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MIDDLE EAST

Questions of
practical

politics:i*:

NOVEMBER 15, 1988, will go down in history as the
day when the state of Palestine was proclaimed in

the territories occupied by lsrael in 1967 - that is, on
nearly 2OYo of Palestinian land.

But it was also the day when the Palestine Liberation
Organization (PLO) - created in 1964 as its name

suggests to liberate the 80% ol Palestinian territory
which the Zionist state has ,orcibly settled since

1948 - oflicially accepted United Nations
Resolutions 181 (1 947) and 242 (1 967). ln other

words, when the PLO recognized the lsraeli state
and its "right to live in peace within secure and

recognized boundaries" on four-fifths of Palestine.r

SALAH JABER
A*i*t$L$;"'',;i;t
called a press conference. Habash is rhe
head of the Pupu)ar Frunt fur thc Libcratjon
of l'alcstine (PFLP). rhe main lc[r faction in
Lhe PLO and the second largesl Palcsrinian
organization after Yasscr Arafafs El Farah.
He explained to the press that his move-
mcnt would stay in the PLO, in spite of its
disagreement with the PNC's political reso-
lution, in order "to presewe national unity".
Conscious of the weakncss of rhis argu-
ment, Habash added that he was convinced
that the ncw policy of thc Palesrinian right
would lead [owhere, in any case. "Frarkly,
we lto longer fear an Amcrican or Israeli
setllcment, because the ceiling of such an
agrcement cannot be accepted by any Pa-
lcstinian, bc rhcy right or le[r".

The prctcxt is threadbare. Fifteen years
ago, lhe lcft o[ El Fatah used the same argu-
ment ro jusrily its spinclcssncss towards a
leadership who had, de facto opted for a
ncgotiated setllement wirh rhc ZionisL
sta!c.2 At that time, George Habash's PFLP
argucd against lhis pretext, wirhdrawing
from the PLO'S leading bodies in orde. to
wagc a political fight against the dominant
bloc.

And here we are, so many ycars latcr, at
Lhe end of a sadly historic l']NC that capitu-
latcd to American demands for the PLO's
participation in a neSotiated settlement pro-
ccss, with Habash using the same argu-
mcnts that he fought prcviously, whcn the
prctcrt wis much more crcdihlc rhan it is
today, Bur things should be judged on the
evidcnce: what is thc "cciling" of a scttle-
ment from fie standpoint of thc US and

\'

I

Israel?
First of all, from Washington's view-

point. Ronald Reagan said in his speecly'
plan of September 1, 1982: "I ask the
Palestinian people to accept the fact rhat
lhcir own political aspirations are inextri.
cably linked to the recognition of Israel's
righr rc a secure future....The best chance
to arrive at a stable.lasring and iust peace is
to institute self-govemment for Palestinians
in the West Bait and Gaza in conjunction
with Jordan....The Arabr4 sracli conflict
must be resolved by negotiations leadirg to
a deal: lcnilories in exchange forpeace....
UN Resolution 242 remains the comer-
stone of the elforts made by America, . . "

had already resolved the debate by official,
ly detaching fte Wesr Bank from his king-
dom on July 31, 1988.

Is therc then a disagreement on the ftame-
work of the negotiations, beyond the agree-
ment on the principle of holding tlem? This
is no longer the casq according to Arafat.
He recently explained to the semi,official
journal of his movement that an under-
standing had been reached between Mos-
cow and Washingron that the Intemational
Conference would meet in "ongoing" ses-
sion and suMivide into bilatcral commis
slons. (Al-Yom Assabeh,lanuary 2, 1989.)
Thc PLO chief made it clearly understood
that he no longer considered there to be a

divergence with the United States on this
subject.

What about the certainly fundamental
question of Israeli withdrawal? In the
frarnework of Resolution 242, the Ameri-
can government has always been for ar ex-

1. Ii lhe fin! parl of lhir anicle, published in dF lasr ii-
suc of /y, the tEj@rory or $c led6hip of the El Fa-
l!h/pl-o was describ€n, which h.d led ovd thc pasr
lw.nty )qa frm nationalist fraxiln.lisn to politicrl
c.pitulodon bdorc $e UuI.d S!!ld .nd uEn Zonist
prot46
2. A! (h.t tinc, Trotskyists on ihe grcmd tdorred:
'The rimBcde of r 'pacctul sdd@@!' cond b€ bncf
or ld8, bui ir would be akurd to build a political lin.
on $. h,,pothsb of the impossibility of this s.dc-
m6t. Those who adopt such a hypothEn fnd i, n a

c6y prerext for und.naking no acdon .gains! L\.
'p@ceful serilmdf or !h6c who .E prepariflS it".
(Al - M o u,adc I 10, Rei"nt, Marh/April I 9?5.) 3
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Understanding between
Moscow and Washington
At the end of 1988, fte floor of the PLo's

positions, which had never sropped being
lowered, had already essentially met this
ceiling for a settlement envisaged by
Washington. Admittedly, some nuances re-
maineJ: thc Reagan plan foresaw Palestin-
ian "sclf-govemmenC' linked to Jordan,
whilc the last PNC political resolution
spoke of a Palestinian state (the term "in-
depcndent" no longer appeared, as if by
accidcn!) in confederation with Jordan.
Lawyers would appreciate the distinction.
However, Jordan's King Hussein himself
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change - peace against the te.ritories oc-
cupied in 1967 - 

without ever specifying
that the Israeli leteat must be total. In fact,
Washington deliberately left the matter
vague so as to be able to arbitrate in any
eventual negotiations between Arabs and
Israelis, as it did ar Camp David. The 1982
Reagan plan limited i6clf to affirming that
when negotiatiorx took place the United
States would be able !o assess "to what ex-
renr it would be possible to demand that
territories be relinquished [by Israel]",
depending on whar was proposed in
exchange.

Fear of the Arab
"demographic peril"

With Washington reserving the role of
arbiter on lhis question of withdrawal, the
ball was in Israel's camp. Enlightened Zi-
ordsts, led by Labour Party head Shimon
Peres, have always put rhemselves in the
framework of Rcsolution 242 and its basic
principles as defended by the US govern-
ment. At the begirming of tle 1970s, one of
the big gurs of Zionist Labour, Ygal Allon
(who has since died), worked out a plan for
a settlement with Jordan calling for an Is-
raeli withdrawal from most of the West
Bank. Some colonies and military bases
werc to be maintained at stategic points,
notably along the Jordan ver, which was
considercd as an inviolable security fron-
tier for the Zionist state (the notion of "se-
cure boundaries" contained in Rcsolution
242lent itself to *ris sort of interFctation).

Since then, Labour's adhesion to the
principle of withdrawal (paflial, of course)
has been strenglhencd 

- 
not for "noble"

rcasons, but through fear of the Arab "dem-
ographic peril". This feai, in turrl has been
considerably boosted by t'}].e i ilada (vpris-
ing), in which Peres has been able n see an
illustration of his party's theses. On De-
cember 30, 1987, three weeks after *Ie b€-
gitufng of the uprising, he sounded the
alarrn. He publicly asserted thal in the year
2,000, "the entire population belween dre
Mcditerranean and the Jordan rivcr (in-
cluding fie West Bank and Gaza) would be
459o Arab ard 557o lewish", because the
Arab birth-rate is "double ours".

Two months later, Itzhak Rabin - rhe
Labour Parry's number lrro and, as mini-
stcr oI dcfcnce, l.hc main pcrson responsi-
ble for lhe repression of the uprising -made this confession: "During fie last two
months I have leamt... that it is impossible
to govem a million ald a half Palestinians
by force" - (12 Mond.e, February 25, 1988.)

Lndeed, outsidc of rhe heavy economic
burden that ftis has meant for the lsraeli
state and the damage to its image in the
world 

- two disastrous consequences for
the Israeli "security" syslern - lirc inrifada
represents a dtect and serious handicap for
the Zionist army itself. It is mobilizing
many thousands of soldiers to repress con-
tinually resurging mass demonstrations.
The result is not only the "diversion" of a

considerable pat of Israel's military poten-
tial, but also - and above all - a moral
gangrcne sp(eading through the ranks of
the Zionist army. Although going back
much huther than the occupation of f.eba-
non (which ended in a quasi-debacle), the
occupalion of the 1967 terrirories has, h ils
tum, become more and more burdensome
br ajntaJn siIrl.e tl:'e inifada.

So it is not surprising to note that the
most passionate champiors of a withdraw-
al are today to be formd at the top of the Is-
raeli military hierarchy.In March 1988, a
group of retired Israeli generals (as such,
free to act polirically) founded the Council
for Peace and Secu ty. They ircluded:
Yariv, ex-head of Mossad (Israeli intelli
gence); Sneh, previously the administrator
of the West Bank; and O.r, one time com-
mander-in-chief of dre northern region and,
therefore, of the Israeli troops occupying
Lebanon. Very quickly, the Council
trrought toge$er more than 30 major gen-
erals and over l0O brigadier gencrals, alto-
gerher nearly half of krael's retired general
ofhcers. Orr said: "We are all agreed in our
estimation that the occupation must be end-
ed because its continuation represents a
wolse diutger to oul security than its end".
(Le Monde, hne2,1988.) A statement that
is as clear as it is succincL Sneh added:
"Most senior officers, from Shornron (chief
of staffl on down, would prefer a partial
withdrawal from a demilitarized Wesr
Bank to Shamir's 'Creater Israel' ". (News,
wee( June 6, 1988.)

Demilitarization and paiial withdrawal:
two key elements oflsrael's "ceiling" for a
seltlement. Be'I Gal, anolher member of
the generals' Couacil, said: "We want a de-
militarized West Bank; we want to keep
control of its air space, have some elecfton-
ic waming stations, a military presence on
the eastem slope of the hills overlooking
the river Jordan, which, in any situation,
will remain the military frontier". (l,e
Monde, 79 Octobet 1988.) As far as Gaza
is conceane4 the problem is much simpler
the sector is completely Eapped between
Israel, lhe sea and lhe Egyprian Sinai
desert, itself demilitarized because of the
Camp David accords.

Different approach to Gaza
and the West Bank

There is another major difference be-
tween the two territories. In Gaza, thcre are
only around 2,000 Israeli colonists, com-
pared ro about 70.000 in the Wesr Bank liv-
ing in 124 colonies, and even the most
"moderate" Zionists do not envisage dis-
manding all of lllem. These differences ex-
plain why Peres has several times come out
in favour of a total evacuation of Gaza,
while in the Vy'est Bank he only proposes a
withdrawal from those parts "where Arabs
are in a clear majoriry". Ben Gal is more
precise "We could give tp l0o4o ol Caza
and 857a of the West Bank".

Of course, there exiss a large fraction of

the electorate and the politico-military es-

tablislment in Israel who reject evefl the
idea oI wiLh&awal. The Likud lright.wing
blocl, led by YiLzhak Shamir, is clinging
obstinately to rhe Camp David accords,
which lhey interpret lo involve graating
administrative "autonomy" to the Arab
inhabitants of fte 1967 territories, while
maintaining rhem under Israeli occupation.
This position is, however, less and less ten-
able, not simply because of t\e htifadab)t
also because it is totally isolated inter-
nationally- If Peres agreed to renew his
govemmenlal pacr with the Likud in
December, it was only as a stop-gap meas-
ure while he waited for the completion of
the transfer of power from Reagan !o Bush
altcr which the American administration
would again be in a position to intervene
actively. Then Shamir, who has already be-
gun to water down his position, would bc
obliged to yield or hold new elections.

Tanks and planes versus
stones and bottles

Likud's argument - that if Ismel "aban-
doned Judea and Samaria" (the biblical
names for the West Bank), the result would
place the securiry of rhe Zionist slate in
grave danger - look no accormt of the con-
ditiors laid out by labow for a withdrawal.
This is why it is totally meaningless. The
US researcher Jeromc Segal, Arafat's
friend and counsellor and a stro[g advocatc
of a Palestinian state, replied to this argu-
ment as follows in Newsweet (Scptember
12, 1988): "ft's a lolal joke. Wc're ralking
about a pint-sized, demilita zed zone that
has no access to ahe outside world except
through two hostile and suspicious states
that completely surround it 

- Israel ard
Jordan".

Thc lsraeli ex-mirisrer of foreigr affats
(Labour), Abba Eban, was in complele
agreement in refuting the Likud theses. In
the New YorkTimes on January 2 rhis year,
he compared Israel's resources with those
of the PLO. On the one side, "3,800 tanks,
682 plales with an impressive bombing ca-
pacity, thousands of picces of aflillery and
rnissiles, and a formidable electronic capac-
iry"; on the other, "zero tants or planes, a
few guns and no missiles", wilh "an assort-
ment of grenades, mortats, stones and
bottlcs". Eban riShrly concluded: "An enti-

ry run by Arabs in a large palt of fie West
Bank and Gaza, or a separate state, or, pre-
ferably, in a confederation with Jordan,
would be the weakest military endty on
earth".

Are the limits of Israel's "ceiling" for a
setllement - a partial with&awal aad a de-
militarizarion of the evacuated zones -unacceptable for the leadership of the El
Fatal/PLO, as Habash said? Conceming Ore

wilhdrawal, it is aue ftat even the polirical
resolution of the last PNC talks abour "all
rhe Palestinian and Arab territodes occu-
pied since 1967". It is also Eue lhat when
one gets ready to do a deal, one demands
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the maximum. This is the case for all the
Arab stalcs, including Jordal and Egypt,
for whom a total withdrawal is officially an
inviolable principle.

Will there be new
Palestinian concessions?
Bur to fie question "Will rhere be new

Palesrinian concessions if the International
Conference meets?" lhe El Fatah/?Lo's
flumbe, two, Abu Iyad, who is usually
morc forthright than Arafat, rcplied as fol-
krws after the last PNC in thc semi-offtcial
joumal ofthe PtO: "Any solurion that does

not includc a stale is unacccptable.... Aftcr
this, things becomc less complicatcd. Any
negotialions will discuss practical ques-
tions, such as the definition of frontiers, re-
lations and so on. Here I must remind you
tlat all Palestinian soil is occupicd. So if
our lcrLlcrship manaEcs !o rcscuc a scction
of Palcstinian territory and proclaim an
Arab Palestinian idendry therc, that would
bc very good." (Allom Assabeh, Novell:.-
bcr 28, 1988.)

Thc quesrion of demilitarization is even
lcss complicatcd. Rcsolution 242, now ac-
ccpted by the PLO, already forcsecs "the
cstablishment of demilitarized zones".
And, sccondly. the PLO leadcrship was it-
sclf thc first to break Ure official Arab boy-
cott o[ Egypr and establish a close
coordination with the Mubarak regime,
wilhou! dcmanding iha! thc lattcr repudiale
rhe pcace trealy concludcd wirh Israel in
1979, which was loundcd on the principle
of $e demilitarization of Egyptian tcrrirory
evacuatcd by l}le Zionist army. Civen all
this, rhc Arafar leadcrship will
havc no foublc whcn the timc

not prcpared to lie in it - is to wallow ln
illusiors. Bur beyond the illusory chancter
of this moral comfort tha! Ceorge Habash
is trying !o wrap himsclf ir, the real ques-
tion, the one that he is trying in some way
to dodge, should be asked: What are unac-
ceptable concessions? What would rcally
consdrurc treason to the Palestinian nation-
al cause and capitulation to Zionism and
imperialism?

The answer does not lie wherc the PFLP
chicf seems to siruare it either in drc panial
character of the wiihdrawal or in the demil-
iradzadon. lrt us start with the latter. Is
there anyone who is stupid or naive enough
to bclieve that afte! a possible wirhd.awal
of is rroops from rhe Wesr B ank and Caz4
the Zionist state would allow the inlabi-
tants in these tcritodes on its flanks ro pos'
sess missilcs, planes and tanks as lhey
pleascd? Ccographical considerations and
thc relationship of forces being what thcy
are, only a decisive military defeat of the
Zionisr state - 

which is not on the agcnda
in the near futurc - could ensure the Pa-
lestinians unleLtcred sovereignty, evcn if
only on a small parr of their tcrritory. So
who could blame lhem for setrling for -provisionally, of course - 

afl Israeli a.rrny
withdrawal ftom the terrirories occupicd in
1967, wltlc they do not have rhc means to
replacc ir with a rcal Palestinian army?
This would bc to pur off such a withdrawal
indefinitely.

The same reasoning can be applied to thc
question o[ a parlial rctrcat. As soon as the
maximalist logic of"all or norhing" is chal-

lenSed, as soon as

the necessity for tactical mcdiations and
transirional objectives is affirmed, "all the
West Bank or nothing" is no more valid
than "all Palestine or no*ring". It is evident
that fic masscs of thc intifada, whatcver irc
scalc and duration of their stmggle, do not
have lhc means Io gc! more than a with'
drawal of the Zionist army from the zoncs
in which fiey are concenlratcd. To dislodSc
the Zionist colonies adjacent to, or oulsidc
of, thesc zones 

- 
and. with even more rea-

son, ftc military bases - much morc tha,l
an uprising is needed. What is necdcd is a

war of movemcnt, something that all thc
Arab armies put togerhcr are not in a posi.
tion to win today, cven supposing they had
the intcnrion to wagc ir.

It is thcrclore Jrrfcctly corrcct and letid
mate tlrt lhc Unificd [!adcrship of thc,l,I'Ii.

/ada, in many of its communiques since thc
early ones, has put up front what i! calls
"irnmcdiate" demands such as "almy with-
drawal from thc towns, thc camps and lhc
villagcs". This same objcctivc figurcs in
Communique 26 of thc Unified L.adership
(see thc last issue o[/14, alongside fie Ean-
sitional objective of a complctc withdrawal
from lhc teritorics occupied in 1967, in thc
following formulation: "army withdrawal
from Palestinian agSlomentions".

Not capitulation but
revolutionary realism

Trying to obtain rhis objcctive through
lhe slrugglc, in the knowlcdgc that thc
evacunlcd zones will incvitably rcmain un-
der close Isracli military survcil)ance, is not
a capitulation but rcvolutionary realism.
Rcalism, bccause this objcclive can bc
achicvcd through the i ifada. The bcst

proof that it is attrinablc is thc mcrc lact
hat a dccisivc faction in thc Zionisr
military hicrarchy - under thc

pressure of the uprising and with-
out bcing offercd anything in re-
tum - has concllded !ha! i! is
neccssary, for sccurity teasons,
to withdraw lhe Isracli army
from the Arab-lxrpulaled zoncs

- tha! is, frcm Gaza and most
of rhe WestBa .

Of course, the incompletc lib-
eration (limited sovereignly) ofa

small portion of Palcstinian rerri-
tory would be a vcry partial gain.
In a manncr of spcaking, it would

mean thc inhabitants in lhcse arcas
passing from a prison rcgimc to
house arrest. Such a gain would
ncvenhcless be apprcciablc for thosc
who arc suffcring ahc occupation. A
rcvolutionary Palestinian lcadership
would be cntirely juslificd in set-
tling for this immcdiatc objective,
alainablc through struggle, while
continuing to fi8h! undcr the ban-
ner of fic uansitional dcmand for a

total and uncondilional withdrawal
of the Zionist army from the tcrrito-

rics occupied in 1967. Such a leadcrship 5

concs in agrecing to lctlsrael
imF)sc a st ct limitalion on

re catcgories of arms pcr-
mittcd in rhe Wesr Bank
and Gtu.a.

This, of coursq does
not nrcan limiting Pa-
lcsrinien armamcnts to
kitchcn knivcs. Demililari-

L

i4

zation docs not mcan ban-
ning all firearms, evcn in
Egyptian Sinai. Quire on the con-
tra4/, ths Zionist statc wanls a sihralion
where the authority that takcs over in the
z-oncs it evacuates can assume "thc nomal
funclions of the police" (Egyptian/sraeli
trealy), so as to guarantee lhat "no acls or
lhrcats of aStrcssion, hostiliLy or vio-
lcncc originatc or arc committcd on ils
tcrritory, or by forces unde, ils control or
sralioncd on ils territory" (i'bi1). Thc au-
fiority rhat will replace lhe Israeli atrny, if
ever thcy evacualc zoncs in the Wesf Baak
and Caza, will certainly be authorized to
havc a police force equipped with light
arms. as in rhe Sinai.

So, to Fclend that the Palcstinian righr,
aftcr thc last PNC, could not acccpt the ls-
raeli^JS "ceilhg" for a settlement - !o be-
lieve rhat afrer making thet bed, they are

February 20, 1989 a #157 lnternational Viewpoint

MIDDLE EAST



MIDDLE EAST

6

would aim to fansform Gaza and the in-
habited regions of *re West Bank in the
shon term into "liberated zones", adminis,
rered by the "people's committecs" bom
ou't of the intifada, wlich are giving tlle up-
rising its direct organizational expression.

But a partial gain 
- or anything res-

embling a compromise - is only leg-
itimate from a revoluLionary point of vicw
if it is not in confadicrion wilh the con-
tinuation of the struSgle for the final
objective. That it is, as Lenin said, a
"comprcmise which in no way diminishes
the revolutionary devotion ard rcadiness
for furrher struggle on the part of those
who have agreed to such a compromise".
("Left-wing" Communism, an lnfant ile
Disorder.)

As a matter of fact, it is not cnough !o
quote Lenin on Lhe nccd for compromises,
as do the Sralinists in Nayef Hawarmch's
DFLP. Account must also be taken of his
waming agains! those who "imagine that ir
is sufficient to admit fie permissibitity of
compromises iz genelal in ordcr to obliter-
are the dividing line belween opportunism,
against which we wage and must wage an
irreconcilable stnggle, and revolurionary
Marxism, or Communism....It is imponant
ro single out from the praclical questions of
politics...fiose which reveal the principal
type of impermissiblc, lreacherous com-
promises, compromises embodying the op-
portunism rhat is fatal ro the revolurionary
class. and to excrl all efforts to explain
thcm and mmbar fiem". (/Dil.)

Fundamental obiective ol
self-determination

In the case of"practical politics" that we
arc discussing hcre, lhe impermissible
compromise, lhe "treachetous compro-
mise", is not, as previously explained, in
lhe incvitably parrial and limircd gain
available today lo the Palcsrinians. The
"tleacherous compromisc", the capitula-
tion, consists in renouncing the "rcadiness
for furthcr srruggle" in exchangc for this
gain 

- 
and, morcover, withou! any re€son,

at a time when the Palcstinian sEuggle is at
its pcak. The 'teadiness for furLhcr strug-
gle" to achieve rhc fundamenral objccrive:
for rcal setf-determinarion for thc wholc of
the PalesliniaIl pople through the dcsrruc-
rion of fic Zionisr stalc, which is inrrinsi-
cally founded on thc oppression of lhis
people. For the dcstruction of this state,
which fie preamble ro rhc lasr PNC'S poli!-
ical resolution itself still described as a
"fascist, racist, colonial srate, for.rnded on
the usurpation of Palestinian soil and rhe
exterminalion of fie Palestinia. peopte"l

However, the rextproclaimhg Orc Pales-
tinian state thar was adopted unanimously
by the same PNC, is based on UN Resolu-
tion l8l - that is, on the recognirion of rhe
legitimacy of rhe Zionist srate - and "re-
jccrs the rhreat of force, violence or terror-
ism, or rhcir use against its own Lcrritorial
ifltegrity...or rhat of any other state". The

political rcsolution, adopted by a majodry
of PNC votes against a small minority that
included the PFLP, only doned the "i's",
given that the proclamation was equally
based ofl "the intemational legitimacy em-
bodied in UN rcsolutions since 1947".

These included not just Resolution 181,
but also Resolution 2\ explicitly accept-
ed by the political resolution It should be
remembercd that dris mears rhat tle P[,O is
commilted to cease "all claims or slates of
belligerency", to recognize rhe stare of Is-
rael and its "right to live in peace wirhin se-
cure and recoSrized bormdaries, ftee from
tkeats or acts of force", with "thc cstab-
lishment of demilitarized zones" in ex-
change for an Israeli withdrawal "from
[967] occupied territoies" (withoul even
speciryinS the exlent of dre withdawal).

A state under lsraeli
tutelage

In short, the PLO leadership has begun to
implemcnt the action plan advocated eight
months previously by its US adviser
Jerome Segal, mentioned earlier, in'f he
Washingtorl Post (lrternatioral I I erald T ri-
bune, May 21,1988). The firs! sreps in rhis
plan aJe: I ) [lat the PI,o proclaims the Pa-
lestinian state in the Wcst Bank and Caza

- this has been done3; 2) *lat it turns itself
into a provisional goverrurent 

- a meas-
ure that is postponed for t}le momenti 3)
rhat it promulSates "law numtler onc" pro-
claiming that "the Pa.lestinian statc declares
itself a! peace with the stale of Israel" and
"will not have an army"; as r,vell as "law
number two...baruring a.ll terrorist acts and
instituting sanctions in the evenr of viola-
tions". The essence of these two "laws" is
already contained in Resolurion 22.

What makes the stale that the PLO lead-
ership is preparing to sel up inlo a bantu-
slan is not its size, nor cven the fa(t $at it
will be under suweillance. It is the facr lhat
it will be a state under tutelage, a slate
whose governrent will have as its main
task rhe repression of any hinl of Paleslin-
ians continuing the armed struSgle against
a state that has expelled fte ovcrwhclrning
majoriry of them from thei. lands a( gun-
point.

The principal means for which the PLO
has opted is entLely and exclusivcly adapt-
ed to this end. Indeed, nothing else can
emerge from direct negotiations wirh kracl
in the framework of an Intemational Con,
ference under the auspices of rhe big pow-
ers, which can only have Resolution 242 -worked out by these sane powqs - as its
basis. It follows tha! as far as the PLO
leadership goes, the "treacherous compro-
mise" is not an unlikely furure hyporhesis

- as George Habash srated in self-
justilication after the lasr PNC meeLing -but clearly a choice akeady made explicirly
by the same PNC, and which had been im-
plicit since dte 1983 PNC (see rhe lasr issue
olM.

Is this to say thar we should abstain from

demanding the recognition of the Palestin-
ian state by those govemmelts that have
not aheady done so? Not at all, because the
imponance of Oris is its impac! on the mass-
cs involved in fie in i/ala. The majority of
them only wanted to see the aspec! of a
"declaration of independence" in the
PNC's proclamation. This is what they cel-
ekated and what galvanized them.

Thet demand for an independent Pales-
tinia, state in the West Bank and Gaza is
just and has to be supported. Right now,
one expression of lhal support is fighting
for thc recognition of this state by govem-
ments, immediately and without conditions
of any kin4 such as thc "serurity" of Israel
and so on. Because the more lhe masses of
the inlifada have the |eeling $at rheii hour
of liberation is approaching, especially be-
cause ofthe growing inlemalional presswe
on Israel and the US, the more rhey wilt be
delermined to continue their struggle with-
out let-up.

However, as opposed to Moscow, which
supported thc proclamation of the srate
withour recognizing it formally (for legal-
istic reasons), we fight for the formal rec-
ognition of the Palestinian srare, lhough
without approving the lext of the proclama-
tion adopted by the PNC, On the connary,
support for lhe struggle of the Palcstinian
people must remain, more than ever, cen-
tred arormd demands for a total and uncon-
ditional Zionist withdrawal from the
territories occupied in 1967, and the righr
for Palestinian self-determin6rion without
any form of diktat. This oriemarion was rc-
affirmed in the statemenr on the ihtifada
adoptcd by the United Secretariat of the
Fourth Intemational in March last year (see
,tv 138).

Support for the Palestinian
masses in struggle

By maintaining clear polirical autonomy
on this, with no equivocariorLs, it is enrirely
possible and Iegitimate to participale in all
activities giving objecrive support ro the
Palesrinian masses in stmggle, whether
alongside the PLO and its unconditional
supporters or even wirh Zionists and pro-
Zionists opposed ro rhe occupalion of the
Wesr Bank ard Caza, especially in rhe im-
pcrialist countries and the Israeli srare. At
the same time, we must refuse to subscribe
to any positions containing contradictory
elements to those defined above, such as
the "dghts" oi Isael, peace wilh Israel or
the Intemational Confermce.

Likewise, today ir is more harmful than
ever to endorse the sacred formula'lhe
PLO, sole legirimate lepresentarive of the
Palestinian people". Inde.d, rhis formula is
not just recording the resulr of an opinion
potl (in the absence of any direct democrat-
ic mechanisms for represenring the whole

3- Thi6 shoes rh!! cva !om@e likc Jct6" Sc86t
@uld cnvt!8c rhis procl[nlridl wel hcforc th. Jordr-
nisn kinS look th. iniri.riec o JuIy 3l .
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MIDDLE EAST

Most Palestinians live
outside ol 1967 territories
Thc US administration began having di-

rccr talks with the PLO last Decembe!,
whilc a growing section of the Zionist es-
tablishn@nr - b!:lud'tn8 the current hbour
minisler Ezer Weizman, a quarter of the
dcputics of the samc parry and its Scncral
secretary, whojust resigned for this reason

- are calling for a dircc! dialo8uc betwcen
the Israeli govemmcnt and the PLO. Was
all this to celebrate t}te first anniversary of
the intifada'! Or was it because, between
mid-November and mid-December, the
Arafat leadcrship took some decisive slcps

in submitting to US and Israeli conditions?
It should nol be forBouen thal thc majori-

ty of Palestinians live oulside of all Palqs-
tinian lands, the West Bank and Caza
iflcludcd. The riSht of the Palcstinian peo-
plc to sclf-determination iacludes also its
right to .freely and democratically choose
its rcprcsentatives, with nobody having the

righr to decree from rhe ouside who is its
"solc legitimate representative". Admitted_
ly, thc PL enjoys &c suplxrrt of thc ma-
jority ofPalestinians - for the timc being,
bccausc rcprescnlalion in a dcmocracy is

no! an etemal right. The majority of the
pcoplc can be wrong. Revolulionades have

re ri8ht, and the re,tponsibility, ro lell tllem
and to combat their illusions.

To suppon uncolditionally the su'uggle
of an oppressed people against its oppres-
sors mcafls to support fiis struSSlc inde-
pendcntly of the nature of its leadcrship
(cven ifir is feudal or religious!). ThaI docs

not nrcan uncondilional support for such
lcadcrships, especially when they belong to
the possessing classes. In this respect, the
altitude of revolutionaries must bc based
on lhc distinction bctween measures that
should be supported and those that should
bc dcnounced.

For example, fie unconditional support
for thc srruggle of the lndian pcople against
Brilish imperialism had to be combined
with a crirical artiludc vis-i-vis Gandhi and
thc Congress Paity, in spite of thet enor-
mous populariry and the fact that they had

lcd some strugSles such as the campaigns
of civil disobedicncc - 

very similar to
those of the intifad,a it Palestine today-
Many examples like this could be bor-
rowcd from othcr countrics (China, Ethio'
pia, Tunisia, Iran, lhe Philippines and so

on). Bu[ the history of Palestinc iself is
sufficicntly eloqucnt. Up until the 1948 de-
fcat, the only leadership followed by the
Iargc majority of Palesrinians was rhat of

the Jerusalem mufti, Haj Ami[ Al-
Husscini. He was the spokesperson of the
great Palestinian intijada trom 1936-39,
and the person rcsponsible for defusing it
when he wcnl looking for a compromise
with the British mandatory authority ot the
expcnse of the Zioniss.

Irl all confrontations between Zionism,
the imperialist govemmeflts or Arab reac-
tion on the onc hand, and the PLO on the
other, lhe PLO should be supported widt-
out a shadow of a doubt. Or the ground, al-
liances should be made with the PLO
against the common enemy. Thus, our
comrades in Lebanon participated in the
fight against the lrbanese reaction and the
Israeli army for seven yeats, under t}re mil_
itary leadership of the PLO. But it is neces-
sary !o know how to act with such an ally.
As Trorky said in relation to dle left fac-
don of rhe Chinese Kuomintang (t*hich
was much more radical than today's PLO):
"Not by prostmting oneself before it at eve-

ry onc of its vacillations...supporting each

srep forward and relentlessly unmasking
every vacillation, every step backwards".
('[he Chituse Revolution ond theTheses of
Stalin, 1927 .)

Palestinian right-wing
won prestige in 1960s

This latte! task falls to the Palestinian
rcvolutionaries and those in the Arab coun-
ties, whose most reactionary govemments
arc rhe PLO leaderhip's main allies, sup-
portinS fervently every srep backwards. Of
course, the sajne docs not hold true for OIe

ptrblic activity of those active inside the
Jcwish masses in the Isaaeli state or the im-
perialisr countries that support it.

Thar said, there remains an apparcnt con-

tradiction between our analysis of the PLO
leadership and the fact it has enjoyed, up
until now, widespread mass support. The
contradiction does not come from the char-
acterizarion of this leadership as bourgeois

- a quantifiable and incontestable fact that
the whole of rhe Palestinian left is agreed
upon, including the Stalinist faction of the
PLO. Because, after all, a bourgeois leader-
ship can p€rfectly well embody Ole national
asptations of its people against a foreign
yoke. The contradiction bears rather on our
description of the PLO'S trajectory in the
last few years, if not since 1973, as a capi-
tulatory coufie. George Habash, who
shlres the same analysis, quoted three rea-
sons, in chronological order, io explain this
apparent contradiction in a long interview/
assessmeflt given to thc PFLP's paper, Al-
Hadaf, iDer*nber 1987.

Firsr of all, he said, was the fact tha! lhe
Palestinian right had taken the iniriarive of
armed smrggle in 1965, which had givcn it
a great deal of presrige and allowed it to
win, in the beginning, a leading position.
Following that was the fact that "the Pales-

tinian bourgeoisie, because of ils class na-
ture and its tendencies to compromise and
accommodate, is closely linked to the reac-
tionary and botrrgeois Arab regimes. These
have Siven it a large amount ofpolitical and
material suppon, which contributed ro its
dominance. . . ".

Fiflally, srill according !o Habash, is fie
fact that "the national enemy teplied io the
political deviation that characterized the
positrons and practice of the Palestinian
right by cven more firmness and intransi-
gence, such that the right-wing has ap-
peared to follow acceptable tacrics in the
eyes of the masses".

These rhee explanations are rrue, if in-
sufficient. The last one, which is absolutely

7

lwo Palestinian Yiews of the PLO
west Eank - young mililants of the inrllada were mel by Alain Gresh,
special correspondenl lot Le ilronde diplomatique (May 19881:

"Today, very little escapes their sarcasm, not sven lhe PLO leador'
ship that lhey loudly and vigolously Proclaim is their 'sole representa'
live'. At the same time ln prlvale they deplore its incompelence and lhe
corruption of somo oI its cadres -'the llve'star PLO', thsy say, bursl'
lng out laughlng, - its lack ol success....For Bassam in just a lew
m;nths the Palastinians withln have won more than the PLO in tw€nty
years....But thoir attitude lo the PLO i3 unambiguous: 'lt's the PLO lhst
ilecides; lhey must negotiate; we rolusE to s€t uP an alternalivo
leadership'."

Jordan - Bakaa, one oI lhe blggest Paleslinian reluges camps, vislted
by V6roniqus Maurus, special correspondont lor Lo Monde (Febtualy
17, 1988):

"The uprising...ls lelt as th€ expression ol an authsntic and lierce
Palestinian sell-determinalion, atter years oI manipulallon by lsrael,
th€ Arab stat€s, and even tho PLO, which is clearly accused ol impo-
tence and collusion with lhe 'poliliclans'....A dream 13 repeatsd 6nd'
lessly: that a new leadershlp emerges lrom the levolution. Who? The
rsplies are moro discreel. 'There will be a revolutlon, here and ev€ry'
where where they oppress us', insists an old man.'All compromises
must be rejected. lI the revolution is sponsored by lha Arab govern-
menls or ih6 PLO, it will come lo nothing...'." *

February 20, 1989 a #'157 lnterna onal Vlewpolnt

of the Palestiniaa people). In fte minds of
hosc who invenled it and as commonly in-
tcrprclcd, it is clearly a carte-blanche given
to orc PLO, alld therelore to its leadership,
ro decidc rhe Palestinian people's fuore in
their name. At a time when the PLO has
unambiguously embarked on the road of
capitulalion, the pemicious character of
this formula can bc mcasured.

I


