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Jerusalem News: Jihad for Jerusalem 

Isabel Kershner

Jerusalem Report - July 12

Arab Israelis are no less opposed than their Palestinian brethren over the Green Line to Israeli control atop Temple Mount. And the Israeli Islamic Movement has probably invested more effort than anyone in restoring Al-Aqsa. That commitment, combined with a bitter sense of inequality and discrimination, sparked the worst internal protests in modern Israeli history.

Posters Warning of impending doom at the Al-Aqsa Mosque in Jerusalem have been plastered for years in Umm al-Fahm, one of the largest Arab communities in Israel. As far as the Islamic Movement leaders of this town of 30,000 are concerned, Al-Aqsa was in danger long before Likud leader Ariel Sharon thought of setting foot there.

The largest placard looms at the city's main entrance, way before the "Welcome to Umm al-Fahm" sign or the landmark coffee-jug shaped fountain. Its Arabic legend reads, "Al-Aqsa is in danger," and is accompanied by an image of the Dome of the Rock in chains, a computer-graphic eye transposed onto the dome shedding tears down its golden tiles. The same poster, in scaled down form, is pasted on walls all over the city center like a macabre motif.

A fortnight before Sharon made his fateful September 28 trip to the Temple Mount, the historical site of the first and second Jewish temples - or Al-Haram al-Sharif, as Muslims refer to the hilltop compound containing the Al-Aqsa Mosque and the seventh-century Dome of the Rock - Umm al-Fahm's leaders hosted their annual "Al-Aqsa Is In Danger" rally at the town's stadium. According to Suleiman Eghbariyah, the town's deputy mayor, the event drew a crowd of 60,000-70,000 and 11 foreign news stations.

Ever since the tunnel riots of 1996, the message has been the same, the images at least as incendiary. Last year, here in Umm al-Fahm, in the central area of Israel known as the Triangle, and in Arab towns all over the Galilee, posters depicted the chained golden dome surrounded by a halo of fire, a clenched fist rising out of the flames.

Sharon's visit, protected by a company of well over 1,000 Israeli police in full riot gear, prodded a particularly raw religious and political nerve among Arabs. The site, holy to both Jews and Muslims, has taken on a symbolism of eschatological proportions, with associations for both about the End of Days. The visit could barely have come at a more sensitive time, with Israeli and Palestinian negotiators bitterly contesting sovereignty rights over the compound in final-status peace talks.

What was perceived as Sharon's symbolic "conquest" of the Haram was the cue for the outburst of popular violence and armed conflict throughout the West Bank and Gaza Strip. Those confrontations, in turn, spawned the rioting in Arab population centers all over Israel that have rocked the country to its foundations. Unprecedented in scope and severity, the Arab Israeli confrontations with the police closed off main roads for days throughout the Galilee, the Triangle, and even in Jaffa in the heart of Tel Aviv.

The first days of October claimed over 50 victims - some 40 Palestinians in the territories, 10 Arabs inside Israel, three Israeli soldiers and a Jewish civilian. The entrance to Umm al-Fahm became a mini-battleground. Youths lobbed stones and fire-bombs, and rampaged against symbols of the Jewish establishment such as a gas station and a bank. The Israeli police and paramilitary Border Police battled to keep the main Wadi Ara route open. On October 2, some 30,000 people attended the funeral of Umm al-Fahm's first "martyr" in its own jihad for Jerusalem.

Shlomo Ben-Ami, minister for internal security and acting foreign minister, told Israel Radio that he was confident the conflict in the West Bank and Gaza would blow over into a last round of peace talks. But reflecting the profound shock of most Jewish Israelis, he said he was far more concerned about the effects of the rioting within Israel's own Arab population.

Initially, Israeli political and security commentators seemed at a loss to explain exactly why now, after all Israel's wars with the neighboring Arab countries, and after all the years of the Palestinian Intifada in the territories, the Arabs inside the "Green Line," the pre-1967 border, had finally exploded. But Elie Rekhess, a senior researcher at Tel Aviv's Dayan Center for Middle Eastern and African Studies and an expert on Arab Israelis and the Islamic Movement, sees it as "the culmination of a multi-faceted process that started in the early 1990s." That process, he says, began with the increased Islamization of the Arab sector in Israel in general.

More recently, he goes on, a climate of militancy has been created by Arab Israeli leaders and some Arab members of the Knesset, who have advocated resistance to the Israeli practice of demolishing illegally built structures in Arab communities. All this, he adds, combines with the Arabs' bitter sense of discrimination, frustration and economic depression.

Under these circumstances, the religious symbolism of Al-Aqsa, which transcends national and political lines, provides the perfect spark. "You don't need to be in the Islamic Movement to identify with Al-Aqsa," says Rekhess.

Indeed, by the time the street fighting broke out, Arab Israeli leaders and Arab Knesset members of all political shades - including those from the secular Communist party - had united around the cause. Rushing from funeral to funeral, they were criticized by the Israeli establishment for having failed to act to calm the situation.

Salem Jubran, a former Communist leader, respected writer and educator at the Jewish-Arab Center for Peace at Givat Havivah, the educational institute of the left-wing Kibbutz Artzi movement, says the rage was definitely provoked by Sharon's visit to Temple Mount, and was fueled by the Arab sector's economic distress. He also blames the police for fanning the flames by "acting against us as if we're a people under occupation, firing live ammunition as if they were hunting wild animals."

The crisis is an expression, to some extent, of the fragmented identity of Israel's million-strong Arab population. Intensely protective of their Israeli citizenship, they demand to be treated with equal rights they feel they are denied by the state. Yet at the same time, as Muslim or Christian Palestinians, they find it difficult to identify with some of the most treasured goals and aspirations of the Jewish Zionist majority, and natural to support the aspirations of their Palestinian brethren across the Green Line for an independent Palestian state.

Beyond defending the Palestinian and Muslim integrity of Al-Aqsa, notes Jubran, the Arabs of Israel oppose Israeli control in all of East Jerusalem. "It is Palestinian Arab territory under occupation," he adds. "There can be no peace with occupation, and no occupation with peace."

THE SLOGAN "AL-AQSA IS IN Danger" has been the rallying cry of the Islamic Movement in Israel for years, and particularly of the more militant "northern" wing headed by Umm al-Fahm's mayor Sheikh Ra'ed Salah. Sheikh Ra'ed's faction broke away from the mainstream Islamic Movement headed by Sheikh Abdallah Nimr Darwish of Kafr Qasem in the mid 1990s, because of its opposition to a newly adopted decision to run candidates for the Knesset. The radical faction saw that decision as legitimizing the State of Israel, which it was unprepared to do. The two factions were reportedly already at odds over Oslo, with Darwish supporting the diplomatic process and Ra'ed and company opposing it.

Asked to define the danger Al-Aqsa faces, in an interview held shortly before the Sharon visit and the ensuing explosion, Suleiman Eghbariyah told The Report, "We say it all the time - the constant excavations carried out by Israeli archeologists under the mosque are affecting its foundations."

Sitting in his office in Umm al-Fahm's drab city hall, with a view of the town's own golden dome of the relatively new Abu Obeidah mosque behind him, Eghbariyah presented the party line concerning the Mount, insisting that "so far, the archeologists have found nothing [at the site] that belongs to the Jewish people. And now," he went on, "in the era of peace negotiations, the talk of dividing [control] of Al-Aqsa presents a danger to its very existence. Al-Aqsa is for the Muslims, but there is enormous U.S. pressure on the Palestinian Authority to make concessions to the Jews there."

When pressed to consider the strength of Jewish claims and attachment to the site, Eghbariyah only proffered the observation that "if everyone were to go back 4,000 years, the whole world would be at war."

No armchair radicals, the Islamic Movement's members have extended their activities far beyond the Umm al-Fahm stadium, reaching right into the sacred precincts of Al-Aqsa itself. "The mosque was generally neglected," explained Eghbariyah, so in 1993-94, he said, the Islamic Movement got permission from the Waqf - the Islamic trust that administers the Muslim shrines - to start renovations. As Israeli citizens, said Eghbariyah, they were able to go ahead with work that Palestinians from the West Bank and Gaza had been barred from doing.

The first project was to turn a cavernous underground space known to Jews as Solomon's Stables into a marble pillared mosque. Called the Marwani Mosque by Muslims, it can hold up to 15,000 worshipers, Eghbariyah claims. Then came the restoration of the vaults that Muslims call Old Al-Aqsa, underneath the present day mosque. (Archaeologists say the vaults are access tunnels to the Temple Mount courtyard, built in the time of Herod's Temple.) Next was the installation of washrooms for worshipers, and most recently, the paving of a plaza above the Marwani Mosque.

Eghbariyah said that the Islamic Movement engineers work in coordination with the engineers of the Waqf's planning committee, and that the work is carried out by a rotating army of Arab Israeli volunteers. "Over every week we have a thousand volunteers from the Galilee, the Triangle and the Negev, including a lot of skilled laborers," he claimed. "They work for a day or two, under supervision."

Supporters lend equipment and donate materials, he said, while funds are raised by Sheikh Ra'ed's Umm al-Fahm-based Al-Aqsa Foundation. Cash comes in via the mosques, by bank orders and through special fundraisers. A dinner at an Umm al-Fahm restaurant for 100 invitees raised some 200,000 shekels (a little under $50,000) a month ago. According to reports, the mid-September rally at the stadium raised in the region of a million shekels and netted about 5 kilos of gold jewelry donated by those without ready cash. Contributions also come in from abroad. The carpets for the Marwani Mosque, for example, were donated by President Mubarak of Egypt.

The Islamic construction work at Temple Mount has been raising Israeli hackles for years. Officials complain that the Islamic Movement has aggressively pushed the Waqf, which is loyal to and constrained by the Palestinian Authority, further than it wanted to go at the Haram al-Sharif. In the wake of the rioting, Haim Ramon, the minister in Prime Minister Ehud Barak's office responsible for Jerusalem affairs, publicly branded Sheikh Ra'ed as the most extreme element on the Mount.

In what Muslim leaders have called a "political show of force" in the week prior to Sharon's visit to the Mount, Israeli authorities stopped the entry of additional building materials into the mosque compound on grounds that the new paving above the Marwani Mosque had extended beyond the area quietly agreed upon with the Waqf. While Israeli security sources concede that the extra paving wouldn't actually do any damage, they say it is a matter of maintaining agreements and showing "who is in charge." Waqf officials, for their part, maintain the fiction that they have no dialogue with the Israeli government.

Sharon, who is particularly despised by Palestinians for his part in the Sabra and Shatilla massacre in Lebanon in the 1980s, walked into a minefield of Jewish-Muslim sensitivities on Temple Mount, and into a more subtle net of intra-Muslim tension as well. For the Waqf, piqued by Israeli reports of the Islamic Movement's leading role within Al-Aqsa's precincts, is now struggling to maintain its own prestige.

In a recent interview with The Report at his office abutting the Al-Aqsa compound in Jerusalem's Old City, Waqf secretary general Adnan Husseini constantly downplayed the Israeli Islamic Movement's role in the renovations, stressing instead that "the Palestinian people are our people wherever they are. Muslims are Muslims. The Green Line, for your information, is just a figment of Israeli propaganda."

In Umm al-Fahm, deputy mayor Eghbariyah had boasted that Al-Aqsa is "a united Muslim effort but the organization is mostly ours." Husseini, less eager to hand out compliments, said only "If they deserve credit it should come from God, not me."

Without prompting, Husseini insisted that the Islamic Movement of Israel "accepts all our instructions and doesn't impose on us," adding that the renovations are a joint venture between the movement, the Waqf and "people from here." He was similarly vague on numbers of workers. Asked to confirm Eghbariyah's claim of 1,000 volunteers a week, he replied: "We're not counting. But they try to be involved, and we appreciate their efforts." Incidentally, Husseini put the number of worshipers that the Marwani Mosque can hold at 6,000-7,000 - less than half the number cited by Eghbariyah.

IT'S NOT THAT NOBODY SAW A crisis coming, says Tel Aviv University's Rekhess, who also serves as an advisor to the inter-ministerial committee for Arab-Israeli affairs headed by Minister of Sports and Culture Matan Vilnai. "But it was down the priority list," he says. "The Arabs in Israel pose an insoluble problem, as many Jews see it. Who wants to deal with that sort of thing till it blows?"

Noting that serious damage has been inflicted on both sides, he says that for Israel's Jews and Arabs alike, "maybe this was what was needed to make people wake up." The internal Arab issue has, he says, been "much neglected. We need to stop sweeping it all under the carpet."

He defends the Barak government to a degree, stating that it "has absolutely" put the Arabs in Israel on its agenda, and points to a four-year development plan aimed at improving services in the Arab sectors, to be introduced from the beginning of the next budgetary year. With a budget of 4 billion shekels, it will begin to alleviate some of the worst symptoms of the neglect. But that alone will not be enough, warns Rekhess, who says it's not just a matter of money, but attitude. "What I'm calling for is a comprehensive approach that would adapt government policy to a new reality, toward a new vision for Jews and Arabs in this country. We need to educate for coexistence, for democratic norms, for respect for the other," he pleads.

Salem Jubran, for his part, a long-time advocate of coexistence, hesitates to pronounce on whether the newly shattered vessel can be repaired to its former state. "What's needed now is action to calm down the situation," he says. "Coexistence can't come from words, but is a result of behavior. Only if the Israeli government starts to relate to the Arab population as equals, with proper respect, can we start to speak of coexistence."

For Israelis - Jewish and Arab - woke up to a new reality in early October. And they found that it isn't Al-Aqsa that's in danger, but the delicate fabric of Israeli society itself.

Israel Prepares New Blitz of Settlement Construction In Jerusalem

Orient House - July 12

In line with the Israeli West Jerusalem Municipality drive to absorb Palestinian property and land, a new plan has been issued to re-activate the Eastern Gate Plan. With the election of Sharon, the Eastern Gate Plan, originally approved during the Barak Administration, has gained new momentum with Israeli officials issuing a revised plan of the strategically important project. 

The project located northeast of Jerusalem at the junction of the Ma'aleh Adumim Road #9 and Route #13 near Shu'fat refugee camp, will require the demolition of a slaughter house, three houses, one building under construction and a storage facility belonging to Jerusalem Electric Company as well as the confiscation of Palestinian private property. The total size of the project is 170 dunams including 160 housing units, business offices, a light industrial area and stations for the future Light Rail project that will connect the prospective settlement with West Jerusalem. 

Geo-politically, the Eastern Gate Project will physically connect the settlement of Ma'aleh Adumim with the Mt. Scopus and divide Arab East Jerusalem in half. The project will also disable a key future Palestinian economic area and disable future development for Jerusalem. 

The Orient House considers moves to build new settlements in Occupied East Jerusalem as provocative and contrary to current cease-fire initiatives. Such actions, including the current settlement construction on Jabal Abu Ghneim and Ras Al-Amud, demonstrate that Israel intends to prejudice the status of Jerusalem by creating facts on the ground and limiting Palestinian options for future negotiations. The Orient House demands that the international community stop Israeli settlement construction immediately before all prospects for a shared Jerusalem are eliminated. 

From football-crazy lad to 'Martyr' No. 510 

Ewen MacAskill in Rafah

Guardian - July 13, 2001 

Khalil was just playing with his pals when he became yet another statistic of the Palestinian intifada 

Two facts are not in dispute. One is that a Palestinian schoolboy, Khalil al-Mugrabhi, 11, loved football more than anything else in life. The other is that on Saturday evening an Israeli soldier shot him through the head. 

He died in a lousy place, on a sand-dune on the Gaza-Egypt border, near his home in the Palestinian refugee camp in Rafah. Almost a week after the shooting, his blood is still visible on the sand, a black-brown trail where his pals tried to drag him to safety. The dune is within sight of an Israeli army watchtower. 

Four shots were fired, and three children were hit. As well as Khalil, the casualties were Ibrahim Abu Sousin, 11, who is still in hospital awaiting a second operation, and Suleiman Turky Abu Rjal, 13. 

To most news organisations the incident did not merit much coverage. The killing of Palestinian children has become so commonplace that it has long ceased to generate the kind of forensic investigation that accompanied the early deaths in the intifada, especially the child whose final minutes were caught on camera. 

Khalil is 510 on the list of Palestinian dead since the intifada began in September, a disproportionately high number of them children. The Israeli prime minister, Ariel Sharon, apologised for the death but blamed it on the continuing Palestinian violence. 

According to the Israeli army, Khalil and his friends were part of a demonstration at the border that evening, a mixture of adults and children. There had been violent incidents all day, the Palestinians throwing or planting homemade explosive devices. 

The demonstration was threatening to get out of hand and teargas was used. When this failed, warning shots were fired into "open space", not directly up in the air but overhead. The soldiers in the watchtower did not record anyone being hit. 

Hearsay

An Israeli army spokesman in Jerusalem, Jacob Lefkovits Dallal, was adamant: "No Israeli soldier is going to sniper-fire at children sitting in the middle of nowhere. I cannot prove it empirically but that sort of thing just does not happen." 

He said it was difficult to verify what happened, because they could not go to the Palestinian side. The children could have been injured elsewhere and taken to the dunes, and a lot of what the Palestini ans presented as evidence was hearsay, the details often fuzzy and conflicting. 

Ibrahim's account is not hearsay. He is one of the boys who was shot. Lying in bed in a drab, dirty ward in the Nasser hospital in Khan Yunis, which is near Rafah, he is still too traumatised to say much. He insisted that there was no demonstration that day. He admitted that earlier the children had been throwing stones at a tank, an act of which he is inordinately proud. But they had not been involved in anything like that at the time of the shooting. 

"The tank went away and, after a while, there was no one to throw stones at," he said. 

"Then, the Israelis started shooting from the tower. Other kids began running and I went running with them. I remember being shot. It hurt so bad. Other kids carried me and put me in a car." 

He is still in pain and will suffer permanent damage. A doctor, looking over his notes, said the bullet had gone through him. "He has a 15cm hole in his stomach, with lacerations to the gall bladder and lacerations and bleeding to the kidney, part of which is missing." In Rafah, official mourning for Khalil has just ended. His picture is already on the walls, joining the long list of martyrs of the intifada. 

His mother Intissar, 30, was distraught, torn between grieving the loss of her first-born child and voicing, without much conviction, the customary thanks to God for making her son a martyr. 

Her son went to Rafah boys' school and played football whenever he could. He was a striker for the under-11 team, along with Ibrahim, and followed the Egyptian team Zamalek. 

Like other Palestinian children he was obsessed with the intifada. He kept a scrapbook full of pictures of stone-throwing, shooting and funerals, and collected bullets. He was a regular at the funerals, and his mother produced a green flag he took on those occasions, in support of Hamas, the militant Islamic group. 

Football

The last time she saw Khalil was when he left on Saturday afternoon to play football. With him was Suleiman Mahommad il-Akhras, 14. He said there were about 30 children playing, split into five teams, and at about 7.30pm, just before sunset, they went up to sit on the dune above the pitch. "Khalil was looking out to Egypt. He put his hand to his head, looked at the blood and then fell over," he said. 

The children dragged his body off the dune and left it on the pitch. 

Abu Abed Rahim el-Agha, 45, said he saw what happened and confirmed the boys' version. He said the children did regularly throw stones at tanks but not at the time of the shooting. There was no demonstration. They had been playing football. 

There is a flat, concrete surface beside the dune, used for drying bricks. When there are no bricks, the children use it for football. Two concrete blocks still lie at one end, about the right distance apart for goalposts. He said that it was not the first time there had been such a shooting. The watchtower, called Tal Zorob by the Israelis, was known to Palestinians as the Death Tower. Before Khalil, four children had been shot dead from the same spot since December. 

Why then did children play there? "I have 15 children," Mr Agha said. "This is my land. Where am I supposed to put them? These kids have friends. There is nowhere else in the camp to play." 

What was the Israeli soldier who shot them thinking? Was he in a black mood because Israeli soldiers had been injured earlier by an explosive device? Did he see the children shouting and cheering on top of the dune at their pals playing football below and mistake it for a demonstration? Did he mean to fire above their heads to scare them, and miscalculated? There is no way to find out: the Israeli army has investigated, declared itself satisfied and closed the case. 

Back to Shatilla

By Ali Abunimah

The Jordan Times - July 13-14, 2001

"I AM one of those who was there, who was in Palestine. I saw it all with my eyes."

Abu Ismail is sitting on a sofa as he speaks. The tape recorder sits on a low table in front of him, absorbing his voice, and the noise of mopeds and people from the alley outside. He is in his mid-sixties, but looks perhaps a little older. We are sitting around the room. There is Umm Ismail, and one of their daughters, two grandsons, myself and some other visitors, and the children of Shatilla refugee camp who have brought me here to listen to Abu Ismail tell the story of the massacre in his village of Safsaf, near Safad, northern Palestine.

Abu Ismail's home is on the third floor of one of the tall, teetering cinder-block structures that make up Shatilla refugee camp. It is on what passes for a main street, a noisy, dusty alley with small shops and crowded with people.

I first went to Shatilla refugee camp last summer. Since then, I kept in touch with some of the children I met by e-mail. I have come back to visit them for a few days, and they decided they would take me to meet some of the older people who witnessed Al Nakba, the catastrophe of 1948.

Abu Ismail was about twelve, and Umm Ismail about twenty-one when Safsaf was attacked by Zionist forces in October 1948, shortly after the fall of the city of Safad. Safsaf, which had been the headquarters of an Arab Liberation Army battalion was the first village to fall in the Haganah's operation "Hiram", according to Walid Khalidi's `All That Remains'. Several massacres were committed in the village, details of which Abu Ismail recalls vividly: "On the night of Oct. 29, around five in the afternoon, two planes came and dropped bombs on the village. They destroyed the grain silos and the mill. And so we knew that today Israel would attack us."

Although the village had been heavily fortified, the Arab Liberation Army eventually withdrew, leaving the villagers to fend for themselves. Outgunned and outflanked, the Zionists took the village. Many villagers were killed, or fled to the nearby village of Jish or

on to Lebanon. Those who stayed behind gathered in a few storehouses "intending to surrender to the Jews, since we were defenceless", remembers Abu Ismail. "The Jews came into the building. No one moved. `Get out, get out, get out' they cried -- they took out all the men. They closed the door on us. And then we heard shooting. After a while,

we opened the door and went outside. There was a line maybe fifty metres, of men. Dead. They had lined them up against the wall and shot them with machineguns." The Jewish forces used the dry collecting basin of the village spring as a mass grave. The remaining villagers discovered this a few days later when the water, which unbeknownst to the Jews was piped directly into the village from underground thanks to improvements made by the British, began to taste rotten.

Abu Ismail and Umm Ismail, and a few other survivors, have drawn up a list of fifty-four names of people killed in that massacre, among them Abu Ismail's father and his older brother, to whom Umm Ismail had first been married.

Perhaps a few days later, recounts Abu Ismail, the Jewish forces told the women and children remaining in the village they had to leave to an adjacent area because there were explosives in the village and they wanted to destroy them.

"Now, there was a woman in one house who was hiding her husband under a blanket. Women were sitting on top of him and around him, so he couldn't be seen. When they were forced out, he was discovered. They took him out, and his wife started screaming. They fired shots near her feet, and then they took the man to Jish, where their headquarters were." There he was interrogated by the Jewish commander, who, learning he was from Safsaf, said, according to Abu Ismail: "I know your village. I used to come to it as a boy with my father, Mordechai, to buy milk." The commander, whose name Abu Ismail remembers as Manu, son of Mordechai, a Palestinian Jew from Safad, sent the man back to Safsaf with the message: "Stay in the village, do not go to Lebanon. We will look after you and I will come to the village in a few hours."

Abu Ismail said the Jewish commander did come and brought food, but there were only women and children left, terrified and traumatised by the massacres, and unable to fend for themselves. Fearing the worst, they left for Lebanon, either with men who had comeback under cover of night to fetch them, or alone to look for surviving men who feared the consequences of returning.

Abu Ismail remembers every inch of Safsaf. As he speaks, his grandson fills in the detail of a map he has drawn according to his grandfather's recollection of each house in the village. When asked what he thinks of former Israeli Prime Minister Ehud Barak's offer to allow a few thousand Palestinians to return to their homes in Palestine, he scoffs: "they are not serious about the right of return. They may allow me and my wife to go back, but not my children and my grandchildren."

In contrast to Shatilla, which has been destroyed, rebuilt and rearranged countless times, Palestinian residents of nearby Bourj Al Barajneh camp are still grouped together according to their village of origin. In "Sheikh Daoud" alley, named after a small village near Akka, we met Umm Waheed.

Umm Waheed named her daughter Badr, meaning "full moon", because that is what she saw in 1948 when she gave birth alone in Sheikh Daoud, to which she had returned after all the inhabitants had left to Yaraka, a neighbouring village. Her family came back to fetch her and the family went from village to village as the Zionists advanced, and eventually left for Lebanon.

Asked how she endured this, she says: "I am strong, I am very strong." During the "war of the camps" in the mid 1980s, when Bourj Al Barajneh was besieged by the Amal militia, Umm Waheed helped deliver ammunition to the resistance fighters and baked bread in her house to share with the other residents of the camp. Umm Waheed's home is a single meticulously kept room with bare concrete floors, that also serves as a small store from which she sells basic supplies, soft drinks and juice from an electric machine that whirs away near the door so that passersby might be tempted by it.

She tells how she left Palestine. She begins to sing a quiet song, `Tarakna al buwab mfattaha' (We left the doors open). These are words she has composed herself in order to pass on the history of Palestine to the children in the camp. She remembers that the villagers did not want to leave. "Three times the women and children returned to Majd Al

Kuroum," -- the last village Umm Waheed stayed in before fleeing to Lebanon -- "and three times the Arab Liberation Army let it fall."

"When we got to Lebanon, they made us live on beaches. Everything was wet and windy in winter. In summer everything was full of sand. But we endured," remembers Umm Waheed. "After a while, we were given guns, and they said we would do guerrilla operations, but they amounted to nothing. So many of our men were killed for nothing. People are dying now in Palestine, but they are in the homeland. Aren't houses being demolished on their heads? Let the houses be demolished, the land will remain. If they let us go to Palestine, we would live on the bare ground like the people there. We will resist with them. If we die, may God make it easy on us. If we live, we will continue to resist. We will put a sheet over our heads for shelter. Let them come and burn the sheet and strike us. The land will remain."

Later we accompany Umm Waheed to her son's house, a little way down the alley. There, with members of her family, we watch the new film by Mai Masri, `Dreams of Fears and Hopes', which documents the friendship that developed over the past two years between children in Shatilla refugee camp and children in Dheisheh refugee camp in the occupied West Bank. Several of those who appear in the film, including Umm Waheed, Mahmoud, 14, Rabie, 15, Ismail, 15, and Safa, 13, are watching the film with us.

There are tears in the room as the screen shows the children's first, and then second and last, meeting at the border, following Israel's withdrawal from southern Lebanon in May 2000. The third time they go back, the children find fortifications which have stopped the meeting of human flesh, embraces, exchanges of laughter, tears, memories and gifts through the barbed wire. But the friendship continues despite all the borders Palestinians find before them: physical borders that separate them, legal and social borders that deny them civil rights, decent education and a chance to work, and, above all, the right to return to their country and their homes.

During my first visit to Shatilla I met Samar, then a young woman of fifteen. Her strength and eloquence made her a leader and an example for the other children. A few months after my visit she was spirited out of the camp -- her family, like so many others, found an escape route out of desperation. Now Samar and her family await the slim possibility of being granted asylum in a European country. They find themselves refugees again, their freedom restricted in every way. Samar writes occasional letters to her friends in Shatilla. They gather to read the latest during my last day in Shatilla. Despite the innumerable and indescribable hardships of life in the camp, Samar has found a place on earth worse than Shatilla: it is to be in double exile, a refugee from her country, and a refugee from the friends she grew up with and who sustained her. In each other, the children of Shatilla have found a hope, strength and support that the rest of the world has denied them or done its best to destroy.

There is a lot of talk, even a little excitement in Shatilla about the court case in Belgium against Ariel Sharon for the 1982 massacre in this place and a little distance away in Sabra. But people have learned not to put too much hope in anything. And even if the case does go somewhere, what will it mean for the people still here, the ones who, the day after the massacre, got up and continued with life, who endured? Will the world care any more for their futures and rights than it does now? Few here are prepared to say it will.

PA urges US Intervention

By Lamia Lahoud

Jerusalem Post - July 13, 2001

JERUSALEM (July 13) - The Palestinian Authority yesterday urged the United States to stop Israeli attacks on Palestinian installations in Area A and in Nablus, and the demolition of Palestinian homes, a PA security officer said. 

The PA said the IDF shelled positions of its military intelligence and national security forces in Nablus, killing one intelligence officer and one policeman and wounding seven people, including a 12-year-old boy. Israel said the raid was in retaliation for yesterday's drive-by shootings in which four Israelis and two Palestinians were wounded. 

Palestinians said the drive-by shootings were in retaliation for the destruction of Palestinian homes earlier in the week in Rafah near the Egyptian border and in Shuafat in Jerusalem. 

A senior Palestinian security officer claimed that the shooting near Nablus was initiated by the Israeli side. He charged that Israel is purposefully escalating the situation on the ground to avoid moving forward on the diplomatic front. 

He said the cease-fire is not working and added that the Palestinians want the US to pressure Israel to move directly to the implementation of the Mitchell Report, instead. The PA wants the Tenet paper and the Mitchell recommendations to be implemented as a package deal with a timetable. Fatah leader Hussein al-Sheikh said Fatah had agreed to abide by the cease-fire ordered by Palestinian Authority Chairman Yasser Arafat, but reserves the right to fight back when Israel attacks Palestinian areas and to retaliate for the destruction of Palestinian homes. 

Bassam Abu Sharif, an adviser to Arafat, said serious contacts were under way last night among the US, the Palestinians, and Israel to end the circle of violence. 

A security meeting Wednesday night was broken off by the Americans minutes after it started, because both sides used the meeting only to blame the other side for the violation of the cease-fire, a Palestinian security source said. "The Americans felt that there was no use to continue in that atmosphere," he added. 

Palestinian officials had read out a statement criticizing the killing Wednesday morning of a Palestinian woman by IDF troops, and the tearing down of Palestinian houses in east Jerusalem and in Rafah on Tuesday. Israel, on the other hand, insisted that it was the Palestinians who were not observing the cease-fire, citing the numerous shooting attacks against settlers, the firing of mortars in the Gaza Strip, and several other attacks in the Rafah area over the past few days. 

The meeting was attended by General Security Service chief Avi Dichter and other high-ranking Israeli officers, a CIA representative, and senior Palestinian security officials. Gaza Preventive Security Service chief Mohammad Dahlan did not attend the meeting. Another meeting is scheduled for next week

Israel Rebuked for Razing Arab Homes 

Ewen MacAskill in Rafah

Guardian - Thursday July 12, 2001 

Britain and Russia yesterday joined in overwhelming criticism of Israel by the international community for demolishing Palestinian homes in Gaza and the West Bank. 

Britain, normally slower than even the US to criticise Israel, condemned the bulldozing of the houses as "provocative", especially against a background in which the US-brokered Israeli-Palestinian ceasefire is barely holding. 

A 35-year-old Palestinian woman became the latest casualty of the conflict yesterday, shot dead by the Israeli army in a taxi near a checkpoint near Hebron, in the West Bank. 

The Israeli army said the taxi tried to run the checkpoint and soldiers in pursuit had opened fire. 

The Israeli government, after a month-long lull in demolishing Palestinian homes, knocked down 14 in East Jerusalem on Monday and 18 houses and seven shops at Rafah, on the Gaza-Egyptian border, early on Tuesday morning. 

The Israelis said the houses had been built without permits, nearly impossible for Palestinians to obtain. 

The most widespread demolition, little reported because of its remoteness, has taken place south of Hebron, with more than 38 homes bulldozed and 10 wells filled in, a punitive action by the Israeli army for the murder of a Jewish settler last week. 

Among the homes demolished round Yata and Jibna in the south Hebron hills are about a dozen cave dwellings, where families have lived for generations. In a surreal explanation for the demolitions, the Israeli government insisted that the families had failed to get building permits for the caves. 

In the Palestinian refugee camp in Rafah yesterday, families from the houses bulldozed overnight on Monday continued to search through piles of concrete for their possessions. School books, shoes and mangled refrigerators and televisions could be seen among the wreckage, which is next to an Israeli outpost. 

The Israeli army claimed the buildings were used by Palestinian gunmen in what has become over the last fortnight the scene of the bloodiest Israeli-Palestinian clashes. The army also said the houses had been uninhabited. 

As a protest, 18 families, who insisted they had lived there, have set up temporary dwellings in UN tents in the middle of one of the busiest traffic junctions in Rafah. 

Frial Kallob, aged 37, mother of six, said her house had been demolished first: "I heard the bulldozers and they started destroying the house while we were still asleep." 

An Economist Becomes I.M.F. Representative to Palestine

By WILLIAM A. ORME Jr.

New York Times - July 13, 2001

JERUSALEM, July 12 - A delegation of European diplomats was being quizzed in Israel recently about European financial support for the Palestinian Authority, which was supposed to be delayed until the Palestinians adopted strict new spending guidelines and put a stop to off-the-books business deals.

"The budget is under control now," Miguel Moratinos, the European Union's envoy to the Middle East, said. "The International Monetary Fund has gone over everything and given its approval."

A few months earlier, Persian Gulf leaders were balking at direct disbursement of promised aid to the Palestinian Authority, which they worried might be squandered through inefficiency or corruption. Without their support, the authority faced almost certain bankruptcy. Nabil Shaath, the Palestinian minister responsible for foreign aid, approached the wealthy Arab states with a proposal: the I.M.F. would monitor Palestinian income and expenditures, and report to them directly every month. The money started flowing within weeks.

"The I.M.F. has been very helpful to us," said an appreciative Ahmed Qurie, the speaker of the Palestinian parliament.

In dealings with the Palestinian Authority, the I.M.F. is embodied in one overextended man, Salaam Fayyad, a fast-talking and faster- calculating 49-year-old research economist who became the fund's first and only representative to the Palestinians five and a half years ago. In recent months, say many diplomats here, Mr. Fayyad has become the single most significant behind-the-scenes force keeping the Palestinian Authority solvent, not a role he or his employers originally envisioned.

"What I find absolutely remarkable is how much influence the I.M.F. has on the P.A. and on the donor community, and it is due entirely to Salaam's diligence," said Jeff Feltman, a special adviser on Palestinian affairs to the United States ambassador in Israel. "He has credibility with all sides."

From the start, Mr. Fayyad's assignment has been highly unusual. The Palestinian Authority is not a state, making it ineligible for I.M.F. loans or membership.

But when he volunteered for the job in 1995, Palestinian sovereignty was thought to be less than five years away. The Palestinians had asked the I.M.F. to help build a banking system, a finance ministry and a monetary authority. And big financial donors - Japan, the United States, the European Union - wanted the I.M.F. to provide independent oversight of aid disbursement.

Now, with prospects for peace and statehood fast receding, Mr. Fayyad is almost certainly the fund's only staff economist who routinely commutes through free-fire zones.

The four-hour round trip from his Jerusalem home to his Gaza City office takes him twice daily through the Israeli Army's Erez checkpoint, the scene of constant fighting lately. Though the I.M.F. offered him an armored car and chauffeur, he says such trappings would be ostentatious.

"I don't want to look like I am more important than anyone else here because I don't think I am," he said while driving one recent day through Gaza, dodging vendors and donkey carts.

Yet even the resolutely modest Mr. Fayyad recognizes that he and his institution have taken on an unexpected importance in the Palestinian world. "This has become a job with high visibility, with responsibilities that are very delicate, very sensitive politically," he acknowledged.

In the bloody tumult of the West Bank and the Gaza Strip, the dry number-crunching of the International Monetary Fund might seem like an academic exercise at best, or at worst an insensitive distraction. Even in peaceful times, the I.M.F. is not always a welcome presence in deficit-ridden economies.

But before violence broke out in September, the fund was already a critical intermediary between the Palestinians and foreign donors - and a powerful ally of local reformers pressing the Authority to open its books and keep revenues from vanishing into state companies run as private fiefs. Mr. Fayyad, colleagues and diplomats say, is one of the few outsiders who regularly see Yassir Arafat with little advance notice. 

"He is telling everyone the truth, as he sees it, and he has been extraordinarily effective," Stanley Fischer, the I.M.F.'s deputy director, said in a telephone interview.

Now, with the local economy devastated, the I.M.F. imprimatur has become almost essential to the authority's survival. Mr. Fayyad pushed the drafting of a pared-down Palestinian budget, and it is his monitoring efforts, backed by missions from I.M.F. headquarters, that have kept Arab and European funds filling a gap left by Israel's refusal to hand over some $180 million in Palestinian tax funds it has collected this year. Though Israel has voiced complaints about foreign financial support for the authority, it has not objected to assistance in facilitating the aid, I.M.F. officials say. 

With his University of Texas doctorate and his past service as a scholar at the Federal Reserve Bank in St. Louis and a top aide to the I.M.F.'s director in Washington, Mr. Fayyad would seem to conform to the green- eyeshades image of a fiscal overseer, scrupulous but detached. But Mr. Fayyad is a Palestinian by birth, from a family that has lived for generations in a village near the West Bank city of Tulkarm, which is now under Palestinian rule. 

He was acutely aware that some Palestinians - and some aid donors, a group that until recently included Israel - were expecting him to demonstrate some sympathetic leniency toward the Palestinian leadership. But by most accounts, he was more adamant in his advocacy of budget reform than were the American and European officials in the region.

"Because I am Palestinian, I was apprehensive before I came here," said Mr. Fayyad, who went to high school in Jordan and college in Lebanon before moving to the United States. "But it seems to have helped. I didn't have to overcompensate. And I was advocating things that have intrinsic value."

There is a rumor that Mr. Fayyad has a secretary, but he conducts most of his business personally, fielding calls from Washington and Riyadh and Tel Aviv on his two mobile phones while driving from appointment to appointment in an sport utility vehicle with a "UN-IMF 1" license plate. He appears to have memorized his phone book, along with the latest Palestinian balance- of-payments figures. 

Colleagues say he is intimately familiar with the erratically oscillating cash flow from aid donations and tax revenues, and the many peculiarities on the expenditure side of the Palestinian budget system. A persistent visitor to the Gaza offices of the Palestinian finance ministry, he is credited with forcing the consolidation of state accounts into one reasonably comprehensive and comprehensible document. "He is like a shadow finance minister," said a United Nations aid coordinator. "They need him, and so do we." 

But after five and a half years, Mr. Fayyad is reluctantly beginning to contemplate his next assignment. He has already far overstayed the normal two- or three-year stint for an I.M.F. field representative, Mr. Fischer said, because of the near- perpetual state of emergency in the region and the "unmatched" personal relationships he has developed with Palestinian and donor-government officials. 

Mr. Fayyad, who plays down his impact here, stresses that the emergency is not over, and that the $300 million in European and Arab aid he helped arrange will run out before the end of the year. "We have gained some time, until that money is exhausted," he said. "What will happen after that is a good question."

Israel Shahak, 1933-2001

The Nation

Christopher Hitchens - July 23, 2001

In early June I sat on a panel, in front of a large and mainly Arab audience, with Thomas Friedman of the New York Times. Our hosts, the American-Arab Anti-Discrimination Committee, had asked for a discussion of contrasting images of the Israel-Palestine conflict. The general tempo of the meeting was encouragingly nontribal; there were many criticisms of Arab regimes and societies, and one of our co-panelists, Raghida Dergham, had recently been indicted in her absence by a Lebanese military prosecutor for the offense of sharing a panel discussion with an Israeli. However, it's safe to say that most of those attending were aching for a chance to question Friedman in person. He was accused directly at one point of writing in a lofty and condescending manner about the Palestinian people. To this he replied hotly and eloquently, saying that he had always believed that "the Jewish people will never be at home in Palestine until the Palestinian people are at home there." 

That was well said, and I hadn't at the time read his then-most-recent column, so I didn't think to reply. But in that article he wrote that Chairman Arafat, by his endless double-dealing, had emptied the well of international sympathy for his cause. This is a very Times-ish rhetoric, of course. You have to think about it for a second. It suggests that rights, for Palestinians, are not something innate or inalienable. They are, instead, a reward for good behavior, or for getting a good press. It's hard to get more patronizing than that. During the first intifada, in the late 1980s, the Palestinians denied themselves the recourse to arms, mounted a civil resistance, produced voices like Hanan Ashrawi and greatly stirred world opinion. For this they were offered some noncontiguous enclaves within an Israeli-controlled and Israeli-settled condominium. Better than nothing, you might say. But it's the very deal the Israeli settlers reject in their own case, and they do not even live in Israel "proper." (They just have the support of the armed forces of Israel "proper.") So now things are not so nice and many Palestinians have turned violent and even--whatever next?--religious and fanatical. Naughty, naughty. No self-determination for you. And this from those who achieved statehood not by making nice but as a consequence of some very ruthless behavior indeed. 

I am writing these lines in memoriam for my dear friend and comrade Dr. Israel Shahak, who died on July 2. His home on Bartenura Street in Jerusalem was a library of information about the human rights of the oppressed. The families of prisoners, the staff of closed and censored publications, the victims of eviction and confiscation--none were ever turned away. I have met influential "civil society" Palestinians alive today who were protected as students when Israel was a professor of chemistry at the Hebrew University; from him they learned never to generalize about Jews. And they respected him not just for his consistent stand against discrimination but also because--he never condescended to them. He detested nationalism and religion and made no secret of his contempt for the grasping Arafat entourage. But, as he once put it to me, "I will now only meet with Palestinian spokesmen when we are out of the country. I have some severe criticisms to present to them. But I cannot do this while they are living under occupation and I can 'visit' them as a privileged citizen." This apparently small point of ethical etiquette contains almost the whole dimension of what is missing from our present discourse: the element of elementary dignity and genuine mutual recognition. 

Shahak's childhood was spent in Nazified Poland, the Warsaw Ghetto and Bergen-Belsen concentration camp; at the end of the war he was the only male left in his family. He reached Palestine before statehood, in 1945. In 1956 he heard David Ben-Gurion make a demagogic speech about the Anglo-French-Israeli attack on Egypt, referring to this dirty war as a campaign for "the kingdom of David and Solomon." That instilled in him the germinal feelings of opposition. By the end of his life, he had produced a scholarly body of work that showed the indissoluble connection between messianic delusions and racial and political ones. He had also, during his chairmanship of the Israeli League for Human and Civil Rights, set a personal example that would be very difficult to emulate. 

He had no heroes and no dogmas and no party allegiances. If he admitted to any intellectual model, it would have been Spinoza. For Shahak, the liberation of the Jewish people was an aspect of the Enlightenment, and involved their own self-emancipation from ghetto life and from clerical control, no less than from ancient "Gentile" prejudice. It therefore naturally ensued that Jews should never traffic in superstitions or racial myths; they stood to lose the most from the toleration of such rubbish. And it went almost without saying that there could be no defensible Jewish excuse for denying the human rights of others. He was a brilliant and devoted student of the archeology of Jerusalem and Palestine: I would give anything for a videotape of the conducted tours of the city that he gave me, and of the confrontation in which he vanquished one of the propagandist guides on the heights of Masada. For him, the built and the written record made it plain that Palestine had never been the exclusive possession of any one people, let alone any one "faith." 

Only the other day, I read some sanguinary proclamation from the rabbinical commander of the Shas party, Ovadia Yosef, himself much sought after by both Ehud Barak and Ariel Sharon. It was a vulgar demand for the holy extermination of non-Jews; the vilest effusions of Hamas and Islamic Jihad would have been hard-pressed to match it. The man wants a dictatorial theocracy for Jews and helotry or expulsion for the Palestinians, and he sees (as Shahak did in reverse) the connection. This is not a detail; Yosef's government receives an enormous US subsidy, and his intended victims live (and die, every day) under a Pax Americana. Men like Shahak, who force us to face these reponsibilities, are naturally rare. He was never interviewed by the New York Times, and its obituary pages have let pass the death of a great and serious man.

RaghidaDergham.Com
