





Editorial

Whenever any progressive or patriotic Arab was asked
about the political future of the region, he would have thought
of the People's Democratic Republic of Yemen and its role in
shaping that future. Whenever any progressive or patriotic
Arab was reminded of the political setbacks suffered by the
Arab progressive movement, he would have mentioned that
glimpse of light which shines from Aden in the south of the Arab
world. He would say, «That candle has enough momentum to
illuminate the Arab world.» _

All progressives, Arab or not, were deeply hurt by the
events that erupted in Aden on January 13th. This is not only
because of the loss of human lives, innocent people and dear
comrades. Nor is it only because of the heavy destruction. It is
most importantly because of the harm done to what Democra-
tic Yemen symbolizes - the example it should give to all prog-
ressive factions of the Arab national liberation movement.

Everyone in the world knows how meagre the natural
resources of Democratic Yemen are. Everyone knows that
what was built in Democratic Yemen was dearly paid for in
blood, labor and tears.

We were aware of the difficulties and dangers facing
Democratic Yemen. We have thus exerted all possible efforts
to help the Yemeni Socialist Party (YSP) to overcome its dif-
ficulties. That is why Comrade George Habash, General Sec-
retary of the PFLP, spent about a month in Aden at the time of
the YSP congress in October. And that is why we did not allow
ourselves to rest before seeing the congress convened. It is
worth mentioning that the congress could not have been held
without the cooperation and good will of all the Yemeni leaders
and party members. Their good will stemmed from awareness
of their responsibilities towards their country and the whole

Arab world. They were moreover aware that there were dan-
gers to the country, emanating both from the inside (counter-
revolutionary forces and representatives of the former land-
lords) and from the outside (the regimes of Saudi Arabia,
Oman and North Yemen).

The fighting that began on January 13th presented a gol-
den opportunity for the enemies of Democratic Yemen, to try to
implement their counterrevolutionary plans under ‘dovish’ pre-
texts, like sending peace troops to enforce a ceasefire or sepa-
rate the fighting groups.

We therefore declare our position on what happened as
follows:

One: We strongly back the YSP and call for preserving its
unity.

Two: We strongly back Democratic Yemen and call for
preserving its unity, sovereignty and independence.

Three: We condemn the fighting and its initiation.

Four: We warn all external forces not to try to exploit what
has happened in order to intervene in Democratic Yemen's
internal affairs.

Five: We are ready to place our resources at the service of
the YSP in order to rebuild what has been destroyed. We are
hopeful that the country will avoid another such experience in
the future, for this would harm not only Democratic Yemen but
also the great expectations that are built on its struggle, its
party and its national democratic achievements. Any repetition
of the internal fighting would leave the door wide open for
external and internal reactionary forces to sabotage Democra-
tic Yemen's progressive efforts and what it stands for in the
Arab world.

Who Are the Real Terrorists?

Rambo Reagan vs. President Qaddafi

Why has US imperialism designated President Qaddafi of Libya as the «principle source of terrorism in
the world»? One reason is readily apparent: The Reagan Administration seeks to punish Libya for its
Arab nationalist position and generous support to the Palestinian revolution and other anti-imperialist
forces around the world. The second reason runs deeper: Reagan needs a scapegoat on which to heap
the blame for increasing violence in today’s world, lest the American people and others discover who the
real terrorists are.

Since we wrote this article, new evidence has mounted, showing that US imperialism and the Zionist
state are the realterrorists. The last week of January, the US 6th Fleet conducted military maneuvers right
off Libya's coast. Intelligence information gathered at such close range was passed on to the Israelis.
This enabled the Zionist enemy to hijack a Libyan plane carrying Syrian political leaders, on February
4th, on the pretext that Palestinian «terrorist» leaders were aboard.

defense against reactionary threats,
especially those coming from Egypt
since the time of Sadat - and encour-
aged by the US administration at the'

apparatus far outweighs its real defense
needs. This claim is totally misleading
on two counts: One. Libya's military
development has been geared to self-

The US has never presented any
convincing evidence of President Qad-
dafis guilt. Instead it relies on demag-
ogy, claiming that Libya's military
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time. On another level, this claim is part
of Reagan's misinformation campaign -
the same directed against Nicaragua,
Cuba, Vietnam and other countries striv-
ing to protect and develop the indepen-
dence and social progress achieved by
their people. The aim of this campaign is
to keep all states that do not harmonize
with US policies in a state of weakness.
In reality, the two countries in the world
which have military institutions far out-
weighing their defense needs are the US
and ‘Israel’. This superiority is precisely
designed and expanded in order to
impose their policies on a global and
regional basis without meeting serious
obstacles, to control and exploit peoples
and resources far beyond their own bor-
ders.

The US administration's campaign
against Libya is an old story. At the start
of his first term in 1981, Reagan branded
Libya an «outlaw nation». Later the
same year, US F-14s downed two
Libyan planes over the Gulf of Sidra
(part of Libya's territorial waters which
the US administration insists is interna-
tional waters). The next year, the US
banned the import of Libyan oil. These
measures, however, did not make much
of an impact, especially since US allies
in western Europe and Japan did not fol-
low suit. Thus, the Reagan Administra-
tion seized on the December 27th
attacks on the El Al (Israeli airlines)
counters at Rome and Vienna airports. It
hoped to blame these on Libya and
thereby deal a decisive blow to Presi-
dent Qaddafi with full international back-
ing, and preferably by collective action,
drawing at least its NATO allies into the
game.

Gunboat diplomacy

To this end, the US brought in the
new year by amassing its war fleet in the
Mediterranean off Libya's coast. On
January 3rd, the largest US aircraft car-
rier, the Coral Sea, and its battle group
left Naples port and sailed into the
Mediterranean in the direction of Libya.
Electronic warfare planes were dis-
patched to the Mediterranean. Five
Navy EA-6B Prowlers were sent to the
NATO base on Sicily, to intercept com-
munications and jam the radars used to
direct Libya's anti-aircraft system.
Another aircraft battle group, stationed
in Norfolk, Virginia, was ordered to be
ready to deploy in the Mediterranean.
The Pentagon drew up a new list of
potential targets in Libya. Contingency
exercises were conducted by the Penta-
gon, CIA and at US military facilities, to
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test logistics for a planned military
attack, for example: how the US could
keep two aircraft carriers off the Libyan
coast for an extended period. The Joint
Chiefs of Staff considered sending B-52
bombers from the US, but rejected this in
favor of Navy carrier planes and long-
range fighter bombers stationed in Bri-
tain (International Herald Tribune,
January 6, 1986). In mid-January, the
aircraft carrier Saratoga was ordered out
of the Indian Ocean to join the Coral
Sea.

At this writing, the military attack on
Libya has not materialized. Meanwhile,
the Reagan Administration has imposed
a total economic boycott, frozen Libya’s
assets in the US and ordered all US citi-
zens to leave Libya, while pressuring its
European allies to implement similar
measures. However, the military option
still cannot be ruled out. On January
16th, Secretary of State Shultz con-
firmed that the US must still consider
military action. According to Newsweek
magazine, January 20th, «The sanc-
tions Ronald Reagan imposed on Libya
last week are just the opening of a care-
fully graduated campaign...to isolate
Muammar Kaddafi, strengthen the dic-
tator's opponents within Libya - and
clear the way for a US military
strike...The plan focuses more sharply
than before on exploiting dissension
within Libya's military...Reagan stra-
tegists believe they must strike within
the next six to nine months or else miss
the tide...» This appears to be an up-
dated version of the CIA plan to topple
President Qaddafi, that was revealed in
1984.

The national security adviser of
Israeli Prime Minister Peres, Brigadier
General Gideon Machanaimi, gave
another idea of the form the US-Israeli
attack may actually take. Noting that
military retaliation was not advisable, he

pointed to assassination of leaders as
«the successful way to combat ter-
rorism.»

Whether or not the Reagan
Administration and ‘Israel’ embark on a
new military adventure or not, the war
scenario enacted serves a number of
purposes besides Reagan’s cherished
aim of terrorizing Qaddafi. Chief among
these is covering up for the Israeli
aggression which is an integral compo-
nent of the US-sponsored ‘peace’ pro-
cess. Equally important is furthering the
US military network in the Middle East
and Mediterranean areas.

The source of terror

The deeper cause of the attacks at
the Rome and Vienna airports is the fact
that the Middle East conflict, and the
Palestinian issue in particular, remain
unresolved. Responsible for this situa-
tion are the US and 'Israel to whom sol-
ving the conflict means imposing their
joint hegemony in the area. This rules
out self-determination and statehood for
the Palestinian people, and ultimately
genuine independence for any Arab
country. That is why the many conces-
sions offered by the Palestinian right
wing have been met with more violence
- the iron fist in occupied Palestine, col-
lective punishment against the citizens
of South Lebanon, the Israeli bombing of
the PLO headquarters in Tunis, etc.

Reagan's campaign against ‘ter-
rorism’ is simply an attempt to shift the
blame. The best proof of this is that ‘Is-
rael’ is the only state in the world to have
expressed unqualified support to the US
campaign, while at the same time man-
ipulating it to special Israeli purposes.
Peres claimed that Abu Nidai's group,
held responsible for the Rome and Vie-
nna attacks, is the «offspring of the
PLO», attempting to justify Israeli refusal
to deal with the PLO.



Unfortunately, Arafat fell into this
trap. In his efforts to prove the PLO'’s
innocence, he blamed Libya and Syria
for being behind the attacks, falling in
line with Reagan’s campaign. His state-
ment was particularly glaring when con-
trasted with the fact that both the Arab
League and the Islamic Conference
Organization have expressed full sup-
port to Libya in the face of imperialist-
Zionist threats. The Soviet Union and
other socialist countries have pledged
support to Libya. Even western Europe
has refused to implement most of the
measures proposed by Reagan, due to
their more sophisticated policies and
greater economic interests in trade with
Libya.

The campaign against Qaddafi is
actually an attack on all nationalist and
anti-imperialist forces in the area. It
paralleled the US-Israeli effort to thwart
the Syrian-sponsored peace plan in
Lebanon.

In mid-December, the Israeli milit-
ary command started complaining to the
US that the presence of Syrian missile
batteries near the Lebanese border seri-
ously impaired the ability of Israeli jets to
make reconnaissance flights over Leba-
non. The arrogance of this is even more
obvious when one knows that: (1) The
missile batteries in question were
stationed in Syrian territory (2) A month
earlier, Israeli jets had shot down two
Syrian planes over Syrian airspace near
the Lebanese border. ‘Israel’ has
repeated its complaint several times,
and on January 7th. Peres threatened.
«There is a real danger of war between
Israel and Syria unless both countries
behave properly.» ‘Israel' and the US
are looking for every excuse to pressure
Syrnia. in order to isolate it and remove an

obstacle to separate Israeli-Jordanian
negotiations. Two days after Peres’
statement, the Reagan Administration
threatened to extend the economic
embargo to Syria.

Expanding the US terrorist

network

In the last analysis, Reagan’s ‘anti-
terrorist’ campaign is the other side of
his efforts to militarize the world and
outer space, American-style. By point-
ing an accusing finger at Libya, Syria,
Palestinian ‘extremists’, etc., and pro-
ducing trumped-up evidence, the
Reagan Administration seeks to (1) con-
vince the American taxpayer of the
necessity of financing a gigantic military
build-up; (2) convince NATO allies of the
necessity of increased military spending
and backing up US military initiatives;
and (3) convince US allies around the
world of the advantages of permitting US
military facilities on their territory.

At the height of the anti-Qaddafi
campaign, the Pentagon released state-
ments that US special command units
(like the Delta ‘anti-terrorist’ squad) are
unfit for action due to lack of equipment
(a plea for more funding) and not enough
of them being stationed close to ‘trouble
spots’ (a plea for more military facilities).
Well before the Rome and Vienna
attacks, the US had been planning to
base a unit of the Delta forces in Europe
to be close to the Mediterranean. On the
pretext of being prepared for ‘terrorism’,
hijackings and the like, the US is striving
to extend and reinforce its international
military network. This is the real terror
network, state terrorism at its ultimate,
used to threaten and blackmail, or actu-
ally attack, any force or country pursuing
a truly independent policy which is
deemed as a threat to US imperialist
interests.

The immediate results of deploying
US special units may resemble the joint
US-Egyptian ‘rescue operation at Val-
letta airport in Malta on November 24th
There Egyptian commandos, ‘advised
by three US officers, stormed a hijacked
plane, firing in all directions. Fifty people
were killed, including the vast majority of
the passengers to be rescued. Most died
from the indiscriminate shooting of their
would-be rescuers, rather than from the
hijackers’ grenades. Schultz tried to jus-
tity the catastrophe by referring to the
hijackers as follows: «These people are
not people.» This was reminiscent ot
Begin's statements during the 1982
invasion of Lebanon. claiming that ‘ls-
rael’ was fighting «terrorists and two-leg-

ged beasts» in order to cover up the
genocide pursued by the Israeli army.

Star Wars -

joint terrorist venture

The principal source of terrorism in
the world today is none other than US
imperialism itself. The US has furnished
the massive political, military and finan-
cial support needed for ‘Israel’ to kill and
maim thousands upon thousands of
Palestinian, Lebanese and other Arab
citizens over the years. It is the Reagan
Administration that deliberately sabot-
aged the Contadora peace plan for
Central America, and increased funding
for the contras’ war against the Nicara-
guan people. It is the Reagan Administ-
ration that renewed support for the
UNITA mercenaries’ war of attrition on
Angola, while failing to take any mea-
sures against the racist regime in South
Africa which has been terrorizing the
Black masses for the better part of a cen-
tury. Itis US imperialism and its ClA that
installed dictatorships in a row of Latin
American countries, in the Philippines,
Indonesia, etc. The list of US terrorist
campaigns is endless, from Vietnam to
Grenada...

The most massive element of US
imperialism’s terrorism is its escalation
of the nuclear arms race which threatens
all mankind with destruction. ‘Israel’ is
also a nuclear power and has recently
officially decided to join in the US's Star
Wars project for weapons in space. In
late December, the Soviet news agency
Novosti published information on recent
Israeli underground nuclear tests in the
Negev, the site of its largest nuclear
reactor, Dimona. Novosti added that ‘Is-
rael' now possesses forty nuclear
warheads.

Also in late December, just as
Reagan was pointing the accusing
finger at Qaddafi, the US conducted
underground nuclear tests in Nevada, to
perfect nuclear pumped X-ray lasers,
needed for Star Wars, in an obvious
attempt to sabotage the unilateral
moratorium on nuclear tests earlier
declared by the Soviet Union.

The Israeli nuclear arsenal provides
the US with added leverage in its
attempt to blackmail the people of the
strategic Middle East area into submit-
ting to its hegemony. The joint participa-
tion of the US and ‘Israel’ in the Star
Wars program adds a dangerous new
element to the Middle East crisis,
increasing its potential to erupt into a
nuclear confrontation that would extend
to other areas as well.



Stop the Deportations

On February 2nd, the PFLP convened a press conference to pub-
licize the latest deportation orders issued against Palestinians by the
Zionist occupation authorities, as part of the iron fist policy. Spokes-
man Bassam Abu Sharif opened the press conference, reading the

following statement:

Palestinians in the occupied ter-
ritories are being subjected to a serious
escalation of repression by the Israeli
military authorities, designed to disrupt
the various aspects of their daily lives.
The recent escalation is a culmination of
the reimposition of the iron fist policy
some months ago, and its imposition
against institutions and scores of citi-
zens. This means officially sponsored
acts of terror and intimidation against the
Palestinian people, their national institu-
tions, holy places and political rights.
Internationally forbidden acts are being
committed against civilians and their
property under Zionist occupation. This
occurs at a time when ‘Israel’ has
embarked on a campaign against «ter-
rorism» in order to divert attention from
the aggravated situation in the occupied
territories.

We draw your attention to the policy
of collective punishment, the destruction
of houses, the seizure of privately
owned land and the policy of arbitrary
arrest and detention, invoking the
administrative detention law which
dates back to the British Mandate.

All these projects testify to the racist
and aggressive character of the Israeli
occupation. Over 1500 citizens have
been detained in the last six months
without being formally charged or tried.
Thirty-two deportation orders have been
issued during the same period and 29
residents have actually been deported.
Recently four more were detained and
are awaiting deportation to Jordan. They
are:
1.Adnan Mansour Ghanem who had
been liberated in May 1985 after having
spent 17 years in Israeli jails. Reports
indicate that he was jailed without being
charged, under administrative deten-
tion. Reports also indicate that he is
being subjected to severe torture and
now has several broken bones.
2.Mahmoud Mohammad Fannoun who
had previously been jailed, then
released on several occasions. He later
enrolled in Bethlehem University where
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he was constantly harassed by the
authorities because of his agitation
against the occupation. He now faces
death under torture by the Israeli jailers.
The last report was that he had suffered
several broken ribs and a severe
hemorrhage that necessitated his hos-
pitalization.

These persons were liberated from
prison in May 1985 under the terms of a
prisoner exchange agreement nego-
tiated by the International Red Cross,
whereby ‘Israel’ agreed, in the person of
the Defense Minister, not to harass the
released prisoners, and to allow over
600 of them to remain in their homes
with their families. The recent Israeli
actions are therefore in violation of an
internationally sponsored agreement. In
view of this fact, we call upon the interna-
tional community, the Red Cross and
Switzerland, the country that officially
sponsored the agreement, to intervene
on behalf of the above-mentioned pris-
oners. We also call upon all democratic,

S.Momseun—

3.Hassan Mohammad Al Amoudi who
was rearrested after his release in May
1985 after 15 years imprisonment. He
too is reported to have been severely
tortured despite his poor health and
injuries suffered during his previous
imprisonment.

4 Halal Hafez Aziza who was rearrested
without specific charges following his
release in May 1985. He is also being
subjected to torture despite the hand-
icaps he has from previous imprison-
ment.

civil and human rights organizations to
do likewise.

There are also persistent reports
that the prisoners have been under
severe torture which prompted their
attorney Lea Tsemel to file a protest
against these acts of torture and
demand the prisoners’ immediate
release. It is noteworthy that the previ-
ous group of detainees that were
ordered deported were denied, by the
military court, the right to appeal to the
Supreme Court. They were deported




without being permitted to meet with
their families (Azmi al Shuaibi, Hasan
Fararga, Ali Abu Hilal).

We appeal to you in the name of
international solidarity with human and
civil rights, to act expediently to save the
four detainees and to prevent their
deportation and forced separation from
their homes and families. We call upon
you to send fact-finding delegations, and
to send cables to the Israeli Prime Minis-
ter, Minister of Justice and Minister of

Defense, protesting their actions. We
also call upon you to make these facts
known by calling conferences to
describe the conditions of Palestinian
prisoners and detainees, and to express
your solidarity in all possible ways.

Our people shall not forget those
who stand by them in their just struggle
against repression, and for ending the
occupation and gaining their right to self-
determination. We thank you for your
cooperation and support.

Khaled Tantash Deported...

Who’s Next?

Khaled Tantash. a 38 year old
Palestinian released from Israeli prisons
in the the May 1985 prisoner exchange,
was deported on December 25th. He
had served 15 years on charges of
resisting the occupation forces. From
May until December, he found himself at
home, surrounded by family and friends
- something that he had only been able
to dream of during the long years of his
imprisonment.

On December 24th, Khaled
reported to the Moskobia jail (the Rus-
sian Compound) in Jerusalem, to check
in with the Zionist authorities as he was
required to do twice daily after his
release. Little did he know that on this
day he would be wrenched from the sec-
urity of home and family, and once again
plunged into the nightmare of Zionist
inhumanity. Only two days later did his

family and lawyer learn of his rearrest
and deportation.

Outside Palestine, Khaled recounts
the story: «As usual | went to Moskobia
at 9 a.m. to check in as | do everyday. |
was surprised by the order for my arrest.
| was asked if | knew of a way to contact
my family and bid them farewell. | was
shocked into silence for a few minutes.
Then | said, ‘How can | contact them
when you are holding me prisoner?’
They didn't answer...After about an hour
they took me to the military governor's
building in Khalil (Hebron). | met with the
military governor who began to ask my
opinion about political matters like the
joint Palestinian-Jordanian delegation.
Then they put me in a solitary cell. When
| tried to ask the reason, | felt | was
speaking to stones.

«| asked for blankets. They agreed

but brought me none. The next day, a
military officer came with two others
from the military police. They blindfolded
me and led me away. When | asked
where they were taking me, they didn't
answer. Suddenly | felt that a group of
people were carrying me forcibly. | was
thrown into a car which went at a fantas-
tic speed for three hours before stop-
ping.

«| was let down at a point near the
borders, which | later learned to be Wadi
Araba. A number of Zionist military men
approached and told me a military doc-
tor would examine me. After the exami-
nation, a Zionist colonel came up to me,
saying he had a paper from the Israeli
Security Minister that | should sign. He
asked if | read Hebrew and | answered
affirmatively. He tried to give me the
paper, but | refused and told him to read
it to me. He read: ‘I, Yitzhak Rabin,
Minister of Israeli Security, take per-
sonal responsibility for executing the
deportation of Khaled Tantash of
Jerusalem for political and security
reasons.” | was ordered to sign the
paper, but refused. They threatened me
and tried to force me to sign it, but this
only made me more determined to
refuse. | told them, ‘I reject your deporta-
tion policy and my case is still in court.’ »

Khaled Tantash was forced to cross
the bridge to Jordan, leaving behind all
he held dear. His deportation is not the
first and last reminder that the iron fist of
the Israeli ‘doves’ is no less vicious than
that of the ‘hawks'. o

Al Agsa

Symbol of Palestinian Steadfastness

The visits made by Zionist par-
liamentarians and fanatics to Al Agsa
mosque are not only transgressions, but
flagrant provocations against the Pales-
tinian people’s religious and nationalist
feelings. The MKs (members of the
Knesset) declared that their intent was
to investigate reports of illegal construc-
tion on the Temple Mount, site of Al Aqsa
mosque. Yet the truth of Zionist inten-
tions is apparent: The enemy will con-
tinue attempts to Judaize Jerusalem,
camouflaging its plans to destroy Al
Agsa with appeals for «allowing Jews to
pray» there.

Al Agsa mosque is the third holiest
Moslem shrine in the world after Mecca
and Medina. From here, the prophet
Mohammad is believed to have ascend-

ed to heaven. Today there are only Mos-
lem buildings on the Mount which is
mainly controlled by the Wagf, the Sup-
reme Moslem Council.

On January 8th, ten MKs, accom-
panied by an official photographer, went
to Al Agsa on the pretext of investigating
reports that Moslems had «erected
illegal structures, including a monument
to Palestinian refugees killed in Beirut's
Sabra and Shatila» massacres. They
insulted religious feelings by smoking
and taking photographs in the mosque.
One MK pushed aside a Moslem guard
who asked them to stop smoking.

Palestinians, Moslems and Christ-
ians alike, were alert to the far-reaching
implications of the Zionists’ visit.
Thousands thronged to the streets to

protest, in response to the call of the
prayer leader over the mosque's
loudspeaker. The Israeli army and bor-
der police set up check points on all
roads, especially those leading to
Jerusalem, to prevent the surge of
Palestinians from reaching Al Agsa for
the following Friday prayers. The enemy
forces also surrounded educational
institutions in the West Bank in anticipa-
tion of popular uprisings. The demon-
strators at the mosque were teargased
as the occupation forces escorted the
MKs out. According to a Zionist spokes-
man on January 9th: «The eastern sec-
tor of Jerusalem is still surrounded by
(occupation) forces and we are ready to
confront any angry reactions.»



The Zionist authorities were well
aware that no illegal construction was
going on in Al Agsa’s premises. A
spokesman for the Jerusalem city gov-
ernment had refuted the reports to this
effect. The Zionists were moreover
aware of the inflammatory effects of their
transgressions. Still, MKs made further
‘visits’ to the Temple Mount. Groups
from the ultra-right Zionist party, Tehiya,
and others tried on several occasions to
hoist the Israeli flag on the Mount. The
head of the Knesset's Interior Commit-
tee insisted that the ‘visits’ must con-
tinue, despite the turmoil caused, for «All
Arabs should know who the head of the
household is.»

Voices were raised in a Knesset
session demanding that Jews take con-
trol of Al Agsa and begin construction of
the so-called third temple. One Zionist
group put up posters on the outer wall of
Jerusalem'’s old city, that read: «It's time
we threw out these foreigners.» On
January 19th, the terrorist Kach group
stormed Al Agsa, raising placards say-
ing, «The Temple Mount is ours» and
«Kick the Arabs out»! Even more out-
rageous, MK Haim Druckman, leader of
Morasha religious party, demanded that
the prayer leader at Al Aqsa be arrested
and triec by a military court, because
«he was inciting people to kill the par-
liamentarians»!

The real issue

Zionist and western media try to
project the issue of Al Agsa as intermit-
tant incidents of violence where fanatic
Moslem Palestinians overreact to the
normal desire of the Jews to pray at this
holy shrine. Yet after the 1967 occupa-
tion, Shiomo Ghoren, the rabbi of the

Israeli occupying army, promptly
declared that the Israelis intended to
demolish Al Agsa. From that day, the
Zionist military authorities began a cam-
paign against the mosque, as part of
their more comprehensive plan for
Judaizing Jerusalem and all the
occupied Palestinian land.

Fanatic religious groups and Zionist
terror gangs were nurtured by the
authorities and unleashed against
Palestinian citizens. Among them is the
Temple Mount Faithful whose leader
submitted a proposal on how to speed
up the process of destroying Al Agsa
and building the «third temple». One day
aweek, he gives ‘religious’ lectures near
Al Agsa under heavy police protection.

On June 12, 1967, the Zionist
authorities issued a number of military
decrees stipulating that the Israeli gov-
ernment has the right to implement
Israeli law on any area under the juris-
diction of its occupation army. As a
result, Israeli law is implemented in
Jerusalem and its suburbs. Included is
regulation number 10 which gives the
right to the followers of any religion to
pray inthe holy places in Jerusalem. The
main object is to impose a situation
which allows the Zionists freedom of
movement, especially on the premises
of Al Agsa, so as to eventually destroy it
and construct the ‘third temple’.

The campaign of destruction and
provocation has been launched against
Christian and Moslem holy places alike,
in the West Bank, Gaza Strip and 1948
occupied Palestine. For example, the
Ibrahimi mosque in Hebron has been
attacked repeatedly by Zionist settlers.
Shamaa mosque in Gaza was stormed
by settlers, and the pulpit from which the

sheikh leads prayers was destroyed and
thrown outside. Zionists have also taken
to desecrating cemeteries, as in Gaza
where they entered Sheikh Shaaban ce-
metary and broke several tombstones.
Recently a church in Jerusalem was
converted into a night club.

Al Agsaitself has been subjected to
fifteen separate attacks. The most crimi-
nal of these were: (1) The attempt to burn
it down on August 21, 1969. (2)On May
11, 1980, large quantities of explosives
were discovered hidden near the mos-
que, which the Kach terrorists were
intending to use to blow it up. (3)On April
11, 1982, a Zionist entered the mosque,
spraying those gathered for prayer with
machine gun fire.

In addition to the obvious attacks,
the Department of Archaelogy, which is
part of the Ministry of Religious Affairs,
has been carrying out an even more
destructive plan. Under the pretext of
searching for the first and second tem-
ples, excavations are being carried out
around the Temple Mount. At points
these diggings extend 14 meters below
Al Agsa mosque. Such excavations
have been going on since 1967, and so
far the Zionists have found no evidence
that the temples ever existed. The exca-
vations do, however, endanger the an-
cient walls and foundations of the mos-
que. They could eventually crumble
because the excavations loosen the
earth on which the structures stand. This
only emphasizes that the main goal is
destruction.

Moreover, plans for constructing
the ‘third temple’ have already been
drawn up and building material pro-
vided. For years, a Zionist settler in
Jerusalem has been operating a factory
which specializes in weaving silk robes
and other items to be worn by Jewish
rabbis who will pray in the ‘third temple’.
Only Israelis are allowed to work in this
factory. Many fund-raising campaigns
have been launched in the US to help
the Zionists finance the building of the
‘third temple’.

All Arab, Islamic and friendly coun-
tries should take a more serious stand
and put a halt to Zionist transgressions
and plans for Judaizing the occupied ter-
ritories. It is no longer sufficient to make
indignant gestures at meetings of the
Jerusalem Committee, or appealing to
‘Israel’ to abide by UN resolutions. Our
Palestinian masses have taken the
initiative to protect Al Aqsa. The Arab
reactionary regimes should do some-
thing less humiliating than issuing sterile
communiques of professed concern. @



Military Operations

The Zionist authorities are expressing growing concern at the
increasing incidents of armed resistance in occupied Palestine. Our
Palestinian masses are proving their unswerving determination to
resist an occupation that has been compared to South African apar-

theid. (See box).

Israeli radio broadcasts, giving
instructions and precautions to be taken,
are common. They caution Israelis
against walking unarmed, leaving their
weapons in parked cars or giving hitch-
hikers lifts. An unprecedented number of
Zionists are being stabbed in the
occupied territories. The Zionist daily
Yediot Aharonot reported 17 cases of
such stabbings in the second half of
1985. Reports mention the new genera-
tion of Palestinians that grew up under
occupation, as being the main ones car-
rying out these daring operations of
shooting Zionists at close range or stab-
bings. On December 3rd, a Zionist com-
mittee, named «The Message of
Jerusalem,» called for the formation of a
‘civilian’ police force to protect Israelis
from the increasing attacks.

Millions of dollars are being spent
on renovation of shelters and building
new ones in the Galilee. The Zionist
authorities are constantly brandishing
threats of retaliation for resistance oper-
ations, but there are indications that the
Israeli population is not satisfied. There
are continuous signs of their weariness
at the war of attrition. After a shelling of
Kiryat Shmoneh settlement, near the
Lebanese border, one settler said, «We
don’t want the IDF to return to Lebanon,
but we appeal to the government to find
a way to solve the problem, so we can
live like the rest without the nightmare of
missiles.» Israeli army commander
Amnon Shahak admits, however, «We
don’t have magic solutions.»

A report from Reuters news agency
stated, «These operations are not pub-
licized internationally. However, they
have definitely upset Israelis and
caused them to stay away from Arab
markets.» Joel Marcos, a commentator
for the Israeli daily Haaretz, reports,
«...(the resistance of Palestinians) has
succeeded in hitting the Israeli nervous
system.»

The Tourism Ministry admits a 20%
drop in tourists. Many are cancelling
reservations from abroad. Merchants in
Bethlehem report a steep decline in

trade in 1985. A reporter from the
Associated Press noted tens of tourists
in comparison to hundreds the year
before.

Following are some of the military
operations carried out by Palestinian
freedom fighters in occupied Palestine
in late December and January:

On Dec. 23, the group of the martyr
Fahd Qawasmeh blew up a chemical
warehouse in Tel Aviv, causing exten-
sive material damage.

On Dec. 25, four operations were
carried out, in Afoula, Hadera (Al
Khudaira - on the coast near Lydda and
Ramleh), Jerusalem and Haifa. A time
bomb exploded near a border police
checkpoint in the center of Afoula, which
was set up especially for searching
Palestinians. Several persons were
wounded at the checkpoint. Eyewitnes-
ses reported ambulances rushing to the
scene, but the Zionist police mentioned
no casualties although they reported the
incident.

In Al Khudaira, explosives went off
in the main electricity generator. A milit-
ary spokesman on Israeli radio acknow-
ledged the operation as well as the
death of an Israeli employee and the
injury of three others. Nearby hospitals
were put on alert, and ambulances
rushed to the site. This is one of the most
important generators in the Zionist
entity. It runs on coal imported from
South Africa.

Israeli radio reported that three
Israelis were shot by unknowns; two
were seriously wounded, the third
slightly wounded. They were in a car on
their way to Atsour Shalom settiement
near Haifa, when they were attacked by
machine gun fire.

In Jerusalem, a military patrol car
was stoned. Two soldiers were
wounded, one seriously enough to be
hospitalized.

On Dec. 26, a mine exploded under
an armed personnel carrier near Beit
Hanoun settiement, west of Ramallah.
The vehicle was completely destroyed
and 15 Zionist border police killed or

wounded. The enemy radio acknow-
ledged the incident and that 15 were
wounded, but said that the vehicle over-
turned.

On the same day, a time bomb
exploded in Tel Aviv's main square, near
several first-class cafes and department
stores. The Zionist police reported the
explosion, and ambulances rushed to
the scene. It was later admitted that the
cause was a bomb, but only one woman
settler was reported wounded. Arie Bibi,
head of the Tel Aviv police, spoke on the
radio, calling for alertness and that
everyone should report suspicious pac-
kages. He said that most of the opera-
tions carried out were a result of
homemade bombs.

On Dec. 27, an Egged bus was
burnt near Yata in the Galilee. According
to the Israeli radio, Katyusha rockets,
launched from Lebanon, hit Zionist set-
tlements twice, in the second day of
such attacks.

On Dec. 28, a freedom fighter
attacked a Zionist patrol car north of
Gaza, with fire bombs, and escaped the
area despite its being besieged by the
Zionist forces. A curfew was imposed for
two days on Shatti camp near Gaza. The
Zionists stormed homes in an extensive
search for guerillas. There were a
number of arrests.

On Dec. 29, a Zionist soldier was
shot in the leg near Fawwar camp near
Hebron (Al Khalil). The next day, the
homes of four families were demolished;
four persons were arrested and accused
of belonging to the Palestinian revolu-
tion.

January 1986

On Jan. 1, a Zionist driver was stab-
bed and seriously wounded near Ram-
leh. He said that a passenger gotinto the
car and tried to shoot him, but the gun
would not fire, so he stabbed him in the
back and chest.

On Jan. 2, Palestinian revo-
lutionaries planted a bomb in a trash bin
near Ramat Gan bus station, east of Tel
Aviv. One Zionist was wounded and
hospitalized, and there was extensive
material damage. The same day a Mos-
sad agent, Yacoub Baba Shafili, was
shot dead at close range by a Palesti-
nian freedom fighter, as he was driving
his car near Lydda.

On Jan. 6, an Israeli military patrol
car was attacked with fire bombs on the
road between Bethlehem and Hebron.

On Jan. 8, a molotov cocktail was
thrown at a border patrol car near Beit
Sahour in the occupied West Bank.
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On Jan. 9, in a Tel Aviv suburb, ex-
chief of the Mossad, Yitzhaq Huvi, was
critically wounded after being shot in the
neck and hip with a machine gun.

On Jan. 11, two Zionist soldiers
were attacked by Palestinian militants in
the center of Nablus. While one of them
was in a store, the other was hit by
machine gun fire in the car. The first was
shot when he rushed out at the sound of
fire. Zionist police opened fire indiscrimi-
nately at Palestinian civilians, injuring
two women and three men, one of them
seriously. The wounded Zionist soldiers
were taken to hospital by helicopter, and
one of them died. A curfew was clamped
on the city. Visitors arriving from Jordan
were sent back over the bridge. Stu-
dents were not allowed to sit for their
examinations. Members of the ultra-
Zionist Tehiya Party demanded that
families liting near the site of the opera-
tion be evicted from their homes. Many
Palestinian citizens were gatheredinthe
city square and abused and humiliated.
True to form, the newly appointed pro-
Jordanian ‘mayor’ of Nablus, Thafer al
Masri, played stooge to the occupiers.
Anxious to prove his loyalty,he apo-
logized for the shooting of the enemy
soldiers.

Missiles hit Kiryat Shmoneh settle-
ment, destroying three cars.

On Jan. 12, an Israeli taxi driver was
stabbed several times near Ramieh. In
Jerusalem, a 13 year old gil was
arrested for throwing a rock at an Egged
bus.

On Jan. 13, explosives went off in a
terminal for Israeli army trucks in Ramat

Gan, east of Tel Aviv. A Mossad
.

informer was shot through the head near
Lydda.

On Jan. 15, a bomb exploded in
Kiryat Taboun settlement, east of Haifa.

On Jan. 17, Zionist army camps in
the Upper Galilee were hit by Katyusha
rockets. Many casualties and extensive
damage were reported.

On Jan. 21, timed explosives set by
Palestinian guerrillas went off at a
cafeteria visited by Israeli army officers
in Afoula. This is the eighth explosion in
Afoula in the last three months. After the
explosion, the Zionist police enacted a
broad arrest campaign against Palesti-
nians in the city. According to Israeli
radio, the explosion caused the death of
one Israeli and material damage to the
nearby Egged bus station.

On Jan. 22, a bomb exploded at a
military base in Afoula. A border patrol
car was attacked with hand grenades on
the road between Absan and Beni
Suheila in the Gaza Strip.

On Jan. 27, in Paris Square of
Haifa, abomb exploded. In Jerusalem, a
bomb exploded in a restaurant fre-
quented by Zionist officers.

On Jan. 30, a Zionist intelligence
officer, Avraham Bayazi, 30 years old,
was shot dead while driving near Bab Al
Khalil in Jerusalem. Two other Israelis
were injured by the fire that came from a
passing car.

On Jan. 31, a bomb was thrown at
an Israeli car carrying employees of the
Israeli ‘civil administration in the
occupied Gaza Strip. The Zionist
authorities imposed a curfew on the city
and arrested a number of Palestinians.

Zionism Parallels Apartheid
P

The following article appeared in «Daily World», the newspaper of
the Communist Party - USA, on December 20th, 1985.

Representatives of a group of US
lawyers this week condemned Israeli
practices in the occupied Arab territories
as violations of international law. They
compared them to South African apar-
theid.

The lawyers, just returned from a
fact-finding mission to Israel and the
occupied territories, met at UN head-
quarters in New York with a representa-
tive of Secretary General Javier Perez
de Cuellar and with General Assembly
President Jaime de Pinies (Spain). They
expressed their deep concern about the
impending Israeli deportation from the
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West Bank of four prominent Palesti-
nians.

At a news conference, Wilhelm
Joseph, co-chairman of the National
Conference of Black Lawyers, -and
Michael Smith, editor of the national
newsletter of the National Lawyers’
Guild, said that deportations from
occupied territories are expressly prohi-
bited in Article 49 of the 1949 Geneva
Convention.

They drew attention to the fact that
this article was included in the Geneva
Convention largely because of world
revulsion and horror at Nazi Germany's

World War |l deportation of Jews from all
over Europe to death camps in Poland
and Germany.

«| find the parallels between the
Israeli treatment of Palestinians in the
occupied territories and South Africa’s
treatment of Black people to be abso-
lutely frightening,» Joseph said. «For
example, West Bank Palestinians must
carry passbooks which limit their free-
dom of movement just as Black people
must in South Africa.»

«A Palestinian from the West Bank
may sweep the streets of Tel Aviv by
day, but he must be back on the West
Bank by midnight,» Joseph said. «Col-
lective punishment, house and town
arrest and the dynamiting and bulldoz-
ing of Arab homes is routine practice.
Administrative detention is common.
Incidences of torture were related to us
onour trip by a number of Palestinians.»

Joseph and Smith emphasized
their concern about the impending
Israeli deportation of four Palestinians -
Dr. Azmi Shuaibi, elected member of the
former city council of Al Bireh, which was
dissolved by the Israelis; Ali Abu Hillal,
founder of the Workers' Unity Bloc, a
federation of 52 legal trade unions; Has-
san Abdul Jawad Fararga, journalist,
owner of the Bethlehem Press Service
and leader in the Dheshieh refugee
camp, and Zaki Abu Statieh, Palestinian
political prisoner released in May.

Smith told the gathered reporters,
«While in Israel, we met with US Ambas-
sador Thomas Pickering on the deporta-
tions and asked for US government
intervention both on legal and humanita-
rian grounds. He reiterated the US posi-
tion that the deportations violate the 4th
Geneva Convention and indicated it was
likely he would be able to bring this issue
up with the Israelis.

«Renato Jarach, the government
prosecutor, said the charge against the
four is that they have been active in set-
ting up what he called ‘a pre-state forma-
tion. This is an Israeli pre-emptive
move. If these men can be deported sim-
ply for their associations, many others
could be deported as well.»

Joseph pointed out that the Israelis
are using the slightest excuse to arrest
people they suspect of having Palesti-
nian national feelings.

«Zaki Abu Statieh was married just
after his recent release from prison. He
was arrested for singing Palestinian
songs at his wedding,» Joseph said, and
now he and three others face deporta-
tion from their homeland.









isolation and transferring prisoners to
other prisons and threatening to con-
tinue this if we continue our strike
threats. The administration varies its
treatment of the different sections, tight-
ening pressures and applying special
restrictions on the section for receiving
new detainees. The amount and quality
of food is deteriorating to the bottom
level.

«We are accustomed to this policy
and we will not give in. We will not waste
our energy by reacting spontaneously.
Rather we will follow a careful plan in
order to respond with the best tactics...»

The letter chronicles how the pris-
oners’ attempts to have their conditions
improved have been met by obstinacy
on the part of the prison administration.
For example, the administration refused
the demand for the prisoners to move
between different sections. The
administrator insisted that anyone wish-
ing to do so must meet with him person-
ally. The detainees pointed to the
danger involved in this condition. The
administrator also refused to make
changes in the transferal policy, or to lift
the cultural blockade imposed on the
prisoners.

Administrative detainees

strike

A new aspect was added to the
struggle in Jnaid this autumn with the
presence of 44 of those administratively
detained under the Zionist iron fist pol-
iIcy. Another 35 were put in Bir Sheba
prison. According to the statement of the
detainees’ lawyer in October, the 35 are
all held in one room with only 20 beds
and no space for moving. Medical careis
non-existent and many of the detainees
had contracted illnesses. The detainees
charge that food is deliberately ill-pre-
pared.

In mid-October, the administrative
detainees in Jnaid went on hunger strike
against their illegal detention. The
Zionist policy of transfering some of the
strikers backfired, because the strike
thus spread to Bir Sheba as well. On
October 16th, all the political prisoners
staged a one-day hunger strike in soli-
darity with the administratively detained.
The Jnaid and Bir Sheba strikes were
eventually suspended due to the dete-
riorating health of some of the prisoners
who had been ill before the strike.

Jenin

The prisoners in Jenin are facing
grossly deteriorating conditions. The list
of their demands gives a comprehensive

picture of how the prison administration
has been manipulating living conditions
in the campaign to break the prisoners’
humanity and will to struggle. For
reasons of space, we include only a por-
tion of their demands below:

- To solve the water problem which
started six months ago, and has many
negative effects onthe prisoners’ health.
Skin and stomach diseases are spread-
ing and dozens of prisoners are in
quarantine. In the words of the prison-
ers, «The shortage of hot, cold and bath
water is part of the policy of suppression
and slow death being practiced by the
Israeli authorities.

- To open the cell doors to allow move-
ment - «We spend 12 consecutive hours
locked in our cells. We are prohibited
from walks as a collective punish-
ment...»

- To allow the opening of windows for
fresh air and sunlight, and removing
asbestos from the windows as it causes
cancer.

- To repair sinks and install adequate
sinks for washing.

- To improve the food - «Qur ration of
food is being stolen by the administra-
tion and mixed with the police rations...»
- To allow visits among the sections
which are now prohibited for ‘security
reasons’ or decided according to the
whim of the officers.

- To open the outer court as an exercise
yard because the existing one is not
adequate for movement or sports -
«Each prisoner has only 50 cm. in which
to walk. In a space of 80 meters square,
125 militants must walk.»

- To remove the screen during family
visits; extend the visiting time to one

hour and a half monthly; provide places
of rest, drinking water and bathrooms for
visiting relatives.

-To allow newspapers, cultural
magazines, copy books and drawing
materials.

- To provide one table and two chairs for
every room.

- To allow the prisoners to buy additional
items in the canteen or through their
families.

- To stop the policy of individual and col-
lective punishment such as prohibiting
exercise and family visits.

- To stop the brutality of the officers in
the prison and during transfers.

- To end overcrowding.

- To provide medical care.

Gaza

Conditions in the jail at the military
government’s headquarters in Gaza are
so scandalous as to have been admitted
by the authorities. In October, Police
Minister Haim Bar Lev visited this prison
and considered the early release of
«criminals» to ease the overcrowding
and allow for the detention of the
recently arrested. «The density in this
prison is 1.8 square meters per prisoner,
as compared to between 2.8 and 3.5
square meters.in Israeli jails. Israeli jails
are regarded as overcrowded...(In one
instance) 60 to 80 detainees were
arrested in one night, and kept in a cell
so small there was only standing
room...Some cells lack showers and
toilets and, because regulations say that
wardens may not open cell doors at
night, the inmates use pails in their
rooms...» (Jerusalem Post, October 22,
1985).

Occupied Palestine B

1985

The Kuwaiti newspaper «Al Qabas» printed the following chronology

of events in occupied Palestine in 1985.

The lIsraeli authorities have continued
their policy in the occupied Arab land,
working to advance their land confisca-
tion and settlement program and execut-
ing acampaign of terror and deportation.
The Palestinians have confronted these
measures, resisting and rising up. The
following are the most significant events
of 1985 in this respect:

Resisting occupation

Jan. 1: Mass demonstrations throughout
the West Bank and Gaza Strip on the
20th anniversary of the start of the
Palestinian revolution.

Jan. 3: Hunger strike by women
detainees in Ramallah prison.

Jan. 11: Duheisha camp confronts the
occupation forces and village league.
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Feb. 15: Strikes and demonstrations in
most  Palestinian towns; ‘Israel’
threatens to deport «the children of the
stones» (stonethrowers) and imposes a
curfew in four towns.

Feb. 26: Demonstrations in the Gaza
Strip; arrests in Jabalia camp.

March 24-27: Demonstrations and ral-
lies on the anniversary of the battle of Al
Karama and in solidarity with the
detainees in Asqalan prison.

March 30-31: Two million Palestinians
demonstrate against occupation on the
anniversary of the Day of the Land,
including a 6 km march in the Galilee.
One of the slogans was: «From Beirut to
Sakhnin, we are one people.» The
enemy forces besiege the refugee
camps and erect roadblocks, having put
25,000 soldiers on alert.

April 11-16: Large demonstrations on
the anniversary of the Deir Yassin mas-
sacre (1948) and in commemoration of
the Day of the Palestinian Prisoners.
The uprising continues in Gaza for the
fourth day.

Oct. 10: General strike throughout the
Gaza Strip and West Bank in response
to the call of the trade unions, national
institutions and committees in protest of
Zionist repression - the iron fist.

Oct. 13: Forty-five municipalities in 1948
occupied Palestine begin a one-day
warning strike in protest of Israeli racist
discrimination in funding, which has
caused great financial hardships for the
Palestinian Arab municipalities.

Zionist terror

Jan. 8-17: The terrorist activities of
Kahane and his KACH party continue. In
aspeech, Kahane says: «ltisimpossible
for any non-Jew to feel he is in his coun-
try.» He tells the Palestinian citizens of
the occupied homeland to «fill out emig-
ration applications, or death is your
destiny.»

Jan. 21: The number of Palestinian polit-
ical detainees in Israeli jails reaches
3400 men and 80 women who are suf-
fering from atrocious conditions.

Feb. 2-8: Kiryat Arba settlement donates
$ 5000 to the terrorist Rabbi Levinger for
the continuation of the activities of Gush
Emunim settler movement. Kahane
leads a demonstration in Ramallah to
terrorize the citizens, threatening them
with death or deportation.

Feb. 15: The Israeli League for Civil and
Human Rights issued a report about
house arrests imposed by the occupa-
tion authorities on Palestinian citizens.
According to this report, this measure
has been imposed on 1000 in the
occupied land.
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March 13: 300 university and high
school students are arrested at Al Najah
and Bir Zeit universities which were
raided.

April 20: The Israeli occupation forces
raided Bethlehem University and closed
it, alleging that they found publications
hostile to the occupation. Later they
declared the university a military area.
May 8: Israeli Uri Avneri says that the
Rabbi of Sephardic Jews, Ovadia
Huzen, gave his approval to the terror
networks to continue their actions of
burning Islamic saered places.

June 4: Foreign Minister Shamir
declares his sympathy with the Israeli
terrorists, saying that they are «mis-
guided, honest people.»

June 14: The International Commission
of Jurists in Geneva accused the Israeli
forces of torturing juvenile detainees in
Al Faraa prison near Nablus.

July 7: The Zionist administration in the
occupied land orders the Palestinian
newspapers published in Jerusalem to
publish Israeli government notices as a
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condition for their continued distribution.
Aug. 11: Bir Zeit University closed for the
second time; curfew is imposed on the
city of Nablus.

Aug. 15: Three members of Knesset
from the Tehiya Party, later joined by
other MKs, occupy a house in Hebron
(Al Khalil) in an attempt to pressure the
government to allow increased settle-
mentin the city.

Aug. 25: Seven Palestinian children,
under 12 years of age, are sentenced to
prison in Gaza, accused of resisting
occupation and membership in resis-
tance organizations.

Oct. 10: Kahane declares that he sees
no injustice in killing Palestinians loyal to
the PLO, and that «Israel thinks that its
main problem with the Arabs is not
bombs but newborns.»

Oct. 14: Two hundred Israelis, by force
of arms, take over a number of housesin
Jerusalem, and kick out the inhabitants.
Dec. 17: The Israeli authorities close Al
Najah University, after numerous raids.

Settlement, land confiscation

and deportation

Jan. 29: A report from the occupied land
reveals that ‘Israel’ has confiscated
44% of the West Bank, and annexed
84% of Jerusalem.

Feb. 4: Rabbi Litani announced to
Haaretz newspaper that the occupation
forces are planning to abolish Duheisha
camp in the West Bank, and build a set-
tlement on the same land. He added,
«There has been coordination between
the government and both Meir Kahane
and Rabbi Levinger to abolish the
camps.»

Feb. 9: A study published by the West
Bank Data Project, headed by former
deputy mayor of Jerusalem, Meron Ben-
venisti, says that the number of Jewish
settlers in the West Bank and Gaza Strip
is now 42,500. Three Palestinians from
Duheisha camp are deported. Abdel
Aziz Shaheen is deported to Jordan
after 15 years in prison. Prime Minister
Peres announces that he supports the
deportation of Palestinians.

April 2: A report from the occupied land
revealed an Israeli decision to build a
settlement north of Ramallah, and name
it after a terrorist leader of the settler
movement, who was killed by the citi-
zens of Ramallah in defense of their
land.

Aug. 25: The occupation forces confis-
cate new land in Al Munzar area of
Gaza, and begin building cement
houses as the nucleus of a new settle-
ment.

Oct. 15: The Zionist occupation
authorities confiscate 2060 dunums of
land from Al Zahria village near Hebron,
and from the land of Bitonia village.

Oct. 27: Zionist extremists make a new
attempt to enter Al Agsa mosque. and
Palestinians confront them and stop
their entrance.

Oct. 28: The occupation forces confis-
cate 8000 dunums of land in different
areas of Hebron and Jericho (Ariha) dis-
tricts.

Oct. 25 - Nov. 14: More than 30 Palesti-
nians were deported to Jordan, charged
with threatening ‘security.

Nov. 3: Rafael Eitan, former Israeli Chief
of Staff, declared. «The Israeli army will
not obey government orders and will not
abandon a single settlement, even if all
the Arab leaders come to Jerusalem.»
Nov. 15: Settlers call on Israelis to take
up arms against the return of any
occupied land to the Arabs. The occupa-
tion forces request settlers to erm them-
selves while travelling in the West Bank
and Gaza Strip, to protect themselves. @






glitter, or to reject them totally, retreating further into backward-
ness as a refuge. These two reactions are equally harmful in
our society. The Palestinian woman is not immune to this for
she is part of the Arab society, especially in view of our disper-
sion throughout the Arab world.

Women in confrontation

The exception to this is women living under Zionist occu-
pation which does not leave much room for anything other than
resistance. In Palestine, women play a more advanced role
than women in exile. They are totally absorbed in the everyday
resistance to the Zionist occupation, if not directly, then indi-
rectly. They may have sons in prison or outside the country,
either to work for a better salary or unable to return due to
Israeli repression. This situation minimizes the negative influ-
ence of the West on women. Their daily life is devoted to end-
ing the occupation through the channels open to them: semi-
nars, social and medical work, nurseries, bazaars and exhibi-
tions, production workshops, etc. The activity of women in
occupied Palestine is in direct proportion to the number
involved in the struggle. There the woman has only to see what
havoc and destruction Zionism is wreaking to be motivated to
resist. Every day renews her determination to challenge the
occupation, and her effectiveness increases.

Another example is in Lebanon where the confrontation
has caused women to be more active and tied to the struggle
than Palestinian women in the Gulf countries or even in Syria.
With the occupation of Lebanon in 1982, the women'’s confron-
tation developed even more, because an entirely new situation
developed. All of a sudden, everyone was involved. Every
Palestinian was a target, even those who had not been
involved in the struggle due to their class status. A face to face
confrontation with the enemy evolved. Thus every Palestinian
woman, regardless of class status, was targeted. Her son
could be arrested and harassed simply for being Palestinian.
Every Palestinian family in Lebanon was motivated to rid them-
selves of this oppression, especially when the Lebanese Army
started treating them the same way the Israeli occupiers did.
Lebanon became the second hot spot after occupied Pales-
tine.

Although some Palestinian women in exile may on the
surface lead a normal life, they are still affected by the fact that
part of their family remains under occupation. This can moti-
vate women for struggle. The level of activity is much lower, but
there are other ways of raising women's consciousness such
as showing patriotic films, political seminars, etc. This keeps
alive their adherence to our cause and country. However, this
task is very difficult due to the dispersion of Palestinian women
all over the world.

Social effects of backwardness

Women are not the only victims of social backwardness.
Both men and women still contain the seeds of this. The
degree of backwardness varies from one person to another in
proportion to his/her consciousness. Men are more
enlightened, even if not educated, because the society permits
them to leave home to get an education, earn a living, etc. This
gave men a chance to develop that women were not given. The
result was a gap between the consciousness of the two sexes.

Yet the man too remains tied to his family and the society.
Overstepping the boundaries of social traditions means risking
being branded as different or a social outcast. This would
naturally affect the rest of the family as well. While the family

and society gave the men certain privileges, they expect them
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to follow in their path, and not make waves due to acquired
knowledge or worldliness. If the man s not ideologically aware,
he cannot be liberated. No matter how many progressive ideas
he may convey, he remains a prisoner of the society he lives in.
He can only apply his ideological convictions with great diffi-
culty because this goes against the majority.

Women and the revolution

In any case, what takes priority on our agenda is the liber-
ation of our country. We, men and women, are so engrossed in
our cause, and the rapidly changing developments, that not
enough attention is focused on the question of women'’s libera-
tion. There is, of course, some progress, but it is not up to the
standard to which we aspire. However, it is a step forward in
women's liberation and men’'s as well. However, the men's
consciousness must be reflected in the smallest unit of the soc-
iety - the family. If not, our revolution will not succeed.

It is my evaluation that the PFLP represents an advanced
model on the women's question. The fourth congress in 1981
posed the question of women. This means that despite all our
problems as a revolution, we can attend to the women's ques-
tion and evaluate it highly enough to be a subject considered at
our congress. There was a decision to draw up an internal per-
sonal statute (behavior code) to be adopted at the fifth con-
gress. | believe that we will succeed in this, and set an example
to be emulated by others. We consider ourselves to be the first
building block. We have not reached the point where we have
the authority to impose our ideas on the Palestinian revolution
as awhole.

Previously, the General Union of Palestinian Women
(GUPW) was to propose such a personal code to be
implemented by the PLO. This was before the 1982 Israeli
invasion of Lebanon. However, as always, events which we do
not control were ahead of us, and the plan was put aside.

Organized women’s work

In the occupied territories, there are the Union of Palesti-
nian Womens Committees, the Womens Work Committees,
the Working Womens Committees and the Womens Social
Work Committees. The last s very broad, encompassing many
sectors of women, but is not as organized as the first three
which have adopted progressive ideology.

The Working Womens Committees initiated activities
among women, and the Palestinian Womens Committees and
Womens Work Committees followed soon after. These three
have already convened congresses and held elections. They
are very active and have programs which are close to being
comprehensive. The first congress of the Union of Palestinian
Womens Committees was held in 1983, the second in 1984.
There is coordination between all four of these organizations.
In addition there are numerous societies of a social nature.
formed by women patriots, such as the Society for the Preser-
vation of the Family, the Society for Orphans, the Society of Al
Bireh, etc.

The framework that should interlink all these committees
and societies is the GUPW. However, their work is being con-
ducted more or less independently. We in the PFLP formerly
suggested that all these committees and societies be rep-
resented in the GUPW, and that all of them should meet and
form a representative body in order to complement each other.
It goes without saying that organized efforts give better results
for women, especially in the occupied territories, because our
cause is one and the situation in which women live is one.

Outside occupied Palestine, there are a number of



frameworks. The most prominent is the GUPW. Moreover,
every resistance organization has a women's bureau or
organization. The PFLP had a women'’s bureau from 1972 until
1983, especially to organize women's work within the Front.
However, with time, our work developed and expanded,
attracting women from outside the membership of the PFLP. In
order to continue this broader process, the Palestinian
Womens Orgnization (PWO) was formed as a popular democ-
ratic framework with its own organizational structure, program
and activities. The PWO will be having conferences in Leba-
non, Syria and other places where there are branches
(Europe, USA, the Gulf and North Africa).

Aside from the PWO, there are the Democratic Womens
Organization of the DFLP, which has held three annual con-
gresses; the Palestinian Progressive Womens Organization of
the PFLP-General Command, which has held its congress; the
Women's Bureau of the Popular Struggle Front, etc. Of course,
the ideal situation would be to have a framework for coordina-
tion between these organizations, i.e., the role the GUPW
should play. The more organized the women's activities, the
more progress we make. Yet now that there are congresses
and elections, the women's organizations have shed their
more restricted role and become popular democratic women'’s
organizations. This is a development of the women's work. It
gives the opportunity to all women to be in a women's organi-
zation. They need not be members of a resistance organiza-
tion or party as a prerequisite for engaging in organized
women'’s work. These democratic organizations are ultimately
to the interest of the party as well.

Of course. there are discrepancies from one women's
organization to another in terms of their internal structure, the
nature of their activities and which sector of women they focus
on. This is where the difficulty lies. It is beneficial that these
organizations exist because it means more women's work, but
it is negative that there is a lack of conviction in the GUPW as
the representative of all Palestinian women.

Another way to look at this issue is related to the
shortcomings of the GUPW, which prompted women to
organize popular organizations or institutions particular to their
organization, instead of organizing centrally under GUPW
auspices. This should have happened long ago so that the var-
ious frameworks together would constitute the union. Unfortu-
nately, things took another course. The GUPW has not
functioned as the union of all the active women's organiza-
tions. Rather women were hastily collected in membership
drives just prior to congresses in order to maintain the domi-
nance of a single faction through undemocratic elections.
Proportional representation of the active forces and other

basics of union work were absent. Rather there was factional
domination - I'm the biggest, so | should lead, whether qualified
or not. There are many women who are qualified to be leaders
in the union, but were put aside for political reasons. This is the
problem. The union should be for all Palestinian women
regardless of their political affiliation. Otherwise it cannot be
called a union, but the women's organization of Fatah or PFLP
or DFLP. As a union it should represent all lines in the Palesti-
nian arena. There should be collective leadership, not indi-
vidualistic decision-making.

Palestinian Womens Organization

The Palestinian Womens Organization 1s a national
democratic, social organization which encompasses in its
ranks women from all classes of the Palestinian people. on the
basis of free choice. It also includes Arab and non-Arab women

married to Palestinians. The PWO is an inseparable part of the
Palestinian women's movement. It is the popular women’s
framework of the PFLP. It is not a substitute for the GUPW
which we consider to represent the Palestinian women'’s
movement. This is the basic definition of the PWO.

The PWO's program is very broad and aims mainly at rais-
ing the consciousness of Palestinian women. It is the PWO's
duty to provide women with opportunities to learn and be
acquainted with all political matters relevant to the Palestinian
people’s struggle. This can be through workshops, literacy
programs, showing political films and exhibitions of Palestinian
heritage. We will work to preserve traditional Palestinian
embroidery which is based on the cross stitch.

The PWO program takes into consideration the objective
conditions of each arena when defining its activities. For exam-
ple, in the occupied territories, there are 40 comittees in the
cities, villages and camps of the West Bank and Gaza Strip,
including hundreds of women. The women there set their work
program, and have been issuing a publication Women's Voice
for over a year. On August 17, 1985, they held a congress with
the slogans: «Cancel the Amman accord» and «For a united
women's movement.» The most prominent activities in the
occupied territories are production workshops and social pro-
jects, including literacy programs, moveable medical clinics,
booster lessons for students and community centers for semi-
nars, rallies and courses.

Also of importance is a complete program of activities for
children to develop their patriotic awareness. This is essential
in order to counter Zionist propaganda and interference in the
school curriculum. There are also bazaars and exhibitions
where items produced by women are displayed on occasion or
on a regular basis, and sold at low prices so that all can afford
to buy. Moreover, women organize hunger strikes, demonstra-
tions and sit-ins. They have been particularly active in solidar-
ity with the prisoners in the Zionist jails. March 8th is consi-
dered a special occasion and is celebrated in the occupied ter-
ritories.

Concerning the PWO outside Palestine, we have formed
a preparatory committee for our congress. It includes rep-
resentatives of Palestinian women from all Arab countries and
the socialist countries. Elections will be held in the branches in
Syna and Lebanon and the external department. This will cul-
minate in the general congress in June. In most PWO centers,
we now have a wall newspaper. We will be issuing a bulletin on
the occasion of the preparatory committee meeting at the end
of January, explaining the purpose of the PWO and the bulle-
tin. We will also have an issue for March 8th, and a third issue
will cover the congress in June.

WIDF conference in Prague

We do not envision the PWO as an alternative to the
GUPW. However, we will develop relations between the PWO
and other women's organizations internationally, especially in
the socialist countries. We were invited to the Womens Inter-
national Democratic Federation's Conference in Prague in
November, and benefited greatly from our attendance. There
were 111 countries and 136 organizations represented by 260
women. It was very important to discuss with them. We also
had the opportunity to discuss with women from the occupied
territories, who gave us first-hand descriptions of the problems
they are currently encountering.

Unfortunately, Isam Abdel Hadi, who spoke on behalf of
the GUPW, objected to the addition of a clause denouncing the
Amman accord, in the final resolution of the conference. The
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The Israeli Concept of ‘Peace’

The daily news is filled with the ongoing efforts of the US and Israeli governments to find a settlement to
the Middle East conflict, which would cement imperialist-Zionist hegemony. More dangerous, the Pales-
tinian and Arab right are showing willingness to entertain such solutions. We therefore find it highly relev-
ant to focus on what the Zionist leadership means when it speaks of peace. To this end, we print a trans-
lation of a study published in «Al Ard» magazine, vol. 13, no. 5, Nov. 21, 1985.

The Israeli coalition government’s idea of the settiement

Before going into the subject of the present Israeli govern-
ment's conditions for negotiations, a few matters must be
clarified in order to avoid oversimplification. At no time has ‘Is-
rael’ specified clear, direct conditions for negotiations or peace
with any party involved in the Middle East conflict. Nor has it
defined or substantiated its position, or declared what it is
ready to agree upon before sitting down at the negotiation
table. Instead ‘Israel’ makes unspecified statements.aimed at
drawing other parties to the negotiating table, and then
accuses them of rejecting peace if they do not accept negotia-
tions under such ambiguous terms.

The established yet undeclared Zionist conditions are: (a)
refusal to withdraw from any part of the occupied Arab land
before beginning direct negotiations; (b) bilateral (separate)
negotiations; and (c) negotiations with the Israelis enjoying
unmatched military superiority. These three points are the fun-
damentals of the Israeli stand on negotiations, in harmony with
how ‘Israel’ understands peace. This particular kind of ‘peace’
is partial and interim. Comprehensive peace remains a prom-
ise on the horizon brandished verbally, but never fulfilled.
Moreover, withdrawal will not preceed normalization of rela-
tions. This means that ‘Israel’ demands special privileges as
compared to the other parties concerned in any settiement. It
reserves the right to veto any measure it considers harmful to
its particular idea of peace.

Any negotiations must be based on prior recognition of
«Israel’s right to exist within secure borders.» This basically
means that ‘Israel’ claims the right to cultural and material inva-
sion of the Arab country concerned, so as to guarantee both
the normalization process and secure borders. The Israeliidea
of peace, and the meaning of these undefined conditions,
emerged clearly during the Camp David negotiations and later
during the Lebanese-Israeli negotiations which resuited in the
abrogated May 17th agreement. The Israeli idea of peace and
negotiations stems from the nature of the Zionist state which
was established as a colonial project struggling for land, disre-
garding the native inhabitants and using force to impose itself
in the region. These three aspects determine the direction and
activities which proceed from the Israeli understanding of
peace.

The Israeli understanding of peace also stems from (a) the
nature of ‘Israel’ as an instrument of war and aggression for
imperialism, in line with the latter's needs for steering the reg-
ion according to its interests and strategy; (b) the fact that a
just, comprehensive peace basically contradicts Zionist ideol-
ogy which is based on discrimination and looking down on
others, and expansion at the expense of others in order to
achieve «greater Israel» supposedly based on «the Jews’ his-
torical rights.»

‘Israel’ brandishes its well-known no’s in the face of any-
one who makes the mistake of heading towards negotiations:
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(1) no return to the borders of 1967; (2) no redivision of
Jerusalem or relinquishing it as the «eternal capital of the state
of Israel»; (3) no to a Palestinian state, the PLO or any form
which stresses the Palestinian identity; (4) no to comprehen-
sive negotiations where all parties concerned are represented;
(5) no to negotiating within an international framework with
each party directly represented on its own; (‘Israel’, however,
welcomes verbal support from any international institutions,
and US participation as an observer or assistant in the negoti-
ations); and (6) no to Soviet participation in negotiations.

These conditions are not exclusive to the present coalition
government. They have been the stand of all Israeli govern-
ments since June 1967. Some of these conditions, such as
direct, separate negotiations with each party, have been the
demand of Israeli governments before 1967. ‘Israel’ has
refused a Palestinian state since its founding.

Negotiations with Jordan

The policy of the present Israeli coalition government aims
at dragging Jordan into direct negotiations ‘without precondi-
tions’. Despite all their own preconditions, the Israelis demand
that the other party sets none. The Israeli government, how-
ever, claims that it is ready to negotiate with King Hussein or
any other Jordanian official at any time and place.

Still, the Israeli conditions always come to the fore when
Israeli leaders speak of negotiations. This will become clear
when the position of this government on negotiating with Jor-
dan is elaborated. The tenth clause of the basic document,
which outlines the policy to be followed by the coalition govern-
ment, states the following: «Israel calls on Jordan to carry out
peace discussions. The Israeli government will make propos-
als during these talks and discuss the Jordanian proposals.»'
This clause implies no preconditions, but the preceding clause
states: «The government will continue to pursue the peace
process in accordance with the framework for peace in the
Middle East as agreed upon in Camp David. It will also resume
negotiations towards establishing autonomy». This means
that the Camp David framework is the basic condition for any
negotiations, and that these. will result in nothing more than
«autonomy for the residents.» Thus, any negotiations with Jor-
dan are based on the Israeli government's commitment to the
Camp David accords.

The 12th clause of the government document states: «Is-
rael objects to the establishment of a Palestinian state in Gaza
and the region between Jordan and Israel...» This means that
any discussion of a Palestinian state is out of the question. The
6th clause states: «The whole of Jerusalem is the eternal cap-
ital of Israel. It is one city under Israeli sovereignty and it is
impossible to divide it.» This means that the question of
Jerusalem is not up for discussion. The 13th clause states: «Is-
rael will not negotiate with the PLO» and «Arabs from Judea



and Samaria (the West Bank) and the Gaza Strip will partici-
pate in defining their future in accordance with the Camp David
agreement.» These two points reaffirm that Palestinians who
participate in the Jordanian delegation will not be from the
PLO. The 14th clause gives a clear idea of what the present
Israeli government might agree to as a resuit of negotiations:
«No implementation of any sovereignty other than Israeli in
Judea, Samaria and the Gaza Strip.» There is also a clause
stating that 28 new settlements are to be established in these
areas.

The national unity government, due to its composition, is
unable to agree to change the present status of the occupied
territories~each of the two main parties, Labor and Likud, have
the right to veto any such change. If things reach this point, the
government will be dismantled and new elections will be held,
according to the government document.

In general, it can be said that the present government can-
not take any decision on the question of resolving the Arab-
Israeli conflict. The most probable result of any controversial
political development would be to destroy the present govern-
ment. Thus, the government is not in a position to make any
allowances to Jordan during the present period, but only to
agree on «autonomy for the residents within the boundaries of
the Camp David agreement» which according to the Likud
(which has the right of veto) means «autonomy within the
boundaries of Israeli sovereignty».

Peres maneuvers

Peres’ initiative presented at the UN (autumn 1985) was
merely political maneuvering aimed at appearing flexible
towards Hussein's overtures. During the Knesset sessions
where this initiative was discussed, he said: «It is important to
be in control of the dynamic situation emerging.»

The initiative itself relies on ambiguous statements. «It is
possible that what results from negotiations are interim agree-
ments which become permanent settlements, as is possible
that they be related to defining borders, provided that Camp
David be the basis for solving these questions.»? (One is
reminded of Sadat’s statements about Camp David being an
interim settlement.)

Peres did not make any progress with what was proposed
in Camp David and did not clarify the content of the ‘interim set-
tlement’. Nor did he define the borders - the Jordan River? the
middle of the West Bank? somewhere else? The intention is to
draw Jordan into negotiations so as to impose conditions after
cancelling all Jordan’s other alternatives. Peres’ statement,
before forming the present coalition government, is well
known: «The Labor Alignment will be generous with words and
appear to be flexible and willing to negotiate. We will expose
our firmness at the negotiating table where we will be generous
with words not territory.»3

This is the Labor position on which those calling for a set-
tlement pin their hopes. Regarding the Likud, one gets a clear
idea of their position from the statement of Moshe Arens in
Afoula on November 3, 1985: «Those who believe that we will
be content with peace in exchange for land are mistaken. The
Likud will never agree to withdraw from Judea and Samaria in
exchange for peace as some may think. The problem of the
Palestinians should be solved in Jordan which is a part of the
land of Israel, and where the Palestinians are the majority, not
in Judea and Samaria.»* (our italics)

In the light of the present situation and the government's
general guidelines, this government will have been dissolved
before ‘Israel’ is ready to enter negotiations. It is possible that

new elections will be held before that time comes. This would
naturally resultin a new government with a somewhat different
composition. Thus, itis not easy to predict the results of negoti-
ations between Jordan and the present government in the
existing situation, because they are not probable. What is more
probable is that negotiations will take place, but with a different
Israeli government. Either Labor will form a minority govern-
ment which would also have difficulties in making clear-cut
decisions, or a whole new situation will emerge.

In any case, the establishment of the principle of negotia-
tions will remain an Israeli goal in the context of the Zionist
entity's efforts to establish its own legitimacy on the local and
international level. It is impossible to predict what will result
from negotiations, but it is certain that they will take a long time
and probably result in interim settlements which do not touch
on the basis of the conflict, and do not collide with imperialist-
Zionist plans for the region.

On this topic, Al Hamishmar newspaper of October 29,
1985, stated: «Those who think that the peace settlement bet-
ween us and the Palestinians will be clear-cut and simple, like
the Camp David agreements, are mistaken. Peace on our
eastern borders will be a complicated matter, full of fog. Many
political forces from near and far will participate, as will peoples
and committees of conflicting interests. It will not be possible to
compromise until the very end, or to find a solution to please
all.»

For the Israelis, the matter of the West Bank and the Gaza
Strip differs completely from that of the Sinai, because of (a)
Zionist ideology and the claim of historical rights on which this
ideology is based; (b) the Israeli security strategy; and (c) the
Israelis’ excessive sensitivity regarding any form of Palestinian
entity. Conceming the West Bank and Gaza Strip, what the
present Israeli government agrees on is, in short, «autonomy
for the residents on the basis of Camp David.» The Likud has
its own definition of this, as does Labor. The essence of the
Labor’'s definition is that ‘autonomy’ in densely populated
areas should be tied with Jordan. ‘Israel’ keeps under its
authority the Ghour (Jordan Valley), the area of Jerusalem and
Gush Etzion, the south of the Gaza Strip, and large areas of the
West Bank adjacent to the ‘green line’. Thus ‘Israel’ would rid
itself of responsibility for the Palestinians as Peres made clear
in the following statement: «Those who express readiness to
forego the densely populated Arab areas do so not so much
out of desire to forego these areas as to preserve the Jewish
identity of the state of Israel.»

Conditions for negotiating with the PLO?

It is difficult to say that there are Israeli conditions for
negotiating with the PLO because of the consistent Israeli
stand of not dealing with the PLO at all. Instead we will elabo-
rate on the main indications of this position in this govern-
ment's term. The 13th clause of the government document
states: «Israel will not negotiate with the PLO.» It limits negoti-
ations to Jordan and «Arabs in Judea and Samaria and the
Gaza Strip» within a Jordanian delegation or a Jordanian-
Palestinian one. This position was seen in the Israeli govern-
ment’s rejection of any person affiliated with the PLO par-
ticipating in the Jordanian-Palestinian delegation which was
supposed to meet with US envoy Richard Murphy in Ammaniin
the summer of 1985. The government approved only two of
those proposed to participate in the delegation: Hanna Siniora
from the West Bank and Fayez Abu Rahmeh from Gaza, both
non-PLO. A campaign was launched against the US to prevent
any meeting with a delegation that includes persons affiliated >
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to the PLO (keeping in mind that the US itself rejects meeting
with such persons).

In the recent period, when Peres made his UN speech put-
ting forward the «Israeli peace initiative», a violent campaign
was launched against the PLO. Peres claimed that «no one
has inflicted greater tragedy on the Palestinian people than
has the terrorism of the PLO.» Israeli officials repeatedly calied
on Hussein to cancel his alliance with Arafat if he seriously
wants to negotiate. On October 28, 1985, Peres declared in the
Knesset that he rejects any PLO role, adding that «it is a ter-
rorist organization which uses violent methods instead of the
political alternative.» In brief, the Zionist entity rejects negotia-
tiohs with the PLO in any form, no matter who may be at its
head.

Neither this Israeli government, nor any previous one, nor
any official, has ever expressed the possibility of negotiating
with the PLO under any conditions. However, conditions have
been made by former officials and are documented in Labor's
1984 election platform. These conditions can be summarized
as follows: The PLO must forego the Palestinian National
Charter and the armed struggle, and must clearly recognize
the right of ‘Israel’ to exist within secure borders as stipulated
in Security Council resolution 242.

As stated in Labor's election platform: «The basic position
of Labor stipulates that neither the PLO, or any other organiza-
tion which is committed to the Palestinian National Charter and
rejects the right of Israel to exist and the national status of the
Jewish people, or which adopts terrorist methods, will be a par-
ticipant in the negotiations...It is possible to give the opportun-
ity of negotiations to Palestinian figures who recognize Israel
and reject terror.»®

These conditions mean no less than that the PLO should
abolish itself and stop being a liberation organization, instead
becoming an instrument for facilitating the liquidation of the
Palestinian people’s rights. Neither this Israeli government or
previous ones mention what role the PLO or its representatives
might play if it were to do so. Nor is there any mention of the
results to be gained. All that is declared is: «A solution to the
Palestinian problem should be brought about within a Palesti-
nian-Jordanian state on Jordanian land with a Palestinian
majority, and within limited areas of Judea and Samaria and
Gaza which are densely populated with Arabs, and from which
the Israeli army will withdraw.»”

The Likud's position is well known: (a) rejection of any
withdrawal; (b) accepting only Israeli sovereignty; (c) support-
ing annexation; and (d) rejection of the PLO.

The Zionist position rejects any form of Palestinian entity
whether a state or purely Palestinian autonomy. The solution

Notes:
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of the Palestinian problem is always connected to Jordan, con-
cealing the Palestinian identity. This means that the Israeli
government will not agree to anything for the PLO, no matter
how many concessions it makes. It is hypothetical to speak of
negotiations with the PLO during the present Israeli govern-
ment'’s term.

Negotiating with Syria
The present Israeli government has not directed a call for
negotiations with Syria under any particular conditions. It has
completely neglected this matter in all documents and initia-
tives. In the government’s basic document, there is no mention
of Syria or the Golan Heights. Nor did Peres’ UN initiative men-
tion Syria, although it explicitly spoke of Jordan and a Jorda-
nian-Palestinian delegation. Peres said: «The aim of negotia-
tions is to reach a peace agreement between Israel and the
Arab states, as well as solving the Palestinian problem.»8

Presently ‘Israel’ concentrates on Syria's ‘extremism’ and
‘aggressive tendencies’ and calls for alertness to Syria's grow-
ing military strength. Foreign Minister Shamir's statement is
indicative: «The Syrian government is extremist to the last
degree, and there is no possibility of negotiating with her and
reaching fruitful results.»® This was in answer to Japan's
suggestion for ‘Israel’ to negotiate with Syria, proposed during
Shamir’s visit to Japan.

The Labor Party’s election platform states: «The Labor
government will have peace negotiations with Syria without
preconditions...The Israeli government should be on the alert
and prepared in the face of the growth of the Syrian army and
the threats of war issued by Syria...Israel will strive for dialogue
with Syria even before peace discussions, to prevent an esca-
lation between the two countries. »

It is clear that the main Israeli concern is preventing con-
frontation with Syria at a time which is unsuitable for ‘Israel’.
This is the reason for the constant references to Syrian military
growth. The question of negotiating with Syria (mentioned in
the Labor program but not in that of the government) is clearly
of secondary importance. The present government has no
desire to negotiate with Syria. Like its predecessors, this gov-
ernment declares readiness to negotiate with any Arab gov-
ernment without preconditions.

With regard to Syria's occupied Golan Heights, the Zionist
government is not prepared to rescind the 1981 decision to
annex this land. It is important to note that Labor and Likud
agree on this point. Given these facts, it can be said that the
Israeli government will agree to hypothetical negotiations with
Syria, provided the latter recognizes ‘Israel’ and its occupation
of Arab land.




‘Israel'— Torah Myth or

Imperialist Phenomenon?

On the 12th and 13th of September, a conference was held in Havana, the second of its kind, entitled
«Zionism and World Societies». Over one hundred delegates participated in this conference, from
Algeria, Kuwait, Venezuela, Mexico, Panama, Libya, the PLO, Cuba and others. Representing the PFLP
was the Palestinian scholar, Hussein Abu Namil, who presented a study which is printed below.

It is most significant to hold a conference on Zionism and
world societies in Havana which lies on the other side of the
globe. In the light of the exact name of the conference, most
people will speak of the actions and practices of Zionism and
‘Israel’. | will cover the phenomenon behind this role, ‘Israel’
itself, since it is the material reality of Zionism and its most
active instrument. The nature of Zionism's role is inseparable
from the nature of ‘Israel’. In order to clarify the nature of
Zionism's activities, | will deal with the nature of ‘Israel’. In view
of this, we can explain Zionism's growing interests in world
societies. Atfirst glance, it may seem irrelevant for ‘Israel’ to be
involved in distant countries, but what is distant from ‘Israel’ is
in fact a main part of the broader strategy through which ‘Israel’
and the Zionist movement are mobilized: the strategy of world
imperialism. What is most noticeable is the rapid rise in the role
and influence of the Zionist movement and ‘Israel’ in the su-
preme strategy of imperialism. This reflects the ability of ‘Israel
to increase its role.

The increase in the international role of the Zionist move-
ment and ‘Israel’ went hand-in-hand with a corresponding
increase in the popularity of the most racist and rightist forces
in Israeli domestic politics. This came about amidst deep social
and economic transformation, after which ‘Israel’ was no
longer just a tool in the hands of imperialism, or a satellite. It
became a full-fledged partner with direct interests, just like any
other traditional imperialist power. One should not overlook the
previous stages of the Zionist project. ‘Israel’ of 1985 is diffe-
rent from ‘Israel’ of 1967 or 1957 or 1947. What is true about
the Zionist project before it established its state is not neces-
sarily the case afterwards. In addition, how others viewed this
project changed at successive stages, as did Zionism's view of
itself and the roles of which it is capabile. Its role has changed
in accordance with the development of its capacities.

These changes, however, did not change the nature of the
Zionist project. From the beginning, the Zionist movement was
governed by its own narrow mentality, transforming within the
bounds of the imperialist project and based on the latter's plat-
form and interests. The Zionist project was harnessed,
nourished and guided by world imperialism from the first
decade of this century. It grew to the degree that it was capable
of performing an important role in protecting and serving the
original imperialist program. Moreover, it became a partner in
its own right, with its own recognized role within the imperialist
project. Once accomplished, the Zionist project was supposed
to play a major role in the Middle East, guarding imperialism's
interests, but this accomplishment was much bigger than orig-
inally planned. In reality, "Israel’ and the Zionist movement
today play a much broader role which extends far beyond the
Middle East. Wherever there is a role for imperialism. we find
Zionism at its side. involved in one way or another. It claims to

be «protecting the Jews», but reality indicates that the possibil-
ity of establishing a Zionist empire is not mere imagination.

Inthe light of this, the aim of my speech is to give a picture
of the entity behind this role. | will speak about the structural
transformation that has occurred in ‘Israel’, forming the base
for ensuing internal and external transformation. This transfor-
mation indicates that the global role of Zionism and ‘Israel’ is
not only due to their relationship with imperialism, but is also
dictated by their own internal structure. ‘Israel’ and the Zionist
movement serve not only imperialism, but themselves as well.
The time when we spoke of ‘Israel’ as a mere tool in the hands
of imperialism is past. Despite its small size, ‘Israel’ has
become one of the pillars of imperialism, with the same rights
and duties as the other imperialist countries. ‘Israel’ has estab-
lished a highly developed industrial economy with the same
qualities as that of any other advanced bourgeois state, in
terms of the degree and rate of growth, and the nature of the
recurring crises. One such crisis stems from surplus produc-
tion which was ultimately dealt with in the traditional imperialist
manner, through expansion and involvement in the world mar-
ket, facilitated by imperialism.

Imperialism in the service of Zionism

The history of Zionist activities dates back to before the
first Zionist congress in Basle in 1897. In 1917, the Balfour
Declaration was issued. In 1947, there was the UN decision to
partition Palestine, which paved the way for announcing the
state of ‘Israel’. According to official Israeli surveys, there were
56,800 Jews living in Palestine in 1917. By 1948, an estimated
600,000 Jews lived in Palestine. Comparing these two figures,
we find that the number of Jews living in Palestine increased
more than tenfold during the period of the British Mandate in
Palestine.

The book of official Israeli accounts of the 1947-8 war in
Palestine indicates that «local Jewish factories had been man-
ufacturing the Sishin submachine gun, the mortar cannon and
shells since 1939.» It also notes that «on the eve of the partition
of Palestine, in October 1947, Ben Gurion issued an order to
these factories to begin immediate production of 20,000 rifles,
10,000 machine guns, 5,000 pistols, 5,000 submachine guns
and 4.5 million bullets.» These quotes give several facts, not
least of which is that Britain not only nurtured Jewish immigra-
tion to Palestine; it also nurtured the process of establishing
the Zionist state, with its economic, political, social, military and
police institutions. In other words, Britain participated in build-
ing up a state within a state. The question arises: Is it just a
coincidence that Britain’s 1917 decision to adopt the Zionist
project came at the same time as the Arab area came under
the control of imperialist Britain and its allies? In fact, the
Zionist project did not materialize until it became a need for 4
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imperialist Britain with its strategy of direct interest and involve-
ment in the area.

After the establishment of the Zionist state, imperialism
continued to support this project. In 1953, a treaty was signed
between West Germany and ‘Israel’ whereby the former would
finance a program of total industrialization of ‘Israel’. This prog-
ram was completed in 1966, the year in which ‘Israel’ experi-
enced its first surplus production problem. This indicates the
intensity of the program . Itis not an exaggeration when we say
that this treaty had the same importance on the economic
level, as the Balfour Declaration had politically.

In 1975, a treaty was signed between ‘Israel’ and the
European Common Market, whereby ‘Israel’ was granted spe-
cial status membership. Israeli products would not be subject
to customs duties in Europe before 1989, without ‘Israel’ hav-
ing to grant the same privilege to European products. This ena-
bled ‘Israel’ to increase the value of its annual export to the
Common Market by 700 million dollars. ‘Israel’ was thereby
able to find a solution for its surplus production. The initial sol-
ution to this problem that began in 1966, was found in the mar-
kets of Gaza and the West Bank after the 1967 occupation.
When the problem arose again in 1975, a solution was found in
the Common Market. In March of this year, ‘Israel’ and the
United States signed a free trade zone agreement between the
two countries. This treaty exempts Israeli products from US
customs duties.

In line with these economic facilities, world imperialism
entered into deals to help ‘Israel’ build its own war industry. In
the fifties, such deals were mainly with France and were limited
to conventional weapons. Then, in 1957, France supported the
Israeli decision to develop nuclear capacity, with help from the
USA. Later, ‘Israel’ accomplished two important projects in the
field of conventional weaponry: The first was producing a
heavy tank with help from France; the second was manufactur-
ing its own war planes with US help in technique and supplies.
This imperialist help boosted the structure of ‘Israel’, as did
other material and moral support. Economic support was fixed
annually in the early stages of the state, added to unlimited
political support on all levels; the US veto in the UN Security
Council has been almost entirely devoted to serving ‘Israel’. In
the light of all this, it was no surprise when the US and ‘Israel’
signed a strategic alliance agreement in 1981.

Internal transformation

The aid and facilities granted to ‘Israel’, in addition to its
policy for overall growth, enabled it to achieve a high degree of
economic development, focusing on industrialization. Initially,
industrialization was promoted in all fields. Later evaluations
pinpointed which industries were most profitable and strategi-
cally valuable. Israeli industry was concentrated accordingly,
on electronics and weapons. In the last decade, it has become
evident that Israeli industry is geared to high technology, as
seen in the following facts:
- Between 1952 and 1982, the electrical power supply
increased 25 times for consumers and 27 times for industry.
- Of total Israeli exports in 1982, 87 % were industrial products,
including electrical and electronics equipment, chemicals and
minerals. Raw materials and capital goods accounted for only
10% of all exports.
- Israeli industry underwent an extensive concentration pro-
cess. Large corporations employing over 300 workers
accounted for only 11.8% of the work force in 1955. This figure
rose to 19.3% in 1965, and to 43.3% in 1982. These large cor-
porations are only 1.4% of all companies and establishments.
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What is the meaning of such a high degree of industrializa-
tion that the state suffers from production surplus? When
industry has led to such massive concentration, doesn't it
mean we are facing a country led by large monopolies? The
private, military and civil sectors are highly interlinked and
integrated with the government and public sector, thus creat-
ing state monopoly capitalism.

The previously mentioned economic changes directly and
increasingly influenced large sectors of Israeli citizens in an
imperialist direction. The number of people benefitting from the
exploitation exercised by the state of ‘Israel’ has grown, espe-
cially with the increased use of Arab labor. This has led to the
de facto formation of two working classes: an Arab one at the
bottom of the production ladder with the lowest wages, and a
Jewish one at the top.

The best evidence of this is the improvement in living con-
ditions of Jewish families, which explains many phenomena. in
1982, 34% of Jewish families lived in a house with an average
of less than one person per room. This percentage was 12.7%
in 1966 and 6.1% in 1957. On the other hand, in 1957, approx-
imately 25% of all families lived in a place with an average of
over three per room. By 1966, this had declined to 13%; by
1982, it was only 1.3% of all families. As for car ownership,
4.1% of Jewish families owned a car in 1962; this number had
increased to 15.4% by 1970, and to 50.5% in 1982, i.e., the
percentage increased from 4.1% to 50.5% in twenty years.

What does it mean when the standard of livingimproves to
such a degree in this small state? What is the implication of the
transformation to heavily concentrated industry, the expanded
use of energy and the growth of capitalism into state monopoly
capitalism? It simply means broadening the social base of the
right wing in ‘Israel’. Since the sixties, the right has continu-
ously increased its popularity to the point that it was able to
head the government in 1977. The growth of the right does not
apply to the Likud alone, but to the entire political life and image
of ‘Israel’.

In 1965, the Israeli communist party suffered division and
a mostly Jewish wing split away, becoming Zionist and aligning
with the Zionist labor parties where it fell into the hands of the
most rightist trends. As for the traditional right, represented by
the Likud, it now appears moderate in comparison with the
trends that have emerged from it and are now independently
represented in the Knesset. Rabbi Kahane is not an odd
phenomenon; he has become a popular figure as shown in the
latest Israeli polls.

On the ideological level, the economic transformation
further consolidated the philosophy of force, dictating a
relationship based on racial superiority and fait accompli vis-a-
vis the Arabs. Racial superiority, as called for in the Torah,
draws its material content from military victories, scientific
advancement and better living conditions for Jews as com-
pared to Arabs. On the political level, there has been a rapid
retreat from slogans of peace, to demanding total, uncondi-
tional surrender on the part of the Arabs.

These internal transformations were accompanied by
external ones, involving imperialism’'s supreme global
strategy. Since the sixties, imperialism has become more and
more convinced of giving its local allies the major role in
achieving its own aims. The Israeli victory in 1967 was a suc-
cessful translation of this philosophy known as the Nixon Doc-
trine or Vietnamization of the war. The spread of this
philosophy, Nixon's and Kissinger's taking office, and the
Israeli victory in 1967, paved the way for restructuring the US-
Israeli relationship on a new platform. As Nixon said to Rabin:



«The relationship between Israel and its neighbors must be
like that between America and the Soviets. Balance between
the two sides is not enough; there must be superiority.» This
became the thesis that governed ensuing US administrations.
This policy was implemented in the form of practical programs,
not least of which was the Israeli move from importing
weapons to importing the technology needed to manufacture
these weapons, and then becoming a major arms producer. It
was during this period that ‘Israel’ made two major achieve-
ments in this field: production of the Merkava tank and of the
Lavie warplane which will fly in 1986.

Itis no coincidence that the qualitative transformations in
the political life of ‘Israel’ were manifested in the rise of the
most aggressive, expansionist and chauvinist trends. These
trends paralleled the escalation of a similar political trend iri the
USA in particular and in the capitalist world in general. Reagan
is not an individual representing himself. He is the apex of the
deep transformations in the philosophy goveming the course

of the American administration, initiated by Nixon and
engineered by Kissinger. Later Brzezinski developed this
philosophy and paved the way for Reagan.

The parallelismin the transformation in ‘Israel’ and the US
points to the similarity in origin of this transformation which led
to a redistribution of roles between the two, in a way to serve
their interests optimally. The platform for the role redistribution
was common commitment to imperialism’s global strategy.
Organization of the roles of ‘Israel’ and the other centers of
imperialism, in light of the above, points to the fact that when
‘Israel’ acts in the service of imperialism, it is simultaneously
serving itself. It is a part and a full partner of the imperialist
camp. If the enemy camp knows its interests and distributes
roles accordingly, it is only natural that we should act on the
same basis. If our allies in the international progressive forces
acton the basis that Zionism is their direct enemy, theniitis our
prerogative, as Palestinians and Arabs, to respect this political
logic and act on the basis that imperialism is our direct enemy.
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Special Veterans Excursions, in cooperation
with the Israeli Veterans Association, is pleased
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action-oriented military tours. Special Veterans
Excursions has specifically designed these tours
for maximum excitement and to take the
military vet where no civilian has gone before.
8| Special Veterans Excursions offers the military
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o Relive the Battle for Jerusalem with
General Uzi Narkis

® Tour the Lebanese and Syrian
Frontier and armor battle sites

o Participate in hand-to-hand combat
training at the Orde Wingate
Institute

o Ride in a Command Car tour of the
Dead Sea desert and visit Masada,
ancient battle sites, Bedouin
villages, Bethlehem on Easter
Sunday and much more!

Terrorism for sale: Advertisement in «Soldier of Fortune», Jan. 1986
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do what | wanted. This is almost exactly what happened. It is
true that after graduation in 1951, | went to Jordan and prac-
ticed medicine until 1957. | only did that because it was the
passageway and means to get in touch with the masses. Being
a doctor was a necessary cover, for social and security
reasons, at that time. In 1957, after'the coup against Nabulsi's
nationalist government in Jordan, | had to go underground.
The question of devoting my life completely to the national
struggle was no longer subject to discussion, neither for me or
for my mother. In this way, | was able to successfully coordi-
nate between my mother’s wishes and the decision | had made
in 1948, to devote my life to national struggle.

The people of Yemen know you as one of the milit-
ants who has stood with the Yemeni revolution
from the beginning. Exactly when did this link

start?

This relationship started in 1959, when the Arab National
Liberation Movement (ANM) initiated its branch in Yemen. In
the summer of 1959, we received a letter from the leaders of
the ANM branch in Cairo. In this letter they said that they had
several comrades graduating and leaving Cairo that year -
from Libya, Sudan, Bahrain and Yemen. The Cairo branch
requested our advice. What should we say to them since the
movement didn’t have branches in these four countries? The
leaders of the ANM felt that this was a rare chance to establish
branches in these countries. Therefore our answer to these
comrades was: Send them to Damascus for a special training
session enabling them to initiate work for the movement in
these countries. | remember that special session very well: the
subjects raised by the ANM leaders and myself. | remember
the warm, comradely atmosphere that prevailed. | also
remember delivering the closing speech, assigning these com-
rades responsibility for establishing branches in these coun-
tries. That was the beginning.

As for the October 14th Revolution, what | remember very
well is that some comrades from the command of the branch in
southern Yemen asserted that conditions were ripe for armed
struggle against British colonialism, especially after the Sep-
tember revolution in northern Yemen (1962). They had thus
formed a political front, called the National Front, and arranged
many things like the platform for the front and the political com-
munications needed in the country as a base to support the
revolution. They wanted the ANM, that was based in Beirut at
the time, to get in touch with Abdel Nasser to obtain support for
the revolution. The ANM arranged the link. Since that time, we
have had a close, warm relationship with the Yemeni revolu-
tion. We have been proud of this relationship, previously in the
ANM, and since in the Popular Front for the Liberation of Pales-
tine.

This relationship is the most precious thing we have had to
offer to the glorious October 14th Revolution that produced the
first peasants and workers state in the Arab world. This may
sound like any other statement, but to me it has a very deep,
emotional significance: Democratic Yemen is the first Arab
country to reflect the political line of the struggling Arab work-
ers and peasants, that will help the working class to achieve all
of the national goals.

When the great October Revolution was established as
the first peasants and workers state in Russia, its value was not
only for the vanguards, or that it founded a state for workers
and peasants in Russia. Its value was that the working class of
the world now has a base to rely on in its struggle. Now as

Arabs and Palestinians, we rely on the great October Revolu-
tion of the Soviet Union, and on the first workers and peasants
state in the Arab world. My words may sound emotional or like
wishful thinking, but in fact it is more of a symbol: As the
October Revolution in South Yemen rose to fight Great Britain
in order to achieve the people’s aims, in the same way, with
serious, protracted struggle, the Arab national liberation move-
ment and the Arab working class will achieve their goals, rely-
ing on the great October Revolution and on the October 14th
Revolution in the Arab world.

In the light of your close relationship with the
October 14th Revolution, how do you evaluate the
experience of the past years, from the beginning of
your relationship to the birth of the Yemeni Socialist
Party, as a vanguard experience in the Arab
world?

Itis, in fact, a vanguard experience; we all know the situa-
tion of the people of South Yemen before gaining indepen-
dence on November 30, 1967. We all know about the attempts
to limit the victory you accomplished with the departure of the
British forces, to a superficial form of independence leading to
a state with a flag, a national anthem and a seat at the UN, like
the 21 other independent states in the Arab world.

The struggle that went on before independence, between
the National Front and the front of Makawi and Assnaj, was
about the contents of independence: Would the bourgeoisie
reap the benefits and things stop at that point, or would the lib-
eration battle be transformed into a national democratic revolu-
tion? The comrades that led the battle against Makawi and
Assnaj, either instinctively or consciously, had this perception
in mind, and they won. Now we know the meaning of winning
such a battle. Maybe at that time, the masses in Yemen said
that they didn't want any disturbances or intemal fighting,
because the main enemy was Britain and its colonial forces.
That is true, but we realize the difference between a liberation
movement led by the bourgeoisie and its representatives, and
one led by the toiling classes and their representatives.

Before independence, you won the first round: the battle
to transform the liberation struggle to a national democratic
revolution. After that, the revolution went through a stage from
1967 to July 1969, with vacillation between transforming to a
real national democratic revolution, or reverting to a revolution
in favor of the bourgeoisie. The event (Corrective Movement)
of 1969 terminated this vacillation. The October 14th Revolu-
tion, which had registered victory over the British and the front
of Assnag, now transformed into a national democratic revolu-
tion.

At this stage, the external enemy, Arab reaction and
imperialism, sensed the danger of this revolution. When the

‘British forces departed on November 30, 1967, imperialist Bri-

tain and America may have been hoping that after indepen-
dence, there would be a regime that was totallyimmersed inits
own interests, and that the revolution would stop there, with a
national regime, but no future outlook. Then, after 1969, the
enemy camp felt the danger of the situation, and the revolution
started facing very serious external attacks which lasted
almost seven years. These attacks aimed to crush the revolu-
tion and its experience. This reminds me of the external attacks
on the great October Revolution, that lasted until 1929. You, in
this country, faced external attacks until the mid-seventies,
aiming to destroy this regime, its crystallizing outlooks and
future development.
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| think that, in the mid-seventies, the enemy forces
reached the conclusion that it was difficult, if not impossible, to
crush this revolution from outside. Then they opted to wait for
internal problems to arise, and you know the internal problems
you inherited from the British colonial rule. The enemy forces
said that this revolution promises progress, comfort and happi-
ness to the masses; let us see what they can do, let them fall
victim to the development process they speak of.

We ourselves know that the progress and development
process is as difficult a task as the armed struggle, if not more
so. The revolution underwent internal problems in 1978,
involving how to understand and apply the development pro-
cess, and what kind of international alliances would helpin this.
At this point, the revolution faced the events of 1978, and at
the same time, the Yemeni Socialist Party was formed. It
clearly defined the theoretical, strategic guidelines for the
development of the revolutionary process in the economic,
social and cultural fields, and for Arab and international
alliances. The documents of the founding congress of the
Yemeni Socialist Party were a comprehensive study. They
were evidence that the revolution had precisely defined its
theoretical guidelines and path. The first congress defined the
main choices of the revolution. It settled many issues ranging
from economic, social and political development; to how to
apply the slogan of proletarian internationalism; and how to
define the historical, enduring alliance between the Yemeni
October Revolution and the great October Revolution of the
Soviet Union. After this, the revolution will not stop. As (the
famous Egyptian singer) Um Khaltoum says: «You are rebels,
rebels, rebels, forever rebels.»

You have spoken of the Yemeni revolution until the
birth of the party. Would you continue up to the pre-

sent, with the party’s 3rd general congress?

After formulating the main documents of the first congress
in 1978, you were faced by the task of applying these. We all
know that documents, no matter how important, will only be
complete through application. This is natural. In fact, | disagree
with any pessimistic view concerning the obstacles that your
revolution has faced. All scientific revolutionaries know that,
despite the importance of theoretical guidelines, these await
the correct application. When we find the correct way theoreti-
cally, we have come half the way. This is great, but what about
the second half? This depends on whether practice is in accor-
dance with the documents...The correlation between theory
and practice is not automatic or instantaneous. Revo-
lutionaries must be scientific in order not to lose patience. The
problem has confronted the Yemeni revolution and every
revolution; after outlining the theoretical guideline, application
must be in accordance with this guide whether in the internal
platform or the political documents.

| personally think that all the predicaments the revolution
confronts are natural. If you say there are no predicaments, |
would conclude that the revolution has ended. Life is always
progressing; this progress occurs through contradictions and
solving problems. One who doesn’t expect or want problems,
doesn'’t want to progress. | think that comradely dialogue, the
principle of criticism and self-criticism, and collective leader-
ship are the best means for solving the predicaments that
arise. We can be confident that the achievements of the revolu-
tion will continue. We, as Arabs and Palestinians, can feel sure
that Democratic Yemen will always be a fortress for the Arab
working class and its protracted struggle. The aims of this
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struggle are the liberation of all Palestine, uniting the Arabs
from the Gulf to the (Atlantic) Ocean, then the Arab national
democratic revolution, then the united Arab socialist society.

How do the factions of the Arab liberation move-
ment, specially the Palestinian revolution, view the

Yemeni Socialist Party’s 3rd congress?

It is indeed a significant event, and you in this country
should view it as such. All the Arab liberation movement, espe-
cially the progressive factions, are looking forward to its
results. Holding this congress on time is a victory and source of
glory for all the Arab liberation movement'’s factions, and for all
national and democratic Palestinian forces. At the same time,
it will be a blow to the enemy camp that was anxiously waiting
for news of its being postponed or disrupted, so that they could
indulge in their dreams and say that this fortress is crumbling.

The congress gives you a chance to lay down the theoret-
ical guideline and the economic construction program for the
next five years. It will give the masses and the party cadres a
chance to absorb and understand these documents. That will
lead to a responsible leadership, committed to working on the
basis of these documents.

Holding the congress proves the siogan that General Sec-
retary, comrade Ali Nasser Mohammad has spoken of: Pre-
serving the unity of the party. | read the work program prop-
osed by the General Secretary. | noted in particular the points
about the unity of the party and its leadership. The principled
unity of the party and leadership on holding the congress is the
best evidence of success in applying this slogan, but the strug-
gle cannot and will not stop. After the congress, you will face
many tasks, but | am confident that the revolutionary leader-
ship of your party will be able to accomplish all aspirations.

Allow me to say that after this congress, it will be our right
to come to your leadership and ask for its important, leading
role concerning the Palestinian question. We will ask for its role
vis-a-vis the Steadfastness Front, the Arab popular movement
and the progressive nationalist forces who are facing the
imperialist attacks. | don't think this will burden your leadership
or party with new worries. | believe in the dialectical relation-
ship between your success in tasks of political, economic,
social and cultural development, and our success in stopping
the imperialist attack, saving the PLO and reactivating the
Steadfastness Front and the Arab popular movement.

The doctor took a quick glance at his watch and | looked
at mine. The designated hour has, without our knowledge,
become an hour and a half. The cold coffee s still in front of us.
The talk itself has been spreading warmth in the air-con-
ditioned room. The doctor stood up slowly and walked across
the room without using his walking stick to support his right
leg. Then he sat facing me and asked for coffee, and we con-
versed.

The picture of his mother is still in my thoughts. She was
absolutely right when she insisted on his becoming a doctor.
As if reading my thoughts, he said, «My daughter too chose
the medical profession, and she is now in the fifth year of med-
ical college.» His daughter loves him as a father and human
being, and chose medicine in order to cure him of his iliness.
His mother loved him as a son, and chose medicine for him
before he became ill. His people love him as an outstanding,
militant, courageous leader. Our Yemeni people love him as a
long-time comrade of our revolution, party and homeland.

* On June 26th, 1978, the opportunist left attempted a coup d'etat. o



Lebanon

No Peace with Fascist Power
S S

Internal fighting among the components of Lebanon’s fascist forces
has produced a new ‘strongman’ - Samir Geagea - at least for the
moment. More significantly, it has delayed if not scuttled the attempt

'

On December 28th, an accord to
end over a decade of civil war was
signed in Damascus, by Walid Jumblatt
of the Progressive Socialist Party (PSP),
Nabih Berri of the Amal Movement and
Lebanese Forces Commander Elie
Hobeika. The accord called for liberating
all Lebanse territory from Zionist occu-
pation, for peace, security and the
establishment of a genuine democratic
system by abolishing political sec-
tarianism, restricting presidential pow-
ers and drawing up a new constitution
and electoral law. The tripartite accord
upheld Lebanon's unity and privileged
relations with Syria.

Although the signing parties agreed
on an extended transition period for
abolishing confessionalism, the princi-
ples enshrined in the accord were still
too much for the majority of the fascist
forces. Lebanese Forces chief of staff
Samir Geagea linked up with the
Phalangists loyal to his former rival,
President of Lebanon Amin Gemayel.
On January 15th, they staged a bloody
coup in the fascist-held areas. At the
cost of over 400 lives (Christians whom
they claim to protect), the Geagea-
Gemayel axis forced Hobeika to resign
and leave the country.

Once again, the Lebanese Forces
were reorganized, this time under
Geagea's leadership and principle:
«There is now going to be only one
single command for all Christian forces
under the Lebanese Forces flag, and
any attempt to create any other com-
mand will be dealt with swiftly and
severely. (Monday Morning, January
27-February 2. 1986. All following
quotes in this articie are from the same
source.) The new command claims that
the coup was an internal matter, and not
directed against relations with Syria.
Thus they seek to cover up their con-
tinued adherence to the US-Zionist
plans to keep Lebanon divided and
weak, as long as the nationalist forces
have the upper hand. As stated by PSP
Politbureau member Akram Shehayeb,

to find a political solution to the Lebanese crisis.

«The sabotage of the accord indicates
very solid relations between the regime,
Geagea and the US-Israeli axis.» On
January 22nd, US State Department
spokesman Bernard Kalb expressed
support for Amin Gemayel after the coup
in East Beirut. US Ambassador to Leba-
non Bartholomew urged the nationalist
forces in the National Unity Front to open
negotiations with the new Lebanese
Forces leadership. However, the stabil-
ity of the Geagea-Gemayel axis is itself
in question. The car bomb in the East
Beirut suburb, Furn al Shebbak, which
killed over 30 people, exploded near a
Phalangist Party office. Some observers
termed it «the beginning of the struggle
between the Phalangist Party and
Geagea.»

The Lebanese Forces have now
adopted an insidious political tactic for
sabotaging the accord: They claim to be
ready for a ‘compromise’ whereby politi-
cal sectarianism would be preserved,
but presidential powers restricted.
Meanwhile, a ‘balance’ would be main-
tained between the armed factions,
which in reality would allow the fascists
to keep the possibility of sabotaging any
future peace efforts not to their liking.

Fascist violence

The events of January 15th should
not have been a surprise to anyone who
follows Lebanese politics closely. Over
ten years of civil war have shown that the
fascist faorces will not willingly give up
either their military power or the
privileges they hold by virtue of Maronite
dominance of the state. There is
moreover a long tradition of infighting
among the fascists themselves. Geagea
himself, on Beshir Gemayel's orders,
attacked Suleiman Franjieh's stron-
ghold in North Lebanon in 1978, killing
30 family members and supporters. At
the time, both Geagea and Franjieh
were grouped in the Lebanese Front. In
1980, Beshir's Phalangists attacked and
subordinated the militia of another
Lebanese Front leader. Chamoun. In

March 1985, Geagea led a ‘revolt’
against Amin Gemayel due to the latter's
forced cancellation of the May 17th
accord with ‘Israel’, and his relations
with Syria. Now Geagea and Amin
Gemayel have forged an uneasy
alliance against Hobeika's willingness to
enter the Syrian-sponsored peace plan
for Lebanon.

Zionist-fascist sabotage

Even before the accord was signed,
its opponents had made themselves
obvious. Israeli overflights of Lebanon,
including mock raids on strategic points
(Beirut, the mountains and Saida) were
daily fare from late November when it
became clear that the tripartite talks in
Damascus were serious. With the sign-
ing of the accord, there was a dramatic
escalation of fighting on the frontline
separating the nationalist forces of the
Saida area and the fascists based in
Jezzine, who have close ties to the
Israeli occupiers and maintain links to
East Beirut as well.

Tension emerged among the East
Beirut fascist elite as well, with recurring
internal clashes and an attempt on the
life of Hobeika's top adviser, Assad
Shaftari. Even putting aside questions
about Hobeika's sincerity in view of his
past record of collaboration with the
Zionist enemy (most notably his leading
the Sabra-Shatila massacre), there
were influential figures who opposed the
accord from the start. Notable among
them are Amin Gemayel; former Presi-
dent and Lebanese Front leader,
Camille Chamoun; and his son Dany,
head of the National Liberal Party and
historically one of the most enthusiastic
about relations with ‘Israel’.

The opposition to the accord from
the Gemayel and Chamoun clans is not
hard to understand. Both have extensive
business interests in addition to their
political careers. A democratic, just set-
tlement to the Lebanese crisis would
restrict the Maronite bourgeoisie’s man-
ipulation of political power to their own
economic advantage.

From the start, there were grumbl-
ings about the accord within the
Lebanese Forces themselves. The day
after the accord was signed, Geagea
told a parade of new military recruits:
«Let no one think that peace is made in
assembly halls or in the capitals of
foreign countries...If we want real peace,
we should seek a real balance of
power...(and) an effective military
force.» This line proved fatal to
Hobeika's attempts to bring the 2
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Lebanese Forces into the accord,
despite earlier suppositions that he
could contain the internal fascist con-
tradictions.

Boycott Gemayel!

In the aftermath of Hobeika's ouster
from East Beirut, the nationalist forces
opened fire on the mountain strongholds
of Gemayel and Geagea, north and east
of Beirut. Fighting broke out on the tradi-
tional frontlines: Beirut's green line and
the mountains around Souk al Gharb.
Jumblatt and Berri declared a boycott of
Amin Gemayel's regime, and were
joined by other prominent politicians
such as Suleiman Franjieh and Educa-
tion Minister Salim Hoss. Prime Minister
Karami drew the obvious conclusion of
the whole affair when he said, «If the
transition period is to scrap political con-
fessionalism, why don't we shorten it
and call for immediate implementa-
tion?»

On January 22nd, Hobeika visited
Damascus and returned from there to
Lebanon. Press reports spoke of a front
of all those forces committed to imple-
menting the tripartite accord. According
to PSP official Shehayeb, the nationalist
forces have two options to get out of the
crisis: «implementation of the tripartite
accord or the removal of its opponents.
There is no third alternative. As long as
Gemayel is determined to obstruct the
accord, we face an unknown destiny.»
As we go to press, itis unknown whether
there will be a decision to eliminate the
military power of the Gemayel-Geagea
axis, or if political means will be
employed; or if the hard-line fascists will
unleash a new round of violence. In any
case, January's events reaffirm the
inprobability of ending the Lebanese
crisis as long as the fascist forces retain
their military prowess and their hold on
state power.

[

Israeli ‘Security’ Zone

Rampant Human Rights Violations

In June 1985, when ‘Israel’ announced its withdrawal from South
Lebanon, attention turned away from the area as if the problem had
been solved. The reality was an altogether different story. Up to 1000
Israeli occupation troops, advisers and intelligence agents (Shin
Beth) remain in southernmost Lebanon - the Zionists’ so-called sec-
urity zone. Here they preside over a reign of terror where the thugs of
Lahd’s South Lebanon Army (SLA) do the dirty work - killing, arrest-
ing, torturing and otherwise harassing the local population.

«They came to us at midnight
and said anyone who does not

leave will be slaughtered.»

These are the words of a resident of
Kounin, speaking to reporters at a
refugee assembly point north of the
‘security zone'. They describe how
Israeli occupation troops and SLA
militiamen stormed into Kounin (located
in the ‘security zone’) on December
31st, and expelled 400 residents.
Twenty families of Meiss al Jabal. near
Marjeyoun, suffered the same fate in
early August, when some of the sons ot
the village deserted from the SLA.

Sojod, between Jezzine and Mar-
jeyoun, is today a ghost town. Its 2000
inhabitants were violently expelled in
July: «The last survivors having had to
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escape the bullets of the SLA.»' Sojod is
today the site of an Israeli-SLA military
position. The population of many other
villages in this area has been minimized
by constant shelling and other forms of
pressure enacted by the SLA and the
Israeli occupation troops. In June alone,
2000 villagers were displaced from
Yater and Kafra. The International
Centre for Information on Palestinian
and Lebanese Prisoners, Deportees
and Missing Persons records over 450
instances of Israeli-SLA violations
against the South’'s population from May
through October 1985. These include
raids on villages, house searches and
arrests, dynamiting homes, firing on civi-
hans. etc. The center notes that this listis
far from comprehensive.

Shelling and raiding villages is usu-
ally presented as reprisal for anti-occu-
pation military operations, or to force the
youth of a village to join the SLA. The
real intent is population transfer in line
with Israeli plans for continued interven-
tion in Lebanon. Those subject to dis-
placement are patriots. Due to their
activity in the Lebanese National Resis-
tance, they are perceived as undesira-
bles by the Zionists, to be replaced by a
loyal population drawn mainly from
among Christians. The Israeli expulsion
policy in the ‘security zone’ is the exten-
sion of the process begun in April 1985,
when Lebanese Forces commander
Samir Geagea withdrew his fascist
forces from the Saida (Sidon) area, and
thus triggered a Christian exodus to Jez-
zine. The ultimate aim is to empty the
South of its native population.

In this context, one can analyze the
changed demography of the villages
between Jezzine and Marjeyoun. As
mentioned above, Sojod is deserted as
is another village, Mlikh (formerly 3000
inhabitants). Residents of Blatt have
been expelled. Louizi is almost
deserted. Kfar Houna had 10,000
inhabitants: one-third Shiite, two-thirds
Christian. Today there are only 130
Shiites left. The Christians who opposed
the segregationist policy also had to
leave and were replaced by Christian
refugees from the Saida area.2 Aramta,
before a totally Shiite village, is now
inhabited by only 50 Shiite families,
along with 70 Christian families who
were relocated there to occupy the
empty houses. Rihane was a small
Shiite village; most of its original popula-
tion has fled. Seventy Christian families
have been resettled there.

The detained and missing

The number of prisoners from
South Lebanon was greatly reduced
with the emptying of Ansar in April 1985,
and the September release of the 1200
detainees who had been transferred to
Atlit in occupied Palestine. Yet arrests
have continued on a daily basis, and the
fate of those detained today is, if any-
thing. even more precarious. Denied not
only legal recourse, but also family visits
and contact with the Red Cross, their
status is actually that of missing per-
sons. When the ICRC approached the
SLA about visiting the Khiam detention
center. they were told that Israeli permis-
sion was required. «When we turn to the
Israelis, they say they are not responsi-
ble for the prisoners and refer us back to
the SLA. We have been playing this kind



of ping-pong for more than a year,» said
ICRC chief in Lebanon, Reto Meister.3

In early November, it was estimated
that there were 120 persons held in
Khiam which is under direct Israeli
supervision, and staffed by five Israeli
and 20 SLA officers. A month'iater, new
information coming from persons
released, as well as new arrests, had
pushed the estimate to 180 detainees,
including teenagers, women and old
men. It is difficult to know exactly how
many are detained for several reasons.
For one, the detained are held incom-
municado, and besides Khiam there are
at least ten interrogation centers in the
‘security zone' with an untold number of
inmates. Second, arrests are ongoing.
(For example, in the December 31st
expulsion from Kounin, some 32 people
were arrested.) Thirdly, there are fre-
quent kidnappings by SLA militiamen
and Shin Beth agents, and the fate of the
victims is most often unknown, though
bodies have been found to indicate that
some of them are murdered. At least
twenty villagers were kidnapped in
October alone, and are thought to be in
Khiam, but others are missing
altogether. Fourth, it is unknown how
many inmates have been tortured to
death in Khiam or other centers. At the
end of 1985, a Reuters report indicated
that 393 people had died during the year
in attacks launched by the Israeli occu-
pation forces or their militia allies, but the
real number of victims of Zionist terror
cannot yet be calculated.

«All testimonies of former Khiam
prisoners agree on the description of the
detention conditions as worse than in
the other interrogation centres in Mar
Elias, the Regie or Tyrus: malnutrition,
isolation, confinement, beating, physical
and sexual harassments, all kinds of
humiliations and insults, torture. An
important number of testimonies men-
tion torture, particularly with electricity:
electro-shocks produced by a machine
with handles are given on the sensitive
parts of the body (ears, fingers, neck,
sexual organs..) The victims are
splashed with water to heighten the
effects. At the end of September, strong
rumors spoke of the death of three
detainees from Bent Jbeil as a result of
these tortures...»*

Blockade

In addition to repeated acts of
piracy and sinking of cargo ships, the
Israeli occupation forces have imposed
collective punishment through block-
ades. On October 2nd, they established

a no-go zone for civilian boats off South
Lebanon. Atthe beginning of November,
the Israeli occupiers declared Leba-
non's southern coast a military area;
fishing was banned, and Sour (Tyre)
harbor was blockaded for two weeks;
incoming ships were searched and no
cargos could be unloaded. Again from
November 20th until the first days of
December, this harbor was blockaded; a
new naval blockade was imposed in
mid-December. Israeli gunboats patrol
the entire coast, as far north as Tripoli.
Enacted under various ‘security’ pre-
texts, these measures are an obvious
violation of Lebanon’s sovereignty and
aim at disrupting the country’s economic
life.

The population of the ‘security
zone' is subject to a permanent land
blockade. People are only allowed to
travel out of the zone on two days a
week, and then only after rigorous
searches supervised by Israeli occupa-
tion troops. This is part of the attempt to
cut the zone off from the rest of the coun-
try.

Escalating aggression

While the thirteen Israeli air strikes
on Lebanon in 1985 were launched from
within the Zionist entity, the ‘security
zone' serves as a launching pad for con-
tinuous ground operations and artillery
attacks. The villages just north of the
zone are subject to constant shelling,
and artillery fire is also directed at Saida.
This shelling became heavier and more
frequent in November as efforts pro-
ceeded to find a solution to the
Lebanese civil war under Syrian
auspices. By mid-December, the area
between Jezzine, where fascist militias
are based, and Saida, home of the
Popular Liberation Forces, had again
become a major battlefield.

At the same time, Israeli operations
outside the ‘security zone have esca-
lated from raids to major offensives. On
November 6th, the SLA and Israeli occu-
pation troops raided villages north of the
zone, destroying three houses and
rounding up 80 men to try and force
them to form a committee for keeping
‘strangers’ out of the area, i.e., resis-
tance fighters. On November 28th, 150
Israeli troops in armored vehicles and
helicopters made a four-hour raid on
three villages north of the zone, dynamit-
ing homes and arresting citizens. On
December 3rd and 4th, the Israeli occu-
pation troops launched their biggest
ground operation in Lebanon since
June; 150 troops raided the Wadi Horsh

Kanaaba area, northeast of Hasbaya,
attacking Palestinian freedom fighters.
The next day, 100 Israeli soldiers
attacked a resistance base near
Rachaya, in the southern Bekaa Valley.

Annexation

There are many concrete signs that
‘Israel’ is far from ready to relinquish its
positions in South Lebanon. This fall's
preparations for the winter were actually
an annexation of Lebanese territory. In
addition to bringing in prefabricated
houses to keep their occupation troops
warm, the Israelis installed mines and
electronic detection equipment along
the Lebanese-Israeli border on land
expropriated from Lebanese farmers, in
effect, pushing the border northwards.
The statements of many Israeli officials,
including Defense Minister Rabin, that
UNIFIL is no longer needed, are another
indication of the Zionists’ desire for total
control. In line with this, there is frequent
harassment of the Norwegian troops in
particular, who are the only contingent
deployed exclusively in the ‘security
zone'. According to official Norwegian
sources, there have been 40 incidents
between the Norwegian soldiers and the
SLA or IDF in South Lebanon since
April. the US has seemingly given its
stamp of approval to Israelihegemony in
southernmost Lebanon, as indicated by
the December decision to suspend $18
million in aid to UNIFIL, and the January
veto of a UN resolution calling for Israeli
withdrawal.

In early January, Israeli officials
threatened an expansion of the ‘security
zone'. Though Defense Minister Rabin
denied this, there are indications of de
facto implementation. Daily Israeli-SLA
shelling in the new year has caused new
mass displacements in the villages north
of the zone. Mustafa Saad, Secretary
General of Saida’s Nasserite Organiza-
tion, charged that «Israel is trying to
enlarge the security belt, in order to pro-
tect Galilee, but also to acquire more

water and territory.»

' Newsletter 21 of the International Centre for Infor-
mation on Palestinian and Lebanese Prisoners,
Deportees and Missing Persons. This newsletter
contains extensive documentation about human
rights violations in the ‘security zone' including first-
hand testimonies from released detainees and
refugees, maps, etc. The Centre is currently appeal-
ing for donations in order to enable it to continue its
documentation. Its next newsletter will focus on the
repression of children in occupied Palestine. The
address of the centre is B.P. 335.16, 75767 Paris
Cedex 16, France.

2 Ibid.

3 Monday Morning, Nov. 4-10, 1985.

* Newsletter 21. )
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