


The challenge before Indian Youth

To defend and safeguard the unity and integrity of the
nation is the most important challenge before the youth
in India today.

The internal reaction-divisive, caste, communal religious,
regional, separatist and chauvinistic forces are raising their
ugly heads and causing havoc to the unity and integrity of
the country.

The external enemies, international imperialism headed
by the US and the reactionary regimes in the region, are
working overtime to destabilize India.

On the other hand the capitalist path of development
adopted by the ruling class is pushing the country and
its people into an ever-deepening socio-political and econ
omic crisis. It results in unending misery for the working
masses.

According to the official statistics the number of un
employed young people has risen well beyond 35 million.
India will have the largest number of illiterates in the world
by the turn of the century. Despite the tall claims of the
ruling circle, over half of the total population live in utter
poverty.

Thus the task to defend and safeguard India’s unity and
integrity is closely linked with radical changes in the socio
economic and political structure of the country. It is with this
perspective that the All India Youth Federation and All
India Students Federation launched a massive campaign
under the slogan «SAVE INDIA, CHANGE INDIA».

The first stage of the campaign was a long March of
youth and students from different corners of India to the
capital city, New Delhi. Volunteers of the two organizations
travelled 7000 km, on bicycle, across the length and breadth
of the country.

The «March>», which started on 1st January 1987, culmin
ated in Delhi with a huge rally of over 25,000 youth and
students on 26th March.

Rajaji
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International Youth Seminar on Peace in Berlin (March, 1987)
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*cLet us do our utmost so that
the international youth move
ment plays an honourable role
in the anti-imperialist struggle!*
— said Karl Liebknecht, the Pre
sident of the Socialist Youth In
ternational, to the participants in
the first international congress
of socialist youth organizations
which was held in Stuttgart in
1907. Before, in his speech on
^Militarism and Antimilitarism
taking into special consideration
the international youth move
ment*, he had stressed the ne
cessity of the joint struggle to
be waged by the progressive
youth of the world against war.
Due to this speech, he was ac
cused of high treason and sen
tenced to one and a half years’
confinement in a fortress, but in
history he earned the honourable
reputation of a pioneer in the
struggle for the unity of action
of youth against war.

Common responsibility for
survival

With this historical background
it was more than a gesture to

wards the host organization, the
Free German Youth (FDJ) when
young communists, socialists, so
cial democrats and revolutionary
democrats gathered in Berlin-
Friedrichsfelde at the grave of
Karl Liebknecht in his memory.
This was a sign of recalling the
roots of the joint struggle for
peace and, at the same time, was
an occasion for reflection on the
path that has been covered since
then jointly or separately and on
the experience gained so far in a
positive or painful sense. It was
also a cause for reflection on the
fact that in the past, for instance,
the dialogue between young so
cial democrats and communists
has not always been a matter of
course, as one of the participants
commented.

Berlin offered five days and
nights of abundant opportunities
for such a dialogue, and 158
youth organizations from 102
countries and West Berlin made
full use of them to exchange
their opinions on the most burn
ing question of our time, the sa
feguarding of peace in the nu
clear era. The Berlin seminar was
attended by young communists, 

socialists, social democrats, re
presentatives of liberation move
ments and countries that have
won their national independence.

Dirk Drijbooms, General Se
cretary of the IUSY, for instance
said that he would not have
thought, that in view of a cer
tain inflation* of meetings of
this kind, so many organizations
would be represented in Berlin.
«You have come to meet here in
the conviction that today it is
more necessary than ever to
strive in common responsibility
for the survival of human civil
ization.* With these words, Erich
Honecker, the General Secretary
of the Central Committee of the
Socialist Unity Party of Germany
(SED) and President of the
Council of State of GDR, wel
comed the guests. In this com
munity of responsibility, as he
emphasized, the progressively-
minded youth and student move
ment is an irreplaceable political
force raising its voice on all con
tinents for the most important
human right of youth — a life in
peace and with a guaranteed
future. The subsequent five days
and nights of discussion proved
the correctness of what he had
said. Common responsibility was
the key word, since it determined
the contents and, not least, also
the atmosphere of the discussion.
The readiness of explain points
of view and experience without
intending to instruct was accom
panied by the readiness to listen
to each other and to dispense
with polemic.

There was no ideological iden
tification, but a joint search for
points of contact in order to
achieve joint political actions.
Orientation on common mat
ters rather than continuing well-
known controversies — that was
the keynote of the discussion in
Berlin. Right at the beginning
an encouraging sign was set by
the speeches of the general se
cretaries of WFDY and IUSY.
WFDY General Secretary, Vilmos
Cserveny, pointed to a wide
range of tasks in the struggle for
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peace «the solution of which we
can reach more quickly and ef
fectively if we achieve joint ac-
tions**. The WFDY sees «good op
portunities for developing the co
operation between communist,
socialist and social democratic
youth organizations at interna
tional level, and ailso — which
may be even more important —
at the national level**.

IUSY stated that the broad par
ticipation of young socialists in the
seminar «is the best way of
showing that we believe in the
importance of our cooperation
today and also in the future**.
With the words «it is also a mat
ter of speaking about an anti-nu
clear coalition of youth, as propos
ed by WFDY, to eliminate the nu
clear danger in the world,*►IUSY
responded for the first time to the
call of the WFDY General Assem
bly held in November 1986. Re
spect was clearly shown for the
endeavours of others as, for ex
ample, in the speech of the Hun
garian KISZ representative who
reminded participants of the fact
that realistically thinking politi
cians of social democratic parties
and youth organizations made a
considerable contributian to mak
ing the 70s a decade of detente
on our continent.

The response of the West is
needed

All this created an objec
tive and constructive atmos
phere which made it possible to
concentrate on the question for
which the seminar was organiz
ed: How can the youth of the
world today make peace in the
world more secure?

Here we can only sum up some
of the most important ideas.

There was complete agreement
that mankind today stands at a
crossroads of its development,
bringing a special responsibility
of the young generation. This con
cordance was evident in the 

speeches of the young communists
and the young social democrats
from the FRG when they de
clared: «You are the first gener
ation that must not commit any
mistake,** said the JUSO re
presentative recalling Olof Pal
me’s admonition and they warned
that «any kind of waiting, hesi
tating and failure to take advan
tage of existing opportunities
could result in a mistake which
can never be made up for again**.
The SDAJ declared that the youth
of today are the first generation
which is in the position to banish
nuclear war from the lives of the
peoples,>► and, at the same time,
«is confronted as the first gener
ation with the real threat of
mankind being eliminated in a
nuclear war**.

There was also agreement on
the fact that today peace can
no longer be safeguarded by ac
cumulating more and more wea
pons, by old doctrines and stick
ing to the «policy of force**, but
only by political reason, indepen
dently of whether it is called
«new way of thinking**, -new ap
proach** or ^change of conscious
ness**.

The discussion reaffirmed that
for precisely this reason, the ra
dical proposals on peace and dis
armament made by the Soviet
Union and the other socialist
countries are giving a strong im
pulse to the struggle of the youth
for peace in the world and are
meeting with a positive response
even where the fear of contact
with communists still exists.

Apart from young communists
and representatives of liberation
movements, even a number of
social democrats — and not only
those belonging to the so-called
left-wing spectrum — demanded
with remarkable insistence «an
urgent response from the West**
(IUSY) to the proposals of
Mikhail Gorbachev and stressed:
«when today Mikhail Gorbachev
puts the old proposals of the
Americans on the table as the
Zero Option for the European
continent, then the world is in 

conmotion... If today somebody
wants peace seriously, then he
can also achieve it** (Socialist
Youth of Austria). The Flemish
Socialist Youth Organization from
Belgium declared : «The Soviet
Union has now proved that its
proposals have not been ’mere
propaganda’. Now it is up to the
West to show its good will.**

At the same time, the youth
organizations from the socialist
countries have done away once
and for all with the prejudice
that they support only the peace
initiatives of their own govern
ments. There was applause for
the peace initiatives of the
Palme Commission of the Social
ist International, «on creating a
nuclear-free zone and a nuclear-
free corridor in Europe** (SSM)
as well as for the initiative of
the six states which is-<an active
and constructive contribution for
freeing our planet from nuclear
arms and force** (Dimitrov Kom
somol).

Broad unanimity was noted also
on the question of hjowsecurityican
and cannot be ensured today. Vla
dimir Axionov from the Leninist
Komsomol said: «The security of
one side must not be guaranteed
at the cost of that of the other**.
Michael Guggemos of JUSO,
stated: «The partnership of se
curity is the only political con
ception which corresponds to the
•threats of today**.

SDI — The main obstacle
for nuclear disarmament

As a logical consequence a
number of speakers expressed
■opposition to the arms race of
the Reagan Administration and,
in particular, to the «Star Wars**
programme which was frankly
qualified also by social democrat
ic organizations as «the main ob
stacle to nuclear disarmament**
(Labour Youth, Australia).

It does not serve, as emphasiz
ed by the Peruvian APRA youth
«for purposes of defense, but, in 
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reality, it is a superoffensive not
only because of its fatal conse
quences but also because of the
astronomical profits it generates
for the armament industry when
selling these weapons*. Although
none of the participants in the
seminar had illusions about find
ing a common answer to the
question -«Who is to be blamed
for the arms race?*, representa
tives of the newly independent
countries and from liberation
movements, apart from commun
ist youth organizations, also took
a clear position. They pointed to
the social reasons for the escalat
ing arms race which is particular
ly pursued by US imperialism
■“under the pretext of defending
themselves from communism*
(ANC).

Among the social democratic
organizations the spectrum rang
ed, as expected, from «one can
not say whom to blame for it*
(Socialist Youth Organization,
Portugal) to .the avowal of that
^against the theory of both the
superpowers, we hold imperial
ism responsible for the ever fast
er turning of the armament spiral
and the current danger of war».
(■“Falken*, FRG.)

The examination of areas for
joint actions resulted in a num
ber of starting points for pos
sible actions at national and in
ternational level in the field of
concrete disarmament. Besides
saying NO to extending the
arms race into outer space, the
demand for banning all nuclear
tests was put forward. Numerous
organizations hailed the Soviet
moratorium, which was several
times prolonged, as a proof of
good will and demanded that the
USA agree to a general test ban.
MJCF (France), the Socialist Youth
Organization of Australia, ithe La
bour Youth of Australia and other
organizations,lespecially from Asia,
opposed the testing of nuclear
weapons in the South Pacific. It
became very evident that youth
is consistently striving for the
creation of zones free of nuclear
and chemical weapons in the 

various regions of the world. The
joint initiative of the FDJ and
JUSO to set up a joint working
group for mobilizing youth for
the promotion of the creating
such zones in Central Europe
was welcomed as evidence of the
possibility of resolute joint ac
tions. In the meantime, WFDY
and IUSY joined this initiative
which was included in the Prog
ramme of Action of the All-Euro-
pean Youth and Student Cooper
ation.

Peace is more than the absence
of war

In the invitation to its se
minar, the FDJ as host organiz
ation had already pointed to the
need to discuss the question of
safeguarding peace in its entire
complexity which, due to the par
ticipation of many youth organ
izations from Asia, Africa and
Latin America, became an impera
tive necessity. «We cannot talk
about peace as long as there are
hunger and a shortage of food in
the developing countries, as long
as more than two thousand million
people are suffering from mal
nutrition and more than 500 mil
lion from chronic hunger*, said
Ajax Delgado, representative of
the Sandinist Youth. The dialec
tic between peace, disarmament
and development played an im
portant role in most of the con
tributions to the discussion. In
this connection, several tasks
were mentioned resulting from
this dialectic interaction: prevent
ing a nuclear war from breaking
out as the precondition for any de
velopment, halting the arms race
and diverting the means wasted
so far on it, to the «Third
World*, as well as the necessity
of consistently carrying out pro
grammes of development. The
Leninist Komsomol expressed the
opinion that an approach of the
positions of communists and so
cialists on the conception of a

New International Economic Or
der could be of ^enormous, and
one.can even say without exag
geration, decisive importance for
the solution of the disgraceful
economic and social problems in
the developing countries*. Many
speakers drew attention to the
dialectic relationship between
peace and international security
since the “economic welfare and
development of the majority of
countries will certainly strengthen
the forces for safeguarding world
peace* (Communist Youth Union
of China).

The solidarity with the struggle
for national and social liberation
in Asia, Africa and Latin Amer
ica, with the peoples of Nicara
gua, El Salvador, South Africa,
Namibia, East Timor, the West
Sahara, the PLO and others
proved as banner uniting of all
currents of the youth movement
represented. An example of this
was when a press conference was
spontaneously convened on the
arrest of Clodomiro Almeyda, the
former foreign minister of the
Allende government, in Chile.
Much criticism was directed at
the -“dirty and undeclared war
being waged by the White House
which is stained with the blood
of murder* against Nicaragua, as
the President of the Young So
cialists of the FRG (JUSO) stig
matized the US aggression against
the people of Sandino.

The Sandinist Youth was re
quested to speak at a peace
meeting towards the end of
the seminar on behalf of all
participants — a clear expression
of the recognition of the contribu
tion the struggle for national and
social liberation renders to the
establishment of a lasting .peace in
the world. During the discussion,
two main aspects were deliber
ated. On one side, the struggle
for national liberation contributes
to safeguarding peace by «isolat-
ing the forces of imperialism in
many regions of the world* (Ho
Chi Minh Communist Youth Or
ganization) and, thus, -“having a
great bearing on the develop
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ment of the international balance
of forces and also on the deci
sion of either surviving or per
ishing- (SDAJ).

On the other side, «peace is
not divisible, and in order to
safeguard peace, hunger and
misery, injustice and oppression
must be eliminated, since these
are the scourges of the majority
of the peoples on our earth»
(UJSARIO). The representative of
the ANC Youth Section declared
that «the people living in our
region have not known peace for
too long. We have to bring them
this lasting peace and we have
to safeguard it...»

In this connection there was gen
eral agreement that «the first cat
egory of peace means the absence
of a nuclear war and that this is
the main guideline for our politic
al actions. But the peace concep
tion of communists and socialists
goes beyond the absence of a nu
clear war... We must also be
aware of the fact that, if we
strive for a peace of social jus
tice, there will still be many
struggles for national liberation
on this path» (Socialist Youth
of Austria). The Ho Ohi Minh
Communist Youth Organization
underlined in this respect that
«when following the right path
the revolution for national lib
eration and social progress in
Asia, Africa and Latin America
will be able to achieve victory
under the conditions of peaceful 

coexistence between states with
different social systems*-.

The course of the discussion
has shown that there is a fun
damental agreement within the
progressive international youth
movement on the fact that the
struggles for peace and liberation
cannot be considered separately.

Berlin — important experience
for future meetings

With regard to this it was clear
from the beginning that a se
minar like the one held in Ber
lin would be able to discuss the
struggle for peace in its entire
complexity, but not to discuss
all questions comprehensively.

The contributions of the 149
youth organizations who took the
floor contained many suggestions
on possible follow-up meetings at
international, regional or nation
al level. It was generally con
sidered that the Berlin seminar
should be regarded as an import
ant milestone in the result-
oriented search for common
points of view within the inter
national youth movement with
the aim of safeguarding peace,
and with a special view to the
13th World Youth Festival.

Therefore, everybody agreed
with Eberhard Aurich, the First Se

cretary of the Central Council of
Free German Youth, the host or
ganization, when he declared that
«at this table we have come
closer to each other. Now, we
know each other better. We know
more about how each of us
thinks about peace and what
each of us is going to do for it.
Confidence has been strengthen
ed. We have had debates on sev
eral opinions, listened to and dis
cussed various proposals. In our
opinion, it was extraordinarily
useful for the dialogue to look
for common points, to emphasize
this and not to make existing
differences an obstacle to our un
derstanding. This corresponded
also to our agreement to consid
er the complete minutes of this
seminar as the Final Document
of the International Youth Se
minar on Peace. We have reach
ed an important objective and
gained new experience for future
meetings of the democratic world
youth movement.-

If, despite the agreement not to
have a separate final document,
a conclusion were to be drawn
from the Berlin seminar, it
would certainly be the follow
ing: Never before has there been
greater conformity of opinions
on the basic question of our
time, the question of peace, than
today among the currents of the
international youth movement re
presented in Berlin.

Bernd Grassier



FRG

— What is the place of the
peace struggle in the current
activities of the JUSOs?

— The peace struggle is one of
the most important fields of ac
tion within our activities. In the
last 10-15 years we have deve
loped these activities into a real
participation in the peace move
ment on the basis of developing
political convictions. What we,
as Young Socialists, are doing,
is characterized by two points:
the further improvement of our
positions in the field of peace
and security policy on one hand
and on the other our active in
volvement in the peace move
ment in the FRG. We apply two
important principles to this
peace movement: the principle of
independence from any political
party, from states and others, and
the plurality of different ideologi
cal and social convictions, wheth
er concerning the peace policy or
other issues. This is for us a
very important aspect, since we
believe that the peace movement
has become more influential pre
cisely because of this. We are of
the opinion that we have to pre
serve this situation — the auton
omy and the plurality.

— What are your main fields
of activity in the peace work?

— Here I would like to men
tion first that we are opposing
the American programme of mi
litarizing outer space. We demand
that there must be no participa
tion from the FRG in the SDI
project, that the participation of
West German enterprises in the
SDI project should be made im
possible. Our second point is the
demand for the dismantling of
the Pershing II missiles and the 

The JUSOs — integral part
of the peace movement

Interview with Olaf Scholz, Vice-chairman of the Young Socialists
(JUSO) in the Social Democratic Party of Germany (SPD)

non-deployment of American
cruise missiles. This demand is
even more relevant since the
former demand for a Zero-Option
by those apposed to the arms
race is becoming realistic in the
current period. The third point,
which is very important for us,
is the discussion about conven
tional arms. On national level we
stand for the limitation of the
military budget, which we con
sider an important means for the
prevention of a further armament
escalation. We consider it neces
sary to reach international agree
ments too in this field.

Let me just mention two other
points of special interest in our
peace work: the anti-militarism
and the discussions on conscien
tious objection. As an organiz
ation we do not give recommen
dations on this, but in fact the
majority of our members stand
for conscientious objection.

— Have you developed new
forms of actions to attain these
aims?
— Regarding our decisions

which I have mentioned concern
ing the peace movement, it was
not our intention to organize our
own actions. Within the peace
movement we participate in the
development of very different
forms of resistance against the
armament policy. These include
big mass demonstrations and big
meetings of people who have
been mobilized for peace as well
as work on a smaller scale with
information .points in the streets.
There are also blockades at
places where armaments are
located, especially at the places 

of deployment of Pershing II or
cruise missiles.

— Do you think that while
carrying out such activities you
have also found new partners?

— Here I want to underline
once more that the peace move
ment in the Federal Republic has
a specific coordinating structure,
independent of panties, conven
tions and ideologies. This struc
ture was able to mobilize broad
strata of people for the peace
movement and managed to be
come the genuine political ex
pression of this movement. On
the other hand, many other ini
tiatives for peace have appeared
in the FRG in recent years, such
as the physicians or the scientists
against nuclear war. Now we
consider it important to include
these groups into the peace mo
vement.

For us as JUSOs it is import
ant, that recently we have had
more possibilities to develop in
ternational cooperation for peace
policy on those issues where we
have common understanding with
other forces. Let me mention
three examples: Jointly with the
FDJ of the GDR we made the
proposal to include in the prog
ramme of action of the All-Euro-
pean Youth and Student Cooper
ation a seminar on the problem
of a nuclear weapon-free cor
ridor in Central Europe — as
proposed by the murdered Swed
ish Prime Minister Olof Palme
— and a seminar on a chemical
weapon-free zone in Europe.
Both issues have been discussed
as well with the SSM of Czecho
slovakia. As a second example
we have proposed jointly with
the Italian Communist Youth
Federation an initiative on the
occasion of the anniversary of
the Chernobyl catastrophe, na
mely to issue an appeal against
the nuclear threats in the world,
especially against the American
SDI programme, against the nu
clear medium-range missiles of
the Americans but also against
the further civilian use of nu

6 1987/7-8 CESEHD



FRG

clear energy, since we have seen
what horrible consequences nu
clear energy could have. A third
field of activity for us is our
involvement in the European
Nuclear Disarmament structure
and in the respective Convention,
which will be held in Coventry
this year. We have proposed —
also together with the FGCI —
to organize there a special forum
on youth for peace.

— Do you see any further
possibilities to enlarge this in
ternational cooperation?

— I do think that there are
further possibilities and that we
have to search for manifold pos
sibilities to develop new forms of
cooperartion, to develop a con
crete policy for peace.

I do think that the discussions
between social democratic youth
unions and the youth organiz
ations of the communist world
movement in particular have
been freed in the recent period 

from many ideological reserva
tions. The existing strategic dif
ferences between us — on ques
tions of political democracy, on
the way to socialist societies,
especially in the industrially de
veloped countries in Western
Europe — must not prevent us
from discussing any important
issue. The fact that we are meet
ing and discussing has become a
state of normality, and I find
this important and correct. But
now we have to undertake new,
further steps to make the poli
tical content of the peace policy
the main content of our actions.
Here I want to mention once
more our joint initiative with
the FDJ. I consider this a very
political initiative, since we are
of the opinion that such a step
can really serve the cause of
disarmament. And such discus
sions, which reflect our common
opinion that peace in Europe
and in the world cannot be as
sured by military-technical means
but only by political measures, I
find useful and I think we have 

to continue searching for such
agreements.

— The JUSOs are a member
of IUSY, the FDJ is a mem
ber of WFDY and both take
an active part in the work of
their international organiz
ations. As you know, the 12th
Assembly of WFDY last No
vember issued an appeal for
the creation of a world-wide
anti-nuclear coalition. Do the
JUSOs have a position on this?

— We do have a position on
peace policy, as I have explain
ed. I think that mainly real mo
vements are of importance for
the development of the discus
sions about peace issues in the
world. Anyhow, I think that this
appeal is an interesting point in
our debates and we will contri
bute to this debate with the po
sitions I have characterized here.

Uli Brockmeyer
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Palestine
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It's certainly a strange game of numbers that
numerous decisive events in the history of the
Palestinian people took place in the 7th year of
decades. This was the case for the Balfour De
claration in 1917 when the then Foreign Minister
of the United Kingdom, Lord Balfour, by promis
ing a -national homeland- for the Jews on the
territory of Palestine largely influenced the
chances of the Palestinians to establish their
own independent state; for the adoption of the
so-called -Partition Resolution- (UN Resolution
No. 181) by the UN General Assembly in 1947;
and for the 3rd Arab-Israeli war in 1967 in which
Israel invaded Arab territories among others, the 

rest of those where, according to the partition
plan, the Palestinian state ought to have been
established.
Besides these «full-decade» anniversaries, this
year the world commemorates the 5th anniversary
of the Israeli massacres in the Sabra and Shatila
refugee camps, as well. The Palestinians who
throughout their history lived under occupation,
and then were invaded by the Israelis, had their
first real and legal possibility for self-determina
tion in 1947 after the UN General Assembly
adopted Resolution No. 181. What has happened
since then? Why couldn't the Palestinian state
be established? The events are summed up by
the following chronicle:

1947, 29 November: The Gen
eral Assembly of the Un adopted
the -Partition Resolution- (UN
Res. 181) according to which an
independent Jewish and an Arab
state and the special internation
al directory of Jerusalem ought
to have been established on the
territory of the British mandate
in Palestine. The Arab states did
not accept the resolution.

1948, 14 May: End of the Bri
tish mandate gained on 29 Sep-

Borders according to the UN
'Partition Plan’

tember 1923 from the League of
Nations. The next day the Jewish
state, called Israel, was establish
ed by the Jewish National Coun
cil at a mass meeting in Tel
Aviv. The Soviet Union was
among the first to acknowledge
the new state. On 15 May Israel
was attacked by Syria, Lebanon,
Iraq, Transjordan, Egypt and
Saudi Arabia. Israel was backed
by the United States while the
Arab countries were supported
by Great Britain.

1948, 11 December: The Gen
eral Assembly of the UN adopted
Resolution 194 on the right of
the Palestinians to return to
their homeland saying that -the
Palestinian refugees wishing to
return to their homes to live in
peace with their neighbours
should be permitted to do so at
the earliest practical date*...
This Resolution has been recalled
annually by the General Assem
bly but has never been imple
mented.

1949, 24 February: The repre
sentatives of Egypt and Israel
signed a cease-fire agreement on
the island of Rhodes. Negotia
tions went on till 20 June as a
result of which the territory of
Israel increased to 20,500 sq kms
instead of the 14,000 sq kms de
fined in the -Partition Resolu
tion-. Transjordan annexed the
5,600 sq kms of the West Bank,
originally planned to be part of

Arab Palestine, and took the
name of Jordan. The Gaza Strip's
250 sq kms came under the
authority of Egypt. The Western
part of Jerusalem was controll
ed by Israel, the Eastern part by
Jordan. About one million Pa
lestinians had to leave their
homeland. The refugees went to
live mostly in Jordan, Egypt,
Lebanon and Syria.

1949, 11 May: Israel became a
member state of the United Na
tions.
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1956, 23 June: G. A. Nasser
elected President in Egypt. One
lof the first measures of the
Egyptian government was the
nationalization of the Suez Canal
three days later. Israel was de
nied the right to use it.

1956, 29 October: Israel launch
ed an attack against Egypt. Bri
tish and French troops also took
part in the intervention. The US
condemned the military actions.
The Soviet Union announced its
readiness to use force to help
Egypt and restore peace if Bri
tain and France did not cease to
intervene in the region.

1956, 6 November: Cease-fire
agreement signed and on 22 De
cember the last French and Bri
tish troops withdrawn. On 9
March 1957 the Israeli troops
were also withdrawn from the
territory of Egypt.
1964, 28 May: At a Palestinian
national conference, convened in
Jerusalem, the Palestinian Na
tional Charter was adopted and
the Palestine Liberation Organiz
ation i(PLO) formed. Its first
chairman Ahmed Shukeiri with
his statements against Israel
served a pretext for the Zionists
to launch the 3rd Arab-Israeli
war in 1967.

1967, 5 June: In the «Six-Day
War» Israel seized the West Bank
and Gaza, Syria’s Golan Heights
and Egypt’s Sinai peninsula.

1967, 22 November: The UN
-Security Council adopted the
much discussed Resolution 242.
It says among others:

■«... the establishment of a just
and lasting peace in the Middle
East... should include the ap
plication of both the following
principles:

(i) Withdrawal of Israeli ar
med forces from occupied terri
tories of recent conflict;

(ii) ... respect for and acknow
ledgement of the sovereignty,
territorial integrity and political
independence of every state in
the area .. .»

The Security Council «affirms
further necessity ... for achiev
ing a just settlement of the re
fugee problem...».

This resolution was accepted
by Israel and Egypt but was re
jected by the PLO because it
obliterates the patriotic and na
tional rights of the Palestinian

people and deals with the Pa
lestinian cause as a refugee pro
blem.

1969, 1-5 February: In Cairo
at the session of the Palestine
National Council Yasser Arafat,
leader of Al Fattah, was elected
chairman of the PLO.

1970, 16 September: The Jor
danian regime launched a bloody
war against the PLO forces with
the aim of exterminating the
Palestinian armed presence in
Jordan.

1970, 27 September: An agree
ment was reached to end the so-
called «Bl ack September*, the
civil war between PLO fighters
and Jordanian troops. The head
quarters of the PLO were mo
ved to Lebanon.

1970, 28 September: Nasser, the
President of Egypt died of a
heart attack. He was followed by
Anwar Sadat, former Vice-Pre
sident.

1971, 13-17 July: The Jorda
nian Army dealt another heavy
blow at the Palestinian armed
forces in the country. Out of
around 2500 Palestinian fighters,
2200 were captured. King Hus
sein stated that the Palestinian
question ceased to exist for him.

1973, 6-24 October: 4th Arab-
Israel war. Around a month af

ter a summit of the Presidents of
Egypt and Syria and the King of
Jordan, two fronts were opened
in the North (Golan Heights) and
in the South (around Suez). On
24 October a cease-fire was
reached due to the Resolution of
the UN Security Council.

1973, 26-28 November: The
Arab League Summit in Rabat,
Marocco (Iraq and Lybia did not
take part) reiterated its resolution
of 1969, saying that the PLO is
the sole legitimate representative
of the Palestinian people. Jor
dan refused to accept the resolu
tion.

1973, 21 December: The open
ing of the peace conference on
the Middle East. Gromyko, FM
of the SU: All nations of the
region should live in peace and
security. The Middle East issue
cannot be solved without the Pa
lestinians and Israel’s right to
existence cannot be questioned.
The basis for the solution is the
UN Security Council resolution
of 1967 (242).

1974, 17-18 March: OPEC lift
ed the oil embargo on the US
despite the conditions for the re
lease (as stated in the embargo
resolution of the previous Oc
tober: Israel should withdraw
from all the occupied territories
and ensure the legitimate rights
of the Palestinian people) have
not been realized.

1974, 29 May: Agreement to
stop hostilities between Israeli
and Syrian troops and withdraw
to the lines of before the 1973
October war.

1974, 13 November: Arafat,
Chairman of the PLO delivered
a speech at the General Assem
bly of the UN demanding the
establishment of a state on the
former British Mandate where
Christians, Moslems and Jews can
live together.

1977, 19 November: Sadat in
Jerusalem. The next day in his
speech delivered in the Knesset
he said that he was ready to
give all the guarantees requiered
by Israel if they withdrew from
all the occupied Arab territories.
The road to peace leads through
the establishment of the Pales
tinian State. This visit ended
without any results.

1977, 2-5 December: Summit
meeting in Tripoli, Libya, with 
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the participation of Libya, Sy
ria, Algeria, Iraq, PDR of Yemen
and the PLO. They denounced
the visit of Sadat to Israel. On
5 December Egypt severed diplo
matic relations with the summit
participants.

1978, 17 September: The sign
ing of the Camp David accords
by Begin, Sadat and Carter on
«peace in the Middle East** and
«on the peace treaty between
Egypt and Israel**. The PLO most
firmly denounced the Camp
David agreement.

1979, 26 March: The signing of
the Peace Treaty between Egypt
and Israel in Washington. The
Israelis were to withdraw from
Sinai in five stages by 1982. Thus
Egypt recovered all its territories
of before 1967 except the Gaza
Strip.

1979, 8 May: The 10th meeting
of the Islamic Foreign Ministers.
The membership of Egypt was
suspended by a unanimously
adopted resolution. The partici
pants declared Jerusalem a Pales
tinian capital and sharply de
nounced the Camp David Agree
ment.

1979, 7 July: Arafat in Vienna
conducted talks with Willy
Brandt, President of the Social
ist International and with Bnuno
Kreisky, Chancellor of Austria.
Brandt’s impression after the
talks: The acknowledgement of
the right of the Palestinian
people to self-determination does
not mean the questioning of the
existence of the State of Israel.
Kreisky accepted the PLO as the
sole legitimate representative of
the Palestinian people.

1980, 12-13 June: EEC summit
in Venice. The resolution con
cerning the Middle East stated:
Israel should leave the occupied
territories.

1981, 6 October: Sadat is as
sassinated at a parade. The Pre
sident of Egypt is Hosni Mu
barak.

1982, 6 June: Israeli troops
entered the territory of Lebanon
and on 14 June they blockaded
West Beirut, site of the head
quarters of the PLO. The Israelis
demanded the disarmament of the
PLO and their evacuation from
Lebanon. On 6 June the UN Se
curity Council demanded that the
Israeli army withdraw to the in

ternationally acknowledged bord
ers of the country.

1982, 28-29 June: EEC summit
in Brussels where a 40 million
dollar loan to Israel was sus
pended because of invasion.
They also demanded the with
drawal of the Israeli troops.

1982, 29 July: The Arab League
officially announced that the
PLO agreed to evacuate Pales
tinian fighters from West Bei
rut. Under a separate agreement
between Lebanon and Syria some
Syrian troops were also with
drawn. The Palestinians began
to leave Beirut on 21 August and
by 1 September together with
their families and also counting
the withdrawn Syrians, about 15
thousand people left the coun
try. The operation was supervised
by an international peace-keep
ing force consisting of 800 US,
800 French and 500 Italian sol
diers who worked in cooperation
with the 3000-strong Lebanese
army.

1982, 15 September: Pope John
Paul II received Yasser Arafat,
Chairman of the PLO.

1982, 16-17 September: Mas
sacres in two Palestinian refugee
camps in West Beirut, Sabra and
Shaitila, committed by right-wing

After the Israeli invasion of Lebanon,
1982

Lebanese militias with the con
nivance of Israel.

1983, 17 May: After five
monfhs of negotiations with the
mediation of US Secretary of
State George Shultz, an agree
ment was reached between Le
banon and Israel on the with
drawal of Israeli troops from
Lebanon. It was to come into
force when both Syria and the
PLO withdrew their forces from
the country.

1983, 20 December: On Greek
vessels under the UN flag Arafat
and his 4000 fighters left Tripoli,
Lebanon. The Palestinians were
shipped to Algeria, Tunisia,
North Yemen and Sudan.

1983, 22 December: Arafat’s
visit to Egypt. This was the first
official high-level meeting be
tween Egypt and the PLO since
the Camp David accord. On 23
December the CC of the Al Fat
tah denounced the visit, saying
that it was against the collective
leadership. Neither the Al Fattah
nor the PLO accepted the results
of the talks.

1984, 8 February: US President
Ronald Reagan commanded the
US marines stationed in Lebanon
as part of the international peace
keeping force to withdraw to the
ships anchored off the Lebanese
coast. The British troops also
withdrew on the same day and
the Italians left Beirut on 20
February. The US Navy com
pleted the evacuation of Beirut
on 26th.

1984, 5 March: The Lebanese
government declared the separate
peace deal with Israel, signed on
17 May 1983 but never ratified
on the Lebanese Part, to be in
valid. The reason for doing so
was the failure of the agree
ment, they stated.

1985, 10-11 February: In Am
man King Hussein and Yasser
Arafat reached an agreement
that they would make common
efforts for the settlement of the
Middle East problem. They of
fered peace to Israel in return
for the occupied territories.
Peace was to be achieved with
the help of an international con
ference.

1985, 25 March: In Damascus
a new Palestinian organization
was formed: Palestinian Nation
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al Salvation Front, which the Al
Fattah wing which opposes Ara
fat’s policy also joined. They de
manded abolition of the Arafat-
Hussein agreement. The Execu
tive Committee of the PLO de
nounced the formation of the
new organization.

1986, 13 February: Arafat,
Chairman of the PLO arrived in
Cairo after a visit to Jordan
lasting almost two weeks. Egypt
tried to mediate in the debate
between the PLO and Amman.

1986, 22 February: The Jor
danian Parliament supported the
decision of King Hussein to dis
mantle the cooperation agreement
between Jordan and the PLO
signed a year before.

1986, 1 March: King Hussein
of Jordan declared in a press
statement that the decision of the
Arab League summit in 1974 re
cognising the PLO as the sole
legitimate representative of the
Palestinian people should be re
considered.

1986, 27 March: Israeli air
raid against a Palestinian re
fugee camp in Lebanon two
hours after a rocket had been
fired on a town in Northern
Israel from Lebanese territory.

1986, 4 April: After the end
of the congress of the Shiite
Amal movement in Lebanon the
fighting resumed around the
Shatila refugee camp. The Amal
wanted to prevent the re-estab
lishment of self-government in
the -camps and the infiltration of
the pro-Arafat forces.

1986, 7 April: Israeli air raid
in three waves against the Pa
lestinian camp near Sidon, Le
banon. The Israelis claimed the
camps were military bases of the
Palestinian fighters.

1986, 27 April: Simon Peres,
Israeli Prime Minister disclosed
in a televised interview that they
were conducting secret negotia
tions to settle the Middle East
issue.

1986, 7 July: Jordan closed all
the offices of Al-Fattah. The of
fices of other organizations be
longing to the PLO continued to
operate.

1986, 15-19 July: In Tunis, the
extraordinary meeting of the CC
of the PLO, convened to work 

out the position concerning the
relation towards Jordan, ended
with no result.

1986, 22 July: Two-day visit of
the Israeli Prime Minister to
Morocco. Peres conducted talks
with King Hassan who raised the
issue of an international con
ference for the settlement of the
Palestinian question. Though the
visit did not bear fruit as Israel
was not willing to acknowledge
the PLO, the Arab world re
ceived the visit with astonish
ment. Syria severed diplomatic
relations with Rabat.

1986, 28 July: The Israeli
Foreign Minister Jitzach Shamir
declared in a press statement
that he was ready to take the
risk of the establishment of a
Palestinian state if the autonomy
proposed by Israel for the Gaza
Strip and in the West Bank,
would lead to it.

1986, 3 August: The Israeli
Prime Minister Simon Peres re
ceived 25 Palestinian public fi
gures, mainly mayors from the
occupied territories.

1986, 10 August: The Israeli
Air Force launched an attack by
helicopters and rockets on the
buildings of the leadership of
two Palestinian refugee camps
near Sidon in Southern Lebanon.

1986, 6 September: Three Pa
lestinian organizations: the Al-
Fattah, the Democratic Front for
the Liberation of Palestine and
the Palestinian Communist Par
ty announced in Beirut that at
their joint meeting in Prague
held on 1-5 September they re
jected the Palestinian-Jordanian
agreement of February 1985 and
that they do not accept the UN
Security Council Res. No 242. In
Tunis, Abu Iyad, the deputy of
Arafat welcomed the declaration
stating that it opens the way to
wards Palestinian unity.

1986, 3 October: In Tyre,
Southern Lebanon, fighting re
sumed near the refugee camps
between Palestinian and Shiite
Amal fighters.

1986, 6 October: The Israeli
Air Force attacked the headquar
ters’ of the Popular Front for the
Liberation of Palestine north of
Tripoli, Lebanon.

1986, 21 October: The US Ad
ministration refused the request 

of the new Israeli Prime Minis
ter that Washington close the
PLO offices in the USA.

1986, 2 November: For the first
time in two years a joint sta
tement was published in Damas
cus by the Palestinian Commun
ist Party and the Popular Front
for the Liberation of Palestine.
It contained proposals for the
reunification of the PLO:

— official and open rejection
of the Palestinian-Jordanian
agreement of 1985;

— to sever political relations
with Egypt;

— the refusal of Res. No 242
of the UN Security Council.

1987, 14 February: In Southern
Lebanon the Shiite Amal move
ment lifted the blockade of two
Palestinian refugee camps in
Rashidye and in Borg-el Barajne
where the supply of food and
medicines was restored. Previous
ly the Palestinians fulfilled the
condition of Amal to evacuate
the village of Maghdushe.

1987, 25 February: The Israeli
Foreign Minister began his 3-
day negotiations in Cairo, as
Prime Minister Jitzach Samir
said without any authority. Peres
stated that he would agree with
the convening of an internation
al conference for the settlement
of the Middle East issue which
would lead to negotiations with
the participation of all parties
concerned.

1987, 5 April: The first trans
port of food reached the Pales
tinian refugee camps of Shatila
and Borg-el-Barajne in Beirut.
The military blockade by Syria
and the Amal movement was
still in force as armed Palesti
nians could not leave the camps.

1987, 20 April: The opening of
the 18th session of the Pales
tinian National Council, with the
participation of the major organ
izations mainly Fatah, PFLP,
PDLP, PCP. The minor pro-Sy-
rian organizations boycotted the
meeting., This National Council
abrogated the Amman agreement
of 1985 and reevaluated relations
with Egypt. The Palestinian Com
munist Party was elected to the
National Council and to the EC.
Yasser Arafat was elected Chair
man.
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THE PALESTINIANS

Statistically speaking, the Palestinians currently num
ber a total of 5 million. They are distributed as fol
lows: 700,000 inside 1948 Occupied Territories; 1,300,000
inside West Bank and Gaza; 1,200,000 in Jordan;
400,000 in Lebanon; 400,000 in Syria; 800,000 in other
Arab states and 200,000 in the rest of the world.

THE PALESTINE LIBERATION
ORGANIZATION (PLO)

The Palestine Liberation Organization was formed in
1964. In 1968 the PLO was reformed: the commando
groups became members of the PLO. The Palestinian
Charter was revised. Political programmes were de
veloped and a commando wing was developed.

MAJOR INSTITUTIONS OF THE PLO:

The Palestine National Council (PNC)
The PNC is the supreme political and decision mak
ing body of the Palestinian nation. It is consider
ed to be the Parliament in exile. Aflil Palestinian in
stitutions, trade unions, resistenee groups and com
munity groups have the right to elect members of
the council according to a quota.

The National Fund
The first National Council resolved that a Palestinian
National Fund be established to be managed by a
board of directors. Revenues from the fund come
from the following resources: (1) a fixed tax levied
on Palestinians by the Arab governments in whose
countries they reside; (2) financial contributions by
the Arab governments and peoples; (3) loans and
contributions from friendly nations; (4) any addition
al source .approved by the Council.

Social, Educational and Information Bodies
The last ten yeans have seen an increasing involve
ment of the PLO in the broad social and human
concerns of the Palestinian people in exile. The in
stitutions set up to deal with this are various: they
concern trade union organisaitions, medical aid, educa
tion and information. In the field of medical services,
the major institution affiliated to the PLO is the
PALESTINE RED CRESCENT SOCIETY (PRCS)
which is a humanitarian organisation similar to the
RED CROSS rendering services to civilan and mili
tary, regardless of nationality or religion.

Extracts from the Ten Point programme
approved by the Palestine National Council

in 1974
The key points of the ten points are as follows:

1. The assertion of the PLO position regarding ■ 

Resolution 242 is that it obliterates the patriotic and
national nights of our people and deads with our
people’s cause as a refugee problem. Therefore, deal
ing with this resolution on this basis is rejected at
any level of Arab and international dealings includ
ing the Geneva Conference.

2. The PLO will struggle by every means to liber
ate Palestinian land, and to establish the people’s
national, independent authority on every part of
Palestinian land to be Liberated. This requires more
■changes in the balance of power in favour of our
people and their struggle.

UN Resolution 3236: Question of Palestine
22 November 1974

The General Assembly,
Having considered the question of Palestine;
Having heard the statement of Palestine Liberation

Organization, the Representative of the Palestinian
People,

Recognising that the Palestinian people is entitled
to self determination in accordance with the Charter
of the United Nations,

1. Reaffirms the inalienable rights of the Palestinian
.people in Palestine including:

a) The right to self determination without external
interference;

b) The right to national Independence and Sover
eignty.

4. Recognition that the Palestinian people is a
principle party in the establishment of a just and
■durable peace in the Middle East,-

5. Further recognises the right of the Palestinians
to regain its rights by all means in accordance with
the purposes and principles of the Charter of the
Uriilted Nations \

7. Requests the Secretary General to establish con
tacts with the PLO on all matters concerning the
Question of Palestine.

UN Resolution 3379: ZIONISM AND
RACISM

10 November 1975

The General Assembly
Recalling its resolution 1904 of 20 November 1963.

Proclaiming the United Nations Declaration on the
elimination of all forms of Racial Discrimination, and
in particular, its affirmation that any doctrine of
racial dififierentation or superiority is scientifically
false, morally condemnabOe, socially unjustt and
dangerous...

Determines .that Zionism is a form of racism and
racial discrimination.
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The 11th WFDY Assembly held in
Prague, Czechoslovakia, from the
3rd to the 9th of June, 1982, tak
ing into consideration the facts that

— the Palestinian problem is the
main cause in the Middle East con
flict,

— this problem is a direct result
of the joint conspiracy of US im
perialism, Zionism and Arab reac
tion wihiah has led to the occupa
tion of Palestinian and Arab ter
ritories, has created the Palestinian
refugee problem, and has been res
ponsible for the loss of life, proper
ty, security and peace of the Pales
tinian Arab people,

— US imperialism, contrary to
its allegations, is not and cannot
be entitled to solve the Palestinian
problem, and that it is, in fact, try
ing to put an end to it at the ex
pense of the Palestinian people and
in favour of the US-<Zionist reac
tionary regional and global inter
ests,,

— the US sponsored Camp David
Accords, the Israeli-Egyptian peace
treaty, the self-rule and the civil
administration which the Israeli oc
cupation authorities are trying to
impose on the West Bank and Gaza
Strip are directed against the Pa
lestinian people and all the prog
ressive and democratic forces in the
region, making peace more un
reachable than at any other time
and encouraging Israeli military
aggression and political intran
sigence.

The pamticipants in the 11th
WFDY Assembly state that

— genuine, just and lasting peace
cannot be achieved in the region
without the unconditional Israeli
withdrawal from all the occupied
Arab territories and the realization
of the Palestinians’ inalienable na
tional rights, especially their right
to self-detenmiination and the estab
lishment of their independent state
under the leadership of the Pales
tine Liberation Organi®ation, the
sole legitimate representative of the
Palestinian people,

— 'the Palestinian revolution is
an inseparable part of the world
liberation movements, which enjoys
the sympathy, support and recogni

tion of all progressive democratic,
peace-loving forces and states of
the world, above all the Soviet
Union and the other socialist coun
tries.

The participants in the 11th
WFDY Assembly vehemently con
demn :

— the continuation of the Israeli
occupation of Palestinian and Arab
territories and the expansionist ag
gressive policy of Israel,

— the aggressive arbitrary
measures and actions carried out
by the Israeli authorities against the
Palestinian people under their oc
cupation, the policy of collective
punishment, imprisonment, assassi
nation, deportation, educational and
cultural sabotage, aggression against
religious places, torture and the
violation- of human rights,

— the incessant US-encouraged
Israeli military aggression against
the Palestinian and Lebanese
peoples in Lebanon, especially the
criminal air raid against Al-Fakhani
in Beirut and other civilian posi
tions in Lebanon,

— 'the annexation of Jerusalem,
the Israeli measures to change the
historical and cultural features of
that city and the announcement by
the Israeli cabinet that Jerusalem
is to be the eternal capital of
Israel,

— 'the settlement policy of the
Israeli occupation authorities and
the confiscation of Arab lands.

The participants in the 11th
WFDY Assembly hail:

— the heroic struggle of the Pa
lestinian people under Israeli occu
pation, their uprising and resistance
against the so-called self-rule and
civil administration, and the dis
tinguished role of the patriotic
mayors of the occupied territories,

— the heroic struggle of the Pa
lestinian armed revolution,

— the strategic unity of struggle
between the Palestinian revolution
and the Lebanese National Move
ment and Syria directed against US
imperialism, Zionism, reaction and
the isolationist forces,

— the UN General Assembly re
solutions stating that Zionism is a
form of racism and that Israel is
not a peace-loving country.

The participants in the 11th
WFDY Assembly appeal to all the
youth of the world and their or
ganizations to:

— promote solidarity with the
just cause and struggle of the Pa
lestinian people inside and outside
the occupied territories,

— organize functions and activi
ties in solidarity with the PLO, the
people, youth and students of Pa
lestine,

— launch campaigns for the re
lease of the Palestinian political
prisoners in Israeli jails,

— organize a consciousness-rais
ing campaign that will counteract
the Zionist propaganda and under
line the danger it represents to the
peace of the region and to world
peace.
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on the 29th of November — International Day of Solidarity with

the Palestinian people

29th November is annually ob
served as the International Day
of Solidarity with the Palestinian
People.

The World Federation of De
mocratic Youth, in marking this
occasion, reiterates its principled
position in solidarity with the
just struggle of the Palestinian
youth and people against imperi
alism, Zionism and reaction, for
the achievement of their inalien
able national rights, the top of
which is their right to self-de
termination and the establish
ment of their independent state
on their national soil under the
leadership of the PLO, the sole
legitimate representative of the
Palestinian people.

The occasion this year coin
cides with the Assembly of
WFDY member organizations
who have been second to none
in giving all forms of support
within their power to the Pales
tinian cause, the core of the
Middle East crisis and the cen
tral cause of the Arab people.

Next year we will be marking
40 years since the UN General
Assembly resolution on the par
tition of Palestine according to
which a Palestinian state should
have come into existence, and 20
years since the Israeli occupation
of the West Bank and the Gaza
Strip in 1967. This fact in it
self underlines the intransigence
of US imperialism and Zionist
Israel and their scorn of inter
national laws and denial of the
national rights of the five mil
lion Palestinians, a third of whom
are suffering under the Israeli
military occupation and its poli

cies of suppression, deportation,
collective punishment, torture,
discrimination, cultural depriva
tion, land confiscation and the
mushrooming of Israeli settle
ments all over the occupied ter
ritories.

Two-thirds of the Palestinian
people are dispersed in the neigh
bouring Arab countries and all
over the world suffering from
the US-Israeli genocidal wars,
and their policy of state terror
ism and also from the harass
ment of the Arab reactionary re
gimes and horrendous aggres
sions, provocations and massacres
in their refugee camps.

WFDY is of the belief that a
comprehensive solution of the
Palestinian question, and a just
and durable peace in the Middle
East can be achieved by a fully
empowered international confer

ence under the auspices of the
United Nations with the partici
pation on an equal footing of the
PLO together with all partners
in the conflict and the five per
manent members of the Security
Council. All other separate deals
and agreements not only were
proved futile but also aggravated
the situation in the region, re
sulted in more aggressive actions
and wars and endangered the
real chances for peace in the re
gion and consequently in the
world.

WFDY takes this opportunity
to hail the heroic struggle of the
Palestinian people under the
leadership of the PLO and ap
peals to all its member and
friendly organizations to further
strengthen their solidarity and
multiply their support to this
struggle.

14 1987/7-8 CHSEH3



Lebanon

UdV7@ ^®®]FS ©]{&©[?

QDd® OsF<S]®[]o OK)W1SD©M

In reality this Israeli power is
due to the fact that Israel is and
will continue to be the spearhead
of imperialist policy in the re
gion. This is also the result of
the US-Zionist strategic alliance.

On the eve of the Israeli in
vasion of Lebanon at the be
ginning of June 1982, the Zion
ist general Sharon assured his
men thait the invasion of the
Lebanese territory would be a
walkover for them, little more
than a sightseeing trip to this
beautiful country!

On the 4th of June, 1982 the
Zionist army in fact began the
execution of its plan for Gali
lee’s security” with air raids on
military and civilian positions in
the south of the country and
even on Beirut. Then the Israeli
army invaded the Lebanese ter
ritories, laying waste everything
in its path, destroying whole vil
lages, bombing towns, not even
sparing schools, hospitals and
factories, thus wiping out the in
frastructure of the Lebanese
economy. The aggressors also
perpetrated massacres of the in
nocent population, making no
distinction between men and wo
men, young and old.

For Lebanese and Palestinian
peoples it was the beginning of
a sad chapter in their contem
porary history. Israel set up de
tention camps (similar to the con
centration camps of the Nazis),
including .the infamous Ansar
camp, to detain, torture and li
quidate thousands of Palestinian
and Lebanese patriots. The Is
raeli occupation authorities re
fused to give them the status of
prisoners of war. When the An
sar camp was evacuated in 1985,
1167 patriotic prisoners were
transferred to the notorious
Attlit prison in Israel, in viola
tion of the 4th Geneva Conven
tion adopted in 1949 of which
Israel is also a signatory. The Is
raeli policy in the occupied Le
banese territories took the form
of systematic and intensive re
pression to achieve the form of
«state terrorism” practised by
the whole Zionist administration
of Tel Aviv.

— What were the motives of
the Israeli invasion in 1982?

Lebanon represented the se
cond stage of the capitulatory
process of the Camp David
agreements. Then the targets of
the invasion were actually Pa
lestinian, Syrian and Lebanese:
that is, to crush Palestinian re
sistance, to force the Syrian
troops to withdraw from Le
banon, to liquidate the Leban
ese patriotic and progressive
forces and to instal the fascist
party of the Phalangists at the
head of the Lebanese state.

Another important aim of the
invasion was to appropriate the
waters of the Lebanese river
Litani in the south of the coun
try. Many people were astonished
by the scale of the Israeli of
fensive, for the Zionist plans
went beyond the -“Biblical fra
mework”. The Israeli state was
not satisfied with the domina
tion of the territories claimed on
the basis of ancient history or
the Bible. It wants to expand its
economic and military empire
over the whole of the Middle
East.

Thus we need to define clearly
the nature of the Arab-Israeli
conflict. It is not a question of
the recognition or non-recogni-
tion of the Hebrew State, nor is
it a question of a «peace treaty”.
The essence of this conflict is the
struggle between the national
liberation movement of the Arab
peoples, social progress and unity
on the one hand and imperialism
on the other, of which Israel
constitutes an advanced military
base in the region. The siege of
Beirut by the aggressive Zionist
army which lasted three months
in the summer 1982 was met
with a heroic defence on the part
of the Lebanese and Palestinian
patriots. The departure of the
PLO forces was followed by the
massacre at Sabra and Shatila and
by the entry of the Israeli army
into Beirut and by the US mar
ines and their NATO allies, name
ly, the French, the Italian and the
British. Under the cover of the
Israeli tanks, a Phalangist pre
sident was elected to the head of
the State, thus opening a sad 

says the slogan of the demonstratorsIsrael is an absolute evil
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new period in the history of the
Lebanese people. The Phalangist
regime, after signing the capi
tulatory treaty of the --17th of
May* (similar to that of Camp
David), turned its back on all
peace solutions presented by the
progressive forces of Lebanon and
by Syria and strengthened its
political, military and economic
links with the USA.

During this time, South Le
banon suffered the bitter ex
perience of Israeli occupation,
with the occupiers using every
fascist and inhuman method in
the face of the local population.
These were nothing short of Nazi
practices. Systematic and puni
tive actions were organized
against the villages in search of
patriots; fields and plantations
were destroyed on a large scale.
Patriots and --suspects* were sub
jected to psychological and phy
sical tortures. In the face of this
wave of repression and general
annihilation of life in the re
gions occupied by Israel, on the
16th of September 1982, the
Lebanese patriotic and progres
sive forces proclaimed the birth
of the Lebanese National Resis
tance Front (FRNL) having the
liberation of the country as its
principal goal. Despite the mon
strous Zionist practices and with
many sacrifices, the heroic mili
tants of FRNL achieved historic
victories. The FRNL operations
(a total of 13 in Beirut against
the Israeli army of occupation)
pursued the Zionist enemy every
where in the occupied regions.

This struggle obliged the Is
raeli enemy to withdraw uncon
ditionally from the major part of
the occupied Lebanese territories.
The FRNL operations against the
Zionist occupation forces ad
vanced to a qualitatively and
quantitatively higher level. The
FRNL struggle constituted and
still constitutes an exemplary ex
perience of the peoples’ liberation
struggle and a new dawn of the
Arab national liberation move
ment’s struggle. All the patriotic
and progressive forces in Leba
non, including the communists,

Protest against Israel led by a sheikh

played an important and leading
role within the framework of
FRNL thus inciting all the strata
of the population in the south
to raise up against the presence
of the Israeli neo-Nazis in Le
banon. At present, Israel still oc
cupies a frontier strip in South
Lebanon. But the FRNL is con
tinuing a bitter struggle to com
plete the country’s liberation.

At present, the country is
going through an acute crisis at
every level.

The fascist regime of the
Phalangist party is aggravating
the socio-economic crisis as the
State is speculating in the dol
lar, to the detriment of the Le
banese pound. In the summer of
1983 the dollar stood at-, five Le
banese pounds; by the summer
of 1986 it had exceeded 100
Lebanese pounds! Investments in
industry declined. A great pant
of the labour force is unemploy
ed. The number of workers fell
from 150,000 in 1975 to 60,000 in
1986. Each year 36,000 young
people enter active life, and only
5,000 of them have any hope
of finding a job! Many of them
go abroad. The perspectives of
the socio-economic struggle are
the perspectives of a change in
the political system.

The fundamentalist movement
culminated after the annulment
of the -“tripartite agreement*
(signed by one part of the Leban

ese Forces, by Syria and by the
patriotic forces) when the ob
scurantist forces demanded the
creation of an --Islamic republic*
in Lebanon. In order to put this
separatist and confessional plan
into practice, the obscurantist
forces attacked the Communists,
who are the most firmly op
posed to the participation of Le
banon and the confessional plans.
Michel Waked, communist peadi-
atrician, Khalil Naous, Souheil
Tawile and Dr. Hussein Mroue,
members of the Lebanese Com
munist Party’s Central Commit
tee were victims of these attacks.

In face of the Phalangist and
confessional plans, the patriotic
and progressive forces drew up a
patriotic and national program
me to solve the Lebanese crisis
on a democratic basis.

A question arises: will there be
lasting peace in Lebanon? The
recent events in West Beirut in
February 1987 essentially brought
the patriotic and progressive
forces on the one hand into con
frontation with the confessional
(for example Amal movement)
and obscurantist forces on the
other. These events proved that
lasting peace in Lebanon is only
possible after the unconditional
withdrawal of the Israeli enemy
from Lebanese territories and af
ter the establishment of a non
confessional, united and demo
cratic state in Lebanon. The Sy
rian army and the Lebanese re
gular army have taken the res
ponsibility of bringing law and
order to West Beirut.

In 1987, the FRNL militants
are ready to continue their
struggle to drive out the Israeli
army and to open the way for
this democratic change. Neither
the 6th Fleet of US imperialism
nor the Zionist army, nor the
Phalangist fascists have been
able to prevent historic victories
by the patrioitic and progressive
forces. After 12 years of civil
war in Lebanon will there be
peace art: last?

Lebanese Democratic Youth
Union
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Journalist Brigade in the Occupied Territories

TTItq® ©f the Calls»»

The «Valley of the Calls» in the
occupied Golan Heights is day
after day the scene of a show
thait strikes one as grotesque. It
is a special kind of resistance
with which the inhabitants of the
mountain village of Maj dal
Shams steadfastly renounce the
Israeli attempts to seize their
land and subjugate them to the
Jewish state.

For 20 years barbed wire and
minefields have separated the in
habitants of Maj dal Shams from
their family members and friends
who at that time fled before the
approaching Israeli troops or
later were forced into Syria.

Ever since, they have been
gathering every day at a field
path that runs between two
hills. On one hill, on «their» side
lies an Israeli outpost. On the
other, a few kilometres away a
Syrian outpost is situated. The
valley in between becomes the
«Valley of the Calls» when on
the other side their relatives and
friends, as tiny as ants, arrive
for their «chat».

The special acoustic conditions
in the mountains make it pos
sible to understand each other
and where the voice is not
strong enough they use mega
phones and portable loudspeak
ers.

Only 600 of the exactly 6,000
inhabitants of Majdal Shams
fled in 1967 before the Israelis.
Majdal Shams was not gripped
by the panic which made some
100,000 inhabitants of the Golan
Heights leave their hometowns
and villages which they have not
seen again since then. The land
of these refugees was long ago
seized and converted into «pro-
perty of the state of Israel".
About 40 Israeli settlements have
been established and for the re
maining 15,000 original inhabi

tants Israeli laws have been in
troduced — as part of the an
nexation of this strategically im
portant region.

Hayel Abu Jabal, around 40
years of age, needs no megaphone
Ha makes signs and calls to draw
the attention of the people
standing on the opposite side.
«One of them is my friend
Hamed Halawi," he tells me.
«We meet each other here every
week at the same time," he adds
as a figure on the other side of
the armistice line is motioning
with his arms. Then follows a
prolonged exchange of news and
family affairs, without paying
any attention to the Israelis as
siduously listening in behind us
(and the Syrians on the other
side), as wesll as some joking
which produces laughter.

Meanwhile Hamed Halawi’s
father, sister and brother have
joined us. Their resounding talk
turns to more serious themes.
Halawi senior has to use the
megaphone. The loud joking in
the beginning, Hayel Abu Jabal
explains later, served only to
overcome the frustrations that
exist on both sides.

«When I was last together with
Hamed we were still boys. That
was on June 14, 1967. Only now,
a few months ago, I saw him on
Syrian television. Tears came to
my eyes and I would have liked
to embrace him." Telephone con
nections with Syria have been
cut off since the Israeli occupa
tion, he tells me. The only con
nection possible is by letter via
the Red Cross. «But I do not use
this way. I do not want to speak
to my friends through letters,"
Hayed Abu Jabal says.

Majdal Shams — together with
three other places — is one of
the few villages that have not 

been abandoned by their inhabi
tants or destroyed by the Israelis.
Abu Jabal sees the reasons for
that in the fact that the people
here are attached more closely to
their land, while the rest of the
Golan population had lived under
more »feudal« relations and not
developed such a high political
awareness. An acquaintance of
Abu Jabal, Salman Braik gives
the following explanation: «In
Majdal Shams and in the neigh
bouring communities of Masadi,
Bokhata and Ein Kiniya, under
the rule of the Ottomans and the
French we learned one lesson
above all: to stay on the land
and never to abandon our pro
perty regardless of what hap
pens". Braik who firmly rejects
the designation of Druze for the
inhabitants of the Golan insists
that they are Arab Syrians. He
admits though that in Majdal
Shams there is only a single non-
Druze, a Christian. For the most
part it was the Druze people who
heeded that lesson of history and
did not leave their land, while
large numbers of Moslems and
Christians were driven into
exile.

Druze territories exist not only
in Lebanon and Syria but also
in Israel, although they have
hardly any contact with the rest
of the believers in the Golan
Heights.

Those who remained in the
Golan Heights have meanwhile
rejected all Israeli attempts to
integrate them and to force Is
raeli citizenship on them.

-«Today the Israeli law is valid
here, but we consider ourselves
to be Arab Syrians under Israeli
occupation," says one of the
crowd who asks to remain ano
nymous. We have our resistance
against the occupation, but we
use purely political, not violent 
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means. Nobody is shooting at Is
raeli soldiers. We are far too
few and too isolated to use
violent means-.

Las year some people set fire
to Israeli outposts and mined the
road of the armistice line. They
captured some Israeli weapons
and destroyed them. But they
were arrested and are now
awaiting trial before a military
court. Altogether there are some
25 political prisoners from this
area, he said. He himself had
been imprisoned several times
because he kept up contacts with
the government of his country.

The Israeli occupation power
showed the inhabitants of the
Golan its brutal face openly for
the first time in the year 1982.
It was then that the population
prevented Israeli citizenship being
forced upon them by staging
general strike that lasted six
months. The Israelis who had
previously engaged mainly in a
policy of persuasion gave this up
after the general strike. -«Now
they don’t want us any longer 

as Israeli citizens,- Salam Braik
said laughingly.

The population of Golan re
gards itself as wholly Syrian;
each year they celebrate April
14, the day of Syria’s indepen
dence from France.

In fact the question of tradi
tional party affiliation may be
irrelevant in an area where the
connection to the Syrian hinter
land is effectively cut off and
where contacts to political groups
in Israel are equally excluded
because of the refusal to accept
Israeli citizenship. Several
people questioned did talk about
«three equally strong main
trends: the sympathisers of the
Syrian Arab National Baath
Party, the Panarab Nasser fol
lowers and the Marxists who
maintain good relations with the
Communist Party of Israel-.

These groups have an influence
particularly among the young
generation and the Marxists are
experiencing a strong growth
among the common people,with
out, however, planning the 

founding of a party of their own.
The contest for winning «souls-
takes place in peaceful discus-
sionS, since one common aim
clearly prevails in the political
work: the fight against the oc
cupation. Every inch of land is
being defended and even in the
■«Valley of the Calls- between
minefields and barbed wire the
landowners place special empha
sis on regular sowing and har
vesting so as noit to supply the
Israelis with a pretext for the
confiscation of -<unused land-.
Instead the Israelis often claim
■treasons of security- in order to
expropriate Arab land.

All families are in one way or
another bound to the land; they
are peasants or engaged in re
lated occupations and even in
the valley behind Maj dal Shams
apples are still being harvested.
Harvesting here has almost be
come a political weapon, an ex
pression of steadfastness like the
calls which re-echo over the ap
ple trees through the valley.

Klaus Larsen

Israeli troops on the Golan Heights in 1967 (archive)
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Panorama

MW

Platoon is the first honest movie
about the Vietnam war to appear
in a very long time. Unlike the ra
cist and jingoistic fantasy Rambo,
Platoon makes no attempt to glori
fy the wair or to justify the role
of the United Sta'tes.

Filmed from the viewpoint of an
ordinary “grunt*, the film does not
shrink from showing the grisliest
and -most unsavory aspects of the
war: American soldiers murdering
Vietnamese civilians, getting high
on drugs, being attacked by ants
and flies, being blown apart by
booby traps and even killing other
Americans. Platoon is graphic tes
timony that -war is hell*.

tBut as I was watching this
movie, I noticed that some mem
bers of the audience were not gett
ing the point. In fact, they sound
ed as if they were watching Ram
bo, whispering obscenities at the
Vietnamese troops and cheering as
they were mowed down. And I
wondered how a movie so different
from Rambo could have virtually
the same effect.

I think the reason is that Platoon
and Rambo, for all -their differences,
have some basic similarities. Both
consist mainly of explicit violence.
Both were written primarily to ex

plore the psychological phenomenon
•known as •••■Vietnam Vets Syndro
me*. And most important, both
films ignore the real reason why the
Vietnam war was a military, poli
tical and moral failure for the
United States.

This reason was well stated by
President Eisenhower. in his book
Mandate for Change: -4 have
never talked ... with a person
knowledgable in Lndochenese af
fairs who did not agree that 80 per
cent of the population would have
vofed for the Communist Ho Ch'
Minh as their leader*.

The fact was that the Vietnam
ese people wanted their country
united under the National Liber
ation Flronf, an anti-colonial, pro
socialist movement which had lib
erated the country from the Japan
ese during World War II. Beginn
ing in 1945, France, the former
colonial power there, waged a war
with US support to re-establish
their control, and in 1954, a pro-US
regime was in place in the South.
But the stiff determination of the
people to restore their choice of
government proved to be the death
knell for the United States inter
vention.

Platoon deals with none of this, 

although it was the central fact of
the Vietnam war. As a result, the
conflict between the American sol
diers and the Vietnamese people,
which is the basis of the movie’s
plot, makes no sense.

The movie implies that the real
conflict was not between the
Americans and the Vietnamese, but
among the Americans themselves.

“I realized that we were really
fighting ourselves during the war,
but we were not the enemy,* says
the narrator at the very end of the
film. This is a dangerous rational
ization for the US defeat in Viet
nam, and a message that under
mines Platoon’s effectiveness as an
anti-war statement.

One scene in the movie, however,
redeems the whole. The narrator,
who is a college student, remarks
on the predominantly working
class composition of the American
forces. At one point an Afro-Ame
rican soldier asks him, “What are
you doing here? It seems lake you
have an education*. The narrator
replies, “The -poor are always fight
ing the rich man’s battles. I
thought it was only fair that the
rich carry their share*. “We have
here a crusader,* the soldier re
plies scornfully. “You’d have to be
rich in the first place to think like
that*.

In real life, many Vietnam
veterans realized that the way to
take the side of poor and working
.people was to oppose the war.
Many continue to be actively in
volved in the struggle for peace. If
the movie had shown this, it would
better deserve its claim to be a
realistic account of what happen
ed.

Kermit Snelson

WKlfiSHKl
(Magazine of the YCL of USA)
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The dream has not died

Six pre ita tte ■nta (rt Jita
of love, but at the same time he
supported the struggles of the
racial minorities, of women, and
denounced injustice in all its
forms.

The return that could not be

John Lennon had withdrawn
from public life in the last five
years. He wanted to have time
to spend with his wife and son.
Just as he was --starting over
again*, Mark David Chapman
perpetrated the crime. "Some
body* did not want to run the
risk.

Lennon influenced several
generations of musicians and
modified the present century’s
popular music (those who have
not been influenced by him raise
your hands).

For many people his death was
like the loss of an elder brother:
he had always been there some
where. For others it was the
death of a dream, of an illu
sion, of thinking that the world
can be changed by songs. Lennon
himself, when The Beatles broke
up, said: -Nothing has really
changed. South Africa is still
being sold arms, people are still
being killed in the streets and
there are people living in pover
ty, with rats crawling over them.
Nothing has changed. Some kids
let their hair grow and we got
rich. The dream ended*.

But if we want, the dream
can continue. It is up to us to
keep it alive. To give peace a
chance, to struggle so that wo
man is no longer the nigger of
the world, to keep thinking that
there’s no heaven. You may
say I’m a dreamer. But I’m not
the only one.

-It has been poetry’s world-wide
victory. In a century when those
who obtain more votes, those
who score more goals, the
wealthiest men and the most
beautiful women are the winners,
it is stimulating to see the shock
the death of a man who simply
sang of love has produced. It is
the apotheosis of those who
never win,* wrote Garcia Mar
ques on Lennon’s death.

After that, came the unavoid
able cult of death that is so
widespread in our society: tens
of magazines announcing as ex
clusive -the latest interview*-, the
unknown recordings (so unknown
that they wouldn’t have been re
cognized by Lennon either), sale
of buttons with his picture, pho
tos, posters, etc. The great myth
industry tried to sell us an image
of Lennon as bland as possible,
as detached as possible from the
real Lennon, from Lennon as
man, as lover, as rebel, as poli
tician. An image Lennon tried to
destroy throughout his life.

The Beatles

Behind the hysterical shouts of
the fans of the group who
changed the history of music,
those who had ears for it could
hear the rebellious and despair
ing poetry of a thin man with
a fringe, who had discovered a
new style. Previously songs said:
-Baby, don’t leave me*- or -I
miss you*-. Lennon wrote about
credible stories, about love like 

yours or mine, besides reflecting
the society of his time in a
nearly journalistic style.

Of all the members of the
group, Lennon was always the
most likely to be loved, the one
who was nearest to the people',
the most irreverent one, who
dared to say, during a perfor
mance attended by the Queen:
-•■You people in the cheap seats,
applaud, and those in thg stalls
can rattle their jewellery*.

Furthermore, he was the only
one of the four who gave back
the Order of the British Empire
in protest over the British inter
vention in the Vietnam and
Biafra wars.

After the Beatles’ split, John
came down from the ivory tower
where producers and advisers had
tried to keep him. For him, his
life and his music were closely
linked. As he became more in
volved in his struggle for peace,
this was reflected in his music.
Lennon composed -Give peace a
chance*, with the idea that it
could sung during marches. He
succeeded and it became a sort
of anthem in demonstrations over
Vietnam. He continued to sing 
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Mr. Hassan DJalal, No. 25
Ghods Alley, Arcf Ghazini
St., Baghe Khazaneh, Do-
rahe Ghapan, Ghazvln Ave,
Teheran, IRAN. 25 years
old, in English on music,
sports.
Mr. Boumcggoutl Abdella-
tif, Rue 44, No. 22, Sidi
Kacem, MOROCCO. 22
years old, in English, Ara
bic and French on sports,
nature, fine arts and trips.

Mr. Bayou Ali, 7, rue Ah
med Bouzrina (Casbah),
Algiers 16000, ALGERIA.
18 years old, in French,
Spanish, English and Ger
man on classical music,
sports and movie.
Miss Angelika Michaljova,
Nad obri 1/23, Prague 4 —
Krv, 14000 CZECHOSLO
VAKIA. 17 years old, in
English, German, Italian
and Russian on music and
arts.
Mr. James Brew, C/o Miss
Elizabeth Blankson, P. O.
Box 1305, Accra, GHANA.
24 years old, in English on
music and trips.
Mr. Joe Raymond, 508 Fre
derick Avenue, Hamilton,
Ontario, 18 H 4K4, CANA
DA. 28 years old, in Eng
lish on sports.
Miss Regina Voight, Hol-
tei str. 21/E, 7033 Leipzig,
GDR. 22 years old, in Eng
lish and German.
Mr. M us tap ha Oluwatoyin
Hassan, C13 Emenine street,
Joslateau State, NIGERIA.
In English.
Mr. Haddad Said, Poste de
Boghni, BP No. 48, G. K.
Tizi-Ouzou, ALGERIA. 23
years old, in English on
sports and music.
Mr. James T. Ami-Nahr,
P. O. Box 721, Tema, GHA
NA. 20 years old, in
English on sports.
Miss Mila Lesovaja, ul.
Oktyabrszkoj revoljucii N.
65, 258900 Umany, Cser-
kacckal obi. USSR. 16 years
old, in Russian.
Miss Linda Hbstgatan, 2,
24402 Furulund, SWEDEN.
15 years old in English on
sports and music.
Miss Nicole Brant, Amsel
str. 11. 4901 Hiddenhausen,

FRG. 13 years old, in En
glish and German.
Mr. Eric Vigo, 2/8 Station
St. West Ryde 2114, N. S.
W. AUTSRALIA. 17 years
old, in English on music,
politics and stamps.
Mr. Kiriswo A. M. Kipnge-
tich, c/o Lelmokwo Farm,
P. O. Box 60, Kipkabus,
KENYA. 21 years old, in
English on trips, sports and
films.
Mr. Ahmed Reza Sadeghi,
P. O. Box 81465/475, Esfa-
han, IRAN. In English.
Mr. Aziria Abdelmalek,
Cite des Castors No. 12,
rue 2AC, Achasta P/Ain-
Tedeles, w. de Mostaga-
neem, ALGERIA. 23 years
old, in French, Arabic and
English on trips, music and
movie.
Mr. Jose Estrada Vigil,
Calle Gueavara 97—B, Re
medies, prov. Villa Clara,
CUBA. In Spanish, French
and English on postcards,
trips and records.
Miss Iva Gregorova, Par-
tyzanu 350, Polabiny III,
530 09 Pardubice, CZE
CHOSLOVAKIA. 22 years
old, in English on sports,
arts and animals.
Mr. Samuel Kyere, P. O.
Box 272, Berekum b/A,
GHANA. 17 yeans old, in
English on video and
swimming.
Miss Catherine Nounopou-
lou, Syrou 27, Athens
113.62, GREECE. 17 years
old, in French.
Mr. Sendor Nazim khan,
Lot 20 Harlem, West Coast,
Demerava, Guayana 8/A,
GUAYANA. 22 years old,
in English.
Mr. Lamie Ali Azgar, BP
1184, Bagdad, IRAK. 31
yeans old, in English on
photography.

Mr. Stephen Nwali, 1 Bed-
well Street, Calabar, Cross
River State, NIGERIA. In
English.
Miss Malgorzata Marty-
niak, ul. Pultska 48/2, 53—
116 Wroclaw, POLAND. 18
yeans old, in English and
Russian on music, sports,
collection of pastcards and
trips.
Miss Agnieszka Bartosiak,
14—304 Loczno, Woj.
Olsztym, POLAND. 17 years
old, in Russian and Polish
on history and geography.
Miss Kerstin Seidler, H6-
henweg 12, Eberswlade-
Finow 1, 1300 GDR. 25
years old, in English and
German on gastronomy,
tourism and music.
Mr. Hartmut Zimmermann,
Auf der Scheibe 12, Fach
171—76, Dresden, 8029
GDR. 28 years old, in Rus
sian, German, French and
English on nature, litera
ture and music.
Miss Champika Thagoda-
pittya, No. 11, 4th Lane,
Negambo Road, Kurunega-
la, SRI LANKA. 19 years
old, in English on music.
Miss Anna Johansson, Ti-
rup pl. 2610, 26800 Svalov,
SWEDEN. 17 years old, in
English, German and
French on sports and mu
sic.
Mr. Michael Mihambo, c/o
Post Box 8, Mwanza, TAN
ZANIA. 22 years old, in
English on sports, music
and .trips.
Mr. Audrius Tomonis,
Architectu 35—21, 232043—
Vilnius, Litvan, USSR. 22
years old, in English, Rus
sian and Polish, on stamps
and postcards collections.
Miss Alena Moliagova, Bul-
var Novatorov 82, flat 33,
Leningrad 198215, USSR. 21
years old, in Russian on
sports, thea re and music.
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