








Editorial

The US imperialist schemes for the Middle East have
advanced in the recent period. The most dangerous of the steps
in this direction have been: the meeting in Morocco between
King Hassan and Israeli Prime Minister Shimon Peres; the
measures taken by King Hussein against the PLO in Jordan
and the occupied West Bank; and the Israeli plans to appoint
Palestinian puppet mayors in the 1967 occupied territories.

What do the US imperialist plans aim at, and how were they
promoted by these steps? These plans aim at imposing total
imperialist control over this politically, economically and geo-
graphically strategic area, capitalizing on the results of almost
four dacades of Zionist aggression and occupation of Arab
land. Due to the inflow of petrodollar wealth to the region in
the seventies, the ruling class in the reactionary Arab states
grew more ready to enter into alliance with the Zionist state.
Arab reaction holds the illusion that alliance with the enemy
would restrain ‘Israel’ from swallowing Arab wealth, as it had
swallowed Arab land. This was the background for Sadat’s
visit to ‘Israel’ and the signing of the Camp David accords with
Menahem Begin, under the auspices of former US President
Carter.

The advent of the Reagan Administration, and its determi-
nation to escalate world tension to a degree unparalleled since
World War II, gave further impetus to the US drive to domi-
nate the Middle East and oversee a new alliance between its
allies, the Zionist state and the reactionary Arab regimes. Such
a new class alliance would pave the way for unprecedented
exploitation of the resources and manpower of the region. It
would moreover turn the entire area into a reactionary bastion,
and a base for the US military forces, not far from the sou-
thern borders of the Soviet Union. In the context of these rea-
lities, Shimon Peres’ visit to Morocco can be understood, as
can King Hussein’s measures against the PLO and the Palesti-
nian revolution (see article in this issue) and the Israeli moves
in occupied Palestine.

THE HASSAN—PERES MEETING

In terms of the situation on the Arab level, the meeting in
Morocco serves the following aims: (1) It serves to establish as
an accepted fact the idea of face-to-face meetings and direct
negotiations between Arab and Israeli officials. This means
reviving the spirit of Camp David after the many obstacles it
has faced on the official and popular levels in the Arab world.
(2) It gives momentum to the Egyptian-Israeli relations, and
boosts the Egyptian regime after the isolation it has suffered in
the eyes of the Egyptian masses and patriotic forces. (3) It
facilitates the efforts of King Hussein to enter into direct
negotiations with the Zionist government, aimed at joint rule
over Palestinians and their land.

Though the crucial issue at this stage is direct Jordanian-
Israeli negotiations, King Hassan stepped forward at this
point, aiming to boost his standing with the US by achieving a
breakthrough for the ‘peace’ process. In this he relied on the
political weight he carries in official Arab circles. At the time
of Peres’ visit, Hassan was chairman of the Arab summit. He
heads the Arab League’s committee for «Jerusalem’s salva-
tion.» He is head of the 7-man committee selected by the most
recent Fez Summit to visit the five permanent member states of
the UN Security Council, to explain the summit’s resolutions.

These factors explain the general silence about the Peres-
Hassan meeting on the part of the Arab reactionary regimes. In
their language, silence often means consent.

From the Israeli viewpoint, the meeting between the
Moroccan monarch and the Zionist prime minister serves the
following aims: (1) It bolsters the Labor Party’s position,
reflecting that it enjoys more harmonious cooperation with the
US, than does the Likud. It indicates that the Labor Party has
the capacity to reach a settlement with the Arab reactionary
rqgimes. (2) It gives Peres added reasons for dissolving the
Zionist coalition government if Shamir of the Likud tries to
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object to any agreement that Peres might make. If this should
happen, it would be easier for Peres to form a new government
with a Labor majority, and make a gain comparable to that
made by Begin with Camp David. (3) It strengthens the Israeli
position of calling for direct, bilateral negotiations with the
Arab governments - a procedure which makes it easier for US
imperialism and °‘Israel’ to impose their conditions on each
separately, as was the case with Sadat.

CONFRONTING THE DANGER

Confronting the present difficult situation requires the
creation of the following conditions: (1) achieving at least a
minimal official Arab position against King Hassan’s meeting
with Peres, a step to be initiated by the states of the Steadfast-
ness and Confrontation Front: Syria, Algeria, Libya and
Democratic Yemen; (2) practical measures against King
Hassan and all his supporters, to be undertaken by the forces
of the Arab national liberation movement; (3) reuniting the
PLO on a correct political and organization basis, so that it can
play its rightful role in resisting the current enemy moves.

THE PLO’S UNITY

The unity of the PLO is the most important factor in con-
fronting the imperialist plans. Such unity can only be achieved
by arriving at the correct political and organizational basis,
through democratic dialogue between the various organiza-
tions in the PLO. To succeed in rectifying the PLO’s current
situation, this dialogue must be on the basis of the Palestinian
national platform. By signing the Amman accord with King
Hussein, Fatah’s Central Committee deviated from this plat-
form. Thus, return to the national platform requires the
immediate cancellation of the Amman accord by those who
signed it, namely, Fatah’s Central Committee headed by Yasir
Arafat, and the present PLO Executive Committee selected at
the illegitimate Amman PNC.

Those who argue that a coming PNC will discuss the issue of
cancellation will not convince even the naive, because the PNC
did not sign the accord, or even discuss it. Cancelling it is the
duty of those who signed it, and if it is going to be cancelled,
why not cancell it now? Moreover, who can guarantee that the
illegitimate PNC that convened in Amman, only representing
the right wing, will cancell the accord? (If a PNC is convened,
it might be with the composition of the illegitimate one, unless

‘there is a preceding process of dialogue and rectification.)

Efforts to convene a new PNC or reunite the PLO without the
preceding rectification process will also run into the dilemma
that the rightist leadership is now saying that the Amman
accord is already dead, due to King Hussein’s measures against
the PLO. Yet this leadership still refused to bury the dead, by
cancelling the accord outright. What is to prevent them from
waiting for its resurrection?

1t is the responsibility ot the right wing of the PLO, then, to
open a serious patriotic dialogue among the different Palesti-
nian resistance organizations. Such a dialogue must lead to
agreement on basic political lines. Primary among these is clo-
sing the door on US imperialist schemes which could be mate-
rialized through the Egyptian, Moroccan and Jordanian
regimes. To this end, the right wing must sever all relations
with these regimes, for they are promoting US imperialism’s
plans to liquidate the just Palestinian cause.

The essential corollary of the above is precisely defining the
PLO’s alliances on the Arab and international levels. On the
official Arab level, the allies of the PLO and the Palestinian
people are the nationalist regimes, namely, Syria, Libya,
Democratic Yemen and Algeria. The PLO cannot equate the
reactionary regimes with the patriotic ones, must less favor the
reactionaries, as the right wing has so clearly done since 1982.
Arafat and his group might argue that Syria blocked the rela-
tions, but the response to that should not be alliance with the
Arab reactionary forces. Rather, there must be continued



efforts with Syria to improve relations.

On the popular level, the PLO must strengthen its alliance
with the nationalist and progressive forces in the Arab world,
because it is they who stand in the same trench with the Pales-
tinian people, confronting imperialism and Zionism.

On the international level, it must be clear that the natural
allies of the Palestinian revolution, like for any liberation
movement, are the Soviet Union and other socialist countries,
and the progressive and peace-loving forces all over the world.
The right wing in the PLO has tried to equate the imperialist
countries of Western Europe with the socialist countries. If the
distinction between the two is not made clear in the future
program of national unity, this could ease the way for the
‘imposition of the US imperialist schemes via its European
allies.

THE IMPORTANCE OF THE
ORGANIZATIONAL ISSUE

To guarantee honest and sure implementation of the
national unity program, the organizational basis for national
unity in the PLO must be clearly defined. The organizational
issue is as vital as the political questions, for experience has
proved that the PLO institutions, if dominated by a bourgeois
and rightist majority, can deviate from the national platform,
when pressured by the enemy. Thus, the coming dialogue must
deal with sensitive, concrete issues such as the composition of
the new executive committee, the PNC and all other PLO ins-

PLO institutions for two reasons: First, this is necessary to
prevent deviation from the national unity program agreed on,
by denying the Palestinian bourgeois the majority it previously
held. Second, this would reflect the size and activity of the
democratic forces in the Palestinian arena, which is greater
than their former representation in the PLO institutions. To
give some examples: The ‘Palestinian Communist Party, the
Popular Struggle Front and the Palestinian Liberation Front
were never represented in the executive committee. The PFLP
had only 13 members among the 400 members of the PNC,
with Saiga, the DFLP, and PFLP-General Command each
having about the same. The remaining majority of PNC
members were appointed by the chairman. The democratic
forces did not head any one of the 93 PLO offices around the
world.

Thus, an important point of discussion in the national dia-
logue should be the membership of a coming PNC. Will the
members of a new, unifying PNC be those of the illegitimate
session in Amman in 1984, or those of the 16th session in
Algeria, whose term has expired according to the PLO’s
internal constitution. Or will it be new members committed to
the unity and rectification of the PLO’s line, as agreed upon
among the Palestinian patriotic organizations?

These are a few examples of what must be discussed in the
dialogue, when it is opened after cancellation of the Amman
accord. Anything less cannot be in the interest of the Palesti-
nian struggle, or serve the purpose of confronting the enemy

titutions.

plans.

The democratic forces must have at least half the seats in the

Operation Naharia

- -

«The road to liberating all of Palestine is not via relations with the capitals of Camp David, but via the
barrel of a gun. While ‘Israel’ considers its borders to be from the Nile to the Euphrates, we stress that our
war with ‘Israel’ is a struggle of existence, not a border dispute.»

These words were recorded by com-
rade Mohammed Mahmoud Kana’a
before he and three others - Abdullah
Al Shahabi, Abdul Hadi Qathem and
Khalil Khattab carried out a heroic
operation against the Zionist entity. In
the early hours of July 10th, a joint unit
of the PFLP and the Syrian Social
Nationalist Party(SSNP) of Lebanon
launched an attack on the Zionist sett-
lement, Naharia, in the north of occu-
pied Palestine. The unit bore the name
of two martyrs: Ghassan Kanafani, a
founder and Politbureau member of
the PFLP, who was martyred when
Zionist agents boobytrapped his car in
Beirut on July 8, 1972; and Mohammed
Salim, cadre of the SSNP and leader of
the Lebanese National Resistance
Front, who was murdered by Zionist
agents last year.

The revolutionary unit weut into
action at midnight, departing in a
dinghy with a highpowered motor.
Their weapons were Klashnikov and
BKC machine guns, hand grenades and
an RPG. They reached Naharia at
about 3 a.m. and landed near a Zionist
military camp where they engaged the
border patrol in battle. The freedom
fighters were able to gain control of one
of the buildings. Wireless communica-

tion with the commandos at 9 a.m.
revealed that two of them had been
martyred, and the Zionists had suffered
many losses. The Zionists were
applying full force, using their navy,
ground troops and helicopters. There
was no communication with the unit
after that. Later it was known that all
four of the freedom fighters were
martyred in the battle.

This operation greatly disturbed the
Zionists, and announcements about it
were contradictory. First, ‘Israel’ said
that the commandos were intercepted in
the sea north of the border. Then they
said that a battle took place in the sea
north of Palestine. The Zionist entity
admitted the death of two of their sol-
diers and the injury of nine, two of
them seriously. Their casualties were
certainly much higher, so one can ima-
gine that a certain number of these will
be reported as victims of road acci-

dents! .

The PFLP issued a political state-
ment describing the operation as part of
«escalating armed struggle until libera-
ting South Lebanon and occupied
Palestine. This operation embodied the
militant solidarity between the Leba-
nese and Palestinian masses...The suc-
cess of our revolutionary heros in rea-

ching Palestine is clear evidence of the
position of our Palestinian masses and
their nationalist and democratic forces,
who oppose the capitulationist policies
of the dominant rightist leadership of
the PLO. This operation is an answer to
the reactionary Jordanian regime’s
attempts to create alternatives to the
PLO - with the support of imperialism
and Zionism. It shows the inability of
the Zionist enemy to prevent Palesti-
nian militants from reaching Palestine.
It is a new proof of the failure of the
aims of ‘Operation Peace for the
Galilee’ - the 1982 Zionist invasion of
Lebanon.»

DOUBLE AGGRESSION

The extent to which this operation
disturbed the Zionists was shown by the
fact that they felt called upon to launch
a double aggression on Lebanon in the
course of four days. At 7 p.m., the day
of the operation, four US-made Cobra
helicopters bombarded Ain Al Hilweh
refugee camp on the outskirts of Sidon.
The Israeli helicopters unleashed 16
rockets. One person was martyred and
seven wounded, among them two chil-
dren and two women.

On July 14th, the Zionists carried out
a second attack. Fighter jets bombed a }
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Mass Organizations

in Occupied Palestine
A

Leaders and activists of mass organizations have been prime targets of the Zionist iron fist policy of
administrative detention. Nonetheless, these organizations continue their work, embodying the Palesti-
nian people’s national identity and striving for liberation.

Since the establishment of the state of ‘Israel’, successive
Zionist governments have enacted policies designed to empty
occupied Palestine of its original inhabitants. These policies
range from land confiscation and settlement-building, to des-
truction of the national economy and a whole array of fascist
measures-mass arrests, deportations, torture, collective
punishment and the banning of nationalist political and social
activities. Despite everything, the Palestinian masses have con-
fronted all forms of oppression. They have struggled through
mass organizations, committees and trade unions to express
their resistance to occupation. The following article is a survey
of the activities of trade unions, women’s and students’ organi-
zations and volunteer work committees in the first half of this
year. This period was distinguished by a high degree of political
activity on the part of mass organizations, confronting the
various schemes aimed against our people, whether by the Zio-
nist enemy or the reactionary regime in Jordan. Most note-
worthy is that all mass organizations, regardless of political
affiliation, expressed opposition to the Jordanian regime’s
policy of eliminating the PLO’s role.

TRADE UNIONS

Trade union activity in this period centered around specific
occasions. It was limited for two main reasons:

First : The Zionist authorities escalated their repression
against the unions and union activists, as seen in those deported,
arrested and placed under house arrest. Recently the authorities
sought once again to implement an old decision to restrict trade
unions and mass organizations generally by forcing them to
submit reports about their annual activities, in order to obtain
permission for new activities. This decision dates back 14 years,
but the Zionist authorities have never been able to enforce it.

Second : The trade union movement is hindered by subjective
factors, chiefly internal division which dates back to when the
Palestinian right wing split the General Federation of Trade
Unions in the West Bank in 1981. There were new splits in the
recent period, which were reflected in the election results in the
various unions. The general tendency today is for the different
trade unions to be highly concerned with the major political
questions affecting Palestinian struggle. Thus the prevailing
divisions coincide with political differences. In the recent elec-
tions, single blocs gained the leadership of many unions,
without any competition.

The elections preoccupied the unions to a great exient in this
period. Besides commemorating May 1st, trade union activities
were mainly expressed in political statements about central
issues. Despite the prevailing political differences, all trade
unions were united in their positions on the main issues.

In Bethlehem, a public statement was issued by popular insti-
tutions, trade unions and other mass organizations, rejecting all
attempts to eliminate the PLO’s role as the sole, legitimate
representative of the Palestinian people everywhere. The sta-
tement emphasized rejection of Security Council resolutions
242 and 338 (which recognize ‘Israel’, but deal with the Palesti-
nian issue as one of refugees only, not as a national question);
adherence to the right to self-determination and an independent
state; the importance of Palestinian unity on a nationalist basis,

opposed to all imperialist and Arab reactionary capitulationist
schemes; opposition to cooperating with the Jordanian regime.
The statement was signed by the Bethlehem branches of the
unions for doctors, pharmacists, engineers, dentists, carpen-
ters, tile workers, electricity workers, engineering assistants and
tailors, as well the Labor Unity Bloc and the Women’s Work
Committee of Beit Sahour.

In the Jenin area, trade unions joined popular committees in
issuing a statement denying what had been published on their
behalf by the appointed municipal council. On February 21st,
Al Quds daily published a statement of support to King Hus-
sein’s speech of February 19th, wherein he demanded that the
PLO recognize resolutions 242 and 338, and froze cooperation
with the PLO leadership. The slanderous statement had been
submitted by the appointed municipal council. The trade
union’s statement, on the contrary, condemned King Hussein’s
speech and denied that the municipal council’s statement repre-
sented the point of view of the people of Jenin. The statement
also confirmed rejection of resolutions 242 and 338. It reite-
rated that the PLO is the sole, legitimate representative of the
Palestinian people, and called upon the Palestinian national
leadership to restore the PLO’s unity on a national and demo-
cratic basis, in conformity with PNC resolutions. The statement
was signed by the Progressive Front for Trade Union Action,
the Labor Youth Movement, the Labor Trade Union Federa-
tion, the Women’s Work Committees, the local branches of the
unions of engineers and dentists, and the government teachers
committee.

The Vocational Trade Union Federation in Jerusalem issued
a statement condemning the US attack on Libya, and demanded
a boycott of the US and exposure of European hypocrisy.
Imperialist aggression against Libya was condemned in another
statement issued jointly by the Progressive Front for Trade
Union Action, the Progressive Students’ Action Front, the
Union of Volunteer Work Committees, the Union of Palesti-
nian Women’s Committees and the Union of High School Stu-
dents’ Committees.

Prominent trade unionists condemned King Hussein’s
February speech, among them Younis Tayyem, executive
committee member of the General Federation of West Bank
Trade Unions; Mustafa Abu Salem, secretary of the Carpen-
ters’ Union; Khader Al Murranakh, secretary of the Public
Services Union. Their public statements called for cancelling the
Amman accord, signed by King Hussein and Yasir Arafat, in
order to hault the process of concessions given by the right-wing
leadership of the PLO, and to return the PLO to the national
line. They also called for cancelling the 17th PNC (held in
Amman 1984) and for the necessity of national unity.

MAY IST

In the West Bank, there were many festivals on the occasion
of May 1st. In Jerusalem, there were celebrations for all labor
unions. The Employees and Workers of the Jerusalem Electric
Company distributed a special communique: ‘“We celebrate this
occasion at a time when our company is facing dangerous
attempts to liquidate it. The final decision of the court came to
confiscate the property of the company and prohibit the expen-
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Women’s Committees stressed adherence to the PLO as the
sole, legitimate representative of the Palestinian people.

International Women’s Day was celebrated by all. The Union
for Women’s Committees for Social Work celebrated in Al
Nuzha Theater in Jerusalem. The Women’s Work Committee
held their celebration during their fourth congress; at their
celebration in Jerusalem, the main speech demanded that the
PLO leadership cancel the Amman accord in order to begin a
national dialogue. The Working Women’s Committees had
many celebrations and seminars. In the Gaza Strip, the Al Ahlee
Hospital Employees’ Committee celebrated with a meeting
where the main speech focused on the Palestinian women’s role
in the national struggle. In 1948 occupied Palestine, the Arab
Women’s Committee organized a trip to Tiberius; 200 women
from Acca, Lydda and the Galilee participated. In Nazareth,
hundreds of women demonstrated on International Women’s
Day.

In Nablus, the Women’s Work Committee, the Palestinian
Women’s Committee and the Working Women’s Committee
joined forces in solidarity with political prisoners. A memo-
randum signed by the families of prisoners was sent to the
International Red Cross, protesting the inhuman conditions in
the prisons and condemning the savage practices against the
prisoners. Special attention was drawn to the transfer of many
prisoners to Atlit Center, notorious as one of the worst prisons.
Also noted was the situation in Bir Saba’ (Beer Sheba) prison
where the prisoners are grossly maltreated, food is scarce and
bad, the prison is overcrowded, and there is no medical care.

STUDENT ACTIVITIES

In addition to struggling for special student concerns, Pales-
tinian students expressed their position on central political
issues, as well as arranging cultural activities. After King Hus-
sein’s February speech, the various student blocs issued state-
ments and held seminars in the universities and institutes. The
Student Action Front asserted that this speech aimed to exert
more pressure on the right-wing leadership to completely submit
to the US conditions. It exposed King Hussein’s maneuvers
aimed at representing the Palestinians, and called for all
nationalist forces to unite in opposing the PLO leadership’s
deviating trend. The Progressive Bloc confirmed the impor-
tance of national unity, adhering to the PLO and canceling the
Amman accord.

BIR ZEIT

In solidarity with the university employees’ union, the student
movement issued a statement on January 28th, demanding
cancellation of the administration’s decision to terminate the
contracts of professors and other employees - a decision which
the administration claims is due to the university’s financial
crisis. The statement called on all national forces and institu-
tions to intervene immediately to pressure the administration to
cancel this decision. The student movement joined in the strike
which began January 27th, and asserted that it should continue
until the demands were met (for cancelling the termination
decision).

The student movement is also struggling with the administra-
tion because of a huge tuition increase. A student conference
was held in which the four student blocs participated (the Stu-
dent Action Front, the Social Youth Bloc, the Students Pro-
gressive Bloc and the Student Unity Bloc). After the conference,
a memorandum was submitted to the university council, listing
the students’ demands.

The four student blocs at Bir Zeit University signed a joint
statement, rejecting appointments to the municipal and village
councils of the West Bank. They called for public confronta-
tion of these suspicious efforts and for support to the legitimate,
elected councils. They demanded the cancellation of all the
occupation’s decisions and measures concerning the councils
since 1982.

BETHLEHEM

The most important event at this university was that the stu-
dents achieved almost all their demands through a strike

declared by the student council at the beginning of the year.
After 17 days, the strike ended when an agreement was reached
with the administration. Most of the students’ demands were
met, including the provision of a clinic, medical care and insu-
rance, and a lawyer, reducing the prices of books, an obligatory
course on the Palestinian question, a microphone for the stu-
dent council, amendment of the laws for admission and
transfer, improving the library and establishing a fund for
needy students.

In March, the seventh annual book fair was held by the stu-
dent council’s cultural club. On April 18th, the student council’s
Palestinian popular heritage club sponsored a cultural event. Al
Fonoon folklore group performed in the university’s theater. As
the celebration started, the US flag was burned amidst the
shouting of slogans condemning the US attack on Libya. There
was a speech condemning the attack and calling for Palestinian
national unity.

AL NAJAH, NABLUS

A political dispute occurred among the students of this uni-
versity when the Student Social Youth Movement invited
Knesset member Mohammed Miari to speak at the student con-
ference. The Student Action Front issued a statement opposing
the invitation’s having been extended without the knowledge of
the other student blocs at the university. The statement termed
the invitation a deviation, whereas the student conference
should express national unity.

POLYTECHNIC INSTITUTE, HEBRON

On April 16th, there was an Israeli military order to close
down this institute for two weeks, after students had organized a
demonstration protesting the Tehiya Party’s conference in
Hebron. The demonstrators had raised Palestinian flags and
resisted the Zionist troops by throwing stones and fire bombs.
Reinforcements had to be brought in to repress the demonstra-
tion. Zionist soldiers opened fire on the students and raided the
institute. Eleven students were injured.

The Student Action Front at the Polytechnic Institute issued a
statement condemning the US attack on Libya, that was signed
by other organizations in Hebron: The Progressive Front for
Trade Union Action, the Union of Volunteer Work Commit-
tees, the Union of Palestinian Women’s Committees and the
Union of High School Students’ Committees.

HEBRON UNIVERSITY

On April 16th, the board of trustees of this university held an
extraordinary meeting to discuss the US attack on Libya. They
issued a statement on behalf of the university administration,
staff and student body, condemning this attack which is a chal-
lenge to all Arabs. It is known that Ja’bari, chairman of the
board of trustees is pro-Jordanian. One can therefore surmise
that the statement came about as a result of pressure exerted on
the board by the student body.

ABU DIS COLLEGE OF SCIENCES

Students began a strike for the right to form a student council.
In a statement on January 4th, the students rejected the aca-
demic council’s suggestion that they form science clubs rather
than a student council. The university administration alleges
that a student council would cause unrest and disturb the aca-
demic program. As the strike continued, the administration
decided to cancel the academic term, itself disrupting the aca-
demic program. This intensified the students’ opposition, and
the student coordinating committee called for a nighttime sit-in
starting January 19th.

CONTEMPORARY SOCIETY COLLEGE,
RAMALLAH

On March 15th, all student blocs at this college joined toge-
ther in arranging a student conference. The conference sub-
mitted a memorandum to the administration demanding that
the students be allowed to form a student council, and that
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Palestinian Women in Neve Tirza
e

The situation of Palestinian women political prisoners has deterio-
rated to the point that the Zionists can no longer maintain their
media black-out on the appalling conditions. A case in point is Neve
Tirza women’s prison which houses thirty political prisoners, as well

as Israeli common prisoners.

On June 21st, Israeli television
broadcast that a fight had broken out
between Israeli criminals and Palesti-
nian ‘security’ (i.e. political) prisoners
in Neve Tirza. Due to the incident, some
of the ‘security’ prisoners were moved
to Abu Khabir prison in Jaffa. After
extensive efforts, Charlie Biton, former
Knesset member and head of the
Democratic Front for Peace and Equa-
lity, was able to get permission from the
authorities to visit the Palestinian
women prisoners on June 26th. He
spoke with seven of them. The following
is based on what these prisoners told
him, as it was printed in Al Mithaq
(Palestinian newspaper published in
occupied Jerusalem).

THE FACTS OF JUNE 21

Mariam Rajoub, who works in the
prison kitchen, tells what happened on
June 21st: ““While I was busy taking
food to the other prisoners, I saw five
Israeli prisoners beating a 16 year old
Palestinian prisoner. I and another
Palestinian prisoner, who is 17 years
old, screamed for help. The guards
came and locked us in our cells. We saw
the guards pulling the young girl by her
hair, although the administration
knows that she suffers from severe
headaches. She was forced into her cell,
yet she continued to scream. The guards
came back and carried her away by her
hands and legs, and locked her in soli-
tary confinement”’.

‘‘Suddenly she stopped screaming.
We were worried about her and
demanded to meet with the prison
director, but our demands were denied.
The guards came and sprayed our cells
heavily with tear gas, even though the
administration knows that one prisoner
in our cell suffers from asthma. She was
suffocating and would have died if it
hadn’t been for the help of a fellow pri-
soner, a nurse, who gave her mouth-to-
mouth resuscitation. Later we were
allowed to find out what had happened
to the young prisoner: She stopped
screaming suddenly because she was
injected with valium.”’

GENERAL HARASSMENT

The Palestinian political prisoners
told about their conditions in detail, and
exposed the inhuman practices used
against them by the prison administra-
tion and the Israeli criminal prisoners.

At Neve Tirza, the 30 political prisoners
are kept in two wards. Ward A is desig-
nated for detainees, whereas Ward B is
for those who are sentenced. ‘‘But this
division was only made for publicity and
the media,”’ said one prisoner. ‘‘I was
sentenced and will soon be released, but
I spent my sentence in the detainees’
ward.”’

The Palestinian political prisoners
demand to be separated from the Israeli
common prisoners. In Neve Tirza, the
Israeli prisoners are mainly those sen-
tenced for offenses against public
morals, such as prostitution and drug
dealing. Their behavior is often very
disgraceful and they are constantly
harassing the political prisoners, with
the encouragement and protection of
the prison administration. In May, as
soon as some of the political prisoners
were released from solitary confine-
ment, the Israeli prisoners poured boi-
ling water on them, causing severe
burns. On another occasion, the Israeli
prisoners threw garbage on Palestinian
prisoners. In neither case did the prison
administration or guards move to stop
them.

The prison administration gives
priority to the Israeli prisoners in a
number of matters in the daily life in the
prison. The Israeli prisoners go first at
the lunch break. The Palestinian priso-
ners always have to eat standing up,
because by the time they are allowed to
go eat, all the seats are taken. The Israeli
prisoners also have priority at the prison
canteen. When the Palestinian prisoners
are finally allowed to buy things, it is
usually empty except for left-overs.

DISCRIMINATION AND
DEPRIVATION

Palestinian prisoners don’t get decent
medical treatment. Another form of
discrimination occurs through lan-
guage. Hebrew is not only the official
language in the prison, but it is the only
language used by the administration.
The Palestinian prisoners boycott the
prison meetings, because the adminis-
tration has rejected their demand to
have the proceedings translated into
Arabic. All announcements and bulle-
tins are in Hebrew. Thus, it can take
months for the Palestinian prisoners to
find out their contents which deal with
their daily life in prison.

There are no Arabic newspapers in the
prison. Palestinian prisoners have
found Arabic newspapers in the gar-
bage, which means that the administra-
tion receives them, but does not distri-
bute them to the prisoners. Although
each prisoner is entitled to have a small
radio, there are only three radios bet-
ween the thirty Palestinian prisoners.
The administration does not allow the
prisoners’ families to bring them radios,
but insists that these be bought from the
canteen. However, months pass before
the canteen has radios for sale.
Moreover, the administration confis-
cates the Palestinian prisoners’ radios
for months at a time, as a form of
repression.

The Palestinian prisoners do not
receive the aid given them by the Red
Cross and Red Crescent, such as clothes
and games. The administration has kept
the basketball given by the Red Cross on
the pretext that they decide the time for
recreation. Furthermore, the adminis-
tration prevented Palestinian prisoners,
who have Israeli ID’s (i.e. residents of
occupied Jerusalem), from receiving
any form of aid from the Red Cross.

The administration gives the Palesti-
nian prisoners the break to which they
are entitled at midday, when it is extre-
mely hot. The prisoners come out of
dark rooms into a yard where there is no
shade at all. Breaks thus became a form
of torture. As a result, the prisoners
have boycotted the breaks for months.

HUNGER STRIKE

In the face of constant repression, the
Palestinian women in Neve Tirza have
developed a high degree of internal
solidarity and collective action.
Recently, they demanded that the
administration move a psychologically
disturbed prisoner to a room where she
could receive special help; they offered
to take care of her. The administration,
however, moved the disturbed prisoner
into a cell with three Palestinian teena-
gers. The disturbed prisoner beat the
young girls. The administration reacted
with collective punishment against the
three teenagers, putting them in solitary
confinement. The rest of the political
prisoners protested by going on a four-
day hunger strike, June 9-12th. They
demanded the immediate release of the
three young girls from solitary confi-
nement.

A Jewish holiday came one day
before the Muslim holiday at the end of
Ramadan. The prison administration
designated only one day for the priso-
ners’ families to bring sweets and
holiday gifts. This one day ‘happened’
to be on the Jewish holiday, which
meant it fell on the last day of the
Muslim fasting, not the holiday. Thus,
the Muslim prisoners were forbidden to
see their families on their holiday or
receive gifts. o
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In addition to the deterioration of living conditions, the siege
makes it impossible for us to move and travel. It forces the camp
population to consume food reserves and medical supplies. The
shelling causes the destruction of the houses, water pipes and
electricity network. Therefore, rebuilding the camps has
become a major task to which we must devote attention.

Despite all of these negative effects and the worsening of the
conditions of their life, the morale of our people, both civilians
and fighters, was very high during the battle of self-defense.
This consolidated our steadfastness in the worst conditions.

Could you give an idea about the Palestinian losses,
material and human, and estimate Amal’s casual-
ties?

Tc be objective, we are unable to estimate our casualties and
material losses inside and outside the camps. This needs a
scientific field study, and a complete count of the number of
houses, schools, clinics, etc. that were destroyed, but the losses
definitely toll in the tens of millions of dollars. The human
casualties, as given by the Palestinian Red Crescent, are as fol-
lows: In Bourj Al Barajneh camp, there were 67 martyrs and 460
wounded. In Sabra-Shatila, there were 26 martyrs and 135
wounded. Moreover, there are many detainees, and we don’t
have the exact number. We also don’t know how many were
killed outside the camps. By the same token, we cannot estimate
Amal’s casualties.

What is the Syrian role in this period? Are you satis-
fied with their efforts to end the camp war?

We wish the Syrian officials has used their influence to pres-
sure the Amal leadership into adhering to the Damascus
agreement which was signed with Syrian guidance and guaran-
tees. We wish the Syrians would have stopped Amal’s conti-
nuing siege of the camps, their aggression against the residents
and harassment of people entering and leaving the camps. Eli-
minating these conditions would prevent the continued eruption
of fighting around the camps.

Nonetheless we did feel the Syrian attempts to end the camp
war in this period. The Syrians played an effective role and
made various efforts which involved their top leadership. On
the political level, Vice-President Abdul Halim Khaddam
helped directly in reaching a ceasefire. On the military level,
Syrian observors participate actively in the tasks of the obser-
vation committees around the camps. Brigadier Gazi Kanaan,
head of the Syrian military intelligence in Lebanon, went to
Beirut to observe the ceasefire. Clearly, there is a central Syrian
decision about the importance of freezing the state of war bet-
ween Amal and the Palestinians in the camps.

What is the position of the Lebanese progressive and
nationalist forces and parties towards the camp
war?

The PNSF delegation communicated with the various Leba-
nese progressive and nationalist forces and parties. They all
confirmed their positions against the war and those who wage it.
They all work to end this war and preserve the camps. They all
work to implement the working paper that was approved by the
Lebanese National Work Committee, in the presence of the
PNSF delegation, for organizing Lebanese-Palestinian nation-
alist relations and enabling the Salvation Front to play its role in
leading the Palestinian masses in Lebanon. This is based on
clause 12 of the Damascus agreement of June 17, 1985, which
reads: ‘“The Lebanese National Democratic Front and the Amal
movement consider the Palestine National Salvation Front as
the recognized national political leadership of the Palestinians
in Lebanon. It is so until it is possible to return the PLO to the
nationalist line. This is confirmed in the PNSF’s political plat-
form.”’

How do you evaluate the position of the Palestinian
arggnizations, that are outside the PNSF, towards
the agreenicnt?

In the light of the contact we had with the local Palestinian
factions, outside the PNSF, in the camps, we were able to con-
firm that all are committed to the ceasefire decision. In fact,
these factions have in practice shown their commitment to all
decisions approved by the PNSF.

What is the relation between the 1985 Damascus
agreement and the latest agreement to end the camp
war?

We want it to be understood by all that the 1985 Damascus
agreement is the basis. We still demand total commitment to this
agreement, and that Lebanese-Palestinian relations be orga-
nized on this basis. The agreement that was reached on June 14,
1986, is not something new. Rather, it represents a decision to
renew the mechanism for implementing the terms of the 1985
agreement. We consider it a decision for implementation, not a
new agreement. It is known that the 1985 Damascus agreement
came about as a result of dialogue between the Lebanese
National Democratic Front, the Amal movement and the PNSF
leadership, with the guidance of Syrian Vice-President
Khaddam. The three forces signed the agreement with Syrian
guarantees.

What about the rumors of the possibility of internal
Palestinian fighting in the Beirut camps?

These rumors are being spread by our enemies. We rely on
political struggle to resolve the political differences which exist
in the Palestinian arena. In its political program, the PNSF
defined its position on Arafat’s trend; it defined the means for
achieving its program for restoring the PLO to the national line.
We differentiate between the leadership of the deviationist
political trend, and the base of Arafat’s supporters in the
camps. We will struggle politically to mobilize our Palestinian
people against the deviationist trend and its leaders. We do not
approve of any other means that would lead to internal Palesti-
nian fighting. This is based on our conviction that the revolution
cannot be eliminated even by the large enemy camp, but it would
be eroded and eventually eliminated if armed violence replaces
political struggle within its ranks.

Do you believe that the recent agreement provides a
permanent solution for the camp war?

Once again, we confirm our commitment to the 1985
Damascus agreement. We demand that Amal make the same
commitment and implement all the terms of this agreement. As
we explained, the recent agreement was a decision to implement
the principles confirmed in the Damascus agreement. We are
determined to reinforce the Palestinian-Lebanese-Syrian
alliance for confronting the imperialist-Zionist-reactionary
schemes. These schemes aim at liquidating the Palestinian
cause, striking the progressive nationalist forces in the region,
and imposing imperialist hegemony in order to continue exploi-
tation and protect the Zionist entity.

With this understanding, we will devote every effort to rein-
force militant relations between the Palestinian masses and the
Lebanese masses and their national and progressive leadership.
We hope that we will not be forced, once again, to confront
Amal militarily, in order to defend our people in the camps.
Fighting between two peoples, who are in the same trench,
means a loss to all nationalists and a benefit to our enemies. We
hope that the Amal movement has realized that political dia-
logue is the correct means for resolving differences between
nationalists, and that internal fighting intensifies differences
rather than help in resolving them.

If the Amal movement comes to this realization, we will suc-
ceed in our efforts to unify Lebanese and Palestinian nationa-
lists to confront the fascist scheme on the one hand, and to res-
tore healthy relations between our peoples in the camps and in
T.ehanon. This should be a guideline for all responsible leaders
in order to avoid repeating the bloody tragedy to which both
Palestinians and Lebanese fell victim. o
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Jordan’s War on the PLO
- e

King Hussein of Jordan has continued his attempts to eliminate the
PLO as the sole, legitimate representative of the Palestinian people, a
task made easier by the Palestinian right wing’s having signed the
Amman accord with the Jordanian monarch.

In his efforts to enter the imperialist
peace, dragging the PLO behind him,
King Hussein was not satisfied with the
concessions given by Arafat. Rather,
the monarch wanted the PLO to reduce
itself to an appendage of the Jordanian
foreign ministry. After Hussein’s
attempts ran into obstacles, he froze the
coordination with Arafat’s leadership
and pursued his old-new plan for
wiping out the PLO altogether. In line
with this, the Jordanian regime has
taken a series of measures which, taken
singly, may appear unimportant, but
which add up to a consistent anti-
Palestinian policy.

During his last visit- to Washington
D.C., King Hussein lobbied for his
plans of finding an alternative lea-
dership to the PLO. In an interview
with the Washington Post on June
11th, ‘““He left an impression, without
saying so explicity, that an Arab
summit conference might be called
upon to endorse a new leadership for
the Palestine Liberation Organization
or, failing that, to give recognition to
leadership outside the PLO that would
cooperate with King Hussein in peace
efforts.”” Hussein himself said,
‘““Maybe the Palestinians themselves
will find it necessary to reorganize
themselves in such a way as to enable
this (new leadership) to emerge”
(International Herald Tribune, June
12th).

Of course, the plans of Hussein
caused delight in Washington and Tel
Aviv, and he continued on this course.
In every public statement, he stresses
his suspicions about the PLO’s ability
to represent the Palestinians. In a press
conference in Jordan on July 12th, he
opened fire again: ‘““Our difference with
the PLO is that they see the Palestinian
people as one people, regardless of their
location... We see the importance of
keeping our family on their land, and
after we recover the land for the price
of peace, the Palestinians would decide
for themselves within the framework of
a confederated Jordanian-Palestinian
state... The question of self-
determination is a Jordanian-
Palestinian question. It is totally wrong
to discuss it in a (international) confe-
rence... The PLO should accept 242
and 338, and denounce terrorism to be
able to attend the conference and start
relations with the US.”

These words need no explanation.

14

They mean simply the negation of the
Palestinians’ right to self-
determination. The monarch said that
the Palestinians ‘‘need an institution to
play its role fully in representing the
Palestinian people,”” whereas the
Palestinians already have their institu-
tion, and that is the PLO. The problem
facing the Palestinians is the ability of
this US puppet to overtly wage war on
their sole, legitimate representative.
King Hussein is only able to do so
because of Arafat’s having signed the
Amman accord, which resulted in the
division and weakening of the PLO.
Accordingly, confronting the King’s
moves demands cancellation of the
Amman accord and reunification of the
PLO on the national platform, opposed
to imperialism, Zionism and reaction.

SILENCING THE
PALESTINIAN VOICE

In accordance with the same policy,
the Jordanian regime increased repres-
sion in Jordan. After the massacre at
Yarmouk University and the attacks on
the Jordanian national movement (see
Democratic Palestine No. 17), the
regime directed its fire against the
Palestinians.

In the beginning of June, the regime
decided to incorporate all Palestinian
youth centers into the Jordanian
Ministry of Youth. The regime dis-
solved the elected executive committees
of these centers, that had the backing of
progressive and nationalist forces. Ins-
tead, the Ministry of Youth appointed a
set of stooge executive committees.

The director of UNRWA in Jordan
sent a letter on June 5th, to the Minister
of the Occupied Territories, explaining
the dangers of the step and its contra-
diction with UN agreements and speci-
fically article 100 of the UN Charter.
The Jordanian regime, however,
ignored the UNRWA letter and conti-
nued its plan of negating any expression
of the Palestinian people’s independent
indentity.

The Jordanian regime took anti-
democratic steps against our people in
the occupied West Bank. The Jorda-
nian press, radio and television were
ordered to boycott news published by
the independent Palestinian press in
Jerusalem. Besides being an attempt to
cut the flow of information between
our people in the West Bank and
Jordan, this was intended to punish

Palestinian journalists for their support
of the PLO as the sole, legitimate
representative of the Palestinian
people. The regime placed 34 journa-
lists in the West Bank on a black list.
This list included the chief editors of
four newpapers -Al Mithaq, Al Fajr, Al
Quds and Al Shaab- and 10 other edi-
tors. These journalists face detention
and interrogation if they visit Jordan.

In another move to pressure the PLO
and the Palestinians generally, the
Jordanian regime revoked the passports
of 35 Palestinians who had been
expelled from the West Bank by the
Israeli authorities. Some of the
deported were freed in the 1985 pri-
soner exchange; most of them are sup-
porters of Arafat’s Fatah. The Jorda-
nian regime also placed some of them
under house arrest.

SEARCHING FOR
‘MODERATES’

The Jordanian regime is also working
directly in the occupied territories to
create an alternative leadership to the
PLO. An Israeli official said that
Jordan is pressuring for the appoint-
ment of four ‘moderate’ mayors in the
West Bank, in an attempt to weaken the
PLO. He added that King Hussein has
promised more aid to cities and towns
that cooperate with his plans (Al Safir,
July 2nd).

To this end, the Jordanian cabinet
approved a five-year ‘development’
plan for the West Bank, whereby $1.4
billion, supplied by the US and Gulf
states, will be dispensed by the Jorda-
nian regime. Of this, only $.25 billion
will be spent on agriculture and
industry; the rest will be spent on ser-
vices. This means that the Zionist
occupation authorities will be excused
from spending any money on services
for the people they exploit daily. The
term °‘services’ is also an appropriate
guise for dispensing funds as bribes in
order to cultivate ‘moderate’ Palesti-
nian figures who will advertise for
Hussein’s policy of returning the
occupied West Bank to Jordanian rule,
in accordance with the framework that
was presented in the Reagan plan in
1982.

The Jordanian regime has moreover
decided to resume paying the salaries of
those employed in the public sector
hetore the 1967 occupation, and to give
fuel subsidies. Nimrod Novek, assistant
to the Zionist prime minister, expressed
support to the Jordanian plans, saying,
«We support anything that encourages
the moderates.»

The proposed mayors are
Mohammed Rashad Ja’abari for Al
Khalil (Hebron), Khalil Mousa for
Ramallah, Walid Mustafa for Al Bireh
and Abdul Fattah Dudeen for Al Dura.
These four persons were summoned to
Jordan to discuss the question of their
appointmento. Aftcr returning tn Jeru-
salem, Ja’abari said, ‘“Jordan supports












been all but strangled by Israeli
imposed limitations on fishing grounds.
These have been reduced to one sixth of
their original size with daily catch
reduced accordingly. Fishermen who
violate the 12 mile limit risk fines,
having their boats confiscated and
being shot at by the Zionist forces. Yet
Israeli boats fish in the forbidden areas.

The Israeli authorities’ deliberate
neglect of social services also contri-
butes to poverty. Most glaring are the
grossly substandard medical facilities
and generally unhealthy living condi-
tions. None of the camps, and only
three towns and villages, have a sewage
system. There are thus constant over-
flows, sometimes resulting in outbreaks
of cholera. Benvenisti reported Gaza’s
Shifa Hospital as a scandal - patients
two to a bed, mice, no X-ray machine,
patients waiting up to a year for some
operations, and emergency patients
sent to Ashkelon bleeding, due to lack
of intensive care equipment. The fact
that the Israeli authorities refused to
disclose the health budget for Gaza in
1985 to the WHO, is damning in itself.
While before the 1967 occupation,
funding to public services in the Strip
was 20% of the area’s gross national
product, today under Israeli occupa-
tion, it is less than 10% The result in the
field of health can be deduced from
indices such as the infant mortality rate
which is four times higher than among
Jews in ‘Israel’.

THEFT

The most interesting finding in Ben-
venisti’s report is the extent to which
the Israeli authorities have actually
robbed the Gaza Strip, by extracting
taxes without giving commensurate
services. Subtracting what the Israeli
administration has expended on the
Gaza population from the taxes paid by
Gazans (direct taxes and income taxes
paid by those working in ‘Israel’, plus
VAT on Israeli goods paid by all),
Benvenisti calculates that the Zionist
state owes Gazans $500 million for
their contribution to the Israeli eco-
nomy over 19 years of occupation.
(One could, of course, arrive at an even
larger sum if one counts the value of
land confiscated and labor power
exerted at substandard wages.)

A similar grand larceny has been
committed against the South African
masses. In a complex process of colo-
nization stretching over three decades,
the vast majority of the people were
deprived of all but 13% of the
country’s land, i.e., relegated to the
bantustans where the soil is least fertile
and there are no jobs, social services or
infrastructure to speak of. South
African Blacks do the grueling labor in
agriculture and the mines for wages
averaging one-fourth those of white
workers. Studies in the eighties show
that the gap between Black and white
wages is widening, and in places like
Soweto real wages are declining mar-
kedly. In short, the African masses
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have built the wealth of the country,
but are deprived of political rights and
basic necessities. To give just some
examples: 30% of Black children are
malnourished. The budget for all health
care in the 10 bantustans amounts to
the cost of running one white hospital
in Johannesburg. The government
spends almost ten times more to edu-
cate a white student than a Black.
According to official figures, the infant
mortality rate among Blacks is six times
higher than for whites. In the Bantus-
tans, it is higher still.

GHETTOS BESIEGED

While the Israeli and South African
governments and capitalists thrive on
Gaza and Soweto as labor camps, they
also fear these concentrations of the
oppressed. Thus, Gazans and Sowetans
live under a perpetual state of siege.

It is not without reason that the ra-
cist rulers fear the masses in these two
ghettos. Thousands of African youth
were radicalized in the 1976 uprising in
Soweto, which can correctly be termed
the precursor of the current mass upri-
sing in South Africa. Also the Gaza
Strip has been a focus of resistance.
Following the 1967 occupation, armed
struggle reached the point that the
fedayeen controlled the Strip by night,
while the Israeli troops patrolled only
by day. The Zionist occupation’s res-
ponse was a particularly brutal appli-
cation of military rule. Ariel Sharon
directed a counterinsurgency campaign
whereby the camps in the Strip were
‘rearranged’. In 1971, 3,000 shelters
were destroyed to make way for wide
roads to accomodate the occupiers’
patrols. Thousands were removed from
the most densely populated areas into
‘townships’ - as Soweto is also euphe-
mistically called. This was the start of a
resettlement conspiracy that continues
until today; since 1971, 4,000 refugees
have been evicted from Rafah. Israeli
repression did not stop with the 1971
crushing of revolutionary cells, but is
ongoing. This May, a number of
entrances to Jabalia camp were sealed
off with barbed wire, and orchard
owners were ordered to uproot their
trees along the main road, to prevent
attacks on military patrols.

Today, Soweto is under an intense
siege with the latest state of emergency,
hundreds arrested and the apartheid
police and army opening fire on any
movement of the masses. The Gaza
Strip experienced a similar siege during
the spring 1982 mass uprising in occu-
pied Palestine. A ten-day curfew was
clamped on Jabalia camp. Workers
returning from jobs in ‘Israel’ were
arbitrarily beaten and arrested, as were
parents who ventured out to retrieve
children who had left the house. In this
way, 700 men were assembled on a
single day and made to pay exorbitant
fines for ‘violating the curfew’.

WHY GAZA FIRST?

«The whole of Gaza is becoming a
labor camp for use by Israel...Gaza is a
profit-making business for the Israeli

treasury,» according to Meron Benve-
nisti. Added to Zionism’s overall
expansionist aims, these statements
explain the real reason for Peres’ cur-
rent attempt to find a separate solution
for the Gaza Strip, in order to perpe-
tuate the advantages of the status quo.
This plan has previously been billed as
‘autonomy first’, but aware of the mass
rejection of this conspiracy, the Zio-
nists have begun shuffling their words
around. The message, however, is
clear. In the spring, ‘Israel’ named 20
so-called directors general in Gaza for
administering local affairs. Commen-
ting on this, a senior Israeli official
said: «It’s not Camp David. I’m not
talking autonomy. It’s not home rule,
but instead of work being done by
Israelis, it’ll be done by people who are
residents of the West Bank and Gaza.
They will not decide policy questions.
Let them improve their standard of
living and the quality of their lives.
We’re also giving them freedom to
bring in Arab money to build hospitals,
schools and so forth. The better the
econcmic situation, the less attraction
to terrorism. We’re not changing the
structure, but only who does what»
(Boston Globe, May 24th).

Gaza mayor Rashad Shawwz, known
feudalist and rightist, responded to the
Israeli plan by proposing autonomy for
the Strip under Arab sovereignty
(Egyptian / Jordanian). The masses,
however, won’t swallow this. The
people of the Gaza Strip understand the
essence of ‘autonomy’ no matter what
it is called, for they bore the brunt of
Camp David. Though the accord
included a settlement freeze, 12 of the
now 18 settlements in the Strip were
built after 1978. They line the southern
coast close to water aquifers. Dealing
another blow to Palestinian agriculture,
Zionist settlers sank 35 wells, while
Palestinians were forbidden to dig any.
The town of Khan Younis is now boxed
in by settlements. Rafah was redivided
as the Israelis withdrew from the Sinai.
Homes were bulldozed to create the
new border; families were divided and
owners separated from their orchards;
commerce was totally disrupted as most
people are forbidden to cross the divi-
ding line. Swedish camp in the same
area became a permanent military zone;
there is nightly curfew.

Despite the extreme hardship in
which they live, the Gaza masses are
not likely to fall prey to the illusions
which the Israeli occupiers are trying to
implant in order to maintain control
over the Strip, especially its work force.
The rise in the number and quality of
anti-occupation operations in the Strip
testifies to the people’s resolve to con-
tinue the struggle until genuine libera-
tion.

Facts about the Gaza Strip are based on
newspaper reports of Benvenisti’s fin-
dings and issues of Al Fajr (English
edition). Information about Soweto is
drawn from the book Freedom Rising,
written by James North and published
in New York by Macmillan in 1985. @



Palestinian Women’s Organization

First Congress

Despite the extremely difficult situation of the Palestinian revolution generally, Palestinian women have
continued their combined social and national struggle, to assert themselves in all fields and prove that they
are a vital factor in the process of liberation. The convening of the first conference of the Palestinian
Women’s Organization, affiliated to the PFLP, is another manifestation of women’s struggle.

The conference was held June 26-27th, under the slogan: For
developing the Palestinian Women’s Organization, enhancing
the unity of the Palestinian women’s movement within the
General Union of Palestinian Women, and participating in
reuniting the PLO on the basis of opposition to imperialism and
Zionism. Comrade Leila Khaled opened the conference. The
opening session was attended by delegations from various local,
regional and international women’s organizations.

The speech of the preparatory committee of the Palestinian

Women’s Organization (PWO) was delivered by its president,
Comrade Samira Salah. She stressed that holding the confe-
rence was in itself an achievement, and that it was the culmina-
tion of the efforts of all branches of the PWO. She outlined the
agenda of the conference as follows:
(a) discussion of the organizational report; (b) confirmation of
the program for the coming four years; (c) adopting the internal
rules and regulations; and (d) election of the general council. It
was emphasized that the PWO is the result of the need for a
broader democratic framework to encompass the increasing
number of active women, and not a product of the crisis in the
PLO and the General Union for Palestinian Women.

Other speakers at the opening session were: Comrade Widad
Hilal of the General Union of Syrian Women; Comrade Zuhur
Al Qadi of the General Secretariat of the GUPW; Comrade
Butheina of the Iragi Women’s League; and Comrade Abu Ali
Mustafa, Deputy General Secretary of the PFLP, whose
speech is summarized below.

NO COMPLETE FREEDOM WITHOUT
FREEDOM FOR WOMEN

Comrade Abu Ali Mustafa began his speech by expressing his
deep respect and admiration for all the women who had
expended efforts for making the first conference of the PWO
possible. He also saluted the steadfast Palestinian women under
Zionist occupation and in the Zionist jails. He saluted all mili-
tant Arab women and all women in the world who struggle for
liberation, progress and democracy, who raise the banner of
peace.

Comrade Abu Ali pointed out that this first conference
should be modestly considered as the first step on a long, hard
path of struggle towards complete liberation. The PWO should
be considered as a suitable framework for women’s struggle to
achieve revolutionary goals. The revolutionary process is the
joint responsibility of both men and women. Thus, the women’s
issue should not be dealt with apart from the overall process of
liberation. The complexity and difficulty of this responsibility
stems from the economic and social conditions, both of which
impose barriers which hinder human progress and pose real
challenges to all those who struggle for liberation.

Comrade Abu Ali pointed out how socialism has enabled
women to progress at an enormous pace, while under the
shackles of bourgeois societies women’s progress is not only
hindered, but they are considered the promoters of products if
not commodities themselves. These same distorted values are
being imported into our region by the bourgeois regimes, threa-
«cuing our principles and everything national and wholesome.
Again, in these societies, it is women who pay the highest price-
not in cash, but in lack of freedom.

Comrade Abu Ali noted that his purpose was not to arouse
fear, but to instill awareness of the dangers of these realities, so
as to enable all to better protect our struggle and avoid illusions.
He mentioned two unsound trends which are often encountered
in dealing with the women’s question: One is the trend which
completely rejects whatever it considers unfavorable, calling for
total rebellion and immediate, comprehensive solutions. The
second is considering women’s role as something insignificant,
that women should not be included in the process of liberation;
this presupposes that the liberation process falls on the shoul-
ders of half the society only.

In contrast, the sound trend is characterized by constant
work, step-by-step, to effect the needed cultural, economic and
political changes, keeping in mind the dialectical relation bet-
ween the task of national liberation and the task of social
change. Such a view is imperative, because there is no complete
freedom for any society without freedom for women. On the
other hand, there is no such thing as a liberated woman outside
the context of a liberated, democratic, socialist society.
Moreover, the process of cultural, educational and political
development should not be limited to women, but should
involve men as well, to liberate them from limited horizons of
understanding.

Comrade Abu Ali emphasized that in the light of the great
national tasks facing us all, it is necessary to uphold the spirit of
steadfastness and resistance in order to guarantee the continuity
of the revolution. Thus, in this conference, the national issue
cannot be overlooked, because it unites us in the struggle,
requiring the efforts of both men and women. Suffering and
death have become common to us all. “‘Not because of any lack
of human feelings, but because we do have feelings like
everyone else, we are even more determined to struggle until
victory for our people, so that our children will live a normal life
as they deserve. We are a people destined to sacrifice and we are
convinced of the necessity of this sacrifice.””

THE REVOLUTION WILL CONTINUE

Comrade Abu Ali emphasized that no one is under the illu-
sion that the struggle will be over in a matter of years. ““Yet
without a doubt, a coming generation of our people will be vic-
torious.”’ He spoke of the reactionary regimes who are so brave
when it comes to striking the people, but so cowardly when it
comes to confronting the real enemy. These regimes fear the
spread of revolution in the region, sparked by the Palestinian
revolution. From this stems their attempt to cut the revolution
down to size, but ‘‘our people and revolution will remain a
thousand times larger than the size they cut out for us... We will
strike at all who have the illusion that if they kill the Palestinians
by the thousands, the revolution will end. This revolution will
not end as long as our women have children!”’

Comrade Abu Ali then spoke about the many attempts to
contain or liquidate the revolution. ““We have no illusions at this
stage about effecting a dramatic strategic leap towards realizing
our national program completely. We are, however, able to
struggle effectively to abort enemy programs and plots, and
these efforts will necessarily accumulate to give the revolution a
positive boost forward.”” Abu Ali referred specifically to the
Jordanian regime and the dangers posed by its continued
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‘Israel’

Nom de Guerre for
US Military Base

Zionist determination to simultaneously maintain its high level of military preparedness, domestic
social benefits, rising real wages and private consumption, has produced a situation which the Zionist
leaders had hoped to avoid, i.e., the gradual narrowing of their economic, military and therefore political
margins. The economic downturn of the Zionist entity, and how it precipitated intensified US involvement
in the rectification process, was dealt with in Democratic Palestine no. 17. This article will focus on the

military aspect of the issue.

May 1986 marked the first anniversary of the launching of
the Israeli economic stabilization plan. There has been much
jubilation about the fall in inflation from the January-May
1985 monthly average of 11.3% to 1.5% in December 1985,!
and the decrease of the foreign debt: «For the first time since
1973, Israeli’s foreign debt dropped.»? However, these eco-
nomic feats cannot simply be attributed to the miraculous
effects of an austerity plan, which the US pressured the Israelis
into implementing in the first place. The immense efforts of US
think-tanks had more than a little to do with the Israeli eco-
nomic recovery - not to mention the substantial quantities of
financial aid disbursed under the strictest supervision.

With this task achieved,the situation is ready for focusing on
other equally important matters: «The day of reckoning for
Israel’s economy is at hand; that da?' for its-military policy
cannot be more than a few years off.»

The development of imperialism has inevitably brought
about the increasing orientation of industry towards arms
production. ‘Israel’ presents an extreme case of this pheno-
menon. The dominance of its military industry has become so
great that a staggering proportion of the economy is devoted to
war. The Israeli defense industry is the second largest single
source of employment, involving 25% of the labor force.4 In
his book A Changing Israel, Peter Grose describes the situation
as «a state within an industry - rather than vice verse.» For the
US, it is important to develop the economic muscle based in the
militarized Israeli industry, since its survival is imperative for
safeguarding imperialism’s interests in the region.

Until the early 1980s, US financial aid preserved an artificial
prosperity in a country whose economy was beginning to give
way to a multifaceted crisis. However, the traditional methods
of bailing ‘Israel’ out were no longer considered efficient
because their effect would not be lasting. Thus alternative
methods of aid had to be adopted, such as increasing US pur-
chase of Israeli-made goods, especially weaponry and hightech
systems for US military units, as well as integrating ‘Israel’
more closely in the imperialist military. complex, by focusing
on hightech equipment. This would provide a means of bolste-
ring the Israeli economy while circumventing the normal US
budgetary process, thus serving to diffuse some of the domestic
discontent with Reagan’s «profligate defense program.»’ It
would moreover ensure that measures to strengthen the Israeli
economy do not weaken its military establishment or under-
mine its ability to function as a strike force in the Middle East.
It would also help manage the Israeli debt burden and mone-
tary reserves, so that the recovery plan is not capsized by
financial disturbances.

A new era has begun for ‘Israel’, sponsored by its most
faithful guardian, whereby an economic and military overhaul
is seen by the imperialist forces as the best way to impose a
political situation suited to serve their interests.

Under the terms of the 1984 memorandum of agreement
between the US and °‘Israel’, obstacles to reciprocal defense
trade have been removed. The agreement allows the US
Defense Department to waive customs duties on items being
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sold to the US armed services. The five-year plan also provides
for operational and technical exchange leading towards
understanding of military requirements and their technological
solutions. The go-ahead for significant purchases of Israeli-
made military equipment has already been given by the Pen-
tagon. «Israel can only survive over the long run by competing
in the international arms market.»$

STRATEGIC COLLABORATION

The strategic cooperation agreement signed between the US
and ‘Israel’ in November 1983 is a revival of the agreement
between Reagan and Menachem Begin in September 1981.
(The latter was temporarily suspended by the US due to Israeli
annexation of the Golan Heights. The period after 1983 has
witnessed the most active manifestation of this
strategic alliance ever. Well-placed, senior officials of both
governments have repeatedly asserted how relations were at
«an all time high» or «iron-clad». Reagan, in a speech on
March 13, 1984, to the Young Leadership Conference of the
United Jewish Appeal, called the strategic alliance «The first
such formal arrangement between the US and Israel.»
Proponents of the ‘Israel first’ school of thought were on the
loose in the bourgeois media. Despite all the behind-the-scenes
squabbling over how to resolve the Israeli economic woes,
there was never any dispute about the necessity of maintaining
the military superiority of ‘Israel’. «There has been no
basic disagreement between Washington and (Israel) on the
military side...»” «Even as we... work with Israel on its eco-
nomic program, we... went ahead with a major increase in our
security assistance for Israel.»® Thus, in the span of two years,
Reagan’s Administration has accelerated the process of for-
tifying its own position in the Middle East. «As various crises
have rocked the Middle East... steps have been taken to
improve the U.S. ability to fight in that region... The Reagan
Administration has accelerated the pace of these improve-
ments»!

The strategic cooperation between the US and ‘Israel’ is a
broad program which encompasses, among many other things,
the following:

1. Coordination of objectives, strategies and tactics.

2. Prepositioning of US military equipment, ammunition and
fuel in ‘Israel’ for possible use in a regional crisis.

3. Medical support; arrangements for US use of Israeli hospi-
tals in an emergency. (‘Israel’ and the US have conducted joint
medical exercises where US helicopters took ‘wounded’ US
Navy personnel from a Sixth Fleet vessel to the Hadassah hos-
pital. Facilities for US ‘folding hospitals’ which can accomo-
date up to 4,000 beds are provided by ‘Israel’. This triples the
medical capacity of the US forces in the Middle East.)

4. The use of Haifa as a port facility for the US Sixth Fleet.
(US Congressman Jack Kemp went so far as to state: «I view
(Israel) in... the same framework as a naval base.»!

5. Tactical airfields: US Air Force use of Israeli runways and



tactical aircraft ground support equipment. (US Sixth Fleet jets
have been practicing precision attacks in the Negev area.)

6. Strategic airfields: Construction of a special Israeli facility
for US Strategic Projection Force aircraft. (In the October
1984 issue of Newsweek magazine, columnist George Will
wrote that ‘Israel’ is «The only nation in the region where we
know we can land a plane tommorrow.»!1)

7. Transshipment of US supplies to the Lebanese Army over-
land from ‘Israel’.

8. Intelligence sharing of data and analysis on «radical» forces
and movements in the Middle East.

9. Maintenance: Israeli maintenance and overhaul of US air-
craft and ships in the eastern Mediterranean to raise US opera-
tional readiness.

10. Defense against submarines: Cooperation in anti-
submarine warfare by increasing Israeli ASW capabilities, and
operating US ASW equipment out of Israeli facilities. (The
first joint anti-submarine exercises between the US and Israeli
navies began after the signing of the strategic cooperation
agreement. «The US has reportedly told Israel that it plans to
play a very active role in overseeing the costs of US participa-
tion in an Israeli diesel submarine project and also in the future
Saar-5-class missiles boats for the Israeli Navy.»12)

11. Enhancing US-Israeli cooperation in the «struggle against
international terrorist organizations and operations.»

12. Coordinated air and naval peacetime maneuvers to develop
and perfect joint procedures.

13. Coordinated US-Israeli defense industrial base planning to
enhance wartime ‘surge’ production capability.

14. Cooperation in industrial research and development.
(Israeli firms have made significant advances in research areas
of potential importance to the US armed forces. Moreover,
‘Israel’ has served as a laboratory for testing the strengths and
weaknesses of new US weaponry in actudl combat. The F-15
and F-16 planes were first tested in combat by Israeli pilots.
‘Israel’ made as many as 27 changes and improvements in these
bombers, as well as 114 modifications on the US Patton tanks.
The Israeli armed forces. tested cluster bombs, phosphorous
bombs and chemical weapons on innocent civilians during its
1982 invasion of Leabnon.)

15. Joint projects to enhance economic development and secu-
rity planning in ‘third world’ countries. (Under the guise of
development or agricultural projects, the US has been able to
impose its influence in ‘third world’ regional politics, using
‘Israel’ as its surrogate, especially in areas where it would be
diplomatically embarrassing to operate overtly. Weaponry is
delivered to fascist regimes, being written off as ‘metal ware’
or ‘machinery’ or ‘electronic goods’. ‘Israel’ often works out
of ‘interest sections’ of European embassies in countries with
whom it does not have diplomatic relations).!3

At a higher level, 40 US industrial executives explored
aspects of Strategic Defense Intitiative (Star Wars) cooperation
between the US and ‘Israel’. This included opportunities for
cooperation with Israeli companies in high technology, and
space research and development projects. Other fields for pos-
sible cooperation include: communications systems, compute-
rized publishing systems, lasers, microelectronics, quality con-
trol systems, pharmaceuticals, robotics, fiber optics, data
‘transmission and distribution systems, and biotechnology.

In view of the above, ‘Israel’ is simply a nome de guerre for
what is actually a US military base in the Middle East. A
clearly emerging aspect, however, is that military might is not
serving to cower people into the kind of submission that would
allow imperialism to get on with their rearrangement of the
region.

FROM STRIKE FORCE TO MILITARY BASE

Over the years,when the Arab nationalist movement refused
to succumb to imperialist plans and conditions,the US has used
Israeli military might to impose its hegemony. Created by
aggression, ‘Israel’ got its first major war experience in the
1948 occupation of the major part of Palestine. ‘Israel’ joined
the French-British aggression against Egypt in 1956, and in
1967 occupied the rest of Palestine, plus Egypt’s Sinai Penin-
sula and Syria’s Golan Heights. In 1982, the Zionist state
invaded major parts of Lebanon, including the capital, Beirut.
In addition, there were a series of blitz attacks - the Israeli

bombing of the Iraqi nuclear reactor in 1981, and of the capital
of Tunisia in 1985, as well as semi-daily attacks on neighboring
Arab countries, against the Palestinian people and revolution.
all of these acts of aggression were supported and financed by
US imperialism, because they served its interests.

On the other hand, doubts have more recently been raised as
to the Zionist entity’s ability to implement the full array of
imperialist aims, simply by the US pumping in astronomical
amounts of aid to finance indiscriminate aggression. This is
why US Secretary of State Schultz last year stressed: «Israel’s
long term security can only come through peace with its
neighbors, not military superiority,»!4 though the US conti-
nues high power efforts to develop this very superiority.
Meanwhile imperialism is stressing the efforts to impose a
political settlement on the conflict in the Middle East, attemp-
ting to capitalize on the results of Zionist aggression. By brid-
ging the gap between Arab reaction and the Zionist state,
imperialism hopes to secure the latter’s permanent presence
while ensuring its own exploitation of the area’s resources and
manpower. Such an ambition requires elimination of the Arab
national liberation movement and especially the Palestinian
revolution. For this reason, when the imperialist plan took
concrete form in the Camp David accords, these were just as
much a model for a military pact in the area. Parallel to the
political settlement between ‘Israel’ and Egypt, the US
increased its direct presence in the area, building and expan-
ding bases in a string of countries bordering on the Gulf and
Indian Ocean; it established the RDF and made other prepara-
tions for direct intervention.

With the advent of the Reagan Administration, the emphasis
on military might - both American and Israeli - increased,
along with the imperialist drive to establish the Middle East as
reactionary bulwark against the Soviet Union. At the same
time, Arab reaction did not capitulate all at once and join
Camp David openly. Not even all of the reactionary Arab
states welcomed the degree of direct US military presence that
the Reagan Administration wanted. In this situation, the ori-
ginal US-Israeli strategic cooperation agreement was signed,
and the 1982 Israeli invasion of Lebanon was launched, sup-
ported and financed by US imperialism, to break the deadlock
for Camp David. This war exhibiied the most obvious form of
US-Israeli wartime coordination to date - with the US Marines
brought in to protect the Israeli occupation and reap the poli-
tical results of the invasion. Despite all the signs of US-Israeli
friction during this time, and the failure of this joint venture,
the experience of Lebanon actually served to add momentum
to closer US-Israeli coordination. The US’s fiasco of trying to
bolster Amin Gemayel’s unpopular regime increased apprecia-
tion for the importance of ‘Israel’ as a totally dependable ally.

The Zionist state’s dependability is virtually ensured by its
very nature as a settler colonial socie(&tle:?.stablished by aggres-
sion and displacement of the native Palestinian Arab popula-
tion, the Zionist state placed itself in geopolitical isolation. The
settler society has a high degree of internal cohesion in the face
of the «external enemy» created by its own aggression. Thus,
the Zionist society’s internal stability is virtually ensured, and
the settler population is highly mobilized to serve as cannon
fodder in military ventures which they perceive as a struggle
for their own existence. This situation dictates the Zionist
state’s loyalty and readiness to struggle for imperialist domi-
nance as the ultimate guarantee for its own existence.

It is these qualities in the Zionist state that made it inevitable
that the strategic cooperation agreement would be revived and
materialized in ever closer Israeli - US military cooperation.
For all the while the US promotes the ‘peace’ process, it
encounters obstacles and weilds the threat of aggression to
eliminate them. Thus, we witnessed the Israeli bombing of the
PLO’s headquarters in Tunis, with US logistical and intelli-
gence support. In turn, this spring, the US bombed Libya and
counted on °‘Israel’ for intelligence information about the
effects of its aggression.

The unprecendentedly high degree of US-Israeli military
cooperation today has its war-and peacetime applications, for
military and political means are two sides of the same strategy
for imposing imperialist dominance. As more Arab reactio-
nary regimes are now showing readiness to capitulate to the
US-Zionist conditions, closer US-Israeli cooperation on the
alternate use of these two options is more crucial than ever
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all attempts at military attacks launched from outside. There
were dangerous, deviant practices on the economic front, car-
ried out by the conspirators, Ali Nasser Mohammed and his
clique, in the past period. These deviations aimed at weakening
the public and cooperative sectors, and creating and develo-
ping parasitic sectors. They aimed at striking planned deve-
lopment of the national economy, and caused the waste of
public assets. They also caused the weakening of economic
relations with the socialist countries, and the development of
consumerist trends in our society. The events of January 13th
caused severe economic losses for the country. Losses in buil-
dings and fixed assets, caused by the conspiracy, were about 42
million dinars ($126 million). We have allocated 40 million
dinars ($120 million) for repairing what was destroyed and
continuing social and economic development.

At present, the economic conditions are the central issue in
the struggle of our party. We are concentrating all efforts for
developing these conditions, increasing production, maintai-
ning public ownership and improving labor. We feel satisfied
with our accomplishments so far in resolving the biggest part
of the consequences of the conspiracy. These accomplishments
are due to the inspiration of our masses and their participation
in voluntary work and other initiatives, and to the role of the
construction sector in repairing damage. This gives us confi-
dence in our ability to foil the enemy’s plans for destroying our
revolution via the economic front.

The forces antagonistic to your revolution are still
threatening with external interference. What are
you doing to confront this danger? How are your
relations with neighboring states?

It has been proven that those who planned and executed the
bloody January 13th plot, with its massacres and huge dan-
gers, were counting on external intervention to contain their
defeats and topple the progressive regime in our country. The
heroic steadfastness of our party members and the masses, and
the great internationalist position of the Soviet Union, pre-
vented external intervention. This aborted the hopes of those
enemies who expected to capitalize on this crisis in order to
destroy the Yemeni workers’ and peasants’ state.

In this context, the peaceful policy of our country has played
an important role in preventing external intervention. This
policy guarantees continuing the policies of peaceful coexis-
tence and international solidarity in our foreign policy. We are
determined to continue our relations, especially with fraternal
countries and neighboring states, on the basis of peaceful
coexistence, constructive cooperation, mutual respect for
national sovereignty, non-interference in internal affairs and
guaranteeing peace and stability in the area.

There were strains in your relations with the
Ethiopian revolution. What is the situation now?

We have close, militant relations, consolidated by blood,
with the Ethiopian revolution, the vanguard Ethiopian Wor-
kers’ Party and Comrade Mengistu Haile Mariam. We are in
the same trench confronting antagonistic conspiracies planned
by the imperialist forces against our two revolutions and coun-
tries. We feel comfortable with our accomplishments in remo-
ving the misunderstandings that arose in Yemeni-Ethiopian
relations, due to the misleading and falsifications of the cons-
pirator Ali Nasser Mohammed. He aimed to isolate Demo-
cratic Yemen from its true friends and cover up his conspira-
torial relations with forces antagonistic to our revolution, as
part of a plan to attack the progressive system in our country.

Day after day, the militant relations between Democratic
Yemen and Ethiopia are being consolidated, based on common
beliefs and goals. We are struggling side by side to accomplish
these goals, guided by the great ideas of scientific socialism and
proletarian internationalism. We are interested in maintaining
and developing this relationship, because we consider it a
source of strength for our just struggle and for both the Arab
and African national liberation movements.
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How do you envision your future role in the Arab
national liberation movement?

In the light of the strong relation between our patriotic,
Arab nationalist and internationalist commitment, we consider
the task of consolidating the unity of the Arab national libera-
tion movement as a primary task to which we should devote
our utmost efforts. Mobilizing and uniting the militant abilities
and will of our Arab people, and their nationalist and progres-
sive forces and regimes, is an important precondition for con-
fronting the enemies’ challenges to the Arab national liberation
movement. These challenges reached a climax in the conspiracy
and outright aggression against the vanguard position of Libya
and Democratic Yemen, and what is now being planned
against steadfast Syria. We are concerned about increasing the
role of our party and country in solidifying the unity of the
Arab struggle against imperialism and Zionism.

We will continue our party’s efforts for reuniting the PLO
and consolidating its militant alliance with Syria and the
Lebanese national movement. We also want to help pave the
way for more joint activity between the Arab progressive
nationalist forces and states in confronting the aggressive and

-expansionist policies and plans of imperialism and Zionism,

that aim at striking the achievements of the Arab liberation
movement and reversing the movement of history.

What should Palestinian natibnal unity be based
on?

We support the Palestinian people’s struggle to return to
their homeland, for self-determination and establishing an
independent state under the leadership of the PLO, their sole,
legitimate representative. Reuniting the PLO is an important
task in confronting the attacks of the imperialist and Zionist
forces against the Palestinian cause. We think that the basis for
Palestinian national unity is democratic dialogue and adhe-
rence to the decisions of the 16th PNC, held in Algiers in 1983,
and the decisions of the Fez summit.

Palestinian national unity should confront all plans and
projects that fall short of fulfilling the indelible, legitimate,
national rights of the Palestinian Arab people. We welcomed
the Algerian initiative presented by President Shadli Bin Jedid,
on reuniting the PLO. Our country worked with Algeria in the
past to achieve these noble aims. The most prominent result
was the signing of the Aden-Algiers agreement. We shall con-
tinue efforts with our Algerian brothers to end the state of
division in the Palestinian arena, in order to remobilize the
energies of the Palestinian people and revolutionary fighting
forces to confront the dangers threatening their just cause.

How do you evaluate the relationship between the
YSP and the PFLP?

I would like to stress that the relationship between our party
and the PFLP is a militant, historical one. Our relations were
consolidated over the various stages of the Yemeni and Pales-
tinian revolutions. The PFLP and its secretary general, Com-
rade George Habash, stood by our revolution and party in all
difficult situations. We highly appraise the positions of soli-
darity that the PFLP has taken in support of the struggle of
our party and people to accomplish the tasks of the national
democratic revolution and solidify the socialist orientation of
our country. The PFLP also supported us in confronting all
internal and external conspiracies aimed at striking our pro-
gressive regime and delaying the progressive development of
our revolution.

In the latest bloody conspiracy of January 13th, the PFLP
and our militant comrade George Habash played an important
role in condemning the conspiracy. We shall continue to soli-
dify the historical, militant relations between the YSP and the
PFLP in order to serve the militant alliance between the
Yemeni and Palestinian revolutions, increasing their contribu-
tion to strengthening the struggle of the Arab national libera-
tion movement against imperalism and Zionism. o















