





PFLP Politbureau communique

The following are exerpts from the communique
issued by the PFLP’s Politbureau in celebration of
the PFLP’s 20th anniversary.

We celebrate today 20 years of continuous struggle. Twenty
years of distinguished struggle in the PFLP’s theoritical vision,
political stands and closeness to the Palestinian masses. The
PFLP took an opposite direction to the capitulationist thinking
that the imperialist-Zionist-reactionary alliance attempted to
impose on our masses and the Arab region.

Twenty years have passed, full of insistant struggle for our
national cause and for achieving our masses goals of return,
self-determination and the establishment of an independent
Palestinian state.

Throughout the past twenty years, the PFLP has been a
stern defender of our just cause, and an important contributor
in our Palestinian people’s victories. Twenty years of con-
tinuous struggle by the PFLP to safeguard the PLO as the sole
legitimate representative of the Palestinian people, and to
.combat all attempts of political elimination and containment
of the PLO.

Twenty full years of military and political struggle against-

the Zionist enemy and against all forms of political and
military attacks against our people and cause.

The twentieth anniversary of the PFLP comes at a time of
intensified imperialist-Zionist-Arab reactionary aggression
aiming at eliminating the PLO and the Palestinian cause, and
‘to expand the capitulationist trend in the whole region. And
this enemy alliance is taking full advantage of the declining
official Arab policies and of the spread of the capitulationist
logic of the rightist and reactionary Arab circles. The Jorda-
nian regime is taking advantage of the results of «Israel’s»
1982 invasion of Lebanon and the escalation of the Iran-Iraq
war, is continuing its drive to execute its capitulationist
policies, seeking to facilitate the proper atmosphere for direct
negotiations with the Zionist enemy under Washington’s
auspices. And in addition to its attempts to attain official Arab
blessings for its moves, the Jordanian regime seeks as well to
obtain a Palestinian biessing for them. While these political
moves were intensifying, the Palestinian people were confron-
ting great challenges and dangers.

In the occupied homeland, the Zionist enemy continued in-
tensifying its iron-fist policy. The confiscation of land in-
creased, and more settlements were established. The Zionist
intensified and escalated oppressive measures aimed at creating
suitable conditions for stopping our masses’ upgraded struggle
and to facilitate the progress of the joint Israeli-Jordanian
plans.

In Lebanon, the Palestinian masses in the camps have faced
for the past two years continuous aggressive wars aiming at
eliminating the nationalist Palestinian armed presence. These
wars have only weakened the nationalist Palestinian-
Lebanese-Syrian alliance, at a time when all confrontation
forms and efforts should be united against the US plans and
the increased US military presence in the region.

The resolutions of the Amman Arab summit have come as a
clear indication of the declining level of official Arab policies.

The resolutions of this summit, particularly the one concerning
relations with Egypt, have opened the road for a more com-
prehensive and dangerous decline. And this decline is clearly
manifested in the acceptance of the major Arab countries of
the Camp David trend and the bilateral solutions.

Despite this situation, the Palestinian revolution with the
glorious struggle of our masses outside and inside the occupied
homeland, has succeeded in foiling these hostile plans and
maintaining the role and status of the Palestinian factor in the
ongoing conflict as an obstacle to all attempts to spread the
Camp David trend.

Due to the efforts of the nationalist and democratic Palesti-
nian forces and the support of all allies and friendly countries
and forces, the unification session of the PNC was held and the
PLO’s unity was restored on a nationalist base opposing
imperialist-Zionist-reactionary plans. The reunification of the
PLO rehabilitated the PLO’s prestige and alliances, causing
the failure of all hostile plans.

In the meantime, our Palestinian masses have continued
their heroic uprising in the occupied territories and their con-
frontations against the Zionist-Jordanian plans and all at-
tempts to eliminate the nationalist Palestinian armed presence
in Lebanon.

The decline of the official Arab policies, the intensification
of the attempts to eliminate the PLO and the Palestinian cause
and the oppression of any uprising signs in the Arab region
only necessitate facilitating the requirements of the com-
prehensive nationalist confrontation, which could be achieved
by the following tasks.

The first task requires the consolidation and strengthening.
of the PLO’s unity based on its political and organizational
program and the resolutions of the PNC’s unification session.
This requires the joint efforts of all Palestinian nationalist and
democratic forces to impose adherence to the PNC resolutions
and enact democratic organizational reforms in the PLO’s in-
stitutions.In addition to that the road should be paved for other
Palestinian forces to join the PLO. Achieving this task un-
doubtedly requires adherence to the political and organiza-
tional resolutions.

The second task is to continue the armed struggle against the
Zionist enemy. And consolidating the unity of the Palestinian
masses and institutions in the occupied homeland and to
upgrade the level of confrontation against the occupation and
the attempts to create substitutes to the PLO. The third task is
to expend all efforts to restore the Palestinian-Syrian relations.

The fourth task is to restore the role of the nationalist
Palestinian-Syrian-Lebanese alliance. And this requires an
immediate halt to the camp wars and to formulate the na-
tionalist Lebanese-Palestinian relations on clear bases. The
fifth task is to upgrade the level of cooperation and coordina-
tion between the nationalist Arab regimes and forces. The sixth
task is to stop the Irag-Iran war through a peaceful solution
based on Security Council resolution 598.

The seventh and final task is to consolidate and strengthen
the PLO’s alliances, on the international level with the socialist
countries, at the forefront the USSR, and improve the level of
cooperation and alliances between the nationalist Arab forces
and regimes, the socialist countries and the peace, liberation
and progressive forces in the world supportive of the Palesti-
nian people’s just cause.



The PFLP, while highly praising the firm and principled
positions of the USSR concerning our people’s struggle, ap-
preciates the peaceful Soviet initiatives leading to the agree-
ment to eliminate medium-range and short-range nuclear
weapons, as the first step towards protecting -humanity from
the dangers of a nuclear war.

The succes of the imperialist-Zionist-Arab reactionary ag-
gression in this region is not inevitable. In contrast to the of-
ficial policies’ decline, bright signs have emerged and proved
the Arab nation’s capabilities. Our Palestinian people’s upris-

ing in the occupied homeland the heroic struggle of the
Lebanese National Resistance Front, and the Palestinian
military operations in the occupied homeland, the latest being
the heroic hang-glider operation, all these facts point out the
possibilities of succes in foiling all hostile plans.

On the 20 th anniversary, the PFLP promises to continue the
struggle until total victory and the achievment of the national
goals of the Palestinian people of return, self-determination and
the establishment of an independent state on Palestine.»

Interview with
Comrade George Habash

On the occasion of the PFLP’s 20th anniversary, Secretary General Comrade George Habash gave an
exclusive interview to Al Hadaf and Democratic Palestine

Twenty years after the PFLP’s establishment, can
you describe the circumstances in which it was
formed. What were the expectations that motivated
the decision to establish the Front?

The idea to establish the PFLP arose due to the results of the
1967 war, when the Zionist enemy succeeded in occupying the
rest of Palestine, in addition to the Sinai and the Golan
Heights. This made the Arab and Palestinian masses disillu-
sioned with the nationalist bourgeois regimes, headed at that
time by Nasser’s regime in Egypt. The masses were shocked by
the defeat and the new Zionist expansion, and by the failure of
the nationalist bourgeois project spearheaded by the Egyptian
regime. The question was what to do to restore our masses’
self-confidence and restore the credibility of our slogans.

In order to liberate Palestine, struggle by all means was
needed... at that time, the PLO was not the same as it is now -it
was not a front-like framework led by the armed resistance
organizations, it was only a few years old. The masses had no
confidence in it. It did not represent the Palestinian people’s
will. Nor was it a suitable framework for mobilizing their
capabilities for the liberation struggle. It had been established
by the Arab regimes, which made it difficult to imagine that it
could escape their control. This is not meant to belittle the im-
portance of the PLO’s having been established... But the re-
quirements of truth make us point out the many reservations
and questions that remained... Faced with this situation, we
made our decision to initiate new revolutionary action whereby
the Palestinian people could practice their will by fighting to
liberate their homeland.

In these circumstances, it was natural to think of establishing
a national front, representing the vanguard Palestinian forces,
to restore the prominence of the Palestinian role which had
been overlooked from 1948 until 1967. The time had come for
a new revolutionary response, with a different class nature,
capable of facing the new challenges. We saw the Algerian
people’s revolution as an inspiration, as well as the experience
of the Yemeni masses in the South, who achieved independence
in 1967.
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A POPULAR FRONT

We engaged in contacts with all Palestinian forces and

-organizations that were preparing for armed struggle to

liberate Palestine through protracted people’s war. The most
important organizations were Fatah, the Palestinian branch of
the Arab Nationalist Movement, the Heros of Return, the
Palestine Liberation Front, the Palestinian branch of the Baath
Party and more than twenty smaller factions. This abundance
of factions reflected the Palestinian people’s awakening.

The name, Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine,
did not emerge at that time, for the negotiations which were
held among Palestinian organizations in Damascus aimed at
forming a fighting, nationalist, people’s front. We wanted to
include all Palestinian forces, also Fatah, but the dialogue did
not end in agreement to form such a front. Fatah refused to
participate, so the only choice then was to work with the
organizations that agreed to forming a unified front. Thus, the
Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine was formed from
the Palestinian branch of the Arab Nationalist Movement (the
Youth of Revenge). the Heros of Return, the Palestine Libera-
tion Front and a number of independent nationalists.

When we first thought of establishing the PFLP after the
June defeat, the expectations were that this front would in-
clude all fighting Palestinian organizations, as had happened
in Algeria (the Algerian National Liberation Front) and the
National Liberation Front that achieved the independence of
South Yemen. We never thought that we would be building a
Marxist-Leninist party. The idea of transformation was not
introduced at that time. When the PFLP’s establishment was
declared, it was clear that it was a front including the greatest
possible number of existing Palestinian fighting organizations,
and which aimed to continue working with Fatah in a unified
front. This is what happened in 1968, when we reached an
agreement that made the PLO a front-like framework led by
the fighting organizations, without losing the PLO’s represen-
tative capacity as a member of the Arab League.

From the start, we didn’t plan to form a party called the
PFLP.






were one organization of the revolution and behaved in this
way.

The biggest question we asked ourselves at that time was:
What is the political, ideological and social nature of our
organization? We outlined our answer in the light of
developments experienced by the Palestinian branch of the
ANM, ideologically and class-wise. We considered ourselves
an organization of the Palestinian working class, i.e., the
organization that represented the ideology and political think-
ing of the working class. In short, the second stage meant
keeping the name PFLP, despite the realization that we were
an organization of the working class...

The third stage witnessed intensification of internal discus-
sion between the leading figures of the Palestinian branch of
the ANM.

These discussions focused on whether or not the PFLP,
given its new situation after the PLF’s withdrawal, could be
transformed into a working class organization. There were two
viewpoints. The first viewpoint was held by those who still lead
the PFLP. They maintained that the PFLP could be
transformed into a leftist, Marxist -Leninist party, represen-
ting the Palestinian working class. They held that in the
transformation process, although it might be long, the PFLP
would be able to acquire Marxist-Leninist theory.

The second viewpoint maintained that this was impossible,
that PFLP, as a petit bourgeois party, could not be
transformed into a working class party. The maximum they
thought could be reached by the PFLP was to have leftist
elements, but not to become a Marxist-Leninist party. This
stage ended with the group holding this view splitting

from the PFLP in February 1969, to form the Democratic
Front for the Liberation of Palestine.

Naturally, this was not the only issue of contradiction that
caused the split. There were many political and organizational
differences, but the main issue that led to the split was the issue
of transformation. I thought that we could have managed to
solve the political and organizational differences had the
viewpoints on the transormation process been reconciled.

The fourth stage: After the DFLP’s split, the PFLP entered
the fourth stage in its development - the stage of transforming
into a Marxist-Leninist party, a party for the Palestinian
working class. We are still in this stage which is near successful
conclusion. This stage, which started after February 1969, is
divided into several substages, which we can review through
our national congresses: The second congress, which was held
in February 1969, issued «The Strategy for the Liberation of
Palestine», which outlined the PFLP’s aspirations and future
(organizational) form.

Between February 1969 and March 1972, the PFLP’s
leadership worked to crystallize the Front’s leftist nature
through its political positions and slogans, whether concerning
the position on the Jordanian regime, the Jordanian masses
and nationalist forces, or the PFLP’s understanding of the
concept of Palestinian national unity. In all these positions, we
worked to crystallize our leftist political identity as a Palesti-
nian organization for the working class.

In the third congress, in March 1972, we reviewed the
organizational structure of the PFLP and outlined the big
shortcomings in this. We examined the factors of this short-
coming and outlined organizational guidelines to overcome
this. The congress adopted the internal rules and regulations of
the PFLP, which are the rules for a communist party. Then
started the long, hard process of advancing the organizational
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situation of the Front to the level outlined in the internal rules
and regulations, particularly to enact democratic centralism
which is the basis for all working class parties. This was one of
the most difficult stages through which the Front has passed,
and many questions were raised about its capability to succeed
in the transformation process. However, around 1979, we
began to feel that we had successfully passed this stage.

In the fourth congress, April 1981, we were able to register
our satisfaction with the progress we had achieved in the
transformation process, on both the political and organiza-
tional levels. We outlined the headlines for our future tasks: to
conclude the transformation process by strengthening the
theoretical knowledge of our leadership and cadres.

These are the stages undergone by the Front in its transfor-
mation into a Marxist-Leninist party. As you noted, they were
intertwined. It is difficult to totally separate the one from the
other. I have simply distinguished them in terms of our main
concern at each stage...

THE PFLP AND THE SPLITS
Who was responsible for the splits in the PFLP?
What caused them and were they inevitable or not?
To what extent has the Front overcome the
possibility of splits in the future?

First, let us distinguish between what happened in 1968,
when the PLF withdrew, and what happened in 1969, when a
group split to form the DFLP. In the first case, it was not split,
but the termination of a partnership between several organiza-
tions, exactly like when the PFLP terminated its partnership
with the Salvation Front in April 1987... As for the second
case, it was a real split. A group from our ranks split and
formed a new organization, after it was impossible for them to
coexist with the mother organization, especially since the dif-
ferences focused on a central issue, that of transformation.

In 1972, the PFLP again faced a split by a group which call-
ed itself the Popular Revolutionary Front for the Liberation of
Palestine, but this was of little importance in terms of this
group’s size or political-theoretical ideas. The disappearance of
this organization from the Palestinian political scene proves its
weakness, but in any case, it was a split.

The PFLP has constantly reviewed this issue of splits. In the
past, we laid all the blame on the group that split. We used to
study the reasons behind the split, as claimed by the splitting:
group. We blamed left opportunism or selfishness or fac-
tionalism, etc., as the causes for the split. However, with the
advance in the transformation process, we have changed our
way of analyzing this issue and its causes. In the organizational
report of the fourth national congress, we said that in addition
to the factors for which the splitting group bears the main
responsibility, the internal situation of the PFLP’s leading

bodies at that time was also partly responsible for the splits.
I believe that given the state of the Front’s leadership at the

time, these splitscould not have been prevented. Had thesituation
been different, we might have succeeded in containing and
minimizing them. Today, after two decades, history has given
us an answer to the outcome of this experience. Had the PFLP
disappeared or shifted to the right or remained in bourgeois
ideology and practice, we could say that the viewpoint of the
comrades of the DFLP was correct. However, since the con-
trary has occurred, and the Front has made great progress in
the transformation, to a Marxist-Leninist party, the PFLP’s
viewpoint was proven correct. I don’t want to go into details in



this evaluation of the outcome of the split, but I have two
questions. The first is: What was the qualitatively new thing
which the DFLP represented in the Palestinian arena? The se-
cond is: What was the effect of that split on the conflict bet-
ween the Palestinian left and right, at that time and today?

As for the future, I can say with confidence that the PFLP
has overcome the experience of splits.The greatest proof of this
is that all the rumors of impending splits in the PFLP over the
past ten years, and especially after 1982, have proved to be
mere illusions on the part of those who spread these rumors.
Having courageously studied the experience of the past split,
the PFLP today views with great satisfaction the high level of
political, organizational and ideological unity in our ranks. We
are confident that all these illusions and rumors will be shat-
tered on the rocks of our unity.

TRANS FORMATION
How far has the transformation process come?

I believe that our coming fifth congress will deal with the big
question: Did we conclude the transformation process, or do
we still need more time to achieve this goal? Personally, I will
be supporting the viewpoint, based on knowledge, that the
transformation process has proceeded successfully, and that
we have become one of the models for the tranformation of a
revolutionary democratic organization into a communist
organization; that we have concluded or are near the conclu-
sion of the transformation process.

The yardstick for measuring the correctness of this judge-
ment is how the Leninist principles are practiced. The most
important of these principles concern the party’s ideological
and class nature, its adherence to the principle of democratic
centralism, the practice of criticism and self-criticism, etc.
Evaluating the PFLP by this scientific yardstick, I can confirm
that we have concluded, or nearly concluded the transforma-
tion process, and this will be my viewpoint at the fifth con-
gress...

The process of concluding the transformation over the coming
years is intertwined with two main tasks. The first of these is to
consolidate relations between the Palestinian revolutionary
democratic forces, so that they become the guarantee of the

revolution... We deeply believe in the necessity of unifying the-

Palestinian left in order to build the united Palestinian com-
munist party.

The second task is to struggle on two fronts. The first front
is to strengthen the political line of the PLO in order to main-
tain its nature as a liberation movement opposing imperialism
and Zionism, and to confront any deviationist trends. The se-
cond front is to consecrate democratic principles in the PLO’s
institutions and bodies. These tasks may need several years to
achieve.

Does the role played by the PFLP today measure
up to the original expectations at the time of its
foundation?

I want to answer this honestly and clearly. We have hoped to
have a bigger role among the masses and in the revolution and
the PLO. However, there are reasons for the gap between our
dreams and the reality.

First, in Jordan, the revolution was made up of two main
groups, and we succeeded in making the left a competitive and

equal pole in relation to the right. We have worked so that the
positions of the working class in the revolution would be
distinguished in programs, organization and behaviour, in
contrast to the bourgeois program represented by Fatah...
Despite the bitter experience of the splits, we succeeded in
maintaining this competitive pole... This was expressed spon-
taneously in the slogan shouted by the masses at that time:
«For national unity - Fatah and Popular Front.»

Second, in Lebanon, the situation was somehow different,
especially with the PLO’s achievements, like its gaining Arab
and international recognition. This helped the influential
(bourgeois) pole in the PLO to exploit these achievements to its
own advantage. Here we should point out that the alliance
between the Palestinian right, which was leading the PLO, and
the Arab right is organic. It stems from many factors, mainly
the Arab right’s need for a Palestinian cover for its capitula-
tionist policies. Naturally, this alliance provided the Palesti-
nian right with great material support, including arms, which
helped the balance of forces in the Palestinian arena to tilt in its
favor.

After 1982, the importance of the Palestinian revolution’s
primary operation base, i.e., occupied Palestine, was increas-
ed. The PFLP gained more strength in the Palestinian balance
of forces, due to its influence in occupied Palestine, which gave
it a bigger role among the masses and in the revolution...

The important thing here is that we have always hoped the
Palestinian left would have a bigger role in the revolution,
because we believe that the left is the guarantee for protecting
the Palestinian national achievements and for the revolution’s
continuation... Again, I want to reaffirm that the Palestinian
right and left are in a state of national unity in confronting the
enemy camp, and especially the Zionist enemy.

THE PLO

The relationship between the PFLP and the PLO
has fluctuated over the years. Can you describe the
most prominent stages in this relationship and ex-
plain these fluctuations?

Participating or not participating in the PLO institutions
and leading bodies cannot be the only measure of the PFLP’s
relationship to the PLO, although it is an essential measure.
This phenomenon, connected to the political and organiza-
tional conflict in the PLO, was never an expression of change
in the PFLP’s position towards the PLO as the sole, legitimate
representative of the Palestinian people.

Participation in the PNC is among the essential criteria for.
adherence to the PLO, but it should be clear to all that the
PFLP participated in the PNC except for a few specific occa-
sions and for specific reasons that had nothing to do with the
PFLP’s conviction in the importance of the PLO. We did not
participate in the 5th and 17th sessions of the PNC; we par-
ticipated only symbolically in the 6th session. In all others, we
participated, which shows that our lack of participation has
been minimal.

In fact, our literature has always outlined the reasons for our
not participating in these sessions. Concerning the fifth ses-
sion, we proposed during the discussions to include Arab reac-
tion in the enemy camp. We had in mind the upcoming battle
with the Jordanian regime and the need for a scientific
understanding of Arab reaction’s position on the Palestinian

revolution. To us, this issue was not superficial or unimpor- p»
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tant; nor was it an issue that could be discussed with the same
ease that we now discuss things. Despite our not participating
in this session, I remember that we organized forty seminars in
Jordan to explain our position, saying that we are replacing
our non-participation in the PNC session with forty «PNCs».

Concerning the 17th session, everybody knows that other
organizations, including the Democratic Front, joined us in
boycotting this session, for reasons which are well known,
particularly in view of the dominance of a particular political
line at this session which was held in Amman (1984), which led
to the rightist trend’s continuing its political option which
ultimately led to the signing of the Amman accord with the
Jordanian regime.

Concerning the Executive Committee, we boycotted it dur-
ing the period between the PNC’s 12th and 14th sessions. Dur-
ing this period, we all remember the slogan raised by Fatah,
which controlled the PLO leadership, for keeping things as
they were, i.e., keeping us outside the Executive Committee.

The question might be raised as to the reasons for the
PFLP’s non-participation... What were our aims with non-
participation on certain occasions, and what were the real
reasons for this behaviour? A review of the PFLP’s literature
shows that our non-participation was due to our convictions
concerning essential political and organizational issues. We felt
we had to use all methods available in order to have certain
issues adopted in the PLO in a manner that would consolidate
national unity and promote the PLO’s goals. Despite our con-
stant adherence to the process of political and organizational
reform, we were not the decision-makers in the PLO.

Everybody talks about hegemony in the PLO leadership and
the absence of democratic practices in its institutions. What
then could we do when we face a serious political or organiza-
tional issue not approved by the hegemonic leadership. The
fact was that after expending all efforts, and failing to have
these positions adopted, we wused this tactic of non-
participation in order to bring the discussions being held
behind closed doors out in public. This was a way of saying to
our masses that there is an important question which keeps us
from participating in the PNC, or the Executive Committee,
and this question concerns not only us, but concerns first and
foremost the Palestinian masses. We were seeking to draw the
masses’ attention to the problem presented by the hegemony in
the PLO leadership, and the political and organizational
results of this hegemony.

Forming the PLO’s institutions and leading bodies on
democratic front-like principles, that guarantee collective
decision-making, is the only way to prevent the occurrence of
this phenomenon. The continuation of the hegemony does not
preclude the PFLP from using this tactic again.

If the PFLP’s non-participation is disturbing, the hegemony
and non-democratic methods used in the PLO are more
disturbing. Consolidating Palestinian national unity requires a
radical treatment of the political and organizational miscon-
duct.

Concerning the PFLP’s mistakes in dealing with the PLO,
everybody knows from experience that we are not among those
organizations that claim to always be correct. Our literature
includes a review of the mistakes we have committed.

Could we say that after 20 years in the PLO, the
PFLP’s use of the weapon of non participation
produced the desired results?
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Theoritically yes. During the period that preceeded the con-
vening of the April 1987 session of the PNC, the front succeed-
ed, by its decisive adherence to some political and organisa-
tional issues, in having the PNC cancel the Amman accord. In
addition to some other resolutions that opposed the imperialist
solutions and rehabilitated the PLO’s alliances and national
program.

We have also won the political battle when the Rejectionist
Front was formed. We won by interconnecting the transitional
solution with the strategic solution of the revolution.

But winning a battle comes only as a result of the political
developments which force the influential rightist trend in the
PLO to correct its political stands. For example, when the issue
of classifying the Arab reaction in the camp of the enemies was
subject to discussions at the Sth session of the PNC, we suc-
ceeded later in having the PNC adopt this classification only
because the Jordanian regime had started its war of attrition
against the Palestinian resistance movement. But naturally
winning theoritically is different from winning practically. The
rightist trend in the PLO never adhered to the resolutions.

The issue of the Palestinian national action leader-
ship’s crisis has been raised for years. Aren’t you a
part of this leadership? Does this crisis apply to the
Palestinian left’s leadership as well?

There is a difference between the bourgeoisie’s dilemma in
leading the national work and the difficulties that face the
working class when lcading this work. The dilemma of the
Palestinian national movement is a part of the Arab Libera-
tion movement’s crisis. The crisis lies in bhoth movements in
the class nature of this leadership, and in the particular
dilemma of the revolutionary alternative to this leadership.
The continuing difficulties the Left faces contribute to exten-
ding the Palestinian national action leadership’s dilemma. The
historical role of the bourgeoisie has declined. It is no longer
capable of continuing and concluding the national and
democratic liberation tasks. At some times this class can’t even
maintain what was achieved. Concerning the Palestinian
struggle, the great difficulties we face in this stage, could lead
the Palestinian bourgeoisie to favor a political settlement with
the enemy before concluding the political liberation stage. This
could be seen in the political position taken by the rightist trend
following the Palestinian forces’ withdrawal from Beirut in
1982.

The concept of the crisis as talked about does not apply to
the Left. Despite the difficulties the Left faces, the future for
the Left is wide open. The Palestinian Left, due to its
ideological and class nature, will continue the battle against the
enemy until total victory.

It is worth pointing out that the Palestinian Left was not
born as materialized Left. The process of transormation
governs the Left’s development. This means that the Left could
have many mistakes and shortcomings which could delay
reaching its historical status as the leader of the Palestinian
national action.

The scopes for the Palestinian Left to take control of the
revolution’s leadership are subjected to several factors. First,
this process is a historical one. And during this long process
the achievements of the Left are accumulated until reaching
these goals. Second, taking control of the revolution requires
the consolidation of the Palestinian revolutionary democratic
forces’ efforts on all levels, ideological, political and



organizational to achieve the unity of these forces. To that end,
the Front has expended great efforts since the 4th national
congress (1981) to pave the road for the Palestinian Left’s uni-

ty.

The Islamic trend is growing fast inside and outside
the occupied territories. Do you think this trend
will have the chance to control the PLO?

First I would like to express my deepest appreciation for the
phenomenon of the «Jihad Islami» (the Islamic Jihad) in oc-
cupied Palestine for the many painful blows it dealt to the Zionist
enemy. And we extend our hands for cooperation against the
Zionist enemy. I agree with the evaluation that this trend is
growing inside and outside the occupied homeland. And this
phenomenon does not apply only to the Palestinian arena. It is
rather a phenomenon that is extending to many areas in the

Arab world and some developing countries.
The causes for this trend’s growth lie in the problems and

difficulties that face the socio-economic liberation process, the
development problems and the weakness of the working class
parties. This situation forces the masses to turn to any path
they think could achieve their aspirations. During the Nasserite
era, this trend had no chance of growing this fast, because the
masses saw in Nasser’s leadership the mean to achieve their
aspirations. But when this leadership failed to conclude the
socio-economic liberation process, the masses turned to other
trends.

We could add to these factors the victory achieved by the
Iranian revolution. This experience was an inspiration to the
masses, and its effects extended to parts of the Arab and
Islamic world. Another factor was the imperialist and Arab
reactionary encouragement of the fundamentalist forces to
serve their interests, mainly to face the growing influence and
strength of the nationalist and Marxist forces in the area. Saudi
Arabia poured material support to these forces. The Egyptian
regime of Anwar Sadat encouraged the Islamic force’s growth
for some time in Egypt. The Jordanian regime facilitated the
activities of the Islamic Brotherhood and other forces in Jor-
dan. But it is worth mentioning that the Islamic Jihad is dif-
ferent from those other forces. While the other Islamic forces
direct their activities against nationalist and progressive forces
in occupied Palestine, the Islamic Jihad concentrates its ac-
tivities against the Zionist enemy.

In the light of the results of the April 1987 unification session
of the PNC, the PLO should continue the political and
organizational reforms. This would promote the PLO’s role,
status and forms of struggle, namely escalating the armed
struggle. The Islamic trend has the chance to control the
Palestinian scene once the PLO stops the armed struggle and
deviates from its nationalist program. In addition to the work-
ing class inability to be an alternative leadership. Palestinian
masses would undoubtedly turn towards the forces the masses
think could achieve their aspirations.

What is the PFLP’s understanding of the «Palesti-
nian Entity» and «independent Palestinian
decision-making»?

Concerning the Palestinian Entity in this particular stage of

our struggle, the PFLP views that confronting the imperialist-
Zionist-Arab reactionary plan requires emphasizing the in-

dependant Palestinian entity and identity and insisting on
estblishing the independent Palestinian state on our national
soil. The Zionist project is based on negating the existence of
the Palestinian people and to assimilate the Palestinians in the
state of «Israel» to become Israelis, while those Palestinians in
the 1967 occupied territories be assimilated with Jordan. As
for the Palestinians outside the occupied Palestine, they should
according to the Zionist plan, assimilate in some Arab society
or other societies. Confronting this projct necessitates em-
phasizing the independent Palestinian identity and entity.

Despite our deep convictions that our fight against this
Zionist enemy has pan-Arab national dimensions, there re-
mains the peculiarity of this Zionist danger against the
Palestinian people. This peculiarity resulted in the
materialization of a Palestinian national identity and entity.
And this can be clearly seen in the Palestinian masses’, whether
in the 1948 occupied territories, 1967 occupied territories or
elswhere, adherence to the PLO as their sole legitimate
representative. Thus, safeguarding the PLO as the
materialization of this Palestinian entity becomes a necessity.

Concerning the slogan of the independent Palestinian
decision-making, it was raised in contrast to the strategy of the
Arab regimes, the classical war strategy and against the Arab
regime’s logic of waiting until preparations for this war are
completed. Despite that, the Palestinian people realize well
that liberating Palestine is a task for the whole Arab nation.
And that the process of liberation could only be developed
through the joint efforts and capabilities of the Arab nation in
this struggle. Therefore, the decision of peace or war is an
Arab national decision that is taken by the Palestinian revolu-
tion in cooperation and coordination with all sincere Arab
forces.

The PFLP is viewed as a hard-liner towards the
Palestinian positions. It is also viewed as an
organization that accepts what has been rejected in
the past. What is your explanation?

As a national liberation movement, all Palestinian classes
and strata, and the nationalist political forces representing
them, join in the battle against the common enemy. But there is
a law that governs the relationship between all these forces. It
is the law of conflict and alliance. Understanding this scientific
law draws to the conclusion that we as a national liberation
movement have our internal differences, but are united against
the enemy.

I agree with your question that the PFLP is a hard-liner
towards the Palestinian positions. The Front attempts by that
to gain the broadest mass support in order to steer the conflict
in a direction that would achieve the minimum level of success.
But after that, the circumstances force the Palestinian forces to
unite. Misunderstanding this law sometimes makes the PFLP’s
positions unclear, and thus questions are raised.

It should be understood, that by joining the unity
framework, the PFLP does not accept those policies it had re-
jected in the past. An example to this is the conflict period that
the Palestinian political arena had lived through from 1983
until the PNC’s unification session in April 1987. Is it true that
the PFLP accepted in April 1987 the policies it rejected before
that? The answer naturally is no. The Palestinian national unity

achieved in April 1987 was based on the cancellation of the p»
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Amman accord, specific organizational reforms and other
PNC resolutions. The PFLP wages the conflict on strenght and
principles, and unites on the same basis.

In addition to the law of conflict and alliance, another
reason lies behind this phenomenon. The PFLP sometimes
makes mistakes and misjudgements, and based on these mis-
judgements the Front takes wrong stands. The PFLP
courageously admits those errors, unlike other organizations
which have the illusion that they never make mistakes. We
make mistakes, but when we discover them, we correct them
publicly.

An example was our stand after the rightist trend in the PLO
signed the Amman accord with the Jordanian regime. We
thought that the rightist trend had accpeted the Jordanian
conditions and that a bilateral settlement with «Israel» was
destined. But after King Hussein’s February 19th 1986 speech,
in which he ceased the coordination with the rightist trend, we
realized that the settlement road was a rocky road and that the
new objective conditions have paved the road for restoring the
PLO’s unity on clear political and organizational lines.

1 would like to clarify another point. The political movement
is a vacillating one. Consequently the PFLP formulates its
stands with the new political developments in mind. This
vacillation requires that the PFLP’s stands change as well.

What became of the slogan «liberating all of
Palestine»? What are the prospects for such a
slogan given the fact that «Israel» now is a nuclear
power?

The world has known for a long time that «Israel» owns

nuclear weapons. We also realize the great development in the
Zionist military strategy and technology. And we realise that
these facts will reflect themselves on our struggle and would
add more obstacles.
The most important goals of this nuclear blackmail is to create
the willingness to surrender in the Arab and Palestinian minds.
But at the same time several considerations should be taken
mto nund. First, the US nuclear deterrence strategy failed in
Vietnam. And Washington failed also in preventing other na-
tions during the detente era from gaining their independence
and liberation. Second, the Israeli nuclear blackmail strategy
will become not only a problem for the Palestinian people but
an international problem as well, threatening world peace.
Third, «Israel» realizes that using nuclear weapons would un-
doubtedly be a threat to itself as well. I am not playing down
the danger of this situation, this weapon or the obstacle it adds
to our struggle path, but I believe that this threat will never
prevent the process of liberating all of Palestine. This is our
principle line, but at the same time we cannot be dogmatic in
our analysis. We cannot predict the solutions for future pro-
blems. We are dialectical, and we take stands in accordance
with the circumstances.

Don’t you think that there is a big difference
between the US military presence in Vietnam and
the Israeli presence in Palestine? The US had two
choices, either stay or withdraw. But «Israel’s» two
options are survival or death. Don’t you think that
these options would prompt «Israel» to use the
nuclear weapon?
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As 1 said before it is a difficult task to outline a precise

scenario for future events. But there is a possibility that
«Israel» might find itself one day faced with a big question:
faced with the options of death or life, what kind of life do we
want? is it the expansionist presence or the peaceful coexistence
presence? Isn’t it possible, given the possibility of shifting the
balance of forces in the area in the Palestinian people’s favor,
that a change in the present thinking of the Zionist state might
take place? Where it will consider maintaining its «citizens» in
a democratic Palestinian state might be the safest method to
survive,
These and other questions emphasize the difficulty of giving
detailed answers in advance. These questions after all belong to
a future era in the Arab—Zionist conflict. And given the pre-
sent decline in the official Arab policies, one cannot give
answers in advance. For this will certainly lead to mistakes and
misjudgements.

How can the Palestinian people’s inalienable na-
tional rights be achieved given the present world
formula that seeks to solve the Palestinian problem
in a way that might bypass the minimum level of
these rights?

I strongly believe that the Soviet.Union is committed to the
Palestinian people’s inalienable rights as the minimum level
required for any solution to the Palestinian problem and the
Arab—Zionist conflict. The Soviet Union will continue adher-
ing to these rights as long as the Palestinian side maintains its
adherence and struggle. During my last visit to the Soviet
Union, this commitment was clearly outlined. A senior
Soviet official said that the only change in their stand is their
willingness to talk with the Israelis. The official added that in
these talks the Soviet Union has reaffirmed its well-known
positions towards the Middle East crisis and the Palestinian
problem, which emphasize the Israeli withdrawal from the
1967 occupied territories, self-determination for the Palesti-
nian people and the establishment of an independent Palesti-
nian state, through the international peace conference with the
participation of all concerned parties, the permanent members
of the UN security council and the PLO on equal footings.

During the past 20 years of Struggle, to what extent
did the concept of operational bases prove itself
scientifically sound?

By no way, should the concept of operational bases be
assessed in the light of the present conditions of the Palestinian
Revolution outside occupied Palestine. The difficulties and the
obstacles facing the Revolution’s second base, in Lebanon,
should not be taken as evidence to the fall of this concept,
which is scientifically and practically correct and appropriate
for the Palestine question, with the Palestinian people’s status
of «diaspora» and the nature of the battle mounted against the
Zionist-imperialist enemy, kept in mind.

The major part of the Palestinian people are living outside
their homeland, and that is why the concept of operational
bases was adopted. It was further crystalized and developed by
our deeper understanding of the nature of the enemy and of
our determination to achieve victory.

The Palestinian Revolution has faced a great deal of dif-



ficulties. This concept might be viewed as a failure, because
our experience in Jordan failed to establish a sound and solid
base. At present, the Palestinian revolution in Lebanon faces
so many difficulties created by several sides. However, there
are insisting questions; namely: What tasks should be
shouldered by over 1.5 million Palestinians in Jordan and
about 500,000 Palestinians living in Lebanon? Would the
Palestinian Revolution inside Palestine be able to go on with
such a great effectiveness and vigour without the support and
the backing of the second base abroad?

The long experience of the contemporary Palestinian strug-
gle made it clear that to keep the dialectical link between the
Revolution’s forces inside and outside occupied Palestine, it is
essential to establish operational bases for the Revolution in
the front Arab countries, particularly in Jordan, due to its
specific significance and peculiarity. Ocassional failures and
difficulties should by no mean make us give up these facts,
which were developed into rules through the experience of the
Palestinian struggle.

This is our outlook of the issue. Furthermore, our political
and organizational strategy laid down by the second Congress
in 1969 called for the creation of an Arab Hanoi. With this
frankness, we addressed our masses and our revolution forces.
By no way should we adopt empiricism as a law. It is essential
to have a workplan and to lay down a strategy. Such a strategy
might be modified, re-considered or developed, but there must
be one.

The difficulties that confronted the Revolution’s second
base in Jordan and Lebanon did not urge us to re-consider the
concept itself, because it is completely right, rather urged us to
find out why did we fail to establish invulnerable operational
bases outside Palestine. Our thorough review of this experience
allows us to attribute this failure mainly to the failure of the
Palestinian Revolution to establish the proper relation with the
Jordanian masses and their revolutionary forces before 1970
and to the non-establishment of sound relations with the
Lebanese masses and their revolutionary forces between 1971
and 1982.

In Jordan, the Palestinian Revolution disregarded and
replaced the Jordanian people and the Jordanian national
movement. Misled by the illusion that it can neutralize the
regime by raising the slogan of «non interferrence in its inter-
nal affairs», the Revolution did not participate in the Jorda-
nian masses’ social-national battles.

In Lebanon, the relationship was confined to containing the
National Lebanese Movement. It confiscated their role, reviv-
ed opponent traditional reactionary forces, and moved behind
the scenes to contact their facist enemies, including the
government.

Had the Palestinian Revolution enjoyed clarity of vision and
had it known how to establish good relations with the Jorda-
nian and the Lebanese people, had it supported them against
their national and class enemies, the situation would have
greatly altered.

Prospects of struggle inside the occupied homeland

What are the limits of the Palestinian struggle in-
side Palestine? What is the exact task of this strug-
gle and what is the actual capability to upgrade this
struggle? To what extent have the slogans on this
level been translated into concrete ac-
complishments?

The struggle of our people inside the occupied homeland is
strongly linked to the struggle mounted by their fellow people
in exile. These ties were marvellously manifested through the
uprisings staged by the Palestinian people inside the occupied
territories to back and support their revolution abroad in time
of need.

Undoubtedly, there are wide prospects for this courageous
struggle, as resistance ways are being continuously developed.
The recent uprising staged by the Palestinian people in the oc-
cupied homeland in protest to the visit of George Shultz, the
US secretary of State, provided undeniable evidence to their
absolute and non-controversial rejection of the Camp David
Accords, and of the Jordanian regime’s opfion. Their uprising,
which lasted for months, provided evidence to the fact that
collective unified action could crystalise and safeguard against
the capitulationist plans masterminded by the US—Zionist
alliance, and accepted by the Amman and the Cairo circles.

The collective Palestinian will, demonstrated during Schultz’
visit, is @ good example to follow in the future. It might work
as a first link in the chain of the Palestinian counter-attack
against the deterioration and retreat scheme targeting the entire
Arab World. '

It is high time to accord sufficient attention to the Palesti-
nian Revolution’s first base, inside the occupied territories.
This is a lesson we learnt from the past experience. In the past,
the Revolution leadership did not work effectively to develop
national struggle, it has rather involved itself in several pro-
blems and concerns facing the Palestinian action abroad.

In occupied Palestine, there are about two million people
living under the yoke of occupation and suffering of awful and
unbearable conditions. Therefore, it is necessary to exercise all
forms of struggle. Once again, the significance of the first base
is demonstrated.

At present, we must first work to unite the instrument of the
revolution inside Palestine, through the possible coordination
forms. Therefore, we should speed up work to translate the
resolutions of the unification session of the PNC held in
Algiers last April. We express satisfaction over the results at-
tained on this level and call for attaining more similar ac-
complishments.

It is time to give priority to stepping up our military activities
inside occupied Palestine, to escalate all other forms of strug-
gle and to take the months-long uprising as our example for
future action.

It is time to accord more attention to the. anti-Zionist
democratic Israeli forces and to extend support for their
struggle against the common enemy.

Struggle inside the occupied territories has more than one
strategic and direct task. It should keep the Palestinian question
aflare on both the Arab and the international levels, in order to
enable friendly forces to step up their solidarity campaigns in
support of our cause and intensify their pressure on the enemy
to forceittorecognize our legitimate national rights, foremost of
which the right of the Palestinian people to self-determination
and to the establishment of their independent state.

It should also push the Israelis to be convinced that there
are a Palestinian people having just national rights. As
«Israel» managed to introduce psychological changes in our
ranks by persuading all that «Israel» is undefeatable, we should
at least tell the enemy that the Palestinian people exist, and can
not be ignored. Their rights have has to be recognized.

We must exert every possible effort to make the burdens of
the occupation far heavier than its revenues. Then and only p
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then, we would be marching along to restore our just national
rights.

This, of course, is not the task of the struggle inside the oc-
cupied territories only. This struggie can not introduce the
needed change in the balance of forces, which would force the
establishment of a Palestinian state despite the enemy’s will,
but rather it is the task of the entire Palestinian struggle, fully
linked to its national and internationalist dimensions.

How did your viewpoint develop concerning the
relationship between the Palestinian national factor
and the Arab national factor?

This viewpoint developed during two stages, each divided
into subdivisions. The first stage was my participation in the
Arab Nationalist Movement (ANM). This stage overlooked the
Palestinian national factor and emphasized the pan-Arab
factor. I would like to point out that the ANM viewed the
liberation of Palestine as a process that preconditioned
achieving comprehensive Arab unity. And the ANM’s slogan
«unity is the road to Palestine» summarizes the ANM’s think-
ing. The ANM strongly believed in the pan-Arab dimension in
the early fifties, when we attempted to wage military actions
against the Zionist enemy, due to the continuous confronta-
tions with the Jordanian army which we used to call in those
days the «Guardians of Israel».

Several factors played a role in emphasizing the pan-Arab
national factor first, the results of the 1948 war and the defeat
of the Arab armies in Palestine led us to believe in the pan-
Arab response against this enemy. Second, at that time
the idea of pan-Arab was in its peak. Third, the atmosphere
that the late comrade Wadi Haddad and I found ourselves in,in
the American University of Beirut (AUB), where several Arab
militants showed readiness to struggle for Palestine, this at-
mosphere overshadowed the Palestinian national factor. It is
worth pointing out that pan-Arab was an ideology opposing
imperialism, Zionism and Arab reaction. Added to that is the
ANM’s inability to contact the Palestinian masses living in the
1948 occupied territories and to organize them. The exeption to
this was the Gaza strip, where the Palestinian chapter of the
ANM was a strong force.

The Nasserite era added to our belief that the pan-Arab idea
was close to liberating Palestine. But the events that took place
later shocked us and forced us gradually to question the old
pan-Arab ideas. The first event was the Zionists’ plan to
transfer the Jordan rivers’ water course and president Nasser’s
failure to respond. The second event was the dissolving of the
unity between Egypt and Syria (1963). And the third event was
the triumph of the Algerian revolution (1962). These events
forced us to seriously reconsider the relationship between the
Palestinian national factor and the Arab national factor.

Consequently a Palestinian branch of the ANM was formed,
called «The Youth of Revenge». This branch was concerned
with the Palestinian struggle. And it was considered a step on
the correct path, despite the continued emphasis on the Arab
national dimension.

The second stage is the PFLP’s. And in my own view point,
this stage materialized the correct and precise outlining of the
relationship between the Palestinian national and the Arab
national dimensions.

The PFLP realized that the Palestinian national dimension
in the struggle should be emphasized more than the pan-Arab
dimension. The 2nd and 4th PFLP congresses’ political reports
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outlined precisely the dialectical relationship between the
Palestinian national and the Arab national dimensions.

What is your response to the charge that the PFLP
still emphasizes the pan-Arab dimension over the
Palestinian dimension?

I can easily countercharge those people that they emphasize
the narrow national dimension without taking any considera-
tion to the nature of our enemy and the methods to confront it.
But this essential issue should not be delt with charges and
countercharges. A correct definition of the relationship bet-
ween these two dimensions should be outlined. Our succes in
confronting the imperialist-Zionist-Arab reactionary camp
requires mobilizing the broadest alliances between the
Palestinian revolution and the nationalist progressive Arab
forces and regimes. Emphasizing a narrow Palestinian na-
tionalist dimension could only harm the struggle.

During the past 20 years what were the
developments that took place in your viewpoints
concerning the structure of the Zionist entity and
the factors affecting it, its relations to the west, the
confrontation with this entity on the Palestinian
and Arab levels in the light of the world situation
and the conflict between Socialism and Imperialism
and the Israeli democratic forces?

The questions raised have great importance, particularly
when understanding the nature of the Zionist entity constitutes
an important fact in outlining the forms of struggle against it.

The essential issue that should be discussed in my opinion is
the nature and the level of development that the Zionist state
has witnessed and the effects of this development on us, rather
than discussing the developments that took place in our view-
points. The Zionist state has witnessed several big qualitative
changes on all levels for the past 40 years.

On the economic level, industry is ranked first among the
different production sectors, in terms of the industry’s share in
the GNP or the exports. In 1984,90% of the Zionist state’s ex-
ports, which reached 6.5 billion dollars, were manufactured
goods. Industry in the Zionist state has become the dominant
factor in economy. The major weight in the Israeli industry
now is directed towards the «technotron» stage where elec-
tronics become the cornerstone of the industrial technology.

On the military level, Israel now produces the MIRKAVA
tanks and the KFIR fighter plane and is developing the in-
dustry of missiles, including the Jericho-II missile which is
capable of carrying nuclear warheads. And it is well-known
that «Israel» exports arms to several African, Latin American
countries and even to the US army. Although the production of
the LAVI-fighter plane has been delayed, developing the plane
is still continuing.

Despite these economic and military developments, the main
issue of concern are the developments that took place, and
could take place, in the organic raltionship between the Zionist
state and the Zionist movement, and on the relationship bet-
ween the Zionist state and the Zionist movement on one hand
and imperialism on the other hand. When «Israel» was
established in 1948, some said that this state could live nor-



mally among the region’s countries, and its connection to
Zionism is not inevitable, neither the role it was supposed to
play for imperialism. And consequently major forces in the
Arab communist movement and progressive world public
opinion outlined their stands concerning «Israel» on that basis.

In contrast to this viewpoint which prevailed after WW II
and as a result of the holocaust, another viewpoint considered
«Israel» a crystalization of the Zionist project and a
materialization of the organic bonds and joint interests of
imperialism and Zionism in this region. «Israel» has become
an indivisible part of imperialism’s world policies. In addition
to its role in this region, «Israel» is playing an important role in
supporting fascist and racist regimes in Latin America, Central
America and Africa. And «Israel» today is a partner in the US’
SDI program which is a threat to all humanity. In addition to
its well-known participation in the anti-USSR campaign.

It becomes natural thus to conclude that after 40 years, the
organic bond between «Israel» and -world Zionism and bet-
ween «Israel» and world Zionism on one hand and imperialism
on the other hand is a reality. This bond aims at increasing the
role of «Israel» as a partner in executing aggressive plans and
profiting from these plans. This fact is materialized by the
«Strategic Alliance» agreement between «Israel» and the US.
This alliance only reconfirms the organic bond between
«Israel», Zionism and world imperialism.

The logic which views the Arabs’ stand in rejecting the ex-
istence of «Israel» has pushed matters that far, is totally in-
correct. This could be seen in «Israel’s» continuous aggression
and expansion despite the fact that the Jordanian army was
mainly concerned with protecting «Israel’s» borders, the Jor-
danian regime’s and other Arab regime’s acceptance of the UN
resolution 242, and the willingness of most Arab states to
recognize «Israel» and to negotiate with it. This is the reality of
«Israel» and the reality of Zionism. The PFLP deals with
realities, and based on these realities takes its stands. The ag-
gressive expansionist nature of the Zionist state and the role it
plays in imperialism’s world policies will undoubtedly help dig
its own grave.

Relations with Israeli democatic forces

It should be clear to all that any evaluation of the Israeli
democratic forces should be connected directly and dialec-
tically to the nature of the Israeli society and to the background
of «Israel’s» establishment from economic, political and
historical perspectives. Added to that is these forces’ viewpoint
on how to solve the «Jewish problem», given the nature of the
Zionist state, the scopes of its development and its internal
contradictions.

First I would like to point out that the strategic slogan raised
by the PFLP since its establishment was «establishing the
people’s democratic Palestinian state», where total equality
prevails, notwithstanding sex, religion and race. It is natural
thus, that the Palestinian and Arab struggle should intercon-
nect with the struggle of the democratic and progressive forces
in «Israel» which raise slogans that conform with the Palesti-
nian revolution’s slogans and have anti-Zionist stands
ideologically and practically. And we have worked for a long
period emphasizing this point in the PNC’s resolutions,

particularly in the 13 th, 14 th, 15 th, 16 th sessions and was
reconfirmed in last April’s session of the PNC. We realize that
there should be a distinction between the Israeli democratic
and progressive forces and the Zionist forces. Neglecting these

differences only harms the Palestinian revolution. It confuses
the Palestinian masses and provides a Palestinian cover for
Arab—Zionist contacts, in addition to weakening the stands of
the Palestinian revolution’s Arab and international alliances
and the role of the Israeli democratic and progressive forces

themselves. . . .
The PFLP does not underestimate the importance of taking

advantage of the internal contradictions in the Zionist state,but
we should not overestimate the weight and influence of these
contradictions in the present period. Although some Zionist
circles have begun calling for an Israeli withdrawal from parts
of the occupied territories, as a result of the growing political,
military and demographical role of the Palestinian factor and
the fear for the security of the Zionist state, these circles are
not influential in the decision-making and still adhere to the
Zionist ideology which is based on expansionism and negating
the existence of the Palestinian people.

Some people say that this period of the Palestinian struggle
is dedicated to gaining the inalienable national rights of the
Palestinian people, and that all stands which serve reaching
this goal should be taken advantage of. But this viewpoint
overlooks what I have mentioned about the organic bonds
between «lIsrael», Zionism and world imperialism, which
necessitates a dialectical interconnection in waging the battle
on all levels and fields. We are fighting against «Israel» and
Zionism at the same time. Our fight to maintain the UN
resolution 3379, which views Zionism as racism, is a tactical
battle closely linked to accumulating victories to reach the
strategical goal.

Based on this, the PFLP registered its reservation on the
resolution adopted in the April unification session of the PNC,
which called for establishing contacts with democratic Israeli
forces without specifying an anti-Zionist nature and stands of
these forces. The PFLP considers this resolution a-gap from
which some reactionary Palestinian forces could take advan-
tage of to contact influential Zionist forces. And this was
manifested clearly in the Amirav-Nusseibeh meeting (Amirav
is a member of the Herut party and Nusseibeh is a Palestinian
professor).

My aim from this review is to outline the dangers behind
legitimizing and demanding contacts with Zionist forces, par-
ticularly in this period of declining official Arab policies,
manifested clearly in the resolutions of the Amman Arab
summit.

When dealing with this issue, two facts should be taken in
mind. The first one is that the situation of the parties in
«Israel» is vacillating and unstable and this situation is ex-
pressed in the splits and mergers that occured and which plague
the democratic forces as well. The second fact is the growth of
the rightist and fascist trend in the Israeli society in contrast to
the limited size and effects of the Israeli democratic forces.
And this could be clearly seen in the results of the Knesset elec-
tions and polls. In the 11 th Knesset elections, the Democratic
Front for Peace and Equality gained only 5,800 Jewish votes,
whereas Kahana gained 20,000 Jewish votes, which clearly in-
dicates the forementioned fact. Despite that, this doen’t mean
that the Zionist state has no internal contradictions or that the
laws of class struggle do not apply to it. But this requires the
Palestinian revolution to outline at every stage, the methods of
dealing with this issue and to take advantage of these con-
tradictions in a way that serves the just Palestinian struggle to
achieve the inalienable national rights of the Palestinian people
to establish an independent state. ®
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Occupied Palestine

The Palestinian Working Strategy

and the PFLP’s Role

In September 1986, an opinion poll was conducted in the
occupied West Bank and Gaza Strip by the Palestinian daily Al
Fajr, the US daily Newsday and the Australian Broadcasting
Corporation. This poll was taken after nearly twenty years of
consistent Zionist attempts to eliminate the Palestinian na-
tional identity and the PLO as the sole, legitimate represen-
tative of the Palestinian people, or at least to create reactionary
substitute leaderships. Nonetheless, this poll showed that
93.5% of the Palestinians believe that the PLO is their sole,
legitimate representative. Moreover, 77.9% preferred the
establishment of a democratic Palestinian state in all of
Palestine as the permanent solution to the Palestinian problem.

Since the start of the Palestinian revolution, the occupied
land has been a top priority. It has been the subject of a
significant portion of the debate in the Palestinian arena
throughout the past two decades. The PFLP, from the time of
its inception, has had a distinctive viewpoint on this issue. The
PFLP’s view originated from its understanding of the rela-
tionship between the struggle inside and outside occupied
Palestine, and between the Palestinian and Arab national
dimension of the struggle. The Front’s view is also based on its
understanding of the need for supportive operational bases for
the revolution, and the issue of stages in the Palestinian strug-
gle. The following article examines how this viewpoint was
outlined, practiced and developed.

THE GOAL: LIBERATING THE HOMELAND

From the moment that the land of Palestine was occupied,
the main goal of the Palestinian struggle was clearly identified
as liberating all of Palestine. This goal was clearly stated in the
Palestinian National Charter which was adopted by the first
session of the PNC, held in Jerusalem in May 1964. Ever since,
liberating Palestine has been the main obsession of every pat-
riotic Palestinian. This goal became the basis for the many
forms of resistance that spread in the refugee camps and
among the Palestinians living under occupation. It became
even clearer in the course of the conflict between the Palesti-
nian masses and the Zionist enemy. Realizing the nature of the
conflict, the Zionists expend the full strength of their military
machine in an open war against the Palestinian revolution
outside occupied Palestine, aiming to eliminate its operational
bases.

The 1967 occupation of the West Bank and Gaza Strip, in
addition to Egypt’s Sinai and Syria’s Golan Heights, gave the
conflict new dimensions and forms. The occupation troops,
with their military might and technological superiority, faced
the masses in the newly occupied territories. On one hand, the
Israelis viewed these territories as a new market that would
eventually import nearly 90% of its needs from ‘Israel’, while
providing a cheap labor force. On the other hand, they found
themselves at war with the masses of the occupied territories,
who have refused to relinquish their national identity and
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declared goal, thus linking up with the struggle of the Palesti-
nian masses elsewhere. An overview of Zionist policy is in
order here to show the environment in which the Palestinian
resistance operates in occupied Palestine.

ZIONIST OCCUPATION POLICY

Realizing that the balance of forces was to their favor, the
Zionists pursued a policy of creating facts, exploiting the
Palestinian masses and land, while forcibly curbing their
struggle. This policy assumed a variety of forms.; A few mon-
ths after the 1967 war, the Israeli occupation authorities raised
the slogan of «open bridges». This was engineered by the then
war minister, Moshe Dayan, due to his awareness that the
future would bring more confrontation. By opening the two
bridges, Damia and Allenby, that connect the West Bank to
Jordan, the Zionists sought to find a way of releasing some of
the pressure on the Palestinians, to avoid the situation reaching
a breaking point.

In their thrust to create facts, the occupation authorities
embarked on a broad campaign of establishing settlements. To
this end, they employed all means of repression, as well as the
laws of the British Mandate and Ottoman rule, to confiscate
Palestinian land. Settlements were built so as to surround
Palestinian towns, cutting them off from each other.

Meanwhile, the occupation authorities waged vicious cam-
paigns against Palestinian nationalists and political forces.
Nearly 300,000 Palestinians have been jailed since the 1967
occupation. Added to this was the deportation of activists, to
empty the occupied territories of effective elements. Palesti-
nians were also expelled indirectly on a regular basis by virtue
of economic restraints. Moreover, the Zionists sought to
distort the Palestinian people’s character by banning or
destroying elements of their national heritage and culture,
while stealing other elements and labeling these as Israeli.

The occupation authorities focused their efforts on impeding
the natural development of the Palestinian economy. In-
dustrial development was hindered and subjected to Israeli
economic interests. Generally, industry in the 1967 occupied
territories has been restricted to producing light consumer
goods, leaving the economic base weak and making the
Palestinian consumer dependent on Israeli production.
Meanwhile, the Israelis opened their own economic institutions
to Palestinian manual laborers. Nearly 120,000 Palestinians
have worked in Israeli enterprises, in the worst conditions and
at substandard wages, not to mention the racist atmosphere.

As a result of Zionist land confiscation, the Palestinian
agricultural sector has deteriorated drastically. Out of nearly
70,000 peasants working in this field in 1967, there are now less
than 38,000. The occupation authorities have enacted other
measures to force the Palestinian peasant off his land. He was
forbidden to expand his cultivation, to drill for water or to
grow the crops of his choice. If he was forced to stop farming












the field. This was seen in the camp war when all Palestinians
united, despite political differences, to protect the armed
presence in Lebanon. Over the years, the Palestinian masses’
unity in occupied Palestine has been a living testimony to this
fact.

In the PFLP’s view,the failure of the Palestinian National
Front was due to the hegemonic policy of the Palestinian
right-wing leadership, despite its having approved this front in
theory. Faced with the demise of the National Front, the PFLP
has exerted all efforts to rebuild it. Unfortunately, these efforts
have yet to materialize. However, the reunification of the PLO
in April paves the way for a genuine, new drive to this end.

TWO BASES FOR THE REVOLUTION

The PFLP’s view that there are two bases of the revolution
relies on the dialectical relationship between the struggle inside
and outside occupied Palestine, as well as the relationship
between the Palestinian and Arab nationalist struggle. Scien-

tific analysis of the nature of the Zionist enemy and the direct.

threat it poses to the Arab masses and their progressive and
nationalist forces, reveals that objectively the Arab masses are
an organic part of the ongoing conflict. Confronting the
Zionist entity becomes a direct task for the Arab masses and
progressive and nationalist forces. In the absence of this pan-
Arab dimension, the Palestinian revolution loses its strategic
depth - in geographic, demographic and economic terms. The
PFLP posits the central and strategic need for a supportive
operational base (outside occupied Palestine). Without a high
level of material and moral support from the Palestinian
masses in exile and the Arab national liberation movement, the
struggle in occupied Palestine will be incapable of enforcing
the needed change in the balance of forces. The PFLP’s view is
not merely a political slogan. Rather it issues from an analysis
of the class aspect of the Arab-Zionist conflict and an
understanding of the tools required to achieve the Palestinian
and Arab masses’ goals. Changing the present level of struggle,
where no Palestinian land has been liberated, into a level
allowing for liberation, is closely connected to great changes in
the structure of the Palestinian and Arab liberation movement.
It requires that the leadership pass from the bourgeoisie to the
working class. This change would ultimately affect the nature
of the confrontation, and facilitate the objective and subjective
conditions needed for victory.

This conception also takes into account the class, social,
economic and ideological nature of the Zionist enemy and its
position on the international level. The PFLP has long con-
fronted the viewpoint that neglected analysis of the nature of
the Zionist enemy, and justified contacts with Zionist forces on
the pretext of infiltrating the enemy’s internal front. In con-
trast, the PFLP outlined its position for dealing with
democratic Israeli forces, and clarified the extent of their in-
fluence in the Israeli political arena, without harboring illu-
sions or wagering on internal change in ‘Israel’. A clear, scien-
tific analysis of the Zionist movement, its role in the capitalist
system and its relations to the state of ‘Israel’, has governed the
PFLP’s strategy and tactics. Any defect in realizing these ob-
jective facts would doubtless lead to political deviation.

MASS WORK

The PFLP policies for mass and union work stem from its
strategic view of the masses as the main force in the process of
change. The Front’s documents clearly show that a revolu-
tionary party cannot play its historical role without relying on
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the masses’ strength and support. As a political line, this has
never been evaded by the Front. However, there was relative
delay in establishing mass organizations and participating in
unions in occupied Palestine, due to several factors. One, the
PFLP’s general tendency was for military action with little
consideration given to mass work. Two, the Front was inex-
perienced in this field due to its youth and inadequately scien-
tific understanding of mass work; it had only recently emerged
from the Arab Nationalist Movement which operated chiefly
on the regional plane and had a totally different understanding
of mass work.

The PFLP, however, succeeded in overcoming this lack due
to its distinguished militant heritage and the mass support to its
policies. In addition, the Front’s orientation towards Palesti-
nian national unity led it to participate in the already
established mass frameworks rather than creating its own.
Still, the unifying approach was always confronted with a fac-
tional trend that viewed the Front’s unity policy as a weakness
and attempted to exploit this to its own advantage. This led the
PFLP to establish mass organizations supportive of its
political line, without neglecting the goal of unifying all mass
organizations to achieve a unity that would prevail in leading
the struggle. Unification of wll unions and mass organizations
remains a slogan of the PFLP’s work in the occupied land.

The same policy is applied to umons. The PFLP has thus far
proven to be the most committed to the unity of the General
Trade Union Confederation in the West Bank, condernning all
attempts to divide the ranks of the Palestinian working class,
for this would be detrimental to this class and to the overall
mass struggle. The Front has always worked towards preven-
ting any division, but the Confederation has in fact been twice
divided in recent years. The PFLP, along with other Palesti-
nian resistance organizations in the PLO, is currently engaged
in efforts to rectify this situation.

Alongside consistent work for unified mass organizations
and unions, the PFLP has always worked to upgrade the
masses’ political and militant level, and has succeeded in this
field. The mass organizations supportive of the PFLP’s line
have always been in the forefront of the struggle; they are
characterized by a high level of militancy. In other fields of
mass work, various forms of mobilization have been
employed, based on an understanding of the circumstances of
the various sectors of the masses. The Front has amassed a rick
experience in the fields of working with students, women,
workers, etc. There is also mass work carried out via sports
clubs, medical emergency committees, committees for defen-
ding the land and the camps, and cultural groups for
safeguarding Palestinian heritage.

PFLP: TARGET OF ZIONIST AGGRESSION

The PFLP, with what it represents in political, military and
ideological terms, has been targeted by the enemy which views
its line as a threat. Many efforts have been exerted by the oc-
cupation authorities to try and eliminate the Front’s organiza-
tion in Palestine. This was very obvious during 1985 and 1986
when PFLP cadres were numerous among the hundreds of
militants and activists who were arrested in occupied Palestine,
and the scores who were deported.

The attacks against the Front attest to its status in the strug-
gle in the occupied land. Despite the ferocity of the attacks, it
was proven that the PFLP has accumulated an experience that
helped it in resisting siege and going on to consolidate its
organizational structure and its support among the masses. @









Highlights of Palestinian Struggle

‘Women Confronting Occupation Jerusalem, 1967

Aida is a Palestinian from Jerusalem. Her political involvement dates back to the sixties when the West
Bank and East Jerusalem were under Jordanian control. Since that time, she has been active first in the
ranks of the Arab Nationalist Movement and then in the PFLP. She has participated in all fields of strug-
gle - political, military and mass work. Today she devotes her main energies to the work of the Palestinian

Women’s Organization.

I was still a student when I became interested in the Palesti-
nian and Arab national cause - the struggle against the various
Zionist,imperialist and reactionary plans against our people.It
was the time of Nasser, the rise of the Arab national move-
ment, demonstrations against the Baghdad Pact, etc. (The
Baghdad Pact was a US project to group Middle East states in
an anti-Soviet military axis, in the 1950s.) I was driven by na-
tionalist feelings to participate in these activities. I remember
one incident in particular. My school organized a field trip on
the occasion of the Jordanian Army Day. On the way in the
bus, we students were singing and shouting things unfavorable
to the regime - and even against it. Afterwards, people from
the Education Ministry and the authorities came to our school
and warned us not to do such things again. The way they spoke
to us really drove me into political involvement.

I read many books and attended meetings, but I didn’t think
about being organized. At first, I was inclined towards the
Communist Party - some of my family were in the party, but I
didn’t have contact with them. Then it happened that a teacher
I knew came to talk to me. Her brother was a leader in the
Arab Nationalist Movement (ANM - precursor of the PFLP). I
visited them and through discussions, I was convinced to join
the ANM in 1960.

After two meetings I became the women’s responsible in
Jerusalem, although I didn’t yet feel completely prepared for
this. However, others from Jerusalem, who had been studying
in Cairo and Beirut (ANM centers at that time), or in
Damascus, returned and gave me training. I gained contact to
the leadership, and we organized ourselves as a cell. We began
working among women, especially teachers and students, in
the Jerusalem area and then in Ramallah. Within one year, we
had about eighteen women and girls working with us. As we
drew more women into the work, those who were organized
became responsible for the others, which is how it should be.

PREPARING FOR LIBERATION

The first PNC, held in Jerusalem in 1964, gave a push to our
work. It encouraged more Palestinians from different classes
and groups, to take part in nationalist activities aimed at
liberating our homeland from Zionist occupation. From 1965,
we worked in the name of the PLO and the General Union of
Palestinian Women (GUPW). We began to prepare people for
the liberation struggle. We conducted first aid and literacy
courses. I remember that of the ninety girls who graduated
from one such six-month course, many went on to finish
secondary school, and one later went to the university.

In that period we learned the value of working through ex-
isting legal societies whenever possible. For example, we were
able to work through the schools and clinics of the Moqassad
(Islamic Charitable Foundation), where much of the staff was
politically conscious. We went to clinics and spoke to women
about medical care while they were waiting to see the doctor.
We introduced political ideas in relation to their own pro-
blems. We also went to villages where there were progressive
doctors working. When going to the villages, we were careful
to respect the traditions of the people there, which were often
more strict than in a city like Jerusalem. We wore long sleeves
and covered our heads. We always went directly to the
mukhtar of the village. If we could convince him of the
seriousness of our work and win his support, things were much
easier. We were able to have activities in about 29 villages in
this way, with the mukhtar’s consent. We talked to the women
there, and held literacy and sewing courses. In this way we
created a circle of supporters much broader than the number of
women who were actually organized. In some villages, we were
given an empty house to use for our activities.

At first, it was hard for women to go out of the house. To
deal with this, we would visit the homes of our members. We
talked with the family until they felt confident that their
daughters were safe with us. Sometimes this took two or three
months. Then they might allow the daughter to leave the house
for an hour. We were always careful that she returned on time.
Then, later, when the family really had confidence in us, she
could leave for a longer time. Often we held activities in peo-
ple’s homes; nobody refused to open their house for us.
Sometimes we would gather as many as sixty women in a
home for a public meeting. We would station one person at the
door so that if the authorities came, she would begin beating a
drum and we would all sing and dance as though it were a par-
ty.

In 1966, the Jordanian authorities began a campaign of
repression against the nationalist movement. Many were ar-
rested - from the Communist Party, the Baath Party, the Arab
Nationalist Movement, etc. I was also arrested, as were others
I worked with. The authorities closed down the GUPW center in
Jerusalem. The work became much harder and we were not
able to gather such large groups together at one place, but the
people didn’t stop. Some families were afraid for their
daughters to associate with those of us who had been in prison,
but usually the women themselves insisted on maintaining our
friendship and work together. We had to learn to work in
secret ways. By the time we were faced by the Israeli occupa- >
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tion in 1967, we had experience in both open and secret work.
After the occupation, the same people from the villages, where
we had gone to make meetings and classes, came to us saying:
«You taught us - now what do you want us to do?» These
women participated in the resistance to the new occupation in
various ways. Those who had learned to type, typed statements
against the occupation; others distributed these as handbills,
etc. Some women visited the part of Palestine occupied in
1948, to gather information that could be useful to the
resistance in planning anti-occupation actions.

CONFRONTING OCCUPATION

In the first days after the 1967 occupation, one of the main
things was to prevent emigration, for it was the Israeli plan to
have as many Palestinians as possible leave, to empty the oc-
cupied territories. Every morning at 3 a.m. there were an-
nouncements over loudspeakers in Jerusalem that buses were
waiting at the Damascus gate to take anyone who wanted to the
bridges to Jordan free of charge. Of course, some people who
has family members outside wanted to go to join them. We
went to the Damascus Gate every day to talk to people, to tell
them that this was an Israeli plan to get them to leave their
homeland for good, and to try to dissuade them from leaving.

Another thing we did was to campaign against buying the
Israeli goods which flooded into the markets with the occupa-
tion. Of course, we couldn’t stop this from happening, but we
used it as an opportunity to make the people more aware of
how the enemy was working to dominate us and destroy our
own social and economic structures. We tried to keep people
from going to buy Israeli goods in the other part of Jerusalem
ana 1948 occupied Palestine. At the beginning, the people
refused to deal with the Israelis. Later, with the economic
restrictions put by the occupation authorities, they were oblig-
ed to do so. In the beginning, people tried to buy as much as
possible in Jordan, then return to the West Bank illegally.
Some of these people were shot by the Israelis. They fell into
the river and we never saw them again. Whenever such things
happened, we would spread the information to the people so
that they knew as much as possible about the enemy’s prac-
tices.

TEACHER’S STRIKE

In the autumn after the June 1967 occupation, the Israelis
tried to reopen the schools. The teachers went on strike because
the Israelis were trying to replace them with less qualified
teachers. We struggled with these new teachers not to accept
the posts, and for four months, the strike continued. When it
was over, many of the original teachers were unable to return
to their jobs. We also mounted a campaign against the Israeli
attempts to change the curriculum in the schools. (These
changes consisted mainly of omitting certain chapters in
schoolbooks about Palestine’s history and geography.) We
encouraged the people to refuse these changes and urged
teachers not to follow them.

At the time of the strike, I was teaching mathematics and
science at the UNRWA school in Shuafat, right outside
Jerusalem. We were not allowed to be absent from work at the
UNRWA schools, so we went each day for four hours, but did
not go into the classrooms. Upon my suggestion, we teachers
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sat and knit woolen pullovers for the fedayeen (freedom
fighters). I had the job of standing at the door in the morning
and explaining to the children that they should go home as we
were on strike, protesting the occupation. One mother com-
plained that I was preventing her child from going to school,
and I was called in to the inspector’s office. I said that it was a
compliment to think that I was the one influencing all the other
teachers to strike, for I was the youngest of them all. I ex-
plained that as a Palestinian, one could not be silent and let life
go on as usual after the occupation. We had to make the
parents understand that it wasn’t because we didn’t want to
teach. In general, many of the UNRWA personnel were in-
volved in anti-occupation activities. An inspector at another
school carried weapons for operations in her car.

SUPPORTING THE FEDAYEEN

The same year the Israelis occupied the West Bank and Gaza
Strip, the PFLP was formed from the ANM. We women who
were organized met in the name of the GUPW. We met with
women all over the West Bank, to plan how to support the
fedayeen who were coming back across the borders into
Palestine to fight the occupation. The Israelis issued new iden-
tity cards after the occupation. The fedayeen usually came
without such ID cards, so they needed help with this. They
needed help in moving about and safe places to stay, etc. For
such work, we involved only organized people or friends who
were very loyal and trustworthy. It was my job to contact
people to see if they were willing to help by keeping someone in
their house, providing clothes, etc. I went all over the West
Bank, and every two weeks to the Gaza Strip, to coordinate
with the comrades there.

I remember an old woman in Jerusalem. She had an empty
apartment in her house because her sister had married and
moved away. She opened it for our use. She learned how to
move about, for example to deliver messages, without anyone
noticing she was doing anything out of the ordinary. Once, a
comrade who had been staying in her house was arrested. She
immediately came to me to arrange for moving his things
without anyone noticing. This showed she had begun to feel
responsible for our work. She gave shelter to many fedayeen.
This old woman also joined her neighbors in organizing protest
demonstrations against the Israelis’ demolition of Palestinian
homes.

Women began to come to us, saying they were ready to
transport things needed by the fedayeen. Once we wanted to
move weapons from Ramallah to Jerusalem. We asked a
woman who had offered to help, and we made arrangements
with a taxi driver whom we knew and trusted. He agreed to
take us and a big bag without knowing the contents, only that
they should be kept secret. We drove and he stopped abit away
from the checkpoint where the Israelis were. The woman car-
ried the bag on her shoulder and passed safely through the hills
to the other side of the street.

One day we learned there had been a big battle between the
fedayeen and the occupation forces in Beit Fariq village. Nine
fedayeen had been killed; another managed to escape, but he
was wanted. He informed the comrades in Jerusalem that he
was in hiding and needed help. I sent two young women to get
him. Actually the Israelis had-entered the house where he was,



but the family had found a way of hiding him: They put him on
a big mattress on the floor, and then the grandmother got in
the middle with all the children sleeping around her - and over
him, so the Israelis didn’t see him. Our two girls were able to
go to the village and bring him back to Ramallah where we
made an ID for him. Later this man and one of the girls met
again at a base of the revolution in Jordan. They had not
known each other by name before, only by face, but it was a
nice reunion.

On Christmas Eve, the Israelis take special precautions to
avoid anything happening in Bethlehem, to make it look as
thought the occupation is normal. The first year of the oc-
cupation, the Palestinian resistance planned to make an
operation in Bethlehem to show that life was not going on as
usual. We had three men arriving from Jordan to take part.
We needed to help them move from Ramallah to Jerusalem to
Bethlehem without ID cards. I went with one of them. We got
on a bus separately, but managed to sit side by side. When the
Israelis came to check, it was my job to laugh and joke with the
soldier so he would forget to ask for the comrade’s ID. It
worked! In another case, a woman comrade carried bombs on
a bus. She put them in a bag filled with apples. When the
Israeli came and asked what was in the bag, she joked with him
and offered him an apple, so he did not look in the bag.

At that time, we were able to utilize the Israeli perception of
Arab women to our advantage. They didn’t expect us to be in-
volved in the struggle, so we were able to do things without be-
ing suspected. Incidentally, this is one of the things that is no
longer the case. At that time, however, I was able to transport
a typewriter to the comrades in the Gaza Strip by playing on
my ‘weakness’ as a woman. I took a taxi with another woman.
I wrapped my leg in a plaster cast as though it was broken and
placed it over the typewriter. When we were stopped at an
Israeli checkpoint, I ‘tried’ to get out of the car, but pretended
I couldn’t, so the Israeli soldier told me to remain sitting. I also
avoided showing my ID by saying I didn’t have one, because
my name was written in my father’s ID since I was not yet

married.
Ordinary people also helped us completely spontaneously.

Once when a woman comrade was accompanying one of the
fedayeen onto a bus on the way to make an operation, a
woman on the street whispered to them to warn him that his
military fatigues were showing beneath his civilian pants.

RESOURCEFULNESS

We who were organized received training from the
organization. There were guidelines for what to do in case of
arrest, how to transport things secretly, etc. However, we had
to rely on ourselves to a great extent. We Icarned through
practice and spread our experience. We had experience from
working in Jordan and on the West Bank under Jordanian
control before the occupation. Once we had carried things, for
which we could have received a death sentence, from
Jerusalem via the West Bank to Irbid (Jordan), and back to
Jerusalem.

It was our original intention to carry out more extensive
political education and mass organization before launching
armed struggle. There were always two aspects - working with
people and at the same time preparing for the future. We

wanted to build a strong organization, so there were others to
carry on if some were arrested or martyred. However, the
course of events and the new occupation in 1967, forced armed
struggle on us prematurely. In their enthusiasm, everyone
wanted to engage in armed struggle immediately. I always
stressed the need for prior training - political and military.
Some women cadres went to Jordan for training and returned.

After the occupation people were generally willing to do
whatever they could. Women and girls were quite resourceful.
The first handbills against the occupation were written on
typewriters and duplicated on machines we stole from the
schools in the first days of chaos. It was all girls doing this
work and bringing the materials. Some girls got the idea
themselves to make a formal marriage with a comrade so that
they could take a house to be used by the comrades. When the
Israelis made a census in the first months after the occupation,
they put different places under curfew on different days, and
registered names. We were able to register in different places at
different times to get extra ID cards. Later, there was strict
registration of rented houses, so doing such things became
more difficult.

In fact, most of the women’s activities were ones they
created themselves. We would sit down and discuss what to do,
make practical suggestions and carry them out. For instance,
we never had to ask directly for donations. We simply told
people we wanted to do something, and they offered help.
Young girls collected enough money for our activities in the
Jerusalem - Ramallah area by such things as sewing and selling
their embroidery work. All such work was done directly from
the homes.

UNITY IN STRUGGLE

At this time in the occupied territories, there was no dif-
ference between the resistance organizations. Everyone was
active together, organizing things together. Especially at the
beginning, the comrades of the PFLP and Al Fatah organized
many things together.

We tried to get everyone involved in the struggle according
to their ability. We tried to get them to express their commit-
ment in whatever way they could. We used the help of people
who had not yet taken the step to total involvement, but we did
this in a way not to endanger them, and we never lied to them,
so they continued to support us.

We also taught people how to avoid giving the Israelis any
information if they were asked about someone. We taught
them to say «I don’t know» to all questions to avoid bringing
harm to themselves or others. Keeping quiet became complete-
ly natural for people. For instance, when my mother and sister
were later interrogated about me, they said the same thing
although they were questioned separately. They had gotten
used to dealing with such things because they had helped alot in
our work without being organized. My mother and sisters
typed and carried messages; they carried small packages
without knowing the contents. They shared part of the work -

aware of some things and unaware of others.
In working with women, we were careful to involve them in a

way that would not totally disrupt their lives, so that they could
work with us without, for example, quarrelling with their

husbands. At the same time, we taught women who were ready p»
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how to sacrifice their peaceful life in order to share in the
struggle. We also discussed the importance of the woman’s
work with the husbands. In that period most of the people were
quite traditional. It was difficult for women to be involved.
For example, women never slept outside their homes, but
parents began to allow this at the time that the armed struggle
increased, for this gave a push to the participation of women.
When the situation was most difficult, we found people
becoming more free. However, when there was a lull in the
struggle, people returned to thinking of the traditions.

WANTED!

In July 1968, several women comrades were arrested. On
July 25th, I learned that I was wanted by the occupation
authorities. I was accused of being the recipient of a bag sent
from Jordan by one of those arrested. The next day, the
Israelis came to my house, but I was already gone. The day
before I had cleaned the house of all documents and told my
mother I would sleep elsewhere - It was the first time I slept
outside the home. I told her to tell anyone who came to ask for
me that I would be back.

I went to all the comrades to tell them about the arrests. To
be careful, I stopped the taxi away from their houses and
walked from house to house. Then I went to the house of an
old women who was a dressmaker. Since she had guests, I said
I had come to try on a dress and that my brother would pick me
up. Of course, he did not come and it became late, so I could
sleep there. The next day I sent a woman to tell my mother
that I would be leaving. I told her that if anyone was there, to
just say she had come to pick up my gradebooks - it was the
end of the year and I needed to record the students’ grades. She
didn’t come back so I sent another friend who found my house
surrounded by Israeli forces. She pretended she was just pass-
ing on the way to somewhere else, but they stopped her and
asked if she knew anyone from the house. She said no; she
understood something was wrong. That day I had had an ap-
pointment to go to Nablus with another woman, and she was

arrested when she came to my house.
When I learned of these things, I began walking on the road

to Ramallah. It was very hot and there was no car, bus or taxi.
Finally a friend stopped in a pickup truck with another
person. I told him I wanted to visit his home and pressed his
‘hand hard, so he would know there was something urgent. He
dropped off the other person and returned and drove me to
Ramallah. I went to the UNRWA office to collect my salary.
Ironically, while I was there the Israelis called to inquire about
me, but the person at UNRWA said I had a training course at
the teachers’ center. I waited in the office of a friend from
Fatah for a comrade to come, so I could tell him to warn peo-
ple not to go to my house. Then he told me where to go and I
took a taxi to Nablus. I stayed with a family. After a week,
there was heavy knocking on the door. The girl who opened the
door was afraid the Israelis were looking for me, but it turned
out they were asking about someone else. Still I was afraid, so I
contacted the comrades to find a new place to stay. They ar-
ranged for me to stay with a middle-aged couple. I stayed there
for 19 days; it was like being in prison; I stayed in a locked
room and couldn’t see anything but a cemetery from the win-
dow. Also, the woman asked so many questions that I felt
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uneasy. Finally I left and arranged for another place to stay,
telling this woman I was leaving for Jordan the next day
anyway.

From the next house I stayed in, we organized a strike and
demonstration, and sent petitions to the United Nations, pro-
testing the arrests of the three women in Ramallah and
Jerusalem. Of course, I and the comrade I was staying with
couldn’t go ourselves. Nobody knew I was there and she
pretended to be sick. At this time I began planning how to
leave the West Bank. I thought of trying to stay, for example
working as a servant in someone’s house in order not to be
discovered, but the comrades decided that I should leave. A
friend gave me West Bank identity papers which were different
than those for Jerusalem. I went to a photographer to have
pictures taken, saying 1 needed them to send to my fiancee in
Jordan with someone who was traveling right away. One pic-
ture was for him and another was with my disguise - wig and
glasses. The photographer was displeased because the picture
was unclear, but I said I was in a hurry, and a friend got me a

travel permit with the unclear picture.
I took a taxi to the Damia bridge. I had to wait one hour to

get past the border. It was the longest hour of my life. I felt
every Israeli soldier was looking at me. 1 played with the
children of other people who were also waiting in order to keep
my head down and turned away from the soldiers. Finally I
passed the control and took a car to the Jordanian side. This
was August 29, 1968. In Jordan, I went into the tent to register,
saying I was coming to stay with my brother and giving a false
name and address for him. The Jordanian policeman
recognized me. By unlucky coincidence, he was one of those
who had arrested me from my home in 1966. I insisted that it
was not me, and finally he gave up. I entered Jordan and con-
tacted our comrades there.

All the time I was wanted, I was careful not to endanger
those who helped me hide. I never let my family know where I
was since it was better for them really not to know if they were
interrogated. I sent messages to Jordan which were then sent
back to them in Jerusalem. In fact, no one I stayed with was
arrested, but my mother and sisters were detained. My brother
was held for four months although he had nothing to do with
our work. The Israelis were waiting to see if I would return.
Several friends who were not organized were arrested when
they came to my house unawares after I left. One of them was
an older man. The Israelis beat him so badly that when he came
out, he said, «Now I am organized!» Later he joined the
struggle. When I left the West Bank, there were over seventy
women working with us in the Jerusalem and Ramallah area.
Of course, the struggle has grown since then, despite arrests
and deportations.






















both at the same time». The same day, the Al Hamishmar
newspaper condemned the policies of the government and
called for a political solution that «will rid Israel from ruling
other people» and said that «the sole reason for the uprising is
refusing the occupation and the determination to confront it».

On Dec. 26 th 2,000 Israelis from the «Peace Now» move-
ment demonstrated in front of the residence of the Israeli
prime minister Yitzak Shamir in occupied Jerusalem. The
demonstrators condemned the Israeli practices in the occupied
territories and called for peace. The Israeli police used teargas
to disperse the demonstrators in an attempt to silence critical
voices within the Israeli society.

THE NATURE OF THE UPRISING

On Dec. 20 th, in a political analysis on Israeli radio, the
reasons for the uprising were stated as follows: 1. An accident
between an Israeli army truck and a Palestinian civilian station
wagon which caused the death of 4 workers and the injury of 7
others. 2. The 20 th anniversary of the PFLP, which led the
PFLP members to instigate the unrest. 3. That «terrorist»
organizations outside called for the mass unrest. Though all
these factors could have played a role in the timing of the
uprising, it would be oversimplistic to try to explain by them
the magnitude and duration of the uprising. The Israeli radio
analysis tried to cloak the main reason because of the official
Israeli line negating the existence of the Palestinians as a peo-
ple.

The main cause of the uprising is the inherent contradiction
between the occupier and the occupied, the oppressor and the
oppressed. This contradiction can only be solved by two
means: Either eliminating the existence of the people occupied,
as took place with the native Americans, or ending the oc-
cupation. Lessons troughout history leave no place for sur-
prises when mass revolts take place in countries that are oc-
cupied. What is taking place in occupied Palestine falls in the
same category as what took place in France during the German
occupation, in Algeria during the French occupaticn or to
what is taking place in South Africa.

The uprising is qualitatively particular compared with
previous uprisings of our people. Therefore we call it a land-
mark in the Palestinian national liberation movement. But at
the same time, it would be wrong to look at what is taking
place as the final battle with the Zionist enemy because this
view will create illusions. Such illusions could lead not only to
despair among our people but also to wrong political steps such
as the creation of a temporary government in exile.

The particularity of this uprising is that it represents the first
rehearsal for the battle of accomplishing Palestinian rights.
But it is clear that many other rehearsals are needed with new
factors involved specifically the elevation of the role of the
frontstates in supporting our people, before accomplishing
victory.

THE UPRISING, A RESPONSE TO THE
DECLINE IN OFFICIAL ARAB POLICIES

The uprising in occupied Palestine came at a time when the
official Arab policies reached a new low after the Amman
summit (see Arab summit article). Our Palestinian masses
answered the attempt to downplay the role of the PLO by full
adherence to the PLO which was manifested in the slogans of
the Palestinian people and by refusing all other alternatives.
The Palestinian people clearly stated their refusal of the Jor-
danian option and the plans of self administration.

This uprising was a clear response to the ideas that the Mid-
dle East problem is a problem of border disputes between the
Arab countries and «Israel». It showed that the core of the
problem is the question of the Palestinian national rights of
return, self determination and an independent Palestinian
state. The popular revolt shows that regardless of the attempts
of reactionary Arab governments to push the Palestinian
question into the background, this is still the central question
in the Arab world. Our people in occupied Palestine through
their continuing uprising were able to deal a severe blow to all
forces who try to divide the Palestinian people. The uprising
manifested the unity of our people in the West Bank, the Gaza
Strip, the 1948 occupied territories and the Diaspora. This also
showed the dialectical relationship between the unity of the

PLO and the elevation of Palestinian mass struggle.
The Palestinian mass revolt in the occupied territories shows

the Palestinian ability to adjust to the objective conditions
surrounding their cause. After the exodus of the Palestinian
revolution from Lebanon in 1982 and the difficult situation it
still faces because of attempts of Arab governments to li-
quidate the PLO, our masses in the occupied territories, the
revolution’s first base, were able to revitalize our cause. The
uprising also showed the importance of all forms of struggle,
mass, armed, political and diplomatic.

Our masses in this uprising were able to ridicule the Israeli
theory of permanent occupation. The Israelis were betting that
the generation that grew up under occupation will adjust to life
under Israeli rule. But what took place in Palestine proves that
Palestinian youth in the occupied territories are just as deter-
mined in achieving the Palestinian inalienable rights. The
uprising showed that even the supremacy of the Israeli army
that was able to defeat several Arab armies could not defeat the
aspirations of the Palestinian people.

TASKS IN SUPPORTING THE UPRISING

The Palestinian contingents must show responsibility in
supporting the uprising through solidifying the unity of the
PLO which calls upon the adherence to the Algier PNC’s
resolutions and the rejoining of contingents still outside the
framework of the PLO. The PLO leadership must facilitate all
support to our.masses in the occupied territories and must
reconsider its working program and give priority to the issue of
supporting our people in the occupied territories.

This uprising calls upon Syria, which remains the only
frontstate in opposition to the imperialist-Zionist plans, to
reassess its relations with the PLO and to materialize its sup-
port to the uprising by restoring the alliance with the sole
legitimate representative of our people, the PLO. Patriotic
Arab regimes have the task of elevating their support to our
masses from a vocal to a concrete support through restoring
the Arab steadfastness and confrontation front.

The Lebanese National Movement has the task of suppor-
ting the uprising first and foremost by forcing an end to the
siege and war against the camps by the Amal movement and
rebuilding the Lebanese-Palestinian alliance.

The task of the Egyptian masses and their nationalist forces
is to act with all forms to support the uprising, demand the
recalling of the Egyptian ambassador from the Zionist entity,
closing down the Israeli embassy in Egypt and to fight against
Camp David until abrogating it. The task of all forces of the
Arab liberation movement is to unify their efforts against the
imperialist-Zionist aggression, to act immediately with all
forms and to initiate the formation of suitable organizations
and frameworks to support our people’s uprising. ®
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PLO Central Council Meeting

On October 5-7th, in Tunis, the PLO’s Central Council held its first session since the April PNC.

The Central Council session was
opened with roll call. Present were 66
Central Council members, more than
the two-thirds quorum required. Then
the agenda of the meeting was
announced to be as follows:

1. the Executive Committee’s political
report and discussion;

2. the situation in the occupied home-
land;

3. the situation in Lebanon;

4. the secretariat;

5. internal rules and regulations;

6. selection of the drafting committee;
7. other subjects proposed and agreed
upon by the council.

A comprehensive report was pre-
sented by PLO Executive Committee
Chairman Yasir Arafat, reviewing the
political developments on the Palesti-
nian and Arab levels, and the Executive
Committee’s activities since the April
PNC.

Abu Jihad, head of the PLO com-
mittee on the occupied land and Fatah
Central Committee member, presented
a report covering the situation in oc-
cupied Palestine. He stressed the
necessity of safeguarding the land and
developing a Palestinian
economy.

Salah Salah, head of the Palestinian
National Work Committee in Lebanon
and PFLP Politbureau member, fol-
lowed with a report on the situation in
Lebanon. He emphasized the impor-
tance of Amal President Nabih Berri’s
initiative to end the camp war. He
added that nonetheless, given past
experience, caution should be exer-
cised, particularly after Amal had
sabotaged the implementation of the
September 11th agreement signed in
Sidon.

Abu Mazen, member of the PLO
Executive Committee, presented a
report dealing with the PLO’s relations
with Israeli forces. He attempted to
justify such contacts, claiming they
would raise conflict in the Zionist
entity, leading more Jewish forces to
recognize Palestinian rights. Nonethe-
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less, he emphasized that such contacts
were not an alternative to armed
struggle and other forms of struggle,
for without this no Jewish forces would
have recognized Palestinian rights. He
said that such contacts were not nego-
tiations, but a form of dialogue with
forces and figures opposed to occupa-
tion.

Discussions followed these presenta-
tions. The first to open the discussion
was PFLP Secretary General George
Habash, who delivered an important,
comprehensive speech (see text in this
issue). The council’s discussions were
characterized by seriousness and a sense
of commitment, focusing on several
topics, the most important of which are
covered below.

RELATIONS WITH EGYPT

Concerning this issue, three trends
emerged in the discussions.

The first trend rejects contacts with
the Egyptian regime as long as it
adheres to the Camp David accords.
The proponents of this trend argue that
such contacts harm the PLO’s unity
and its international and Arab
alliances. This trend was articulated by
the Palestinian revolutionary demo-
cratic forces.

The second trend was very enthu-
siastic about the PLO’s relations with
the Egyptian regime, noting Egypt’s
importance and weight. The advocates
of this trend have the illusion that these
contacts will pull Egypt away from
Camp David. This trend was advocated

by Executive Committee member Jamal
Al Sourani and Fatah Central Com-
mittee member Hani Al Hassan who
even called for the Camp David
regime’s return to the Arab fold.

The third trend attempted to set
standards and restrictions for the
PLO’s relations with the Egyptian
regime. The supporters of this middle-
of-the-road trend don’t overestimate
the possibility of these relations pulling
Egypt away from Camp David.
However, they reject severing these
relations, in order to avoid negative
repercussions for the PLO. They called
for establishing standards to govern
these relations, and for studying the
effects of these relations with the Arab
national liberation movement and some
regimes.

RELATIONS WITH
ISRAELIS

There were four views on this issue:

1. The representatives of the Arab
Liberation Front registered reservations
on relations with Israeli forces, citing
the eventual harm they do to the Arab
and Palestinian struggle.

2. Some called for concentrating on
contacts with Israeli forces who are
serious in their support of Palestinian
rights and enjoy a degree of influence.
Close coordination with RAKAH, the
Israeli Communist Party, was called
for.

3. The PFLP’s representatives called
for limiting these relations to demo-
cratic, anti-Zionist, Israeli forces. The
PFLP considers that establishing con-
tacts with Zionist forces weakens the
conditions for confronting the Zionist
project and state, especially given the
UN resolution on Zionism as a racist
ideology.

4. The fourth trend pressed for going
beyond the PNC resolutions adopted
on this issue. It called for establishing
contacts with any Jewish forces that
recognize the legitimate rights of the
Palestinian people.



RELATIONS WITH SYRIA

The different views on this issue
converged on the necessity of reconci-
liation between the PLO and Syria. The
Central Council praised the Executive
Committee’s efforts to this end.

INTERNATIONAL
CONFERENCE

Although there was overall agree-
ment on the PNC resolution on the
international conference, discrepancies
arose concerning the essence of the tac-
tics to be followed in this period. Some
considered that talking about a joint
Arab delegation to the conference
would not detract from the importance
of the PLO’s role and participation.

However, the majority of those who
spoke out thought that such talk
amounted to offering concessions
without getting anything in return.
Given the absence of a unified Arab
position, and the obstacles to the con-
vening of an international conference,
the majority did not feel such talk
would consolidate the PLO’s role, but
rather would lay the ground for more
concessions once the conference process
gets underway.

THE ARAB SUMMIT

The speakers dealt very seriously
with the convening of the Arab summit
(since held in Amman - editor’s note),
which follows several important deve-
lopments: worldwide support to the
idea of an international peace confe-
rence, the Soviet-US agreement on
medium-range nuclear weapons, and
the upcomihg Gorbachev-Reagan
summit. All speakers stressed that the
summit should produce Arab solidarity
antagonistic to imperialism and Zio-
nism, and a joint Arab position con-
cerning developments in the region,
particularly the Palestinian issue.

ORGANIZATIONAL ISSUES

Organizational issues were consi-
dered to be of great importance to the
participants in the discussion, unlike in
the past when these have generated little
interest. The speakers dealt with Com-
rade Habash’s speech concerning the
importance of democratic reform in the
PLO institutions and of the Central
Council acting on its new tasks as out-

lined in the last PNC session. Most
speakers voiced support to these points.
This led the council to adopt several
directives for the Executive Committee,
in cooperation with the PNC President,
to start preparing for a PNC to be held
in April, after selection of the mem-
bership for the 7th PNC’s term, as
required by the expiration of the 6th
PNC'’s term in April.

The Central Council decided to delay
discussing and adopting the internal
rules and regulations to govern its own
activities, even though this was on the
agenda. The delay was due to the Exe-
cutive Committee’s failure to have
formed a committee to draft the rules
and regulations in advance. As a result,
the draft was hastily written,making it
impossible for the council members to
study it carefully. Nonetheless, the
council did elect a temporary secretariat
to assist the PNC president until a set of
rules and regulations is adopted at the
next council meeting. The secretariat
will consequently become permanent in
accordance with the PNC’s resolution.

The final statement was prepared by
the drafting committee and presented
to the council. It sidestepped major
controversial issues. (See text in this
issue.)

With that, the council ended its ses-
sion. On the political level, the council
meeting failed to take a strong stand
against the violations of the PNC reso-
lutions that have occurred. Thus, it
passed up the chance to further streng-
then national unity and impose adhe-
rence to the adopted resolutions. On the
organizational level, on the other hand,
the election of a secretariat and presen-

tation of a draft for the internal rules
and regulations, are positive steps in the
process of democratic reform.

Despite shortcomings, the holding of
the council was positive in itself. It
shattered the dreams of those hostile
forces who, angered by the PLO’s reu-
nification, believed that the unity was
short-lived. Palestinian national unity
has, on the contrary, been preserved,
based on the lessons derived from the
bitter experience of past division.
emphasized in conclusion: First,
national unity needs to be further con-
solidated and this requires strict adhe-
rence to PNC resolutions. Violating
these resolutions can only harm unity
and ultimately enforce the divisive
hopes of hostile forces.Second, crystal-
lizing a clear political line as the basis
for the PLO’s activities, plus compre-
hensive democratic reform in the
PLO’s institutions, would safeguard
the PLO’s role and status. Third, the
PLO  should carefully address
the issues, with a clear sense of
priorities, rather than confining itself to
general political rhetoric. For example,
it is not enough to voice support to an
international conference. Close study is
required to act on this position mea-
ningfully.

This is not, however, to detract from
the achievements made since the PNC’s
unification session in April. The
important thing is to continue such
achievements to the point that the PLO
is capable of fulfilling the Palestinian
people’s goals of return to the home-
land, self-determination and the esta-
blishment of an independent Palesti-
nian state. [ )

Comrade Habash Addresses the Council
-

The speech of Comrade George Habash, General Secretary of the
PFLP, at the PLO Central Council meeting focused on two major
topics. The first was the necessity of enacting radical democratic
reform in all the PLO bodies and institutions. The second was how to
deal with the most prominent political developments affecting the
Palestinian arena, in accordance with the resolutions adopted at the
PNC'’s unifying session in April. Following are excerpts.

The experience of all societies
throughout history has shown that
democracy and democratic rules in-

fluence the society’s ability to provide
the foundation for the masses’

creativity and energy. Ongoing events P>
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Concerning this, I would like to remind
the Executive Committee of the latest
PNC’s resolution calling for
reevaluating the formation of the
PLO’s committees,, offices and
departments, on the basis of front rela-
tions.

The last point I will address concerns
the PNC’s recommendation for the
unions to study the issue of propor-
tional representation and present the
results of their study to the Executive
Committee. Taking a decision on this
issue would resolve the wrong forms of
competition (between the different
organizations), which sometimes crip-
ple the unions’ work...

JUDGING THE EXECUTIVE
COMMITTEE’S WORK

On the political level... the impor-
tance of this meeting undoubtedly
stems from its being a forum for
evaluating the Executive Committee’s
work. This is particularly true since
gains can only be made by overseeing
and holding accountable... The
criterion for judgement in the PLO is
the degree of adherence to the PNC’s
resolutions. We expended great efforts
to arrive at these resolutions... To this
end, I would like to address three topics
on the political level...

RELATIONS WITH EGYPT

The first is how the Executive
Committee implemented the PNC’s
resolution concerning relations with
Egypt. I will discuss this issues from
three angles... The first angle is the text
of the resolution. The second is what
we have gained and lost with these
relations. The third is connecting this
issue with our vision of the future.
Through these three angles, the posi-
tion of the PFLP will be understood.
Those who attended the comprehensive
dialogue and the PNC’s unifying ses-
sion know the nature of the various
opinions on this issue, as well as the
difficulties we faced in reaching a
common understanding. The impor-
tance of this issue requires that all of us
adhere completely to the text of the
resolution. If I am an Executive Com-
mittee member, it is my duty to rely on
the text which was adopted
unanimously, not on my own convic-
tions...

The text states that relations with
Egypt should be based on the resolu-
tions of the consecutive sessions of the
PNC, the 16th session in particular.

This point created sharp arguments
threatening the success of the session.
The text also states that Palestinian-
Egyptian relations should be based on
the resolutions of the Arab summits
related to the issue. We all know that
the most important summit dealing
with this issue was the Baghdad Summit
in 1978. The resolutions adopted there
concerning relations with Egypt were
clear to all.

Were our relations with Egypt based
on this text? The period following the
PNC witnessed extensive and high-level
contacts with the Egyptian regime.
Brother Hani Al Hassan visited Cairo
several times. Brother Arafat met twice
with President Husni Mubarak. Father
Elias Khouri (EC member) visited
Cairo once and declared that his visit
was on behalf of the PLO. I wonder, if
you have an opinion pertinent to this
issue like mine, would you accept what
has happened?

I am not only discussing whether or
not there was adherence to the text... If
we don’t take a serious stand on this
issue, given that a major Arab country
has official relations with the Zionist
state, what can we expect from friendly
nations concerning relations with
‘Israel’?

Let us put the text aside, and discuss
what we have lost and gained from our
relations with the Egyptian regime.
Then we can compare. Did we have
definite assurances from the Egyptian
regime that it would adopt the concept
of a Palestinian state with Jerusalem as
its capital? Or clear support to the in-
alienable rights of the Palestinian peo-
ple? Or confirming the PLO as the sole,
legitimate representative of the
Palestinian people? I don’t think so.
The greatest proof of this is the official
Egyptian policies... The latest was
Egyptian Foreign Minister Ismat Abdel
Maguid’s speech at the 42nd session of
the UN General Assembly. He called
for the formation of a joint Jordanian-
Palestinian delegation, and mentioned
the rights of the Palestinian people
without specifying what these are.
What Egyptian officials tell Hani Al
Hassan behind closed doors is not im-
portant... What is important to us,
what we judge by, is the declared policy
of the Egyptian regime.

In contrast, what are the negative
aspects of these relations? We can
mention many - the negative effects on
national unity... The weakening of the
credibility of the PLO which decides

one thing, then acts differently, and the
negative effects on our relations with
forces that reject relations with such a
regime.

Concerning the third angle, this sub-
ject can only be thoroughly understood
by relating it to our future conception
of the Palestinian revolution... Suppose
the international conference were to be
convened tomorrow, and that the PLO
was represented. Arguments might
continue for ten years without Israeli
withdrawal from the occupied ter-
ritories, unless there was a shift in the
balance of forces in favor of the
Palestinian and Arab forces. Conse-
quently, we should develop a concep-
tion about the near future and the way
to affect the balance of forces, to shift
it to our advantage. In addition to in-
tensifying the struggle in occupied
Palestine, we should safeguard our se-
cond operational base in Lebanon. This
requires consolidating the Palestinian
-Lebanese nationalist alliance and
dealing patiently with the issue of the
PLO’s relations with Syria.

This conception of the future should
guide our tactical stands. Although we
are confronted with Syria’s stand con-
cerning the Palestinian-Lebanese-
Syrian national alliance, we should still
shoulder responsibility for outlining the
correct national position on this
alliance... Any comrade or brother who
rejects my argument could give another
view, but should bear in mind that this
is a matter which concerns the revolu-
tion not only for a month or a year, but
in the long run.

Reviewing the political situation, I
deduce that safeguarding our second
operational base in Lebanon requires
pursuing a specific political line
towards Syria, whether there is im-
mediate success or not... The
Palestinian-Lebanese-Syrian nationalist
alliance is a response to an objective
need, and this need should be clear to
all...

CONTACTS TO ISRAELIS

Since the PNC in April, there have
been several contacts between promi-
nent Palestinians and Zionist Israelis.
In addition, there were news reports
that at the NGO Meeting on the Ques-
tion of Palestine, held in Geneve in
September, PLO Chairman Arafat
gave a letter to Charlie Biton (MK of
the Democratic Front for Peace and
Equality) to be forwarded to the Israeli

government. Subsequently, the PLO P
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Executive Committee made the follow-
ing statement on the matter: «The Ex-
ecutive Committee reviewed the NGO
meeting... (and) examined the press
distortion attempts of hostile press
circles aimed at degrading the impor-
tant results of this great international
conference...» (editor’s note).

The second topic is the contacts with
Israeli officials. There are two points:
The first is the message which Charlie
Biton said that he delivered to the
Israeli government from the chairman
of the PLO Executive Committee. I was
deeply concerned about this... When 1
read the Executive Committee state-
ment about it, I found that the con-
troversy wasn’t resolved... We are in a
very sensitive stage that requires con-
fronting every issue that disturbs
Palestinian national unity or serves to
discredit thc Palestinian people’s
leading institutions. Therefore, I sug-
gest that the final Central Council
statement include a clear and specific

ficials (the meeting between Amirav of
Shamir’s Herut Party and Palestinian
intellectuals, Sari Nusseibeh and Faisal
Husseini). I suggest that a condemna-
tion of such contacts be issued. The
standard of patriotism for every
Palestinian is determined by the extent
of this person’s adherence to the PLO
and its national program which rejects
such contacts and all forms of
unilateral solutions with the Zionist
enemy.

INTERNATIONAL

CONFERENCE

The third and final topic is the inter-
national conference. The PFLP con-
siders the April PNC’s resolution on
this issue as being correct and clear. We
demand exact adherence to it... There
are several ways for the imperialist-
Zionist enemy to falsify the concept of
the international conference. This re-
quires that we confront all attempts to
divert the conference from its genuine

Why should we then talk about this (as
some Palestinian officials have done)?
Some might say we should follow the
developments, but who is to be included
in this joint delegation? Surely it will
include some countries that don’t want
to guarantee the Palestinian people’s
rights... In addition, the conference is
not close at hand. Why are concessions
being given in advance?

What are our existing weapons that
we should hold on to, in order to
change the balance of forces and enable
the convention of a just international
conference? Our most important
weapon is consolidating national unity.
The PLO’s credibility should be
restored; a clear political line should be
followed; and our military effectiveness
should be escalated.

Finally, I would like to express my
satisfaction with the way the Executive
Committee has dealt with the issues of
Lebanon and the occupied territories...
I would also like to stress that my

denial of this matter.
The second point concerns contacts
in occupied Palestine with Israeli of-

conception.

For example, the PNC resolutions
don’t mention a joint Arab delegation.

speech was solely aimed at achieving
progress and continuing this advance
until victory. o

Final Statement

Translation of WAFA communique issued on October 8,1987, Tunis.

On October 5-7th, the PLO’s Central Council convened in
Tunisia, for its first session after the 18th PNC, held in April.
The session was chaired by PNC President Abdul Hamid Al
Sayih, and attended by PLO Chairman Yasir Arafat, PFLP
General Secretary George Habash and members of the PLO
Executive Committee.

As the session began, the Central Council, on behalf of the
Palestinian masses, expressed deep appreciation to the
Palestinian forces, leaders and masses who are steadfast in the
camps and in occupied Palestine, and who struggled for the
success of the national dialogue that culminated in the 18th
PNC - the session of national unity, that constituted a major
turning point in the history of the contemporary Palestinian
revolution.

The first session of the Central Council, with its new com-
position, was a national occasion for the Palestinian na-
tionalist forces, organizations and personalities, to meet and
interact in a democratic atmosphere, showing deep political
maturity, a high sense of responsibility and national commit-
ment: This enabled the council to conduct a thorough and
responsible study of the state of the PLO on the political,
military and organizational levels, and a complete survey of
the conditions of the Palestinian people living in occupied
Palestine, the camps in Lebanon, the Arab host countries and
in communities the world over.

The Central Council heard the political report delivered by
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PLO Chairman Yasir Arafat. With analysis and details, this
report described the Palestinian situation since the PNC’s 18th
session that embodied our people’s determination to continue
the struggle, confront all challenges and adhere to the PLO, on
the road to self-determination and the establishment of an in-
dependent state. In view of this report and the discussion of the
council members, the council declared the following:

1. OCCUPIED PALESTINE

The Central Council reviewed the racist Zionist practices
against our people - repression, terror, deportations, arrests,
expropriating land, demolishing homes, stealing water,
building settlements and Judaizing holy sites. In addition, the
council noted the Zionist settlers’ calls for expelling our people
from their homeland.

The Central Council studied the schemes the Zionist enemy
continues to impose on our masses through the joint ad-
ministration plan, aiming at creating alternatives to the PLO.
The council called upon the international bodies to shoulder
their responsibility in order to put an end to the occupation and
its practices, which violate international law and basic human
rights which have been affirmed by the UN.

The Central Council reaffirmed the necessity of drawing up
a comprehensive program for confronting the Zionist policy,

and raising this issue at the upcoming Arab summit and in the

international organizations and institutions. The council ex-



pressed respect and appreciation of the masses’ continuous
steadfastness in the face of the Israeli enemy, and hailed the
continuous mass uprisings and the steadfastness of our heros in
the occupation authorities’ prisons.

The Central Council called for drawing up practical plans to
consolidate our masses’ steadfastness, the unity of their
organizations and institutions, and the interaction between (the
struggle) inside and outside the occupied land. The council
highly evaluated the formation of the National Work Com-
mittee for the Occupied Land.

2. PALESTINIAN CAMPS IN LEBANON

The Central Committee reviewed the painful, inhuman
reality suffered by the Palestinian camps while confronting
aggression and the siege that has been imposed for three years.
The council called upon Arab and international bodies to focus
their efforts on putting an end to the aggression and lifting the
siege immediately, so that our people can maintain their
homes, hospitals and schools, and have a free, respectable life.

The Central Council focused on the September 11th agree-
ment signed in Sidon (between the Palestinians and the
Lebanese Front for Unity and Liberation). The council recon-
firmed the necessity of implementing this agreement according
to the adopted text. The council considers this agreement as a
new basis for Lebanese-Palestinian relations and the beginning
of a new stage of brotherhood and love, and directing all ef-
forts and guns against the Zionist occupation in South
Lebanon.

The Central Council holds in high esteem the Executive
Committee’s decision to form the Palestinian National Work
Leadership in Lebanon, including all the Palestinian forces and
organizations, and the Military Work leadership. The council
considered these two bodies as a living manifestation of the
strength of Palestinian national unity that was crystallized in
the 18th PNC session.

3. THE POLITICAL SITUATION
A. THE EXTRAORDINARY ARAB SUMMIT
IN AMMAN

The Central Council welcomed the Arab foreign ministers’
decision to convene an Arab summit in Amman in November,
as an expression of urgent national necessity. This is especially
true since our nation is suffering from division and secondary
conflicts at a time when imperialist-Zionist aggression is
escalating in order to attack the steadfast positions in our na-
tion, one by one.

The Central Council confirmed that the restoration of Arab
solidarity is one of the priorities of national action. The council
also confirmed that the present deterioration in the Arab
situation necessitates the restabilization of the nationalist
stands that have been expressed in the consecutive Arab sum-
mits concerning the Palestinian question. These stands ex-
pressed firm national commitment to the Palestinian people,
their organization (the PLO) and their inalienable national
rights - the right to return, self-determination and the
establishment of an independent state. The council called upon
the Executive Committee to concentrate its efforts on achiev-
ing such restabilization.

B. IRAQ—IRAN WAR

The Central Council has been following with concern the
dangerous deterioration in the Gulf region, due to the continu-
ing Irag-Iran war and the amassing of the US fleet. The council
called on Iran to stop the war immediately and abide by
Security Council resolution 598. The council called on Iraq to
declare its willingness to resolve differences by peaceful means,
in order for peace and amity to prevail, especially after Iraq
has declared its acceptance of all peace initiatives, including the
international resolution (598). The council believes that the
continuation of this war only benefits the colonialist, im-
perialist and Zionist forces, while causing extreme harm to the
Palestinian cause.

C. INTERNATIONAL PEACE CONFERENCE

The Central Council studied the initiatives, recommenda-
tions and international resolutions concerning an international
peace conference on the Middle East. The council called on the
Executive Committee to concentrate its efforts and contacts
for the holding of a fully empowered conference as advocated
by the UN, the non-aligned summit, the African summit, the
Arab summit, the socialist countries, the EEC and all friendly
countries.

The Central Council confirmed the necessity of unified Arab
work to support the formula of an active international con-
ference under UN auspices with the participation of the per-
manent members of the Security Council and all parties in-
volved in the conflict, including the PLO, on an equal footing,
in order to fulfill the inalienable national rights of the Palesti-
nian people - the right to return, self-determination and the
establishment of an independent state on their national soil
with Jerusalem as its capital.

The Central Council rejected the Israeli and US attempts to
devoid the international conference of its essence, transform-
ing it into an umbrella for bilateral deals.

4. THE PLO’S ARAB AND INTERNATIONAL
RELATIONS

The Central Council reviewed the Executive Committee’s
sincere efforts to implement the PNC resolutions on con-
solidating the PLO’s relations with fraternal Arab countries.
The council holds in high esteem these efforts to achieve Arab
solidarity directed against imperialism and Zionism.

The Central Council condemned the US’s continuous hostile
positions against the PLO, the most recent of which was the
closure of the PLO Information Office in Washington D.C.
The council considered this to be only one of a.chain of failed
attempts to obscure the truth from the American public.

The Central Council saluted the principled positions of the
friendly socialist countries, the non-aligned countries, the
Islamic and African countries, and all liberation movements in
Asia, Africa and Latin America. The council sent congratula-
tions and greetings to the Soviet Union on the occasion of the
70th anniversary of the great October Revolution. At the end
of the session, the Central Council sent greetings to the presi-
dent, government and people of Tunisia, thanking them for
their hospitality.
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[.ebanon

Political Deadlock Fuels Economic Crisis

The crash of the Lebanese pound, a series of strikes, and the mass
revolt against hunger in Beirut in late August, have brought the
economic and class aspect of the Lebanese crisis to the fore.

In August alone, prices rose 43.6%,
setting a new record in crisis-torn
Lebanon. The prices of many basic
consumer items were estimated to have
risen by 300% since the first of the
year. In the same space of time, the in-
flation rate reached 245%, also a
record high, leading Lebanon’s General
Labor confederation to predict an an-
nual inflation rate of 600-800%. The
Lebanese pound, once the most stable
currency in the Middle East, lost over
70% of its value, plunging as low as
£290 to the dollar, as of August 27th.

There were other more graphic
symptoms of the all-sided economic
crisis. Prompted by the fuel shortage,
lines began at bakeries and petrol sta-
tions before dawn, swelling into crowds
and fistfights as people scuffled to ob-
tain their daily needs. Even in villages,
merchants wouldn’t open their shops
until afternoon when the closing price
of the Lebanese pound was posted. In-
creasingly, children were seen picking
for food in piles of garbage.

With their buying power drastically
eroded, Lebanese citizens began
signalling their discontent. In July,
there was a three-day general strike to
protest the declining standard of living.
In mid-August, both the state radio and
television stopped broadcasting as
employees went on strike. There were
strikes by municipal workers in Tripoli,
Mina and Ghbeiri, and in several
private concerns. Then, on August 27th
and 28th, people poured into the streets
amid reports of pending abolishment of
state subsidies on gasoline. In West
Beirut, drivers stopped their services
(collective taxis, the most common
form of public transport in the city),
fearing their means of making a living
jn jeopardy. Stalled services blocked
main roads, as people marched on
Hamra, the affluent business and
shopping district. Hundreds tried to
storm the Central Bank, targeting its
failure to protect the Lebanese pound.
The Lebanese Army fired in the air, at-
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tempting to disperse the crowds. Pro-
tests spread all over the city, including
the eastern sector, and continued
through the next day. Burning tires
blocked the road to the airport. Foreign
exchange booths, supermarkets and
luxury shops were overrun. While
establishment figures decried the
‘aimless violence’, the targets singled
out by the masses attest to their
awareness of the sources of their
economic woes - state policy (or lack of
same), uncontrolled private enterprise
and speculation - three elements which
are closely interwoven in the Lebanese
system.

HUMAN COSTS

Prices have continued to rise, pro-
pelled upward by the lifting of state
subsidies on two vital commodities,
gasoline and bread, in September and
October respectively. Meanwhile, the
pound continued its downward plunge,
hitting 500 to the dollar on October
30th. The human costs of the collapse
and concurrent dollarization of the
Lebanese economy are almost in-
calculable. According to the
Consumer’s Protection Department
(affiliated to the Economy Ministry),
the value of Lebanon’s minimum mon-
thly wage of £4,300 has dropped from
$50 in January to $16 in August. On
October 5th the acting finance minister,
Joseph Hashem (also Phalangist Party
member), announced a decision to
double the minimum wage, the first
such raise in over a year. From that day
to the next, the pound’s value fell by
over $10, hitting a new record low
($306). As one Beiruti commented,
«Yesterday, the government announced
salary increases, today speculators
snatch it all back by devaluating the
pound.» Little over a week later, the
same ‘generous’ minister lifted sub-
sidies on bread, upping the price 47%
overnight.

While the poor have always suffered
from Lebanon’s finance-oriented,

dependent capitalist system, the current
crisis is hitting well into the middle
class. A study published by the Na-
tional Union Federation on October
3rd, showed that the minimum monthly
expenses of an average family of five,
excluding clothes, rent and school fees,
had risen from £14,179 in October
1976, to £32,718. The report registered
the average salary as £10,000, raising
the simple question as to how a bread-
vinner feeds the family, even after the
subsequent wage hike. There is
moreover the severe problems of the
unemployed whose ranks are swelling.
As of two years ago, it was estimated
that 40% of the population had no
work. This number is constantly grow-
ing with company closures due to the
economic crisis.

The answer is simply that not all
families can feed their children.
UNICEF has estimated that about
1,000 children die of infection and
malnutrition every year in Lebanon.
According to Richard Reid, UNICEF
director for the Middle East and North
Africa, indications of rising infant
mortality and malnutrition surfaced in
Lebanon early this year. He estimates
that in the recent period, more children
may have died from lack of food than
from violence. In July, Lebanon’s
Islamic Orphanage reported that it had
received a record number of abandoned
infants (17) in the three preceding
months, some of them found in piles of
garbage, on roadsides or vacant lots.

Naturally, some are profitting from
the decline in the working masses’
standard of living. According to the
Chamber of Commerce and Industry,
Lebanon’s exports may rise more than
50% in dollar terms this year, following
the collapse of the pound. Since pro-
duction has decreased rather than in-
creased, this can only mean that
manufacturers and exporters are pro-
fitting from cheaper local labor due to
the pound’s reduced dollar value.
(Arab countries are now the main im-
porters of Lebanese goods, but the US
has recently emerged as a new market.)

VICIOUS CIRCLE OR
STRUCTURAL CRISIS?

The Lebanese economic crisis ap-
pears as an irresolvable vicious circle,
for each of its indices is interlocked
with a cluster of other factors. The fuel
crisis provides one example of how a












The Arab Summit

Although the emergency Arab summit held in Amman, November
8-11th, did not literally adopt the entire program of the reactionary
regimes, its outcome signals preparations for a new phase of Camp
David. This was most obvious in the decision to let Arab states
resume relations with the Egyptian regime.

For the first time since 1982, all 21
members of the Arab League sent
representatives to an Arab summit. For
the first time whatsoever, the sumiteers
made no pretense that the main concern
was the Arab—Israeli conflict, much
less its core, the Palestinian question.
The latter was only put on the agenda
after concerted protest by the PLO,
backed by Syria, Libya, Algeria, Iraq
and Democratic Yemen.

Instead, one decade after Sadat’s
historical trip to occupied Jerusalem, a
major concession was offered to the
Camp David model of political set-
tlement, which relegated the Palestinian
cause to the sidelines in favor of a US-
sponsored Egyptian-Israeli deal.
Deciding that «diplomatic relations
between any Arab League member state
and the Arab Republic of Egypt is a
sovereign matter to be decided by each
state in accordance with its constitution
and laws,» the summit lifted the
boycott on the Egyptian regime, which
had been imposed by the 1979 Baghdad
Summit. That Egypt was not outright
readmitted to the Arab League was
only due to the adamant objections of
Syria and Libya.

The summit, which the Jordanian
hosts proudly trumpeted as an «ex-
traordinary» one, was held in the name
of Arab solidarity which the final
declaration termed «the prime concern
of the Arab leaders.» There is no doubt
of the need for Arab solidarity. It is a
permanent requirement for resisting
Zionist and imperialist aggression in
the area. In the current situation, it is
imperative for uniting around the
campaign for an interhational peace
conference on the Middle East,
especially in order to thwart the
US—Israeli attempts to distort the
concept of such a conference But the
question remains as always: What kind
of solidarity and to what aim? In this
case, Arab officialdom united around
opposition to Iran and support to Iraq
in the Gulf war. The resolutions
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adopted were the strongest yet Arab
stand against Iran though, due to the
objections of Syria, they did not reach
the point of boycotting the Islamic
Republic, as Saudi Arabia and others
had originally pushed for. Most
seriously, in expressing «support to
Kuwait in all the measures it adopted to
protect its territories and water...» the
summit’s final declaration tacitly
legitimized the US and NATO military
presence in the Gulf.

BOWING TO PRESSURE

True, the resolutions of the Arab
summits of the past decade have been
marked by steady decline, as compared
to earlier ones. Even in this context,
however, the resolutions of this summit
have brought the stands of Arab of-
ficialdom to an all-time low. The kings,
princes and presidents who convened in
Amman, aimed at arriving at a unified
Arab stand on the Iran-Iraq war, and
means for making Iran respect the in-
ternational consensus by accepting UN
Security Council resolution 598. In the
process, they adopted several
dangerous resolutions, especially the
one on Egypt, which gives tacit ap-
proval of the Camp David trend and
the policies of bilateral deals as ad-
vocated by Washington and Tel Aviv.

The summit prepared the way for a
new era wherein the Egyptian regime
will return to its leading position in the
Arab arena, but still tied by the strings
of Camp David. The record quickness
with which Arab regimes restored
diplomatic relations strengthens the
Egyptian regime’s political role and its
efforts to advance the US-sponsored
settlement process. In less than a week,
nine Arab states restored relations with
Cairo (Saudi Arabia, Kuwait, Moroc-
co, Iraq, North Yemen, United Arab
Emirates, Bahrain, Qatar and
Mauritania). Added to the three that
never broke relations (Oman, Somalia
and Sudan), and the two that have
restored relations in the interim (Jordan

in 1984 and Djibouti in 1986), this gives
a clear majority of Arab League
members. The trend is obviously for
restoring Egypt to the Arab League at
the upcoming ordinary summit, to be
held in Riyadh at an unspecified date.

It is no wonder that both the US and
Israeli governments voiced praise for
the results of the Arab summit in Am-
man. The resolutions appeared as a
direct response to US-Israeli pressure
and the coordination that preceded the
summit, especially Schultz’s October
trip where he met the Israeli leadership
and then King Hussein in London.
Though Jordan officially rejected the
US proposal for joint US-Soviet spon-
sorship of direct talks between ‘Israel’
and a Jordanian-Palestinian delega-
tion, the summit indicates that Arab
reaction’s differences with the US—-
Zionist settlement model are dwindling.

The summit did adopt support to
«the convocation of an international
peace conference, under the sponsor-
ship of the United Nations and with the
participation of all parties concerned,
including the PLO, on equal footing, as
well as the permanent members of the
Security Council, regarding it as the
only suitable means for a peaceful, just
and comprehensive settlement of the
Arab-Israeli conflict» (final statement).
The summit resolutions moreover re-
jected any Arab country’s involvement
in a bilateral) solution. However, in
view of the upgrading of Egypt’s status
and the downgrading of the Palestinian
question, this support to an interna-
tional conference seems more a for-

mality than a question of substance.
The Jordanian delegation worked

hard to have removed the phrase on the
PLO’s being represented on an
equal footing at the international con-
ference. While this effort was not suc-
cessful, the Jordanians united with
other delegations to have the phrase
«an independent Palestinian state»
removed from the ritual reiteration of
support to the Palestinian people’s in-
alienable rights. In general, the
Palestinian issue was dealt with
separately from the Arab-Israeli con-
flict, despite their common roots, in an
obvious prelude to separate deals.
Having hosted such a ‘successful’
summit and in view of the summit’s
laxity on all questions of principle,
King Hussein will be able to pursue
with renewed vigor the policy of nor-
malizing relations with the Zionist
state, prior to signing an agreement.



WEAKNESS ON THE
NATIONALIST SIDE

Lack of solidarity and cooperation in
the Arab nationalist camp contributed
to the summit’s passing such resolu-
tions. The weakness in the nationalist
camp makes it incapable of deterring
the US—Israeli offensive against all
nationalist forces, and the reactionary
regime’s increasingly unified strategy
and tactics. It is this weakness that
paved the way for the increasing pro-
minence and success of King Hussein
and President Mubarak on the political
scene.

If the present nationalist divisiveness
continues, the Camp David regime can
be expected to return to the Arab
League at the next summit, where the
resolutions will certainly be even more
dangerous, as the official Arab policies
degenerate further.

Unfortunately, all these negative
signs have yet to prove to the rightist
trend in the PLO leadership the dangers
of the current political moves on the

Arab level, or the dangers of their own
policies to the Palestinian cause. In-
stead of mobilizing the PLO to expose
the reactionary nature of the summit
resolutions, the Palestinian rightists
joined the Arab reactionaries in lauding
these resolutions and calling the summit
«historic»!

It is more than ever essential that the
Palestinian revolutionary democratic
forces join efforts to secure united
Palestinian political stands based on the
resolutions of the April unification
session of the PNC, particularly the
resolution concerning relations with the
Egyptian regime. Thus, the PLO would
be equiped to play a central role in uni-
fying the ranks of all the Arab na-
tionalist and progressive forces and
regimes, including the normalization of
PLO—Syrian relations and of Palesti-
nian-Lebanese-Syria relations- all
necessary for confronting the upsurge
in the imperialist-Zionist-Arab reac-
tionary plans. o

The Gulf War

Direct US Intervention

The persistence of the Iraq-Iran war has given the Reagan Ad-
ministration a golden opportunity to test its aggressive plans, forces
and weapons in the Gulf. Inevitably, and as intended, the US’s
reflagging of Kuwaiti tankers led it into acts of war against Iran.

In July, the UN Security Council
adopted resolution 598, calling for an
immediate ceasefire in the Gulf war;
mutual Iraqi-Iranian withdrawal within
their respective borders; and the
establishment of an impartial body to

allocate blame for the war’s start.
However, hostilities have continued

apace. After some procrastination, the
Iranian leadership signalled its de facto
rejection of the resolution. Iraq in turn
escalated its bombing attacks in late
September. The tanker war has
worsened, showing that the US reflag-
ging operation was actually a declara-
tion of expanded war. The
Washington-based Center for Defense
Information reported that in
September, there were 31 attacks on
shipping in the Gulf, 16 by Iraq and 15
by Iran. This compares to an average of
seven such attacks a month throughout
the war. Iraqi air attacks are generally

much more destructive than the Iranian
attacks which commonly use speed-
boats.

The most salient feature of the recent
stage of the war is direct Iranian-US
confrontation. In the wake of the
Irangate scandal, the Reagan Ad-
ministration finally surmised that
bolstering the Iraqi regime was the key
to cementing US-dominated, reac-
tionary control in the region. To this
end, an aggressive campaign of disin-
formation and actual attacks has been
mounted against the Islamic Republic,
similar to the one previously launched
against Libya. Brandishing proof that
the Iranians were mining Gulf waters,
after the September 21st seajacking of
the Iran Ajar boat, the Reagan Ad-
ministration embarked on a new at-
tempt to sabotage the international
concensus reached in July. It began
pushing for a new Security Council

resolution for a mandatory arms em-
bargo against Iran - an effort which is
equally directed against the Soviet
Union that wants to stick to the more
even-handed resolution already
adopted. With the September 20th
Iranian attack on a Saudi ship and the
next day on the British-flagged one,
Mrs. Thatcher found her excuse for
joining Reagan’s new tactics, and clos-
ed the Iranian Military Procurement
Office in London. In an extension of
Iraq’s economic war on Iran, the US
slapped a ban on Iranian imports, after
the rather embarrassing disclosure that
in July, it was the world’s third largest
buyer of Iranian oil. France is also
boycotting Iranian oil.

More dramatically, US forces staged
three major military attacks on Iranian
vessels and installations in September
and October, while also firing on three
fishing boats on November 3rd, killing
one person. On September 21st, US
forces captured the Iran Ajr, killing
five Iranians in the process. On October
8th, US helicopters destroyed three
Iranian speedboats. On October 19th,
US destroyers demolished three Iranian
oil platforms in international waters,
after Iran, for the first time, attacked a
US-flagged tanker in Kuwaiti waters
and a US-owned ship flying the
Liberian flag. Especially the US’s last
attack made a mockery of its claims to
be protecting Gulf oil and waterways.
In fact, the Reagan administration
deliberately chose the military option as
opposed to having Kuwait take the
Iranian aggression to the UN, but
Kuwait had to bear the brunt of Iranian
retaliation - the October 22nd attack on
a Kuwaiti oil terminal.

The US—Iranian confrontation can
be expected to continue, as evidenced
by then US Secretary of Defense
Weinberger’s statement that the US and
its allies may send more forces to the-
Gulf, and stay until the war ends (In-
ternational Herald Tribune, October
24-25, 1987). This was an obvious
counter to the Soviet proposal for a UN
force to replace foreign war fleets in the
Gulf, and there is no sign of change in
the US’s Gulf policy after Weinberger’s
resignation.

TESTING GROUND

With the US invasion of the Gulf on
the side of Arab reaction, the Iranian
leadership eyed the chance to polish its
anti-imperialist credentials. Yet with

operations that more resemble agit- P
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Soviet —US Summit

On December 8 th 1987, the
Secretary-General of the CPSU
Mikhail S. Gorbachev and US Presi-
dent Ronald Reagan signed in
Washington a treaty eliminating
medium-range and shorter-range
nuclear missiles. Under the terms of the
agreement, the United States will
eliminate about 850 medium- and
shorter-range missiles, and the Soviet
Union will scrap about 1,750 missiles
over all. Describing the event, Mr.
Gorbacheyv said that December 8, 1987
was «a date that will be inscribed in
history». (International Herald
Tribune, Dec. 9, 1987)

The total number of these missiles to
be eliminated over three years repre-
sents despite the large number, only 4%
of the world nuclear arsenal. But the
great importance of this treaty lies in
the fact that it is the first treaty ever to
eliminate an entire class of offensive
nuclear arms. The treaty also represents
a historical precedent that confirms the
realistic possibility to eliminate nuclear
arms and other arms of annihilation.
Forty two years after the US dropped
its first A-bomb on Hiroshima, in-
itiating the nuclear arms race, the treaty
now comes as a new hope for humanity
to eliminate all classes of nuclear
weapons, and as «The first step down
the road leading to a nuclear-free
world» as Mr. Gorbachev remarked.
(IHT, Dec, 9, 1987).

Product of the New Thinking

This historical treaty represents the
first outcome, on the international
level, of the 3-year-old new political
thinking in the Soviet Union. In con-
trast to the US’s continuing in the SDI
program, the Soviet Union has called
for a halt to all programs aiming at
developing and expanding nuclear
arms, and to start negotiations to
eliminate these arms. These peaceful
orientations were materialized in the
Soviet Union’s unilateral moratorium
on nuclear testing, which started in
August 1985. Despite the Soviet
Union’s appeals for the US to join this
moratorium, the US continued its
nuclear testing, unmoved by the world-
wide condemnation. And on January
15, 1986, the Soviet Union called for

the elimination of all nuclear arms and
other arms of annihilation before the
year 2000, in addition to banning the
militarization of outer space. The US
rejected this plan when it was discussed
at the Gorbachev-Reagan summit in
Reykjavik, held on October 11-12 th,
1986.

In Feburary 1987, the Soviet Union
suggested having a treaty to eliminate
all medium-range and shorter-range
nuclear weapons in Europe, while
discussions continue to prepare a treaty
for reducing nuclear strategic arsenals.

The US acceptance of the Soviet
Union’s proposals concerning the
medium- and shorter-range missiles,
paved the way for the Soviet and US
negotiators in Geneva last April to
outline drafts for this treaty. On Oc-
tober 30, 1987, the Soviet Union’s
foreign minister, Edward Shevardnadze
and US secretary of state, George
Schultz, signed the draft of this treaty,
opening the road for the Dec. 7 sum-
mit in Washington.

Several factors have forced the
Reagan administration to take the first
stepdowntheroad of eliminating nuclear
weapons, what it had rejected for
decades. The US ruling class realized
the difficulties facing its dreams of
becoming the dominant force in this
world. The Soviet Union and the
socialist countries have established a
defensive force capable of deterring the
US—Nato military forces. This was
manifested in the final joint
US—Soviet declaration, which em-

phasized that nuclear war should never

break out and that in such a war there
are no winners.

In addition, the heavy economic and
financial burdens of the arms race af-
fects not only the Soviet Union but the
US as well. This is clearly seen in the
economic crisis of the capitalist world
in general and of the US in particular,
manifested in the increased deficits of
the US budget and trade balance and
the stockmarket’s crash.

The consistent peaceful Soviet in-
itiatives have added another factor.
These initiatives gained world-wide
support and have embarrassed the US
«peacefuly rhetoric. And finally,
Ronald Reagan is in his last year as the

president of the US, had failed for the
past 7 years to strike a success in his
foreign policies. And aspiring to win
the Nobel peace prize, Reagan
responded positively to Gorbachev’s
proposals concerning medium-range
and shorter-range missiles.

Regional Conflicts

The subjects discussed at the summit
included, in addition to the nuclear
arms issue, the regional conflicts and
the human rights issues. But the two
sides have failed to score a success in
neither the regional conflicts issue or
the issue of human rights. This was due
to the US’ continued stubborn stand
which views the solution to these con-
flicts in terms of US interests and the
interests of its allies.

Concerning the Middle East conflict,
the US attempted to sidestep this issue,
concentrating instead on the
Afghanistan and Gulf war conflicts.
The Soviet Union reconfirmed its posi-
tion concerning the Middle Eat con-
flict, and renewed its call for the con-
vening of an international peace con-

ference with the participation of the
five permanent members of the UN

Security Council and all concerned
parties including the PLO on equal
footing as the sole legitimate represen-
tative of the Palestinian people. In his
press conference in Washington before
leaving the US, Gorbachev indicated
that he had asked the US President to
rethink the stand of the Reagan ad-
ministration concerning the interna-
tional conference. But this call was re-
jcted by the Reagan administration.

Undoubtedly, the reason behind the
absence of the Middle East conflict on
the agenda of the regional conflicts is
due to the Arab regimes’ positions and
particularly to the results of the Am-
man summit which considered the
Middle East conflict a second priority
to the Gulf war problem.

As for the other regional conflicts,
the US rejected the Soviet proposal to
form a UN naval force to guarantee the
freedom of navigation in the Gulf. And
the US administration rejected as well a
halt to its military and financial sup-
port to the counterrevolutionaries in
Afghanistan, despite the Soviet Union’s
declared readiness to withdraw its
troops from Afghanistan. [ )
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The Israeli Role in the Middle East

Regional CIA Station

This is a continuation of the study printed in previous issues of Democratic Palestine on the role played by
‘Israel’ in the region, based on inciting war and developing nuclear weaponry. In this issue, we deal with
Zionism’s alliances and covert activities. These two fields are almost synonymous for the Zionist state,
since its own aggressiveness has precluded normal relations with surrounding countries. Rather, in its ef-
forts to secure and expand its artificial existence, ‘Israel’ has turned itself into the CIA’s extended arm.

To secure the occupation of Palestine and defeat the Arab
national movement, the first Israeli prime minister, Ben-
Gurion, launched the periphery orientation to forge relations
with non-Arab states on the perimeters of the Arab world,
especially Iran, Turkey and Ethiopia, all under autocratic rule
at the time. Parallel to this were Zionist efforts to manipulate
religious or ethnic minorities in the Arab countries - Christians
in Lebanon, Kurds in Iraq, etc. This second aspect was an ex-
tension of the original Zionist policy of singling out Arab Jews
for immigration to ‘Israel’ or engagement in subversion in
their homelands. This policy was carried out by covert means
from the start, as when the Mossad planted bombs in Baghdad
to scare Iraqi Jews into immigrating. Another example was
when Zionist agents (Egyptian Jews) planted bombs in Egypt
in the 1950s. Though this led to a scandal, forcing Lavon, the
defense minister, to resign, ‘Israel’ this year honored the spies
who carried out the sabotage. Speaking to surviving members
of the team and their families, Defense Minister Rabin said,
«The great (intelligence) effort during the wars and between
the wars, including your efforts, brought us in the end to peace
with Egypt,» showing that covert sabotage activities are indeed
a cornerstone of the Zionist state’s foreign policy (Monday
Morning, October 5-11, 1987).

By accentuating religious and ethnic differences, the
Zionists aimed to acquire justification for their own sectarian
state, while countering the secular, progressive tendency in the
Arab liberation-movement, ideologically and in the battlefield.
This article focuses on the Zionists’ two major success stories
in forging regional alliances. Typically, these involved rela-
tions with ultrareactionary forces: the Shah of Iran and the
Lebanese fascists. The first paved the way for the current
Iran/contragate scandal, while the second culminated in the
1982 Israeli invasion and continuing occupation in Lebanon.

In connection with Irangate, an Israeli foreign ministry of-
ficial complained that his country had become «a sort of se-
cond CIA available for dirty missions when the White House
prefers not to go through the regular channels» (International
Herald Tribune, June 1, 1987). Yet this is a role which the
Zionist state has deliberately created for itself, not least via its
policy towards Iran and Lebanon. Its regional role in turn laid
the basis for its international role as arms supplier and military
trainer for reactionary forces and regimes in Asia, Africa and
Latin America.

Israeli radio reporter Haim Hecht wrote the following in
Monitin, April 1983, about the Israeli plans for installing
Phalangist Bashir Gemayel as president of Lebanon: «Mossad
genuinely believed... that the political system used by the Shah
of Iran, Heile Selassi of Ethiopia and General Delimi of
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Morocco could work and enable Israel to control Lebanon...
By the summer of 1981, Mossad’s view had become that of the
government and this had to end with the war in Lebanon»
(quoted in Al Fajr, July 15, 1983).

Indeed the link between ‘Israel’ the occupier, the regional
CIA and the international arms merchant is even reflected on
the level of personnel. In the mid-70s, Brigadier General Bin-
jamin Ben-Eliezar was military commander of the occupied
West Bank, as well as the top liaison officer to the Phalangists.
He had spent the years 1970-73 in Singapore, training its army.
Uri Lubrani, one time Israeli representative in Uganda,
Ethiopia and longest in the Shah’s Iran, where he forged the
Mossad-Savak connection, was appointed coordinator of af-
fairs in South Lebanon after the 1982 Israeli occupation. David
Kimche, former Mossad agent, built his foreign ministry career
on relations with Black Africa, where the military aspects
predominate in Israeli aid. He was also one of the architects of
the Mossad’s Lebanon policy and negotiated the ill-fated May
17, 1983 Israeli-Lebanese treaty. Kimche has gained recent
notoriety as a key figure in the Israeli part of the Iran/con-
tragate affair and was recalled to ‘Israel’ to avoid interrogation
in the US.

ZIONIST—PHALANGIST RELATIONS

Israeli Minister of Science Yuval Neeman frankly expounded
the Zionist attitude towards Lebanon on Israeli radio,
February 22, 1985, saying, «Lebanon is not worth recognizing
as a state.» Like his open advocation of annexing the West
Bank, Neeman emphasized that Lebanese territory «up to the
Litani is essential for Israel’s security» and that «all elements
who don’t like us» should be pushed out «like in 1967.»
Defense Minister Rabin expressed equal contempt for the
Lebanese when explaining the Israeli withdrawal from Tyre:
«We didn’t want too many of the Lebanese in the security
zone» (Israeli radio, April 29, 1985). On this background, the
Israeli leadership has espoused the «protection of the Chris-
tians» while in reality encouraging a fascist minority whose
bloody drive for hegemony has been catastrophic for Lebanese
as a whole, Christians and Moslems alike.

Zionist officials gained contact with right-wing Lebanese
Maronites as far back as 1920. «In 1948, a Phalange Party
contactman proposed to Zionist leaders that Israel help the
party organize an insurrection to overthrow the pro-war regime
in Lebanon» (Benny Morris, Jerusalem Post, July 1, 1983,
based on a declassified Israeli foreign ministry file for 1948-51.
By pro-war regime, Morris refers to the Lebanese
government’s opposition to the creation of the Zionist state).












in an attempt to disguise the parties involved. The missiles were
to be assembled and tested in Iran whose larger territory pro-
vided more space and possibilities for secrecy. In 1978, Iran
made its down payment, $260 million worth of oil, and sent
engineers to ‘Israel’ to begin designing the assembly plant.
Though these plans were disrupted by the Shah’s overthrow,
‘Israel’ profited from the contribution to continue its
development of the nuclear-tipped Jericho missile which is now
stationed in the occupied Golan Heights and Negev.

STRIKING BACK

Having worked in tandem with the Shah on secret military
and intelligence projects, the Zionists reverted to their regional
strike force role upon his fall. While US imperialism was
caught off-guard by the quick succession of events, Zionist
figures took the lead in advocating modes of dealing with
revolutionary Iran. Returning to ‘Israel’, an Israeli who had
served as adviser to the Iranian regime, wrote in Haaretz,
January 10, 1978, that the Shah should have been much
tougher, «putting strikers in front of machine guns» because
«The Iranian people are not yet ready for democracy.» Israeli
General Dan Shamron (now chief of staff) counselled the US
on the hostages in Iran: «The fact of liberating them is more
important than the cost in human lives.» Labor MK Meir
Amit, former Israeli army intelligence and Mossad head, con-
tended that «a clear military option exists, not precisely in
order to extricate the hostages who are in the Embassy, but in
order to solve a much more extensive problem... The US can
and is obligated to insure its supply of oil from Iran by a
military action to seize the region... This operation would
bring about an American ‘new order’ in which every crazy na-
tion must submit to the rules of the game» (Maariv, November
16, 1979).

In connection with the Irangate hearings, facts have come to
light that military action against Iran was in fact seriously
contemplated. Retired US Air Force General Secord, a central
figure in Irangate, told Playboy magazine in an interview that
a «small invasion» of Iran was planned after the failure of the
US mission in 1980, purportedly to rescue the American
hostages in Teheran (International Herald Tribune, September
3, 1987). In August this year, the Washington Post revealed a
joint Israeli-US plan for military action after September 1985,
when initial arms shipments to Iran failed to gain the release of
all the hostages in Lebanon.

IRANGATE

Short of conventional aggression, ‘Israel’ began shipment of
US arms to Iran from the early stages of the Gulf war, aiming
to make money while detracting Arab and Iranian resources
from the main struggle in the area against the Zionist state and
imperialist intervention. According to some reports, these arms
shipments were quietly approved by the US administration, or
parts of it, from the beginning. Other motives played a role as
well. The Zionist state used these arms shipments to secure the
immigration of Iranian Jews to ‘Israel’, since according to
Zionist ideology all Jews living in ‘unfriendly’ countries are
considered ‘hostages’. While the Zionist leadership denied such
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cynical games, in 1984 «Israel announced that it was halting a
‘Jews-for-arms’ agreement that had been formally concluded
between the two governments in early 1980» (Israeli Foreign
Affairs, February 1985). In the wake of the Irangate scandal,
reports have again surfaced that ‘Israel’ is offering arms in
return for the remaining Iranian Jews’ immigration.

The Zionist leadership has also toyed with the idea of trying
to subvert the Iranian government from within. According to
the testimony of former National Security Council consultant,
Michael A. Ledeen, in October 1985 the Israelis were discuss-
ing the use of the profits from arms sales to Iran to pay an
Iranian official «who wanted to change the government... by
parliamentary means...» He had purportedly asked for small
arms and silencers in order to «protect him and his allies» (In-
ternational Herald Tribune, September 30, 1987). In an inter-
view with the Boston Globe, Moshe Arens, then Israeli am-
bassador to the US, stated that Israel had provided arms to
Iran «in coordination with the US government... at almost the
highest of levels... The objective was to see if we could not find
some areas of contact with the Iranian military, to bring down
the Khomeini regime» (quoted in Chomsky, Noam, The
Fateful Triangle, 1983, p.457).

Another aim was gaining access to Soviet weapon systems.
According to Anthony H. Cordesman, writing in American-
Arab Affairs, Spring 1987, US and Israeli intelligence officials
tried to obtain captured Iraqi weapons such as the T-72 tank,
by leading Iran to believe it would receive fighters, tanks and
helicopters from private sources; and ‘Israel’ sought to trade
arms for captured Soviet tanks.

With over two decades of experience in infiltrating Iran in
line with the periphery orientation, ‘Israel’ was the ideal part-
ner for the Reagan Administration’s ill-fated arms sales to Iran
and the diversion of profits to the contras. In effect, ‘Israel’
and the US teamed up to make the Islamic Republic foot the
bill for one of their dirtiest covert operations. It is not the first
time the Zionist state had a role in securing arms for forces
which US imperialism found it awkward to support openly.
Rather, this has. often been the case, especially in Latin
America.

Moreover, ‘Israel’ with its long history of covert operations
was ideally suited to cooperate with the ‘state-within-a-state’
created by Reagan and his inner circle to carry out this project
without the knowledge of the US Congress and other govern-
mental bodies, not to mention the public. The Zionist state’s
own arms deals are often based on a circle of ‘unofficial’ of-
ficials - retired generals or arms industrialists who ‘privately’
sell arms with the permission and consultation of the Israeli
Defense Ministry and/or Prime Minister’s Office.

It is no coincidence that at the height of the illegal arms
shipments to Iran, US Attorney-General Ed Meese made an
eight-day visit to ‘Israel’. According to the Jerusalem Post,
May 30, 1986, his visit focused on «sharing of intelligence,
doctrine and tactics» and institutionalizing «anti-terrorist»
cooperation. If the revelation of the Iran/contragate scandal
does, as some predict, result in restrictions on the US National
Security Council and CIA activities, then one can only expect
greater US reliance on ‘Israel’ to continue its espionage as the
CIA’s extended arm in the Middle East.





















