





Editorial

For a long time, we have been warning that the time might
come when the Arab patriotic forces would find themselves
unable to influence the course of events in the area in a positive
way. Recently, there have been several indications that the time
we have warned of is near. One of these indications is related to
the uprising in Jordan: Students rebelled against the regime’s
suppression of their academic rights and nationalist activities.
Yet the organized political movement in Jordan is not yet strong
enough to protect and sustain their uprising. A second indica-
tion is to be found in the war of attrition against the Palestinian
masses and revolution, in the camps of Beirut. Despite the per-
sistence of the war of the camps, the nationalist forces
-Palestinian, Lebanese and Arab - have yet to find a solution
whereby all guns would be pointed against the real enemies. The
third indication is Yasir Arafat’s consistent refusal to cancell his
accord with King Hussein of Jordan, and the repercussions this
has in the Palestinian arena.

JORDAN

The monarch of Jordan and his police forces were surprised
by the broad scope of the uprising at Yarmouk University. They
cracked down on the masses in the most violent manner, killing
18 people and injuring hundreds of others. (See following
story.) This uprising occurred at a time when King Hussein is
trying to facilitate the imposition of US imperialist plans in the
area. The Jordanian monarch is doing his best to convene an
Arab summit which he hopes would rescind the Rabat Summit’s
resolution recognizing the PLO as the sole, legitimate represen-
tative of the Palestinian people. Changing this resolution would
help King Hussein to enter into a unilateral deal with the Zionist
state, similar to Camp David. Encouraged by his imperialist
masters, especially in Washington and London, King Hussein is
doing his best to create a puppet leadership for the Palestinian
people, as an alternative to the PLO. However, the broad upri-
sing in Jordan showed that the monarch and his regime repre-
sent nothing other than the interests of imperialism and Zionism
in Jordan -and Arab world.

BEIRUT

Also in Beirut, the masses are subject to attack, as the Amal
movement continues its most recent war against the Palestinian
people and revolution, and the Lebanese nationalist forces. To
justify its war, Amal is taking advantage of Arafat’s declara-
tions about returning to Beirut, and the persistent reports that
he has made a deal with Amin Gemayel to this end.

The Amal movement and its leadership know very well that
the Palestinian fighters and masses have always been in the
patriotic camp and will remain there in the future. Yet Amal
insists on referring to Arafat and his declarations as a phoney
excuse for continuing the deadly war against our camps. In this,
Amal forgets that the Zionist army with all its US-made jets,
tanks and bombs, failed to discourage the Palestinian fighters
and people from continuing their revolution. Despite all the
attacks against them, the Palestinian masses have continued
their struggle against imperialism and Zionism, to achieve their
legitimate aim of establishing an independent Palestinian state.
Yet Amal, determined to subdue the Palestinian masses in
Lebanon, has refused all the proposals of the Palestine National

Salvation Front for: (1) an immediate ceasefire in and around
the camps; (2) allowing the Red Cross to evacuate the dead, treat
the injured, and bring in food and water; (3) withdrawal of
Amal’s fighters from around the camps; and (4) a stop to
Amal’s harassment of Palestinian civilians in Lebanon.

We have made our position on the war of the camps clear in
the past, and today we are making it even clearer: What Amal is
doing against the Palestinian revolution in Lebanon serves only
the enemies of the Lebanese masses and patriotic forces. What
Amal is doing against the Palestinian camps strengthens Arafat
and makes him more popular, rather than weakening him as
Amal claims. What Amal is doing in Beirut tilts the balance of
forces in Lebanon to the benefit of the fascist, sectarian forces.

For this reason, we call upon all Arab patriotic forces to join
their efforts with those of the Palestine National Salvation
Front, to stop this unholy war against the Lebanese and Pales-
tinian patriotic forces in Beirut. We also remind all Palestinian
patriotic forces that the attacks are directed against all of us,
from different parties and trends. Moreover, these attacks will
continue unless all Palestinian patriotic forces join ranks in the
PLO, to restore its national line of struggle against imperialism,
Zionism and Arab reaction.

PLO

It has become clear that the Palestinian right wing, led by
Yasir Arafat, continues to insist on deviating from the PLO’s
national program. The right wing persists in clinging to the
Amman accord with King Hussein. The right wing is, further-
more, taking advantage of the differences among the Palesti-
nian patriotic and leftist organizations, hoping to restore a
semblance of unity to the PLO, based on its deviationist pro-
gram and line. This is why Yasir Arafat and his group refuse to
cancell the Amman accord, to pave the way for Palestinian
national dialague aimed at reunifying the PLO on a strong,
patriotic, political and organizational basis. Their refusal dis-
rupted the honest initiative made by President Shadli Ben Jadid
?f Algeria, for reunifying the PLO and restoring its national
ine.

The rightist trend pursued by Arafat and his followers serves
to keep the Palestinian arena divided. It also helps pave the way
for the imperialist, Zionist and reactionary plots, antagonistic
to our people and revolution. That is why we call on all pro-
gressive and patriotic forces in the PLO to unite their efforts to
impose the cancellation of Yasir Arafat’s accord with King
Hussein. This is the prerequisite for a serious, responsible dia-
logue aimed at reactivating the role of the PLO in the struggle
against the imperialist-Zionist-reactionary plots against the
Arab masses and progressive forces.

The US strike on Libya, the Zionists’ iron fist and the Jorda-
nian regime’s brutal repression show that the enemy alliance
will stop at nothing to impose its plans on the area. Repelling
this violent onslaught requires that the Arab national liberation
movement regain the initiative. The Palestinian revolution has
vital interests in contributing to this process, by regaining its
place at the forefront of the anti-imperialist struggle in the area.
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Diary of the Camp War

The Zionist invasion of Lebanon four years ago failed to achieve its stated aims. One of the signs of this
failure is that the Palestinians in the camps have been able to rearm themselves, for self-defense and for
contributing to the revolution. Reactionary sections of the Amal movement, however, have taken up where
the Zionists failed, provoking recurrent battles aimed at eliminating the Palestinian armed presence in
Beirut. Below we present a chronology of the latest round of fighting around the Sabra-Shatila and Bourj Al
Barajneh refugee camps, based on daily reports Democratic Palestine has received from Beirut.

On May 18th, the area around the
Palestinian camps was calm. Life went*
on as normal, although reactionary
forces in Amal had been continuously,
trying to create friction. Then, at 7
p.m., Hani Al Harakeh, one of these
reactionary elements, tried to murder a
Palestinian in Bourj Al Barajneh. Ten-
sion mounted and there was gunfire, but
theincident was contained.

The next day in the afternoon, Hani
Al Harakeh again proceeded to cause
friction around Bourj Al Barajneh.
Sniper fire was directed towards the
camp, and two Palestinians were
injured. In the evening, Amal concen-
trated a large number of forces on the
east side of Shatila and put up heavy
fortifications on the south side. There
was an attempt to reduce tension by the
follow-up committee which is composed
of Lebanese nationalists, representa-
tives of the Palestine National Salvation
Front, Amal and Syrian officers,
charged with observing the situation
around the camps. At 8 p.m. a hand
grenade was thrown into Shatila, inju-
ring two comrades of the PFLP. These
war preparations were coordinated with
an increase of tension around Bourj Al
Barajneh. At 7:30 p.m. clashes broke
out; light and medium weapons were
used, including mortars. A ceasefire was
reached but sniping continued from
Amal’s side, injuring six Palestinians.

On May 20th, the situation was rela-
tively calm despite ceasefire violations
by Amal forces around the camps.
However, Amal escalated tension in
West Beirut. Clashes occurred between
Amal and the Progressive Socialist
Party after the former murdered a local
PSP leader.

On May 21st, life returned to normal
around Bourj Al Barajneh, but several
grenades were thrown at Shatila. The
Palestine National Salvation Front
issued a communique, rejecting any
fighting within the nationalist ranks in
Lebanon, declaring that such side-
battles serve Amin Gemayel and the
Zionist-imperialist-fascist project. The
reactionary sections of Amal responded
to this communique the next day, by
shelling Shatila and reigniting the battle.
The security committee intervened to
stop the clashes.

On May 23rd, Amal continued forti-
fication of its positions around Shatila,
using reinforced concrete. Amal then
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ignited a battle around Bourj Al
Barajneh, using all types of weapons. In
the afternoon, clashes began around
Shatila, the ceasefire having been shat-
tered by Amal’s repeated violations.

Amal continued its fortifications
work around Shatila on May 24th,
bringing in truckloads of sand. At 4
p.m. Amal gunfire murdered a Palesti-
nian child, Ali Yahya Zamzam, nine
years old. Tension mounted; clashes
erupted and continued the next day. On
the 26th of May, there was heavy figh-
ting around Bourj Al Barjneh, and the
Palestinian forces gained some posi-
tions. In West Beirut, Amal continued
its harassment of the non-Shiite popu-
lation. In a press communique, the
popular committee of Bourj Al
Barajneh declared that the ongoing ten-
sion was the result of Amal’s shelling the
camp, and that Amal had not honored
the ceasefire. The popular committee
charged that Amal had prepared a plot
against the camps.

Fighting continued on May 27th.

Amal escalated the battle, using tanks,
82mm mortars and 23mm machine
guns. The Palestinian fighters continued
to defend the camps, united in their
determination to confront all aggres-
sion. Amal continued heavy shelling the
next day, rupturing all ceasefire agree-
ments. Bourj Al Barajneh was shelled in
the late afternoon with heavy mortars
(60, 82, 120mm), 106mm artillery and
RPG’s, from Amal tank positions on
the northeast side of the camp. Amal
also escalated tension in West Beirut,
especially with the February 6th
Movement. The popular committee of
Sabra-Shatila issued a communique
stressing that the Palestinians in the
camps are part of the nationalist ranks,
and the Palestinian armed presence in
Beirut is only a threat to the Zionist-
imperialist-fascist project. The popular
committee also stressed the Palesti-
nians’ right to defend themselves, and
called on Amal to honor the ceasefire.
They called on the nationalist forces to
work to put an end to the war.

Amal’s aggression continued on

.May 29-30th. Amal moreover tightened

the siege around the camps, preventing
medical personnel from evacuating the
dead and wounded. Nonetheless,
reports from the camps described the
Palestinians’ morale as high. On May
30th, there were clashes between Amal

and Hezbollah, as Amal attempted to
assert its hegemony in West Beirut.

March 31st began with heavy shelling
of the camps, as Amal prepared to
advance. At 6 a.m., after two hours of
intense shelling, the reactionary forces
of Amal tried to advance in a coordi-
nated attack on all fronts. The heroic
Palestinian forces not only repelled
Amal’s attack, but also improved their
own positions. Amal’s fighters
retreated, having suffered casualties.
Losses were heavy on both sides. There
were six Palestinians martyred and 67
injured.

The camp war continued on June 1st.
The buffer force was unable to take its
positions because of Amal’s continued
aggression. Palestinian losses were one
martyr and 23 injured. A new element
was injected when clashes broke out in
West Beirut, between the February 6th
Movement and Amal, showing Amal’s
intention to put down any force not wil-
ling to submit to its hegemony.

Amal continued its aggression on
June 2nd. Mortar fire and sniping
around Shatila grew into intense figh-
ting as the day wore on. Palestinian
losses were four martyrs and 27 injured.
The clashes in West Beirut intensified as
Amal attacked the February 6th
Movement and the PSP. The Palestine
National Salvation Front distributed the
third issue of its new daily entitled
Steadfastness of the Camps.

On June 3rd, there was a relative
decline in the fighting around the
camps, while the battle in West Beirut
made the headlines. Fighting broke out
between the parties of the Lebanese
national movement on the one hand and
Amal on the other, using all weapons.
By the next day, Amal had taken control
of the disputed areas of West Beirut, for
it has superior fire power due to the
support it has received from regional
forces and its alliance with the Lebanese
Army 6th Brigade which is stationed in
West Beirut. In the aftermath, Amal
militiamen swept through the areas
where the battle had raged, looting and
kidnapping innocent citizens. The
homes of Palestinians living outside the
camps were stormed. Fighting intensi-
fied around the camps again; three
Palestinians were martyred and eight
injured. Heavy fighting continued
around the camps June 5-6th. The
Palestinian forces continued to exhibit












US—Israeli War on Syria?

Besides intending to topple Libya’s patriotic leadership, the April 15th US aggression was a threat to all
Arab nationalist and progressive forces and regimes. Thus, it is no surprise that the follow-up was an inten-
sified imperialist-Zionist campaign against Syria, whose steadfast position is a main obstacle to imposing

Camp David throughout the Arab world.

On May 13th, Israeli Prime Minister Peres stated that the
chances of a peace agreement with Syria were ‘‘non-existent’’ as
long as President Assad remained in power. Coming after the
US air strike on Libya, this could only be meant as an outright
threat. Rumors spread about an impending Israeli-Syrian mili-
tary confrontation in the Golan Heights or Lebanon. Earlier in
the month, Israeli War Minister Rabin, visiting Washington,
had claimed that Syria organized the attempt to bomb EI Al in
London’s Heathrow airport. At the same time, US President
Reagan and Vice-president Bush named Syria as a possible
candidate for unilateral US military action (Guardian, May
8th).

Clearly emboldened by the apparent ‘‘anti-terrorist’’ con-
sensus achieved at the Tokyo Summit of the seven strongest
imperialist powers, the US and Israeli leaderships once again
escalated their campaign against Syria, attempting to place this
in the framework of ‘‘combatting terrorism’’. However, the
real reasons are related to the current stalemate of the so-called
peace process in the Middle East, and Syria’s prominent role in
opposing this drive for consolidating imperialist and Zionist
hegemony.

OLD—NEW ANTAGONISM

The special animosity of US imperialism and Zionism
towards Syria has both an old and recent history. Syria’s rejec-
tion of imperialist plans and its alliance with the Soviet Union,
have been anathema to the imperialist-Zionist plans for divide
and rule. The Egyptian regime’s definitive move into the enemy
camp in 1977 reduced the US’s need to contemplate a compre-
hensive approach to the Middle East conflict. It turned all
efforts to marginalizing the Syrians and reducing Soviet
influence. This line was further cemented with the advent of the
Reagan Administration which views all regional conflicts in the
context of its global crusade against the Soviets.

Concurrently, the return of the Golan Heights to Syria has
never merited more than diplomatic lip-service from imperialist
circles, even when °‘Israel’ blatantly annexed this territory in
1981 in violation of all international agreements, including UN
resolution 242 which the US claims as a basis for its policy when-
ever this is convenient for excluding the PLO and legitimate
Palestinian demands. The concept of ‘‘land for peace’’ is never
raised in relation to Syria because the Zionist leadership, whe-
ther Likud or Labor, considers the Golan Heights vital for their
military plans and interests. When Reagan presented his ini-
tiative in the fall of 1982, to capitalize on the Israeli invasion of
Lebanon, he did not deem the Golan Heights or Syria worthy of
mention.

Nonetheless, the Israeli-Syria disengagement has held on the
Golan Heights since it was arranged in 1974, following the
October War. By the late seventies, Israeli-Syrian differences
were focused on Lebanon. The presence of Syrian troops in the
northern and central parts of Lebanon stood in the way of Zio-
nism’s expansionist designs. In the spring of 1981, the Israeli
military openly intervened to support the Phalangists’ drive to
expand their influence into the Beqaa Valley, shooting down
Syrian helicopters in the process. For the first time, Syria moved
SAM-6 missiles into Lebanon, which ‘Israel’ projected as a
crisis for its security. With Philip Habib’s shuttle diplomacy of
1981 and early 82, the Israelis seemed to back down on their
demand for the missiles’ removal, but they settled the issue in
their own violent way by bombing them in the initial phase of
invading Lebanon. Ensuing events showed, however, that even
massive Israeli violence could not subdue Lebanon or Syrian
steadfastness. Syrian support to the Lebanese national forces
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was pivotal in foiling the May 17th treaty between ‘Israel’ and
the renegade Lebanese government, and in rolling back Israeli
occupation in Lebanon. ‘‘A segment of Israel’s leadership
community regards the defeat of Syria and the driving of Syrian
forces from Lebanese soil as the great unfinished business of
that campaign’’ (Christian Science Monitor, January 8th).

In view of this historical pattern, it cannot be ruled out that
aggression will again be directed against Syria. The current
campaign dates back to late 1985, when Syria again moved mis-
siles into Lebanon, after Israeli warplanes downed two Syrian
aircraft over Syrian territory on November 19th. The similari-
ties of the scenario to the 1981 ‘“missile crisis’’ make US-Zionist
agression an ever present danger.

ISRAELI ARROGANCE

Throughout December, Israeli officials took turns raising a
fuss about Syrian missile deployment in the Beqaa Valley, and
inside Syria’s own territory. ‘‘Israel requires freedom of flight
over Lebanon,’”’ demanded Chief of Staff Moshe Levy arro-
gantly on Israeli television. Rabin threatened ‘‘massive res-
ponse’’ if Israeli population centers were hit by missiles. Cer-
tainly the Zionist leadership was irritated by the necessity of
rerouting its reconnaissance flights over Lebanon, which
afforded them surveillance of Syrian territory as well. Another
Zionist concern is that the long-range SAM-2s, which are sta-
tioned in Syria close to the Lebanese border, rule out a cost-free
Israeli first strike should it decide to wage war on Syria. The
Zionists are concerned by any Arab military strength, but the
actual background for the Israeli threats was the prevailing
political situation. On the one hand, it seemed in December that
Syria had succeeded in sponsoring an agreement between the
opposing Lebanese militias, that would have drastically cur-
tailed possibilities for Zionist meddling in Lebanon. On the
other hand, Hussein of Jordan was visiting Damascus, which
the Zionists feared might block the king’s path to direct nego-
tiations with them.

The Israeli perception was reflected in Peres’ comment on
dealing with the Syrian missile deployment: ‘‘How we do so is a
political decision, not a military one’’ (Jerusalem Post,
December 29, 1985). The same article quoted a senior Israeli
government source who acknowledged that the Syrians don’t
want war, but rather to prevent an Israeli-Jordanian ‘‘peace’’:
‘““We have to see Assad’s decision to deploy these missiles in that
context... Assad had called all the moves until this point. It is
clear around the cabinet table here, that the time has come for
Israel to take the initiative.”’

Itamar Rabinovich, director of the Dayan Center for Middle
Easter Studies at Tel Aviv University, hinted at a further consi-
deration which may govern the Israeli leadership’s decisions
concerning Syria: ‘‘Yet the crisis could also be turned to account
- could provide an opportunity to restore the tacit understan-
ding that once governed the Israeli-Syrian competition in
Lebanon... Naturally, we would prefer to reverse roles and keep
the Syrians guessing about whether and when Israel will attack’’
Yet ultimately Rabinovich cautions against a military response,
noting that if ‘Israel’ were to strike the Syrian missiles, the
Soviet Union might provide a new, eventually better system,
(New York Times, January 14th).

While the Israelis are concerned about Syrian military power,
they assess that they are still able to contain any projected
attack, unless Syria is joined by another country which is unli-
kely. Clearly, the Zionists’ real worry is Syria’s political weight
in Lebanon and the region. This has not, however, prevented a






and social rights in Lebanon, as well as their right to fight the
Zionist enemy from Lebanese soil.

As a result of these obstacles to a “‘surgical strike’’ on Syria,
the US and Zionist leaderships have adopted a stick and carrot
approach. The stick predominates, and the substance of the
carrot being offered to Syria has yet to be specified. Today,
however, it is more than ever characteristic of both US and
Israeli policy to try to enforce their own plans, verbally inviting
others to join, but without offering any concessions to the other
side.

SPECIAL ISRAELI CONSIDERATIONS

Israeli domestic politics have a bearing on any decision to
strike Syria. This is especially true in view of the situation in the
national unity government whereby Likud leader Shamir will
take over the premiership from Prime Minister Peres of Labor
in the autumn. It is common knowledge that Peres is anxious to
make a separate ‘‘peace’’ with King Hussein of Jordan, and
might call new elections to get a Knesset majority to pursue this
path and retain Labor’s leadership.

According to Middle East Policy Survey of January 10th,
sources close to Peres consider a breakthrough in the ‘‘peace”
process as his best hope of retaining the premiership. For this
reason, he interpreted the first Assad-Hussein meeting optimis-
tically (from the Israeli viewpoint), emphasizing that no com-
munique has been issued. This optimism was not, however,
widely shared by other Israeli officials. ¢‘Last week in London,
Prime Minister Peres... said American go-betweens had assured
him that King Hussein of Jordan was ready to proceed with
negotiations, even if Syria and Mr. Arafat withhold their
approval’’ (New York Times, January 26th). ‘‘Israeli sources
say Shimon Peres, in a secret meeting in London some weeks
ago, pleaded with the king to meet him openly...”’ If talks with
Jordan do not materialize, Peres will have no issue for calling
elections. Shamir’s becoming prime minister would stop the
‘‘land for peace’’ efforts begun by Labor. ‘“Some Arab diplo-
mats suggest Syrian President Assad could step into the void
with a drastic plan.”’ (Boston Globe, February 28th).

Peres is working hard to stave off this possibility. For this
reason, he dispatched minister without portfolio Weizman to
Washington in mid-May to encourage Schultz to make a Middle
East tour that would push forward the imperialist-Zionist set-
tlement plans. Schultz, however, would not commit himself.
The US is not ready to put its prestige on the line at this point,
having concentrated on its terrorist campaign to hit Libya,
Syria, etc. In view of uncertainty for his political plans, Peres
has surely considered a quick strike on Syria to remove it as an
obstacle to a separate deal with Jordan, now that chances were
enhanced for easily excluding the PLO by the king’s freeze on
cooperation with Arafat. In addition, if it were possible, Peres
would use a military victory as a plus in the anticipated election
campaign. Likud, for different reasons, would support such a
military adventure, in hopes that it would create a whole new
situation, reducing any. pressure on ‘Israel’ to give territorial
concessions. Other factors play a role as well. For example, if
the austerity measures of the current government begin to hit
military expenditures, sectors of the Israeli armed forces would
pressure for a pre-emptive strike to restore their own prestige
and funding. Thus, the bellicosity of statements against Syria
increased markedly in March. Shamir accused Assad of striving
for superiority ‘‘under the guise of talk about strategic balance’’
(Israeli Radio, March 2nd). Peres called Assad ‘‘the most
extreme and most serious of Israel’s enemies’’ (Jerusalem Post,
March 12th). Rabin accused Syria of ‘‘encouraging and aiding
terrorism in general’’ and said ‘Israel’ would have to change its
tactics to confront the rise of ‘‘terrorist activity’’ in South
Lebanon (Jerusalem Post, March 11th).

THE COVERT WAR

In view of the many obstacles to a direct military strike on
Syria, a covert war of attrition is probable, especially with the
Reagan Doctrine for encouraging counter-revolutionaries
against ‘third world’ governments that do not do imperialist
bidding.

In line with this, the CIA has been beefed up considerably,
having gained 3,000 additional personnel in the recent period
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(Washington Post, March 31st). Director William Casey has
become a major policy-maker, behind-the-scenes and publicly,
whereas in the past CIA directors rarely made public speeches.
In early April, Casey addressed the main component of the US
Zionist lobby, the American Israeli Public Affairs Committee,
emphasizing Soviet military support to Libya and Syria as a
danger which is squeezing ‘Israel’ and moderate Arab states. He
also spoke openly about CIA-Mossad cooperation in the ‘‘war
on terror’’

The US and ‘Israel’ have utilized the ‘‘counterterrorist’’
campaign to strenghten their own intelligence cooperation and
make it more overt. ‘“The other day, Pentagon officials were
quoted as saying ‘military intelligence support’ had been
offered to Israel for retaliation for Middle East terror’’ (New
York Times, January 7th). During his May visit to ‘Israel’, US
Attorney General Edwin Messe, said that ‘‘there was readiness
for full cooperation in the fields of prevention, in the fields of
current activity and in the field of determining policy’’ (Inter-
national Herald Tribune, May 13th). During his visit to Was-
hington, Rabin made it clear that ‘Israel’ expects international
action against Syria (Guardian, May 10th). Imperialist mea-
sures against Syria have, in fact, been more closely coordinated
since the Tokyo Summit, especially between the US, Britain and
West Germany. Britain, for example, expelled three Syrian
diplomats in May, although they had agreed to waive diplo-
matic immunity to be questioned about the Heathrow bomb.
The Syrian embassy in London specified that the interview be
conducted in the embassy, but the British government rejected
this and instead expelled the diplomats.

THE LONG—TERM STAKES

The so-called war on terror is in reality the current phase of
the imperialist-Zionist attempts to impose their joint hegemony
qQn the entire region. As the 1982 invasion of Lebanon marked
the first phase of the military campaign to impose Camp David,
so the aggression on Libya and the threats to Syria headline the
current phase. The ultimate aim of this military and political
crusade stems from economic and strategic interests - control
over Arab resources, manpower and markets. It is therefore
that Peres proposed a massive aid program for the Middle East,
patterned on the Marshall Plan whereby the US rebuilt capita-
lism in western Europe after World War II.

During his spring visit to Washington, Peres argued that such
a plan would avert impending bankruptcy in ‘‘moderate’’ Arab
countries (Egypt and Jordan in particular) and thus avoid the
instability that might be expected to follow in the region. ¢‘Israel
wants to see the formation of a peace front composed of all
states in the Middle East that, by abjuring force, embrace nego-
tiations as the sole means to resolve their conflicts... Egypt,
Israel and Jordan are the natural initial associates in such a
peace coalition... (Los Angeles Times, April 3rd).

Reagan picked up on the idea for presentation at the Tokyo
Summit, not wanting the US to foot the whole $20-30 billion
cost of such an endeavor. A senior US official explained the US
motivation: ‘“We are looking for an economic framework
because the political framework is broken up...”” (Wall Street
Journal, April 22nd). ¢‘Schultz is strongly committed to the idea
of using economic incentives to regain the initiative in the
Middle East and to convince moderate Arabs that the US still
has l,),road interests in the region that go beyond fighting terro-
rism .

In reality, ‘‘counterterrorism’’ and economic incentives are
two sides of the same plan to enforce the imperialist settlement.
This presupposes undermining the nationalist regimes, espe-
cially Libya and Syria, that possess significant economic or
military power-either toppling them or luring them, under
duress, into accepting the imperialist plans. (One US official
advertised for the ‘“Marshall Plan’’ as a way of offering aid to
Syria!) Thus, the recent attack on Libya and the threats against
Syria are not passing phenomena, but part of the US’s long-
term war to ensure its exploitation and control of the strategic
Middle East region. Success of the ‘‘Marshall Plan’’ in the
Middle East would increase the exploitation of the Arab masses
and rule out restoration of the Palestinian people’s rights.
Countering the imperialist-Zionist plans is thus a major task for
the Arab national liberation moverment, as well as the Palesti-
nian revolution, in the current phase and the future.















No words can completely describe what occurred at that time
and what was growing in the minds of the people, but this is the
least of what can be said of the period following 1948, regarding
the Palestinian people.

How much of a factor was that personal experience
on the West Bank in your decision to take up armed
struggle?

As I mentioned in answering the preceding question, among
the most important issues we thought of at that time was res-
ponding to the armed Zionist terror with armed Palestinian
national struggle. I remember the extent of popular enthusiasm
when I would contact Palestinian villages on the frontlines and
ask people to join the Arab Nationalist Movement and partici-
pate in armed struggle against the occupation. Armed struggle
was number one on the agenda of methods, but there were two
main obstacles that kept it from expanding to the degree that it
reached after 1967. These two obstacles were:

1. The continuous clashes with the Jordanian regime’s
patrols. The regime acted like a security guard for the Zionist
enemy. It pursued and harassed our men politically, psycholo-
gically and security-wise. The Jordanian regime prevented any
national political action directed against ‘Israel’. It prevented
the patriotic parties and forces from engaging in democratic
work among the masses. Moreover, the regime arrested or exe-
cuted anyone suspected of acting against the occupation. It was
to the extent that anyone caught with a sharp knife outside his
house, or with an empty bullet cartridge, was sentenced to as
much as six months in jail and banished to the desert.

2. The lack of means for obtaining or buying weapons. The
people’s bad economic situation made them unable to donate
money for buying arms. The intense surveillance of the Jorda-
nian intelligence service made it difficult to get weapons.

These difficulties, and other less important factors, hindered
the development of armed struggle. Yet they did not prevent the
Palestinian people, or we in the Arab Nationalist Movement,
from adopting armed struggle and continuing to consider it a
primary option for responding to the Zionist invasion of Pales-
tine and the resultant banishment of our people.

More than ever before, we are seeing the state of ‘Israel’ as an
advanced aggressive base for imperialism. This is what the
Zionist movement’s leaders expressed and put into practice
when they established their state on our land. How else could we
view the participation of the state of ‘Israel’ alongside Britain
and France, in the 1956 aggression against Egypt when Nasser
nationalized the Suez Canal? Our understanding of the state of
‘Israel’ and its role gave our armed struggle its pan-Arab and
international dimension, in addition to its Palestinian dimen-
sion. Palestinian armed struggle has become an integral part of
the struggle of the Arab and international liberation movement
against colonialism, imperialism and all forms of racism.

How do you judge Israeli policy in the occupied ter-
ritories since 1967? To what extent have the Israelis
been able to subjugate the people who live there?

The least that can be said about this policy is that it is an
occupation policy. Every person must imagine how a state
behaves towards a people when it is occupying their land and
attempting to subordinate them by force and violence.
Moreover, the Israeli occupation of Palestinian land has no
match in recent human history... Successive Israeli governments
have applied specific plans to uproot the Palestinian people
from their land, bringing new Zionist immigrants to replace
them, whereas the Palestinian people are the ones with the
natural and historic right to the land of Palestine.

Before the founding of the state of ‘Israel’, Jews owned only
6% of the land of Palestine, despite all the methods employed
by the Zionist movement to attain land... But what is the current
reality and how did it come about? The March 2, 1986 edition of
the Jerusalem Post published a detailed article on areport by the
Hagana’s military intelligence department, dated June 30,
1948, that was discovered in the private papers of the historian
Aharon Cohen, a leading member of Mapam. The report con-
firmed that the Zionist organizations - Hagana, Irgun Zvai
Leumi (Etzel) and Lohamei Herut Yisrael (Lehi) had staged
military operations against the Palestinian Arabs that resulted

in forcing the inhabitants of more than 250 cities and villages to
flee from their homes and land, from April 21, 1948, until the
end of the same year. This means that one million Palestinians
were forced to leave their land.

We are always hearing voices from inside the Israeli govern-
ment and Knesset, calling for expelling the Palestinians... but
‘Israel’ will not implement the goal of uprooting the Palestinian
people from their land in one phase, for several reasons, mainly:
(1) “Israel’ needs to use the Palestinian Arab citizens as cheap
labor, to fill a significant portion of jobs in industry, agriculture
and the service sector, that are considered degrading in the Zio-
nist society. This gives ‘Israel’ the opportunity to send the
Jewish working force - that is freed from this labor by Palesti-
nian workers - to the war front against neighboring Arab coun-
tries, in order to achieve the Israelis rulers’ aims of expansion
and occupying new Arab land. (2) The gradual expulsion of the
Palestinians enables ‘Israel’ to avoid the political problems and
negative publicity that could be raised by public opinion if it
were to expell them all at once. (3) The gradual expulsion of the
Palestinians lessens the intensity of the Arab response to this
criminal action. This enables the Israeli government to absorb
the results, as they think.

There is consensus among the Zionists on the policy of gra-
dually expelling the Palestinians from their homeland, but there
are differences among the Zionist groups in ‘Israel’ as to the
method that should be used. On this particular issue the Zionists
are divided into two main categories: (1) One section that calls
for massive expulsion all at once, regardless of the conse-
quences. One of those who expresses this view most clearly is the
extreme racist Rabbi Meir Kahane, who enjoys support from
11% of the Jewish electorate according to Israeli opinion polls.
Another is Ariel Sharon, former defense minister, war criminal
and architect of the Sabra-Shatila massacre. (2) The other sec-
tion calls for gradual expulsion in order to avoid the negative
consequences of immediate mass expulsion. This group argues
that the goal of a pure Jewish state can wait for some time
before being fully achieved. Most known for expressing this
opinion clearly is the Labor Alignment, led by the Labor Party.

Nevertheless, the Zionist leadership did not refrain from using
the most repulsive methods for pressuring Palestinian citizens to
leave their homes. Most prominent among the methods used by
the Zionists to achieve this goal are the following:

1. The policy of land confiscation and settlement: The Zionist
enemy has confiscated over 40% of the Palestinian land occu-
pied in 1967. This is according to the most optimistic figures;
some reports indicate that 50% of this land has been confis-
cated. The Zionist enemy has established approximately 200
settlements on this land under various military and non-military
pretexts.

2. The use of oppressive and terrorist methods: From the day
the West Bank and Gaza Strip were occupied, the occupation
authorities have acted in flagrant disregard of all international
and humanitarian laws. They have practiced the harshest mass
oppression and terror against our people. From the first day of
the occupation, they initiated arrest campaigns whereby, to
date, approximately 30% of the population under occupation
has been detained at least once. This figure includes 1200
women and girls. In addition, the occupation authorities prac-
tice collective punishment, assembling citizens, including
women, children and elderly, and holding them in one spot for
long hours, under the worst conditions.

I would like to give an example of the way the Zionists treat
our people under occupation, as was reported on January 10,
1986, by Hadashot newspaper. The judge of Peta Tikvah was
looking into the case of one Palestinian Arab citizen who
refused to sell his land to an Israeli. The judge said: «We can kill
this Arab, and then there will be no one to oppose.» This is how
the Zionists think, and these are the Zionist men of «law and
justice»...

But did ‘Israel’ succeed? The answer to this question can be
found immediately by anyone who is interested in knowing. The
brave resistance of our people against the Zionist hangmen has
gained the respect and recognition of the world. Our masses
have confronted all the schemes and policies of the Zionist
enemy. In many struggles, our masses were able to achieve tan-
gible victories, despite the occupation’s arrogance and bruta-
lity. In confronting the policy of land confiscation and
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settlement-building, the Committees for the Defense of the
Land were formed, as a broad framework for all social groups
ready to struggle against the enemy and its policies in this field.
Through their broad uprisings, our masses were able to force the
Zionist enemy to refrain from establishing the Elon Moreh sett-
lement on the chosen site near Nablus, although the enemy did
not cancell the idea of building it.

Another case is the defense of the Jerusalem District Electric
Company, the largest Palestinian national institution in the
occupied land, when the Zionist authorities attempted to take
over some of its concessions. Our masses, first and foremost the
workers of the company, achieved a political and moral victory
in this battle which is still going on.

Our masses in the occupied land have shown heroic resis-
tance, confronting the Zionist authorities’ deportations of
Palestinian national leaders and activitists, despite the enemy’s
forceful continuation of this policy in flagrant disregard for
international law. Our masses have been able to reverse some of
the deportation orders, foiling for example the decision to
deport Bassam Shakaa, the legitimate elected mayor of Nablus.

In line with confronting the occupation, our militants in the
Zionist prisons are continuously struggling against the enemy’s
measures to liquidate them physically and kill their spirit. There
are many examples of the prisoners’ steadfastness and confron-
tation of the occupation. The most significant was the hunger
strike in Nafha prison which lasted over five weeks.

I have mentioned some examples to indicate that the enemy
will not succeed in subordinating a people who are determined
to free themselves from occupation and exercise their national
identity by establishing an independent state where they rule
themselves. The leaders of ‘Israel’ themselves have begun
openly admitting that their methods did not succeed in subor-
dinating the Palestinian people under occupation. Zionist
figures indicate that there were 1224 operations against Israeli
military targets in 1985. These are constantly on the rise, in
addition to other forms of ongoing resistance.

What is your position on armed struggle within the
territories? Is it the right of all Palestinians to resist
the occupation by whatever means? In your view,
should the armed struggle be waged outside the ter-
ritories any longer?

Our position on armed struggle is the natural position of a
people whose land is subject to invasion and occupation. Our
position on armed struggle against the Zionist invasion and
occupation, is the same as that of the European peoples during
the Nazi occupation of their countries. It is the same position as
that of the Vietnamese people vis-a-vis the US invasion of
Vietnam. It accords with the position of the United Nations
which gave the right to those peoples who are subject to invasion
and occupation, to struggle by all means, including armed
struggle.

We are a peace-loving people. We love freedom; and we know
that the price for peace and freedom is very high, especially as
we are facing an invader like Zionism which is supported by the
strongest imperialist power in history. We distinguish
clearly between Israeli civilian targets and military
targets, in contrast to what the enemy forces are doing
against our people inside and outside occupied Palestine. Didn’t
the Zionist occupiers commit a mass poisoning against our
people in 1983, in occupied Palestine? Didn’t the Zionist enemy
commit a horrible massacre against unarmed Palestinians in the
Sabra and Shatila camps, after we left Beirut in 1982? Don’t the
Zionist settlers attack our people daily in the West Bank and
Gaza Strip, using all methods of terror? It is the Zionist enemy
that does not distinguish between civilian and military targets.
The Zionist enemy is the one commiting massacres and breaking
international law.

Having said this, I confirm that our right to confront Israeli
occupation does not differ from the right of any people to con-
front any foreign occupation. The methods which we use do not
differ from the methods used by the different peoples of the
world confronting occupation.

As for armed struggle from outside the occupied territories, I
can compare it with the resistance of the Algerian people against
the French occupation, from areas outside French control in
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Tunisia and Morocco. We can compare it with the Vietnamese
resistance against the US intervention, from outside what was
called South Vietnam.

If that was the case, then our people have the right, just like
other people of the world, to struggle against occupation from
within and beyond the occupation lines. This is especially so in
view of the feeling of the Palestinians living in the Arab coun-
tries surrounding Palestine, that Palestine is their usurped
homeland, that the people under occupation are their people
whom they have the duty to support in confronting the occupa-
tion and freeing them from its control. This is the role of the
armed struggle from outside Palestine. It is one of supporting
our people under occupation to help them get rid of the occupa-
tion. It is the right of any people’s liberation struggle seeking the
restoration of national rights, as stated in UN resolutions and
international law. It is the right of the Palestinian people until
our occupied land is liberated and an independent Palestinian
state established there.

How should the people of the occupied territories
view the disunity and conflict of the past years
within the ranks of the Palestinian leadership? What
would you say to those in the occupied territories
who despair of their leaders coming together, who
feel that their cause is weakened by infighting?

The Palestinian people rallied around the Palestinian revolu-
tion and the PLO with its national platform and the programs of
the legitimate Palestinian National Council sessions, which
represent a consensus among the different resistance organiza-
tions. On this basis, the revolution and the PLO received
popular and official support on the Palestinian, Arab and
international levels.

In the light of this, the departure of Yasir Arafat and his fol-
lowers in Fatah’s Central Committee from the national plat-
form and the consensus resolutions adopted by the PNC, prior
to the 17th session, damaged the Palestinian cause and the
PLO’s unity. This departure, and its organizational conse-
quences had the worst effect on the morale of our people. It also
damaged the political, diplomatic and militant gains of our
people.

Look, for example, at the recent calls of King Hussein for the
Palestinian people to choose a substitute leadership for the
PLO. He is constantly calling into question the legitimacy of the
PLO’s representation of the Palestinian people. King Hussein
would not have dared to do so, were it not for the agreement he
signed with Yasir Arafat on February 11, 1985. That sinister
agreement included a concession by Arafat, that compromised
the right of the Palestinian people to establish an independent
state, instead positing a confederate state with Jordan. That
agreement also compromises the PLO’s right to be the sole,
legitimate representative of the Palestinian people at any inter-
national conference or forum that would discuss the Palestinian
cause.

King Hussein, the Zionist leadership and the US administra-
tion are trying to exploit the current weakness of the PLO,
which resulted from the policy pursued by Arafat beginning in
1982, and especially after the signing of the February 11th
agreement. The enemy forces began a carefully planned and
organized campaign, aiming to plant despair in the minds of our
people, to get them to question the national struggle and its use-
fulness. This reacheg such an extreme that King Hussein
equated the Palestinian struggle with the Zionist terror, and
asked Arafat to condemn armed struggle. Arafat responded to
this and announced, in Cairo, that he condemns armed actions
outside the occupied territories. ,

In order to prevent our people’s enemies from benefitting
from the PLO’s current weakness, we in the PFLP have con-
stantly called for adherence to the national platform and the
resolutions of the legitimate PNC sessions, the last of which was
the 16th session held in Algiers. We consider that this possibility
is conditional on cancellation of the February 11th agreement
by Fatah’s Central Committee. We have also said that safe-
guarding the PLO from the present dangers and the conspiracies
planned for it, requires a serious review of the previous course
of the PLO. It requires reinstating a political and organizational






The Palestinian Working Class

Under Occupation

This is the conclusion of the article begun in Democratic Palestine
No. 16, which gave an overview of the Palestinian working class and
unionization, then focused on Zionism’s institutionalized discrimina-
tion against Palestinian workers who are considered Israeli citizens.
Below we address the situation of Palestinians from the West Bank
and Gaza Strip, working in the Zionist state, who are hardest hit by the

€CONnomic crisis.

As many as 100,000 workers from
the 1967 occupied territories today
commute to unskilled or semiskilled
jobs in ‘Israel’. Of those who are regis-
tered with the Israeli employment
office, the greatest numbers work in
industry and construction, followed by
services and then agriculture. «Israel is
dependent to a considerable degree on
Palestinian workers in the construction
and agricultural sectors. By 1982, a
third of the legally hired workers in each
of these sectors were Palestinians from
the territories. Workers without a
permit increase the proportion of
Palestinians still further - to as much as
60% of the total labor force for the
construction sector» Joost R. Hilter-
mann, «The Emerging Trade Union
Movement in the West Bank», Merip
Reports, Nos. 136/137, October-
December 1985).

The dominant fact about the forma-
tion of the working class in the 1967
occupied territories, is that its growth
was paralleled by a decline in local
industry and economy in general. This
situation is a direct result of the Zionist
occupation and its intertwined political
and economic motives. The Zionists
worked systematically to destroy the
Palestinian national economy in order
to deprive the population under occu-
pation of any material base for indepen-
dence. At the same time, this boosted
the Israeli economy enormously by
turning West Bank and Gaza Palesti-
nians into a captive market for Israeli
products and a cheap labor reserve for
Israeli industry. Palestinian industry
declined due to restrictions imposed by
the occupation authorities, and inability
to compete with the products of heavily
subsidised Israeli industry. Before the
occupation, industry accounted for
8.7% of gross national product in the
West Bank and Gaza Strip. By 1983, this
had dropped to 6.7% (Al Fajr, May 20,
1983).

In the West Bank, land confiscation
and depriving Palestinian farmers
of water resources played a main
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role in pushing people to work
in ‘Israel’. Right after the occupa-
tion, 45% of the active West Bank labor
force was employed in agriculture. By
1980, only 26% were, while only 15%
were employed in local industry. Forty
per cent were employed in ‘Israel’ and
10% in Israeli projects in the West
Bank. (Sarah Graham Brown, «Report
from the Occupied Territories» Merip
Reports No. 115, June 1983). The
majority of those working in Zionist
enterprises are from the refugee camps
or rural areas. They are those most
dramatically dispossessed of land and
other means of livelihood.

Gaza industry can only absorb about
20% of the Strip’s current labor force
(Al Fajr, October 4, 1985). As of 1983,
the Israeli Labor Ministry estimated
that 34,000 Gaza Strip residents (43 % of
the work force) had jobs in ‘Israel’;
12,000 had work permits, while 22,000
worked illegally but received their wages
through Israeli labor exchanges. At least
800 were day laborers - men, women and
children who line up in the slave markets
to try for a day’s work (Al Fajr, May 20,
1983).

Most residents of the 1967 occupied
territories who commute to work in
‘Israel’ are forbidden to stay overnight.
Yet many do so anyway, to avoid the
erosion of their wages by transportation
costs. Those who commute daily must
leave their homes well before dawn and
may not return much before midnight.
Even those who work without a permit
must pay Israeli taxes and fees for social
security and health insurance - benefits
which they cannot cash in on, though
they may take 40% of their wages
(Joost, op. cit.). For those who are
registered, «the Employment Service...
deducts both income taxes (at higher
effective rates than Israelis pay) and
worker and employer contributions to
the standard state and private social
security schemes» (Jerusalem Post,
January 7, 1986). The same article
points out that minimum wage stan-
dards are not honored in overtime for

Arab workers, terming this «legal
employment for illegal wages.»

Another less visible form of superex-
ploitation is found in the Israeli use of
Palestinian labor, especially that of
women, through subcontracting and
cottage industries. Many large Israeli
companies have opened branches in the
towns and villages of the 1967 occupied
territories, and in the Galilee. Here
women do sewing, handwork or other
manual labor at way below standard
wages. The Palestinian women who
work in ‘Israel’ itself are confined to
sewing, tinning, conversion and packa-
ging industries, which are lowest on the
pay scale. Even there, they earn half that
of Jewish women doing the same work.
In addition, the Jewish women workers
work shorter hours and are eligible for
bonuses.

UNDISGUISED

EXPLOITATION

The Israelis often boast that Palesti-
nians earn higher wages in ‘Israel’ than
they would in the territories. At face
value, this is true since the occupation’s
strangulation of local industry prevents
Palestinian employers from giving suf-
ficient wages, even if they might want
to. However, a few facts about how the
Israeli economic crisis hits workers from
the territories gives a clearer picture of
the Israeli exploitation of Palestinian
labor.

The Israeli economic crisis has been
pushed most violently onto the backs of
West Bank and Gaza Palestinians.
Workers from the 1967 occupied terri-
tories are seldom classified according to
standard job descriptions by Israeli
enterprises. Besides depressing their
wages, this excludes them from being
considered permanent employees. They
receive no sick, vacation or unemploy-
ment payments. These factors combined
mean that they are the first to be fired,
without the Israeli economy paying a
cent to cushion the blow. They can also
be shuffled around into different jobs as
best suits Israeli efforts to overcome the
economic crisis, by further depressing
wages, etc.

Israeli Employment Minister Moshe
Katzav confirmed in January 1985, that
Palestinians from the occupied territo-
ries do not receive unemployment bene-
fits despite wage deductions for unem-
ployment insurance. In fact, these taxes
are passed on to the occupied territories
«development fundy, i.e., reserved for
Jewish settlers. The Minister was also
forthright in saying that these workers






Unquestionable Alliance

The article below begins a study on the US-Israeli relationship and the role of the Zionist state in the
Middle East, which we plan to continue in subsequent issues of Democratic Palestine. This first installment
concentrates on the US’s intervention in the Israeli economy and how this will affect the role of ‘Israel’ in the

future.

Political Zionism and the international Zionist organization
emerged as a «direct result of the struggle of the Jewish bour-
geoisie to expand its influence in the capitalist countries inter-
nationally.» 1 This occurred around the turn of the century with
the development of capitalism into imperialism. It is, therefore,
not surprising that Zionism and imperialism should find
common grounds to serve and expand their individual aspira-
tions, throughout the various stages of history. Zionism has
always been an active participant in various imperialist activi-
ties. «The history of Zionism from the moment of its emergence
up till this day is inseparable from the history of imperialism,
from major imperialist policies, from the changes experienced
by imperialism as a whole, as a political, economic and social
system.»2 Thus, the continued assertations of US politicians on
the strategic importance of ‘Israel’ - coated with statements
about ‘moral obligations’ to Jews - are nothing earthshakingly
new.

When the US replaced Europe as the leading imperialist
power after World War II, it was not surprising that Zionism
shifted its main allegiance to the US as well, in order to survive.
The US itself was only too aware of the significance of having a
base in a region which contained half the oil reserves of the
world. It also realized the Zionist state’s significance as a
doorway to markets which could accomodate the expansion of
imperialist producers. No less important is the US need of a
reliable base from which to strike at progressive movements in
the region, whose rising influence poses a threat to imperialist
dominance.

NO.1ALLY,BUT...

US aid and involvement with the Zionist entity grew as a result
of the expansion of imperialist interests in the Middle East as the
years passed. The US left no room for doubt that ‘Israel’ was its
number one ally. This fact has been seen not only in the astro-
nomical amounts of aid, but in the more significant fact that,
most recently, all aid is to be in the form of grants. The Zionists
now receive one-third of all US foreign aid. On an annual per-
capita basis, this amounts to $1000 per Israeli. The closest
country after that was Oman with $61 per - capita, then Egypt
with $55 and Lebanon with $7. In contrast, US ‘aid’ for Pales-
tinians of the West Bank ($7 per capita) was not only miniscule,
but also subject to a maze of restrictions set up by the Zionist
legal network which retains the right to withhold this aid.

Although the US has many stooges to promote and protect its
interests in the region, none of these regimes are as dependent on
the US for their very existence as is the Zionist entity. This
should not, however, be interpreted that ‘Israel’ is in a «your
wish is my command» position. Zionist leaders wield a relati-
vely heavy club, for they know full well the significance of the
role they play with respect to US imperialist interests. «The US
is dealing with us with a weak hand because we both know that if
we are in trouble they will help us,» said an Israeli official. «We
know it. They know it. And they make no bones about it.»3 True
the US is willing to allow the Zionist entity a margin of freedom
considerably broader than any other ally. However, in the light
of the acute Israeli economic crisis, which the US views as
endangering its own national and international interests, the US
make no bones about showing the Zionists where to toe the line.

A massive campaign of US intervention in the Israeli eco-
nomy took place between 1983 and 1986, and is still going on.
US quarters are questioning whether the influx of dollars to
‘Israel’ could do anything more than simply put off economic
reckoning, making remedies more complex if not impossible.
Thus, for the «first time (the US administration) has found it
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necessary to place economic conditions on its aid--- despite the
special relationship» with the Zionist entity. The US adminis-
tration and media underscored over and over that US aid is seen
as «necessary to meet growing security threats in key areas such
as the Middle East,» that «it is not unusual for the Israeli aid
figure to be increased some annually by the administration and
nudged up by the Congress.» However, the leap being dicussed’
for FY 1986 is 86%. (For 1985, aid was $2.6 billion; for 1986, it
is $4.56). Thus, the «Israeli increase will receive considerable
scrutiny».4

Pushing along these lines are statements made by well-placed
officials like Samuel Lewis, former ambassador to ‘Israel’: «I
do not take pride or pleasure in the fact that we will undoub-
tedly be giving more (aid to ‘Israel’) next year.» In other words,
although there is no threat that aid will be denied the Zionists,
the same aid is now to assume a definite role reversal which is
perceived by both partners as ‘buying Israel’ and not ‘selling it’.
This new role of aid is reflected in phrases like «aid is aid and
business is business» or «we would rather give (Israel) business
assistance than economic aid.» The stress is on working towards
long-term economic gains which would have a more lasting and
effective influence, rather than pumping in aid with fleeting
political and economic effects.

Even foreign banking circles have expressed increasing
doubts as to the future of ‘Israel’ and how effective doling out
aid is in keeping this state alive. One senior banker said that
foreign bankers were treating ‘Israel’ cautiously and were likely
to do so even if extra aid came from the US. «What we are con-
cerned with,» he said, «is where the economy here is headed, not
whether it can survive,» i.e., more aid in itself will not guarantee
‘Israel’ better access to foreign bank loans. Some top US banks
are thinking of opening branches in ‘Israel’ to reestablish its
shaky credibility in the world financial market, according to
‘Voice of Israel’ radio, July 1985.

AID FOR STRUCTURAL CHANGE

In the past, economic and monetary problems were solved
between the US and ‘Israel’ by one or more of the following
methods: rescheduling debt payments; cancelling or waiving
payments for certain years; postponing payments, cancelling all
or part of the debt, or simply providing the Zionist entity with
cash to make payments.

The 1983-4 Israeli economic crisis showed the adverse effects
of these solutions and how they have caught up with the
US-Zionist partners. This pressed upon them the necessity of
taking more drastic measures than in the past - measures that
would result in doubling unemployment and reducing wages to
the 1982 level. Although the US went out of its way to stress that
‘Israel’ would have to pull itself out of its own mess, well-placed
administration officials did not rule out the possibility of
extending help when needed. This help was the code name for
the millions in aid being allotted to achieve structural reforms
without «massive unemployment (which) would weaken Israel’s
strained social fabric.»3

Thus, $3 billion in military and economic aid for 1986 was
approved, although US government loans extended for other
purposes were halted until ‘Israel’ could register progress in
some or all of the following areas: (a) elimination of all
government subsidies, including export subsidies; (b) unifica-
tion of effective protection rates; (c) elimination of all anti-
competitive government regulation; (d) denationalization of the
Israeli capital market and particularly the elimination of
‘directed’ and ‘earmarked’ government credit; (e) reform of
labor legislation allowing increased labor mobility; (f) selling






export of industrial goods to the US, capital investment, trade
with Africa and Europe, sale of government-owned companies,
special projects, legislation and tourism.

The difference between IO and previous campaigns to boost
investment in ‘Israel’ is the influence in the business world
enjoyed by the 85 members of the I0’s North American and
international task forces. According to US economics expert
Stanley Fischer, «This is a high-powered group that can get
things done.» Special attention is now being focused on tourism
because it is the only sector which can achieve high returns in a
relatively short period, not to mention its being one of the
world’s fastest growing industries, second only to petroleum. It
is hoped that tourism will add $1 billion a year to the income side
of the Israeli balance of payments, and that the recent 30% drop
in tourism will be made up.

No less active were the teams from the IMF, AID and the
US-Israeli Joint Economic Development Group. The general
guideline for these teams was summarized by US Assistant
Secretary for Near Eastern and South Asian Affairs, Richard
W. Murphy: «The US and Israel accept the principle that addi-
tional extraordinary US economic assistance would only serve a
useful purpose in the context of a comprehensive Israeli eco-
nomic reform program.»?’

Besides the ventures mentioned above, there are other joint
ventures that herald a much higher and more significant degree
of integration between the US and Israeli economic systems.
Chief among these are the FTA and the Strategic Defense Initia-
tive (SDI), better known as Star Wars. Suffice it to say that an
overhaul of the Israeli economic system is required to lay the
groundwork for a high-tech base if such ambitious programs
are to be implemented. «Science and technology are not merely
one aspect of our economic life. Rather the whole country must
be based on them,» asserted the Jerusalem Post on April 24,
1985.

PACKAGE DEALS IN ACTION

The past few years, Zionist economic policy has vacillated
from attacking inflation to stimulating exports. However, up
till now no policy has been found for successfully reducing
inflation and improving the balance of payments simulta-
neously. The 1973 war was followed by 8 years of increase in
economic growth, averaging 9-10%. However, by 1984, the
growth rate was zero. Without economic reforms, inflation
would stay at 900-1000% levels. Realizing they had a national
emergency on their hands, the Zionist leadership was left with
no choice but to implement reforms, prompted by the barrage
of economic initiatives, plans and new historic agreements, and
cushioned by the $1.5 billion injection of emergency aid. By
mid-1985, the wheels of the austerity program has begun to
turn. Kicking up a fuss once in a while but eventually buckling
under, the Zionist authorities began their eight-month austerity
program. This program was characterized by devaluation of the
shekel and «dismantling Israel’s pervasive indexation system,»
according to an AID report. Subsidies for basic foodstuffs and
transport were reduced; subsidies on gasoline and other petro-
leum products were eliminated; taxes were raised and new ones
levied; higher charges for government services, including elec-
tricity, post, medical care and higher education, were imposed.
These measures were expected to save $200 million in foreign
currency, and yield about $300 million in new taxes and levies.

Moreover, a new law is going through the Israeli parliament
that will make it an offense punishable by loss of job or pension,
for public employees, including ministers, to exceed budget
allotments. In April 1986, an official report called for the resigna-
tion of the heads of the Israeli Central Bank and four big com-
mercial banks, because of their part in the 1983 stock market
collapse - a calamity which contributed significantly to the
1983-4 economic slump, escalating the prevailing 500% infla-
tion rate. A second law is to give independence to the Central
Bank in establishing the overall monetary policy. This will allow
the bank to refuse government requests to print money to cover
government deficits.
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The shekel was devaluated. This caused the cost of imports to
rise, but lowered the price of Israeli exports abroad. There was a
33% reduction in the monthly cost-of-living increment paid to
workers to compensate for inflation, according to indexation
which links wages to prices. These payments now cover only
about half the rise in the cost of living. Government hiring has
been frozen. Some 15,000 government jobs are being elimi-
nated, and new purchases of goods and services were frozen for
six months. These reforms are aimed at achieving a growth rate
of 6-7%, stimulated by a 10% annual increase in exports, espe-
cially of high-tech goods, via the unique FTA.

By April 1985, the unemployment rate had jumped to 7.4%,
i.e., 92,000 jobless. Although assurances poured forth in the
press that this situation was temporary, this did not eliminate
fears of social unrest or mass emigration from the country, as
happened in 1980, the last time unemployment rose. Imple-
mentation of the measures designed to save the Zionist entity
from an economic disaster was beginning to have side effects.

According to provisional figures released on March 17th by the Cen-
tral Statistics Office, 19,000 Israelis emigrated from the country in 1985
- 12% more than in 1984 (17,000). According to the New York Times,
January 7th, «Immigration to Israel last year fell to its lowest point
since the country was founded in 1948... Only 11,298 immigrants
arrived in Israel in 1985, a 41% drop from 1948, when 19,230 immi-
grants arrived...» These figures include the approximately 10,000
Ethiopian Jews brought in the secret airlift from Sudan.

This was the reason for Peres’ objection to devaluating the
shekel in May 1985 and to further reducing indexation prior to
cancelling it: ““Who says that curing the economic situation jus-
tifies worsening the social situation?’’ This not only signalled an
adverse social situation, but was meant to push for a more gra-
dualist approach to implementing economic reforms. The US
adopted a benevolent attitude, but was not really reassured of
the effectiveness of such an approach. ‘‘Adoption of the gra-
dual program was a fact of life the US administration had to
accept,’’ said a State Department official. The US came through
with aid and gave the Zionist leadership a free hand to imple-
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Palestinian Youth Organization

The first general congress of the
Palestinian Youth Organization was
held from April 25th to 28th. The con-
gress was the culmination of the con-
gresses of all the PYO units, commissa-
riats and branches. Delegates from the
branches in Syria and Lebanon, as well
as branches abroad, participated.

The PYO invited several Palestinian,
Arab and international youth organiza-
tions to the opening session. Doctor
George Habash, General Secretary, and
several other leaders of the PFLP, were
present. The following delivered spee-
ches during the opening session: The
Central Preparatory Committee of the
PYO; The General Secretary of the

Egyptian Democratic Youth Union; a.

Central Committee member of the
Palestinian Communist Youth Union;
PFLP Politbureau member, Abdul
Raheem Mallouh. In addition, tele-
grams were received from different
Palestinian, Arab and international
youth organizations.

FINAL STATEMENT OF THE
FIRST GENERAL PYO
CONGRESS

The first general congress of the
Palestinian Youth Organization (PYO)
was held, under the slogan: «Consoli-
dating the stuggle of the PYO in order
to:

- preserve the PLO as the sole, legiti-
mate representative of the Palestinian
people;

- achieve the national rights of our
people, first and foremost their rights to
return, self-determination and the
establishment of an independent state;
and

- unite Palestinian youth in a demo-
cratic youth union.»

The convening of the first congress of
the PYO constitutes an important, qua-
litative step towards recruiting the
Palestinian youth and uniting their
national militant efforts. It is also the
culmination of the various congresses of
the PYO branches.

The congress discussed and approved
the central preparatory committee’s
various reports, and their evaluation of
the past period. The congress also dis-
cussed, amended and then approved the
internal rules of the PYO. In addition, a
number of research papers and studies
were approved for publication. The
studies dealt with the development of
the Palestinian youth movement, the
situation of our youth in the occupied
territories, and the ideological brain-
washing and distortion of nationalism,
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which is enacted against our youth by
imperialism and reactionary forces.

The congress highly evaluated the role
of our youth in the occupied territories
in the struggle against the Zionist and
reactionary plans. It called for giving all
forms of support to consolidate their
struggle. The congress studied the rea-
lity of the dispersion of our Palestinian
youth and their various organizations.
It concluded the discussion by reaffir-
ming the significance of uniting the
Palestinian youth in one democratic
youth union. One of the main tasks for
the PYO’s newly elected general secre-
tariat is to launch a broad campaign to
activate dialogue among the different
Palestinian youth organizations in order
to facilitate the process of mobilizing all
the Palestinian youth and uniting their
organization. This process is the youth’s
active contribution to the struggle to
restore the unity of the PLO on a
national basis, with firm struggle
against imperialism, Zionism and all
capitulationists. It is also the PYO’s
duty to motivate the PLO leadership to
continue support to our people’s
struggle for achieving their national
rights to return, self-determination and
the establishment of an independent
state on their land.

One of the congress sessions reviewed
the situation of the Arab youth move-
ment, its common interests and con-
cerns. The role of Arab youth was
highly evaluated. Various recommen-
dations and resolutions were considered
for improving relations with the Arab
Youth Union, to enable our youth
organization to participate in defending
the just cause of the Arab people.

A great deal of emphasis was put on
the significance of improving relations
with all democratic Arab youth unions
and organizations.

The congress also reviewed the role of
the democratic youth movément on the
international democratic youth move-
ment on the international level. The role
of the international democratic youth
organizations was highly evaluated in
terms of solidarity with all the peoples
struggling for liberation. The congress
also emphasized the importance of
establishing broad bilateral relations
with the communist youth unions in the
socialist community.

On the political level, the congress
discussed the difficult situation of the
Arab world in general and the Palesti-
nian cause in particular. On the Pales-
tinian level, it was concluded that it is
important at this stage to mitigate the
severe splits from which the Palestinian

cause is suffering, in order to protect the
significant achievements of the past
twenty years of struggle, and to main-
tain the PLO as the sole, legitimate
representative of the Palestinian people.
The congress viewed the official PLO
leadership’s collaboration with the
imperialist, Zionist and reactionary
plans as the main threat to the Palesti-
nian cause. Furthermore, the Arafat-
Hussein agreement signed on February
11, 1985, was the first step towards
complete involvement in the liquida-
tionist settlement. This agreement
entails a series of dangerous concessions
which aim at the total liauidation of the
Palestinian cause.

In his speech, King Hussein decided
that all political coordination with the
leadership of the PLO had come to a
halt. Yet he emphasized his commitment
to the agreement as the basis for any
future political moves. The king’s
speech exposed the real intentions of the
imperialist, Zionist and reactionary
forces that are pushing for the agree-
ment. The present PLO leadership’s
adherence to this agreement, on the
other hand, only proves its unwilling-
ness to seriously review its policies and
withdraw from the agreement.

The congress called upon the Palesti-
nian youth, the various youth organiza-
tions and all the Palestinian democratic,
progressive and national factions, to
struggle to foil the Amman agreement
and restore the unity of the PLO as the
sole, legitimate representative of the
Palestinian people, based on adherence
to the national program, a firm political
stance against imperialism and Zionism
and their plans, and total democratic
reform in the structure of the PLO and
its institutions. Cancellation of the
Amman agreement and restoration of
the PLO’s unity on the basis of the
national program, are two current
tasks. Achieving them would contribute
to the support and consolidation of the
struggle of our people in the occupied
territories. It would strengthen their
ranks in the face of Zionism’s fascist
practices, its attempts to create substi-
tutes for the PLO and its plans of ‘civil’
administration and ‘autonomy’ in coo-
peration with the Jordanian regime. The
unity of our people and their national
forces is the guarantee for the continua-
tion of the revolution and retrieving our
people’s rights to return, self-
determination and the establishment of
anindependent state.

It was also noted during the congress
that despite the defeat suffered by
imperialism, Zionism and Arab reaction



when the May 17th agreement was
foiled, these forces continue to try and
implement their plans to ‘Zionize’
Lebanon, hinder its democratic deve-
lopment and national independence.
The enemy camp stands united against a
nationalist Lebanon. This requires that
the nationalist Palestinian-Syrian-
Lebanese alliance be strengthened in
order to be able to defeat the enemy
plans.

The congress stresses the necessity of
developing this alliance, and preserving
the social rights of the Palestinian
people and guaranteeing their security.
It also stresses the necessity of enabling
the Palestinian revolution to play its
role in: (1) Fighting the Zionist enemy
from Lebanese soil, alongside the
Lebanese nationalist; and (2) protecting
the masses from all attacks.

On the Arab level, the congress noted
the deteriorating conditions in the Arab
ranks and that the political initiative has
now shifted to Arab reaction. The con-
gress calls for solidifying the ranks of
the progressive nationalist Arab forces
and uniting their efforts against impe-
rialism, Zionism and reaction.

The congress calls on democratic
Arab youth organizations, as well as all
progressive youth organizations, to

intensify their mutual cooperation.
These organizations should increase
their militant efforts in order to enforce
democratic freedoms in Arab countries,
and multiply the forms of solidarity
with the popular movements striving to
develop the conditions for a mass
resurgence in the Arab region.

On the international level, the con-
gress stressed that imperialism, led by
the US, continuously strives to escalate
tension, pushing the world to the verge
of a destructive nuclear war. US impe-
rialism has taken a negative stance
towards all the initiatives proposed by
the Soviet Union for easing interna-
tional tension and limiting nuclear arms
deployment, as a first step towards eli-
minating them. Despite these initiatives,
the US has continued nuclear testing and
moreover spread the nuclear arms race
into space. The PYO totally supports
the peace initiatives of the Soviet Union
and calls on all international democratic
youth organizations and unions to stand
against US imperialism’s aggressive
plans and policies. The PYO congress
also notes imperialism’s violation of the
people’s rights and sovereignty, trying
to impose its domination. US imperia-
lism has become an internationa! terro-
rist force as seen in its direct interven-

tion in Nicaragua’s internal affairs, its
support of counterrevolutionaries in
Afghanistan and all fascist regimes and
dictatorships, its brutal attacks on
Libya, and its threats against Syria and
the Palestinian revolution. All this
serves to emphasize the fascist aspect of
US imperialism in this period.

The first congress of the PYO
strongly denounces the brutal US attack
on Libya, and calls for a broad cam-
paign of solidarity with the heroic
Libyan people. It calls on the Arab
youth, and youth around the world, to
take a firm stand against US imperia-
lism’s aggressive policies which show
the new fascist tendency on the interna-
tional level.

The first general congress of the PYO
members will be persistant militants
working to restore the PLO’s unity,
opposed to Zionism and imperialism.
They will work as unifying elements in
the Palestinian youth movement until a
united democratic youth union is esta-
blished. The congress also pledges to
serve as a bridge of friendship between
all Arab and international democratic
youth organizations.

Damascus, April 28, 1986 °

Arab Trade Unions

Repressed

The International Union for Arab Workers’ Trade Unions Exposes
the Role of the Regimes in Violating Union Freedom and Harassing

Militant Leaders.

The General Secretariat of the Inter-
national Union for Arab Workers’
Trade Unions distributed a document to
international, Arab and local trade
unions. The document included a brief-
ing on the continuous violations of the
rights and freedoms of the trade unions
in the Arab countries. These violations
have reached the point of direct sup-
pression of the unions’ every move,
imprisonment of their leaders and con-
fiscation of their possessions. This is an
outright violation of all the agreements
that the governments of these countries
have previously signed. The General
Secretariat called upon all trade unions
to support its struggle to confront these
violations and guarantee the rights of
the Arab working class. Following is the
text of the document:

The trade unions are going through a
difficult stage, characterized by the
authorities’ increasing interference in
union affairs, and setbacks for trade
union freedom and rights. During the

past few years of dealing with the Arab
Labor Organization, a fall in the level of
cooperation was noted. The reactionary
governments’ agents are continously
trying to eliminate the workers’ achie-
vements by controlling the voting power
in the Arab Labor Organization and the
Administrative Council. They veto any
resolutions that would further the
achievement of the Arab working class.
This regression affects the life of the
Arab working class and its trade unions.
There are increasing cases of violations
of their freedom and rights. There are
also many attempts to abort any effort
to form genuine trade unions in some of
the Arab countries. Increasing numbers
of trade union leaders are in prison.
The trade union movement has to face
this difficult reality with firmness and
courage. The movement has to depend
firstly on its own force and potentials,
secondly on the support of Arab natio-
nalist and progressive forces, thirdly on
the international forces of liberation

and progress and other friendly organi-
zations, and fourthly on the abilities of
international and regional organiza-
tions whose constitutions enshrine the
principle of protecting the working
class, its organizations and potentials,
and protecting human rights.

The General Secretariat presents this
issue to Arab public opinion, emphasi-
zing the following points:

VIOLATION OF FREEDOM

1. The charter of the existing Arab

Labor Organization states:
‘“The organization aims at achieving
social justice, raising the level of the
Arab working class and standardizing
working conditions for all Arab wor-
kers.”’ In spite of this fact and the exis-
tence of the Arab agreement no. 8, that
deals especially with the freedoms and
rights of trade wunions, the
organization’s committee on trade
union freedoms has been unable to
achieve any progress during the past few
years. In addition, the committee was
unable to stop the continuous violations
of the trade union’s freedoms and
rights. This committee’s existence has
been reduced to a formality.

In the Arab and International Labor
Conference, Saudi Arabia, Qatar, Bah-
rain, the United Arab Emirates and
Oman each have delegations of three
representatives, whereas trade unions
are non-existent in these countries.

The General Secretariat was able to
reach agreements with the regimes of
both Bahrain and Jordan, for protecting
the freedom and rights of trade unions.
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Sudan

Definite Elections — Indefinite Results
1

In April, the Military Council in Sudan held elections, as it had
promised the Sudanese masses when they rose up and toppled
Numeiri’s reactionary dictatorship in April 1985. For the first time in
over two decades, Sudanese went to the polls.

In the 30 years of ‘independent’
Sudan’s history, the people suffered 22
years of military dictatorship, 16 of
them under Numeiri. Numeiri’s regime
developed into one of the most reaction-
ary ones in our time. It can only be
compared to the regimes of Duvalier in
Haiti, Marcos in the Philippines and
Somoza in Nicaragua. The regime des-
troyed the country economically.
Sudan, the largest country in Africa,
changed from being the «breadbasket»
of the world into a net importer of food
and a famine-stricken country.

In terms of foreign policy, Numeiri
totally subordinated Sudan to US
imperialist control, offering it as a base
for the Rapid Deployment Force, sup-
porting the Camp David accords, taking
anti-Soviet stands and even playing the
major role in the transportation of
Ethiopean Jews to the Zionist entity.

Internally, political freedom was vio-
lently suppressed. We cannot but
remember the massacre against the
communists in 1971, when thousands
were killed and the top leaders of the
Communist Party of Sudan were hung
-comrades Abdul Khaliq Mahjoub, Al
Shafi Ahmed and Hashem Al ‘Attah.
The regime increased oppression against
the people by introducing Islamic law in
1983. In brief, these conditions were the
basic reasons for the uprising of April
1985, when the masses and liberal forces
in the army toppled the reactionary
regime.

THE ELECTIONS AND THE
PARTIES

The elections lasted 12 days in the first
half of April; 247 of the 301 members of
the General Assembly were elected. The
elections were postponed indefinitely in
37 of the 68 southern constituencies,
because of the war being waged by the
Sudanese People’s Liberation Army
(SPLA). The results in 17 of the remai-
ning 31 southern constituencies were not
declared.

The election results put the two tradi-
tionalist parties in the forefront: the
Umma (Nationalist) Party, headed by
Sadeq Al Mahdi, won 99 seats, while the
Democratic Unionist Party (DUP),
headed by Zien Al Abideen Al Hindi,
won 63 seats. The reactionary Islamic
Nationalist Front was third with 51

seats, having benefitted from its abun-
dant finances, its having been allowed to
work openly during Numeiri’s rule, and
the wave of Islamic fundamentalism.
The Islamic Nationalist Front is led by
Hassan Al Turabi and has its origin in
the Muslim Brotherhood. As such, it
represents one of the dangers to the
newly won democracy, especially in
view of its long alliance with Numeiri.
Among other acts, Turabi supported
Numeiri’s proclaiming himself ‘Imam’
of Sudan.

The Communist Party of Sudan had a
weak showing in the elections, gaining
three seats, in contrast to its historicrole
in the Sudanese masses’ struggle. This
should be understood on the back-
ground of the 16 years the party had to
function underground, and the severe
blows it was dealt by Numeiri’s repres-
sion. The election results fail to reflect
the true extent of the Communist
Party’s influence, which is especially
strong among Sudanese workers and
intellectuals.

The other parties that gained seats in
the assembly were regionally oriented,
mainly from the South and the Kar-
dafan area. In addition, five indepen-
‘dents were elected.

THE CABINET

Sadeq Al Mahdi became prime
minister and announced a cabinet of 20,
including himself. The Umma Party
holds nine ministries, most importantly,
defense and finance. The DUP holds six
ministries, most importantly, foreign
and interior. The southern parties hold
four ministries. An independent trade
unionist was designated Minister of
Unity and Peace, assigned the duty of
contacting the SPLA leadership to reach
a peaceful solution to the civil war. The
new government is going to face a
number of problems. Most, if not all,
can be traced to the catastrophic legacy
left by Numeiri’s policies:

THE SOUTH

The South represents a historical
problem in Sudan. The roots of this
problem are related to issues of religion,
ethnic origin, language, geography and
British colonialism. Most recently, the
problem of the South resurfaced when
the Numeiri regime decided to redivide

Sudan into eight administrative regions,
three of them in the South, after a period
when the country was administrated as
two regions: North and South.
Although this was clearly intended to
further weaken the southern popula-
tion’s position, opposition was initially
not very clear, because the redivision
also weakened the domination of the
Danka tribe, the largest in the South.
(Tribal identification is strongest in
southern Sudan, but is also strong in
parts of the east and west of the
country.)

Then, in 1983, Numeiri appointed
himself as ‘Imam’ and enforced Islamic
law, banning alcohol and cutting off
hands and feet for minor offenses.
These laws were enforced regardless of
the religion of the person or region
involved. (Most southerners are Chris-
tians or animists.) This, added to the
historical exploitation of the people of
the South, caused a revolt. The revolt
was led by Colonel John Garang who
established the Sudanese Popular Libe-
ration Movement (SPLM) and its mili-
tary wing, the SPLA. It is estimated that
the SPLM/SPLA controls 2/3 of the
South.

This civil war is costing the state one
million Sudanese pounds daily
($350,000). All parties in Sudan now,
with the exception of the Islamic
National Front, view Garang as an
honest citizen and recognize the need for
negotiations with the SPLA. In late
April, the Umma Party sent a delega-
tion, headed by Idris Al Banna, to Addis
Ababa, to negotiate with the SPLA.
Garang was ready to negotiate, but not
to join the government. He wants a
constitutional congress to be assembled
as soon as possible. The SPLA position
is that the South should have a form of
self-rule within a united, democratic
federation of Sudan. In addition, the
SPLA sees the necessity of reconsidering
relations with the Egyptian regime, and
repealing the Islamic laws.

The Umma and DUP see peaceful
negotiations as the solution to the prob-
lem of the South, but they tend to over-
emphasize the role of regional forces,
especially Ethiopia, rather than the
internal causes of the SPLA’s struggle.
They also criticize the SPLA for escala-
ting the war. The Islamic Nationalist
Front sees Garang as a tool of Ethiopia,
with limited popular support. They
demand that he come to the capital,
Khartoum, to negotiate - ‘‘but we
shouldn’t be quiet about his crimes
against the innocent’’ (sic).

The Communist Party has the most
comprehensive position concerning the
South. The Communist Party views the
SPLM as a serious political force and
Garang as ‘‘a serious man in politics,
economics and the military field. We
agree with him on some issues and disa-
gree on others. We call upon him to
play a patriotic role,”” as Comrade
Mohammed I. Naqged, General Secre-
tary of the party, says. The communists
see the importance of ending the figh-
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