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The Gaza Strip: An Age-Old Problem

Introduction

The violence that has shaken Israel in recent weeks brought with it a wave
of critical press commentary on the government's administration of and the secur-
ity methods it employs on the West Bank and Gaza Strip.

For more than three weeks since the first demonstration in Gaza's Jabaliya
refugee camp, television cameras and news publications have focused on the pro-
tests of this restive population against the Israeli authorities. Yet, this pre-
occupation with the current coverage left 1little room for attention to the his-
torical tragedy that defined Gaza long before Israel won the territory in 1967.

Gaza has never been anything but occupied territory. Ruled first by the
. Ottoman Empire for several hundred years, then by Britain and Egypt before
Israel, Gaza has been long referred to as the "forgotten” or “"unwanted” terri-
tory. Largely ignored by Britain during the Mandate, the Strip later festered in
crowded misery throughout Egypt's 19-year rule.

With no Arab govermment willing to negotiate the area's future or care for
its refugees, the Gaza problem has lain solely in the hands of its Israeli inher-
itors. While Israel has done more than any previous occupler to improve the
quality of life in the area, all the world's hospitals, vocational schools, auto-
mobiles and telephone lines cannot calm Gazan political frustrations. For that,
the solution remains unchanged: only Arab recognition and willingness to negoti-
ate with Israel can solve the continuing tragedy of Gaza.

Historical Overview

Here follows a brief historical background highlighting Gaza's role and con—
dition in recent Middle East history. Comparison of Egypt's and Israel's admin-
istration of the area should prove helpful in responding to claims that responsi-
bility for the current unrest lies solely at Israel's doorstep.

The War of Independence

On May 15, 1948, Arab armies invaded Israel in an effort to crush the new=-
born Jewish state. By the war's end in early 1949, Israel had gained control of
more territory than had been originally allotted to it in 1947 under the UN par-
tition plan. The plan, which proposed the division of Palestine into two states
-~ one Jewish, one Arab -- was adamantly opposed by Arab leaders who chose war
instead and lost. As a consequence of this rejection, the UN's proposed Arabd
state never came into existence. Instead, part of the area designated by the UN
plan as Arab Palestine was seized by Transjordan which took the territory west of
the Jordan River and the 0ld City of Jerusalem, and by Egypt, which occupied the
Gaza Strip.

In early 1948, Gaza's population totalled 60,000, But months later, Arab
calls to Palestinians within Israel to flee the newly established state resdlted
in a massive migration of refugees into the area, boosting the narrow Strip's
population to an estimated 200,000. With no economic infrastructure or adminis-
trative authority concerned about refugee absorption, Egyptian rule over Gaza is
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0.4Z in 1983, Similarly, govermment~built health facilities and medical technol-
ogy transferred from Israel into the area, resulted in a significant decline in
the infant mortality rate, dropping from 87 per 1,000 in 1968 to 41 per 1,000 in
1983. Productivity too has skyrocketed since 1967; today, agriculture and small
trade have replaced smuggling and terror as the main forms of employment in Gaza.

These gains notwithstanding, Dayan's system began to show cracks in May 1972
when Israel opened its borders to all residents of the territories entering the
country between the hours of 5:00 and 1:00 A.M. With the new regulations in

place, the army cancelled its policy of checking all work and travel permits at
the borders. .

No longer dependent on Labor Ministry permits to pass the military road-
blocks, increasing numbers of Palestinians began working as independent day
laborers. The fact that day laborers were paid in cash and could evade income
tax and health insurance deductions proved enticing to the refugees, many of
whom, for nationalistic reasons, had already rejected the benefits offered them

by Israel. Suddenly, a pool of illegal, unprotected workers emerged as easy prey
for exploitation by greedy employers.

This stated, recent comparisons between the exploitation of illegal
Palestinian workers and the South African government's policy of discrimination
against black laborers are belied by the facts. Unlike South Africa, where
blacks have little redress in the work place, the illegal Gazan or West Bank day
laborer may apply to Israel's National Insurance Institute if injured on the
job. Although many Palestinians refuse this compensation, those who have filed
claims have been reimbursed in full. Additionally, the illegal workers who pay
no income tax and make no contribution to the National Insurance Fund are still
entitled by law to receive all cost-of-living increases as well as other benefits
gained in collective agreements. Should an employer fail to increase the illegal
worker's wages, that worker has the right to request the Labor Ministry or the
Histadrut (Israel's trade union) to intervene, and, if necessary, take the
employer to court.

Israel's efforts to improve the quality of economic and personal life in
Gaza has met with considerable praise in some quarters of the world and with
resounding condemnation in others -=- the latter being particularly true within
the Arab world itself. For example, among the most controversial of steps taken
to improve life in Gaza was Israel's decision to offer new housing as an alterna-
tive to the densely packed camps which have served as home to two-thirds of the
refugees since 1949.

During the 1970s, Israel, in cooperation with eight international organiza-
tions, purchased state land to build low-cost homes for the camps' inhabitants.
However, like other rehabilitation programs initiated by Israel, the rehousing
project has been denounced by Arab and PLO leaders who claim that the refugees
should remain in the camps until an independent Palestinian state is estab-
lished. At first, Arab government opposition and PLO intimidation prevented the
program's implementation. But today, the real needs of the refugees have begun .
to outweigh external opposition to the program and thousands of Palestinians have
left the camps for modetn facilities built by -Israel. - Sadly, despite its obvious



Gaza Under Israeli Rule

When Gaza passed into Israeli hands in June 1967, unemployment was as high
as 48% among men in the refugee camps and 40% in nearby villages and cities.
During the initial phase of its administration, Israel, which, like Egypt, gov-
erned the area in accordance with military law, sought to improve living condi-
tions in Gaza and, at the same time, to neutralize the terrorist network in oper-
ation there. :

Toward this end, the evening curfew that had become a permanent fixture
under Egyptian occupation was lifted almost immediately. For the. first time in
nearly 20 years, the Allenby Bridge was opened and Gazans were free to receive
visitors from neighboring Arab states. Also, in sharp contrast to Egyptian poli-~
cies, Israel encouraged Gazans to conduct trade outside the Strip. In addition
to affording a commercial link essential for economic growth, the open-bridge
policy significantly eased the sense of isolation that had plagued Gaza's resi-
dents for so long.

The open-bridge policy was only one method employed by Israel to improve
Gaza's economy. Realizing that it was to its advantage that life in the Strip be
normalized, Israel rapidly created new jobs for the refugees. Whereas under
FEgypt, all administrative posts were filled by the occupying authorities, within
two months of the Six-Day War Israel decreased the number of officers involved in
Gaza's administration, leaving the management of most local affairs and thousands
of jobs to the residents. Three months later, the first residents of the area.
were offered work in Israel. 1In contrast to the obstacles posed by Cairo to pre-
vent Palestinians from entering Egypt during its rule over the area, Gazans need
apply only with Israel's Labor Ministry to travel and receive work permits inside
Israel.

Critics argue that this step was taken to relieve Israel's need for a large
pool of unskilled labor. 1In actuality, the move was part of a broad-based plan
conceived by then-Defense Minister Moshe Dayan to curtail terror against Israel.
Based on the belief that all but a few radical Palestinians would choose making
money to planting bombs, Dayan's policy was aimed at raising the standard of liv-
ing and restoring the personal dignity of the residents of the territories.

Under Dayan's plan, workers from the administered areas received the same
wages as Israelis and qualified for all social benefits, except those solely
applicable to members and former members of Israel's armed services. Further-
more, it was decided that all collective wage agreements and cost—of-living
increments would automatically apply to workers from the administered areas.
Strict guidelines were established to protect Palestinians from exploitation,
requiring Israeli employers to contribute to a national fund providing severance
pay; accident insurance; holiday and sick leave; health services inside Israel
and medical insurance and facilities within the administered areas. As a final
guarantee against on-the-job discrimination, all salaries and benefits were to be
dispersed through a special fund managed by the Labor Ministry.

As Dayan had hoped, his plan resulted in unprecedented economic growth to
all concerned and the quality of ‘life” was vastly improved on both sides of the
Green Line. Due to Israel's efforts, unemployment dropped from 48% in 1967 to
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remembered bitterly by the Palestinians as a period of extreme neglect. Indeed,
in 1949, it was UNRWA, not Egypt, that built the camps and established the expan-
sive aid program for the refugees which remains in existence today.

Like most Arab leaders, Egypt's Nasser refused to resettle the refugees who
fell under his control. Claiming instead that Palestinian absorption into Egypt
would detract from the struggle for their homeland, he left the territory unde-
veloped. Its residents, moreover, were kept in squalid, exceptionally crowded

conditions, restless and ready to serve as pawns in the Arabs' continued war
against Israel.

Gaza Under Egyptian Rule

Throughout Egypt's 19-year trusteeship of the Strip, Gaza was governed
according to military law. During that period, the area served primarily as a
free port for smuggling contraband into Egypt, and as a base for training young
Palestinian terrorists. From 1952 onward, the Strip became the main staging
ground for terror attacks on nearby Israeli settlements. Although begun as unor-
ganized raids, by 1955, the Egyptian High Command established a 700-man unit in
Gaza to stage attacks against Israel.

Indeed, throughout Egypt's administration of the area, terror was among the
leading sources of income for the residents. Egyptian intelligence paid hand-
somely for each armed foray into Israel, and for every murder or act of plunder.
This mode of employment continued with the PLO's formation in Egypt in 1964. As
the PLO's principal financial and military backer, Egypt had a vested interested
in the organization's success. It was toward that end that Gazan refugees under
Egypt's control were forcibly conscripted to form the core of the PLO's early
recruits.

In addition to smuggling and terror, citrus production and employment
through UNRWA were among the few alternatives to joblessness in Egyptian-
controlled Gaza. Egypt not only did little to relieve the endemic poverty of the
Strip, it placed tight political and economic restrictions on the refugees and
severely hindered their chances for persomal or commercial growth.

Unlike the Palestinians of the West Bank who were granted citizenship by
their Jordanian occupiers, Egyptian citizenship was denied to the Gazan
refugees. And only limited numbers of Palestinians were allowed to enter Egypt
each year., But for these few life was no easier: Gazans permitted to work in
Egypt were banned from government jobs and denied all union benefits afforded to
native and other foreign workers.

Perhaps most debilitating to the area's economic and psychological welfare
was the impact of a permanent night time curfew and travel restrictions imposed
throughout Egypt's 19~year rule. Although several thousand refugees were permit-
ted to study abroad and work in under-populated countries in the Mideast and
North Africa, the majority remained isolated from the outside world. Due to con-
cerns that a large influx of Palestinians would threaten internal stability, most
Arab governments -followed Egypt!s lead by limiting.the number of refugees allowed
through their borders each year.
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benefits to the refugees, the rehousing project is still criticized by Arab and
PLO leaders. They argue that only by staying in the camps can the Palestinians
keep world attention focused on their cause.

Conclusion

As Gaza's most recent administrator, Israel has done more to improve life
for its residents than any of its predecessors. What is missing for Gazans' now
as in the past, is hope for an independent political future.

Israel has repeatedly stated its willingness to enter talks and negotiate
the future of the territories. But, in the 20 years since the Six-Day War, no
Arab state has responded in kind. Egypt, moreover, virtually abandoned Gaza dur-
ing Camp David and has no interest in regaining control of the area. Jordan's
attention has largely been focused on the West Bank and it has expressed little
interest in helping the Strip's troubled population by negotiating Gaza's fate.

Thus the current impasse. As long as Arab leaders and the PLO refuse to
accept her existence, Israel will have no partner with which to talk peace and
chances for Palestinian political representation will remain tragically dim.
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MEMO TO: LABOR COMMITTEE
PEACE AND DEMOCRACY WATCH

FROM: JACK JOYCE
SUBJECT: AID TO CENTRAL AMERICA
DATE: 00 JANUARY 1988

Instead of greater freedom, Nicaraguan democratic trade unionists have
experienced greater repression since the signing of the Central American
Peace Accord on August 7. Members of the ICFTU-affiliated Nicaraguan
Confederation of Trade Union Unity (CUS), which supports the Accord,
have tried to expand their union activities 1in several areas in
accordance with the Accord's democratization provisions. Here's what
happened:

-- On August 8, one day after the signing of the Accord, sixteen
campesino Tleaders of CUS were arrested in the communities of
Cusmaji, La Concepcion, San Juan de Saguasca and E1 Limon. They
remain in jail despite the amnesty provisions of the Accord.
These union members are being held in th La Chacara prison.

-- On September 2, three CUS members from the town of Parcelas ET
Porvenir were abducted by soldiers from their homes at 10:00 pm
and Ted away in handcuffs for induction in the army.

-- On November 1, Julio Cesar Bustamante Bianco, of the Union of
Office and Related Workers of E1 Viejo, a CUS affiliate, was taken
from his home at 10:00 pm by three men in army uniforms and one
civilian, beaten with rifle butts and wounded in the face with a
bayonet, in front of horrified neighbors.

-- On November 19, at midnight, a CUS machinist union member named
Miguel Angel Sala Lara was shot four times in his right arm by
Wilfredo Dominguez, the Director of Operations of INETER. Salas
Lara is a member of the SIMARESISA trade union, and works in the
E1 Progreso automotive machine shop. His arm will be permanently
crippled.

-- On December 16, Guillermo Estrada, the Tleader of the CUS-
affiliated Sindicato de Servicios Varios of Chinandega (clerks and
related employees), was arrested at 5:00 pm. Estrada is also the
General Secretary of the Social Democratic Party of *Chinandega.

-- As of December 28, the CUS still has not received permission to
resume publication of its journal, Solidaridad.



Nonetheless, we in the AFL-CIO want to see the Peace Accord as the route
to democracy in Central America.

But, as we move closer to the 3 February Congressional vote on military
aid to the Contras, we are going to face increasing pressure to state
our position on this issue.

One factor building the pressure is that some of our Tlabor colleagues
have already declared themselves in favor of cutting off aid to the
Contras regardless of whether the Sandinistas continue to suppress free
unions, introduce democratic reforms generally or continue with their
large scale Soviet supported arms buildup.

In lobbying people on the Hill, they claim to be implementing a change
in AFL-CIO policy adopted at the last convention because of rank and
file pressure.

I don't think they are reflecting AFL-CIO policy and I know they don't
reflect the rank and file members of this organization.

The Administration and our perhaps overzealous colleagues have managed
to make the question of aid to the Contras the "red or dead" issue of
U.S. Central American policy.

That may be exactly what both sides intended to do, but why accept their
sterile frame of reference. While it 1is reasonably clear that the
Sandinistas will not move toward democratic reform without military
pressure, it is equally

clear that military pressure will not work without parallel diplomatic
and political efforts. We can not, therefore, be comfortable with any
aid to the Contras that would interfere with the Arias Plan. But
neither can we be comfortable with any solution that leaves Nicaragua,
which suffered under a right wing dictatorship for so long, as a left
wing totalitarian state allied with the soviet bloc.

In any event, the question of whether or not to provide aid to the
Contras is not really central to the core problems of the area:
devastating poverty and a lack of democratic traditions and
institutions.

Over the last several days, I‘ve had a chance to talk to some of the
Labor sponsors of the Peace and Democracy Watch and out of those
conversations have emerged some elements which, when taken together, do
respond directly to the Central American situation and particularly to
the needs of our brothers and sisters of CUS in Nicaragua and UNOC in E1
Salvador:

1. Combine all of the current and proposed military and economic aid
for the Arias Plan countries, including the $270 million proposed
by the Administration for the Contras, and dedicate the entire
amount to support the objectives of the Arias Plan. The symbolic
impact of that $700 plus million level of commitment to the Arias
Plan by the United States would be enormous.



2. Provide that if the Arias plan failed, those funds would be used
in support to those countries that were complying with the plan
and, 1if the Sandinistas did not comply, to the democratic
resistance in Nicaragua. In our view, E1 Salvader will not be in
compliance until its judiciary system_is__reformed. We would
therefore argue that E1 Salvador would not be eligible for aid at
this time.

3. Provide further that relatively small increments of the total
appropriation would be provided on a morthly basis to the
Nicaraguan democratic resistance until the Sandinistas took steps
that irreversibly committed them to the democratic process. In
this phase the aid to the resistance would not be earmarked for
either humanitarian or military purposes, but would be at a
"subsistence" level; i.e., just enough to prevent the Contras from
having to disband prematurely.

4, Establish a bi-partisan commiss+ ubli ficials who would
serve on the commission by virtue of their offices; e.g, Senate
Majority and Minority Leaders, ~Speaker of the House, House
Minority Leader, the Secretaries of State and Defense. In
addition, the Senate and House Majority Leaders could each appoint
one current or former public official to the Commission. The
Commission would determine (or, if that 1is constitutionally
inappropriate, advise the President on) whether the Arias Plan was
viably functioning and whether and to what extent aid should be
provided to the democratic resistance in Nicaragua.

5. A1l wan-military aid would be administered in accordance with the
Ce i De!glgpmggg_ggganization (CADQ) called for in the
International Security and Development Act of 1985. CADO is an
AFL-CIO initiative that calls for aid to be administered by labor,
management and government representatives from the U.S. and from

the Central American Countries.

The nature of the CADO's governing body, multinational with _heavy
priv”fé\seg&gg,jnve%vemgnt from both the U.S. and recipient countries,
would mindimize the potential for corruption, politicization, and
impractical misdirection which has plagued some Central American
development programs.

Because the lack of democratic structures and traditions is, with the
exception of Costa Rica, as pervasive as the economic problem, and
almost as intense in terms of impact on the daily lives of the people,
CADO should, therefore, be shaped to also serve as a specialized
political forum. In this role, the function of CADO would be to serve
as a structured body, similar to the ILO, where a regional political
consensus can be developed on economic questions and where
antidemocratic situations, developments or trends can be discussed and
brought to broader public attention. Such a body could also serve as a
parallel adjunct to the Central American Parliament proposed by the
Arias Plan and as a catalytic agent if the historic notion of a United
States of Central America again becomes a viable political concept.



As noted above, CADO would include representatives of democratic trade
unions, businesses, and farm organizations, as well as government
representatives. CADO would therefore institutionalize the participation

of working people and businessmen in national economic decision making
in the region.

Furthermore, to quote from the 1985 Act passed by Congress, the aid
afforded by CADO would be contingent upon, "...acceptance of and
continued progress toward the protection of personal and economic
liberties, freedom of expression, respect for human rights, and an
independent system of equal justice."

Thus, the building of democratic institutions would be appropriately
treated, not as an adjunct to democracy, but rather, as the key to
political democracy, social reform and economic development.

The approach outlined above is consistent with the action of the last
AFL-CIO convention to support the Arias Plan and to support CUS in its
call for a withdrawal of U.S. aid to the Contras as well as Soviet aid
to the Sandinistas. Aid to the Contras would continue only to the
extent that the Sandinistas did not implement the Arias Plan: it would
be phased down to subsistence levels as long as negotiations were in
progress, and it would terminate completely when Democratic reforms were
in place and Soviet military aid ended.

I will call you in the early part of next week to get your reaction to a
proposal shaped along the Tlines indicated above, as well as your
thoughts on the overall situation.

*SEND
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'FROM WHERE YOU'RE SITTING,

T0O TURN THE OTHER CHEEK

O¥f course there is a Pales-
tinian problem. But it is not a
problem of Israel’s thaking. Had
the Arab states not decided to
invade the new born state of Is-
rael in 1948, there would be no
“Palestinian refugees” today.

Head they not tried to destroy
Israel in 1967, Egypt would still
have to digest the problem of
Gaza, and King Hussein would
still have to deal with the rock
tossers, knifers and bomb throw-
ers of Judea and Samaria. And
Hussein would deal with them
quickly and efficiently with no
risk of criticism, :

And had the Arab world not
used the U.N. to prevent Israel

from building new homes to re-
place the refugee camps. ..as

Israel had done for one million
Jewish refugees from Arab per-
secution, the Palestinians would
not have those hovels from which
to artificially draw world sym-
pathy for their cause.

Those who would have Israel
stand passive when Palestinians
throw stones, stab soldiers, and
fire bomb civilian. cars are call-
ing for Israel’s destruction. “Do
not use live ammunition,” they
say. So Israel stops using live am-

munition. Then they tell Israel
to stop using rubber bullets. And
Israel stops using rubber bullets.
Finally, they reach the bottom
line and deny Israel the means
of defending itself. Self defense,
even including the use of a pre-
emptive strike, is fully justified
in every religious and legal sys-
tem in the world.

Lsraeli leaders daily seek to
develop strategies to avoid vio-
lence. They have repeated over
and over again their desire to
meet Arab leaders and their
readiness to negotiate without
pre-conditions so long as their
Arab counterparts are prepared
to recognize the State of Israel

"and renounce the use of terror.
The Arab response has been a
consistent loyalty to the Khar-
toum declaration “no negotia-
tion, no recognition, no peace
‘with Israel.” -

_ If, from the safety of your liv-
ing room, you think you can
criticize Israel based on the
highly selective footage you see
on TV, think again,

Better vet, visit Israel this
year and witness the truth with
your own eyes.

RELIGIOUS ZIONISTS OF AMERICA / AMIT WOMEN /
EMUNAH WOMEN / NATIONAL COUNCIL OF YOUNG ISRAEL /
POALE AGUDATH ISRAEL / RABBINICAL COUNCIL OF AMERICA /
UNION OF ORTHODOX JEWISH CONGREGATIONS OF AMERICA

Suite 600, 26 West 26th St., New York, N.Y. 10010

S, 1788

T %eww

e

—

.'r -~ s

. e e e ew

o~ " ’-—-; T W e * mmmes

" -—



’s

fIsrael’s Riots:

:—I - “"-ﬁ' !r L -
‘;/71 v L. / IR I A R N
7

A U.S. Parallel

By ANDREW STEIN
President Of The City Council

On a hot August night back in 1965 the black
ghetto of Watts in Los Angeles suddenly and unex-
pectedly exploded in violence. Young blacks ram-
paged in the streets to vent their rage against those
they called their oppressors i.e. white sto-
reowners, white landlords and white cops. Their
weapons were rocks and Molotov cocktails.

California’s liberal governor, Edmund (“Pat”)
Brown, mobilized 60 percent of the state’s national
guard troops and sent them into Watts to hélp res-
tore order. The Governor didn’t advise hissoldiers to
restrict themselves to non-lethal weapons and they
didn’'t. When the smoke had cleared after two nights
of rioting 34 blacks had been shot dead.

A few months later, Ronald Reagan began his
campaign for governor and criticized the incum-
bent, Pat Brown, for being soft on the rioters. And
when the racial disturbances spread toother Ameri-
can cities two years later Governor Reagan referred
to the rioters as “mad dogs” and called for a tough,
law and order approach.

What happened in Watts more or less repeated
itself in more than 60 American cities through 1968.
At least 150 blacks were shot to death in the streets
by the police or national guard troops and thousands
more were injured.

Almost everyone analyzing the riots, or “urban
insurrections” as they came to be called, agreed they
were an outgrowth of the desperate economic and
social conditions in our urban black ghettos. Yet it

" never occured to anyone to ask the United Nations to

condemn the United States’ handling of the dis-
orders. No friendly government moralized from
afar about the national guard’s use of “live” ammu-
nition, or the harsh sentences meted out to the riot-
ers.

Moralizing from afar, however, is just about all
that Israel heard from its American ally when vio-
lent demonstrations erupted in the Gaza Strip last
month.

The Israelis were using too many combat soldi-
ers and not enough regular policemen, said the State
Department bureaucrats sitting in Foggy Botiom,
Washington. Furthermore, the soldiers should be
responding to the rocks and molotov cocktails with
rubber bullets and tear gas, not live ammunition.
The Reagan administration decided to vote to con-
denin Israel at the United Nations for its intention to
deport nine riot leaders — though some of those
slated for deportation had previously been convicted
of murder and terrorism.

Now this is the very same administration that
stood mute five months earlier when the security
forces of one of its other Middle East allies, Saudi
Arabia, opened fire on unarmed demonstrators in
Mecea. (Four hundred people, most of them Iranian
Shiites, were massacred in that little “incident” in
Islam’s holiest site.)

Supporters of Israel have learned to expect
nothing but hypoerisy and bad faith from the United
Nations. But the Reagan administration’s failure of
nerve has helped make it easier for Israel bashing in

Y T, AV SN W [N B IS SLE [ N

The current round involves more than the usual
double standard; what we are now witnessing is an
attempt to change history rather than just report it.

It is not merely that the media have made a
politically motivated news decision that the riots
will be the lead story almost every day (to the exclu-
sion of far more horren®us bloodletting in Afghan-
istan, Ethiopia or in the Iran-Iraq conflict. In addi-
tion, there is now an editorial theme underlying the
daily reports from the riot scene.

The premise is this: Israel has no one to blame
for the riots but itself. In their 20-year military
occupation of the West Bank and Gaza, Israelis have
“lost their soul,” have become morally complacent
about the long term consequences of the occupation.
By contrast, the young, desperate Palestinians,
knowing nothing but military occupation through-
out their lifetimes and offered no other way out, are
forced to throw Molotov cocktails.

Were this an accurate picture of the respective
Israeli and Palestinian political postures — compla-
cency on the one side and desperation on the other —
it would indeed be a story worth telling. But itisn’t
remotely close to being accurate.

The fact is that Israelis have debated the conse-
quences of the occupation and its possible alterna-
tives on an almost daily basis — a debate that fills
the country’s newspapers and its parliamentary
proceedings. The trouble is that there's no response
from the other side.

The media has given us 2 month of pictures of
shootings in squalid refugee cumps, of deportations,
of Palestinian mothers pleading for the release of
their sons. But everything else that is relevant —
such as the debate in Israel, such as the fact that
throughout this entire period of rioting no Palesti-
nian leader, no Arab leader, has even offered to
negotiate directly with Israel over the future of the
territories — has been deliberately left out.

Last week William Safire revealed in his
column that one month before the outbreak of the
Gaza riots, Secretary of State Schultz made an
extraordinary offer to King Hussein of Jordan. The
King was asked to come to Washington during the
Reagan-Gorbachev summit, tosit with the leaders of
the United States, The Soviet Union, Egvpt and
Israel and to begin negotiations to resolve the Pales-
tinian question. Hussein was told that Israeli Prime
Minister Shamir, despite his reputed opposition to
an international conference, had already agreed o
participate. But Hussein said no.

Yet even after the Safire column appeared, this
Arab refusal was never reported in the American
media. All we got was more pictures of rock throw-
ing Palestinians confronting Israeli soldiers.

If Hussein had reciprocated Shamir's yes, the
media might have negotiations to report on now
instead of riots. Even now, is it too much to ask that
the media and the State Department take a little
time out from moralizing about lsrael’s handling of
the riots and express some outrage about Arab
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parations are being made, just in
case...

It must be emphasized that there is
absolutely no connection whatsoev-
er between strategic cooperation
and research for SDI. Israel and the
U.S. could carry out strategic coop-
eration with or without Israeli re-
search into SDI. The SDI is a U.S,
programme, mainly defensive in.
character, Israel would like to be a
partner in certain fields of SDI re-
search which have important im-
plications for its own security.

We are extremely interested, for
exampie, in the prospect of develop-
ing an anti-missile missile of short to
medium range, 300 to 600
kilometres. :

An important consideration for
Israel in any such research is the
know-how, and above all the cost.
The Europeans are also interested in
that part of the SDI programme
related to short- and medium-range
anti-missile missiles. Soviet-made
ground-to-ground missiles threaten
Europe at the present time, although
at a somewhat longer range ‘than
they threaten Israel.

The §S-21 ground-to-ground mis-
sile in operation today has a range of
390km. The older Scud missile has a
range of 120km.

But what if the Soviet-made SS-23
missile with its range of 590km.
should arrive in the Middle East?

The minimal objective we would
hope'to attain from our role in the
SDI would be at least to become
conversant with the technologies re-
quired to cope with anti-missile mis-
siles. It’s not-just a-matter of re-

search to promote American in-
terests. but also to contribute to our
own security.

During the Yom Kippur War al
Syria had was the Frog ground-to-
ground missile, with a 70km. range.
After the Yom Kippur War. it got
Scud missiles. After the Peace for
Galilee operation. Syria got the SS-
21. We now know that they are
demanding the §S-23 -from the
Soviet Union, But we have no in-
formation that Moscow has actually
approved the shipments.

We have to look five to 10 vears
ahead, whatever the case. After all.
we're not talking about tomorrow
morning: we're talking about re-
search. [ would not like to do any-
thing to exclude from Israel’s poten-
tial the possibility of developing an
answer to a 600km.-range ground-
to-ground missile which -poses a
threat to our territory. -

What does the U.S. want Israel to
say and do in order to draw Jordan
closer to the peace process?

When U.S. Vice-President George
Bush came to Jcrusalem fotlowing
the rift between King Hussein of
Jordan and Yasser Arafat, we told
him that Israel is ready without any
pre-conditions to negotiate with a
joint delegation of Jordanian and
Palestinian representatives.

We are willing to conduct such
negotiations under the aegis of some
international forum or international
accompaniment, as long as the exter-

nal aegis does not dictate the [nature

and outcome of the] negotiations.
The.actual talks between us and

the joint Jordan-Palestine delega-
tion would have to be both direct and
bilateral. We would also negotiate
with any other states whjch have
diplomatic relations with Israel.

In the meantime, we see that Jor-
dan is seeking to reinforce the mod-
crate Palestine Arabsin the areas, as
well as the pro-Jordanian elements.
We. too, want to strengthen the
anti-PLO forces. We seek to weaken
those elements which back the PLO.

We have to emphasize that terror
is the main hindrance to peace, apart
from the actual damage it .does to
[srael and to the Palestine Arabs
alike. In order to comprehend that,
just consider the fate of those Pales-
tine Arabs who dare to speak their
minds.

We have to exert the maximum
effort to ensure that Arabs in the
territories can say what they feel,
without being intimidated by fear of
the bomb or the bullet.

Does anybody in Israel, Egypt or
the U.S. still believe in autonomy for
the Palestine Arabs in the territories?

At Camp David, Israel and
Cygypt signed a commitment pledg-
ing themseives to work for auton-
omy. The U.S. formally witnessed
that commitment. Israel is still com-
mitted to autonomy. It is still ready
to work for autonomy, for peace; or
for autonomy as a stage on the road
to peace, if you will.

1 do not know whether or not we
have partners with whom we can
negotiate autonomy. I do know that

we are obligated to look for such
partners.

P

South Africa has become a central
issue in the U.S.. and Israel is per-
ceived, whether righily or wrongly, as
a prime supporter of apartheid. How
will you answer that criticism?

Israelis policy is to maintain

relations with every country in the
world, Even when the Soviet Union
was persecuting Jews, Israel did not
break off relations. Even when there
was. and still is. apartheid in the
Soviet Union. it was not [srael but
Moscow that broke off relations.
Secondly, Israel takes an une-
quivocal stand against racism. and
apartheid is one of the worst mani-
ifestations of racism.
Thirdly, Israel acts in accordance
with the 1977 UN resolution on the
matter of arms to South Africa.
More than that I don't want to say.

Who will be responsible for seitle-
ment after the rotation and do you
anticipate a change in policy?

UNTILTODAY, it has been decided to
establish six new settiements < four
of which have already been estab-
lished. And every new settlement.
including those which have ulreads

_ been decided on. needs the decision

of the government or the inner
cabinet. or agreement between the
2 two main political biocs.

That is the situation today. and
that will be the situation after rotu-

Z tion. The responsibility won't

change. And it's not a gquestion of
personality. No one can take the
authority from me. because the de-
fence minister is responsible for the
territories, just as no one can take
their responsibilities away from the
agriculture and housing ministers.
The decisions on new settlements
will be taken by the government. not
by minister X or Y.

The Labour Party is used 10 gov-

ernment and it is also used to being in
opposition. But it is not used 1o being
number two in the government. How
will it cope? ’
" We signed an agreement two
vears ago, and we knew there would
be rotation. itis not something unex-
pected. I, for instance. thought it
probable that we would get to rota-
tion.

Nowithas arrived, it is clear that it
is easier to implement the Labour

Party platform with Peres as prime

minister. But anyone who thought
we could do things in a Shamir
government that are not agreed to by
both parties, and are not on the basis
of the coalition agrecement. was
wrong.

You said that in 1984 you antici-
pated that the rotation would take
place. Now, in 1986, do you antici-
pate that the government will last arid
that there will be elections, as plan-
ned, in 1988?

Formally, yes.

And informally?

1 would not be surprised if that’s
the way it is.

prime minister to a close, by going
outin a blaze of glory. Although I'm
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Navy plane criss-crossed Egyptian
waters north of Alexandria Satur-
day, searching for the Dakar, the
Israeli submarine. which sank 18
years ago, airport sources said here.
Washington officials said last
month that the U.S. had offered to
help find the Dakar, a British-made
World War II vintage ship myster-
jously lost in 1968 with a crew of 19,
while on its way to Israel from Eng-
land. :
Egypt agreed last-year to permit-

.the search.=-

“Rabin: scandals are
f ~ thingsofthepast _ |,

ON THE EVE of-hi§ visit to
Washington this week, Defence
Minister Yitzhak Rabin told
three Jerusalem Post correspon-
dents about the talks he will be

. having with U.S. administration

leaders about military aid re-
quests for the next two years,’
strategic cooperation, and
Israel’s interest in researching an
anti-missile missile project under
the ‘“Star Wars” programme. In-
terviewers were Hirsh Goodman,
Asher Wallfish and Roy Isaco-
witz.

Rabin believes that the Pollard
affair and other assorted scandals
that have rocked Israeli-American
relations in recent months, aré be-
hind us.

Pollard, the American naval'in-
telligence analyst charged with
spying for Israel, he said, is due to be
sentenced on October 3, “probably
and hopefully closing the book on.
the affair,” The other incidents -
Napco, the cluster bombs, the arms
merchants, “have all fizzled out and

"(Continued on page 4)

Anguished relatives of victims of the Istanbul synagogue massacre.
(AFP)

‘Cabinet row over
Istanbul massacre

erusalem Post Staff
K and agencies .
Fhie Istanbul synagogue massacre

“provoked a showdown between

Prime Minister Shimon Peres and
"Trade Minister Ariel Sharon, threat-
ening to throw the coalition gov-
ernment into a crisis. Peres abruptly
suspended further meetings of his
government Sunday until Sharon re-
tracts an accusation that Peres’s
peace policies invited the slayings.

The cabinet had been set to con-

-sider Israel’s response to the attack

on the Neveh Shalom synagogue in
Istanbul on-Saturday in which 22
worshippers were killed. '

Sharon reacted to the synagogue
attack by releasing a statement lam-
basting Peres’s conciliatory moves
towards the Arabs.

“The terrible pogrom against Jews
is the only response of the Palesti-
nians and’ their supporters to the
supplications of peace and Israeli con-
cessions,” Sharon said, adding that
concessions were seen as “Israeli
weakness and invited the aggression
'of Palestinian terrorism.”

Sharon described Peres’s policies
as “‘an unceasing chase after doubt-
ful and baseless peace plans’ which
he said lowered alertness and
-“leaves Jews in Israel and elsewhere
more open to Palestinian terror.”

,,,,

Peres told the cabinet that Shar-
on’s remarks put the blame for the
attack in Turkey on the Israeli gov-
ernment. )

“It’s impossible for a cabinet
member to level such accusations in
public and remain in the govern-
ment,” Peres said in a Statement
later released by his office. He said
he could not allow the cabinet or a
10-member committee on foreign
affairs and defence to meet until
Sharon retracts his comments.

When Sharon asked to reply,
Peres said “put it in writing,” and
ended the meeting. Sharon scribbled
a note to Peres saying he meant to
accuse no one of being “‘an accessory

to murder.” But Peres rejected the

note and told Yitzhak Shamir, the
leader of Sharon’s party, that he
insisted on-a full public retraction.

Shamirt, who is due to become
prime minister on October 14, dis-
tanced himself from Sharon but cal-
led on'Peres to show restraint.

“It is unreasonable that the day
after such a criminal and hurtful
attack against the Jewish people,
Israel will react with a governm

warned

all and
ly Western E
Libya is plani
terrorist attacl
Nato targets an
strike, and stri}
should those a
prepare the |
President Re:
leshooter, U.S
UN Vernon !
European capi
port for a mili
seek a reinfor
and political s
dafi’s Libya.
Whether or
gence services
link Gaddafi 1
weekend attac
doubt that Wa
connection. A
including at 1
riers, is alrea
the Gulf of Si
too, will surel
military respc
attack, certai
bestial in the
ism. A knee-j

Summer

Jerus

Clocks wer
Saturday at
time ended e
cept in Eilat.
.and the His
continue sur

crisis, with a split,” hesaidonIsi 00527234
Radio. FRAN wWOOL
Shamir said he disagreed v HNEAR FAST
Sharon’s remarks, but said *“no:« 50U N CAF
(Continued on page two) STE 307
WASHINGTL



(Continued from page 1)
longer a public issue.™
1 regard to Avraham Baram
reserve brigadier-general
d in Bermuda and extradited

U.S. several months ago), he-

austically, “The chances of
having allowed him to sell
weapons to [ranians are about
1 as my chances of selling the
> State Building.”

stioned on the Lavi issue the
e minister said:

present, we are proceeding
1e development and produc-
the fighter in accordance with
cision of the Israeli cabinet.
‘tion to the Lavi remains cen-
s it has always been, in the
on. where the feeling is that
7i is not the best use of Amer-
nds for Israel's defence. We
e, but we have to take the
on’s position into account.
see the Lavi as an economic-
ogrcal-military project essen-
srael’s overall military infras-
: at all levels and not justas a
1s system, and that difference
eption-is at the heart of the

Pentagon demanded, and
:ed,"that we look at alterna-
/e agreed on the understand-
i an dlternative concerns all
f the Lavi programme ~ eco-
industrial, scientific—and not
other plane. Furthermore,
oking into an alternative are
> have to take into account
utting down the Lavi prog-
will cost in penalties on can-
ontracts, as well as ensure
:ir answer is operationally
nt with what the air force
i, and will be supplied on

e the Pentagon accepted our
lew of what constitutes an

alternative as their terms of refer-
ence in seeking one, we were happy
to cooperate in finding one. They
asked for four months. We agreed,
so let’s wait and see what happens.

“Meanwhile, the Pentagon has
unfrozen the five contracts they were
holding up, and work on the Lavi
continues. I do not see the Lavi
being an issue on this trip,” he
concluded.

AT THE HEART of the defence
minister’s agenda will be, not surpri-
singly, future American defence aid
to Israel. He intends to wrap up final
details on the 1987 package and start
negotiations on the 1988 package
with administration officials and key
congressicmal forums.

“President Reagan has to place his
1988 aid requests before Congress by
February, so'we have fo start ex-

plaining our case now,” he pointed .

out. “Idon’t see any major problems
with the administration. The presi-
dent has already requested the
[agreed-on] $3 billion in military and
economic aid. I do, however, sce
problems in Congress, albeit slight
ones, and we are going to have to pay
particular attention to the cumula-
tive impact of the Gramm-Rudman
amendment, which has already cost
us $78.4 million this year, and see
what this will mean in 1987.

*“Another priority on.my agenda

will be to achieve an ‘equal treat-
ment’ status for Israel that will place

us on the same footing as Greece and-

Turkey vis-a-vis the U.S. This does
not mean the ‘Natoization’ of Israel,
but rather granting Israel a- special
status — like that enjoyed by New
Zealand and Australia - without a
formal defence pact like the one that
binds the Nato countries.

RABINON TTES WITHUS

“If we had ‘equal treatment’ status
now,” he explained, “‘the 75 F-16
fighters currently being supplied to
the Israel Air Force would have cost
us $2m. less each, or a total saving of
$150m., since ‘equal treatment’
countries are not required to pay the
non-recurring research and develop-

ment costs on weapons purchased’

from the U.S.

“We think that the levels of
strategic cooperation that have been
reached -between Israel and the
U.S.. in terms of both training and
intelligence sharing, should give us
at least the same status as Greece,
and L intend to argue the point.”

THE INTERVIEW then shifted to
other aspects of U.S.-Israeli rela-
tions. .

What is the raison d’étre for this
couniry’s increasing strategic coop-
eration with the U.S.? Why is Israel
so willing to get involved in scientific
research in connection with Amer-
ica’s Strategic Defence Initiative
(SD1), popularly known as the Star
Wars programme?

Israel’s decision on strategic
cooperation with the U.S. in its
present form, was taken three years
ago [under the Likud-led govern-
ment of the day]. The main purpose
of that cooperation is to build an
infrastructure between the armies of
the two countries, covering the func-
tioning of headquarter staffs and
operational exercises.

If one day the political echelons
should decide that the two countries
have a common interest in carrying
out some joint military operation in
a sphere vital to Israel’s security, it
will be possible to translate that
political decision into practical ac-

-ing an anti-missile missile of short to

. conversant with the technologies re-

‘say and do in order to draw Jordan

tion. The technical apparatus would- - We are willing to conduct such
be ready and waiting. The two-" negotiations under the aegis of some
armies would have got to know eagh  international forum or international -
other beforehand. accompaniment, as long as the exter-
Today, of course, no political de-  nal aegis does not dictate the [nature
‘cision exists about joint military op-  and outcome of the] negotiations.

erations, nor is there even any deci-
sion about the sort of circumstanqes
in which such joint military oper
tions would be conducted. But pre-
parations are being made, just in
case...

It must be emphasized that there is
absolutely no connection whatsoev-
er between strategic cooperation.
and research for SDI. Israel and the
U.S. could carry out strategic coop-
eration with or without Israeli re-
search into SDI. The SDI is a U.S.
programme, mainly defensive in
character. Israel would like to be a
partner in certain fields of SDI re-
search which have important im-
plications for its own security.

We are extremely interested, for
example, in the prospect of develop-

the joint Jordan-Palestine deleg
tion would have to be both diregt-shid
bilateral. We would also-négotiate-
with—-any other_stateS which have
diplomatic relations with Israel.

In the meantime, we see that Jor-
dan is seeking to reinforce the mod-
erate Palestine Arabsin the areas, as
well as the pro-Jordanian elements.
We, too, want to strengthen the
anti-PLO forces. We seek to weaken-
those elenments which back the PLO.

We have to emphasize that terror
is the main hindrance to peace, apart
from the actual damage it does to
Israel and to the Palestine Arabs
alike. In order to comprehend that,
just consider the fate of those Pales-
tine Arabs who dare to speak their

" minds.

We have to exert the maximum
effort to ensure that Arabs in the
territories can say what they feel,

medium range, 300 to €00
kilometres.

The minimal objective we would
hope to attain from our role in the

SDI would be at least to become the bomb or the bullet.

" - Does anybody in Israel, Egypt or
'the U.S. still believe in autonomy for
the Palestine Arabs in the territories?

At. Camp David, Israel and.
Egypt signed a commitment pledg-
ing themselves to work for auton-
omy. The U.S. formally witnessed
that commitment. Israel is stilf com-
mitted to autonomy. It is.still ready
to work for autonomy, for peace; or
for autonomy as a stage on the road.
to peace, if you will.

I do not know whether or not we
have partners with whom we can
negotiate autonomy. I do know that
wé are obligated to look for such
partners.

quired to cope with anti-missile mis-
siles. It's not just a matter of re-
search to promote American in-
terests, but also to contribute to our
own security.

What does the U.S. want Israel to

closer to the peace process?

When U.S. Vice-President George
Bush came to Jerusalem following
the rift between King Hussein of
Jordan and Yasser Arafat, we told
him that Israel is ready without any
pre-conditions to .negotiate with a
joint delegation of Jordanian and
Palestinian representatives.

~without being intimidated by fear of

A

The actual talks between us and /)
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Some of you may know that Barbara and I were in Israel in
late July and Augqust, and I want to tell you a little about the
trip. It was a most moving trip -- a trip that yielded vivid
images and memories. I think of the shock of surprise you always
get at the freedom and openness of Jerusalem, the sense of
pluralism, with the churches and mosques and synagogues leaning
against each other on the hill... And the bustle and movement of
the boisterous streets. I think of the children running along
beside us and laughing, with no darkness and no sadness in their
faces. But there were the other faces, the faces of the children
in the photographs at Yad Vashem -- faces that had seen what no
one, especially a child, should ever see.

We went to an absorption center, and at Ben Gurion's simple
home in the Negev I met with Israeli teenagers -- and I was
struck again by the tremendous contrast between the agony of
yesterday and the sp1r1t and optimism of today. And I thought-
that's where the story is, that's where the hlstory of Israel is,
it's in the faces of the children.

There were some faces at the absorption center that looked
out of place -- the dark faces of the Ethiopian Jews whom we
worked so hard to get out of Africa and into Israel. These
children wore the dress of Africa, they are the products of its
culture, and they are having some real trouble fitting in. But

= more -
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there they were, running and laughing, and you just had to know
these latest members of the family of Israel will do just fine.

When I addressed the Knesset I gquoted from the words Chaim
Weizmann used when he opened the first session of the first
Knesset. They are words that could have been used in America in
1776. Weizmann said,."In this hour, a message of hope and good
cheer is issued from this place, to all oppressed people and to
all who are struggling for freedom and equality."”

Those are words about a beginning. But now the United
States and Israel are united in a long alliance dedicated to
ensuring not a beginning but a continuation; not the creation of
a state but its survival. We do this together, and with ease;
for we are friends, and much unites us.

Israel is stronger than she has ever been, and I believe her
stability is best seen not in her military or economic strength,
gratifying though they are, but in the smooth and peaceful
transfer of power from one party to another, from Peres to
Shamir. The tranquility of the passing of the reigns of power
reminds us that the state of Israel and its government are strong
no matter what the passing internal political moods. And it
reminds us, here in America, that though it is not unusual for us
to feel an emotional bond with an Israeli head of state -- Golda
Meir, of course, is one example and Ben Gurion I think was
another -- the final bond, and an unbreakable one, is the formal
and institutional relationship of government to government, state
to state. \

There is much that holds us together, of course, and not
just old history and shared values. You know as I do that the
moral element, Israel's moral right to exist, is the transcendent
fact on which we agree. And there is the shared commitment to
democracy and democratic principles == and the sheer bottom line
strategic considerations: we need Israel, we Americans, and
Israel needs us. This mutual dependence is good, not bad.

Some might ask: need an American political figure in 1986
make these points? Need I repeat what has been said so many
times? I have been thinking about this and I've concluded that
the answer is yes. As long as Israel is surrounded by those who
could do her in, her friends have a moral responsibility to
declare to the world unambiguously and unequivocally: Israel is
our friend and ally.

It would be nice if we were only imagining the magnitude of
the forces arrayed against Israel, but alas we are not. Even an
Israel stronger than ever before is a vulnerable Israel. When I
was Ambassador to the United Nations, I saw again and again how

= more -



Israel had been made scapegoat to the world. Do the women of the
world have equal rights? No, says a UN committee, and the reason
is the Zionists! Are there racial tensions in Africa? Yes
indeed, and they're traceable to Zionism! Some of the charges
made against Israel in the UN reflected the special hypocricy for
which some of its members have an unfortunate flair. And so I
saw racists brand Israel as racist and bullies call her a bully.
It all had this lovely "Alice Through The Looking Glass" edge to
it. Too bad it wasn't fantasy.

You would think that being the target of such obvious
hostility, Israel would have been ejected from the UN by now.
But of course she hasn't, and the reason reminds us of how
important it is for friends to make their friendship =-- and their
intentions =- clear. Israel is still in the UN because America
has made it clear =-- this Administration has made it repeatedly,

abundantly, undoubtedly clear -- that if Israel is thrown out of
the UN, America leaves too. If they're out, we're out -- if they
get the boot, our boots are made for walkin.' Israel's enemies

know this, and believe me we mean what we say. And they're
right, we do.

But as all of you know -- and I wonder if we've gotten this
across to the world well enough -- being a friend to Israel does
not mean being an enemy to the moderate Arab states. I will be
frank in telling you that sometimes over the past quarter century
or so, America's passion to defend Israel has sometimes seemed to
manifest itself in a kind of coldness or rejection of all things
Arab, And they sensed this -- and it has not been helpful, and
it has not been kind.

We are no enemy to the moderate Arab states. We are a
friend to Egypt, where President Mubarak and his people, with
great courage and sense, have made it clear they mean to preserve
the peace with Israel. King Hussein of Jordan continues his
tough and lonely search for a way to start negotiations =-- and
this is helpful, and deserving of our praise. And the courage
Shimon Peres showed when he met with King Hassan of Morocco =--
another cause for hope.

So you have to know what you're up against -- but it's not
unrealistic to feel some hope. We have to keep clear, clean eyes
as we look out at the world; we have to see things as they are.

I have two observations that apply, in a way, to this: One is
that sometimes it's brave just to put on your glasses when you
get up in the morning. The other is that sometimes the bravest
kind of bravery is to keep an open heart. We have to be both

shrewd and tough and full of the kind of optimism that draws good
fortune.

= more -



We have to be tough in the continued war on terrorism. I
told the Knesset my attitude here is like Lincoln's when he said,
"The man does not live who is more devoted to peace than I am.
None would do more to preserve it. But it may be necessary to
put the foot down firmly." When it comes to terrorism, you can
forget the 'may'.

We all know what terrorism is. It's a kind of distilled
evil that reveals itself in its methods. It uses the sickest
kind of cruelty, the kind that would blow a woman and an infant
out of an airborn jet == the kind of cruelty in which a man would
put a bomb in the travelling bag of the young woman who is
carrying his child, and then stand up in a London courtroom and
say, with a kind of brazen malice, 'She loves me and we'll be
together again soon!'. 1It's the kind of cruelty that revels in a
Nava Shalom and in the bombings at the wall.

This viciousness and bloodlust =- this is not the way of
honorable men waging reluctant battle for an honorable cause.
This is the way of jackals who have neither conscience nor
courage. It would be nice to think they're only crazy, but the
truth is they're calculating. They're part of a larger effort, a
grander design. I agree with Scoop Jackson, who said a very true
thing -- he said a lot of very true things -- but he said,
shortly before he died, "I believe that international terrorism
is a modern form of warfare against the liberal democracies. I
believe the ultimate goal of these terrorists is to destroy the
very fabric of democracy. And I believe that it is both wrong
and foolhardy for any democractic state to consider international
terrorism to be 'somebody else's problem'",

I chaired the President's Task Force on Terrorism, and we
looked at the threat from every angle and came up with a series
of very specific recommendations. For instance, we told the
President we need stepped up intelligence. When I was Director
of the CIA I learned as never before the importance of
unsurpassed intelligence gathering and analysis. America's
intelligence system is the best ever -- in the past year alone we
were able to stop 90 planned attacks against US citizens before
they happened. But we can do better.

I want to mention something that made me think of the -.
C.J.F.W.F. the other night. I have been reading Tom Sowell's
"Ethnic America", and I got to the part about the Jewish
immigrants of eastern Europe at the turn of the century. As
Sowell points out, most of them came to the lower east side of
Manhattan, and it was terribly crowded. These immigrants were
the poorest to come to America, and they worked with their hands
as manual laborers and in the sweatshops, or they did piecework
at home. They slept five to a room and they got tuberculosis and
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they had an infant mortality rate of more than 50 percent and
families were constantly being evicted for not paying the rent...
The Jews of eastern Europe had nothing going for them but who
they were. Naturally they did quite well. And once they had a
little money, you know what they did. It has to do with tzedaka

Tzedaka, the Jewish tradition of giving -- as you know,
because you're the people who have continued it in our time. The
Jewish philanthropic tradition was best expressed, I think, in
this statement of principle from an early philanthropy. It said,
"In dispensing money and matzohs to the poor, all are recognized
as the children of one Father, and no lines are drawn between
natives of different countries.” 1Isn't that fine? Liberalism in
its best sense. And look at its breadth. Look at what tzedaka
has done throughout the country. You've helped build
universities and hospitals, theatres and community centers and
parks -- and not only for the Jewish community. You did it for
everyone. And in doing so you helped start the American
tradition of voluntary giving. You probably know that in
Washington the Office of tzedaka  is now called the Office of
Private Sector Initiatives. And when the President and I talk
about voluntarism, we are talking about the kinds of things you
do everyday. And I'm not sure this has ever been properly
acknowledged. If it hasn't, please accept the humble Mazeltov
from your Vice President.

Now I know it's getting near my time here but there's still
a little outstanding, a few things I want to mention. One has to
do with an area that's been a source of anxiety to you and to
some others lately. It is the question of the separation of
church and state in America. I don't know if what I have to say
qualifies as a statement of principle, but I do want to share my
thinking with you.

I'll be direct. I believe in the separation of church and
state and I would fiercely oppose the obvious or subtle
establishment of any 'state religion. I would oppose any merging
of church and state -- I embrace, respect and support the wall
that separates them, and I would neither tear it down nor allow
it to erode. I think the most significant thing about the First
Amendment, which contains the establishment clause, is that it
is, after all, the first Amendment. That should tell us
something about its importance to the founders.

I believe that religion is a powerful current in our

national life -- and always has been, and always will be -- and
always should be. "One Nation Under God" belongs in the Pledge
of Allegiance. "In God We Trust" belongs on our currency. We

are a nation whose destiny cannot be separated from faith.

- more -



But we've got to remember tolerance. We've got to remember
not to judge each other or to speak disparagingly of each other's
belief. In a pluralistic democracy you've got to remember to
give each other a little spiritual breathing room. Religion
isn't a problem in America -- but intolerance sometimes is. And
this is something we all have to watch out for.

But the separation of church and state does not, and cannot,
be allowed to imply a hostility of the state toward religion.
The wall between them is like the fence in Robert Frost's "Good
fences make good neighbors". The church and the state are
neighbors.

I think maybe we should all of us, in this big and great
country, try to be more aware of what unites us, of the love that
_unites us. I will quickly mention just one more issue that
unites all of us -- all of us, Christians and Jews, Americans and
Israelis, and members of the democracies. It is the pursuit and
protection of human rights around the world.

I want you to know that the US has been bringing up the
problem of Soviet Jewry with the Soviets in Vienna. I'm sure you
know the President pressed the Soviets on this cause in Geneva
and they discussed it also at Rejkavik. And we will continue to
press. The human rights issue 'is now a permanent part of the
US-Soviet agenda. They don't like that a lot, but that s the way
it's going to be untll they do what's right.

I think often of Natan Shcharansky, whom I saw once again in
Israel. I first met Avital, Mrs. Shcharansky, about seven years
ago. We have seen each other and met several times since, and
now I'm getting to know Natan. I like his style. I don't know
if you've heard the story but recently Margaret Thatcher was in
Jerusalem on a state visit, and Shcharansky walked up to her
husband and said, "Mr. Thatcher, you and I have something
important in common.” And Dennis Thatcher was taken aback and
asked what. And Shcharansky said, "If it weren't for our wives,
neither of us would be in Israel!". Shcharansky doesn't stand
much on ceremony.

The other day he met with a group of people who are
agitating for freedom for the persecuted in the Soviet Union.
The group was composed of Christians and Jews and leftists and
rightists, and Shcharansky opened the meeting saying, "I haven't
been in a group like this since I got out of jail!" I thought
that made a nice point about how we're all responsible for each
other.
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Shcharansky won't forget, can't forget, the people he left
behind. Already we've gotten his mother out and his brother and
his family, so the progress continues, but it's not enough in
itself,

When I left Israel I had lunch at one of the absorption
centers with Mark and Natasha Drachinsky. They're recent Soviet
emigres. On the wall of their room is a picture of Mark's
closest friend, Yuli Edelshtein, who is now in a Soviet prison
hospital. His crime? For some reason he wants to leave the
Soviet Union and come to Israel. Yuli Edelstein is behind bars
but Mark Drachinsky thinks he's going to get him out. So does
Shcharansky. And so do I.

We're going to succeed because we're going to keep fighting
together, and with optimism -- an optimism that is appropriate to
the challenge. History shows us that progress is to be expected,
and that even the victory of peace is possible. Each day the
world turns and night dies in daylight; each day begins new and
empty of history, and it's up to us to fill it up with acts of
righteousness. We can change history. This is the thing that
keeps me in politics: we can change history.

Natan Shcharansky spent nine years in the hell of the gulag,
nine years in the darkness and alone in the biggest prison in the
history of man, and it was not possible that he would ever know
freedom again. But the world turned -- we changed history -- and
Natan Shcharansky lives in Jerusalem now and a week ago he
welcomed into the world a new life, his first child, a little
Israeli girl named Rachel.

She has no sadness in her eyes, and this reminds us that the
history of Israel is in the faces of its children. That's where
you see its history, always being reborn. And that's why we

fight on, because in the truest sense, where there is life there
is hope. .
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1. Dov Zakheim, Deputy Undersecretary of Defense for Policy, - recently issued
a report on the Lavi. The findings of this report are being used by critics of
the Lavi project in their attempts to stop production of the Lavi. The report
contains certain critical assessments of the Lavi program that have been given
wide publicity by Department of Defense sources.
X

2, The Zakheim report also retracts certa.m prevrous Department of Defense
arguments agamst the Lavi:

The Zakheim report concedes that earlier Department of Defense
estimates of Lavi development costs were seriously in error. The
Department of Defense now estimates the program development cost
at $2.6 bjllion, compared to earlier Department of Defense
projections of $4.5 billion and Department of Air Force estimates of
more than $9 billion.

The Zakheim report concedes that the Israel has the teéhnical
capability to develop the Lavi, which earlier Department of Defense
officials had indicated was too much a challenge for Israel.

The Zakheim report agrees that Israel has a legitimate requirement
for an aircraft like the Lavi to replace its nearly 300 A-4 and Xfir
aircraf't.

3. The Zakheim report claims that Israel is seriousty underestimating the
production cost of the Lavi. According to Israel, each Lavi will cost about
515 million to build, but the reports contends that the real cost will be $22
mﬂllion. '

4. Israel has vehemently rejected the Zakheim estimates. According to the
Israeli Ministry of Defense:

The report overstat the cost of the Pratt and Whitney 1120
engines b 1.5 million per aircraft. The Department of Defense
estimated the cost of each engine at $4.5 million apiece, but Israel
has a signed contract with Pratt and Whitney to buy the engines for
about $3.0 million each. The Israeli claims are supported by a
variety of other sources. In 1984, Boeing estimated that an F-4
could be equipped with two 1120 engines for less than $6 million.
Moreover, in 1985 the U.S. Air Force paid only about $3.7 million
for each F-16 engine, and in 1984 Department of Defense officials
claimed that the 1120 engine should cost no more than 90% of the
cost of an F-16 engine.



The report overstated the cost of labor in Israel bv nearly $20
hour, adding more than $2 million to the cost of each airecraft. The
Department of Defense estimated Israeli labor costs at $44 per hour,
but the real figure is no more than about $26 per 'hour. :

The report overstated the cost of the raw materials’ needed to build

fuselage about 2 _million. Israeli estimates, made
independently by Israel Aircraft Industries and the Israeli Ministry
of Defense, put the cost of the raw materials at about $700,000 to
$800,000 per aircraft, compared with the estimate in the Zakheim
report of $3 million. The Israeli estimates are based on market
price costs for the raw materials. The Department of Defense
miscalculation may have resulted from the mistaken assumption that
22% of the fuselage would be made out of composite materials,
rather than the correct figure of 4%.

These three items are believed to account for most of the discrepancy between
the Israeli and the American cost estimates.

5. Possible alternatives to the Lavi may be even more expensive than the Lavi.
Contrary to assertions made by some U.S. officials, it would cost. Israel more
to buy a standard F-16 than to buy a Lavi even if the inflated Department of
Defense estimates turn out to be correct.

The US government spends about $19 million t6 buy an F-16C, but
this price does not include the $1.2-1.9 million needed to buy an

electronic warf~-~ system for each plane (a cost included in the
Lavi price), nor the $750,000 per plane that Israel has to pay for
researc ~—- ~“~-~'--ment, nor the $570,000 per plane that Israel has

0 P2y su: svpwswadit of Defense admmlstratxve costs (3% of the
contract price), nor the $285,000 per plane “that Israel has to pay
for contract auditing costs, nor any of the other Department of
Defense cost add-ons. These items alone raise the cost of the each
plane by 15% to 322 million, or the'same as the U.S. estimate for
the Lavi.

Because of additional expenses of this type, Israel spent over $40
million per aircraft to buy its last batch of 75 F-16s.
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1. Dov Zakheim, Deputy Undersecretary of Defense for Policy, - recently issued
a report on the Lavi. The findings of this report are being used by critics of
the Lavi project in their attempts to stop production of the Lavi. The report
contains certain critical assessments of the Lavi program that have been given
wide publicity by Department of Defense sources.

2. The Zakheim report also retracts certam prev1ous Department of Defense
arguments agamst the Lavi:

The Zakheim report concedes that earlier Department of Defense
estimates of Lavi development costs were seriously in error. The
Department of Defense now estimates the program development cost
at $2.6 bjllion, compared to earlier Department of Defense
projections of $4.5 billion and Department of Air Force estimates of
more than $9 billion.

The Zakheim report concedes that the Israel has the teéhnical
capability to develop the Lavi, which earlier Department of Defense
officials had indicated was too much a challenge for Israel.

The Zakheim report agrees that Israel has a legitimate réquire'ment
for an aircraft like the Lavi to replace its nearly 300 A-4 and Kfir
aircraft.

3. The Zakheim report claims that Israel is seriously underestimating the
production cost of the Lavi. According to Israel, each Lavi will cost about
$15 million to build, but the reports contends that the real cost will be $22
million.

4. Israel has vehemently rejected the Zakheim estimates. According to the
Israeli Ministry of Defense:

The report overstated the cos f the Pratt and Whitney 1120
engines by $1.5 million per aircraftt The Department of Defense
estimated the cost of each engine at $4.5 million apiece, but Israel
has a signed contract with Pratt and Whitney to buy the engines for
about $3.0 million each. The Israeli claims are supported by a
variety of other sources. In 1984, Boeing estimated that an F-4
could be equipped with two 1120 engines for less than $6 million.
Moreover, in 1985 the U.S. Air Force paid only about $3.7 million
for each F-16 engine, and in 1984 Department of Defense officials
claimed that the 1120 engine should cost no more than 90% of the
cost of an F-16 engine.



The report overstated the cost of labor in Israel by nearl 20 per

hour, adding more_than $2 million to the cost of each: aircraft. The

Department of Defense estimated Israeli labor costs- at $_44 per hour,
but the real figure is no more than about $26 per hour. .

The report overstated the cost of the raw materials needed to build
the fuselage b ut 2 ___million. Israeli estimates, made
independently by Israel Aircraft Industries and the Israeli Ministry
of Defense, put the cost of the raw materials at about $700,000 to
$800,000 per aircraft, compared with the estimate in the Zakheim
report of $3 million. The Israeli estimates are based on market
price costs for the raw materials. The Department of Defense
miscalculation may have resulted from the mistaken assumption that
22% of the fuselage would be made out of composite materials,
rather than the correct figure of 4%.

These three items are believed to account for most of the discrepancy between
the Israeli and the American cost estimates.

5. Possible alternatives to the Lavi may be even more expensive than the Lavi.
Contrary to assertions made by some U.S. officials, it would cost Israel more
to buy a standard F-16 than to buy a Lavi even if the inflated Department of
Defense estimates turn out to be correct.

The U.S. government spends about $19 million t6 buy an F-16C, but
this price does not include the $i.2-1.9 millicn needed ts buy an
electronic warfare system for each plane (a cost included in the
Lavi price), nor the $750,000 per plane that Israel has to pay for
research and development, nor the $570,000 per plane that Israel has
to pay for Department of Defense administrative costs (3% of the
contract price), nor the $285,000 per plane that Israel has to pay
for contract auditing costs, nor any of the other Department of
Defense cost add-ons. These items alone raise the cost of the each
plane by 15% to $22 million, or the:same as the U.S. estimate for
the Lavi.

Because of additional expenses of this type, Israel spent over $40
million per aircraft to buy its last batch of 75 F-16s.
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Defense Secretary Weinberger faces an
all-out war with Congress over attempts
by some lawmakers to overhaul the com-
mand structure of the Pentagon and
combine the Army’s Delta Force and

NHYTIO NITIND VI Ivd

Defense Secretary WGInberger

antiterrorist teams of other services into a
single unit. The betting by Capitol Hill
veterans: Put your money on Weinberger.

BILLIG...from Pg.7

him.”: She said she believed Billig
had just left a meeting with then-
Executive Officer Leon Hodges
when he met her in the reception
office of the hospital.

Hodges testified last week that
he found out during a meeting with
Billig in October 1983 that the
heart surgeon’s competence had
been criticized by a New Jersey
hospital in 1980 and that the doctor

had been asked to leave. Hodges
said, in light of that revelation, he
ordered Billig not to perform any
heart operations and that he asked
for an investigation into his creden-
tials. Billig was cleared after that
one-month investigation,

Getz indicated yesterday she was
surprised by the request from Bil-
lig, who she described as a “most
honorable person . .. a very good

WASHINGTON POST
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Israel to Return $51 Million U.S. Aid

Cutback Is Necessary Under Budget-Balancing Law

By John M. Goshko
Washington Post Staff Writer

Israel has agreed in principle that
$51 million of its $1.2 billion in U.S.
economic aid for fiscal 1986 should
be returned to help meet Gramm-
Rudman-Hollings budget cuts, and
the two governments are discussing
how to do it, Israeli officials said
yesterday.

Dan Halperin, economic affairs
minister of the Israeli Embassy
here, said Israel believes that it has
no legal obligation to return the
money.

But, he said, Prime Minister Shi-
mon Peres’ government “has been
made aware of the problems that
Gramm-Rudman-Hollings pose for
the U.,S. administration and has
agreed in principle to help by vol-
unteering the money.”

Halperin said details of “how,
when and over what time frame”
the payments will be made are be-
ing negotiated. He said the most
likely method involves Israeli trans-
fer of $51 million, probably in incre-
ments over an undetermined peri-
od, rather than a deduction from
further economic aid Congress
might authorize for Israel,

The Gramm-Rudman-Hollings
legislation, which aims at reducing
the federal deficit, will force the
State Department to cut aid to re-
cipient countries by 4.3 percent.
Unlike every other country, Israel

received its $1.2 billion in fiscal
1986 economic aid at the beginning
of the fiscal year under a practice
that enables it to benefit from the
interest.

That left the Reagan administra-
tion $51 million short of meeting
the requirements of Gramm-
Rudman-Hollings, passed after the
money was disbursed. To make up
the difference, the administration
must get that amount back from
Israel or squeeze it out of aid funds
for other countries.

Halperin said U.S. officials ex-
plained that failure to get the mon-
ey back from Israel would require
cutting fiscal 1986 aid to other
jcountries by an average of 6.5 per-
cent. As a result, Halperin said,
Peres and Israeli Finance Minister
Yitzhak Modai agreed that “Israel

'should be responsive to the 1J.S.

request to help resolve the prob-
lem.ll
" Other Israeli officials said no
agreement has been made about
how Gramm-Rudman-Hollings will
apply 'to Israeli aid for fiscal 1987,
The two governments have
reached a tentative 1987 agree-
ment to raise military aid from $1.8
billion to $1.9 billion and keep eco-
nomic aid at $1.2 billion, But U.S.
sources have said they expect Is-
rael’s fiscal 1987 aid to be frozen at
this year’s levels or be cut slightly.

administrator” and someone who
“never lied” to her.

“l said ‘What?" ” Getz said when
Billig first told her to get rid of the
records that detailed operations
from beginning to end. “He repeat-
ed that we shouldn’t keep any more
records and that we should get rid

of the ones we had . ... I said I
thought it wasn’t a good move . . .
that | thought it was something that
would come to haunt us.”

Getz said Billig told her months
later, in February or March 1984,

that she could resume maintaining
records of operating room notes,
and she did.

Beginning the second week of tes-
timony in the court-martial, the pros-
ecution also introduced the first wit-
ness to question the competence of
Billig in connection with the five pa-
tient deaths, Cmdr. Bruce Lloyd,
chief of cardiology at Bethesda, said
yesterday Billig’s actions during the
operation of retired Nava} Petty Of-
ficer Joe B. Estep, 66, of Temple
Hills could be linked to the man's
death five days later.
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Reagan seeks arms for Jordan

President Reagan yesterday said he would work
with Congress on a package of mare than $1 billion in
arms sales for Jordan, saying that it is “important that
we stand by King Hussem, who is playing an important
part in the peace process,” according to White House

spokesman Larry Speakes.

The president, at the same nme, reaffirmed his

“rock-solid” commitment to maintaining Israel’s mili-
tary strength, Mr. Speakes said.

Senate Majority Leader Robert Dole of Kansas said
he does not know how Congress will react to the arms
sale request.
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Aide Says Bllllg Ordered Notes Destroyed

Navy Officer Newman Found Guilty of Lying About His Role in Recruiting Surgeon

By Chris Spolar

and Sue Anne Presley
Washington Post $taff Writers

A secretary at Bethesda Naval
Hospital testified yesterday that
Cmdr. Donal M. Billig told her
sometime in the fall of 1983 to de-
stroy his file of operating room
notes and not to keep such records
in the future, an order she dis-
agreed with and said “would come
to haunt us.”

Sondra Getz, Billig’s personal
secretary in the cardiothoracic unit
at Bethesda, said she tore up the
records that day and put them in
office trash cans, “I don't think we
should do it,” Getz said she told Bil-
lig, who is charged with involuntary

manslaughter in the deaths of five
patients at the hospltal “But I 1l do
what you tell me to.”

Getz’s testimony, heard during
the court-martial of Billig at the
Washington Navy Yard, came the
same day that a Navy officer who
helped recruit the doctor was found
guilty by another court-martial pan-
el of lying to investigators.

Cmdr. Reginald E. Newman, who
recruited Billig in 1982, was con-
victed of two counts of making false
official statements, one count of
dereliction of duty and two counts
of perjury. The decision followed
2Y» days of deliberations by the
court-martial panel, convened at
Bolling Air Force Base, and two
weeks of testimony.

Newman, 53, faces sentencing
today by the same panél that found
him guilty. The maximum sentence
the 35-year Navy veteran could
receive is 21%2 years in prison, dis-
missal from the service and forfei-
ture of pay and allowances.

Newman'’s trial ended as Bethes-
da personnel who worked with Bil-
lig in 1983 and 1984 testified about
how investigations into the heart
surgeon’s surgical competence
were handled during those years. In
addition to the involuntary man-
slaughter charges in five deaths in
1983 and 1984, Billig, 54, has been
charged with dereliction of duty in
connection with a dozen other op-
erations he did without supervision
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MEDICINE ON TRIAL

Under attack:
Military
care

8 The court-martial of Cmdr. Donal
Billig, a surgeon implicated in the deaths
of five coronary patients, is fixing atten-
tion on the quality of care in the mili-
tary’s huge health-service system.

His case is just one of several that are
drawing criticism from both patients
and Congress. Among other complaints:
® Egregious misdiagnoses are made.
One recent tragedy involved a Marine
lieutenant colonel with four Purple
Hearts who died after his strep infec-
tion was mistaken for ordinary flu.
® Overcrowding, long waits and jug-
gling of patients are common. “There is
no continuity in the medical treatment
and there is no continuity in the pa-
tient-physician relationship,” says Ja-
net O’'Brien of the National Associa-
tion of Military Families.

Billig, who has severely impaired vi-
sion in one eye, has denied botching the
operations—most of which he did while
head of the heart unit at the Navy’s
flagship hospital in Bethesda, Md.

Last July, after the revelations about
Billig surfaced, congressional hearings
highlighted a parade of horror stories
about military medicine. The hearings
spurred the House to pass legislation
that would give active-duty military
personnel the right to sue for medical
and dental malpractice. The bill is
pending in committee in the Senate.

Defense Department officials con-
tend that the legislation is unnecessary
and reject the view that military health
care is inferior. While acknowledging
that a few ‘‘sad, tragic’ cases have oc-
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Getz, who still works at Bethes-
da, said she was told to destroy re-
ports, maintained in Billig’s office,
on a day that Billig appeared to be
upset.

He looked “completely out of
character,” she said. “Upset . .. it
looked like the fight was out of
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curred, Dr. William Mayer, head of
health affairs for the Pentagon, says
that some mistakes will happen ‘“no
matter how excellent” care is in a sys-
tem as massive as the military’s. The
program covers not only active-duty
personnel and their families but also
military retirees and their dependents.

Huge health network

With a $10-billion medical budget, the
Pentagon oversees what may well be the
world’s largest health-care system.
Staffed with some 13,000 physicians,
military facilities handle 1 million inpa-
tients and 56 million outpatients a year.
Many of the 168 service-run hospitals

are highly rated, and none
has failed accreditation.
The quality of care. claims
Mayer, “is equal to, if not
better than, care over all in
the civilian sector.”
However, when it comes
to wartime readiness—
preparing for and handling
those wounded in combat
—Mayer acknowledges
problems. Reports from
Congress and the Penta-
gon show that the medical
readiness of the armed ser-
vices is low. Current esti-
mates are that only 3 out of
10 infantrymen wounded
in battle would receive im-
mediate medical attention
because of staff and equip-
ment shortages. “The mili-
tary health-care system.” Mayer savs
bluntly, “is not ready for war.”

Pentagon officials are trying now to
shift some civilian health treatment to
private providers so that the military
facilities can focus on wartime readi-
ness. Delivering babies and treating
children are two prime candidates for
transfer, though both will remain cov-
ered by military health insurance.

Despite this and other reforms—in-
cluding tougher licensing of military
doctors—surveys show most patients
who use military facilities would prefer
to be treated in civilian settings. “It's
not the negative publicity that's caused
a crisis,” contends one critic. Senator
Jim Sasser (D-Tenn.). “The deficiencies
are real, as service members and their
families will tell you.” ]

by David Whitman
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July 7, 1987

Dear Friend:

Enclosed is an open letter that I sent today to the President
of NBC following the July 1 broadcast of their documentary "Six
Days Plus 20 Years: A Dream Is Dying."

The program was especially distortive and tendentious in its
approach to the situation in Judea-Samaria upon the occasion of
the Six Day War's 20th anniversary. Therefore, in our view, a
special response was necessary.

You are free to use our letter as you deem appropriate.
I have also enclosed an article by George Will, who deals with

the Six fay War in its proper perspective.

Sincer

y’ ours,
g

L
Asher Yai

Minister r Information
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July 7, 1987

Mr. Robert Wright
President

NBC

30 Rockefeller Plaza
New York, NY 10112

Dear Mr. Wright:

Re: OPEN LETTER IN RESPONSE TO NBC'S DOCUMENTARY
"SIX DAYS PLUS 20 YEARS: A DREAM IS DYING"

On July 1, NBC-TV broadcast a documentary tied to the 20th
anniversary of the 1967 Six Day War, when Israel thwarted a
concerted Arab attempt to annihilate it. NBC had an opportunity
for public service journalism and public education, by presenting
an objective, in-depth analysis of the background and consequences
of the war.

Instead, the documentary was one of the most blatantly
distorted and tendentious programs ever broadcast on the Middle
East. Its very title -- "A Dream Is Dying" -- referring to the
dream of peace -- exposes the bias of those who are ever ready to
blame Israel for whatever is wrong in the region.

NBC did, to be sure, make a pretense of objectivity, with
fleeting references to the Arab attempt to destroy Israel in 1967
and to some acts of Arab terrorism. Moreover, some Israelis were
interviewed. However, the thrust of the program was to portray
the Palestinian Arabs of Judea-Samaria (the "West Bank") as the
aggrieved party, as ostensibly innocent victims of harsh
conditions imposed upon them, and as those who resort to violence
only in response to Israel's unwanted, and as depicted, brutal
presence.

Not a word was uttered about the PLO's genocidal goal towards
which its terrorist policy and acts are aimed. The Palestinian
Arabs were depicted always as victims, never as victimizers. The
vicious nature of terrorist assaults on Israeli civilians was
noted barely in passing. No critical questions were ever asked of
the Arabs, nor any critical evaluations ever made of their
positions.

Nothing was said about the long history of Arab terrorism and
violence that led up to the Six Day War, assaults that emanated
from those territories before Israel ever arrived there. Nor was




there mention of the reason for the continuation of the conflict
after all this time -- the Arab world's persistent refusal to
accept Israel's legitimacy within secure borders.

The producers of this show never saw fit to note the simple,
but overwhelming, fact that Arab rejectionism has been manifested
endlessly and repeatedly, most recently in Yasser Arafat's break
with Jordan's King Hussein over the issue of accepting UN Security
Council Resolution 242, which implicitly guarantees Israel's right
to exist within secure and recognized boundaries; and this
rejection was further intensified at the latest PLO conference in

Algiers just a few months ago. For NBC, this fact simply appears
‘not to exist.

The PLO remains as ever dedicated to Israel's destruction and,
therefore, is not interested in peace. Indeed, when the prospects
of peace seem to improve, however marginally, PLO acts of terror
increase. Some of the worst violence has been perpetrated by PLO
thugs against Palestinian Arab leaders who sought dialogue with
Israel -- Zafer al-Masri, against whom assassins were unleashed,
and Rashad al-Shawa and Hana Seniora, whose property was bombed as
a warning. The cruelty and cynicism of this belligerency are the
essential background against which Israel's measures of
self-protection and defense of order must be understood. But NBC
ignored all that.

Israel's soldiers patrol the "West Bank," not out of choice,
but because to this day no responsible Arab force for peace, aside
from Egypt, has emerged to speak out and act. The soldiers are
there to protect the lives and safety of Jews and Arabs alike, and
they are inevitably forced to defend themselves when attacked by
mobs throwing stones and molotov cocktails, shouting "Death to
Israell!l" -- the acts and slogans of the PLO and of the Arab
rejectionists of peace. Occasionally, the soldiers may
over-reﬁct, but NBC's approach was to attribute it to brutality
rather than to the self-defensive fear and frustration which it
actually is.

The producers of this program make a point of noting the
existence of 'a "peace movement" in Israel, of Israelis that
criticize their government's policies on the "West Bank." However,
NBC apparently lacked the journalistic objectivity to note that no
equivalent peace movement exists among the Palestinian Arabs.

They do not openly criticize the PLO's belligerency and barbarous
acts of murder; they have made no outspoken call for the Arab
world to change its policy and make peace with Israel.

NBC made a point of the "innocent" Palestinian Arab demand for
self-determination, without taking account of the fact, amply
documented over the decades, that those who commit terror and
engage in acts of violence against Israel, in the name of
self-determination, in reality aim at the liquidation of Israel.
These Arabs protest because they have lost the war. Had Israel
lost the war, there would have been no "occupation" -- because no
Jews would have been left alive.




It was unfortunate that NBC did not see fit to mention even a
word about the extraordinary enhancement of life for the
Palestinian Arabs in the 20 years of Israel's presence there,
especially when contrasted with the degraded conditions of life
during the 19 years of Jordanian occupation there:

* since Israel's arrival, six universities were established
where none existed before, enjoying complete academic
freedom under Arab academic administration;
that five Arab daily papers are in operation and that
freedom of speech is protected, as long as violence is not -
incited;
that agriculture has vastly improved, increasing production
from $38 million in 1968 to $372 million in 1981;
improved health services and medical care, of the great
increases in consumer goods, water and electricity and
telephone and roads, of a major rise in income and the GNP.

NBC did not see fit to mention a single word about any of
this,

Even more striking was that in considering the 20th
anniversary, not even a whisper was made of Israel's systematic
peace efforts since 1967, of such de facto arrangements as the
Open Bridges policy which has allowed the flow of people and goods
between the Arab inhabitants of Judea-Samaria and the neighboring
Arab countries, or of such great milestones toward peace as the
Camp David Accords and the Peace Treaty with Egypt, which address
the needs of the Palestinian Arabs. Had the Palestinian Arabs
joined the Camp David Accords, they would have been able to
democratically elect representatives to discuss and resolve, with
Israel and Jordan, the future status of Judea-Samaria. Instead,
they arbitrarily rejected the accords and isolated Egypt.

Israel continues energetically to pursue the dream of peace,
because the people of Israel desperately need and want peace. The
debates within Israel are not about the dream of peace, but about
the best ways of achieving a lasting peace. All Israelis agree
that a true peace must guarantee Israel's security and the safety of
its citizens. No Israeli wants a peace that would disintegrate or
that would mask a continuing attempt by Arab rejectionists to
regroup their forces for further assaults upon Israel.

If the dream of peace is dying, as NBC claims, it is not dying
in Israel. For that matter, the dream is not dead or dying even
among all Arabs. Anyone familiar with the facts knows that there
are Palestinian Arabs who want peace, but are either too fearful
or not yet ready to make the necessary bold moves. Moreover:

Egypt made peace -- so is the dream dying?

The King of Morocco met with Israel's Prime Minister -- so

is the dream dying?

King Hussein is moving closer to the peace table -- so is the

dream dying?




-

The NBC program was not only one-sided, but inflammatory, for
it can only encourage Arab extremists to believe that they can
mouth their empty rhetoric in front of sympathetic TV interviewers,
while continuing to advocate and perpetrate murder behind the
scenes. This program was a disservice to peace and to truthful
journalism as well. NBC owes its viewers an authentic effort at
balance, sobriety, and a respect for the truth.

Si

iy lyﬂ
W o<
Asher Nai

Minister ffor Information

cc. Mr. Tom Brokaw, NBC News
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Remembered

Forces loosed by
the Six Day War
still ricochet
through history
like shrapnel
among rocks

alk about reaching out and touching someone. The
world would be markedly different—not better, but
different—if Nasser had got a busy signal that June
morning when he telephoned Jordan’s King Hus-
sein to invite him into a war.

It has been 20 years since those six days that shook the
world. Becauseofwhat happenedthen, aunited Jerusalemis
capital of Israel, and Israel never again will be 12 miles wide
atthewaist. Because ofthewar the West Bank. whichJordan
seized militarily and held for 19years, is rightfully Israel’s to
dispose of as it deems prudent. And, because of the echoing
thunderclap from Israel 20 Junes ago. the security of Israel
and hence the spiritual well-being of world Jewry have been
enhanced. The Holocaustendedin 1945, but the Holocaust as
aspiration was not destroyed until June 1967, when Israel
smashedencirclingarmiesthathadtheinescapably genocid-
al mission of obliterating the national gathering of Jews.

In late May 1967 Nasser closed the Straits of Tiran,
concentrated 100,000 troops and 1,000 tanks on Israel’s
southwestern border and announced his intention to de-
stroy [srael. War hysteria seized the Arab world. Soon Israel
was surrounded by 250,000 troops, 2,000 tanks, 700 fighter
and bomber aircraft. On the morning of June 5, Israel’s Air
Force launched a pre-emptive strike. That morning Israel
told Jordan that if it stayed out of the war, Israel would not
cross the 1949 armistice line. Hussein hesitated but was
turned toward war by Egyptian disinformation and Nas-
ser's call. Nasser said Israel’s Air Force had been destroyed.
He may not have known that his own Air Force already was
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nation acting in self-defense can acquire land from which
aggression has been launched and can hnid it antt the
uggressor makes peace Furthermore. 1f the agzressor ~cized
the land unlawfully. as Jordan had. the state acquiring it in
an act of self-defense has a superior ¢claim to the land.

A vast majority of the land Israel captured in 1967 was
returned when Egypt reacquired the Sinaiin exchange fora
thin gruel of chilly “peace.” But small parcels of ternitory
rthe Sudetenland. Danzig) can be large pretexts. and the
West Bank has become the instrument for turning the
aggressor into the aggrieved. For 19 years Jordan felt no

" inclination or Arab pressure to create a Palestinian stateon

the West Bank; now such a state is deemed a natural right.
Arabs spent 19 years saying that any Israeli borders are

inherently and infinitely illegitimate; now Arabs have

spent 20 years saying that the post-1967 borders are even

 more illegitimate. Today only prudential, not legal. consid-

erations should influence Israel’s decision about disposing

of any portion of the West Bank.

The United Nations' reputation for seriousness was one
welcome casualty of the war. When Nasser said "scat!” the
U.N. peacekeeping forces scattered. After the war the Unit-
ed Nations degenerated into a plaything of a Third World
kleptocracy and announced its moral bankruptcy by declar-
ing Zionism to be racism. Prior to June 5, 1967, Western
sentimentalists who revered the United Nations also
thought Israel was cute and sweet. Israel was. in Saul Bel-
low’s delicious phrase, "a sort of moral resort area” for the
West. It was Mozart among the orange groves, Athens rein-
vented. On June 5 Sparta stood up.

Masters of science: In the aftermath a wit said: imagine, a
generation after the second world war the Japanese have be-
comethe great trading nation and Jews constitute the great
warrior nation. "Modernity,” writesthe New Republic, “had
taught the Jews theimportance of power. And the lesson had
been learned. Jews have mastered the gun. For some Jews
there is a certain shame in this. For many non-Jews there is
anger that a people who had traditionally been masters of
science and learning and, most (in)famously, finance should

 nowdebasetheirgeniuswiththe pursuitof power. Theshame

and anger are misplaced. Hitler taught and May 1967 re-
taught that, in the absence of power, all these other Jewish
values can be turned to dust.” (All democracies should think
ofthatwhendebating defense budgets.)Since 1967 [srael has
lost the support of sentimentalists. So be it. As Golda Meir
once said, Jews are used to collective eulogies, but Israel will
notdiesothatthe world willspeak wellof it.

Forces loosed or accelerated by the war still ricochet

. throughhistory likeshrapnelamongrocks. The Six Day War

scrap metal. At 11 a.m. June 5 Hussein attacked Israel, -

joining awar already lost. Jordanian forces were swept from
the unallocated portions of the Palestine Mandate of 1922,
portions Jordan had seized militarily in 1948-49—the old
city of Jerusalem and the West Bank.

led to the Yom Kippur war, after which the third Egyptian
leader to attack Israel (Farouk, Nasser, Sadat) flew to Jeru-
salem. [srael knows that there can be no real peace without
Jordan, whose king still has not recovered from his worst

+ miscalculation, buttherecanbenomajor warwithout Egypt.

In 1969 Secretary of State Rogers said any change in -

Israel’s pre-1967 borders “should not reflect the weight of
conquest” (a principle Texans would not want to see applied :

to the nation enunciating it). U.S. policy missed two crucial

distinctions. One is between offensive and defensive con- -

quest. The second is between territory acquired from a state :

that had held it lawfully and one that had held it unlawfully,
as Jordan had held the West Bank, refusing to negotiate
about its status.

Ifterritorial change can never be legitimately effected by
force, then all changes produced by force are morally on all
fours, and no change by force, however injurious, can be
rectified by force. A more reasonable doctrine is that a
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The Six Day War quickened the sense of pride and possi-
bility among Soviet Jews, whose demands for rights, includ-
ing the right to emigrate, are blades of bright green grass
pushing through, and perhaps someday enlarging, cracks in
the gray concrete of Soviet society. The Yom Kippur war led
to the oil embargo and stagflation, hence to Carter, hence to
Reagan. But none of it had to happen. We hear various
historicisms, theories about how vast impersonal forces viti-
ate the significance of individuals and their willfulness or
courage. [t is, therefore, invigorating to revisit in memory
the Six Day War, a clear case of enormous consequences
assignable to the decisions of particular people—Nasser,
Hussein and some young Israeli pilots and tankers who
reminded theworldofthegood that can comefrom ajust war.





