Israeli military

intelligence document indicates that at least 75 percent of the refugees left due to Zionist or Israeli

military actions, psychological campaigns aimed at frightening Arabs into leaving, and direct ex

pulsions. Only about 5 percent left on orders from Arab authorities. There are several well-docu

mented cases of mass expulsions during and after the military operations of 1948-49 and massacres

and atrocities that led to large-scale Arab flight. The best-known instance of mass expulsion is that

of the 50,000 Arabs of the towns of Lydda and Ramie. The most infamous atrocity occurred at Deir

Yasin, a village near Jerusalem, where estimates of the number of Arab residents killed in cold blood

by Israeli fighters range from about 125 to over 250.

Palestinians

Today this term refers to the Arabs - Christian, Muslim and Druze - whose historical roots can

be traced to the territory of Palestine as defined by the British mandate borders. About 3 million
Palestinians now live within this area, which is divided between the State of Israel, and the West

Bank and Gaza; these latter areas were captured and occupied by Israel in 1967. Today, over 700,000

Palestinians are citizens of Israel, living inside the country's 1949 armistice borders. About 1.2

million live in the West Bank (including 200,000 in East Jerusalem) and about one million in the

Gaza Strip. The remainder of the Palestinian people, perhaps another 3 million, lives in diaspora,

outside the country they claim as their national homeland.

The largest Palestinian diaspora community, approximately 1.3 million, is in Jordan. Many of

them still live in the refugee camps that were established in 1949, although others live in cities and

towns. Lebanon and Syria also have large Palestinian populations, many of whom still live in refu
gee camps. Many Palestinians have moved to Saudi Arabia and other Arab Gulf countries to work,

and some have moved to other parts of the Middle East or other parts of the world. Jordan is the

only Arab State to grant citizenship to the Palestinians who live there. Palestinians in Arab States

generally do not enjoy the same rights as the citizens of those States. The situation of the refugees in
Lebanon is especially dire; many Lebanese blame Palestinians for the civil war that wracked that
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country from 1975-91, and demand that they be resettled elsewhere in order for the Lebanese to

maintain peace in their country. The Christian population of Lebanon is particularly anxious to rid

the country of the mainly Muslim Palestinians because of a fear that they threaten the delicate

balance among the country's religious groups.

Although many Palestinians still live in refugee camps and slums, others have become economically

successful. Palestinians now have the highest per capita rate of university graduates in the Arab

world. Their diaspora experience has contributed to a high level of politicization of all sectors of the

Palestinian people.

The Palestinian Arab Citizens of Israel

In 1948, only about 150,000 Palestinian Arabs remained in the area that became the State ofIsrael.

They were granted Israeli citizenship and the right to vote. But in many respects they were and

remain second-class citizens, since Israel defines itself as the State of the Jewish people and Palesrin

ians are non-Jews. Until 1966 most of them were subject to a military government that restricted

their movement and other rights (to speech, association and so on). Arabs were not permitted to
become full members of the Israeli trade union federation, the Histadrut, until 1965. About 40

percent of their lands were confiscated by the State and used for development projects that ben

efited Jews ~rimarily or exclusively. All ofIsrael's governments have discriminated against the Arab

population by allocating far fewer resources for education, health care, public works, municipal

government and economic development to the Arab sector.r

Palestinian Arab cirizens ofIsrael have had a difficu}r struggle to maintain their cultural and politi

cal identity in a State that officially regards expression of Palestinian or Arab national sentiment as

subversive. Until 1967, they were entirely isolated from the Arab world and were often regarded by

other Arabs as traitors for living in Israel. Since 1967, many have become more aware of their

identity as Palestinians. One important expression of this identity was the organization of a general

strike on March 30, 1976, designated as Land Day, to protest the continuing confiscation of Arab

lands. The Israeli security forces killed six Arab citizens on that day. All Palestinians now com

memorate it as a national day.

Many Palestinian Arabs have also come to understand that their' political status as Israeli citizens

and their protracted contact with Israeli society has differentiated them from other Palestinians.

Although most of them support the establishment of a Palestinian State in the West Bank and the

Gaza Strip, few would pursue the possibility of relocating there if such a state comes into existence.

The June 1967 War

After 1949, although there was an armistice between Israel and the Arab States, the conflict contin

ued and the region remained imperiled by the prospect of another war. This was fueled by an

escalating arms race as countries built up their military caches and prepared their forces (and their

populations) for a future showdown. In 1956, Israel joined with Britain and France to attack Egypt,

ostensibly to reverse the Egyptian government's nationalization of the Suez Canal (then under

French and British conrrol). Israeli forces captured Gaza and the Sinai Peninsula, but were forced to

evacuate back to the armistice lines as a result of UN pressure led by the US and the Soviet Union

(in an uncharacteristic sh~)Wof cooperation to avert further conflict in the Middle East). By the

early 1960s, however, the region was becoming a hot spot of Cold War rivalry as the US and the

Soviet Union were competing with one another for global power and influence.
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In the spring of 1967, the Soviet Union misinformed the Syrian government that Israeli forces were
massing in northern Israel to attack Syria. There' was no such Israeli mobilization. But clashes
between Israel and Syria had been escalating for about a year, and Israeli leaders had publicly de
clared that it might be necessary to bring down the Syrian regi~e if it failed to end Palestinian
commando attacks against Israel from Syrian territory.

Responding to a Syrian request for assistance, in May 1967 Egyptian troops entered the Sinai
Peninsula bordering Israel. A few days later, Egyptian president Gamal Abdel-Nasser asked the UN
observer forces stationed between Israel and Egypt to evacuate their positions. The Egyptians then
occupied Sharm al-Shaykh at the southern tip of the Sinai Peninsula and p'roclaimed a blockade of
the Israeli port of Eilat on the Gulf of Aqaba, arguing that access to Eilat was through Egyptian
territorial waters. These measures shocked and frightened the Israeli public, which believed it was
in danger of annihilation.

As the military and diplomatic crisis continued, on June 5, 1967 Israel preemptively attacked Egypt
and Syria, destroying their air forces on the ground within a few hours. Jordan joined in the fight
ing belatedly, and consequently was attacked by Israel as well. The Egyptian, Syrian and Jordanian
armies were decisivelydefeated, and Israel captured the West Bank from Jordan, the Gaza Strip and
the Sinai Peninsula from Egypt, and the Golan Heights from Syria.

The 1967 war, which lasted only six days, established Israel as the dominant regional military
power. The speed and thoroughness ofIsrael's victory discredited the Arab regimes. In contrast, the

Palestinian national movement emerged as a major actor after 1967 in the form of the polit~al and
military groups that made up the Palestine Liberation Organization. (

The Occupied Territories
The West Bank and the Gaza Strip became distinct geographical units as a result of the 1949
armistice that divided the new Jewish State ofIsraei from other parts of Mandate Palestine. From
1948-67, the West Bank, including East Jerusalem, was ruled by Jordan, which annexed the area in
1950 and extended citizenship to Palestinians living there. During this period, the Gaza Strip was
under Egyptian military administration. In the 1967 war, Israel captured and occupied these areas,
along with the Sinai Peninsula (from Egypt) and the Golan Heights (from Syria).

Israel established a military administration to govern the Palestinian residents of the occupied West
Bank and Gaza. Under this arrangement, Palestinians were denied many basic political rights and
civil liberties, including freedom of expression, freedom of the press and freedom of political asso
ciation. Palestinian nationalism was criminalized as a threat to Israeli security, which meant that
even displaying the Palestinian national colors was a punishable act. All aspects of Palestinian life
were regulated, and often severely restricted by the Israelt military administration. For example,
Israel forbade the gathering wild thyme (za'tar), a basic element of Palestinian cuisine.

Israeli policies and practices in the West Bank and Gaza have included extensive use of collective
punishments such as curfews, house demolitions and closure of roads, schools and community
institutions. Hundreds of Palestinian political activists have been deported to Jordan or Lebanon,
tens of thousands of acres of Palestinian land have been confiscated, and thousands of trees have

been uprooted. Since 1967, over 300,000 Palestinians have been imprisoned without trial, and over
half a million have been tried in the Israeli military court system. Torture of Palestinian prisoner:;
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has been a common practice since at least 1971, and dozens of people have died in detention from
abuse or neglect. Israeli officials have claimed that harsh measures and high rates of imprisonment
are necessary to thwart terrorism. According to Israel, Palestinian terrorism includes all forms of
opposition to the occupation (including non-violence).

Israel has built hundreds of settlements and permitted hundreds of thousands of its own Jewish
citizens to move to the West Bank and Gaza, despite that this constitutes a breach of international
law. Israel has justified the violation of the Fourth Geneva Convention and other international laws
governing military occupation of foreign territory on the grounds that the West Bank and the Gaza
Strip are not technically "occupied" because they were never part of the sovereign territory of any
state. Therefore, according to this interpretation, Israel is not a foreign "occupier" but a legal "ad
ministrator" of territory whose status remains to be determined. The international community has
rejected the Israeli official position that the West Bank and Gaza are not occupied, and has main
tained that international law should apply there. But little effort has been mounted to enforce
international law or hold Israel accountable for the numerous violations it has engaged in since
1967.

Jerusalem

The UN partition plan advocated that Jerusalem become an international zone, independent of
both the proposed Jewish and Palestinian Arab states. In the 1948 Arab-Israeli War, Israel took
control of the western part of Jerusalem, while Jordan took the eastern part, including the old
walled city containing important Jewish, Muslim and Christian religious sites. The 1949 armistice
line cut the city in two. In June 1967, Israel captured East Jerusalem from Jordan and almost
immediately annexed it. It reaffirmed its annexation in 1981.

Israel regards Jerusalem as its "eternal capital." Arabs consider East Jerusalem part of the occupied
West Bank and want it to be the capital of a Palestinian state.

The Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO)
The Arab League established the PLO in 1964 as an effort to control Palestinian nationalism while
appearing to champion the cause. The Arab defeat in the 1967 war enabled younger, more militant
Palestinians to take over the PLO and gain some independence from the Arab regimes.

The PLO includes different political and armed groups with varying ideological orientations. Yasser
Arafat is the leader of Fatah, the largest group, and has been PLO chairman since 1968. The other
major groups are the Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine (PFLP), the Democratic Front
for the Liberation of Palestine (DFLP) and, in the occupied territories, the Palestine Peoples Party
(PPP' formerly the Communist Party). Despite factional differences, the majority of Palestinians
regard the PLO as their representative.

In the 1960s, the PLO's primary base of operations was Jordan. In 1970-71, fighting with the
Jordanian army drove the PLO leadership out of the country, forcing it to relocate to Lebanon.
When the Lebanese civil war started in 1975, the PLO became a party in the conflict. After the
Israeli invasion of Lebanon in 1982, the PLO leadership was expelled from the country, relocating
once more to Tunisia.

Until 1993, Israel did not acknowledge Palestinian national rights or recognize the Palestinians as
an independent party to the conflict. Israel refused to negotiate with the PLO, arguing that it was
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nothing but a terrorist organization, and insisted on dealing only with Jordan or other Arab States.

It rejected the establishment of a Palestinian State, insisting that Palestinians should be incorpo

rated into the existing Arab States. This intransigence ended when Israeli representatives entered

into secret negotiations with the PLO, which led to the Oslo Declaration of Principles.

UN Security Council Resolution 242

Mter the 1967 war, the UN Security Council adopted Resolution 242, which notes the "inadmiss

ability of the acquisition of territory by force," and calls for Israeli withdrawal from lands seized in

the war and the right of all States in the area to peaceful existence within secure and recognized
. boundaries. The grammatical construction of the French version of Resolution 242 says Israel

should withdraw from "the territories," whereas the English version of the text calls for withdrawal

from "territories." (Both English and French are official languages of the UN.) Israel and the United

States use the English version to argue that Israeli withdrawal from some, but not all, the territory

occupied in the 1967 war satisfies the requirements of this resolution.

For many years the Palestinians rejected Resolution 242 because it does not acknowledge their right

to national self-determination or to return to their homeland. It calls only for a just settlement of

the refugee problem. By calling for recognition of every State in the area, Resolution 242 entailed

unilateral Palestinian recognition of Israel without recognition of Palestinian national rights.

The October 1973 War

Mter coming to power in Egypt in late 1970, President Anwar Sadat indicated to UN envoy Gunnar

Jarring that he was willing to sign a peace agreement with Israel in exchange for the return of

Egyptian territory lost in 1967 (the Sinai Peninsula). When this overture was ignored by Israel and

the US, Egypt and Syria decided to act to break the political stalemate. They attacked Israeli forces

in the Sinai Peninsula and the Golan Heights in October 1973, on the Jewish holy day of Yom

Kippur. The surprise attack caught Israel off guard, and the Arabs achieved some early military

victories. This prompted American political intervention, along with sharply increased military aid

to Israel. Mter the war, US Secretary of State Henty Kissinger pursued a diplomatic strategy of

limited bilateral agreements to secure partial Israeli withdrawals from the Sinai Peninsula and the

Golan Heights while avoiding negotiations on more difficult issues, including the fate of the West

Bank and Gaza. By late 1975 these efforts had exhausted their potential, and there was no prospect

of achieving a comprehensive Arab-Israeli peace settlement.

In late 1977, Sadat decided to initiate a separate overture to Israel. His visit to Jerusalem on Novem

ber 19, 1977 led to the Camp David accords and the signing of an Egyptian-Israeli peace treaty in
1979.

Camp David I

In September 1978, President Jimmy Carter invited Sadat and Israeli Prime Minister Menachem

Begin to Camp David, a presidential retreat in Maryland. They worked out two agreements: a

framework for peace between Egypt and Israel, and a general framework for resolution of the Middle

East crisis, i.e. the Palestinian question.

The first agreement formed the basis of the Egyptian-Israeli peace treaty signed in 1979. The sec

ond agreement proposed to grant autonomy to the Palestinians in the West Bank and the Gaza

Strip, and to install a local administration for a five-year interim period, after which the final status

of the territories would be negotiated.
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Only the Egyptian-Israeli part of the Camp David accords was implemented. The Palestinians and

other Arab States rejected the autonomy concept because it did not guarantee full Israeli withdrawal

from areas captured in 1967 or the establishment of an independent Palestinian State. In any case,

Israel sabotaged negotiations by continuing to confiscate Palestinian lands and build new settle

ments in violation of the commitments Menachem Begin made to Jimmy Carter at Camp David.

The Intifada

In December 1987, the Palestinian population in the West Bank and Gaza started a mass uprising

against the Israeli occupation. This uprising, or Intifada (which means "shaking off" in Arabic),

was not started or orchestrated by the PLO leadership in Tunis. Rather, it was a popular mobiliza

tion that drew on the organizations and institutions that had developed under occupation. The

Intifada involved hundreds of thousands of people, many with no previous resistance experience,

including children, teenagers and women. For the first few years, it involved many forms of civil

disobedience, including massive demonstrations, general strikes, refusal to pay taxes, boycotts of

Israeli products, political graffiti and,the establishment of underground schools (since regular schools

were closed by the military as reprisals for the uprising). It also included stone throwing, Molotov

cocktails and the erection of barricades to impede the movement of Israeli military forces.

Intifada activism was organized through popular committees under the umbrella of the United

National Leadership of the Uprising. The UNLU was a coalition of the four PLO parties active in

the occupied territories: Fatah, the PFLp' the DFLP and the PPP. This broad-based resistance drew

unprecedented international attention to the situation facing Palestinians in the West Bank and

Gaza, and challenged the occupation as never before.

Under the leadership of Minister of Defense Yitzhak Rabin, Israel tried to smash the Indifada with

"force, power and blows." Army commanders instructed troops to break the bones of demonstra

tors. From 1987 to 1991 Israeli forces killed over 1,000 Palestinians, including over 200 under the

age of sixteen. By 1990, most of the UNLU leaders had been arrested and the Indifada lost its

cohesive force, although it continued for several more years. Political divisions and violence within

the Palestinian community escalated, especially the growing rivalry between the various PLO fac

tions and Islamist organizations (HAMAS and Islamic Jihad). Palestinian militants killed over 250

Palestinians suspected of collaborating with the occupation authorities and about 100 Israelis dur
ing this period.

Although the Indifada did not bring an end to the occupation, it made clear that the status quo was

untenable. The Indifada shifted the center of gravity of Palestinian political initiative from the PLO

leadership in Tunis to the occupied territories. Palestinian activists in the occupied territories de

manded that the PLO adopt a clear political program to guide the struggle for independence. In

response, the Palestine National Council (a Palestinian government-in-exile), convened in Algeria

in November 1988, recognized the State of Israel, proclaimed an independent Palestinian State in

the West Bank and the Gaza Strip, and renounced terrorism. The Israeli government did not re

spond to these gestures, claiming that nothing had changed and that the PLO was a terrorist orga

nization with which it would never negotiate. The US did acknowledge that the PLO's policies had

changed, but did little to encourage Israel to abandon its intransigent stand.
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The Madrid Conference

US and Israeli failure to respond meaningfully to PLO moderation resulted in the PLO's opposi

tion to the US-led attack on Iraq during the 1991 Gulf War. The PLO did not endorse Iraq's

annexation of Kuwait, but it saw Saddam Hussein's challenge to the US and the Gulf oil-exporting

States as a way to alter the regional status quo and focus attention on the question of Palestine. Mter

the war, the PLO was diplomatically isolated. Kuwait and Saudi Arabia cut off financial support

they had been providing, bringing the PLO to the brink of crisis.

After the Gulf War, the US sought to stabilize its position in the Middle East by promoting a

resolution of the Arab-Israeli conflict. Despite their turn against the PLO, Kuwait and Saudi Arabia

were anxious to resolve the Arab-Israeli conflict and remove the potential for regional instability it

created. The administration of President Bush felt obliged to its Arab allies, and pressed a reluctant

Israeli Prime Minister Yitzhak Shamir to open negotiations with the Palestinians and the Arab

States at a multilateral conference convened in Madrid, Spain, in October 1991. Shamir's condi

tions, which the US accepted, were that the PLO be excluded from the talks and that the Palestinian

desires for independence and Statehood ~ot be directly addressed.

In subsequent negotiating sessions held in Washington, DC, Palestinians were represented by a

delegation from the Occupied Territories. Participants in this delegation were subject to Israeli

approval, and residents of East Jerusalem were barred on the grounds that the city is part ofIsrael.

Although the PLO was formally excluded from these talks, its leaders regularly consulted with and

advised the Palestinian delegation. Although Israeli and Palestinian delegations met many times,

little progress was achieved. Prime Minister Shamir announced after he left office that his strategy

was to drag out the Washington negotiations for ten years, by which time the annexation of the

West Bank would be an accomplished fact.

A new Israeli Labor Party government led by Yitzhak Rabin assumed office in June 1992 and

promised rapid conclusion of an Israel-Palestinian agreement. Instead, the Washington negotia

tions became stalemated after December 1992, when Israel expelled over 400 Palestinian residents

of the Occupied Territories who were accused (but not tried or convicted) of being radical Islamist

activists. Human rights conditions in the West Bank and the Gaza Strip deteriorated dramatically

after Rabin assumed office. This undermined the legitimacy of the Palestinian delegation to the

Washington talks and prompted the resignation of several delegates.

Lack of progress in the Washington talks and deterioration of the economic and human rights

conditions in the West Bank and the Gaza Strip accelerated the growth of a radical Islamist chal

lenge to the PLO. Violent attacks against Israeli targets by HAMAS (Islamic Resistance Movement)

and Islamic Jihad further exacerbated tensions. Ironically, before the Indifada, Israeli authorities

had enabled the development of Islamist organizations as a way to divide Palestinians in the occu

pied territories. But as the popularity ofIslamists grew and challenged the moderation of the PLO,

they came to regret their policy of encouraging political Islam as an alternative to the PLO's secular

nationalism. Eventually, Yitzhak Rabin came to believe that HAMAS, Jihad and the broader Is

lamic movements of which they were a part posed more of a threat to Israel than the PLO.

The Oslo Accords

The weakness of the PLO after the Gulf War, the stalemate in the Washington talks, and fear of

radical Islam brought the Rabin government to reverse the long-standing Israeli refusal to negotiate

with the PLO. Consequently, Israel initiated secret negotiations in Oslo, Norway directly with
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PLO representatives who had been excluded from the Madrid and Washington talks. These nego
tiations produced the Israel-PLO Declaration of Principles, which was signed in Washington in
September 1993. The Declaration of Principles was based on mutual recognition ofIsrael and the
PLO. It established that Israel would withdraw from the Gaza Strip and Jericho, with additional
withdrawals from further unspecified areas of the West Bank during a five-year interim period.
During this period, the PLO formed a Palestinian Authority (PA) with "self-governing" (i.e. mu
nicipal) powers in the areas from which Israeli forces were redeployed. In January 1996, elections
were held for a Palestinian Legislative Council and for the presidency of the PA, which was won
handily by YasirArafat. The key issues such as the extent of the territories to be ceded by Israel, the
nature of the Palestinian entity to be established, the future of the Israeli settlements and settlers,
water rights, the resolution of the refugee problem and the status of Jerusalem were set aside to be
discussed in final status talks.

The PLO accepted this deeply flawed agreement with Israel because it was weak and had little
diplomatic support in the Arab world. Both Islamist radicals and local leaders in the West Bank and
the Gaza Strip challenged Arafat's leadership. Yet only Arafat had the prestige and nationallegiti
macy to conclude a negotiated agreement with Israel.

The Oslo accords set up a negotiating process without specifYing an outcome. The process was
supposed to have been completed by May 1999. There were many delays due to Israel's reluctance
to relinquish control over the occupied territories, unwillingness to make the kinds of concessions
necessary to reach a final status agreement, and periodic outbursts of violence by Palestinian oppo
nents of the Oslo process, especially HAMAS and Jihad. During the Likud's return to power in
1996-99, Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu avoided engaging seriously in the Oslo process,
which he distrusted and fundamentally opposed.

A Labor-led coalition government led by Prime Minister Ehud Barak came to power in 1999. Barak
at first concentrated on reaching a peace agreement with Syria. When he failed to convince the
Syrians to sign an agreement that would restore to them less than all the area of the Golan Heights
occupied by Israel in 1967, Barak turned his attention to the Palestinian track.

During the protracted interim period of the Oslo process, Israel's Labor and Likud governments
built new settlements in the occupied territories, expanded existing settlements and constructed a
network of bypass roads to enable Israeli settlers to travel from their settlements to Israel proper
without passing through Palestinian-inhabited areas. These projects were understood by most Pal
estinians as marking out territory that Israel sought to annex in the final settlement. The Oslo
accords contained no mechanism to block these unilateral actions or Israel's violations of Palestin

ian human and civil rights in areas under its control.

Final status negotiations between Israel and the Palestinians were to have begun in mid-1996, but
only got underway in earnest in mid-2000. By then, a series of painfully negotiated Israeli interim
withdrawals left the Palestinian Authority with direct or partial control of some 40 percent of the
West Bank and 65 percent of the Gaza Strip. The Palestinian areas were surrounded by Israeli
controlled territory with entry and exit controlled by Israel.

The Palestinians' expectations were not accommodated by the Oslo accords. The Oslo process
required the Palestinians to make their principal compromises at the beginning, whereas Israel's
principal compromises beyond recognition of the PLO were to be made in the final status talks.
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Camp David II

In July 2000, President Clinton invited Prime Minister Barak and President Arafat to Camp David

to conclude negotiations on the long-overdue final status agreement. Barak proclaimed his "red

lines": Israel would not return to its pre-1967 borders; East Jerusalem with its 175,000 Jewish

settlers would remain under Israeli sovereignty; Israel would annex settlement blocs in the West

Bank containing some 80 percent of the 180,000 Jewish settlers; and Israel would accept no legal or

moral responsibility for the creation of the Palestinian refugee problem. The Palestinians, in accord

with UN Security Council resolution 242 and their understanding of the spirit of the Oslo Decla

ration of Principles, sought Israeli withdrawal from the vast majority of the West Bank and the

Gaza Strip, including East Jerusalem, and recognition of an independent State in those territories.

The distance between the two parties, especially on the issues of Jerusalem and refugees, made it

impossible to reach an agreement at the Camp David summit meeting in July 2000. Although

Barak offered a far more extensive Israeli withdrawal from the West Bank than any other Israeli

leader had publicly considered, he insisted on maintaining Israeli sovereignty over East Jerusalem.

This was unacceptable to the Palestinians and to most of the Muslim world. Arafat left Camp

David with enhanced stature among his constituents because he did not yield to American and

Israeli pressure. Barak returned home to face political crisis within his own government, including

the abandonment of coalition partners who felt he had offered the Palestinians too much. However,

the Israeli taboo on discussing the future ofJerusalem was broken. Many Israelis began to realize for

the first time that they might never achieve peace if they insisted on imposing their terms on the
Palestinians.

The Second Intifada

The deeply flawed "peace process" initiated at Oslo, combined with the daily frustrations and

humiliations inflicted upon Palestinians in the occupied territories, converged to ignite a second

Indifada beginning in late September 2000. On September 28, Likud leader Ariel Sharon visited

the Noble Sanctuary (Temple Mount) in the company of 1000 armed guards; in the context of

July's tense negotiations over Jerusalem's holy places, and Sharon's well-known call for Israeli annex

ation of East Jerusalem, this move provoked large Palestinian protests in Jerusalem. Israeli soldiers

killed six unarm.ed protesters. These killings inaugurated over a month of demonstrations and

clashes across the West Bank and the Gaza Strip. For a brief period, these demonstrations spread
into Palestinian towns inside Israel.

In relative terms, the second Indifada is already bloodier than the first. As in the previous Indifada,

Palestinians threw stones and Molotov cocktails at Israeli soldiers, who responded with rubber

coated steel bullets and live ammunition. But both sides have employed greater force than in 1987

1991. The militant wing of Fatah, which has coordinated many street actions, now has a substantial

cache of small arms and has fired often on Israeli troops. The Israeli military response escalated

dramatically after two soldiers, allegedly "lost" in the PA-controlled West Bank town of Ramallah,

were killed October 12 by a Palestinian mob returning from the funeral of an unarmed young man

whom soldiers had shot dead the day before. The IDF attacked PA installations in Ramallah, Gaza

and elsewhere with helicopter gunships and missiles. Subsequently, the IDF has not always waited

for Israelis to die before answering Palestinian small arms fire with tank shells and artillery, includ

ing the shelling of civilian neighborhoods in the West Bank and Gaza.
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For these actions and the use of live ammunition to control demonstrations of unarmed Palestin

ians, several international human rights organizations have condemned Israel for use of excessive

force. The UN Security Council passed a similar condemnation, from which the US abstained, and

on October 20, the UN General Assembly approved a resolution condemning Israel. Israel, the US

and four Polynesian island nations voted no, and a third of the assembly abstained. Despite a truce

agreement at Sharm aI-Sheikh, a later agreement to quell violence between Arafat and Shimon Peres

and Bill Clinton's attempts to restart negotiations in January 2001, the second Indifada did not

look like it would end soon. To date over 350 people, about 90 percent of them Palestinian, have

been killed in the violence. While the outcome of the uprising is very unclear, it is probably impos

sible to resume the Oslo peace process without major modifications to its basic framework. The

Palestinian street has definitively rejected Oslo, and top officials of the PA now say that UN resolu
tions must form the basis of future final status talks.
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In Bureij Camp during the Intifada
........ women speak out

The Palestinian Intifada is not a transitory phenomenon but the accelaration of an ongoing process

of resistance against the Israeli hegemo~y. By means of collective action Palestinians in the West
Bank, Gaza Strip and East Jerusalem - women, men and the children alike - practice politics by
other means to achieve an end to the Israeli occupation. The following account of the first Intifada

is by two women - Imam Jardallah and her mother who live in Bureij Camp, Gaza. This camp is one
of the eight refugee camps in Gaza strip and is located in the central region and had a population of
17,000 refugees in 1988 according to the United Nations Relief Works Agency.

Iman Jardallah (I): I am eighteen years old and all my life I have lived in Bureij camp in the Gaza
strip. My family is originally from Saba, near the Negev (Naqab). They became refugees in 1948
and since then they have lived in Bureij.

Our camp is very small compared with others but it is still extremely populous. My family and I live

in a house with four rooms, an entrance hall, a kitchen and bathroom but there are 21 people living
here. We have mattresses piled up in one corner of the room during the day, and these are spread on

the floor for the night. In the winter time, when it rains we must all stay in the house, cook, read and
watch ~ together. When I want to do my homework I go into one of the bedrooms to find a little

space for myself.

Mother (M): At the moment I am the only one responsible for the household. I take care of all the children

and of the adults. Iman can hardly bend her arm as a result of being beaten by Israeli soldiers and she

cannot do 'heavy work. The smaller children stay in the house the whole day because we do not have a

kindergarten in the camp. They usually play by themselves because none of the adults isfree to play with
them.

I: My father earns the money to support our family by means of his flock of thirty sheep. We always

feel bad during curfew because sheep, donkeys, cows and chickens have been killed by the tear gas.
So you never know how many might be alive the next day. Tear gas canisters are dropped from

helicopters, shot from jeeps into the crowded cap or are thrown directly into the houses by the
soldiers themselves. This way nobody is safe from the tear gas, and neither are the animals.

We have curfews often. Sometimes they last a whole month, sometimes only for a few days. When
ever we feel that the situation is getting more tense and clashes are happening we go iml11t !'c1ld)
and buy food. We hate the curfews but we have got used to them. If my brothers or my father are in
the house when the soldiers come in the morning, they are ordered out to clean the streets; if they
refuse and sit on the floor, they are beaten or sometimes jailed. Last year we were l.nder curfew for
three and a half months. Many young people were killed because they went out to get food to save

their starving families. It was girls who went out, because they have the biggest chance to make it
and they got shot too. We lost ar.ound 7000 Jordanian dinars because some of our sheep and goats

died, from hunger and tear gas.

M· we were allowed to go out for one hour a day, but that was not enough time to lock the children in the

house and buy food. Sometimes the army announced by loudspeaker that we were allowed out for half an

hour and that only women were allowed to go out. Some young men could not stand to be trapped in the

house for such a long time - houses are often very crowded. They broke the curfew and were beaten up very
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hard. When we were allowed to leave the house, we could only go to a few shops which were licensed to

bring food into the camp. The shops were very crowded because everybody had to buy food at the same

time, and in a lot of cases there was nothing left in the shops. Bottled gas and flour were the most difficult

things to get.

Almost every second night there was no electricity and very often we ran short of gas because we could not

refill the bottles. In such cases,families in the neighbourhood helped each other, and people shared what

they had. When one of us wanted to go over to one of our neighbours the girls were sent to the roof to keep
watch. When everything seemed clear, the small girls, aged between five and seven years old, would run

quickly to the door of the neighbour. The soldiers know by now that the small girls are sent on purpose

because they run the least risk of being beaten, shot orjailed. So when they see the small ones running they
call them and beat them to teach them a lesson. But they are still the ones with the least chance of getting

jailed or killed.

Once my little daughter was beaten when she was outside in the street to get some food. we could hear her

cries and I rushed out of the door. 'What are you doing here, ' I shouted at her and then I turned to the

soldiers. 'we didn't know that she was out. She slipped out without us recognizing it. '

'Shut up, ' the soldier shouted at me, and then he continued beating my little girl. 'The next time I will do
the same to you. ' But I managed to pull my daughter into the house and to shut the door behind her. Then

we felt that the soldiers had gone away we calmed her and the other children who were panicking. The

rest of the day she was stiff quiet and thoroughly frightened.

The children talk a lot about incidents like these. They put it into games and play soldiers and shebab

(youth, but sometimes used to mean young fidayeen.) In their play they take the guns from the soldiers

and beat the helpless soldiers like they are beaten by them. But thefear is still in their eyes. When they hear

the soldiers outside the house, they all huddle in one corner or rush towards one of the adults for security.

When the initial shock is over they react in astonishingly diffirent ways. Some start crying, some shout

and some are not afraid at all. But all of them ask the same questions - Why are they coming? What are
they doing here?

A big problem under curfew is the tear gas. There is no way to escape it when it comes into the house

because, of course, you cannot leave. .You are not even supposed to open the windows. If there is gas

everywhere we use onions or eau de cologne. When this does not work, and since the beginning of the

Intifada it almost never does, we use bicarbonate of soda. we dissolve it in water and wash our faces with

it when they start burning, and we breathe through pieces of cloth dipped in sodium bicarbonate solu
tion.

Usually the soldiers come each day in the morning. Yesterday they took five men who were on their way to

work and arrested them for nothing. They shot into the air to frighten people. we all ran upto the roof to

see what was happening but the five had already been taken away in the jeep. This is the usual morning

routine: the soldiers come, enter some houses without knocking and take the men and boys away. we try

to be quicker than the army and as soon as we hear the warning whistles from the guarding shebab at the
edge of the camp, we women go out onto the roofi and give signs to the shebab in our area that they have

to run away This is one of the new roles of women during the uprising. And we see it as our duty to defend

the camp like the men do. Many times as well we have had to defend our men. we do not care any more

about danger, not even about the danger to the young children with us. .Youget in a funny state of mind
in which you become absolutely wild and furious about what is happening, and you react without

thinking.
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Before the Intifada a lot of things were different. The soldiers did not come every morning, and they did

not attack houses so much. Before the Intifada children did not worry about the soldiers. They were just

part of everyday life, like something you see and ignore ifpossible. Now it is different. If the children see

a jeep they begin throwing stones at it. Also the boundaries of violence have drifted. Formerly soldiers did

not beat and curse women like they do now. I learned to curse back at them and sometimes I curse even

worse than they do. But more and more the fear of the entire population of Bureij camp is vanishing, so

we go out very often during the curfew as well. When you are not even safe in your own house, where you

are beaten up becomes unimportant.

I: Last year the soldiers crushed my elbow. Even now after more than a year and three operations I
cannot bend my arm. It was in March 1988. I was in school which is outside Bureij camp. Suddenly
in the middle of a lesson a shebab burst in to the classroom and told us that a man from our camp

had been killed by the soldiers. Immediately everybody jumped up, we left the classroom and
wanted to leave the school. All of us have had more than enough experiences with the soldiers. We
have an army camp right next to our school grounds and many times the army has raided our
school and we have been badly beaten up. On this day we ran out of the school and towards the
camp. We saw two big military vehicles coming towards us. One was full of settlers with sub
machine guns and the other was an army vehicle. We ran for cover, trying to escape between the

olive trees. One settler still driving the car, accelerated and tried to run me over. While trying to
escape I slipped and fell. In a second the soldier was over me, raising his baton. Instinctively I raised
my arm to protect my head. The blow hit my elbow very hard and even though he must have seen
that it was smashed he hit it twice more with full force. Then he left me in the mud.

Some of my school friends saw me bleeding on the ground and carried me to the school. A teacher
took me to the camp and later on to the hospital. All the time the soldiers were looking for me. I

have had operations and physiotherapy in Nasser hospital, Khan Younis and in Makkaset hospital,
Jerusalem. It has been a year now - I can bend my elbow a little it but I still have pain in my
shoulder.

M· we arefightingfor our own independent state and we want to compensate for all the young men we

have lost. we need to make up for the losses. It would be a waste of all the years of struggle if we failed to

achieve a solution. we know it is impossible for us to have all of Palestine. we only demand the territories

of 1967. we are now also struggling as women not to have zero status in our State. we want to have a

position equal to that of the men. Even though I am a Muslim woman I do not want to live in a Muslim
State such as Iran. But I do not want a State without religion. we should have a state where Muslims and

Christians can live together with the same rights.

I: I dream that we will have a Palestinian state in the West Bank and Gaza, that we will get our

freedom. This is a dream not only for me but for all the Palestinian people. But nevertheless I love
the camp. Ifwe gain our freedom I will still live in he camp. I was born here and it provides me with
my food and drink. I love the people here. They stick very much together, even more so during the
Intifada. Even though I am willing to go and study medicine anywhere in the world, I would come
back to the camp.

Source:

PaLestinian WOmen -Identity and Experience, Edited by Ebba Augustin, Zed Books, 1993
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The detailing of massacres, war crimes and grave violations of international humanitarian law com
mitted by the Israeli occupation forces in Palestine, is an attempt to destroy the myth that Palestin
ians are committed to violence and that any Israeli attack is defensive in nature. The atrocities
committed by Israeli soldiers and right wing Israeli groups on civilians in both the West Bank and
Gaza Strip goes beyond description. The information gathered here is from reliable sources - in
cluding B'Tselem: The Israeli Information Center for Human Rights in the Occupied Territories and the
PalestinJan Organization for Human Rights. Virtually every basic provision of the Geneva Conven

tion Relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War of August 12, 1949, have been
breached by the Israeli invasion and occupation forces. We do not attempt here a comprehensive
and exhaustive list. The incidents highlighted here merely cover significant aspects of the violence
perpetuated by the Israel government.

In more than one instance, Israeli occupation forces have been found guilty of -

u indiscriminate killing of civilians

u burying people alive in their homes

u executions of Palestinian prisoners

u imposing days of curfew and then killing civilians who leave their homes in search of food,
or attempt to retrieve bodies or take the seriously injured to the hospital
u deliberate attacks on ambulance cars

u prevention of emergency medical aid to sick and severely wounded people in the sealed-off
areas

u preventing any kind of emergency humanitarian assistance

u inhumane treatment and/or torture of prisoners

u disrespect for and attacks on holy sites such as the Church of Nativity in Bethlehem

u deliberate destruction of the civilian infrastructure (including water and sewage systems)
u wanton destruction of civilian houses

u systematic destruction of the infrastructure of the Palestinian National Authority

Deir Yassin

In order to push the unarmed defenseless Palestinian Arabs to leave their homes, Jewish terrorist
groups such as Irgun Zwei Leumi were brought in when other methods failed. On 9 April 1948, the
Irgun Zwei Leumi led by Menachem Beigin, a former Israeli Cabinet Minister and former leader of
the Opposition in the Israeli Parliament, attacked the small Arab village ofDeir Yassin near Jerusa
lem.

"Three hundred persons were massacred ... without any military reason or provocation of any kind;
old men women, children, newly-born were savagely murdered with grenades and knives by Jewish
troops of the Irgun, entirely under the control of their chiefs."
- Jacques de Reynier, the Chief Delegate of the International Red Cross, who witnessed the
aftermath of the massacre.

The objective behind the Deir Yassinmassacre was to terrify the Arab civilian population, and force
them to flee to secure land for the Zionists. The attack began at night and went on till the afternoon
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of 10 April 1948. Houses were burnt down with their inhabitants still locked inside. Those who did

manage to escape from their houses were gunned down by the gangs outside. Other survivors were

lined up against walls and shot dead. In an obvious move to instill fear in people in surrounding

areas, around 25 men were taken on a 'victory tour' to Judah Mahayina and Zakhroun Yousif. At

the end of the tour, they were taken to a stone quarry located between Tahawwu' at Shawul and Deir
Yassin and shot dead.

"I saw a soldier grabbing my sister, Saliha al-Halabi, who was nine months pregnant. He pointed a

machine gun at her neck, teased her awhile and eventually emptied the bullets into her body. Then he

grabbed a knife and ripped open her stomach to take out the slaughtered child with his knife. " - Halima
Id, a survivor.

"I began screaming and wailing. But the women around me were all meeting the same fate. They

tore off our clothes so that they could fondle our breasts and our bodies with gestures too horrible

to describe, before eventually raping us" - Safiya, a 40-year-old survivor.

"There were 400 persons in the village. About 50 had fled, three are still alive, but the rest have been

massacred on orders, for as I have noticed, this troop is admirably disciplined and acts only on

command." - Jacques de Reynier, the Chief Delegate of the International Red Cross, who wit
nessed the aftermath of the massacre.

The mass grave dug by the International Red Cross was later bulldozed and, like hundreds of other

Palestinian villages to follow, Deir Yassin was wiped off the map. By September 1948, Orthodox

Jewish immigrants froni Poland, Rumania, and Slovakia were settled there. The center of the village

was renamed Givat Shaul Bet. As Jerusalem expanded, the land of Deir Yassin became part of the

city and is now known simply as the area between Givat Shaul and the settlement ofHar Nof on the

western slopes of the mountain.

The massacre of Palestinians at Deir Yassin is one of the most significant events in 20th-century

Palestinian and Israeli history. This is not because of its size or its brutality, but because it was the

starkest early warning of a calculated de-population of over 400 Arab villages and cities and the
expulsion of over 700,000 Palestinian inhabitants to make room for survivors of the Holocaust and

other Jews from the rest of the world.

Qibya

On the night of October 14, 1953, Qibya was attacked by the regular Israeli army units. An esti

mated 600 soldiers surrounded the village and successfully cordoned it off from all other Arab

villages. One section of the army was also stationed at the nearby towns - Shuqba, Badrus and

Na'iin to prevent any aid from reaching the people of Qibya and in a move to further isolate the

village, mines were planted on various roads leading to Qibya. The attack began with concen

trated, indiscriminate artillery fire on the homes in the village. The military engineers blew up

entire houses with residents still inside using explosives. The soldiers outside gunned those who did

manage to escape from the'houses down. This continued until 4:00 A.M., October 15, 1953, when

the Israeli forces finally withdrew to their bases.

56 houses, the village mosque, school and the water tank were completely destroyed. 67 people

including men, women and children were killed in the attack.
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Ariel Sharon, the commander of the" 10 1" unit who was responsible for the massacre stated that his
orders from above had been very clear, "Qibya was to be an example to everyone."

The Government ofIsraei claimed that the massacre was carried out by "civilian Jewish settlers."
But records showed that it was sanctioned by the acting Prime Minister Moshe Sharrett, and was
planned by Defence Minister Pin Has Lavon, the Chief of General Staff Mordacai Maklet, and
Chief of Operations, General Moshe Dayan. On October 26 1953, the UN Security Council
accepted testimonies stating that the attack on Qibya was undertaken by regular army units ofIsrael
and not settlers as claimed by official Israeli sources. This was perhaps the first clear indication of
the Israeli army being implicated in the killings of Palestinian civilians.

The Massacre at Kufr Qasim:
The massacre at Kufr Qasim on October 29, 1956, led to the deaths of numerous unarmed civilians

who were determined to remain in their own land and not to allow the Zionists to repeat what they

had done to other Palestinian villages by way of destroying houses, building settlements and putting

Jews there in place of the original Palestinian inhabitants.

At 4:30 p. m., October 29, 1956, a sergeant from the border guard informed the mayor of Kufr

Qasim, Wadi' Ahmad Sarsour, that a curfew would be imposed on the village and that the villagers

had half an hour to get inside their homes. There were 400 people still at work outside the village, and

that the halfhour that remained before the imposition of the curfew would not be sufficient time to let

them know. The sergeant promised to allow all those returningfrom work "topass on their own

responsibility and that of the government. " However, this was inconsistent with the orders which

Second Lieutenant Gabriel Dahan had given his company, which had been delegated responsibility for

Kufr Qasim - "everyone found outside his home after 5:00 p. m. is to be fired on, be it man, woman

or child, including those returning to the village. This is a legitimate act. "

And at 5:00 p. m. the massacre began at the western edge of the village, with the detachment of border

guards firing at the workers returningfrom work on cyclesand in trucks.

49 people were killed, their bodies taken in a truck and thrown into to a thicket near the police

station in the Jewish settlement in Ra's al- ~yn. Two days later they decided to bury them in the

village cemetery.

The Massacre in Gaza City
On April 5, 1956, Israeli occupation forces fired 20-mm mortar artillery on the city of Gaza. The
shelling was concentrated against the city center, which was teaming with civilians. Most of the
shelling was directed against Mukhtar Street, Palestine Square and nearby streets, as well as the
Shuja'iyya district. 56 people were killed and 103 injured, the victims including men, women
and children in the massacre carried out by the Israeli Army. Some of the wounded died subse
quently, bringing the death toll to 60, including 27 women, 29 men and 4 children.

Sabra and Shatila

On 6 June 1982, the Israeli army invaded Lebanon in what it described as 'retaliation' for the
attempted assassination of Israeli Ambassador Argov in London on 4 June. The invasion, soon
dubbed "Operation Peace for Galilee," progressed rapidly. By 18 June 1982, Israel had surrounded
the Palestine Liberation Organisation's (PLO) armed forces in the western part of the Lebanese
capital. A cease-fire, mediated by United States Envoy Philip Habib, resulted in the PLO evacua
tion of Beirut on 1 September 1982.
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On 11 September 1982, Israeli Defence Minister Ariel Sharon, the architect of the invasion, an

nounced that "2,000 terrorists" had remained inside the Palestinian refugee camps around Beirut.

On Wednesday 15 September, the day after the assassination of Israeli-allied Phalangist militia

leader and Lebanese President-elect Bashir Gemayel, the Israeli army occupied West Beirut, "encir

cling and sealing" the camps of Sabra and Shatila, which were inhabited by Lebanese and Palestin

ian civilians. By mid-day on 15 September 1982, the refugee earn ps were entirely surrounded by

Israeli tanks and soldiers, who installed checkpoints at strategic locations and crossroads around the

camps in order to monitor the entry or exit of any person. During the late afternoon and evening of

that day, the camps were shelled.

Around mid-day on Thursday 16 September 1982, a unit of approximately 150 Israeli-allied Phalangists

with the active support and sanction of the Israeli troops entered the first camp. For the next 40 hours

members of the Phalangist militia raped, killed, and injured a large number of unarmed civilians,

mostly children, women and elderly people inside the encircled and sealed camps. When darkness fell,

Israeli troopsfired flares, lighting the camps with a bright and eerie glow to make the militia's work easier.

The estimate of victims varies between 700 (official Israeli figure) to 3,500. The victims and survivors of

the massacres have never been deemed entitled to a fOrmal investigation of the tragedy.

In February 1983, the three-member Israeli official independent commission of inquiry, Kahan Com

mission charged with investigating the events named fOrmer Defense Minister Sharon as one of the

individuals who "bearspersonal responsibility "fOr the Sabra and Shatilla massacre. The fOrmer Defense

Minister Sharon's decision in allowing the Phalangists into the Sabra and Shatilla camps and his disre

gard of the consequences of that decision, led the Commission to conclude that "the Minister of Defense

made a grave mistake when he ignored the danger of acts of revenge and bloodshed by the Phalangists

against the population in the refugee camps." As its ultimate recommendation, the Kahan Commission

recommended that Sharon be discharged from serving as Minister of Defense, and that, if necessary, the

then Prime Minister should consider removing him from office. The entire inquiry remained a futile

exercise since it did not have a judicial mandate and was not backed up by legal fOrce.

"They killed everyone they fOund, but the point is the way they killed them. They fOund a mother holding

a 5-year-old. They took the child and pretended they were about to kill him, not just once, but two or

three times. Then they killed him {wd told her he would have been a terrorist one day. They said, '\\Ie
don't need to kill you-you'll die with this memory. ",

"There was the daughter of Abu Diab, who was 15. They tied her hands and legsand did everything that

men can to her. Then they drove an iron bar up her and killed her. " -Jamal, a 28-year-old Palestinian,
who led what resistance could be mustered.

There was little that Jamal and the few Palestinians who were prepared to resist could do. Israel's invasion

of Lebanon began in June and had already driven the leadership and fighters of the Palestine Liberation

Organization (PLO) out of southern Lebanon and the capital city of Beirut, fOrcing them to retreat to
Tunisia. The Palestinians who remained were unarmed men, women and children, concentrated in

several refugee camps.

"There were women lying in houses with their skirts torn up to their waists and their legs wide apart,

children with their throats cut, rows of young men shot in the back after being lined up at an execution

wall. There were babies - blackened babies because they had been slaughtered more than 24 hours

earlier and their small bodies were already in a state of decomposition-tossed into rubbish heaps along

side discarded Us. army ration tins, Israeli army equipment and empty bottles of whiskey. "
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'7/ the Israelis had not taken part in the killings, they had certainly sent militia into the camp. They had

trained them, given them uniforms, handed them u.s. army rations and Israeli medical equipment.

Then they had watched the murderers in the camps. "

-British journalist Robert Fisk, one of the first to set foot inside the camps after the
. slaughter.

AI-Aqsa Mosque
The AI-Aqsa mosque massacre is evidence of the Israeli Army colluding with fundamentalist forces
to kill Palestinians even as they resisted re-writing of history by the Jewish fundamentalist forces.

On the occasion of the Jewish Thone Festival', a fundamentalist organisation calling themselves
'Temple Trustees' distributed a statement to the media announcing their intention to reclaim the AI
Aqsa mosque land in Jerusalem. They would stage a march on 8 October, 1990 to the Temple
Mount (the land on which the AI Aqsa mosque stood) and lay the foundation stone for the Third
Temple. The founder of the organization, Ghershoun Salmoun, announced that "the Arab-Islamic
occupation of the temple area must come to an end, and the Jews must renew their profound ties to
the sacred area." There was a call for all Jews who were true to their faith to join in the march.

200,000 Jews gathered and headed toward AI-Aqsa Mosque on 8 October. At 10:00 a.m., half-hour
before the beginning of the massacre, Israeli occupation forces began placing military barriers along
various roads leading to Jerusalem in order to prevent Palestinians from getting to the city. They
also closed the doors of the mosque itself and forbid Jerusalem residents to go in. However, thou
sands had already gathered inside the mosque before this time in response to calls from the imam of
the mosque and the Islamic movement to protect the mosque and to prevent the 'Temple Trustees'
from storming it.

When the Muslim worshippers began resisting the Israeli group to prevent them from placing the
'foundation stone', Israeli occupation forces began firing using automatic weapons, gas bombs,
military helicopters, etc. Twenty-three Palestinians were killed on the spot, and 850 others fatally
wounded. The firing had lasted 35 minutes.

on Sept 28 2000, Ariel Sharon's visit and declaration of the Mosque site as a Jewish Holy Place led
to the second Intifada.

The massacre of Ebrahimi Mosque Hebron
An Israeli settler wearing a military uniform, Baruch Goldstein, a well-known Kach leader and a

physician from Kiryat Arb~ settlement in Hebron, entered the Ebrahimi mosque and emptied
two clips of a machinegun into Moslem worshippers during the dawn prayer. At least 48 were
killed in the initial shooting, more killed in incidents and protest demonstrations following the
massacre. More than 300 were critically injured.

On 25 February 1994, Jewish settlers and soldiers prevented Muslim worshippers from entering
the sacred masque to perform the evening prayer under the pretext that this was the day of their
"Boleme" feast~After some time, tlit: occupation forces allowed them to go inside the mosque in
groups. At 10:00 P.M. the Muslim worshippers were asked to leave the mosque, and occupation
soldiers began beating many of them as they left.
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Dr. Baruch Goldstein, an Israeli settler passed two army checkpoints and entered through the

northeastern gate of the mosque. He opened fire on more then 350 Muslim worshippers kneel

ing on the floor saying their prayers. Hiding behind one of the pillars in the mosque, he threw a

hand grenade at the worshippers causing casualties, confusion. A number of young men died

trying to protect others in the mosque with their bodies. Goldstein was eventually overpowered

but the shooting had lasted for more then ten minutes.

The army didn't step in until the massacre was over. The soldiers, together with a number of

Jewish settlers, opened fire on those who had gathered around Goldstein, and not one of them

survived in a second massacre. Outside the mosque, the soldiers opened fire on the ambulance

which had arrived at the mosque to treat the wounded.

Jenin refugee camp

On April 3, 2002, the Israeli Army launched a massive military assault on the men, women and

children of the Jenin refugee camp in the northern West Bank, Palestine. For days on end the

Israelis fired shells from tanks and missiles from Apache helicopter gunships into the houses of the

densely populated camp, as Israeli snipers picked people off one by one, and Israeli soldiers went

house to house, blowing people up, kicking in doors and machine-gunning everyone inside. When

the slaughter was over, approximately 300 to 600 Palestinian people were dead. Men, women and
children.

The exact number may never be known, because the Israelis made every effort to cover up their war

crimes, literally. Using giant armored 60-ton bulldozers they tore down every house in the huge

central area of the camp where most of the murders took place, burying some people alive, along

with most of the corpses of those who were already dead.

Nahum Barnea, a well-known Israeli commentator, wrote in Yedioth Ahronoth: )1 number of discus

sions were held on this disturbing issue by military officials. The general conclusion was that some way

has to befound to move the bodies into Israel. If Israel does not find some way to give them a dignified

burial, the bodies will bury Israel. "

- Justin Huggler, in an article for The Independent (London), April 11, 2002

The Israeli Army's war-criminal assault on the people of Jenin lasted for 12 unspeakably horrible

days and nights, during which Israeli soldiers shot at all ambulances that attempted to pick up the

growing numbers of dead and wounded people. Not one person could be rescued in all that time.

Those who were injured - civilian men, women and children - were left to die of their wounds,

bleeding to death slowly where they fell if they were outside, within range ofIsraeli snipers. Anyone

who attempted to carry the wounded person off the street was also shot by the snipers. In some

cases Israeli tanks ran over the wounded people as they lay helplessly on the street. If the wounded

Palestinian people were lucky enough to be shot or hit by shrapnel while inside a building, out of

reach of the tanks and snipers, they died among their grieving family members. In many cases

people had to stay inside buildings for many days with the rotting corpses of their loved ones,

because if they went outside the Israeli soldiers would shoot them. Israeli soldiers often used Pales

tinian people as human shields. In one case the soldiers rested their rifles on the shoulders of a

Palestinian man and his 14-year-old son and fired into the houses of other people.
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On the afternoon of April 5, Israeli soldiers attached a bomb to a Palestinian house, then called on

the people inside to come to the door. When a woman opened the door the bomb exploded, killing

her. While her sisters and others screamed in futility for an ambulance, the Israeli soldiers were

laughing because the bloody face of the woman they'd just murdered was horribly disfigured by the

blast. On April 10, a 57-year old Palestinian man who was confined to a wheelchair was rolling

down a road in the refugee camp when he came upon an Israeli tank. The Israelis shot him, and

then just for good measure they ran over him with their tank, crushing him and his wheelchair flat.

During the first week of the Jenin massacre there was a sporadic but determined resistance from the

relatively small number of Palestinian fighters who were there. When relief workers were finally

allowed by the Israelis to enter the devastated camp, they were shaken by what they found. Corpses

were lying all over the place, crawling with flies and worms, and the smell of rotting human flesh

was everywhere. Particularly around and upon the mounds of bulldozed houses, people could smell

the decaying corpses in the rubble below their feet.

"we have expert people here who have been in war zones and earthquakes, and they say they have never

seen anything like it. It is hotrifjing beyond belief" - Terje Roed-Larsen, the UN special envoy.

The Jenin refugee camp was home to 13,000 people, most of whom were refitgees (and the children,

grandchildten and great-grandchildren of refugees) from the Haifa area - ji-om which they fled Israeli
terrorism in 1948.
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Why the u.s. Supports Israel
By Stephen ZlIlIes

Middle East editor of Foreign Poli,y I" Focus (olllille at wwwJpiforg)

In the United States and around the world, many are questioning why, despite some mild rebukes,

Washington has maintained its large-scale military, financial, and diplomatic support for the Israeli

occupation in the face of unprecedented violations of international law and human rights stan

dards by Israeli occupation forces. The well over $3 billion in military and economic aid sent

annually to Israel by Washington is rarely questioned in Congress, even by liberals who normally

challenge U.S. aid to governments that engage in widespread violations of human rights or by

conservatives who usually oppose foreign aid in general. Virtually all Western countries share the

United States' strong support for Israel's legitimate right to exist in peace and security, yet these

same nations have refused to provide arms and aid or diplomatic support while the occupation of
lands seized in the 1967 war continues. The United States often stands alone with Israel at the

United Narions and other international forums when objections are raised over ongoing Israeli
violations of international law and related concerns.

Although U.S. backing of successive Israeli governments, is often rationalized on moral grounds,

there is little evidence that moral imperatives play more of a determining role in guiding U.S.

policy in the Middle East than in any other part of the world. Most Americans do share a moral
commitment to Israel's survival as a Jewish state, but this would not account for the level of finan

cial, military, and diplomatic support provided. American aid to Israel goes well beyond protecting

Israel's security needs within its internationally recognized borders. U.S. assistance includes sup

port for policies in militarily occupied territories that often violate well-established legal and ethical
standards of international behavior.

Were Israel's security interests paramount in the eyes of American policymakers, U.S. aid to Israel

would have been highest in the early years of the existence of the Jewish state, when its democratic

institutions were strongest and its strategic siruation most vulnerable, and would have declined as

its military power grew dramatically and its repression against Palestinians in the occupied territo

ries increased. Instead, major U.S. military and economic aid did not begin until after the 1967

war. Indeed, 99% of U.S. military assistance to Israel since its establishment came only after Israel

proved itself to be far stronger than any combination of Arab armies and after Israeli occupation

forces became the rulers of a large Palestinian population.

Similarly, U.S. aid to Israel is higher now than twenty-five years ago. Twenty five years ago Egypt's

massive and well-equipped armed forces threatcned war. Today, Israel has a longstanding peace

treaty with Egypt and a large demilitarized and internationally monitored buffer zone keeping its

army at a distance. At that time, Syria's military was expanding rapidly with advanced Soviet

weaponry; today, Syria has made clear its willingness to live in peace with Israel in return tor the

occupied Golan Heights and Syria's military capabilities have been declining, weakened by the

collapse of its Soviet patron.

Also in the mid-1970s, Jordan still claimed the West Bank and stationed large numbers of troops

along its lengthy horder and the demarcation line with Israel; today, Jordan has signed a peace

treaty and has established fully normalized relations. At that time, Iraq was embarking upon its vast

program of militarization. Iraq's armed forces have since been devastated as a result of the Gulf War
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and subsequent international sanctions and monitoring. This raises serious questions as to why

U.S. aid has either remained steady or actually increased each year since.

In the hypothetical event that all U.S. aid to Israel were immediately cut off, it would be many years

before Israel would be under significantly greater military threat than it is today. Israel has both a

major domestic arms industry and an existing military force far more capable and powerful than

any conceivable combination of opposing forces. There would be no question of Israel's survival

being at risk militarily in the foreseeable future. When Israel was less dominant militarily, there was

no such consensus for U.S. backing ofIsrael. Though the recent escalation of terrorist attacks inside

Israel has raised widespread concerns about the safety of the Israeli public, the vast majority of U.S.

military aid has no correlation to counter terrorism efforts.

In short, the growing U.S. support for the Israeli government, like U.S. support for allies elsewhere

in the world, is not motivated primarily by objective security needs or a strong moral commitment

to the country. Rather, as elsewhere, U.S. foreign policy is motivated primarily to advance its own

perceived strategic interests.

Strategic Reasons for Continuing U.S. Support

There is a broad bipartisan consensus among policymakers that Israel has advanced U.S. interest in

the Middle East and beyond.

• Israel has successfully prevented victories by radical nationalist movements in Lebanon and
Jordan, as well as in Palestine.

• Israel has kept Syria, for many years an ally of the Soviet Union, in check.

• Israel's air force is predominant throughout the region.

• Israel's frequent wars have provided battlefield testing for American arms, often against

Soviet weapons.

• It has served as a conduit for U.S. arms to regimes and movements too unpopular in the

United States for openly granting direct military assistance, such as apartheid in South Africa, the

Islamic Republic in Iran, the military junta in Guatemala, and the Nicaraguan Contras. Israeli

military advisers have assisted the Contras, the Salvadoran junta, and foreign occupation forces in
Namibia and Western Sahara.

• Israel's intelligence service has assisted the U.S. in intelligence gathering and covert opera-
tions.

• Israel has missiles capable of reaching as far as the former Soviet Union, it possesses a

nuclear arsenal of hundreds of weapons, and it has cooperated with the U.S. military-industrial

complex with research and development for new jet fighters and anti-missile defense sys
tems.

U.S. Aid Increases as Israel Grows Stronger

The pattern of U.S. aid to Israel is revealing. Immediately following Israel's spectacular victory in

the ]967 war, when it demonstrated its military superiority in the region, U.S. aid shot up by

450%. Part of this increase, according to the New York Times, was apparently related to Israel's
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willingness to provide the U.S. with examples of new Soviet weapons captured during the war.

Following the 1970-71 civil war in Jordan, when Israel's potential to curb revolutionary move

ments outside its borders became apparent, U.S. aid increased another sevenfold. After attacking

Arab armies in the 1973 war were successfully countered by the largest U.S. airlift in history, with

Israel demonstrating its power to defeat surprisingly strong Soviet-supplied forces, military aid

increased by another 800%. These increases paralleled the British decision to withdraw its forces

from" east of the Suez," which also led to the massive arms sales and logistical cooperation with the

Shah's Iran, a key component of the Nixon Doctrine.

Aid quadrupled again in 1979 soon after the fall of the Shah, the election of the right-wing Likud

government, and the ratification of the Camp David Treaty, which included provisions for in

creased military assistance that made it more of a tripartite military pact than a traditional peace

agreement. (It is noteworthy that the additional aid provided to Israel in the treaty continued

despite the Begin government's refusal to abide by provisions relating to Palestinian autonomy.)

Aid increased yet again soon after the 1982 Israeli invasion of Lebanon. In 1983 and 1984, when

the United States and Israel signed memoranda of understanding on strategic cooperation and

military planning and conducted their first joint naval and air military exercises, Israel was re

warded by an additional $1.5 billion in economic aid. It also received another half million dollars

for the development of a new jet fighter.

During and immediately after the Gulf War, U.S. aid increased an additional $650 million. When

Israel dramatically increased its repression in the occupied territories--including incursions into

autonomous Palestinian territories provided in treaties guaranteed by the U.S. government--U.S.

aid increased still further and shot up again following the September 11 terrorisr attacks against the
United States.

The correlation is clear: the stronger and more willing to cooperate with U.S. interests that Israel

becomes, the stronger the support.

Ensuring Israel's Military Superiority

Therefore, the continued high levels of U.S. aid to Israel comes not out of concern for Israel's

survival, but as a result of the U.S. desire for Israel to continue its political dominance of the

Palestinians and its military dominance of the region. Indeed, leaders of both American political

parties have called not for the U.S. to help maintain a military balance between Israel and its

neighbors, but for insuring Israeli military superiority.

Since the terrorist attacks against the United States on September 11, there has again been some

internal debate regarding how far the United States should back Israeli policies, now under the

control of right-wing political leader Ariel Sharon. Some of the more pragmatic conservatives from

the senior Bush administration, such as Secretary of State Colin Powell, have cautioned that un

conditional backing of Sharon's government during a period of unprecedented repression in the

occupied territories would make it more difficult to get the full cooperation of Arab gov~rnments in

prosecuting the campaign against terrorist cells affiliated with the AI Qaeda network. Some of the

more right-wing elements, such as Paul Wolfowitz of the Defense Department, have been arguing

that Sharon was an indispensable ally in the war against terrorism and that the Palestinian resistance

was essentially part of an international terrorist conspiracy against democratic societies.
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Other Contributing Factors

Support for Israel's ongoing occupation and repression is not unlike U.S. support for Indonesia's

24-year occupation of and repression in East Timor or Morocco's ongoing occupation of and

repression in Western Sahara. If seen to be in the strategic interests of the United States, Washing

ton is quite willing to support the most flagrant violation of international law and human rights by

its allies and block the United Nations or any other party from challenging it. No ethnic lobby or

ideological affinity is necessary to motivate policymakers to do otherwise. As long as the amoral

imperatives of real politik remain unchallenged, U.S. foreign policy in the Middle East and else

where will not be guided by humanitarian principles and ethics.

Some of the worst cases of U.S. support for repression have not remained unchallenged, leading ~o

reversals in U.S. policy on Vietnam, Central America, South Africa and East Timor. In these cases,

grass roots movements supportive of peace and justice grew to a point where liberal members of

Congress, in the media and elsewhere, joined in the call to stop U.S. complicity in the repression.

In other cases, such as U.S. support for Morocco's invasion and occupation of Western Sahara, too

few Americans are even aware of the situation to mount a serious challenge, so it remains off the

radar screen of lawmakers and pundits.

The case ofIsraei and Palestine is different, however. There are significant sectors of the population

that question U.S. policy, yet there is a widespread consensus among elite sectors of government

and the media in support of U.S. backing of the Israeli occupation. Indeed, many of the same

liberal Democrats in Congress who supported progressive movements on other foreign policy is

sues agree with President George W Bush or, in some cases, are even further to the right on the issue

of Israel and Palestine. Therefore, while the perceived strategic imperative is at the root of U.S.

support for Israel, there are additional factors that have made this issue more difficult for peace and

human rights activists than most others. These include the following:

• The sentimental attachment many liberals, particularly among the post-war generation in

leadership positions in government and the media have for Israel. Many Americans identifY with

Israel's internal democracy, progressive social institutions (such as the kibbutzim), relatively high

level of social equality, and its important role as a sanctuary for an oppressed minority group that

spent centuries in diaspora. Through a mixture of guilt regarding Western anti-Semitism, personal

friendships with Jewish Americans who identifY strongly with Israel, and fear of inadvertently en

couraging anti-Semitism by criticizing Israel, there is enormous reluctance to acknowledge the

seriousness of Israeli violations of human rights and international law.

• The Christian Right, with tens of millions of followers and a major base of support for the

Republican Party, has thrown its immense media and political clout in support for Ariel Sharon

and other right-wing Israeli leaders. Based in part on a messianic theology that sees the ingathering

of Jews to the Holy Land as a precursor for the second coming of Christ, the battle between Israelis

and Palestinians is, in their eyes, simply a continuation of the battle between the Israelites and the

Philistines, with God in the role of a cosmic real estate agent who has deemed that the land belongs

to Israel alone--secular notions regarding international law and the right of self-determination not
wi thstanding.

• Mainstream and conservative Jewish organizations have mobilized considerable lobbying

resources, financial contributions from the Jewish community, and citizen pressure on the news

media and other forums of public discourse in support of the Israeli government. Although the role
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of the pro-Israel lobby is often greatly exaggerated--with some even claiming it is the primary factor

influencing U.S. policy--its role has been important in certain tight congressional races and in

helping to create a climate of intimidation among those who seek to moderate U.S. policy, includ

ing growing numbers of progressive Jews.

• The arms industry, which contributes five times more money to congressional campaigns

and lobbying efforts than pro-Israel groups, has considerable stake in supporting massive arms

shipments to Israel and other Middle Eastern allies of the United States. It is far easier, for example,

for a member of Congress to challenge a $60 million arms deal to Indonesia than the more than $2

billion of arms to Israel, particularly when so many congressional districts include factories that

produce such military hardware.

• The widespread racism toward Arabs and Muslims so prevalent in American society, often

perpetuated in the media. This is compounded by the identification many Americans have with

Zionism in the Middle East as a reflection of our own historic experience as pioneers in North

America, building a nation based upon noble, idealistic values while simultaneously suppressing

and expelling the indigenous population.

• The failure of progressive movements in the United States to challenge U.S. policy toward

Israel and Palestine in an effective manner. For many years, most mainstream peace and human

rights groups avoided the issue, not wanting to alienate many of their Jewish and other liberal

constituents supportive of the Israeli government and fearing criticism of Israeli policies might

inadvertently encourage anti-Semitism. As a result, without any countervailing pressure, liberal

members of Congress had little incentive not to cave into pressure from supporters of the Israeli

government. Meanwhile, many groups on the far left and others took a stridently anti-Israel posi

tion that did not just challenge Israeli policies but also questioned Israel's very right to exist, se

verely damaging their credibility. In some cases, particularly among the more conservative indi

viduals and groups critical of Israel, a latent anti-Semitism would come to the fore in wildly exag

gerated claims of Jewish economic and political power and other statements, further alienating

potential critics of U.S. policy.

Conclusion

While U.S. support for Israeli occupation policies, like U.S. support for its allies elsewhere, is

primarily based upon the country's support for perceived U.S. security interests, there are other

factors complicating efforts by peace and human rights groups to change U.S. policy. Despite these

obstacles, the need to challenge U.S. support of the Israeli occupation is more important than ever.

Not only has it led to enormous suffering among the Palestinians and other Arabs, ultimately it

hurts the long-term interest,s of both Israel and the United States, as increasingly militant and
extremist elements arise out of the Arab and Islamic world in reaction.

Ultimately, there is no contradiction between support for Israel and support for Palestine, for Israeli

security and Palestinian rights are not mutually exclusive but mutually dependent on each other.

U.S. support of the Israeli government has repeatedly sabotaged the efforts of peace activists in

Israel to change Israeli policy, which the late Israeli General and Knesset member Matti Peled

referred to as pushing Israel "toward a posture of calloused intransigence." Perhaps the best kind of

support the United States can give Israel is that of "tough love"--unconditional support for Israel's

right to live in peace and security within its internationally recognized border, but an equally clear
determination to end the occupation.
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United States Aid to Israel: Funding the Occupation
The financial aid alone that Israel receives from the US allows it to purchase tanks, helicopter

gunships, F-16 war planes, machine guns and bullets all of which it uses to commit human rights

violations against the Palestinian people on a daily basis. When it is not possible for the Israeli

government to use the funds directly on military expenditure, their use elsewhere frees up other

Israeli government funds to pay for military salaries, services and facilities.

Financial Aid

The Israeli government is the largest recipient of US financial aid in the world, receiving over one

third of total US aid to foreign countries, even though Israel's population comprises just .001% of

the world's population and has one of the world's higher per capita incomes.

• Since 1949 the US has given Israel a total of$84,854,827,200. The interest costs born by

US taxpayers on behalf of Israel are $49,937,000,000 making the total amount of aid given to
Israel since 1949 to $134,791,507,200 (more than $134 billion).

• In 1997 alone, the total of US grants and loan guarantees to Israel was $5.5 billion, i.e.,

$15,068,493 per day.

• Since 1992, the US has offered Israel an additional $2 billion in loan guarantees every year.

• Nearly all past loans to Israel have been forgiven leading Israel to claim that they have

never defaulted on repayment of a US loan with most loans made on the understanding that they

would be forgiven before Israel was required to repay them.

Military Aid

• Foreign Military Financing (FMF) is grants to foreign governments financing the purchase

of American-made weapons, services and training. Israel receives 50% of the FMF budget request.

• The Economic Support Fund (ESF) promotes economic and political stability in areas

strategically important to the US. It is not intended for military usage, but allows the recipient

government to free up other money, therefore providing indirect military aid. Israel receives 79% of

the total ESF request.

Furthermore:

• Israel has the world's largest fleet of F-16s outside the US, currently possessing 200 jets
with a further 102 on order with American manufacturer Lockheed Martin.

• In June 2001 Israel again requested $800 million in supplementary US aid. This was origi

nally pledged to cover the cost of the Israeli withdrawal from south Lebanon in other words, Israel

was being paid for complying with international law.

Charitable Aid

Private donations from American charities initially constituted one quarter of Israel's budget. To

day, it is estimated that these tax-deductible donations exceed $1.5 billion per year. The ability of

Americans to make what amounts to tax deductible contributions to a foreign government does not

exist for any other country.

Source

Palestine Monitor
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Checkpoints: Suffocating Palestinian Society
By Miftah

The Occupied Territories is a small place. It does not take long to get from city to city. The trip
from Jerusalem to Ramallah takes just 20 minutes by car. That is, it used to. Today, more than
160 Israeli military checkpoints chop up the roads between Palestinian cities, and it no longer
takes 20 minutes to get from Jerusalem to Ramallah: it is an hour trip, or sometimes two or
three. To get from Hebron to Ramallah - normally a less than two hour drive - takes a Palestin
ian six to ten hours.

Stopping at checkpoints has become a part of the daily routine for Palestinians going to work,
visiting family, and even running errands or seeing a doctor. It has become commonplace, but it
is not normal. Restrictions on Palestinians' freedom of movement violate a basic human right,
and moreover they contravene the rules governing collective punishment, namely, as stated in
Article 33 of the Fourth Geneva Conventions, that "No protected person may be punished for an
offense he or she has not personally committed" and that "collective penalties and likewise all
measures of intimidation or of terrorism are prohibited."

The first checkpoint sprung up in the West Bank after the beginning of the first Intifada. Before
that time, there were no restrictions on movement within the Occupied Territories or between
them and Israel. By summer 2002, 120 checkpoints divided up the West Bank into 300 separate
areas and the Gaza Strip into 3 areas, and today there are even more. In addition, mobile check
points often sprout up unannounced, imposing extra delays on Palestinian travelers.

Checkpoints are one of the on-the-ground facts that constantly reminds Palestinians of the Is
raeli military occupation. Apart from restriction of movement of families, of workers, and of
goods it also means that all movement by Palestinians is monitored by the Israeli military. And
due to the vastness of the checkpoint infrastructure, that Israel maintains a heavy degree of
control over all of the West Bank and Gaza.

In addition, Israeli military checkpoints are notorious for being the site of severe harassment,
threats, and violence. Inhumane treatment of Palestinians at checkpoints begins with the herd
ing of large amounts of people into tiny spaces, where they must wait, at times, for hours on end
before passage, if they are lucky. In 2001, when the AI-Ram checkpoint between Jerusalem and
Ramallah was closed, people of all ages were backed up, waiting to get through. Suddenly, a
soldier announced that he would open the checkpoint for five minutes to let people run through.
After five minutes exactly, he would shoot whoever was left.

Between September 2000 and the end of 2002, 65 Palestinians have been shot or have died due
to their blocked passage has been blocked despite their need for medical attention.

Effects of Checkpoints

Violence at Checkpoints
Harassment of Palestinian citizens at checkpoints includes detention, shackling, blindfolding
and stripping. Incidents of firing at checkpoints is also common. At the Qalandia checkpoint,
on 28 March 2003, a group of children were throwing stones at a fence, when Israeli soldiers
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started shooting without any warning. Regulated by the Open-Fire Regulations, Israeli forces
are restricted in their use of rubber bullets and are completely prohibited from targeting chil
dren with them. Despite this, they shot rubber bullets at the children, one of which entered the
skull of Omar Musa Matar, killing him on the spot.

Delays cause deaths ...
Preventable delays at military checkpoints are the cause of major medical problems as well as
death for sick and incapacitated Palestinian civilians. Even when visible evidence of a
Palestinian's illness exists, Israeli soldiers have been known to prohibit entry to the person in
need. It is a decisive violation of international law to prohibit sick or wounded persons from
getting medical attention. According to articles 16 and 17 of the Fourth Geneva Conventions,
occupiers must ensure free access to medical assistance for the sick, elderly, pregnant woman,
and children. Every time an Israeli soldier knowingly turns awtJ-ya sick civilian, therefore, it is
a patent violation of international law.

In cases of serious illness, 90 percent of patients held up at checkpoints have died, according to
a Red Crescent Society doctor. At least 43 people have died as a result of barred access to
medical treatment since September 2000. At least 21 were children and 14 were babies less than
one year old. In addition, between September 28,2000 and November 21,2002,557 Red Cres
cent Society ambulances were barred from passing through Israeli military checkpoints. More
over, as many as 255 ambulances were attacked between September 2000 and June 2003, 113 of
which were damaged; 3 people were killed and 192 injured during these attacks.

On October 14,2002, afour-day-old baby girl named Rawan Harizat's skin turned yellow and
she started vomiting. The family was adviced to rush her to the hospital, just 10 minutes away.
Taking a significantly longer route to sidestep Israeli roadblocks and parking at a distance from
the hospital to avoid a roving military checkpoint, the family did not reach the hospital until an
hour later. By that time Rawan was dead.

On June 18, 2002, when 'Odeh Yaqub 'Odeh Shahadeh, 57, felt chest pains and collapsed, he
was rushed to Ramallah. But the vehicle was delayed at Surda checkpointfor45 minutes. By the
time he reached the hospital, he was pronounced dead.

On December 29, 2002 a Palestinian man named Hussein a- Tamimi, suffered a heart attack. He
was immediately rushed to the hospital in Ramallah. But on arrival at the checkpoint, Israeli
soldiers refused him entry from his village of a-Nabi Salah. Infrustration, they left the check
point to try an alternate route. Approaching the Dolev settlement, they were threatened by
settlers and soldiers. Hussein a-Tamimi died before he could reach help.

Children are born here ...

Israeli soldiers have prevented pregnant women ready to deliver from crossing the checkpoint
and getting to medical facilities, resulting in the women giving birth at checkpoints. Needless to
say, they face terrible conditions, often delivering in the back of cars. Since September 2000, at
least 39 children have been born at checkpoints after their mothers were refused passage and at
least 5 were stillbirths. In addition, the psychological effect on pregnant women cannot be
understated, because stories of traumatic experiences faced by pregnant women traversing check
points are well-known. It is common for pregnant women to have intense - and not unfounded
- fears about harrowing checkpoint experiences.
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On December 6, Munira Ahmed Kabaha, 30, from Tour AI-Gharbia near Jenin went into labor.
Again, the ambulance could not reach her village because of the checkpoints. They arranged
another meeting place, but when the family arrived, Israeli soldiers would not let the ambulance
pass. By this time Munira started giving birth. Only then did the soldiers examine her and then
finally let her through. It was too late, and the baby died when it reached the hospital.

On December 10, 2002, Adla Abdel Jaber As-Sayyefi, 37, went into labor. Expecting a breech
birth, Adla also experienced early labor. The ambulance could not reach her village because of
checkpoints and trenches, so they planned to meet at another checkpoint, to which she could
walk. At the checkpoint, the ambulance waited on the other side, but they would never reach it
because a tank blocked their path. The soldiers remained unsympathetic to the pleas for help
from Adla's family. Adla's gave birth five minutes later, but the baby died. Had she reached the
hospital, the baby would have undeniably lived.

Effects on Education
Checkpoints have caused restrictions on travel for all Palestinians, but one particularly affected
group is Palestinian youth, who face restrictions traveling to and from school or university.
According to a recent report, almost three-quarters of schools reported that checkpoints were
the number one problem facing students trying to reach school. In one instance, 80 students
withdrew because of the problems caused by checkpoints. Among the difficulties faced by
students passing checkpoints - beyond the inconvenience of the checkpoint itself - are: being
shot at by rubber bullets; being beaten up; being detained until dark; being hit by sound bombs;
and checkpoint closures, which prevent students from attending class for days at a time.

In 2002, conditions were so bad by the second month of the school year - because of check
points as well as school closures and curfews - that 226,000 children and 9,300 teachers could
not reach their schools, according to UNICEF.

University students are also affected by the checkpoints - for example, students at Birzeit Uni
versity, located outside of Ramallah, must pass through one of the worst checkpoints in the
West Bank, Surda. Notorious for requiring a 2 kilometer uphill walk by all passers-by old and
young, Surda checkpoint is responsible for long wait times and unannounced closures - all of
which regularly disrupt the academic life of Birzeit students.

Effects on Economy
Checkpoints restrict access by Palestinians to Israel for jobs which they formerly accessed
easily. Moreover, internal checkpoints (that is, those between Palestinian towns) also restrict
Palestinian employment within the Occupied Territories. For example, Palestinians with West
Bank 10 cards cannot travel through checkpoints to reach east Jerusalem without a permit, a
document not easily attained. Numerous cases of shooting at Palestinians attempting to cross
checkpoints for work have been identified. In 2002 alone, 13 workers were killed at check
points or on route to work in Israel, and 220 were injured at checkpoints by beatings or bullet
wounds.

In addition, checkpoints restrict movement of goods, which in the case of products such as fresh
produce has been known to result in spoilage. In sum, the checkpoints and Israeli sieges have
been largely responsible for the current 53 percent rate of unemployment and overall poor
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economic conditions in the Palestinian Territories.

Restricting movement of all types for Palestinian civilians, the checkpoints do ilTeparable harm
to Palestinian daily life and economy. Moreover, they stand as a stark reminder of the Israeli
military machine's control over Palestinian life and livelihood. Until all of the checkpoints are

dismantled, the chances for a viable Palestinian State, not to mention a thriving economy and
resumption of normal daily life, will remain severely debilitated.

Sources:

wWII·.be/selenl.org
www.canadazone.com/icw/

www.pales/inemoni/or.org

www.pale s /ine repor/. 0rg
,,·ww.pchrgaza.org/
"Israel Denying Educa/ion /0 Pales/inian Children - u.N. •.. by Thalif Deen. Oc/ober 3. 2002.

"Schooling a/ Gunpoin/: Pales/inian Children s Leaming Environmel1/ in War-Like Conditions ... The Ramallah/al-Birehl

Beill/nia urban centre (By Rita Giacaman, Anita Abdullah. Rula Abu Safieh and Luna Slwmieh. Ins/i/ute of Comlllunity and
Public Health. Birzeit Unil'ersity), December 2002.
"Shadow Report to the United Nations Commi/lee on Economic. Social and Cultl/ral Rights (CESCR) Regarding the Report
of Israel conceming the Intemational COFe/WI1/on Economic. Social and CI/l/llral Rights ... April 2003.
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A Briefing on the Economic and Social Implications of the Recent Israeli
Incursions in the West Bank

Introduction

Even prior to the Israeli military campaign against the main population centers in the West Bank
that began in the early morning hours of 29 March 2002 , economic and social conditions in the
West Bank and Gaza were already in a state of deep crisis. Relative to the period before the crisis, the
past 18 months of conLontations and movement restrictions had witnessed a more than 20 percent
reduction in domestic production levels, unprecedented levels of unemployment, a 30 percent
decline in per capita income and a more than doubling of the poverty rate to some 45 percent of the
Palestinian population. In addition, the World Bank estimates that physical damage inflicted on
Palestinian public infrastructure and private property had already reached $ 305 million by end
year 2001. As already noted by both UNSCO and the World Bank, the most important causes of
the socio-economic crisis are the border closures and movement restrictions imposed by Israeli
authorities on the Palestinian population.

Increasingly intense confrontations, border closures and movement restrictions in late 2001 and
during QI-2002, resulted in the further deterioration of economic conditions. Movement of people
and goods in the West Bank particularly had become increasingly restricted, further impeding the
domestic production and circulation of goods and services. Palestinian labour flows to Israel-both
legal and clandestine-had further regresseddue to heightened movement restrictions, security check
points along the "Green Line" and crackdowns on illegal laborers, as well as the recession in the
Israeli economy. Private investment and external trade were further compressed. Donor-supported
projects-whether in public infrastructure, capacity- or institution-building-were increasingly dam
aged, undermined or halted due to confrontations and the inability of personnel to move about the
Occupied Palestinian Territory. This was reflected in a precipitous decline in public investment,
most of which has been funded by donors.

Recent Events

In a series oflarge-scale incursions beginning on 29 March, the Israeli army re-occupied most major
cities, refugee camps; towns and some villages in the West Bank. Beginning in the Ramallah/Al
Bireh area, the increasingly restricted movement of the population of the previous months was
transformed into the iJ1l.positionof curfews, directly affecting some 600,000 people, nearly 30
percent of the population of the West Bank, excluding East Jerusalem . While it is difficult to
ascertain with precision the magnitude of the socio-economic effects of the incursions, available
preliminary information indicates a sharp intensification of the hardships faced by the population.
That infoflilation suggests the principal economic result has been a near complete cessation of all
productive activity in the main West Bank centers of manufacturing, construction, commerce and
private and public services. Activities in these centers account for at least 75 percent of the value of
goods and services produced in the West Bank.

The production stoppage imposes immediate income losses on employees and owners of busi
nesses, as well as losses in tax revenues for the Palestinian Authority. In addition, suppliers and
buyers in the directly affected urban areas have close economic links to rural areas; the isolation of
the former has significant negative effects on the latter. This is also true of the relationship between
businesses in Jerusalem and the rest of the West Bank.

Moreover, the campaign resulted-in nearly all cases-in the interruption of basic municipal services
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including water, electricity, telephone, sewage and solid waste management. The use ofIsraeli tanks,
armoured personnel carriers and military bulldozers resulted in the destruction of water pumps,
electricity generators and sub-stations, telephone lines and sewage systems. Israeli authorities have
until the present prevented municipal authorities from fully repairing damaged facilities. While
services have been restored in some areas, the immediate effect of this destruction has been to

deprive households, businesses and vital public service providers the basic means for communica
tion, sanitation, refrigeration and heating. The damage to water, sewage and solid waste manage
ment services, if not addressed quickly, will produce more serious public health effects.

Likewise, the imposed curfews have prevented the normal functioning of health and education
services which, in additi~n to the besieged areas, serve a much larger number of people in surround
ing rural areas. The curfews and the sealing of the main population centers have rendered such
services beyond the reach of the vast majority of the West Bank population and have created dire
health consequences for Palestinians injured by the military assault and for those in need of emer
gency health care. Meanwhile, hundreds of thousands of school and university students, instruc
tors, administrators and other employees have been unable to reach the West BanKs educational
institutions, losing valuable time and income in the process.

In addition to the income losses and the environmental and health dangers generated by the wide
spread destruction of public infrastructure, there are the costs of reconstruction. Preliminary re
ports suggest major damage to roads, water, sewage, power and communications systems and pub
lic buildings in the re-occupied areas.

Households Under Curfew

Many households in the besieged areas-after the experience of the Israeli occupation of several of
the main West Bank cities and refugee camps during 12-14 March-began to stock food and other
provisions when the likelihood of further re-occupations emerged in the days prior to 29 March.
Continuing movement restrictions and panic buying reduced available stocks of goods in many
urban shops. With the second and more comprehensive wave of incursions and re-occupation,
Israel effectively prevented the entry or exit of people and goods.

Thus, despite the lifting of curfew on 1, 5, 8 and 11 April in Ramallah/Al Bireh, many residents
found little or no fresh foods (e.g. vegetables, fruits, meat, poultry, dairy products) in the shops.
Many households have found it difficult or impossible to obtain additional food supplies for lack
of income or access to bank savings. Furthermore, Israeli forces have blocked many convoys and
trucks attempting to bring food and other supplies and distributions to the re-occupied areas.

In addition to the inability of households to access medical, educational or other services, people
have been separated from their means of income. This has resulted in lost opportunities to earn
income, further compressing household income and savings and exacerbating the severe decline in
living levels of the last 18 months. As a result, the West Bank will witness even higher levels of
poverty in the short- to medium-term.

The growth of poverty, is especially severe for the thousands of households dependent, in whole or
in part, on wage income earned in Israel. During 2001, it was estimated that as mariy as 68,000
Palestinians were employed in Israel and Israeli settlements and indus~rial zones (ISI). Of these,
some 45,000 were from the West Bank, the vast majority working without permits. At averagewage
rates, these workers earned about $ 1.1 million per day. Under conditions of siege in the popula
tion centers, and with heavy concentrations ofIsraeli forces along the "Green Line," it is assumed
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that Palestinians households are losing nearly all of this income.

Furthermore, Israeli forces have forcibly entered hundreds of private residences in the re-occupied

areas in search of wanted persons and arms, damaging or destroying homes and household prop
erty. In specific areas, such as Tulkarm, Jenin, Nablus and in the adjoining refugee camps, heavy
weaponry used by Israeli forces has damaged or destroyed large numbers of homes. There are also

widespread reports of looting by soldiers, particularly of money and jewelry, which are important

components of savings for many households. The combined effects of lost income, reduced sav

ings, property losses and a deeper economic depression will further diminish the already strained
living levels of Palestinian households.

Businesses Under Curfew

As noted, the bulk of economic activity in the West Bank is undertaken by the businesses located in

the main cities and towns presently under Israeli siege and curfews. Estimates suggest that, exclud
ingJerusalem, the West Bank accounted for about 55 percent of total Palestinian GDP in year 2001

or about $ 2.2 billion or about $ 7 million per day. Assuming that 75 percent of this is produced in
the re-occupied areas, where production has virtually ceased, the direct effect of the imposed cur
fews is an estimated $ 5.2 million in daily output/income losses to Palestinian businesses. In addi

tion, the inability of businesses and farmers agricultural producers outside the immediately affected
areas to engage commercially with businesses inside these areas is imposing additional losses. The

immediate effect of the siege is a major supply-side shock which ultimately translates into reduced

household income to the owners and employees of the affected businesses. This further dampens
total demand for the products and services of the private sector, reinforcing the downward spiral in
output.

The present crisis is also exacerbating the liquidity, credit and political risk and transactions costs

problems already faced by businesses prior to 29 March. Preliminary reports suggest that commer
cial buildings, office equipment, and other business and private bank assets, including data bases on

computer drives, have been damaged, destroyed or looted by Israeli forces. Businesses will face the
added costs of repairing or rebuilding damaged or destroyed assets and, given the depressed eco

nomic environment, it is anticipated that many will be unable to restore capacity without assis
tance.

Private and Public Institutions Under Curfew

A yet unknown number of official, public, private or NGO organizations have been damaged, in

some cases severely. Numerous PNA ministries, municipalities, medical facilities, schools, religious
buildings and relief and development organizations report raids on their installations by Israeli
military personnel after 29 March. This entailed the oftentimes gratuitous destruction of offices,

office equipment and the ransacking and/or theft of files, including computer drives, as in the case

of the Ministry of Education in Ramallah. Other public institutions reported to be similarly af
fected include the Ministry of Industry, the Ministry of Civilian Affairs and the Land Registration
Office.

Source

Population estimates are from PCBS Small Area Population, 1997-2010, Ramallah, 1999. Other in

formation has been gathered from UN and NGO sources in the west Bank, April 2002. This report was

written while the Israeli military campaign was still in progress. At the time of writing, it was estimated

by Palestinian and Israeli sources that the number of Palestinians killed in the conflict during the first 14
days was in the hundreds, with hundreds more wounded.
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Ethnic cleansing of the Arab population of Palestine
"Joseph Weitz was the director of the Jewish National Land Fund ...On December 19, 1940, he
wrote: 'It m'ust be clear that there is no room for both peoples in this country ...The Zionist enter
prise so far...has been fine and good in its own time, and could do with 'land buying' - but this will
not bring about the State ofIsrael; that must come all at once, in the manner of a Salvation (this is
the secret of the Messianic idea); and there is no way besides transferring the Arabs from here to the
neighboring countries, to transfer them all; except maybe for Bethlehem, Nazareth and Old Jerusa
lem, we must not leave a single village, not a single tribe' ...There were literally hundreds of such
statements made by Zionists."
Edward Said, "The Question of Palestine. "

Isn't Palestinian opposition to Zionism a result of anti-Semitism?
"The aim of the [Jewish National] Fund was 'to redeem the land of Palestine as the inalienable
possession of the Jewish people.' ...As early as 1891, Zionist leader Ahad Ha'am wrote that the Arabs
"understood very well what we were doing and what we were aiming at' ... [Theodore Herzl, the
founder of Zionism, stated] 'We shall try to spirit the penniless [Arab] population across the border
by procuring employment for it in transit countries, while denying it employment in our own
country ... Both the process of expropriation and the removal of the poor must be carried out
discreetly and circumspectly' ...At various locations in northern Palestine Arab farmers refused to
move from land the Fund purchased from absentee owners, and the Turkish authorif;"~, at the
Fund's request, evicted them ...Theindigenous Jews of Palestine also reacted negatively to Lionism.
They did not see the need for a Jewish state in Palestine and did not want to exacerbate relations
with the Arabs."

john Quigley, "Palestine and Israel: A Challenge to justice. "

Don't Zionists have a 'historical right' to Palestine?
"Zionism's 'historical right' to Palestine was neither historical nor a right. It as not historical in as
much as it voided the two millennia of non-Jewish settlement in Palestine and the two millennia of
Jewish settlement outside it. It as not a right, except in the Romantic 'mysticism' of 'blood and soil'
and the Romantic 'cult' of ,death, heroes and graves'... "The claim of Jewish 'homelessness is founded
on a cluster of assumptions that both negates the liberal idea of citizenship and duplicates the anti
Semitic one that the State belongs to the majority ethnic nation. In a word, the Zionist case for a
Jewish State is as valid as the anti-Semitic case for an ethnic state that marginalizes Jews."
Professor Norman Finkelstein, 'Image and Reality of the Israel-Palestine Conflict, "

Why doesn't Israel, "the only democracy in the Middle East," have a constitution?
"The abstention from formulating a constitution was no accident. The massive expropriation of
lands and other properties from those Arabs who fled the country as a result of the War ofIndepen
denee and of those who remained but were declared absent, as well as the confiscation oflarge tracts
of land from Arab vill;ges who did not flee, and the laws passed to legalize those acts - all this would
have necessarily been declared unconstitutional, null and void, by the Supreme Court, being ex
pressly discriminatory against one part of the citizenry, whereas a democratic constitution obliges
the State to treat all of its citizens equally."
Israeli author, Boas Evron, 'Jewish State or Israeli Nation?"
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"The 1989 Israel High Court decision that any political party advocating full equality between
Arab and Jew can be barred from fielding candidates in an election ... [means] that the Israeli State is
the State of the Jews...not their [the Arabs'] State."
Professor Norman Finkelstein, "Image and Reality of the Israel-Palestine Conflict."

The U.S. Government and media bias on terrorism in the Middle East

"It is simply extraordinary and without precedent that Israel's history, its record - from the fact that
it ..is a state built on conquest, that it has invaded .surrounding countries, bombed and destroyed at
will, to the fact that it currently occupies Lebanese, Syrian, and Palestinian territory against interna
tional law - is simply never cited, never subjected to scrutiny in the U.S. media or in official
discourse ...never addressed as playing any role at all in provoking 'Islamic terror.'''
Edward Said in "The Progressive." May 30, 1996.

Gandhi on the Palestine conflict - 1938

"Palestine belongs to the Arabs in the same sense that England belongs to the English or France to
the French ...What isgoing on in Palestine today cannot be justified by any moral code of conduct ...If
they [the Jews] must look to the Palestine of geography as their national home, it is wrong to enter
it under the shadow of the British gun. A religious act cannot be performed with the aid of the
bayonet or the bomb. They can settle in Palestine only by the goodwill of the Arabs ... As it is, they
are co-sharers with the British in despoiling a people who have done no wrong to them. I am not
defending the Arab excesses. I wish they had chosen the way of non-violence in resisting what they
rightly regard as an unacceptable encroachment upon their country. But according to the accepted
canons of right and wrong, nothing can be said against the Arab resistance in the face of over
whelming odds."
Mahatma Gandhi, quoted in '.11 Land o/Two Peoples" ed Mendes-Flohr.

The Refugee Question
Who are the Palestinian refugees?
Palestinian refugees are the indigenous Arab inhabitants of historic Palestine, which today is com
prised ofIsrael proper, the West Bank and Gaza. Israel forcibly and illegally expelled the larger part
of the Palestinian population from its land when the state of Israel was established in 1948, and
continued this during the 1967 Israeli Arab wars. Palestinian refugees are categorized into three
main groups: Palestinian refugees displaced in 1948 outside the areas of historic Palestine that
became the State of Israel, internally displaced Palestinians who remained within the areas that
became the State ofIsrael and Palestinian refugees displaced for the first time in the 1967 war from
the West Bank and Gaza. For the past 55 years and counting, Palestinian refugees have been denied
their right of return to their ancestral villages and homes.

How did the Palestinian refugee problem arise?
The Palestinian refugee problem arose not from a conflict in which, as claimed, the Zionist forces
overcame overwhelming odds against the Arab armies and the Palestinian population voluntarily
left, but from a systematic policy of ethnic cleansing. The results of which are apparent in the
Palestinian refugee camps across the Arab world and in the Palestinian Diaspora. The policies, to a
lesser extent, continue to this day in Jerusalem and across the Occupied Palestinian Territories.

Zionist Policy sought to create a Jewish homeland in Palestine, a region already populated with a
history stretching back thousand of years. The characterization of a land without a people for a
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people without a land created the myth of an empty waiting Palestine. Nothing could be further
from the truth and this was evidenced in the atrocities of the 1948 War. Initially, Zionist policy was
directed towards winning the acceptance of the British and other colonial powers.

How did Israel expel Palestinians from their land?
Jewish underground terrorist groups such as Haganah, Irgun and Stern had the mission to terrorize
the Palestinian street, destroy villages and slaughter entire Palestinian families. 34 massacres were
committed within a few months: AI-Abbasiyya, Beit Daras, Bir AI-Saba',AI-Kabri, Haifa, Qisarya ...
These attacks aimed to annihilate the entire Palestinian territory and population (so-called Plan D),
50% of the Palestinian villages were destroyed in 1948 and many cities were cleared from its Pales
tinian population: Aker, Bir AI-Saba', Bisan, AI-Lod, AI-Majdal, Nazareth, Haifa, Tiberias, Jaffa,
West-Jerusalem ...

Israeli forces killed an estimated 13,000 Palestinians. They forcibly evicted 737,166 Palestinians
from the homes and land. 531 Palestinian villages were entirely depopulated and destroyed. The
Palestinian populations in Aker, Bir AI-Saba', Haifa, Jaffa, Lydda, AI-Majdal, AI Ramla, Safad,
Tiberias and West Jerusalem were almost entirely removed. A conservative total, almost three-quar
ters of a million Palestinians were made refugees.

The tragedy of the refugees continued in 1967 with the breaking out of the 1967 war, which
created a new wave of refugees. That year Israel occupied the rest of the Palestinian territories and
many Palestinians were uprooted for the second time: 15,000 fled from the West Bank, 38,000 fled
from the Gaza Strip and 16,000 fled from the Golan Heights. They found shelter in surrounding
countries, such as Jordan, Syria and Egypt.

How many Palestinian refugees are there today?
Palestinians are the largest single group of refugees in the world, one in three refugees world wide is
Palestinian. It is estimated that there are about 6.5 million Palestinian refugees worldwide. 3.8
million Palestinian refugees and their descendents displaced in 1948 are registered for humanitar
ian assistance with the United Nations. 1.5 million Palestinian refugees and their descendents dis
placed in 1948 are not registered as they do not require any assistance. 263,000 Palestinians and
their descendents are internally displaced inside Israel. 773,000 refugees and their descendents were
displaced for the first time in 1967. Descendents of refugees are included in the total population
because they are still unable to realize their basic rights. About 20,000 Palestinians were internally
displaced in the Occupied Territories in 2001, some 3,000 of whom were newly displaced during
the year. At least 26,000 Palestinians left the Occupied Territories for Jordan and did not return
between June 2000 and July 2001, this continues in 2003.

Where do Palestinian refugees reside today?
The majority of Palestinian refugees live within 100 miles of the borders of Israel in neighboring
Arab hQst States. More than half the refugee population lives in Jordan. Approximately 37.7% live
in the West Bank and Gaza Strip, comprising about 50 percent of the population in the Occupied
Territories. 15% lives in almost equal numbers in Syria and Lebanon. 260,000 internally displaced
Palestinians reside in Israel. The remaining refugee population lives throughout the world, includ
ing the rest of the Arab world (from the Gulf States to Egypt). Of the 3.8 million refugees registered
with the United Nations Relief and Works Agency (UNRWA), 33% live inside UNRWA's 59 refu
gee camps throughout the West Bank and Gaza Strip, Jordan, Syria and Lebanon.
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What are the basic rights of refugees?

According to international law, refugees have the right to return to their homes of origin, receive

real property restitution, and compensation for losses and damages. There are three basic solutions

to refugee problems: voluntary repatriation (or return), voluntary host country integration, and

voluntary resettlement in a third country. Of these three solutions only repatriation or return is a

right recognized under international law. The UN General Assembly set forth the framework for

resolving the Palestinian refugee case in UN Resolution 194 (III) which provides only two solu

tions: repatriation for those refugees "wishing to rerum to their homes and live in peace with their

neighbors," or compensation for those choosing not to return. On November 22, 1974, Resolution

3236 made the right of return an "inalienable right". In Res. 302 (IV), the UN General Assembly

created UNRWA and assigned the agency the task of caring for Palestinian refugees. UNRWA

defined Palestinian refugees as persons who resided in Palestine two years prior to the outbreak of
hostilities in 1948 and who lost their homes and livelihoods as a result of that war.

Why are Palestinian refugees excluded from coverage under UNHCR's mandate?

When the UN adopted the Refugee Convention and established the UN High Commissioner for

Refugees, it excluded those falling within the UNRWA mandate from coverage under UNHCR's
mandate. In effect, this has meant that UNHCR does not concern itself with (or count) Palestinian

refugees in Jordan, Lebanon, Syria, or the West Bank and Gaza Strip, although the agency assists

Palestinian refugees outside the UNRWA-mandate area. Although unintended, the effect has been

that Palestinian refugees have enjoyed fewer protections than other refugees because UNRWA only

has a mandate to provide Palestinian refugees with humanitarian assistance, and, unlike UNHCR,

does not have a specific protection mandate.

Is something being done to rectifY this exclusion?

Since the current Palestinian uprising began, the UN Commission on Human Rights, the Badil

Resource Center for Palestinian Residency and Refugee Rights, and some independent refugee

experts have argued that the fact that many Palestinian refugees lack effective protection should

trigger the applicability of the UN Refugee Convention to Palestinians in theUNRWA mandate

area. These organizations and individuals cite Article 1D of the Refugee Convention, which effec

tively states that whenever protection or assistance for Palestinian refugees has ceased for any reason

before their situation is resolved in accordance with the relevant UN resolutions, they shall "be

entitled to the benefits of this Convention." Proponents of this view contend that UNHCR should

have begun to exercise its protection mandate for Palestinian refugees long ago when it became clear

that the UN Conciliation Commission for Palestine, which was concerned with protection for

Palestinians, was unable to carry out its responsibilities.

Why have Palestinian refugees not returned to their homes?

The State of Israel refuses to allow Palestinian refugees to exercise their right of return citing three

main arguments; first, that there is no space in Israel for the refugees to return, second, that the

return of Palestinian refugees would threaten security and lead to conflict, and finally, that the

return of the refugees would jeopardize the Jewish nature of the State. With regards to the first

argument recent research shows that 78% of the Jewish population of Israel resides on 15% of the

land. The areas where Palestinian villages were demolished lie mainly uninhabited. At the same

time, all Jews worldwide are encouraged to immigrate to Israel based on the Israeli Law of Return.
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As for security concerns, Palestinian refugees broadly accept that exercising their right to return
would not be based on the eviction of Jewish citizens but on the principles of equality and human
rights. The final argument though is a testament to Israel's false claim that it is the only democracy
in the Middle East. Israel is a Jewish democracy, and this oxymoron should not be confused with
real democracy.

Is there a durable solution?

With Israel ongoing aggression against the Palestinians and continued pursuit of "transfer," a settle
ment for displaced Palestinians seems impossible right now. Sharon has declared that at the outset
Palestinians must drop their demand for the right of return if the 'road map' is to be pursued. Israel
continues to reject UN Resolution 194 as a basis for discussion in final-status negotiations, saying
that the "right of return" is incompatible with Israel's right of self-determination. Israel also insists
that any discussion of compensation be based on the principle of reciprocity, taking into account
Jews who were expelled from Arab countries as a result of the establishment of the State of Israel.
However, three UN human rights treaty committees have found key aspects of Israel's nationality,
citizenship, and land legislation-which effectively bar Palestinian refugees from exercising their
right of return-to be incompatible with the rights codified in relevant human rights conventions.
There can be no comprehensive solution to the Palestinian-Israeli conflict without honoring the
rights of Palestinian refugees.

Source: Miftah,
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