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Tuesday, March 22, 4:30.  Lisa Anderson, President of the American University of Cairo [and an expert on Libya], “Politics of Policy- Making in Non-Democratic Settings:  Cases from the Arab World,” Bowl 2, Robertson Hall.


I srael Apartheid Week at Princeton University


Tuesday, March 22, 5 p.m., McCosh 10, Hanan Ashrawi, “The Dislocation of Palestine.,” the Edward Said Memorial Lecture. 


Thursday, March 24, 7:30 p.m., Lewis Library 138, Adam Horowitz, author of an upcoming book on The Goldstone Report…and of the website: Mondoweiss. Co-sponsored with the Princeton Middle East Society.


Friday, March 25;  A replica of the Apartheid Wall. View it in front of Frist Student Center


WHAT DOES ISRAELI APARTHEID WEEK ACTUALLY ACHIEVE?


Natasha Mozgovaya writes in Haaretz , March 8 �http://www.haaretz.com/print-edition/features/what-does-israeli-apartheid-week-actually-achieve-1.347807�  �In early February 2010, Defense Ministry Ehud Barak warned at the Herzliya Conference of the three options Israel faces: a bi-national state with enfranchised Palestinians; an apartheid state with Palestinian citizenship but no voting rights; or a two-state reality.� �A year later, ahead of the Israeli Apartheid Week events held on university campuses in over 50 cities worldwide, mostly in North America and Europe, Barak appears in an article in Columbia University's student newspaper the Spectator. The article, written by Tanya Keilani and Randa Wahbe, places the defense minister alongside other public figures who, according to the article, "have pointed to Israel as an apartheid state, including Jimmy Carter, Nelson Mandela, Archbishop Desmond Tutu and Arun Gandhi."  


��


 PMES panel on “Tunisia, Egypt and Beyond:“ Toby Jones, Sarah al-Kazaz, Robert Tignor and Eric Davis at the Arts Council, February 23


 Israeli Apartheid Week started in 2005 in Toronto, and since then has become an annual headache for pro-Israeli organizations, a growing concern for Israeli diplomats, and probably the worst time on campus for Israeli students, many of whom didn't come to the U.S. to spend time in fierce political bickering.� �Some of them, however, are getting involved, on both sides of the fence.  Israeli Apartheid Week events include pretty much anything, from rallies and mock checkpoints, meant to demonstrate the brutality of the Israeli occupation, to meetings with the father of one of the Turkish flotilla victims, who happens to hold American citizenship, at George Washington University, to the Dabke flashmob at the University of Houston, or "free pizza, movie and discussion with filmmakers: 'Occupation has no future' at the University of Maryland.� �But the underlying idea is always the same: to promote the boycott, divestment, sanctions (BDS ) campaign against Israel, redefine the narrative and terms used in discussion of Israel, (Israeli Arabs are presented as living in "ghettos" and discriminated in every possible way, ) and engage as many people as possible in order to "dismantle the systems of oppression that our tax dollars fund."� �The Columbia University Students for Justice in Palestine are quite diverse: There are Jewish-American, Palestinian, Arab, Latino, African-American, Turkish, Iranian and Asian students involved in Israeli Apartheid Week, and even Israeli Maya Yechieli-Wind, 21, who spent time in military prison for her refusal to serve in the Israel Defense Forces. She has already participated in performances featuring blindfolded Palestinians standing on their knees in a row, with two "Israeli soldiers" guarding them. She says her protest is not against the soldiers, but against the system.� �Wahbe, a graduate student at Columbia studying Public Health and a member of SJP, tells Haaretz that this is the second year that her organization has been involved with Israeli Apartheid Week.� �"It is successful because it gives students at Columbia University an opportunity to critically engage on issues of discrimination, apartheid and occupation, especially since our university is invested in Israeli companies and military funds. We often see an increase in membership and students interested in our events after we host Israeli Apartheid Week."� �Most of the students, she says, "react with curiosity and positivity to our events; those who object to our messages and reacted negatively have been Zionist students, some affiliated with the pro-Israel organization LionPac."� �This year there was much outcry after the LGBT center canceled its Party to End Apartheid following pressure from a wealthy donor who threatened to withdraw his financial support, but Wahbe says it's not the first time they've faced pressure.� �"Zionist organizations often try to intimidate us by disrupting events and distorting our message in public forums", she says. "When we hold informational displays, such as the mock apartheid wall, students affiliated with the Zionist organizations often verbally attack and incite our supporters and heckle us with racist remarks including 'Palestinians don't exist, you are Jordanian,' and 'In the countries you live in, women are treated like garbage.' Jewish and Israeli students members of Students for Justice in Palestine have been sent hate mail, including one that said 'I hope you get raped by an Arab.'"� �Members of the Jewish community who are offended by events ask why can't they find a better pet case, such as women brutalized in Congo, and whether they are aware if the fact there are Arab members of Knesset and an Arab judge at the Supreme court.� �"Our organization is called Students for Justice in Palestine and therefore our role on our campus and in our community is to raise awareness about Palestine/Israel," says Wahbe. "However, much of our membership is involved in the advocacy of other social justice campaigns, including immigration rights, workers rights, LGBT issues and more recently the pro-democracy movements in the Arab World. We are not afraid to be critical of all governments that are violating human rights nor do we avoid using accurate terminology to describe the situation."� �During the Israeli Apartheid Week in 2009, author Naomi Klein said that "nothing in this week is motivated by hate, but by justice", and stressed that the activists are not anti-semites, and are actually "honoring the Holocaust" by fighting injustice.� �The Anti-Defamation League's Abraham Foxman is enraged by such claims.  "It's perverse nonsense. We are not immune to all kinds of people's abuse, and what makes it work is that opponents of Israel use Jews upfront - it's like Ahmadinejad using Neturei Karta. It's hideous. I am a Holocaust survivor, and calling the Jewish state an apartheid state doesn't honor my family that perished. It is ugly and disgusting. But it has been building. I'd say the use of the term goes back to "Zionism equals racism." Once you designate a national movement as racism and the country that has been established as racist, it's the first step toward designating it as an apartheid state. President [Jimmy] Carter gave it more credibility when he used the term, followed later by Desmond Tutu."� �Foxman says Diaspora Jewish communities have no choice but to deal with it, and it's more their responsibility than Israel's, but he also calls for taking the campaign in proportion.� �"There are 3,500 colleges and universities in the U.S. If it happens in 40 or 80 campuses, it's upsetting, troubling, but it's not dangerous", he says. "Overwhelmingly, students either don't care or they are pro-Israel."� �Foxman says the anti-Israel efforts are not new and happen at the campuses they did 50 years ago.  The only difference is that after the communications revolution, when something happens in Rutgers, the whole world knows. The communications revolution gives them a megaphone way beyond what they are and whom they represent," he says.� �Oren Segal, director of the ADL's Center on Extremism, says the organization receives reports from students who "feel intimidated by some of the tactics, like checkpoints and efforts to silence pro-Israel speakers."� But he says they encourage students to engage in proactive efforts that focus on providing pro-Israel alternatives, rather than merely counter-protesting. He says the rise of social networking makes it easier for smaller campuses to organize their own anti-Israel activities, and allows the activists to spread their message to a wider audience, with little or no cost.� �"BDS campaigns in the U.S. have failed to convince institutions to divest from Israel or to keep U.S. companies from doing business with Israel. They have, however, become an effective way for anti-Israel activists to attract attention to their message," he says.� �However, with growing recognition for a Palestinian state, it seems that the balance of power is rapidly changing. The Israeli establishment, while aware of the situation, is not necessarily willing to change tactics, though. at the Washington D.C. plenum of the Jewish Council for Public Affairs last weekend, Israeli Ambassador to the U.S. Michael Oren called for American Jews to raise their voices.� �"As in the 1930s and 40s, we cannot expect the American public to care about the safety of six million Jews if American Jews themselves stay silent. A core of committed Jews, deeply connected to Israel, is growing, but the wider periphery of highly assimilated Jews is breaking off," he said. "Among them, young Jews have indeed become alienated from Israel. This has happened not because the American Jewish establishment has failed to tell them the truth about Israeli policies. It's not because of the way those policies are portrayed on campus and in the media or even because some of our policies can indeed prove controversial. Overwhelmingly, alienation from Israel is a product of estrangement from Judaism. It is mainly because these young people have grown distant from their Jewish roots, all of which, at some depth or another, lead to Israel."� �Yechieli-Wind, the Israeli taking part in the Israeli Apartheid Week activities, intends to return to Israel after finishing her studies in the U.S.  "It's not me that is presenting Israel in a negative way", she told Haaretz. "Israel is presenting itself as such, we are only showing things that are going on. I know there are problems in other places, but as an Israeli, I should protest primarily against what my government is doing."


WHY IS ISRAEL AID EXEMPT?


M.J. Rosenberg writes in Foreign Policy Matters, March 3.


Once upon a time, Social Security was considered the "third rail" of American politics. The "third rail" is the train track that carries the high-voltage power; touching it means instant death.


The "third rail" metaphor has for decades been applied to Social Security, a government program so popular with the American public that proposing any changes in it would mean political death to the politician.


No more. Although Social Security is as popular as ever, politicians routinely propose changes in the program — including privatization and means testing. While the proposals usually go nowhere, and rightly so, the politicians who support them live to fight another day. Today, with those massive deficits and the astronomical national debt, not even Social Security is sacrosanct.  Few, if any, government programs are.


But U.S. aid to Israel is. In fact, the $3 billion Israel aid package is the new third rail of American politics: touch it and die. It is also the one program that liberals, conservatives, Democrats, Republicans and Tea Partiers all agree should not sustain even a dollar in cuts.


Actually, that is something of a misstatement. These various parties and factions do not agree that the $3 billion Israel aid package is sacred. They just say that they do because a powerful lobby, AIPAC, makes clear to them that touching the aid package will mean big trouble for them in the next election.


It no longer comes as much of a surprise that the average Democrat or Republican will rule that Israel aid cuts are off the table — while supporting cuts in programs like Head Start, which educates poor children, or WIC, which provides nutrition assistance to disadvantaged women and their infants. (See this list of Republican-proposed budget cuts that would most harm the poor).


It is not a surprise because everyone knows that the Democratic and Republican campaign finance committees warn their members of the dire consequences that might ensue if they dare to stand up to the lobby.


That is why even the most liberal members of Congress never point out the absurdity of supporting full funding of military aid to Israel while slashing vital domestic programs. (In fact, the only members of Congress who have suggested that Israel share some of the sacrifice are Rep. Ron Paul (R-TX) and his son, Sen. Rand Paul (R-KY) who would pretty much cut every program in the budget, including Israel aid.)


But the two Pauls, all by themselves, put enough of a scare into AIPAC that it immediately got to work to make sure that other like-minded Republicans (the "cut everything" caucus) did not go off and follow them in the name of, say, logic and consistency).


AIPAC was most concerned about the Republican first-termers, most of whom were elected with the support of Tea Partiers, who are generally extreme fiscal conservatives and tend not to favor any exemptions from the budget axe.


Almost immediately, AIPAC produced a letter for the Republican first-termers to sign in which they pledged that, no matter what else they cut, Israel would be exempt. And almost immediately, 65 of the 87 Republican freshmen signed on. (More signed on later). Among the signatories are some of the most vehement supporters of cutting virtually every domestic program. These are people who support programs that cut jobs in their own districts and proudly point to their devotion to the principle that shared sacrifice means everyone. But not Israel.


The AIPAC letter seems to recognize that virtually every other program is sustaining cuts. It refers to "runaway spending and trillion dollar deficits." It even concedes that "tough choices must be made to control federal spending" and that "we must do a better job of prioritizing appropriations." (Those priorities can be seen in this list of draconian budget cuts the freshmen support).


But then this: "Therefore, as this Congress considers the upcoming Continuing Resolution, we strongly urge you [the House leadership] to include America's full $3 billion commitment for Fiscal Year 2011 under the 10-year U.S.-Israel Memorandum of Understanding.  And that is where fiscal hawks become the most docile of doves: when it comes to Israel.


This is not to say that the United States should eliminate military aid to Israel. Much of the aid package can be justified on the grounds that Israel is an ally, one that still has enemies bent on its destruction. But how can anyone justify picking this one program out of the entire federal budget and saying, without discussion, that it merits full funding, without scrutiny, while virtually every other program is cut?


The simple fact is that both the United States and Israel would be better off if we attached strings to our aid (as we do with other foreign assistance programs). For instance, we might say that for every dollar Israel spends on expanding settlements, we will subtract one dollar from the aid package. Or we can put some of the package on hold until Israel agrees to freeze settlements, thereby enabling negotiations with the Palestinians to resume. Or we can simply examine the aid budget, item by item, to make sure that each program in it supports U.S. policy goals. (Do those U.S.-provided cluster bombs that are still exploding in Lebanon serve our interests?)


But we do none of that. Israel prepares a shopping list and Congressional appropriators provide the goods. Shop 'til you drop.


This is wrong. Congress should treat the Israel aid package the same way it deals with programs that directly benefit Americans. Those who support it should be forced to defend it, line by line.  But the sad fact is that special interests like AIPAC, the Chamber of Commerce and the Club for Growth intimidate Congress into exempting their favorite projects even from discussion. Aid to Israel will not even be discussed this year, except for members of Congress informing AIPAC of their unquestioning devotion to it.


If only infants, working Americans, and the poor were somebody's special interest. Maybe then, someday, they too could intimidate Congress. As the old Jewish expression goes: we should all live so long. 


THE PALESTINIAN AUTHORITY RECALIBRATING ITS STRATEGY 


�Daoud Kuttab writes in The Jordan Times �March 10�http://www.jordantimes.com/?news=35293 


�For the first time in many months, Palestinian spokesmen appear to indicate a revisit of their political strategy towards liberation and independence.�It is not clear what the new ideas are, but it is obvious that Palestinian plans focusing on a September landmark seem to be in question.�The present Palestinian strategy is based on the idea that by the fall of 2011, Palestine will be accepted in the United Nations as a full member. The date corresponds to the two-year plan launched by the Palestinian president. In August 2009, Palestinian Prime Minister Salam Fayyad announced a unilateral plan to establish a de facto Palestinian state in the West Bank and east Jerusalem. following a two-year state-building process. The date was picked up by the US President Barack Obama in his speech at the UN General Assembly last fall, where he said that the United States hopes that Palestine will become a full member of the UN by the fall of 2011.�Palestinian diplomats began working on securing international support for such an eventuality. Latin American countries announced recently their recognition of Palestine within the 1967 borders. Some European countries raised the level of Palestine’s diplomatic mission and Norway’s foreign minister, on a visit to the region last week, said that his country - an EU member - will recognize Palestine irrespective of what happens on the negotiations front.�Despite these obvious accomplishments, the Palestinian political leadership is concerned that without the US’ and the EU’s willingness to recognize the state of Palestine, all the other countries’ recognitions will be worthless. The thinking is that without the US, international recognition will not sway the Israelis to allow such a state to exercise true sovereignty.�Palestinians were upset this week when the Quartet (the US, the UN, EU and Russia) postponed a March 15 meeting in which it was supposed to declare its support for Palestinian statehood within the 1967 borders. One of the reasons the Quartet took this decision was the carefully released press leaks from the office of the Israeli prime minister, Benjamin Netanyahu, about some new initiatives he is planning to unveil during his upcoming visit to the US.�Israel arrogantly refused to send its envoy Yitshaq Molkho to the recent Quartet meeting held in Germany for fear that his mere presence when such a declaration is made would somehow commit Israel to the 1967 borders.�Some Palestinian leaders are expressing fear that the entire unilateral declaration might be a trap that Israelis might accept and thus feel relieved of their obligations to make serious concessions.�An Israeli security experts speaking at the recent Herzilya conference expressed such an Israeli position. He argued that if Palestinians declare a unilateral state without Israel’s agreement, the new entity will have control on much smaller areas than those of the 1967 borders and that would relieve Israel of its international obligations as an occupying power.�Speaking on the Voice of Palestine Radio on March 9, Palestinian Foreign Minister Riyad Malki hinted to this issue by saying that there are two schools of thought among Palestinians. Voice of Palestine said that the Palestinian Central Council (which is the liaison body between the Palestinian National Council and the PLO Executive Committee) will be meeting soon to discuss this issue.�Supporters of the Fayyad plan note that the Palestinian prime minister has never called for a unilateral declaration of a Palestinian state, but rather for a unilateral declaration of a de facto state. The idea is that such a state would have all the institutions of a state without the de jure recognition, which would relieve Israel of its responsibilities.�A more radical approach will also be discussed in the upcoming Central Council meeting, namely the fact that if serious talks do not produce agreements on borders by next fall, the Palestinian Authority should simply dissolve itself and turn over the keys to the Israeli occupiers. The idea is that unless Israel bears the full cost of and responsibility for occupation, it will not be able to make constructive and fair compromises towards the end of its military occupation.


EGYPT,  THE U.S. AND THE ISRAEL LOBBY


Alison Weir, President of the Council for the National Interest, writes in Counterpunch, 3/4


...........In the cases of both Israel and Egypt, the Israel’s lobby’s role in procuring this U.S. tax money [for Egypt] has been central.  While this fact is largely missing from U.S. media reports and many liberal/left analyses, it is frequently referred to in Israeli and Jewish media.  For example, a current Jewish Telegraphic Agency (JTA) report states:  “The question of whether to stake a claim on the protests against 30 years of President Hosni Mubarak’s autocracy is a key one for the pro-Israel lobby and pro-Israel lawmakers because of the role they have played in making Egypt one of the greatest beneficiaries of U.S. aid.”


As conditions change in Egypt, U.S. lawmakers known for their allegiance to Israel are evaluating what to do about U.S. aid.  Many such Israel partisans have particularly powerful and relevant positions, such as Rep. Nita Lowey (D-NY), the ranking Democrat on the foreign operations subcommittee of the U.S. House of Representatives Appropriations Committee; Rep. Ileana Ros-Lehtinen (R-Fla.), the chairwoman of the House Foreign Affairs Committee; Rep. Gary Ackerman (D-NY), the ranking Democrat on the House Middle East subcommittee; Rep. Howard Berman (D-Cal.), ranking member on the Foreign Affairs Committee and the author of last year’s sweeping Iran sanctions law; and Rep. Shelly Berkley (D-Nev), member of the subcommittee on the Middle East of the Committee on Foreign Affairs.  A person close to the Israel lobby notes:  “No matter what happens, clearly one of the top criteria Congress is likely to use is Egypt’s approach to its peace treaty obligations with Israel.”...


In recent years, Mubarak has collaborated with Israel in closing off the Gaza Strip, largely imprisoning 1.5 million men, women, and children, resulting in a humanitarian disaster... 


Another little-discussed result of the 1979 Egypt-Israel peace treaty was the creation of an international peacekeeping force in the Sinai, known as the Multinational Force and Observers (MFO), charged with mediating between Egypt and Israel.  It is telling that this force was not placed on Israeli land but instead occupies Egyptian territory.  Its current head is former ambassador David M. Satterfield, an American diplomat who served extensively in the Middle East, was Senior Advisor on Iraq for former Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice, and held a number of other high positions in the state department, including Deputy Assistant Secretary of State.


In 2005 Satterfield was named as having provided classified information to an official of the powerful pro-Israel lobbying group, AIPAC.  According to documents, Satterfield had discussed secret national security matters in at least two meetings with AIPAC official Steven J. Rosen, who was subsequently indicted by the U.S. Justice Department (later quashed over the objections of the FBI.)…


ARTICLES OF INTEREST:





The March issue of Vogue magazine: an admiring article on Asma al-Assad, first lady of Syria, who grew up in London, graduated from  Queen’s College and went into banking before she met Bashir al-Assad.  With great photographs.  Pp. 529-532 and 571





The March 3 issue of The London Review of Books :  “Permanent Temporariness,” an important article by Alastair Crooke on the long-term Israeli strategy for the Palestinians and an inside look at U.S. and inadvertent E.U. complicity. 
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