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Dear Students and other members of the Hampshire community, 

You are receiving this letter because we, Students for Justice in Palestine, want to reach out to you, 
members of the Hampshire community, to clarify points of confusion that have arisen around the issue 
of divestment.  

SJP feels that the administration has intentionally misled the students and the public by downplaying 
what occurred here in order to avoid threats and potential loss of donations to the college. However, we 
feel that the administration is dishonest by not “owning” the move that puts us at the forefront of the 
movement for international equality and justice, and by not owning the political consequences that go 
with that decision in the U.S.  

Recently, Hampshire’s divestment from a fund that contained hundreds of companies whose business 
and policies violated our school’s socially responsible investment screen (and then later the screen of 
socially responsible investment set up by KLD, a private firm that the college hired to review our 
investments) was announced. Divestment from these companies, which were involved in (and 
responsible for) countless human rights violations and horrible social malpractice, resulted from Students 
for Justice in Palestine (SJP)’s two-year campaign to divest from the mutual fund because of six specific 
companies contained in the fund.  

Our presentation to the Board of Trustees on April 18th, 2008 was focused on six companies that profit 
directly from the illegal (under international law) and very destructive military occupation of Palestine 
by the state of Israel. The companies are Terex, Motorola, Caterpillar, General Electric, United 
Technologies and ITT. (The extent of the corporate crimes committed by these multinationals can be 
found in the company profiles inside this packet.)  United Technologies was removed from the mutual 
fund before the divestment decision, so we were no longer invested in United Technologies by the time 
of the decision. Nonetheless, we know that these companies directly supply the Israeli military with the 
equipment to carry out specifically occupation-related services, and these five were the only companies 
within our investments for which we can say that. Hampshire College is divesting from this mutual fund, 
and therefore we are no longer financially associated with the occupation of Palestine.   

SJP’s divestment campaign is part of a much bigger movement of Boycott, Divestment and Sanctions 
(BDS), which was initiated by the Palestinian Civil Society in 2005. It is currently the biggest and most 
effective method of non-violent resistance against Israel’s violations of human rights and international 
law and was modeled off of the divestment campaign against South Africa, during the brutal years of the 
white apartheid regime. The success of BDS in bringing an end to apartheid tells us two things: 1) that it 
operates within a much greater framework of political legality and 2) that money is power and our 
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choices, as consumers in this massive global marketplace, have a very real impact on the lives of 
thousands of human beings who are nothing but fodder to wealthy entrepreneurs.   

Turbulence has followed the college’s decision to divest from the State Street Mutual Fund, which held 
these companies. The media coverage of the issue has been phenomenal but has also created confusion 
and allowed the spread of misinformation, much of it to the detriment of SJP – for example, the claim 
that SJP pushed for divestment from Israel and not, as we stressed many times, from the military 
occupation of Palestine. Much of this confusion was created intentionally by President Ralph Hexter, 
Chair of the Board Sigmund Roos, and college spokeswoman Elaine Thomas in order to create an image 
of political neutrality  and therefore have friendly (re: financial donations) relations with people of all 
opinions about Israel, Palestine, etc. One contradiction, as an example, in the statements of the 
administration regarding divestment was in its claim not to have divested for reasons concerning any 
single political movement or geographical region, however it prides itself on the fact that KLD singled 
out the Burmese and Sudanese governments as ones in which  we should not be invested.  This rhetorical 
hypocrisy is a direct result of the college administration’s attempts to appease intense pressure from 
unconditional supporters of Israel, and to define social justice on its own terms: qualifying environmental 
damage, worker exploitation, and military-weaponry manufacturing as more worthy of divestment than 
military occupation, when in reality they are not exclusive of one another.   

Much of what the college has stated has been the result of pressure from academic bully and powerful 
pundit Alan Dershowitz, who laid forth specific steps Hexter must take in order to receive a “large 
donation” from Dershowitz to the college. So far, Hexter has responded by sucking up to Dershowitz, 
despite his abominable record as a political and academic bully, having barred Jimmy Carter from 
speaking at the DNC, Desmond Tutu from speaking in Boston, and by being one of the biggest 
advocates for Guantanamo. This is particularly cowardly and hypocritical on the part of the 
administration, given all Hexter’s rhetoric about free and open speech and creating a sense of “safety” on 
campus. He has allowed Dershowitz to do what he’s always done: to silence, as well as to threaten 
others. Hexter’s response to Dershowitz was particularly manipulative since he knew full well that  

1) the divestment WAS brought about as a result of SJP 
2) SJP called for divestment from the Israeli occupation, not Israel, and the occupation is 

internationally recognized as illegal and a violation of human rights, therefore there is nothing 
politically radical about this stance or the request to not be financing the occupation. 

3) He insisted that the divestment which the Board of Trustees approved of was “neither anti-
Israeli nor anti-Semitic,” in essence furthering the notion that what SJP has claimed to have 
accomplished was either anti-Israeli or anti-Semitic, which is deeply offensive to many of the 
Jewish and Israeli students within SJP.  
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We have tried to clarify the real events surrounding divestment time and time again. We’ve written 
clarification statements and hosted open forums, but not everyone has come to those events, and the 
school has also done its part to keep a large portion of the student body continuously confused. In 
addition to the convoluted statements administrators have released that only drove people into deeper 
confusion and frustration, it is important to know that we tried many times to put our statements and 
even announcements about our events on the intranet, and these posts were censored every single time. 
Hampshire’s administration most certainly likes to talk about “open discourse,” but it determines the 
legitimacy and parameters of such discourse on its own terms only.  

Whether or not you support SJP, whether or not you sympathize with our movement and its ideals, we 
urge you to read the rest of this packet. All of us, and especially those of us who are American citizens 
pouring tax dollars into the war machine, have a responsibility towards other human beings, no matter 
how distant they may seem from our lives. We live in a world of terrible injustice and suffering and the 
least we can do, as members of an institution that prides itself on social justice and equality, is to educate 
ourselves while taking a sides and making opinions. The concept of neutrality is null and void – as long 
as you are invested, you are complicit, which is why we are so proud to have been able to hold our 
administration accountable to its investments and divest from what we strive to distance ourselves, 
politically and morally. 

Don’t hesitate to ask us any questions you may have. Any one of us would love to talk, so feel free to 
grab one of us individually, or e-mail hampshiresjp@gmail.com 

Respectfully, 

Students for Justice in Palestine 
www.hsjp.org  
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The following is a detailed Fiction/Fact about SJP and divestment at Hampshire: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FICTION FACT 

SJP tried to speak 
for the college and 
was dishonest 
about the events 
that transpired. 

 

 

SJP never attempted to speak for the college. We claimed to speak for SJP, 
which is part of an international movement that had a victory AT the college. 
From the beginning, we claimed that divestment from the State Street mutual 
fund was prompted by a two year campaign that we led – including nine months 
in which we directly worked with the Board of Trustees’ subcommittees. At no 
point did the group assert that its voice was the sole voice of the college; 
rather, we claimed victory for our two year campaign to get the college to 
divest from the illegal occupation of Palestine. 

 Admittedly, our initial press release was not as clear as it could have been. 
This was a result of working closely on the issue for two years, and not properly 
taking into account others’ distance from the issue and the events. We have 
already corrected mistakes that were inferred because of this, and we sincerely 
apologize for the confusion. 

SJP claimed that 
the college 
divested from 
Israel. 

 

SJP NEVER claimed that we divested from Israel, we claimed that we divested 
from the Israeli occupation. This means we successfully divested from 
companies that profit from occupation by providing weapons and infrastructure 
to the Israeli military to be used in maintaining the illegal occupation of the 
Palestinian people. This is different from “divesting from Israel,” which 
implies we cut ties with Israeli companies. No matter how much we made this 
clarification, many media outlets reported “Hampshire divests from Israel.” 

We have divested from the Israeli occupation by divesting from the State Street 
fund. Removal of the fund from our investment portfolio means we’ve broken 
our college’s complicity with the Israeli military occupation of the West Bank 
and Gaza. 

Through SJP’s 
vocal support for 
the Palestinians 
and silence towards 
Israelis, they are 
anti-Israel and pro-
Hamas. 

 

 

With our divestment campaign, SJP was responding to an indigenous call out of 
Palestine. We see divestment as a non-violent means of pressuring Israel to 
comply with international law and end its illegal military occupation. We 
believe ending the occupation is pro-peace and in the interest of everyone, 
Palestinians and Israelis alike.  

We are vocal about our support for Palestinians because we believe that in order 
to fight all forms of oppression, it is necessary to make a vocal stance for 
those who are repeatedly silenced. Palestinians have been a silenced, ignored, 
and stateless people for decades. The U.S. mainstream media overwhelmingly 
reports the conflict in an anti-Palestinian light, and SJP wishes to counter years 
of misrepresentation and bias. The U.S. Congress overwhelmingly supports 
Israel, and even after the massacre of 1300 Palestinians in Gaza during Dec-
Feb, the U.S. voiced unconditional support for Israel. It is our responsibility to 
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speak up against this abusive occupation, because our country funds it. 
Hampshire cannot be seen as its own bubble – we are a small spec in an 
overwhelmingly pro-Israel country. Our institution of higher learning cannot be 
seen outside of the context of the US. 

SJP supports the Palestinian people who call for non-violent actions to bring 
change to their lives. We do not endorse or hold any position on Hamas, as we 
do not recognize them as representing the Palestinian people. 

SJP erroneously 
took credit for the 
Investment 
Committee’s 
decision to divest 
from the State 
Street mutual fund. 

 

We did not erroneously take credit for the divestment move. The divestment 
was decided after SJP brought forth a proposal to CHOIR, the committee for 
responsible investment, which had not even met since 1994 until SJP brought 
the problems of the State Street fund to their attention.  

The recent attention to Hampshire’s 150+ immoral investments and the 
decision to divest was largely fostered through discussions about our economic 
involvement with the occupation in Palestine. None-the-less, SJP is glad that 
the Investment Committee was able to also divest from other companies 
involved with human rights issues.  

The decision to divest from the State Street mutual fund was a direct result of a 
2 year campaign led by SJP. The research done by the Investment Committee 
on the other 150+ companies was done only days before its decision to divest 
in order to depoliticize the divestment. 

Boycotts, 
Divestments, 
Sanctions are 
useless 
methodologies. 
 

Boycotts, Divestments, Sanctions are a non-violent way to bring attention and 
change to issues in ways that discussion often cannot. This was the method used 
to stand up against South Africa’s apartheid regime. Nelson Mandela, 
Archbishop Desmond Tutu, and Ronnie Kasrils who were central to the S.A. 
divestment campaign, have all expressed support for the Palestinians and 
condemnation of Israel’s oppression of the Palestinians. 
 

SJP is “rabidly 
anti-Israel.” 
 
  

SJP is a large group with students from many backgrounds: U.S., Palestine, 
Israel, and other international students. SJP was started in 2006 by students who 
had personal, educational, and/or moral reasons to believe it imperative to raise 
awareness about the occupation of Palestine on campus. We are human rights 
activists, and we are anti-oppression. Because we condemn policies of the 
Israeli government does not make the group or any of its members anti-Israeli.  
 

SJP unfairly targets 
Israel as the only 
violator of human 
rights and is 
therefore anti-
Semitic. 

As said before, there are many different reasons why SJP members work to end 
the occupation and see justice for Palestinians. Some students are from 
Palestine or Israel and are personally affected by the occupation, or are close to 
people who are. Some people see the Palestinian struggle as a true struggle 
against oppression and therefore work to stop the funding of the US 
government of the military and institutional oppression. There are also some 
Jewish students in the group who reject the idea of the Israeli government 
acting in their name as Jews, therefore they choose to be vocal against the 
military occupation and racial oppression.   

SJP doesn’t claim that Israel is the worst violator of human rights in the world. 
The issue for us is not so much the degree of atrocity committed by the 
government but the US’s heavy involvement in the Israeli military, which 
maintains the occupation and carries out such wars as the recent war on Gaza. 
The US government gives more foreign aid to Israel, largely for the military, 
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than to all African countries combined. There would be no occupation without 
the funds of the US government and the supplies of US corporations, like those 
from which we’ve recently divested.  

SJP members realize how crucial it is to make personal efforts to educate 
ourselves on anti-Jewish oppression while working on bringing an end to the 
occupation, and we have hosted events on the topic. 

We believe that the demonizing language from academic bully Alan Dershowitz 
and others, calling us “rabidly anti-Israel” among other things, is used to stifle 
any serious discussion about or action taken towards ending Israel’s occupation 
and bringing about a just peace for Palestinians and Israelis. We acknowledge 
that anti-Semitism is a real and unique oppression that must be addressed within 
our and all movements. However, we feel that reductionist arguments calling 
any action against or criticism of Israeli policies “anti-Semitic” only detract 
from seeing the true intentions of such actions and impede the ability to 
recognize and work to fight anti-Semitism in its true forms.  

SJP lied about the 
number of 
companies being 
divested from. 

United Technologies was within the initial list of six companies that SJP was 
calling to divest from in the State Street Fund. Prior to Hampshire’s decision, 
the mutual fund managers decided to drop the company of their own accord. 
SJP changed its number upon finding out this information. Additionally, SJP 
never inferred that the only companies that we divested from were the six that 
we identified. 

The administration 
was “blind-sided” 
when SJP went to 
the press with this 
story. 

 

SJP approached the college’s administration on multiple occasions for a week 
before going to the press with this story. We made it clear that we were going 
to do so. Repeatedly, we asked the administration to make a joint statement 
with us, and the Administration was hesitant to do so.  Every time we were 
brushed off and disregarded.  

At no point did the administration claim that any part of our story was 
incorrect. At no point was SJP asked to not go to the press. Each time, SJP was 
told that we should “do what you have to do,” and the administration would do 
what they had to do. 

If you trace Ralph Hexter’s statements over time, it is clear he has caved in to 
the pressure from Alan Dershowitz. Hexter goes from respecting and admiring 
our group to condemning us only after Dershowtiz asks him to. 

SJP stole the voice 
on campus. Since 
our school is an 
institution, the 
Board and the 
administration is 
the only voice on 
campus. 

 

Due to the media of this historic moment, SJP has become highly visible 
outside of the campus. SJP has not claimed to represent the entire campus, but 
calls upon the fact that a vast amount of the student body and many faculty 
and staff-people did sign on to the Institutional Statement in support of 
divestment. In addition, SJP members are disturbed to hear when it is claimed 
that we “hijacked” the voice of the college and the decision to divest, because 
in doing so, only a few members are recognized as the voice of the college - and 
not the 800+ individuals (students, faculty, and staff) who do support 
divestment. Lastly, it is disturbing to hear that the divestment decision was 
“hijacked” when this was a direct result of a community-wide 2 year campaign, 
and the administration knew full well that we were going to talk to the press. 
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SJP’s Official Response to the Administrative Statement Regarding Divestment From The Occupation 
of Palestine  02/13/09 

Below is SJP's response to Hampshire's administration's "clarifying statements." Although the college may now be 
seeking to avoid political fallout, the implications of divestment led by SJP are lost on no one: 

Students for Justice in Palestine (SJP) wishes to respond to the “statement of clarification” issued by Hampshire 
College’s president and chair of the board of trustees regarding Hampshire’s recent divestment from the State Street 
mutual fund. SJP wishes to shed light on the college’s withdrawal from the fund by presenting a chronology of 
events. 

On May 8, 2008 SJP presented a proposal to the Committee at Hampshire on Investment Responsibility (CHOIR), a 
subcommittee of the Board of Trustees’ investment committee. The proposal was to divest from six companies due 
to their activities in the occupied Palestinian territories. On May 16, 2008 SJP made the same presentation to the 
full Board of Trustees, urging them to divest from the six corporations. On August 26, 2008 CHOIR voted “to 
recommend to the investment committee that Hampshire College divest of the following six companies: Caterpillar, 
Terex, Motorola, ITT, General Electric, United Technologies based on full consideration of the presentation by 
SJP.” This is a direct quotation from the CHOIR meeting minutes.  

After this recommendation, the Investment Committee made the decision to divest from the mutual fund that held 
these companies. On Feb 7, 2009, the Investment Committee informed the Board of Trustees of its decision to 
divest. The administration denies that the decision was made in response to any concerns about any particular 
“region” or “political movement;” however SJP was explicitly asked by the administration what companies to avoid 
in the future in terms of the Israeli occupation of Palestine. This fact illustrates that the Israeli occupation and SJP’s 
work were undoubtedly the primary reasons for the decision to divest.  

Furthermore, the violations of the other 200 companies cited by the “statement of clarification” were only 
researched days before the investment committee’s decision to divest from the mutual fund. For eight and a half 
months the only specific companies in the State Street fund that were discussed were the six companies SJP targeted. 
These facts prove that the decision was made on the grounds of the six companies’ involvement in the occupation 
of Palestine. We can only assume the reason the Board and administration chose to depoliticize this decision is 
because of the volatile nature of the Palestinian-Israeli conflict. 

At the time of SJP’s original proposal to the Board, the College’s policy on socially responsible investment had not 
been revised since 1994 and the Board was considering dissolving the committee on investment responsibility. It is 
clear that if SJP had not introduced its divestment proposal, the college would still be invested in the State Street 
mutual fund. 

In sum, Hampshire College divested from the mutual fund for many reasons, yet the Palestine-Israel conflict was the 
most prominent reason behind divestment; the decision to divest was not outside of the context of SJP’s efforts.  It 
does not matter if the Hampshire administration issues a public statement condemning the occupation; the 
Hampshire community understands how and why we came to divest. 

Divestment from Apartheid South Africa did not prove politically popular in 1977 when Hampshire became the first 
college in the U.S. to take a stand.  It is to be expected that the first of any movement faces great pressure and 
criticism. SJP is disappointed that the college is choosing to shy away from the political implications of its action 
rather than embrace this moment. Regardless, a week ago Hampshire College was invested in the Israeli occupation 
of Palestine. Today, the college is no longer complicit in the funding of this injustice.  This is an irrefutable fact and 
a historical victory that calls for both celebration and support.   

The administration’s “clarifying response” does not stand in contrast to SJP’s statements. This is a victory for 
divestment because when all is said and done, our college is no longer invested in the occupation. This was a direct 
result of the two year campaign led by SJP, 9 months of which SJP was working directly with the trustees’ 
subcommittees. 
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NO REINVESTMENT! 
 

 As we’ve said before, the college’s divestment was an immense victory in being the first college 
to divest from companies for their complicity in the Israeli occupation. Since this has been public, we’ve 
been contacted by colleges and organizations around the country asking how they can support us but 
more importantly how we can help them to start similar campaigns at their own schools or communities. 
The movement is really picking up and we could not be more excited. 

 During the exchange of demonstrative letters between Ralph Hexter and Alan Derschowitz, there 
was talk of rejecting SJP’s claims of divestment from the occupation by reinvesting in two of the 
companies that were part of the five known to be involved in the occupation. KLD, the investment-
advising company, did not screen out Motorola and Terex because it is their fully-owned subsidiary 
companies, Motorola-Israel and American Truck Company, respectively, that do business with the 
Israeli military, not the companies at large. We divested from them when we divested from the mutual 
fund in which they were contained. However, Alan Derschowitz called on Hampshire to do a few things, 
including condemning SJP for its “false claims,” but also to reinvest in both Motorola and Terex with the 
money that was just taken out of the State Street fund. In his letter to the community sent out on 
February 24, Hexter said that both Motorola and Terex were on the list of possible considerations for 
reinvestment. 

 This would be immensely tragic not only because the college would be detaching itself from all 
the credit it is receiving for having condemned the occupation by divesting from it, but it would also be 
literally investing in, essentially giving affirmative support to, companies that perpetuate an illegal and 
destructive military occupation. 

 Below is some information on the activity of both Motorola-Israel and Terex/ATC in the West 
Bank, to show how they help to build infrastructure and provide other services that enable the harmful 
actions of the Israeli military in its occupation. 

 

Motorola-Israel:  

- Subsidiary of Motorola Incorporated—produces the 980 Low Altitude Proximity Fuse for the MK-
80 series of high explosive bombs, used by the Israeli military during war on the occupied territories.  
o In 2004, Israel spent $100 million on a contract with Motorola Israel to develop and supply its 

army with the “Mountain Rose” secure cell phone communication system, which enables Israel 
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to enhance the coordination and monitoring   capabilities of its occupying forces in their illegal 
military occupation of Palestinian territories.  

o Since 2005, a Motorola radar detectors' system has been installed around several Israeli 
settlements in the occupied West Bank. In some cases, the radar stations were erected on private 
Palestinian land, preventing Palestinian movement near the Israeli settlements. 

 

Terex: 

- Terex leases cranes to Dutch company Riwal for the illegal construction of the separation wall in the 
West Bank.  

- American Truck Company (ATC) signed a $54 million agreement to supply 302 medium tactical 
trucks and associated logistical support to the Israeli army.  Terex also supplied TATRA trucks used 
by the Israeli army to mount artillery systems during the time it owned a controlling interest in that 
company.  Terex owns Amida Industries, which manufactures mobile floodlight towers used by the 
Israeli Army in the Occupied Territories.  It also owns Terex Demag Cranes which are leased in Israel 
through Riwal, the major crane supplier for Israel’s separation wall.  Terex’s ATC still has a contract 
with the Israeli army for training, service and spare parts.  

 
 

We have not heard more from the administration as to whether they are actually serious about 
reinvesting in these companies, but it is so important that we are all vocal against this if they are. We just 
divested from all of the companies in our investment holdings that fail to meet KLD’s standards 
concerning “employment discrimination, environmental abuse, military weapons manufacturing, unsafe 
workplace settings, and dealing with Burma or Sudan” (according to Hexter’s Feb. 24 letter), which is an 
immense accomplishment and we should be proud. Now that our hands are ostensibly clean, why would 
we reinvest in companies that we know produce goods and services specifically for military use- Israeli 
military or not? If you would be willing to raise your voice against this action, should this become a 
serious consideration for the Investment Committee of the Board, please stay tuned; we will really need 
your support. For now, feel free to email the president or members of the Board of Trustees to voice 
your opposition to the idea of reinvesting in Motorola and Terex. 
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“Palestinian BDS National Committee, BNC, salutes Hampshire College for its historic decision to divest from 
companies implicated in Israel’s occupation and violation of international law. Your principled and courageous 
decision is the clearest indicator yet in the United States that a critical threshold has been crossed in undertaking 
effective, morally sound solidarity measures to further the cause of justice and peace in Palestine and the region.”  
            

 --Palestinian Boycott Divestment and Sanctions National Committee (BNC) 
 

"This is a monumental and historic step in the struggle for Palestinian equality, self-determination and peace in the 
Holy Land by non-violent means. I see what these students have accomplished as a replica of the support of their 
College of our struggle against apartheid in South Africa. Hampshire College's decision to divest should be a 
guiding example to all institutions of higher learning." 
           

--Archbishop Desmond Tutu 
 
"Congratulations to the students of Hampshire College for your principled and thoughtful divestment decision. 
Economic sanctions are among the most potent tools in the arsenal of non-violent tactics. Divestment and boycotts 
are controversial precisely because they work. So stay strong in the face of the attacks and misinformation, they are a 
measure of the effectiveness of the tactic you have chosen. And know that there are many who stand with you, and 
will soon be inspired to join you!" 
          

  --Naomi Klein, Journalist & Author 
 
"I would like to express my strong support for the work of the Students for Justice in Palestine (SJP), specifically 
their call for divestment from US corporations that are directly involved in Israel's criminal activities in the occupied 
territories. I would also like to commend the important educational and organizational efforts that laid the basis for 
the call. The SJP statement... is fully defensible in moral and legal terms. The organizers deserve congratulations 
and support for having once again led Hamphire College to spearhead opposition to major crimes, as it did 30 years 
ago in its opposition to South African apartheid, opening a path that others could follow. " 

 
--Noam Chomsky 

 
“I want to express my admiration and support for the actions of Hampshire College students in their successful 
campaign for divestment from financial ties with Israel. It is extremely important for Israel to know that its violence 
against Gaza and its long occupation of Palestinian lands is not acceptable to people in the United States. I hope 
your campaign will set an example for students all over the country, and lead to justice in the Middle East, as the 
divestment campaign helped end apartheid in South Africa.” 
              

--Dr. Howard Zinn  
 
"I welcome the action of the Trustees of Hampshire College in divesting from companies that directly profit from the 
Israeli occupation of the West Bank and Gaza Strip. This is a first step towards bringing real moral and material 
pressure to bear against an occupation that has gone on for over 41 years, and that must be ended if Palestinians 
and Israelis are to have peace."  

  
--Rashid Khalidi, Professor, Columbia University 

 
“I entirely endorse the actions of Hampshire College students in their campaign for divestment from financial ties 
with Israel. Israel's current violence against Gaza, its long occupation of Palestinian lands and its policies of 
apartheid are all unacceptable by any standards." 
 

--Roger Waters, Musician, Pink Floyd 
 
 

For a full list of our endorsers, please go to http://www.hsjp.org/endorsements/ 


