Politics — November 2007

"We need one authority, one law and one democratic and national decision
that applies to us all." Abu Mazen, April 29, 2003

Both the Palestinians and the Israelis need to restore hope in themselves and
trust in one another in order to ride the peace wagon.

Raphael Cohen-Almagor

This was a sad month for Israeli
<= % education. The teachers continue
; their strike, leaving hundred of
g 14 & thousands of young students at
S ANPRR | < home for more than a month.
dxiyquy [ University lecturers continue their
strike, leaving hundred of
thousands of older students at
home for more than a month.
Teachers and lecturers ask for
justified raise in their salaries. They
cannot continue working in such a
shameful condition, unable to
support their families with the
ridiculous pay slips they bring
home. The Ministry of Finance,
guarding the public purse, is
unmoved. So is the prime minister.
He sees the scenes, hears the voices, yet expresses "complete confidence" in
his unfortunate appointment to Minister of Finance, Ronny Bar-On, whose
greatest virtue is his loyalty to Olmert, to bring an end to both strikes. This is
called "leadership" in Israel today.
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"EINSTEIN!!! Stop fooling around
and pay attention!"

Previous strikes showed that it was the prime minister who joined the
negotiations, said enough is enough as millions of people are suffering as a
result of kids not going to school, academic institutions empty, and pressed
hard for white smoke to emerge. This prime minister has poor knowledge of
history, and a poor concept of social responsibility. This, however, is hardly
news.

The truth is that Olmert is extremely busy: Between the time dedicated to
Annapolis, and the time dedicated to his lawyers to put him off the hook as the
corruption investigations against him proceed according to plan (at this point,
it looks as if Olmert will stand trial at least on one count of receiving "favours"
from a prominent businessman), he apparently has no time to see that Israeli
students receive the education they deserve.

And this is the guy who goes to Annapolis to bring us peace. People are
allowed to dream.
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Annapolis

Here are my first reflections on the summit:

I believe that
every
meeting is
important. If
you wish to
build

| .

relationships, you need to meet and invest. How significant this meeting was,
time will tell. But Israelis and Palestinians should meet as much as possible in
order to know one another, understand one another, and resolve differences.
The fact that forty nine countries and international organizations arrived is
testimony to the influence of the US in the world. Continuity is important.
These countries should be present in the peace building process not only in
Annapolis.

All three speeches: Abu Mazen, Olmert and Bush were positive. I don’t doubt
Abu Mazen'’s sincerity. I hope that he is able to deliver.

The most striking element in the
summit was the absence of the
Hamas. Radicals tend to dictate
the move of things, and the
Israeli-Palestinian conflict is no
different. We should not forget
that the Hamas enjoys wide
Palestinian support, and that it is
, committed as ever to violence and
the destruction of Israel. Israel
must insist on security. The
Palestinians must insist on
ending the occupation. Are these

musts reconcilable?

The writing on the wall is clear. When the dust will finally cover the rivers of
blood, and the ground will remain stable under Palestinian and Israeli feet, I
would be surprised if the following will NOT take place:

The end of occupation

Two (or more) state solution



Palestinian waters and other energy resources in Palestinian hands

Division of Jerusalem along the formula: What is Jewish will remain in Jewish
hands, what is Palestinian will constitute the Palestinian capital

Potential return of Palestinian refugees to Palestine, and compensation to
those who fled from present Israel and wish to remain outside Palestine.

The tough remaining issues -- exact delineation of borders; evacuation of
settlements; The Temple Mount; end of terrorism; Israeli and Palestinian
security -- will dictate when the dust will settle down. They are solvable with
good will, trust, and good faith of both parties. They are impossible when good
will, trust, and good faith are lacking.

Annapolis is yet another step in the right direction. We should not take
anything for granted. Remember that until 1993 Israel did not recognize the
PLO. Remember that many Israeli leaders dreaded meeting and shaking
hands with the arch-terrorist Arafat. Remember that we have a prime minister
and president that are willing to meet on a regular basis, once in fortnight, in a
combined and what seems to be a sincere effort to bring peace to their peoples
during their lifetime. These are important developments that should not be
underestimated. The road, however, is long and thorny.

The Palestinians and Their Politics

On October 29, 2007, the Woodrow Wilson Center hosted a session on “The
Palestinians and Their Politics”. It featured Mustafa Barghouti,
Founder and Director of the Health, Development, Information and Policy
Institute (HDIP), and former Palestinian Information Minister; Yezid
Sayigh, Professor, King's College London; Khalil Shikaki, Director of the
Palestinian Center for Policy and Survey Research, and Senior Research
Fellow, Crown Center for Middle East Studies, Brandeis University. Robert
Malley, Director of the Middle East and North Africa Program, International
Crisis Group introduced the speakers, and Aaron David Miller, Public
Policy Scholar, Woodrow Wilson Center, moderated the discussion. It was a
most depressing event. None of the three was hopeful about the peace
prospects. None is trustful of Israel. How can you build any form of positive
relationship, not to mention peace, without these two ingredients?

All of the speakers painted a bleak portrait of the current Palestinian situation,
caused by a weakened political system and failed Palestinian and Israeli
policies. While Khalil Shikaki reported a decline in support for Hamas, this
could be reversed if Israel continues to adopt policies harmful to the Gazan
civilian population. Like many people in the Israeli public, including myself,
the speakers were quite pessimistic about the prospects of the Annapolis
meeting (Sayigh said he frankly did not think about the meeting), and
recognized that a failure would be detrimental to Fatah.

Yezid Sayigh asserted that the Palestinian political
system is broken and cannot be put back together again.
Sayigh attributes this state of disrepair to three main
factors. First, Fatah-Hamas politics are dysfunctional.




Hamas has unraveled everything that Fatah had achieved and thus
contributed to the worsening of the Palestinian strategic position, while
remaining unable to offer substantive solutions. Second, Palestine has the
conditions of a failed state. Institutions are ineffective and violence is
constant. Third, the international community has been attempting to
maintain the status quo by injecting massive aid to the Palestinians devoted
solely to humanitarian relief. As a result, the people are chronically dependent
and the economy has become increasingly fragmented and dysfunctional. This
is a degenerative condition rather a reconstituting one.

The result is also that the peace process is broken and it would be very difficult
to reach any agreement between Israel and the Palestinians in the near future.
Abu Mazen lacks the capacity to deliver, Hamas has other objectives in mind,
i.e. the destruction of Israel, and Israel does everything to interfere, in
negative ways, in Palestinian affairs. The occupation continues to plant
destruction and hatred everywhere.

In the late 1990s I debated Sayigh upon the invitation of the Oxford Quaker
Society. Then the articulate Sayigh was highly critical of Israel. Now he is
critical of Fatah and Hamas almost to the same extent that he is critical of
Israel.

Khalil Shikaki, a pollster I learned to respect,
focused on Palestinian public opinion. He said that
we now have two governments, one in Gaza, another
in Ramallah, but no state. The economy in Gaza is
destroyed both by Israel and Fatah, aiming to
destabilize Hamas. Hamas is able to assert order in
Gaza. Shikaki emphasized "order, not law". The
public at large blames Hamas for the misery of
Palestinians in Gaza. However, whenever Israel interferes negatively in the life
of Gazans, Hamas' popularity rises. For instance, rationing of gas and
electricity by Israel in Gaza plays to the hands of Hamas and helps Hamas
gain the high moral ground.

Public opinion on the peace process, according to Shikaki, is shaped by a cost-
benefit calculation. In theory, almost 80% of Palestinians prefer a
comprehensive settlement; however, when they consider the cost of such a
settlement, support drops to 55-45%. Conversely, an interim settlement in
theory only has the support of about half the Palestinian population but when
cost is factored in, support jumps to about two-thirds. The third option,
that of a forced Israeli withdrawal through a resort to violence is
the most popular, mustering the support of two-thirds to three-
quarters of the Palestinians. In this context, one may recall Marwan
Baghouti’s statement, made on March 4, 2000: “Whoever thinks it is possible
to resolve issues such as the refugees, Jerusalem, the settlements and the
borders through negotiations is under a delusion”. The public is willing to pay
the price in blood for the withdrawal of Israel from the occupied territories as
long as it believes that this option is working successfully. As for public
opinion regarding Hamas and Fatah, a major change transpired in June,
2007, with the Hamas takeover of Gaza. At least 10% of the public has moved



from the sidelines to support Fatah. Marwan Barghuti remains a very popular
figure in Palestine.

Shikaki also found that the public is pessimistic about the prospect for peace
with the Israel, does not believe that they will attain statehood within the next
5 years and does not believe that the split between Hamas and Fatah is
temporary. If the upcoming Annapolis meeting is not successful, Shikaki
believes that Abu Mazen will have no alternative but to go to Hamas and
accept its conditions, or else strengthen his hold on the West Bank and further
entrench the divide between the West Bank and Gaza.

Mustafa Barghouti was the most critical
voice of Israel. Between Abu Mazen and
Hamas, Barghouti sounds like the other
Barghouti just before he was captured and
put behind bars in a secured Israeli jail.
Mustafa Barghouti offers an alternative to
the two rival powers, i.e., himself. The
biography circulated to the audience
mentioned that he came second to Abu
Mazen in the last presidential elections...
Now, people who may opt to adhere to his
views are likely to prefer the original, Hamas, rather than vote for him. The
Hamas’ ability to carry out the anti-Israeli agenda far exceeds Barghouti’s
ability. They surely prefer Marwan Barghouti.

Mustafa Barghouti spoke of the creation of two autocracies, one in Ramallah,
the other in Gaza. He believes that the demise of the peace process resulted
from the failure of Fatah and the Palestinian Authority to promote an agenda
of reform and build state institutions, and from the Israeli approach of
pursuing interim agreements, which he believes fostered distrust. Barghouti
claims that Israel continues the expansion of settlements without interference,
and that since the start of the Oslo process in 1993 Israel increased the
settlements by size and population by 100%. I wonder whether these figures
are correct.

According to Barghouti, a combination of nepotism and bad policy
undermined the Fatah government. The Palestinians responded to these
failures with democratic change. The international community failed to
recognize the historical opportunity presented by the national unity
government, which was democratic, represented 96% of the Palestinian
electorate, and was committed to a two state solution, the suspension of
violence and international law. Supporting this government could have led to
governmental reform, the strengthening of moderate elements within Hamas,
and a real chance for peace. Currently, Fatah has been marginalized while
extremist trends within Hamas have been strengthened.

The Annapolis meeting can only succeed in Barghouti’s view if the
Israelis meet 4 conditions: there is a complete freeze on
settlements; they stop construction of the wall; they no longer
consider Gaza a hostile state and they negotiate final status issues



with a clear timetable for implementation. As long as there is a unified
Palestinian camp with democracy in place, Israel may face tougher
negotiations but it will get a lasting agreement.

Palestine and Israel deserve different sort of politicians, those who believe in
peace and who are willing to pay a genuine price for peace, leaders who can
bring a more positive message and envisage a realistic solution for the two
people. The old Marwan Barghouti who spoke to Israelis about a two-state
solution could be an option. But last I heard him he sounded like Mustafa,
even worse.

Both Palestinians and Israelis have a bleak view of the future. The deadlock
seems stronger than ever. Interestingly, alongside the proposal of a two-state
solution, another alternative emerges: A three-state solution. Half of the
Palestinian public, according to Shikaki, believes that the split between Gaza
and the West Bank is here to stay.

The three speakers portrayed the struggle between Palestine and Israel as the
struggle between David and Goliath. The Palestinians are poor, weak,
fragmented, relying on outside powers. Israel is an omnipotent, imperialist,
brutal occupier. None of the three speakers mentioned the words "terror",
"Kassams", "suicide bombers". These are insignificant compared with Israel's
might. I presume the three speakers have little idea about how this "minor"
issue of terrorism is perceived by the Israeli public, how unsettling and
destructive it is in Israeli eyes, how important this issue is as a precondition to

the building of trust, of security, of peace, of normal life.

Barghouti mentioned that more than 30% of the Palestinian budget is devoted
to "security". He did not say security against whom. He did say that Israel
should not expect the Palestinian government to establish security,
not realizing that as long this is the case Israel has no interest to recognize
Palestine as a state. Sovereign states are expected to establish security, to keep
law and order, safe borders and life free from terror. Palestinian leaders
cannot wash their hands and say: "We have nothing to do with terrorism, and
we are unable to control it. Anyway, you Israel are so mighty, and surely terror
does not undermine your might. You can withstand it." If you cannot control
your own people, don't expect to be granted responsibilities you do not
deserve.

Expansion of Settlements

Trust is a mutual thing. It is difficult to build trust when the discrepancy
between speech and actions is striking. Ehud Olmert cannot and should not
speak the language of peace and at the same time, on the ground, undermine
peace efforts.

In a report covering the period from May to October 2007, Peace Now said
construction is underway in 88 settlements, ranging from single buildings to
the development of hundreds of housing units.

Citing government statistics published in June, the group said the number of
settlers in the West Bank has reached 267,500, an annual growth of 5.8



percent, versus 1.8 percent growth within Israel during the same period: "This
means that the growth of settlements is much more than the 'natural growth'
and includes massive migration of settlers to the West Bank," the report said.

In the past Israel has insisted it will limit settlements to "natural growth" but
the report says a new 600-unit ultra-Orthodox Jewish housing community
was being added to Givat Zeev settlement, northwest of Jerusalem.

The group also found new construction in 34 of 105 "outpost" settlements,
charging that settlers have started constructing trailer home "caravans" on site
to avoid bans on transporting them without permits.

The report also refers to the construction of the controversial E-1 road, which
Israel says is intended to facilitate Palestinian movement but which
Palestinians charge is part of a larger project to split the West Bank in half.

Source:
http://news.yahoo.com/s/afp/20071107/wl mideast afp/mideastconflictwes
tbanksettlers 071107115015
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Corruption in Israel — And the Winner Is

The Sderot Conference for Social and Economic Policy presented on
November 7, 2007 its annual corruption survey. It was published the same
day by Ynet. Some government we have, and the prime minister, as expected,
was leading by example.

At the top of the corruption list
was Ehud Olmert: Fifty-six
percent said they believed he was
corrupt. Second was former
Finance Minister Abraham
Hirschson, with 56% of the votes.
Hirschson was forced to resign
and awaits his trial. Rounding up
the top three were Vice Premier
Haim Ramon and Minister for
Strategic Affairs Avigdor
Lieberman, with 33% of the votes each. All justifiably earned their dubious
reputation.

Leading the most-honest ministers' list was the Teflon Lady, Foreign Minister
Tzipi Livni - 46% voted her the most honest politician. Education Minister
Yuli Tamir came in second with 40%, and former Chief of Staff and
Transportation Minister Shaul Mofaz came in third, with 34% voting him the
most honest politician.

Among the Knesset members, MK Tzachi Hanegbi (Kadima) was chosen by
40% of those polled as most corrupt, 38% chose Opposition leader MK
Benjamin Netanyahu (Likud), and 32% chose MK Esterina Tartman (Yisrael
Beiteinu) as most corrupt (to recall, she fabricated her university degrees).

Some 44% of those polled chose MK Shelly Yechimovich (Labor-Meimad) as

the most honest MK, with Knesset Speaker Dalia Itzik coming in second (41%)
and MK Ran Cohen (Meretz-Yahad) coming in third (34%).

German Moral Duty and the Iranian Threat

http://afp.google.com/article/ALeqM5ihmLU6zMYGPgKolGzquMLjpgwxow

On November 6, 2007 German Chancellor Angela Merkel said she felt a moral



duty to protect Israel and would stand firm in the face of Iran's nuclear
ambitions and its threats to wipe the Jewish state off the map.

The chancellor, who received the Leo Baeck Prize in Berlin, said Germany only
fully accepted its role in the Holocaust after reunification because the
communist East German regime rejected moral responsibility for the crimes
of the Nazis.

"It took more than 40 years for Germany as a whole to accept the
responsibility it carries to ensure the safety of Israel," Merkel said.

"Only by accepting Germany's past can we lay the foundation for the future.
Only in as far as we acknowledge our responsibility for the moral catastrophe
of Germany's history, can we build a humane future."

She said the country pay could not merely pay lip service to these principles
but will be judged on how firmly it reacts to breaches inside its borders but
also beyond them.

"How firmly do we react when the Iranian president wants to destroy Israel
and to belittle the Holocaust?"

"I believe that in the face of the threat Iran's nuclear programme poses to
Israel, our responsibility must be more than empty words. These words must
be backed up by deeds. My government will follow its words with action."

She reiterated her support for tougher UN sanctions against Iran if it fails to
comply with the demands of the international community to halt sensitive
nuclear work.

"We and our partners are working towards a diplomatic solution. Part of this
process is a readiness on the part of Germany to agree to wider, stricter
sanctions if Iran does not comply."

Academic Strike in Israel

University lecturers in Israel decided to fight for their justified rights and not
to succumb to pressure or agree to the ridiculous proposals made by the heads
of the Finance Ministry. Salaries went
down in real terms substantially, and
there is no reason that one of the most
productive sectors in Israel earn so
poorly. The problem in Israel is that
once you modify the salary agreement
with one sector, other sectors want
their share as well and ask
immediately for a rise. Therefore the
Ministry of Finance is very reluctant
i to change the status quo. This time,




however, the lecturers played it as tough as the finance clerks.

Up in Smoke: Asia and the Pacific

:b:- Global warming is set to reverse decades of

\ social and economic progress across Asia,
home to more than four billion people or 60
per cent of the world’s population, according
to a new multi-agency report published on
November 19, 2007.

The report — the fourth in a series, compiled
by more than 35 development and
environmental groups including Oxfam and
Greenpeace — says there is growing
consensus about the huge challenges facing
Asia. However it notes “reason to hope” that
there is now enough knowledge about the
causes of climate change, how the world
must tackle it, and how people in Asia must
continue to adapt to it. Immediate action is vital.Just days before the Asia "Up
in Smoke" report were released, one of the most vulnerable countries in the
region was hit by a severe cyclone. “Bangladesh features prominently in the
report as a country where millions of poor people, eking out a living on
farmlands and coastal areas, are already bearing the brunt of man-made
climate change. While cyclones of this magnitude reveal the extreme
vulnerability of poor communities, the ongoing erratic weather conditions
experienced the world over mean a daily struggle for the millions of poor
people who rely on the land and sea for their survival. Oxfam wants to see
governments taking both mitigation and adaptation efforts seriously now and
in the future,” says Oxfam International’s Bert Maerten.The Asia "Up in
Smoke" report is being released as the IPCC (Intergovernmental report on
Climate Change) concluded its Fourth Assessment Synthesis report in
Valencia, Spain. The IPCC highlighted “unequivocal” climate change already
occurring and warned that man-made global warming could lead to abrupt or
irreversible impacts: “We must not gamble with the future of the planet. The
stakes are too high and levelled particularly against the interests of the poor
and the vulnerable,” said Athena Ballesteros of Greenpeace International. “We
know more than enough to act. Decisions taken in Bali must match the scale
of ambition required by the IPCC’s findings.“As world leaders prepare for
important UN talks in Bali next month to determine an international response
to climate change, the Asia Up in Smoke report shows:

Scientific consensus that all of Asia will warm during this century with less
predictable rainfall and monsoons — around which farming systems are
designed — and more extreme tropical cyclones;

More than half the population of Asia live near the coast and are directly
vulnerable to a rise in sea-level;

Asia is home to 87 per cent of the world’s known 400 million small farms
which are all especially vulnerable to climate change because the rely on
regular and reliable rainfall;




An increase of just 1°C in night-time temperatures during the growing season
will reduce Asian rice yields by 10 per cent, while wheat production could fall
by 32 per cent by 2050;

The sudden expansion of biofuel crops in Asia is worsening deforestation and
could exacerbate global warming and threaten local people’s livelihoods;
People from small island states like Vanuatu, Kiribati and Tuvalu in the Pacific
have already fallen victim to sea-level rises and entire nations are at risk;

In Bangladesh — where 70 per cent of people rely on farming — temperature
and rainfall changes have already affected crop production;

In India there has been recent floods affecting 28m people and also
widespread droughts in some Indian states. If no action is taken, 30 per cent
of India food production could be lost;

In northern China massive droughts have resulted in severe agricultural
losses. If no action is taken, by the end of this century China could suffer 37
per cent loss in its staple crops of wheat, rice and corn.

The report gives detailed analysis on the implications of climate change for
poor people living in Bangladesh, central Asia, China, India, Indonesia, the
Philippines, East Timor, the Lower Mekong and Malaysia, Nepal and Pakistan
and the Pacific Islands. It also shows that positive measures are being taken
by local governments and people to reduce emissions and cope with climate
change now.It looks at how climate change is affecting people’s health, access
to energy, migration and urban poor, women, vulnerable crops, water and
drought, seas and coasts, disasters, biodiversity and the environment."Up in
Smoke" recommends that the international community commit to meaningful
and mandatory emissions cuts to ensure that global temperature increases
stay below 2°C. It says rich countries must honour their commitments to
renewable energy and that the potential for its use across Asia is vast; India
alone has the potential to provide 60 per cent of its electricity with renewable
sources by 2050. Rich countries must stop using restrictive intellectual
property rules and allow the transfer of green technologies to developing
countries.The international community must also urgently assess the full
global costs facing poor countries having to adapt to climate change and give
new funds.The report notes that rich-country subsidies to their domestic fossil
fuel industry stood at $73 billion per year in the late 1990s. It also says that
crisis responses must be better planned, organized and funded and that
vulnerable communities must be helped to cope and prepare for climate-
related disasters.The Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) heads
of state, with the participation of other Asian countries such as China and
South Korea, will be convening in Singapore from November 19 to 21. Climate
change and energy security occupy the regional group’s agenda. "The very
meeting that will determine the fate of the planet is taking place in ASEAN's
backyard. If ASEAN intends to be relevant to the region’s needs, it must
support a Bali Mandate for the extension and expansion of the Kyoto Protocol
towards a second commitment period with deeper emissions cuts,” Ballesteros
said. Greenpeace is calling on the ASEAN to establish clear, binding
renewables and energy efficiency targets for Southeast Asia.

Note:While no single extreme weather event, such as a cyclone that took place
in Bangladesh last week can be directly attributed to climate change, the IPCC
is projecting an increase in the frequency of such severe weather events.
Contact for more information:Nicky Wimble, Communications Manager,



Oxfam International: +66 81 8147756Athena Ballesteros, Campaigner,
Greenpeace International: +63 91 78131562Red Constantino, Campaigner,
Greenpeace International: +63 91 75241123

Source:
http://www.oxfam.org/en/news/2007/pro71119 climate change up in sm
oke

Good News from China

Good news is coming from China.
As the Olympics are approaching,
in a bid to gain wider
international acceptance China is
moving towards changing its
transplantation practices. This is
Jane Parry’s report from Hong
Kong.

China has begun to tackle one of
its more controversial healthcare
practices: using organs harvested
from executed prisoners for
transplantation.

For Zhonghua Klaus Chen, vice chairman of the Chinese Organ
Transplantation Society, a recent statement by the Chinese Medical
Association against the use of executed prisoners’ organs is a welcome boost to
efforts to bring Chinese transplantation practices into line with international
standards.

Having trained in Germany and the United Kingdom, including a stint with
Cambridge University under the transplantation surgeon Roy Calne, Professor
Chen became convinced that prisoners were not in a position to give free
consent for organ donation after their deaths.

“As part of the organ procurement team in Cambridge I was very proud of
what I was doing,” he said, “yet, in China, surgeons using prisoners’ organs
can’t discuss their work with international colleagues. Execution is the dark
side of human nature, and transplantation is the glorious side of health care.
They can’t be easily bundled together, and that should be stopped.”

He was delighted when the practice was deemed unacceptable by the Chinese
Medical Association in October, during the World Medical Association’s
annual general assembly in Copenhagen. The Chinese association came out
against the use of organs harvested from executed prisoners for
transplantation, stating that the organs should be used only for immediate
family members. The Chinese association’s chair and one vice chair are
appointed by the Ministry of Health; thus the statement signals a tacit
recognition by the Chinese government that what has been common practice
in China is not acceptable to the worldwide medical community.



Although it is a big step in the right direction, Professor Chen believes that
clearly defined rules are also needed to encourage organ donation from living
relatives and harvesting of organs from patients who are brain stem dead.
China has already announced a series of new regulations to tighten control
over transplantation—but it also needs to balance this by increasing organ
donation from more acceptable sources.

In early 2006 new qualification criteria for transplantation centres reduced
the number of qualifying hospitals by three quarters, to 164. In July 2007 new
regulations came into force, banning organ trafficking and “transplant
tourism.” These regulations reiterated the requirement for consent for
donation, promoted the equitable distribution of organs, and limited the scope
of donation from living donors to close relatives: “This really was a great step
forward,” said Professor Chen.

In a bid to clamp down on the lucrative business of transplant tourism, the
government subsequently announced restrictions on non-Chinese people
receiving transplants. Foreigners can receive transplants in China only with
the Ministry of Health’s permission, ensuring that priority is given to Chinese
nationals and permanent residents of Hong Kong, Macau, and Taiwan, while
leaving the door ajar for important foreign patients.

Meanwhile, the effort to build up an ethical supply of organs falls to a handful
of doctors like Professor Chen, who are working to promote donation from
living relatives and from brain stem dead donors.

Since he returned to China in 2000 Professor Chen has not carried out any
transplantations using organs from executed prisoners, concentrating instead
on living donors. “This year we are expecting around 2000 living related
organ transplantations in China, a dramatic increase over previous years,” he
said. The next step was to encourage the adoption of international practices by
harvesting organs from donors who are brain stem dead, but in doing so he
and his colleagues step into what is currently a legal vacuum.

“There is no legally accepted definition of brain death in China,” Professor
Chen explained. Chinese medical textbooks define death as when the heart
and lungs stop functioning. His efforts to promote the internationally
recognised definition of brain stem death earned him intense criticism from
lawyers and the domestic media, who accused him of promoting the concept
of brain stem death for his own interests.

To resolve the conflict of interest, Professor Chen resigned from his post as
director of the Institute of Organ Transplantation of Tongji University,
Wuhan, in August 2006 and set up the Chinese Organ Procurement
Organisation soon after, the only project of its kind in China.

Since then Professor Chen and his team of five colleagues have created a
network of 40 hospitals that take part in an organ sharing project. To date
they have harvested organs from 63 donors who were certified brain stem
dead according to internationally accepted standards, yielding 282 organs for
270 recipients.



“What we are doing is a tangible way to promote ethical organ harvesting to
colleagues and make it more formally recognised step by step. Sooner or later
prisoners’ organs will be gone, and for the continuation of transplantation
surgeons’ careers they will have to find better source”.

Source: 10 November 2007 | Volume 335 bmj.com

Chinese Journalist Wins Golden Pen of Freedom

Li Changqing, a Chinese journalist who was
imprisoned for alerting the public to an outbreak of
dengue fever before the authorities, has been awarded
the 2008 Golden Pen of Freedom, the annual press
freedom prize of the World Association of Newspapers.

It is the second consecutive year that a Chinese
journalist has received the award, an unprecedented
decision. The 2007 laureate was Shi Tao, the Chinese
journalist who was imprisoned after the American

¥ search engine company Yahoo provided information to
the Chlnese authorltles that led to his arrest.

The award will be presented at the World Newspaper Congress and World
Editors Forum, the global summit meetings of the world's press, to be held in
Goteborg, Sweden, 1-4.06.08 (http://www.wansweden2008.com/ ).

The award comes a day after WAN launched a campaign to win the release of
all jailed Chinese journalists, and to hold the Chinese authorities to the
promises of reforms they made when they were awarded next summer's
Olympics. More information can be found at http://www.wan-
press.org/article15588.html

WAN, the global association of the newspaper industry, has awarded the
Golden Pen annually since 1961. Past winners include Argentina's Jacobo
Timerman (1980), South Africa's Anthony Heard (1986), China's Dai Qing
(1992), Vietnam's Doan Viet Hoat (1998), Zimbabwe's Geoffrey Nyarota
(2002), and Iran's Akbar Ganji (2006).

Source: Larry Kilman, Director of Communications, WAN, 7 rue Geoffroy St.
Hilaire, 75005 Paris, France.

Tel: +33 147 42 85 00.

Fax: +33 147 42 49 48.

Mobile: +33 6 10 28 97 36.

E-mail: lkilman@wan.asso.fr

See also http://www.rsf.org/article.php3?id article=16221

New Articles

Not a lot is published on Islam and medical ethics. In this age, we need to pay



closer attention to Islamic thought and way of mind. I wish to share with you
the following:

ISLAM AND CHRISTIAN-MUSLIM RELATIONS, July 2007 (Vol.18, No.3)
Seyed Mohammad Ghari S. Fatemi, "Autonomy, Euthanasia and the Right to
Die With Dignity: A Comparison of Kantian Ethics and Shi'ite Teachings"

[345-353]

Stephen G. Carter, "Christopher Dawson and Ayatollah Khatami and "The
Dialogue of Civilizations': A Christian-Muslim Conversation' [403-420]

Martin D. Stringer, "Listening to the Language, Listening to the Words and
Listening to the Spaces between Words: Rhetoric and Pragmatics in the
Performance of Christian-Muslim Relations" [421-430]

New Books

Dariusch Atighetchi, Islamic Bioethics: Problems and
Perspectives (Springer, 2007).
http://www.springer.com/west/home?SGWID=4-102-22-
173664009-
o&changeHeader=true&SHORTCUT=www.springer.com/qQ78-
1-4020-4961-3

' - This book presents a critical analysis of the debate at the
religious, 1egal and political level sparked off by the introduction of new
biomedical technologies (cloning, genetics, organ transplants, IVF, etc.) in
Muslim countries. It compares the positions of "classic" Muslim law and
contemporary religious authorities; laws in Muslim countries; the attitudes
and concrete behaviour of populations, families and individuals, as well as the
regulations of medical associations, bioethics committees etc..

The result is a mosaic of positions which are often different (including from
the point of view of ethics) but all in pursuit of legitimisation according to the
Koran and the Shari’a.

The work has an interdisciplinary approach, drawing on law, sociology,
anthropology, politics and the history of science. For this reason it will be of
interest to scholars and operators in a wide variety of disciplines and fields.

Farhat Moazam, Bioethics and Organ Transplantation in a Muslim Society:
A Study in Culture, Ethnography and Religion (Indiana University Press,
2006).

H INSIDE!™

http: //www.amazon.com/Bioethics-Organ-
Transplantation-Muslim-Society/dp/0253347823




http://books.google.com/books?d=rYrytSegfXkC&dqg=bioethics+and+organ+
transplantation+in+a+muslim+society&printsec=frontcover&source=web&ot
s=193G7tnPLD&sig=bjrPuHongKOZs5f-oMa-ygXuqes4#PPP8,M1

An ethnographic study of live, related kidney donation in Pakistan, based on
Farhat Moazam's participant-observer research conducted at a public
hospital. It describes the renal transplant cases and the cultural, ethical, and
family conflicts that accompany them, and an object lesson in comparative
bioethics.

David J. Whittaker (ed.), The Terrorism Reader (London: Routledge, 2007).

The Terrorism Reader draws together material from a
variety of experts, clearly explaining their opinions on
¥ terrorism, to allow understanding, conjecture and

| debate. David J. Whittaker explores all aspects of
terrorism from its definition, psychological and
| sociological effects, legal and ethical issues to counter-
terrorism. This Reader illustrates the growth and
variety of terrorism in an original way with a series of
case-studies from four continents including: the
Taliban and the al-Qaida terror network, and George W.
Bush's war against terrorism; ETA and Spam the
Revolutlonary Armed Forces of Colombia; the Liberation Tigers in Sri Lanka;
the IRA and UFF in Northern Ireland; the Shining Path in Peru. This new
edition also includes a case study on events in London in July 2005, fully
updated chapters on the conflict in the Lebanon in 2006, and two new
chapters on terrorism and ethics, and terrorism and the law.

ot £
THE TERRORISM
READER
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I thank Jonathan Moreno for inviting me to speak at
' Penn. This was my first visit to this fine urban university
5. &z inlovely Philadelphia. The university is prospering and

: W o # A Thousand Splendid Suns
B L Lt bomer fd,j By Khaled Hosseini

See http://www.khaledhosseini.com/
A’ /[’o vsand

_S J c{ f o 1 Some months ago I warmly recommended Hosseini’s

)b ki first novel, The Kite Runner. I now read his second
splendid book and recommend it warmly. This is not an
easy book. It troubles your mind, and is quite
depressing. However, Hosseini is blessed with a




sensitive pen, so vivid that you can picture the scenes and enter into this far
away land. Due to him, my fascination with Afghanistan grew ten folds. In the
past two months, I attended a few talks in Washington about this country. I
am glad to hear that the situation has changed for the better, although far
more work is needed to make this poor and war riddled country a sustainable
democracy.

A Thousand Splendid Suns is a book concerned citizens of the world should
read. Hosseini deserves praise for yet another masterpiece.

Gem of the Month

Bruce Springsteen has the
reputation of a superb performer.
The Boss and the E Street Band
are known as superb musicians,
who invest in each and every
performance. Their show is
intense, with hardly any breaks.
Whenever there was a second of
silence, the audience booed as if it
is not allowed to have a zip of
water sometime.

As the Washington Post reported
on November 13, the guldlng principle of a Springsteen show is to deliver
salvation and hope through song. Forging bonds is critical, as well -- no
audience is more important to Springsteen than the one he's currently trying
to win over -- and so he set out to do just that with the audience here
immediately.

Springsteen remains one of the most potent live performers in popular music -
- largely because he's among the most committed practitioners of the form,
draining all of his creative energy every time he's onstage. (And there is much
to drain, as his well runs exceptionally deep, even at the age of 58.) He also
maintains an unwavering faith in the power of rock-and-roll; in turn, his own
power is undeniable. Add the E Street Band to the calculus, and the result is
exhilarating and explosive, whether they're performing Springsteen's
trenchant political poetry, his brittle working-class anthems or his rich,
youthful narratives.

Springsteen is the ultimate model of America’s rock-n-roll. In many respects,
his music typifies a certain brand of Americanism: patriotic, hard, with
distinct emphasis on liberty, social justice, human rights, and the pursuit of
love and happiness.

My critique of the show is twofold: it was “only” 2-hour 15-minute long, too
short for the taste of most people, who expect a 3 hour show. We had to exit
the stadium still hungry. And the Verizon Stadium has many qualities, being a
10 year-old state-of-the-art stadium. However, acoustics is not one of them. It
is a sports stadium. The sound was not clean, and the bass overshadowed the
words.



Monthly Joke

With all the corruption investigations in Israel, the following is most relevant.
And yes, It's All Relative

Two Jewish women were speaking about their sons, each of whom was
incarcerated in the state prison.

The first says: "Oy, my son has it so hard. He is locked away in maximum
security, he never even speaks to anyone or sees the light of day. He has no
exercise and he lives a horrible life."

The second says: "Well, my son is in minimum security. He exercises every
day, he spends time in the prison library, takes some classes, and writes home
each week.

"Oy," says the first woman, "You must get such naches from your son."

With my very best wishes,
Yours as ever,
Rafi

My last communications are available on http://almagor.blogspot.com/
Earlier posts at my home page: http://hcc.haifa.ac.il/~rca/
<http://hcc.haifa.ac.il/~rca/>

People wishing to subscribe to this Monthly Newsletter are welcome to e-mail
me at rafi.almagor@wilsoncenter.org




