





Soviet Jewish Immigration

The mass influx of Sovict Jews to
occupied Palestine became a reality late
last year. As of January, immigration
reached about 5,000. This poses an
extremely serious threat to the Palesti-
nian cause in both immediate and long-
range terms.

The most obvious effects of the new
immigration are apparent in relation to
the intifada. For over two years, Palesti-
nians under occupation have been
mounting an unprecedented struggle that
has called into question the future of the
Israeli occupation. As a result, the
Zionist state is facing the most serious
crisis in its history, the more so since its
most prized institution, the military, has
been unable to end the intifada. On the
contrary, the brutality exerted against
the Palestinian masses has increased
Israel’s isolation on the international
level, and elicited condemnation even
among its closest allies, such as the West
Europeansstates.

In the midst of this situation, where
there is a real possibility that ongoing
struggle, combined with international
pressure, could eventually push Isracl
towards withdrawal and conceding to
Palestinian rights, a whole new element
has been injected. The mass immigration
of Soviet Jews provides Israel with a
material as well as moral boost. There is
no doubt that the Zionist leadership will
capitalize on this to try to alleviate the
crisis induced by the intifada, and to
divert international and local attention
away from the Palestinian issue
altogether.

Shamir’s own statements bear ample
witness to this. On January 14th, hetolda
Likud gathering: «What s clear is that for
a big immigration, we nced a big and
strong state» (Guardian, February 6th).
Earlier, the prime minister had charac-
terized the Sovict Jewish immigration as
follows: «This is one of the great historic
opportunities that has been presented to
our nation since 1948. Such immigration
will have a great impact on the economy,
the development, security and demog-
raphy of our country» (AP, January 8th).

Only when Israelis begin to see that
peace would better guarantee their sec-
urity than war, will there be an Isracli
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consensus for withdrawal and dealing
with the Palestinian question in terms of
the Palestinian people’slegitimate rights.
The new immigration mitigates against
the creation of such a new Israeli con-
sciousness, and it is in this sense that it
poses amajor threat to the intifadaandits
goals of freedom and independence. The
Isracli leadership has been granted a
respite, delaying the time when it will be
forced to come to terms with the reality of
the Palestinian cause.

The new immigration also increases
the danger that the Zionists may opt for
«transfer,» i.c., mass expulsion of Pales-
tinians from their homeland as a «final
solution.» The Palestinian right of return
is further jeopardized, for with the
increased immigration, the Zionist
leadership is escalating its drive to have
alrcady expelled Palestinians resettled in
the Arab countries.

Israel has received a new reserve force
for the occupation army. This will casc
the burden on the soldiers who have
already been doing time in the war on the
intifada, and thus lessen demoralization
in the army, whereas the increase of dis-
content in the army could be developing
into a significant factor mitigating for
withdrawal. No less important, Israel is
getting a new injection of professionals
and other skilled workers who will be use-
ful in further development of industry.

In this context, it is a matter of secon-
daryimportance whether the new immig-
rants arc scttled in the West Bank and
Gaza Strip. Of course, new settlers aug-
ment the facts created by the Zionist
movement aiming to retain permanent
control of the 1967 occupied territories.
But the structural ramifications of the
projected influx of Soviet Jews are much
more profound than the question of
whether the new settlers live in the
Zionist state, or the West Bank and Gaza
Strip. The new immigration is the Zionist
leadership’s first victory in the demog-
raphicbattle since emigration from Isracl
began to exceed immigration over a
decade ago. This added to the Zionists’
fear of the higher Palestinian birth rate
which threatens the dream of a «pure
Jewish state» and portends the erosion of

the Jewish majority in Israel itself in the
next century.

Today, with the convergence of two
quite different impulses on the interna-
tional level, the Zionist movement is
making great leaps in the demographic
battle which some estimate to be the most
fundamental aspect of the Israeli-Palesti-
nian conflict. On the one hand, the US
administration’s compliance with the
Israeli wish, to close the door to Soviet
Jews wishing to immigrate to the US, is
the decisive factor promoting the new
immigration to Israel. On the other hand,
one of the effects of the new thinking in
Soviet policy has been allowing increased
numbers of Jews to emigrate. Whereas
prior to 1989, about 90% of Jews leaving
the Soviet Union chose a destination
other than Israel, with the new US policy,
the ratio is reversed. Now, 90% of Jews
leaving the Soviet Union are virtually
forced to go to Israel, in a situation
reminiscent of that prevailing at the end
of World War II, when most Western
countries closed their doors to holocaust
survivors who were channcled to the
Zionist state-in-the-making.

In this light, the new immigration not
only violates Palestinian rights in their
own homeland, but also violates the right
of Jewish individuals to choose where
they want to live. Once again, itis shown
that Zionist immigration policy and US
support to this are not determined by
human rights considerations, but by the
need to have a sirong Zionist state in the
strategic Middle East.

Bascd on all these problems, the PLO
has called on the Soviet Union to recon-
sider its policy concerning Jewish emigra-
tion. Stemming this new attack on the
Palestinian cause should be a prime con-
cern of all those forces who advocate a
just peace on the Middle East. The peace
effortsexerted so far have revealed thatit
is Israeli intransigence that is blocking
the way. Accordingly, the top priority
should be creating the conditions which
would induce Israel to withdraw its occu-
pation army and recognize Palestinian
rights. Supporting the Palestinian
intifada, so that it can continue and esca-
late, is the main means for enacting such a
change.






delegation that would include persons
expelled from the occupied territories,
i.e., PLOers.) Again, Shamir bolstered
his own leadership, as well as the pre-
vailing government line of de facto
blocking peace, while making a pre-
tense of cooperation with US diploma-
tic efforts.

The day after the Likud session, the
Israeli government survived 10 no-con-
fidence motions in the Knesset, six of
them protesting Shamir’s own state-
ment about the need for «Greater
Israel» to absorb new Soviet Jewish
immigrants. Also the flurry around
Sharon’s resignation gave Shamir a
chance to send signals to the US:
Look! I'm besieged on all sides. Be
patient so I can ready the Israeli polit-
ical scene for peace.

Moreover, in early January, the
Israeli interior ministry slapped a
travel ban on a number of prominent
Palestinians who were thought to be
planning to travel to Cairo to discuss a
Palestinian delegation to peace talks.
Later in the month, one of them, Fai-
sal Husseini, thought to be a candidate
for the delegation, was arrested (later
released).

All this serves to confirm that the
real aims of the Shamir plan were as
follows: (1) foiling the Palestinian
peace offensive, by throwing the ball
back in the PLO’s court and making it
appear as the party rejecting peace,
especially in view of the broad interna-
tional support and attention accorded
to the PLO after the 19th PNC; (2)
buying time for new attempts to termi-
nate the uprising; and (3) creating an
alternative Palestinian leadership that
would comply with Zionist plans.

Baker agrees to talk about talks

The Bush Administration endorsed
Shamir’s plan as the centerpiece for
Middle East diplomacy, based on the
historical US policy of unconditional
support to Israel, and a decision not to
forward an initiative of its own. At the
same time, the US administration was
aware that the plan needed embellish-
ment in order to lure Palestinians into
the game of quelling the intifada polit-
ically and thus resolving Israel’s
dilemma; the US also recognized the
advantages of having the PLO’s con-
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sent to this process. To this end, Baker
proposed 5 points in October 1989,
with the idea of convening a US-Egyp-
tian-Israeli meeting to discuss ways of
convening a Palestinian-Israeli meet-
ing. Baker’s points were accepted by
the Egyptian government which set
about trying to obtain the PLO’s con-
sent as well.

However, in the face of outright
Israeli rejection, the US accepted
amendments to its points in December.
Most important of the assumptions on
which Israel predicated its acceptance
were: (1) restricting participation in
elections to Arabs from the occupied
territories, i.e., Palestinians living in
the West Bank and Gaza Strip, but not
Jerusalem; (2) limiting the agenda of
talks to the election plan; and (3)
allowing Israel to participate in the
selection of a Palestinian delegation.
Thus, the US accepted Israeli veto
power over the Palestinian delegation,
while American officials promised not
to force the Israelis to talk to the PLO.

To date, Israel has not definitely
accepted the amended US formula for
talking to Palestinians. Still, US offi-
cials have exerted no pressure on
Israel, not even to comply with ideas
which they deem advantageous to
Israel in the long run.

US compliance with Israel has been
exhibited in a number of other fields
as well. In its first year in office, the
Bush Administration used its veto in
the UN Security Council three times to
save Israel from international censure.
In December, Vice-President Quayle
announced the administration’s aim of
revoking the 1975 UN resolution which
equates  Zionism  with  racism.
Moreover, despite Bush’s many decla-
rations about limiting nuclear prolifer-
ation, the adminstration has taken no
action concerning the reports of
Israeli-South African cooperation that
enabled the apartheid regime to
develop nuclear missiles. This inaction
is not because the reports are
undocumented - they are based on US
Defense Department and CIA infor-
mation, among other sources.

Most importantly, by denying entr-
ance to Soviet Jewish emigrants, the
US has given Israel an enormous
demographic boost which can only

serve to harden Israeli ideas that the
Zionist state can remain large and
strong despite being besieged by the
intifada.

The intifada and peace

The US’s kid glove treatment of
Israel and callous indifference to peace
prospects stands in sharp contrast to
the current reality in occupied Pales-
tine. The Palestinians of the occupied
territories are continuing their daily
struggle, asserting the necessity of ful-
filling Palestinian rights, as the basis of
a just peace. The demand for peace
was dramatically emphasized by a
series of internationally sponsored
events in the last days of 1989, with
the title- 1990: Time for Peace,
arranged by the NGOs, Israeli peace
forces and a Palestinian committee.
Among the activities was a human
chain around the OIld City of
Jerusalem, in which 20,000 partici-
pated. Even more would have come if
not for the occupation army refusing
entry to Jerusalem for Palestinians
coming from the West Bank and Gaza
Strip. The hostile stance of the Israeli
government was also exhibited when
the police attacked the demonstrators.
At least 60 were injured, including
members of international delegations.
One of them, a progressive Italian
woman, lost her eye when the police’s
water cannons shattered glass in a
nearby building. At least 50 people
were arrested, 16 of them Palestinians.

Israeli brutality against the masses
of the intifada continues unabated. In
mid-January, the occupation army
opened yet another detention center in
the Gaza Strip. In early February, the
occupation authorities began sealing
Palestinian homes on the pretext that a
family member had thrown a stone, in
a new spiral of collective punishment.
Previously sealing and demolition were
reserved for houses where someone
was accused of throwing firebombs or
a more serious act. Now it can hit lit-
erally each and every family. Such
innovations in the war on the intifada
are another confirmation that the last
thought on the mind of the Shamir
government policymakers is finding
ways to deal with the Palestinians in
the interests of peace.



PLO policy

Initially, the PLO dealt with
Mubarak’s 10 points as questions
directed to Israel. The Baker plan, for
its part, was presented to the PLO
only via the Egyptian government. In
this situation, the PLO Executive
Committee and the Palestinian Central
Council advanced five points summing
up the Palestinian position on the
peace efforts:

1. Palestinian-Israeli talks should be
a preliminary step towards the conven-
ing of an international peace confer-
ence under the auspices of the five
permanent members of the UN Sec-
urity Council, with the participation of
all concerned parties, including the
PLO.

2. The PLO has the sole right to
form any Palestinian delegation to such
talks, without preconditions.

3. The projected elections would be
only a first stage of a comprehensive
settlement aimed at establishing peace.

4. The agenda for talks should be
open.

5. The Palestinian position is based
on the Palestinian peace initiative
which is grounded in international
legitimacy.

After a series of meetings of the
PLO Executive Committee in Cairo
and Tunis, four questions were addres-
sed to the US administration in rela-
tion to the Baker plan; they were:

a. Does the PLO have the authority
to appoint the Palestinian delegation
and to include Palestinians from inside
and outside the occupied territories?

b. Is the US ready to accept the
Palestinian peace initiative as a basis
for a Palestinian-Israeli meeting, along
with other proposals that have been
forwarded?

c. Is the US ready to accept an open
dialogue without preconditions?

d. Does the US agree to the talks as
being a preliminary step towards the
convening of an international confer-
ence with the participation of all par-
ties, including the PLO?

Subsequently the PLO decided to
respond by saying that it agrees on the
Baker plan only in the context of the
Palestinian Central Council’s resolu-
tions. The PLO was subject to intense
pressure from the Egyptian regime to
accept Baker’s points unconditionally.

In the process, the Egyptian regime
exhibited its bad faith by misrepresent-
ing the US position to the PLO, to
make it appear more attractive, and
also misrepresenting the PLO’s stance
to the Bush Administration, to make it
appear more conciliatory. The Egyp-
tian regime has exerted all efforts for a
settlement, but not for one that fulfills
even minimal Palestinian rights. The
fallacy of its efforts has been proven
by reality, for the PLO has dealt flex-
ibly with the political efforts to find a
solution, but the Israeli and US stands
have remained virtually unchanged.

All along, there have been forces
within the PLO pointing out that the
concessions given by the PLO go
beyond the principles of the Palesti-
nian peace initiative decided by the
PNC, and that this could endanger
Palestinian rights without eliciting
reciprocal concessions from either the
US or Israel. With the deadlock in the
efforts to arrange a Palestinian-Israeli
meeting, the Palestinian leadership as
a whole grasped this fact. It realized
that responding to the US-Egyptian
pressure was not leading to any change
in the situation, much less towards real
peace. It perceived that dealing with
the various plans floated by the US,
Israel and Egypt could only lead to
undermiring the historical gains made
by the Palestinian struggle over the
years, and the status of the PLO itself,
as the leader of the Palestinian people
and their sole representative.

It has become obvious that there will
only be more pressure put on the
PLO, and the Israeli repression aimed
against the intifada increases rather
than decreasing parallel to this point-
less diplomacy. Meanwhile, Israel is
creating new facts on the ground with
the influx of Soviet Jewish immigrants,
as well as efforts to bring more Jews
from Ethiopia to occupied Palestine.
Not only are these developments a
blow to the peace process; they push
in the direction of «transfer» - i.e.,
expelling large numbers of Palestinians
from the occupied territories to Jor-
dan, based on Likud’s idea that this is
the site for a Palestinian state. Of
course, carrying out this plan could
only occur in the context of a major
new Israeli aggression which could
spark an explosion in the whole area.

The question now is: Was it neces-
sary for the PLO to undergo this
experience, wasting so much time, in
order to realize these facts whose
broad outlines were apparent long
ago? In the light of the need to protect
and develop the intifada, does the
PLO have the possibility or the right
to lose time running after the illusion
of a change in the US policy of uncon-
ditional support to Israel? Or to make
repeated trips to Cairo, that result only
in being subjected to pressure against
the interests of the Palestinian people
and cause? Most recently, the PLO
was the target of a campaign in the
Egyptian media, reprimanding it for
not having unconditionally condemned
the attack on the Israeli tour bus. The
real motive of this press campaign is
not so much connected to the PLO’s
position on this military operation, as
it is an expression of the Egyptian
regime’s irritation that the PLO did
not accept the Baker plan as it was.

For a new PNC

With the purpose of reviewing all
these developments and PLO policy in
this regard, the PLO Executive Com-
mittee, along with the leaders of the
Palestinian resistance organizations
(PLO-members), held a series of meet-
ings in Tunis in late January and early
February. One of the important deci-
sions adopted at these meetings was to
convene the Palestinian Central Coun-
cil in mid-March. A special committee
was established to determine the mem-
bership of the upcoming PNC, that
should be convened within six months.
A number of other resolutions were
adopted related to supporting and
escalating the intifada, and launching a
campaign to face the dangers of the
mass immigration of Soviet Jews to
Israel.

The significance of these resolutions
is not only that they could pave the
way for a more correct PLO policy;
they could also contribute to crystalliz-
ing more effective Arab support to the
confrontation of the Israeli plans and
aggressive policies, as well as providing
a firmer base for increasing inter-
national solidarity with the Palesti-
nians’ struggle for their national rights.
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Phyllis Bennis is a progressive US journalist who has traveled

extensively in occupied Palestine since the outbreak of the intifada.
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Umm Tala’at sat quietly, surrounded
by her extended family and friends.
The visitors had come to the Zakout
family’s bare, two-room house in Shab-
ura Camp in Rafah, to mourn with
Umm Tala’at for her 18-year-old son,
Ayman, killed two days earlier by an
Israeli soldier’s bullet.

Eighteen months earlier, friends and
family had gathered once before with
Umm Tala’at, when her eldest son,
Tala’at, also eighteen at the time, was
shot and killed by soldiers of the occu-
pation. Mrs. Zakout had raised Tala’at
and Ayman, as well as their younger
brother and two sisters, on her own;
her husband had died fifteen years ear-
lier. Umm Tala’at had herself spent 15
months in prison, beginning shortly
before the intifada started. Among her
cousins and extended family, nearly 25
people are currently in prison.

Rafah’s Shabura Camp, at the south-
ern tip of the Gaza Strip, has been the
scene of four weeks of savage repres-
sion. Following the attack on an Israeli
tourist bus in Egypt, Israeli occupation
troops launched a massive retaliation
against the people of Rafah. Some
Israeli officials claimed the perpet-
rators of the bus incident came from
Rafah. Palestinian residents dispute
this, but the allegation was enough to
justify a savage weeks-long siege using
bullets, helicopters, and a fearsome
gas, apparently a nerve gas, which col-
lectively devastated the population.

It started with a curfew clamped on
the camp. Then, as one Shabura resi-
dent described it, «After the first
couple of days, they didn’t seem to
bother much with curfews. Except at
night (during Gaza’s ‘normal’ intifada
curfew of 8:00 p.m. till 3:00 a. m.), the
soldiers almost seemed to want us to
go into the streets, so they could mow
us down».
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After the first few days, bullet-
inflicted casualties strained the hospi-
tals to overflowing. It was so bad, with
scores of gunshot injuries every day,
that UNRWA sent an almost-unpre-
cedented letter of protest to the Israeli
occupation authorities, stating concern
about the high level of casualties and
the resulting problems for the
UNRWA medical facilities and person-
nel.

Some of the weapons created new
challenges for the medical teams.
Shabura residents described the hor-
rific effects of a different type of gas
than the usual extra-strong CS tear gas
provided to the Israeli military by the
U.S. «We haven’t seen this kind of gas
since the first weeks of the intifada,»
one victim of the new gas said. «It
seems to affect the neurological sys-
tem, not just the eyes. It made people
feel sleepy, and for some, it caused a
kind of paralysis. For me, my hands
were affected; I couldn’t move my
hands or close my fists for about half
an hour.» A Gaza journalist, filming
the helicopter-borne gas  attack,
described how the gas cannisters, still
in cartons, were dropped in quantity
on crowded residential sections of the
refugee camp. «I saw one house where
22 cannisters of the gas had landed
inside,» he said. «This was already
seven hours after the gas was dropped,
and I still couldn’t stay in the house for
even a minute. Imagine what it must
have been like for the people inside.»
The cameraman described the cannis-
ters as printed with green Hebrew let-
ters, not written in English as the ordi-
nary (US-supplied) tear gas cannisters
usually are.

The local Palestinian cameraman
was one of the only journalists working
in Gaza during the most intense
periods of the assault. The Israeli

occupation authorities had declared
the entire Gaza Strip a «closed military
area» during much of the Rafah
assault, so that journalists and non-
residents were routinely turned away
at the checkpoints. But those restric-
tions would not, by themselves, have
prevented the usually creative and
often innovative press corps from find-
ing a way in to the besieged camp,
restrictions or no restrictions. The
more serious problem lay in the virtual
absence of the foreign press from all of
Palestine during this period. Dozens of
reporters, camera crews, radio corres-
pondents, etc., once stationed in
Jerusalem to cover the «intifada beat»
have been transferred to new hot
spots, with the eastern European cap-
itals edging out the Palestinian uprising
in the cut-throat competition for media
attention.

Many Shabura residents described
their anguish and their fear at the
realization that the Israeli shootings,
gassings, arrest raids and beatings,
were taking place completely outside
the spotlight of global media attention.
Despite the difficult conditions facing
Gaza residents because of economic
deprivation and severe repression,
especially in Shabura and the other
camps, people are avid followers of the
twists and turns of political develop-
ments in the Soviet Union, the Euro-
pean socialist countries, and other
focal points of global conflict. But that
political consciousness co-exists with a
parallel awareness that every news
team transferred from Jerusalem to
Prague or Berlin means the loss of an
important weapon in Palestine’s battle
for international public opinion.

There is bitter knowledge, too, that
Tel Aviv is just as aware of that press
vacuum in occupied Palestine, and that
the Israeli assaults in Shabura, in
Rafah, in Khan Yunis and elsewhere,
against Tala’at and Ayman Zakout and
the hundreds of other Gaza victims,
are carefully designed to take advan-
tage of that vacuum. o

5



" Theoretical Questlons Raised by

the Intifada

The intifada has revitalized the contemporary Palestinian
revolution, raising many new theoretical issues, while reassert-
ing old ones. Turbulent revolutionary periods demand that we
find new styles of thinking and practice, suitable to thesc
developments, in order to create the means of struggle needed
for the new situation.

The dialectic of the interior and the exterior

Among the issues raised with new urgency is the relation bet-
ween the struggle inside and outside of Palestine - the interior
and the exterior. This has always been a particularity of the
Palestinian revolution since more than half of the Palestinian
people live in exile. Over the years, the center of gravity - the
lcadership, as well as the military, informational and financial
headquarters - has been stationed outside Palestine. This gives
the relation between the interior and the exterior a different
character than that prevailingin other liberation movements. In
the Palestinian situation, this has become a majorissue relevant
to the revolution’s overall political and military activities; itisan
essential issuc in the Palestinian strategy.

The revolution’s center of gravity was supposed to be inside
Palestine all along - from the time of the resistance’s presence in
Jordan, later in Lebanon and so on. Yet the center was always
outside, and while it devoted attention to the interior, this was
inadequate. The 1982 invasion and the PLO’s departure from
Beirut was a big loss for the Palestinian revolution’s exterior
center. Due to these losses, the arena of action in the occupied
territories took on top priority. In the period from 1982 until the
outbreak of the uprising, there were significant developments
which made the uprising inevitable.

Being primarily in exile, the revolution was subject to the
influence and pressure of the Arab regimes. This pressure had a
great influence on the Palestinian strategy and tactics. The vari-
ous components of the Palestinian leadership have derived
political and military weight from their respective Arab coun-
terparts among the ruling Arab bourgeoisie. This further com-
plicated the internal struggle within the Palestinian revolution,
andinfluenced the policics, activitics and confrontation plans of
the Palestinian leadership as a whole. Of course, the Arab
regime’sinfluence has not been the deciding factorin the Palesti-
nian bourgcoisic’s policics, because in the final analysis, the
decisive factor is chiefly internal. However, the factor of the
Arab regime’s influence gains more significance, the more the
Palcstinian bourgeoisic’s policies approach the official Arab
policies.

The fact that the center of gravity lies outside Palestine, has
had a scries of negative cffects on the Palestinian revolution.
Most prominent among these are the military blows and repres-
sion to which it has been subjected; moreover, the revolution
hasbeen partially deprived of its opportunity to work among the
masses. Nonetheless, the concentrated presence of the revolu-
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tion’s center in the exterior has enabled a number of achieve-
ments over the last decades.

It was not due to the wish of any organization that the center of
the revolution has been in the exterior. Rather, this situation
was dictated by a number of historical circumstances, both
objective and subjective. Due to the particularity of the Palesti-
nian cause, the interior-exterior dialectic is bound to continue.
Therefore, any discussion of this matter revolves around a prop-
ortional shift in this relationship, i.e., relative shifts in action
andinfluence.

After the 1982 invasion of Lebanon, the principal Palestinian
organizations concentrated on the work in the occupied ter-
ritories. This push, together with the accumulation of militant
expericnce by the masses in the occupied territories, paved the
way for the uprising which, in turn, strongly revived the issue of
the proportional weight between the interior and the exterior.
Being a qualitative turning point in the Palestinian national
struggle, the uprising necessitated a new form of relation bet-
ween the interior and exterior - and a shift in favor of the
interior. This will make the interior more qualified to chart the
Palestinian policies in the future.

There are different opinions concerning this issue in the
Palestinian arcna: The Palestinian Communist Party calls for
marginalizing the exterior in favor of the interior which would
become the decision-maker. Meanwhile, the right wing in the
PLO vicws itself as the only decision-maker, while the interior,
with all its militant structures, is merely an instrument and an
extension.

In our view, both these opinions are extreme. The first view-
point does not take into consideration the historical cir-
cumstances which led to the center of the revolution being
positioned in the exterior. Such a viewpoint, despite intentions,
leaves room for questioning the soleness of the PLO’s legitimate
representation of the Palestinian people. The second viewpoint
marginalizes the main arcna of the Palestinian struggle, belittles
the role of the masses, and reduces their daily sacrifices to tools
forachieving certain goals.

The solution to this dilemma is: Firstly, maintaining onc
leadership center, in this case the PLO, for many obvious
reasons; secondly, embarking on a process whereby the interior
gradually becomes a full partner in decision-making, based on
the organic unity between the interior and the exterior. Now is
the time to make this proportional change. Over two years, the
uprising has created its own structures, cnabling it to take the
leadership in the field. Overlooking the significant role of these
structures could directly harm the uprising’s ability to achieve its
goals. The experience of the past two ycars has proven that con-
solidating these militant and mass structures can make the
interior an equal partner in the decision-making process. Such a
change will have a positive impact on the uprising and the Pales-
tinian revolution as a whole, for the following reasons:
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First: The influential Palestinian leadership has a broad net-
work of relations with the Arab regimes. As aresult, its policies
have gotten closer to the overall Arab line. Although its policies
distinguish themselves from those of the regimes, by the
demand for an independent Palestinian state, the Palestinian
right wing often adopts the harmful tactics of the Arab regimes.
The inside, however, is relatively free of this tie.

Sccond: Over the past 20 years, a particular social strata has
crystallized in the ranks of the Palestinian revolution, mainly
in Fatah, as a result of the political relations and organizational
style of the right wing. This strata became burcaucratic; to a
big degree, it lost its militant character and became corrupt;
its interests are contrary to the revolution’s. This reality was
clearly scen in the thinking and practice of this strata that holds

- Sinijana Awad, from Rama, the occupied West Bank, Palestine

important and sensitive posts in the upper echelons of the PLO.
This strata adopts policies that protect its own interests, relin-
guishing all revolutionary policies and means that are not in line
with its own interests. This strata constitutes the social base of
the right wing in the PLO. In contrast to the exterior, such a
stratahasn’tcrystallized in the interior where the objective con-
ditions are different since there is direct occupation and daily
oppression.

Third: The active participation of the interior in the decision-
making process will improve the internal balance of power
within the Palestinian revolution, politically and in class terms.
If this happens, it will be mainly to the intcrests of the leftist
forces. In all the battles waged by the Palestinian revolution,
including the intifada, the leftist forces’ involvement in the deci-
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sion-making process has been less than their actual contribution
tothese battles. Adjusting this ratio will have a positive effect on
front work in the Palestinian revolution, as well as on the mass
work of all forces, and the democratic struggle within the PLO.
The more the leftist forces, and consequently the masses, par-
ticipate in decision-making, the more effective will be the demo-
cratic struggle for maintaining a clear and firm nationalist line;
capitulationist tendencies will be isolated.

Fourth: Transforming the interiorinto an active participantin
the decision-making process will broaden the mass base of the
uprising. A greater mass dimension will consolidate the social
base of the Palestinian revolution, paving the way for it to seize
the initiative in confronting the occupation. It is nothing new to
say that the mass dimension is one of the principal factors in the
continuation of the uprising.

Greater participation by the exterior in decision-making will
not only contribute to the continuiation and escalation of the
intifada. It will also shield both the interior and the exterior from
the pressure of the Arab regimes. Due to the uprising, the Arab
regimes are no longer able to impose their political conditions
in isolation from the will of the people who are resisting the
occupation; they cannot but be supportive, at least verbally.
This makes the PLO’s political moves relatively free of the con-
ditions of the prevailing Arab order. Furthermore, it gives the
PLO the possibility of pressuring Arab officialdom. The PLO
leadership, however, has not been utilizing these chances, espe-
cially not at this time when it is called upon to do so more than
cverbefore.

The uprising and the armed struggle
Onc of the important issues raised by the uprising is it itsclf

‘being one of the different forms of the Palestinian struggle.

Some have tried to create a contradiction between the intifada,
as a militant mass struggle, and the armed struggle. This con-
tradiction is false and doesn’t exist. The proper form of struggle
is not determined by the wish of any one party, but is based on
the objective and subjective conditions, as well as the nature of
the struggle and of the enemy we are confronting. Economic
battles for better wages or social conditions are not usually
waged through armed struggle. However, homelands cannot be
liberated via strikes alone.

Although there is no contradiction between the uprising, as a
new phenomenon and form of mass struggle, and the armed
struggle, there is a need to study the relation between the two.
Throughout their history of national struggle, the Palestinian
masscs have experimented with all forms of struggle - peaceful
and violent, armed and unarmed. From its inception, the Pales-
tinian revolution adopted armed struggle as the main form of
struggle against the Zionist army. Morcover, the achicvements
of the contemporary Palestinian revolution would never have
been realized if not for armed struggle, due to the nature of the
cnemy we are confronting. The uprising itself came about as a
result of the accumulated experience of the struggle, of which
armed struggle was animportant aspect. Whatisneededisarad-
ical review of the armed struggle, aimed at gearing it to comple-
ment the uprising and contribute to its continuation and escala-
tion. To thisend, we point out the following:



First: 1t will be difficult to transform military operations
launched from across the border into a people’s war in the classi-
cal sense. This is due to the lacking demographic dimension
which is an important factor in the people’s war. A people’s war
means drowning the enemy’s army in the sea of the popular mas-
ses, and stripping the enemy of its ability to maneuver freely and
cmploy its advanced weaponry. The enemy will then be forced
to submit to the logic of the revolution in the battle. This same
process means simultaneously raising the efficiency of sim-
ple. popular means of struggle. In view of the lack of the demog-
raphic factor, military action will continue to be bound by many
objective conditions that are beyond the control of the Palesti-
nian revolution. Guerrilla warfarce is based on fast attacks and
retreats. It requires adequate qualifications in order to inflict
the highest possible losses in the enemy’s ranks, meanwhile
minimizing the casualties in the ranks of the revolution.

Second: Launching military operations in the occupied West
Bank and Gaza Strip, i.e., reviving the experience of the Gaza
Strip in the late sixties and carly seventies, is conditional on sev-
eral reservations. One is the fear of harming the popular nature
of the uprising. Another is that the enemy will use military oper-
ations in the arcas of the intifada activity as justification for
bloody massacres.

Third: The geographic nature of the West Bank and Gaza
Strip mitigates against transforming the uprising into a classical
people’s war as was waged in Viet Nam, China and Cuba.

These reservations should be taken into consideration, lest
the armed struggle be at the expense of the intifada.

The uprising is a qualitative new mode of struggle. It is a vio-
lent political struggle that includes a form of armed struggle, in
addition to all the other forms - violent, non-violent, struggles
for specific demands and political struggles. All of these forms
are dialectically connected, which gives the uprising many of the
characteristics of pcople’s war:

1. It involves broad sectors of the popular masses in daily
resistance. This has partially stripped the enemy of its control
over the West Bank and Gaza Strip. In practice, the enemy is
now trying to reoccupy these territories captured over twenty
yearsago.

2. Tt utilizes simple means which a broad range of the people
can master, while the enemy can’t employ its advanced war
technology.

3. It forces the enemy to fight according to the logic of the
uprising. The enemy leaders were obliged toinvent new training
methods, unlike the methods traditionally used by regular
armices.

4. It highlights the concept of liberated areas, applying this
through relative liberation from the rule of the occupation
forces, military government and civil administration. A Palesti-
nian national authority has been built up alongside the occupa-
tion authority. This is clear in the masses’ adherence to the
directives of the United National Leadership.

The forms of popular struggle utilized by the uprising up till
now are, however, incapable of forcing the enemy to retreat,
although many achievements have been realized. The intifada
has made the occupation costly for the enemy, but not to the
point of turning it into a losing enterprise. Much greater human
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and cconomic losses will have to be inflicted on the enemy, in
order to bridge the gap between the former and the latter.
Inflicting human losses in the enemy’s ranks will push the
Zionist leaders to reevalute their political calculations. From
the beginning, the uprising has aimed at inflicting as many
economic losses as possible. On the other hand, the enemy is
waging a war of attrition against the Palestinians primarily in
human terms and secondarily in economic terms.

In order to continue this war for freedom and independence,
wce must enter the battle with reversed prioritics - human losscs
first and economic ones second. This can only be done via reac-
tivating and escalating the armed struggle. Therefore, we must
broaden the confrontation front to include arcas other than the
West Bank and Gaza Strip. The experience of the past two years
has proven that in the West Bank and Gaza Strip, the uprising is
the most proper form of struggle. The territories occupicd in
1948 should be another front, complementing the West Bank
and Gaza Strip.

The popular resistance committees and strike forces of the
uprising have become firm and extensive structures, but their
activities have been limited to the cities, villages and camps of
the West Bank and Gaza Strip. They mainly function to protect
the inhabitants from the army and settlers’ attacks, and to
punish collaborators, though there have been some operations
against the Isracli army in the West Bank and Gaza Strip. We
feel that there is a possibility to expand the work of the popular
committees and strike forces to include areas besides the West
Bank and Gaza Strip. Some sections of these structures could be
transformed into popular guerrilla warfare groups, basing their
activities on armed action and sabotage in the Zionist state. We
have all witnessed the enemy's confusion and distress when fires
were set on farms and forests. The enemy will be even more
alarmed, and their losses will be heavier, if such fires are also set
in factorics and other enterprises and there arc operations
against military posts.

In order for the uprising and the military action to comple-
ment cach other, there should be well-planned, successful
attacks from outside, and escalated military and sabotage
actionsin the 1948 occupied territories, along with the continua-
tion of the popular uprising. This alone will transform the occu-
pationinto a losing enterprise in human and economic terms. It
necessitates an overall review of the experience of armed strug-
gle that respondsito the new conditions. The mistakes of the past
should be corrected, and right and left extremism should be
eliminated. Organization has an important role in developing
and escalating the uprising and armed struggle, as does a realis-
ticrevolutionary political line.

Internal Israeli contradictions

This section will examine the effects of the uprising on the
Zionist entity. We will not include a discussion of the essential
characteristics of the Zionist entity: aggression, expansionism,
colonialism and organic ties with imperialism. We feel that no
matter how developed and effective the uprising becomes, it will
not change all of these characteristics. Such a change necessi-
tates qualitatively different objective and subjective conditions.
Rather, we will focus on the Zionist entity as a body that can be
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infiltrated, unlike the myth that presents it as a totally cohesive
unit devoid of any contradictions that could be capitalized on in
the interest of our cause.

There are two levels of contradictions that pertain to the
Zionist society. The first is class contradictions that exist in all
capitalist societies. The second is contradictions between the
Israclisociety as a whole and the Palestinian people and revolu-
tion, i.e., the Arab-Zionist contradiction. Here we will discuss
the second level.

The contradiction between the Zionist entity, and the Palesti-
nian people and revolution, has generated secondary contradic-
tions in the Israeli society. These are still in their infancy, but
they interlink with the first level of contradictions. The secon-
dary contradictions are those generated between the Israeli
peace camp and the rest of the Zionist society. The peace camp
is a social force that calls for Isracli withdrawal from the West
Bank and Gaza Strip, and ending the Palestinian-Israeli con-
flict. This camp is not united, and the positions in it range from
supporting autonomy for the Palestinians to advocating an indc-
pendent Palestinian state. The differences within this camp
should be capitalized on to the interest of our struggle.

Despite the fact that the Zionist socicty is shifting towards the
extreme right, we must not overlook the growth of a trend
opposing the main tendency. There is a process of polarization
goingonin the Zionist entity asis clear in the slogans adopted by
the various trends in the peace camp. The results of this polari-
zation are neither consistent nor final. How this vacillation
develops depends to a great degree on the future development
of events. What is important now is knowing how to deepen
these contradictions and use them in a way that furthers our
causc and a national solution.

Some view that the present activities of the peace camp are
not equal to its activities during the 1982 invasion of Lebanon.
Atthattime, there were demonstrations of tens and hundreds of
thousands, and many new committees were formed. However,
comparing in quantitative terms alone is inaccurate. We must
alsoscc if there has been a qualitative change in the nature of the
slogans raised then and now. The slogans of 1982 demanded an
end to the war and Israeli withdrawal from Lebanon. The slo-
gans of today demand withdrawal from the West Bank and Gaza
Strip, and accepting the idea of two states. This initselfis a qual-
itative difference, because it contradicts the essence of Zionist
idcology which denies the very existence of the Palestinian
people as an independent entity which has the right to a free
independent life.

The current that is now developing in the Zionist cntity is an
extension of the movement that grew up in 1982. The political
demands of this current have developed in that they are in con-
tradiction with the basis of the Zionist ideology. This current
will expand if Israeli casualties increase, motivated by the desire
to protect threatened lives, if not by political convictions. Such
cxpansion is also ticd to the clarity of the Palestinian policy. The
Palestinian peace initiative, that was approved at the PNC’s
19th session, was a suitable condition for the growth of this cur-
rent.

As stated earlier, due to a set of objective and subjective con-
ditions, the uprising is incapable of changing all the essential
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characteristics of the Zionist entity. This does not, however,
rule out the possibility of influencing some of them. The uprising
has made the Palestinian state a realistic project which can be
achieved if therc is a proper militant program. Achicving the
state would deal a blow to one of the basic characteristics of the
Zionist entity - namely, expansionism, because it entails with-
drawal from the West Bank and Gaza Strip. This would also pro-
vide conditions for impacting on the other characteristics. But
this whole process is contingent on the developments of the
comingstage.

The uprising has overturned many concepts which the enemy
has tried to entrench over the years. For over 40 years; the
Zionist cnemy has tried to pose as the victim, living in a hostile
environment. To a great degree, it succeeded in spreading this
illusion in the western world. The uprising, and the savage rep-
ression inflicted on the Palestinian pcoplc. have shaken such
convictions. World public opinion now views the Zionist enemy
as the oppressor, not the victim. The enemy has also tried to
cmphasize that retaining the land and the occupation guaran-
tees Israeli security and stability in this hostile environment. But
the uprising has proved that neither occupying the land, nor
anncxing Jerusalem, have guarantced security and stability.
Many of the Zionist enemy’s allies now think that the best
guarantee for Israeli security is withdrawal from the West Bank
and Gaza Strip, and a comprchensive solution to the conflict.
Even the US secretary of state said: «Lay aside, once and for all,
the unrealistic vision of Greater Israel.»



The Concept of Return

in Zionist Ideology

This essay was written by Dr. Faisal Daraj, in connection with the new mass immigration of Soviet Jews to

occupied Palestine.

Since the revelation of the danger of the immigration of
Soviet Jews to Palestine, the reactionin the Arabworld hasbeen
one of fear in the face of an unexpected surprise. But the fact of
the matter is that this new onslaught is far from being a surprise,
because the concept of immigration to Palestine is a basic
theoretical and practical component of Zionist ideology, if not
the most decisive one. This situation illustrates the distinction
between the alertness and consistency of the Zionist position on
the one hand, and the naivete and brittleness of the Arab posi-
tion on the other - adistinction that is worthy of contemplation.

The concept of immigration in the Zionist ideology takes on
different forms. It appears as a reflection of religious conscious-
ness, loyalty to Jewish history, and the way to the liberation and
salyation of the Jewish people. It begins with the myth of the
«Promised Land» - the only place where the Jews willever be lib-
erated from their worldly troubles. The «Promised Land» is
God’s gift to the Jews, and if God gives such a gift, it must be
cherished, or his wrath will be evoked. Thus, yearning for the
«Promised Land» serves two purposes: belonging to a special
homeland and fulfilling God’s will. Inversely, separation from
the «Promised Land» is God’s punishment in as much as it
means depriving «the chosen people» of the «Promised Land».
Hence, the myth of the Jew who has lost his soul because of
detachment from the homeland. Accordingly, the restoration
of his soul requires repatriation to the lost land. In this view, the
return of the Jews to the «Promised Land» is a basic condition
for their material and religious existence.

In the Zionist frame of reference, the history of the Jews is the
history of their misery because of detachment from the home-
land and longing for it. Thus, they are not worthy of affiliation to
their history unless they experience misery and longing simul-
taneously, making «Next year in Jerusalem» a perpetual cause
and justification for their existence. Thus, being Jewish means
constantly returning to this spiritual and ideological experience
and itsrelationship to the original root-the «Promised Land.» In
Zionist ideology, the existential experience of the Jews is deter-
mined by two components: alienation and diaspora. Alienation
is viewed as diminuation, and diaspora as deprivation and the
continuous quest for the lost paradise. This leads to the conclu-
sion that Jews can only realize the conditions for their Jewish-
ness through their belief in the necessity of return, and working
towards its achievement. This doctrinaire theological con-
sciousness necessitates specific educational and cultural princi-
ples to produce a Jewish consciousness whichisin harmony with
10

its source as well as its destiny. Deviation from this innate
spiritual experience is viewed as an act of heresy which erodes
the Jews’ uniqueness. This theological consciousness glorifies
isolation and warns against assimilation.

Zionist ideology takes its point of departure in religious roots
which quickly dissipate and become shrouded in different
cloaks; religious consciousness is transformed into religious
ideology which, in turn, is subordinated to a dominantideology,
Zionism, which conceals politics behind religion, and militarism
behind piety. Zionism, as a contrived ideology, is constantly
alternating between the secular and the religious. The slogan of
«Greater Israel» is a political slogan which fulfills the ambitions
of the Zionist movement. However, justifying and substantiat-
ing this slogan requires the evocation of Jewish religion and cul-
ture, whereby realizing one’s Jewishness is to be attained
through land annexation. Annexation satisfies both the fun-
damentalists and those who reject religion and resort instead to
a fraudulent interpretation of history and culture. Hence, both
the Zionist «left» and right advocate immigration and settle-
ment, ignoring the rights of the Palestinian people.

By interlocking the Jews’ liberation with their repatriation to
their lost holy land, Zionism made immigration into a perpetual
enterprise. It also led Israel to refuse to define its geographical
borders. Israel does not abide by a geographic gauge, but by the
spiritual energy of the Jews in the diaspora, since coming to the
«Promised Land» is considered the divine right of cvery Jew
everywhere. Concurrently, there is the idea that the «Promised
Land» will not assume its true dimension untilitembraces all the
Jews of the world. Ben Gurion made this point emphatically
when he described Israel as part of the Middle East only in a
geographical sense. This accentuates the Zionist strategy which
is constantly being adapted in proportion to the number of Jews
that can be incorporated in the «land of their ancestors.» The
geographic factor has no value, because it changes as political
and demographic realities change. Ben Gurion's statement is in
line with the classical Zionist doctrine which gave birth to the
slogan of «reclaiming the homeland» which is awaiting its «lost
people.» This slogan spawned two basic laws in Israel: The first
is the Law of Return which aims at bringing to Israel all the Jews
of the diaspora; the secondis the Law of Government Education
for making «the Jewish culture flourish in the motherland.» The
relationship between these two laws is clear: Jews must be incul-
cated with an education which satisfies the needs of the Zionist
movement. Isracl does not address only those Jews in Israel, but
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rather Jews the world over, for the «real Jew» recognizes only
one country - Israel, and Israel is not a reality unless it considers
allJewsin the world asitscitizens.

This fabricated view which mixes politics with religion, and
the Torah with the gun, was referred to by Ben Gurion as a mes-
sage of «national salvation;» it emphasizes the relationship bet-
ween Israel and Jews all over the world. Israelis considered the
salvation, and its historical role is to fulfill the Law of Return and
to create an ongoing positive relationship between itself and
Jews around the world, for the purpose of ultimately bringing
them to Palestine. That this is Israel’s intended role needs no
further proof for one simple reason: Israel cannot continue tc
exist without the presence of Jews in it; nor can it maintain its
prestige without fulfilling its role as the moral, political and
religious trustee of the Jews of the world. Since the state of Isracl
is a reflection of the «Promised Land» according to the Zionist
conception, then submitting to Israel is in essence submitting to
the will of God.

Israel’s status is determined by the nature of the relationship
existing between it and Jews around the world. As Israel man-
ages to convince more Jews to immigrate, its policy changes in
relationship to the human resources it gains. This is why Israel
rejects geographical restraints, and considers the demographic
clement a determining factor in charting its policy. The Law of
Return cannot be fulfilled in principle or in practice without a
complementary law - «the law of transfer» which determines the
rclationship of Palestinians to the Arab world. As more Jews
immigrate to the «Promised Land,» more Palestinians will have
to be expelled to Arab countries. Israeli politicians are espe-
cially interested in Palestinians emigrating in relation to the
«Arab demographic time bomb» because the demographicreal-
ity of the Palestinians is a nightmare for Israel. Moreover, the
very existence of non-Jews, in this case Palestinian Arabs, in the
«Promised Land» is an impediment to the creation of an exclu-
sive Jewish state.

Having a «transfer law» for Palestinian Arabs is in total har-
mony with the Zionists’ logic, for the presence of Palestinian
Arabs threatens the stability of the Jewish society, and standsin
the way of «Greater Israel» and a «pure Jewish state.» There-
fore, expelling Palestinians is viewed as a necessity, and called
for by politicians, political scientists and rabbis in Israel. It was
natural for the Jabotinsky camp (Likud’s predecessor) to prop-
ose «population exchange» after 1948, after Ben Gurion had
hinted at this option in November 1942. Such a project is based
on the premise that the Jews have their country and so do the
Arabs. Accordingly, the future of the Palestinians is an internal
Arab matter and the responsibility of the Arab states. Concur-
rently, Jewish immigration is an internal Israeli matter. Israel
considers as legitimate all means designed to force Palestinian
Arabs out of Palestine - to their «Arab homeland.» In this way,
Israeli terrorism and repression are also'considered an internal
Israeli issue. Zionism is inconceivable without an expulsion pol-
icy, for its absence would undermine the basis of thisideology.

The dialectical relationship between Zionist ideology and
immigration makes this law a constant in the Zionist project, as
has been expressed in the writings of Hertzl, Jabotinsky, Ben
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Gurion and Begin, and more recently by Sharon, Peres and
Shamir. The emphasis on this law fluctuates in relation to the
particular situation, i.e., the ebb or flow of immigration.

The issue of immigration gained prominence after 1948 and
after the 1967 Arab defeat, and again after the fundainental
changes taking place in the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe.
Whenever the conditions are ripe, a new Zionist immigration
proposalis put forth. Meanwhile, Sharon and othe Likud politi-
cians see Jordan as the home of the Palestinians. During the
early forties, there were several proposals to transfer the Pales-
tinians to another place in the Middle East. After 1967, Levi
Eshkol claimed that since Israel had embraced over 600,000
Jews from Arab countries, the latter should absorb the Palesti-
nians. He considered the Arab states’ rejection of thislogicas an
obstacle to peace, for pursuing peace requires recognizing the
«right toreturn» of the «Jews in exile» to the «Promised Land,»
inaddition to the recognition of Israel as a state.

According to its own ideology, Israel is a state and a nation - a
state which can realize itself only after the ingathering of all Jews
of the world. Israel cannot exist as a state without its claimed
existence as a nation, due to its peculiarity which necessitates
the Law of Return, and asserts that Israel is the only place in the
world with norelativesin terms oflanguage, origin and religion.
Israel claims to be unique in that it is the only Jewish state in the
world.

In the Zionist rationale, this quality of being an orphan com-
pels Israel to embrace the Jews of the world materially and mor-
ally. This in turn creates an organic relationship between expui-
sion (of Palestinians) and Judaization, because it is assumed that
Jews will not immigrate to Israel unless they find their culture
and national identity there. According to this definition, a «true
Jew» should distinguish between a place and ahomeland. Places
are many, but there is only one homeland. A place is for making
aliving, but ahomeland is for belonging.

In reality, there is no confusion in Zionist ideology, because it
negates and rejects peace. Israel cannot accept peace without
repudiating itself - disclaiming the notion of a state and nation,
and the related Law of Return. The decisive question is: How
can Israel be recognized without recognizing the practical and
theoretical principles on which it was founded, including the
Law of Return? How can real peace be achieved while Zionist
ideology defends this law and the «Greater Israel» project?

Perhaps some will want to recognize Israel and not the Law of
Return. In so doing, they are not so much rejecting Israel, as
they are expressing their own dilemma and internal contradic-
tions. Rejecting the Law of Return and criticizing Jewishimmig-
ration is futile in the absence of a comprehensive rejection of
Zionism theoretically and practically. [ )







said, «We don’t see Arabs and don’t have social contact with
them.»

Although the uprising was from the start directed against the
occupation army, the settlers obviously sensed it as a threat
because it reasserted the Palestinian ownership of the land they
had'colonized. This was scen in a dual response: Settler attacks
on Palcestinians began four days after the uprising; meanwhile,
there was a settler exodus from the Gaza Strip, where many of
the settlements serve as weekend farms, and the residents have
housesinIsrael as well. The second phenomenon contrasts shar-
ply with data from the height of the settlement drive when 90%
of applications were for places in the Strip, it being considered
relatively safe (Al Fajr, June 17, 1983).

In purely physical terms, the settlers have not been particu-
larly threatened; in the first year of the uprising, they killed at
least 16 Palestinians and wounded 107 more, whereas three
settlers were killed, one of them shot by a fellow settler sup-
poscdly guarding her, in the march on Beita village in April
1988. Despite these objective realities, the impact was
immediate:«Suddenlyitis dangerous to drive on the roads and it
is impossible to scll a flat. With more time passing, the situation
becomes worse. The settlers suddenly found themselves on the
margin of the Israeli society. They are aware that the society is
no longer willing to pay for them.» wrote Dan Margalit in
Haaretz, May 12,1988.

The settlers’ reaction has clearly shown that they perceive the
army as their protection rather than that settlements as such are
defense assets. In the wake of the army’s failure to stop the
uprising, i.e., to protect the settlers according to their expecta-
tions, there were unprecedented confrontations between politi-
cal and military leaders on the one hand, and settlers on the
other. Shamir was called a traitor when he went to the West
Bank to culogize a settler Killed by a Palestinian with his own
knife in June. In May, an Israeli settler had been banned from
entering Palestinian population centers after he assaulted an
Isracli soldier in Hebron- something that had never occurred
before. West Bank Commander Mitzna told a Knesset commit-
tee that «Jewish settlers are the primary problem as far as IDF
operations (in the territories) are concerned» (Jerusalem Post,
May 29, 1989). Mitzna was not worried about the settlers’ vio-
lence against Palestinians, but about their challenging the
army s competence at a time when its stature was on the wane
dueto failure to halt the uprising.

The confrontations with the settlers raised anew danger: civil
war. In late June, after a stormy Knesset debate concerning
whether <~ tler vigilantism could lead to civil war (among Jews),
Shamir said on Israeli radio: «We must do everything to make
sure such a war never happens. This is the most dangerous
thing.» A poll published in Yediot Ahronot, June 8th, showed
that a three to two majority of Israelis.cxpect such acivil war. In
September, Isracli newspapers reported the arrest of some
settlers suspected of having attacked other settlers’ cars earlier
in the year with stones and firebombs, to incite them to «re-
taliate» against Palestinians. That settlers’ own actions posc the
biggest threat to their security was dramatically highlighted by
an incident in the West Bank in August. Driving to his settle-
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ment with his children, a scttler fired on Isracli soldiers on the
roadside, whom he took to be Palestinians. His own baby son
waskilled when the soldiers returned the fire.

The specter of civil war was much discussed in the heyday of
settler terror in the early eighties, due to the state’s concern for
maintaining its monopoly on power, and dovish Israelis’ wishes
not to have the Zionist colonial project appear so barbaric.
Today, the discussion ismuch more serious because itisnot only
a question of long-standing tactical differences within Zionism
being aggravated. Today internal Isracli contradictions are
aggravated because the whole Zionist occupation is besieged.
While Israelis may disagree on the means for resolving this
dilemma, almost all have interests in an end to the intifada and
restoration of the prestige of their most central institution, the
military. Thus, how internal contradictions are resolved is a
much more volatile issuc in this round. That explains that even
Shamir spoke out against civil war, whereas the extreme right
tried to dampen talk of this danger in the early eighties. The
question is raised: Can the Israeli system tolerate challenges
whenitis besieged by the masses of the intifada?

Security from abroad?

Comprehensive views of Israeli security place high priority on
Israel’s international allies, as we saw in the first section of this
study. And never has Isracl faced such international condemna-
tion as during the uprising. The moral justification for support to
the Zionist state dissolved as the world saw Israeli soldiers treat-
ing Palestinian children in ways associated with Nazi war crimes.
At the very least, Israel’s friends are being forced to view their
support in more practical terms: Is the occupation viable? Can
Israclsurvive if thissituation continues?

Israeli leaders, for their part, have dealt with international
criticism mainly in line with their own partisan interests and the
views they hold on how to end the uprising, territorial com-
promise, etc. The only new common element in the Zionist
leadership’s reactions to international relations is that the
«Sovict threat» is no longer mentioned, even by those who pre-
viously used this as justification for the dangers of a Palestinian
state. Perhaps this argument became too ridiculous in a war
being conducted, from the Palestinian side, by unarmed
youngsters. Surely, in the light of their increasing international
isolation, Israeli leaders want to try and take advantage of the
new foreign policy thinking in the Soviet Union and other
socialist countries.

Most western European countries now appear convinced that
Isracl’s interests lic in dealing directly with the Palestinians,
including the PLO, and addressing at least their right to self-
determination. The USis also aware that Israel may be forced to
deal with thesce issues, even though its official position on the
PLO and Palestinian rights is more circumspect. Secretary of
State James Baker’s May 1989 statement reinforced what his
predecessor had discovered a year carlier, that the occupationis
adeadend. Baker told the pro-Israel lobby, AIPAC, that :«For
Israel, now is the time to lay aside, once and for all, the unrealis-
tic vision of a greater Isracl. Isracli interests in the West Bank
and Gaza - security and otherwise - can be accommodated.
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Forswear annexation. Stop settlement activity. Allow the
schoolstoreopen.»

However, the Zionist leadership will not begin to translate
criticism into rethinking of how to guarantee Israeli security in
new ways, unless its allies pressure it into doing so. With the
reception given the Shamir plan - outright US support and a
relative slowdown of European diplomacy - It seems that
Isracl’s allics are not yet prepared to pressure it to do what they
think would be logical in the given situation.

A good gage of the US position is found in «Building for
Peace: An American Strategy in the Middle East,» prepared by
the Washington Institute’s Presidential Study Group on US pol-
icy, chaired by Lawrence Eagleburger and Walter Mondale.
This report was completed before the PLO launched its peace
initiative in November 1988, but there is little indication that the
Bush Administration has departed from its basic premises,
despite changing events. A quote from this study explains the
US failure to pressure Israel on any basicissue so far: «The inter-
communal conflict between Palestinians and Israelis manifestin
the uprising, has now become a chronic problem, rendering
peacemaking more urgent and more difficult. Israel feels now it
can take fewer risks for peace; the Palestinians seem to believe
they can achieve more than is possible or, from the US view-
point, desirable; and Jordan appears to have retreated to the
sidelines. The interstate conflict between the Arab states and
Isracl now threatens to become increasingly dangerous and vol-

atile... Another ambitious American plan for solving the Pales-
tinian problem is not only likely to fail but will also be counter-
productive...The first task of diplomacy is to lay the foundation
upon which negotiations can be built.»

One concrete proposal of the report has been
implecmented:«strengthening Isracl’s deterrent by advancing
strategic cooperation.» In April 1988, the US and Israel signed
yet another memorandum of agreement for political, security
and cconomic cooperation, including development of the
Arrow missile, and the Marines training on the ground in Israel
(Israel radio, July 21, 1988). Strategic cooperation is being
further advanced with the current US proposal to preposition
$100 million worth of military equipment in Israel, suitable for
both armies, which Israel could draw on according to a pay-as-
you-usc agreement. (Inreturn, Israclis requested not to oppose
US tank sales to Saudi Arabia.)

Unprecedented US criticism of Israeli practices in the
occupicd territorics, and the fact that influential legislators put
questions to US aid to Israel in the future, initially led to
optimism in some circles that the US might pressure Israel on
mecaningful issucs. However, ensuing developments show that
while the uprising has raised questions as never before, it will
have to be even more prolonged and radical before the pro-
jected separation could be created between Isracl and its main
financier, to the extent of enforcing Palestinian rights. In a
paper entitled «Political Implications of the Uprising,» Rashid
Khalidi noted:«In spite of the opening of contacts with the PLO,
the isolation of the United States has increased as a result of the
uprising. I would strongly argue, however, that there is still no
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crisis for American policy makers. Until there is one - whether
it’s a crisis on the ground or some crisis in the domestic situation
here or in Israel - I think the United States and Israel can hold
out in splendid isolation indcfinitely «(American-Arab Affuirs,
Winter 1988-89). This is, of course to a great extent the case due
to the absence of a satisfactory response to the uprising in the
Arabworld, whether from the regimes or the national liberation
movement.

If this situation continues, US policy can shelter Israel, giving
it time to resolve its internal contradictions about the questions
of withdrawal and a political settlement. Abba Eban expressed
this in a commentary which appeared in the Washington Post,
July 24, 1989): «The only thrcad that now scparates the Isracli-
Palestinian area from early explosion is the fact that the United
States is in a simultaneous discourse with all the parties. Ending
the Amcrican-Palestinian dialogue now would lead to despair of
peace, escalation of violence and the growth of extremism on
both sides of the conflict. It would be injurious to Israeli
interests for the United States to withdraw its restraining pre-
sence from this area.»

One can conclude that the guarantees of security which Israel
receives from its main allics have not as yet been decisively
affected, though this might happen in the future as the intifada
continues. In evaluating how Israel may react to potential US
pressure in the future, it is useful to refer to a book published in
New York, 1987, in cooperation with the Hebrew University:
Israel, the Superpowers, and the War in the Middle East. The
author, Yaacov Bar Siman Tov, lists cight counterstrategics
used by Israel in the past to offset US pressure: self-retraint;
swift military offensive before a ceasefire isimposed; escalation
to provoke confrontation with the Soviet Union and force a US
response; bargaining; penetration of the domestic system of its
US patron; blackmail by weakness; threatening regional insta-
bility; and military confrontation with the Soviet Union.
Reviewing this book in the Journal of Palestine Studies, Winter
1989, Michael Collins Dunn remarked that these coun-
terstrategies «would appear to be singularly ineffective in deal-
ing with the US on the issue of the intifada.»

The enemy within/demography/transfer

If Israel does not appear to be threatened in terms of its
reliance on international aid for security and well-being, the
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allowing the police to scarch for and confiscate said materials or
funds on suspicion alone. Justice Minister Meridor said on
Israeli radio, May 24th, that the government int: 2:fur.ed the bill

because the PLO is channeling money to Palestinians in Isracl,
as well as to the 1967 occupied territories, in «an attempt to
create an economic framework...to destroy the foundations of
the building we call the State of Isracl.»

Mansour Kardoush, director of the Nazareth-based rHuman
Rights Society, believes that the law aims to shut dc..a the
nearly 80 Palestinian socicties providing socia! and cultural ser-
vices (Al Fajr, May 8, 1989). These are ¢ adent on support
from abroad in the light of the gross underfunc. zof Palestinian
communities by the Zionist state. The obvious conclusionis that
the Israeli authorities don’t distinguish between «fighting ter-
rorism» anc “ceping the Palestinians weak. This is related to
what the Ziomsts consider the «demographic danger,» and fear
of this has been | :creased by the intifada, for its challenge of the
1967 occupation  nrinciple reopens the files of the 1948 occu-
pation on which the state is based. Thus, the debate about what
to do with the West Bank and Gaza Strip, which we will term the
withdrawal-annexation-transfer paradigm, also pertains to
Israclitself, as every good Zionist knows very well.

Parallel to the Israeli army’s failure to suppress the uprising,
the Israeli police have created their own dilemma, lesser in
proportion, but serious, since it involves the state itself. Since
national expression is considered a security threat, the police
raided children’s summer camps in the Galilee and arrested
some of the supervisors, because the tents had been dubbed
intifada, Nablus, etc. «<We are now spending more time inves-
tigating weddings and summer camps and nationalistically-
motivated offenses than we are in dealing with crime gencrally
and the war against drugs,» said a police spokesman in the
northern district (Jerusalem Post, July 24, 1989). Police Inspec-
tor-General Kraus told the Knesset Interior Committee:
«There must be a police station in every Arab village if growing
Arab nationalism is to be effectively countered.» The commit-
tee chairman, Yehoshua Matza, warned of a repetition of the
1948 tragedy if «Israeli Arabs» didn’t stop their militant
behaviour (Jerusalem Post, August2,1989). Thisis one of many
threats of mass expulsion uttered by Israeli officials during the
uprising.

The danger that Israel might resort to mass expulsions, to
resolve the dilemma presented by the Palestinian uprising,
stems from the state’s incapacity to attract enough new immig-
rants to counter the «demographic danger.» The conditions of
the intifada hardly make Israel a more attractive immigration
goal today, and the only «bright spot» which the Zionists can
point tois a plan for forcing Soviet Jews toIsrael. In 1987, before
the start of the uprising, Shamir asked the Reagan Administra-
tion to deny refugee status to Soviet Jews wanting to immigrate
to the US. (Less than 10% have choszn to settle in Israel.) It has
since been reported that from Scptember 1988, the US has
denied 19% of the applications of Soviet Jews for refugee status.
This summer there were predictions by Israeli officials that
50-100,000 Soviet Jews and also Argentinians would immigrate
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to Israel over the next three years, and that part of them would
be settled in the West Bank and Gaza Strip. When Peres visited
the US in late September, he asked for $400 million in loans to

finance housing for the new immigrants. The whole absorption
process is estimated at $3 billion. Irregardless of whether the
cmigrants can be forcibly channeled to Isracl, which appears
doubtful in itself, this project seems precarious in view of its
costs and the objections already voiced by some US Zionist
lcaders. The Absorption Ministry itself has expressed skepti-
cismin view of past difficulties with integrating new immigrants.
This leaves Israel in the withdrawal-annexation-transfer
paradigm concerning the «demographic danger.»

Economic bind

We carlicr indicated that those who view Isracli security in
comprehensive terms had begun to question, even before the
intifada, whether Israel could perpetually bear the costs of occu-
pation and war. The uprising made this question acute as is most
apparent inrising defense expenditures. Inmid-June, a Defense
Ministry report estimated that the uprising costs the military
$250 million annually, and requested an immediate transfusion
of $200 million - one of several emergency requests made during
the uprising.

With Palestinians constituting 60% of the agricultural labor
force in Israel and 26% of construction workers, the impact of
strikes has been enormous. According to an army report, Pales-
tinian strikes cost the Isracli economy $40-50 million in the first
six weeks of the intifada alone. In August, Yitzhak Ben Dov,
chairman of the Israeli national building construction agency,
cstimated Palestinian worker attendance at 50% during the
uprising, and this dropped with the prolonged strike against the
imposition of the new magnetic IDs. The Palestinian strikes,
coupled with a housing shortage, contributed to the 32.7% rise
in apartment prices, which in turn added to the resurging infla-
tion (Jerusalem Post, June 24, 1989). The tax boycott has cut tax
revenuesin half, according to official Israclisources.

Bank of Israel Governor Michael Bruno called on the govern-
ment to declare an emergency situation, attributing the
cconomic problems to the intifada - $650 million in export losscs
(trade with the occupied territories has dropped by 63%); $280
million losses in tourism (the biggest foreign currency earner
next to the arms trade); and further incalculable losscs, includ-
ing investments deterred by uncertainty (Jerusalem Post, June
10, 1989). In July 1988, Peres said the economy would be «en-
dangered» if the uprising continues. This was after unemploy-
ment hit 9.7% in May, the highest since 1967.

With 100,000 Israelis deployed in the 1967 occupied ter-
ritorics, this figure scems doubly astounding. On July 2nd, 30
mayors from the so-called development towns demonstrated
outside Shamir’s office, demanding steps against unemploy-
ment which always hits these towns hardest. «Our settlements
are about to collapse,» said one of them. On July 23rd, there was
a two-hour strike by one million Israeli workers and employees,
the most serious labor action in two years; one of the organizers
said, «We are fearful for the fate of our country.» According to
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AP, August 17th, «Israeli employers have been under pressure
from the government toreplace their Arab workers with Israclis
for security reasons and to lower the nation’s rising unemploy-

ment rate.» This effort seems dubious, since Palestinians from
the territorics do the jobs Israclis avoid. The initial response to
the Palestinian strikes was to import workers. (Davar, August
4th, reported that there are 10-15,000 workers in Israel from
Portugal, Poland, Thailand, England, Turkey and the Philip-
pines.).»

Unemployment intersects with the issue of demoralization in
the army as well. Aside from immigrants from North Africa, the
Israelis hardest hit are those who have just completed military
service. Ran Cohen of the Citizens Rights Movement said:
«This is what the State of Isracl asks of its soldiers, to go and
serve their country and then go and stand in line for unemploy-
ment payments» (AP, September 5, 1989).

Our review of the Isracli cconomy during the uprising reveals
only one success story: On June 11th, the Defense Ministry
released figures for 1988 weapons sales that exceeded $1.47 bill-
ion, with export contracts signed that were greater than the pre-
vious peak year. The Israel Economist magazine reported that
Israel got $2 billion in military contracts - twice the 1987 amount.
With Palestinian workers excluded from the vital military
industry, it can remain unaffected by the uprising, and Israel can
base its economy more and more on this sector. This will, of
course, strengthen Israel’s nature as a garrison state. Another
suggestion has been to make a high-tech revolution which would
render Palestinian labor superfluous. The feasibility of doing
thisvery quicklyis dubious; in any case, it would requirc massive
new infusions of US aid, such as accompanied the restructuring
of Israel’s economy in the early eighties - a phenomenon which
raised many question about Isracl’sindependence and ability to
provide the degree of welfare to which its Jewish citizens are
accustomed.

Water as aresource is obviously vital for any state’s existence,
and the need for water was one of the motives of the 1967 occu-
pation in the first place. Reuvan Pedatzur wrote in Haaretz,
April 23, 1989, «Any future settlement will rise or fall around
one essential issue - the water problem...The government of
Israel has ignored this problem...It constitutes the major prob-
lem in Isracl’s relations with its castern ncighbors, and once
again reveals the shortcomings of Israel’s strategic planning.
The reason for this blunt statement is quite simple. Those who
control West Bank water sources will - quite simply - have the
ability to dry up the Israeli coast...Close to one-third of Israel’s
water is from the West Bank.» The opponents of withdrawal can
bolster their position with amaterial arguement even if the occu-
pation becomes unprofitable. Until the uprising, the occupation
paid for itself with the taxes, cheap labor and other resources
stolen from the Palestinians. This is no longer the case, but the
cost has not yet become high enough to force Israeli consensus
on withdrawal, much less a just solution that might pave the way
for ncighborly, civilized solutions between Palestinians and
Israelis on issues such as water. Here it is useful to recall that
politically-related security considerations have generally taken
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precedence over economic considerations in the occupation
authorities’ decisipn-making. We also recall that Israel has pre-
viously solved economic crises by going to war, 1967 being the
most obvious example. But can Israel afford to do so today with
the war raging inits «backyard»?

IsIsraeli security compatible with peace?

We have seen that the Palestinian intifada has had a devas-
tating, though certainly not fatal, impact on the Israeli military,
the cornerstone of Isracli security doctrine. It has also impacted
significantly on all fields considered to have importance for
israel’s secuirty in a comprehensive sense. The uprising has
poscd as a reality that the only possible alternative to the occu-
pation is an independent Palestinian state, but while many
Israelis realize the status quo is untenable, they are far from
countenancing this state which is being built right under their
noses.

Even the thinkers of the Tel Aviv University Strategic Studies
Institute have not come farther than the Israeliman on the street
in this respect, as evidenced by a report issued midway through
1989. These experts are aware of all the dangers involved:
«While compromise options appear to be either unfeasible or
too risky for Israel; while its legitimate fears of the alternatives
appear to be.paralyzing Israel’s capacity for bold initiative;
while Israel may indeed «muddle through» for some time to
come - it is equally possible that the foundations of Israel’s soci-
ety and its deterrence will begin to crumble, thus raising the
specter of war..» The study group examined a series of options:
the status quo, autonomy, annexation, a Palestinian state, Gaza
withdrawal, Jordanian-Palestinian federation. None of them
were found to be feasible and desirable-at the same time. For
example: «Palestinian statehood is potentially extremely risky
from a security standpoint, and is as dangerous for the fabric of
Israclisociety.as is annexation» (Israel, the West P ___k and Gaza
- Toward a Solution).

Thus, Israel remains armed with the intransigence of its sec-
urity concept which rules out real consideration of Palestinian
rights; discussions on how to resolve the dilemma posed by the
intifada remain trapped in the withdrawal-annexation-transfer
paradigm. To break this vicious circle, the intifada must con-
tinue and become more radical, and the Palestinian resistance
and Arab liberation movement must move more decisively to
create a new dynamic in the regional situation. Theoretically,
this could prod Israel to resolve its own internal contradictions
and develop a consensus for security via a just peace. We say
theoretically because Israel’s colonial and militarist nature have
always been steering it in the opposite direction. The intifada has
shown the traditional Zionist security concept to be non-func-
tional, when faced by united Palestinian determination to
achieve independence. Whether the Zionist state will draw the
obvious conclusions ishowever uncertain. In thissense, Israel’s
securityisinitsown hands.

- For quotes from Israeli sources, we are indebted to the translations provided in
the following sources: Journal of Palestine Studies, Al Fajr English weekly edition,

the monthly Uprising Updates published by Database Project on Palestinian
Human Rights, Associated Press news bulletins and EURABIA (French). ()
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From War to War

«My brother in the eastern area, I can
guarantee that I am not going to declare
war on you, but I cannot guarantee that
the war is not going to explode
again...We have learned from past
experience that wars simply explode
without anyone declaring them.»
Lebanon’s Prime Minister Salim Hoss,
(Associated Press, December 18th).
With the Hrawi government’s failure
to move against General Aoun’s stronghold
in East Beirut, fighting broke out in
the eastern areas on January 3lst.
Aoun’s separatism, and the de facto
partition this caused, generated a new
war, this time in the heart of the Chris-
tian community.
The current situation shows that parti-
tion is the crucial problem facing the
people of Lebanon. Between war and
partition, citizens are killed, homes
destroyed, families separated, and the
future is something to be feared.

Aoun’s isolation

The fighting in East Beirut has its
roots in Aoun’s continued refusal to
accept the Taif accord and President
Hrawi’s legitimacy. The other major
power in East Beirut, Samir Geagea’s
Lebanesc  Forces, had accepted
Hrawi’s presidency, and proposed a
federated state of sectarian cantons
rather than either partition or the
unified, reformed political system laid
out in the Taif accord. In view of his
increasing overall isolation, Aoun
could tolerate no dissent in the so-cal-
led Christian camp. The whole coun-
try, even his supporters, had begun to
realize that it is Aoun and his actions
that are blocking the drive for peace
and reconciliation.

In this situation, Aoun provoked the
latest round of fighting by ordering the
Lebanese Forces to disband, ridicul-
ously charging Geagea of waging «war
against the army with American bles-
sing to cnforce implementation of the
humiliating (Taif) agreement» (Al
Safir, February 9th).
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Geagea defied Aoun’s order, vowing
that he would «respond to each shell
with 10 shells,» not to «allow those
blinded by the lust for power to
slaughter the Lebanese Forces» (The
Economist, February 3-9). In the ensu-
ing fighting, over 600 people were kil-
led and 2,000 wounded, in the first
half of February. Artillery fire hit hos-
pitals, schools and churches in addition
to homes. Several hospitals warned
that they would not be able to con-
tinue functioning for more than two or
three days as water, blood and oxygen
supplies were being exhausted.
Thousands have left their homes and
fled to safer areas in West Beirut and
nothern Lebanon, where the legitimate
authorities have maintained stability.
The new round of fighting in East
Beirut is the worst since February of
last year, when Aoun moved against
the Lebanese Forces to exert his
authority over the Christian areas.

In view of the new round of death
and destruction he has unleashed, the
mad general can no longer maintain
the image of the «saviour of the
Lebanese Christians» which he had
worked to cultivate in the local and
international media. Even in the right-
ist Christian camp, there are few
Lebanese who continued to fall for his
lics about the «war of liberation»,
because Aoun has become «nothing
but a television show,» in the words of
Prime Mirister Hoss (AP, January
29th).

In the light of the unanimous popu-
lar support for the Taif accord and the
government of national reconciliation,
the dictatorial general and his sectarian
campaign have been reduced to absur-
dity. Accordingly, he even declared
war on the press, declaring «from now
on, critical tongues shall be cut off...
They (journalists) have committed
many crimes in the name of freedom,
which has become chaos» (Al Safir,
January 18th). The media had defied
his ban on referring to Elias Hrawi as

president of Lebanon or Salim Hoss as
prime minister. Aoun then shut down
Al Diyar and Al Bayrak newspapers,
along with Akhbar Al Yom newsletter,
all published in East Beirut, for a
week.

More fragmentation

Adding to the picture of infighting
was a new round of violence which
broke out on December 23rd, between
Nabih Berri’s Amal movement and
Hezbollah, in Iglim Al Toffah, bet-
ween Sidon and Jezzine in South Leba-
non. As a result of this inter-Shiite
fighting, at least 98 people have been
killed and 290 wounded. The two sides
are vying for control of Lebanon’s
Shiite Moslem community, and both
ignored the ceasefire called by the
Algerian mediator, Mohammed Taher,
on January 29th, despite having
expressed readiness to withdraw their
fighters to the pre-conflict lines.

Other obstacles to stability
Since coming to power, President
Hrawi has taken a series of measures
to pave the way for restoring Leba-
non’s unity and stability, and further
isolate Aoun. In this framework, he
paid a visit to Damascus on January
21st, seeking a mechanism to guaran-
tee implementation of the Taif accord.
This was his first trip outside Lebanon
since his election in November, and
the first leg of a planned tour to the
states of the Arab tripartite committee
which brokered the Taif agreement
(Algeria, Saudi Arabia and Morocco),
aiming to revive their efforts to sup-
port his government. In Damascus,
Hrawi agreed with President Assad on
a security plan for the western part of
Beirut, the airport road and the coast.
In addition to a gradual withdrawal of
Syrian troops from West Beirut to the
southern outskirts of the city, the plan
would ban militias from the city, aim-
ing to create an atmosphere of security
Democratic Palestine, February 1990









describing the genuineness of these
changes; nor should we consider the
long, bitter experience of the past as
the only criterion for evaluating these
developments. In this discussion, no
one has a monopoly on the absolute
truth. These developments are still
new, and there must be an intensive
and profound debate so that the vari-
ous nationalist forces can crystallize a
sound view for themselves and for the
masses.

Limits of the democratic margin

An unprecedented margin of demo-
cracy has been achieved in Jordan. It
has affected almost all aspects of life in
a relatively deep way. It has
threatened, in many cases, the abso-
lute dominance of the executive
authority in general and the intelli-
gence service in particular. It is impos-
sible to note all the particulars which
have resulted from the revival of
democratic life in Jordan. Here we will
refer to the most important decisions
and measures:

1. The various political and social
forces and trends agree that the par-
liamentary elections were honest,
despite the fallacy of the 1986 election
law on which they were based.
(Among other faults, this law is secta-
rian, stipulating representation by
minority or religious groups; the
number of deputies elected from each
region is not proportional to the popu-
lation of that region.)

2. Many representatives of the
nationalist and democratic forces, as
well as other opponents of the regime,
won the people’s confidence and were
elected to parliament, despite the ban
on political parties other than the Mus-
lim Brotherhood.

3. The release of all political
detainees, i.e., those who had not
been brought to trial, the return of
confiscated passports; and the govern-
ment’s recognition of the citizens’ free-

dom of movement.
4. The extensive and bold discussion

of the cabinet’s statement when it was
presented to the parliament by Prime
Minister Mudar Badran. The govern-
ment won the parliament’s confidence
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only after declaring the suspension of
martial law, and promising to abolish it
completely within four to six months,
as well as to reconsider the 1935
defense law and the release of all polit-
ical prisoners.

5. Overturning the decision of the
martial courts to dissolve the elected
administrative boards of three Jorda-
nian newspapers (Al Rai, Al Destour
and Sawt Al Shaab).

6. Abrogation of the martial court
decision to dissolve the Jordanian
Writers’ League.

7. Stripping the martial courts of

their authority to rule on the validity
of many laws, such as the anti-com-
munism law and the law on affiliation
to banned parties; the cases related to
such laws will be heard in civil courts.
The anti-communism law was sub-
sequently repealed.
8. Establishing an investigation com-
mittee to examine the reasons for the
economic crisis and punish those
responsible. (However, there has been
no change in the economic policy.)

These are the main features of the
new democratic life in Jordan, from
the November 8th parliamentary elec-
tions till the discussion of the cabinet’s
statement in early January. These
democratic measures indicate that Jor-
dan is entering a period of democracy,
especially as compared to the previous
situation, or to the status quo in much
of the third world and the Arab world
in particular. A significant margin of
democracy has been achieved. It will,
however, remain narrow as long as the
ban remains on political parties and
freedom of the press; the martial and
emergency laws are not totally
repealed; all political prisoners are not
released; and the required measures
have not been taken to facilitate the
return of thousands of exiled Jordanian
citizens. One must also bear in mind
that the democratization process thus
far has relied on an election law that is
both unfair and insufficient. The elec-
tions were held under the shadow of
martial law and the total ban on polit-
ical parties. This deprived the political
forces, save for the Muslim Brother-
hood, of their right to field their can-

didates openly. These deficiencies raise
doubts not only about the motivation
for the democratic measures, but also
about their future, and the seriousness
of the Jordanian authorities’ expressed
intention to continue this process.

Motives and background

A scrupulous examination of the
political and economic conditions pre-
vailing in or affecting Jordan in the last
few years, reveals five main factors
which led to the current situation:

First: The intifada in the occupied
territories, which tangibly reasserted
the Palestinian quest for indepen-
dence, and, on the other hand, the
growing Likud extremism. The King’s
decision to sever ties with the Palesti-
nian West Bank signified a retreat for
the so-called Jordanian option for
resolving the Palestinian question. At
the same time, this step revealed King
Hussein’s fears of the growing
extremist tendency in the Likud, which
claims that Jordan is the proper site
for any future Palestinian state. The
king tried to counteract this claim with
a series of «Jordanization» measures
after severing ties with the West Bank.
The parliamentary elections were part
of the monarch’s efforts to block the
Likud plan for resettling the Palesti-
nians in Jordan.

Second: The Jordanian national
movement also played a role. Though
this movement was not able to really
threaten the regime, its militants kept
the issue of democracy alive and
exposed the reactionary policy of the
monarchy, internally and vis-a-vis the
Arab-Zionist conflict.

Third: Jordan’s economic crisis wor-
sened, with foreign debts reaching
about ten billion dollars. At the same
time, there was a near cut-off of Arab
financial aid to Jordan, due to the US-
Arab reactionary opposition to the
king’s severing ties with the West
Bank. Thus, Hussein was left alone to
face the crisis. He therefore began to
reorganize the internal front, hoping to
draw the political opposition into the
battle to resolve the crisis.

Fourth: The unprecedented mass
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regime’s popularity was due to the
aggravated economic and social prob-
lems which occurred in the absence of
a legislature. The dominance of the
executive authority over the country’s
resources led to the policy of theft of
public funds, corruption, favoritism
and other practices which were not
only illegal, but also immoral. The
subsequent resignation of Zaid Al
Rifai’s government and the relatively
free elections were part of the effort to
restore public confidence in the
authorities, mend the fences broken
with the April protest, enlarge the
regime’s social base, and absorb the
new social strata which have emerged
as a result of the economic develop-
ments which began in the mid-seven-
ties.

Fifth: The Arab countries, including
Jordan, are not immune to the influ-
ence of the new international situation
with perestroika and its repercussions.
King Hussein is one of the most
experienced Arab politicians, and
adept in both Arab and international
affairs. He is well aware of the poten-
tial impact of these dramatic interna-
tional developments on a country like
Jordan which lacks a self-sufficient
economic base, as well as democracy
and security. Hence, he was the first
Arab ruler to board the train of
change, taking the initiative to respond
to the changes within limits that do not
endanger his regime.

Indeed, no single one of the above-
mentioned factors alone could have
pushed the country towards the period
of relative democracy for which the
cornerstone is now being laid. Without
their interaction, the previously pre-
vailing state of oppression and political
blackmail would have continued.

The pressure of the discontent

Since the democratic margin
emerged, the task of all nationalist
forces has been to protect and develop
it, so that it covers all the political,
economic and social aspects of life.
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protest of April 1989 revealed the

weakness of popular support for the
regime, even in its strongholds in
southern Jordan. The decrease in the

11110111

They must shoulder this responsibility
without any illusions about the
genuineness of these changes, and dis-
regarding the question mark that the
previous era would put to the current
developments. The main task now is to
develop this experiment, and not leave
it as an easy prey for those local and
regional forces that are working to
abort it. There are many such forces,
beginning with some trends within the
state itself, namely the executive
authority = whose  interests  are
threatened by democracy; this includes
the intelligence and high-ranking army
officers. These two groups are the
most discontent with the introduction
of democracy into the political life.
They have nothing in common with
democracy because they were brought
up in a fully tyrannical atomosphere.
The more democracy there is, the
more limited their authority.

Ironically, we have a former security
officer, who is now a member of par-
liament, accusing Mudar Badran (him-
self a former head of the intelligence)
of «diluting the role of the intelligence
and compromising the dignity of its
officers» (Middle East International,
no. 366, January 5th). This clearly
indicates the political opposition in
some circles of the security apparatus
to Badran’s measures which reduced
the influence of the intelligence on
organized political activities.
Moreover, we have the Muslim
Brotherhood trying to break down the
foundations of the very margin of
democracy that brought them into the
parliament, by raising reactionary slo-
gans which are at odds with democracy
and progress. For example, as a solu-
tion to unemployment, the Brother-
hood proposed depriving women of the
right to work.

Regionally, there are Arab regimes
that fear that the «democratic fever»
will infect their people. More impor-
tant is the pressure applied on Jordan
by Israel with a view towards stopping
the democratization. Prime Minister
Shamir and Trade Minister Sharon
renewed their threats that Jordan is
the site of any future Palestinian state.
The Zionists have, moreover, tried to

exploit a number of shooting incidents
at the Palestinian-Jordanian borders.
In one case, they shot down a Jorda-
nian air force helicopter, killing five
high-ranking officers, after guerrillas
opened fire on an Israeli patrol from
Jordanian territory, despite the Jorda-
nian authorities denial of responsibility
for the incident. Obviously, the Israeli
provocations stem from fear of a reac-
tivation of the Jordanian national
movement and the  Palestinian
nationalist forces in Jordan, and espe-
cially so in this era of the intifada.

What about the future?

The objective factors which led to
the democratization process are all
deep-rooted developments that can be
expected to continue to exert an influ-
ence for some time to come. Thus, it is
logical to assume that the mainstream
in the regime and King Hussein him-
self will remain obliged to continue the
new course, as long as it does not
endanger the regime’s stability or its
basic political and economic plans. At
present, there is no indication that the
new margin of democracy will be sud-
denly reversed, as happened with the
coup which toppled Nabulsi’s govern-
ment in 1956.

However, continuation of the demo-
cratization process is also bound to the
capacity of the pro-democracy forces
to confront the pressure exerted by
those who aim to abort this experi-
ence. This presents big tasks for the
Jordanian national movement, espe-
cially in terms of politicizing and
mobilizing the masses to protect and
expand their democratic rights. The
population at large still harbors suspi-
cions as to how genuine the new
democracy is. At the same time, they
have yet to experience any benefits on
the economic level, as the crisis con-
tinues unabated. The experienced
political forces have the duty to pro-
vide the framework for involving the
masses in shaping the democratization
process. Today, there is a real oppor-
tunity for wide-ranging national demo-
cratic activity in Jordan, to enhance
democracy and contribute to charting
the future policy of the country. @
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unity of the main participant forces;
and developing and diversifying the
methods of popular confrontation. It is
especially necessary to be ready to face
two interrelated and dangerous options
toward which Israeli policy is heading:
the instigation of civil war, using the
settlers, on one hand; and mass expul-
sions on the other. A very important
question arises: Would the intifada
resort to arms to at least defend itself
against the racist Zionist violence that
aims to uproot the Palestinian people
from their homeland? This would con-
stitute a turning point for the intifada,
so its advantages and disadvantages
must be thoroughly examined, and
requirements for this eventuality must
be prepared if need be.

We must examine how to practice
more solidarity with the detainees, and
to revive the protest campaigns against
repression, if this can even partially
bridle the occupiers’ terrorist practices.
We must not pay less attention to the
provision of material aid to guarantee
the intifada’s continuation and provide

the masses with the minimum require-
ments of life, so they can go on
struggling. Again comes to the fore the
question of harming the Israeli
economy and interests at vital points,
for the more losses the intifada causes
to the enemy, the greater its chances
of victory.

Yet the basic issue remains that of
the political line which can insure the
continuation and development of the
intifada. We must discuss frankly and
realistically the difference between
putting forward the interim program
which adheres to the national rights of
the Palestinian people on one hand,
and putting forward the strategic prog-
ram and considering the intifada
respnsible for realizing it on the other.
The main issue at present is not setting
the line of demarcation between adher-
ing to basic principles on one hand,
and farfetched slogans and a fool-
hardy trend on the other. Most impor-
tant is to determine the dividing line
between political flexibility on the one
hand, and the trend of gratuitous con-

cessions, which squanders Palestinian
rights and interests, on the other. Let
us put aside accusations and suspicion;
let’s assume good faith on the part of
all. Then there can be an objective dis-
cussion to agree on the limits within
which flexibility remains within the
realm of tactics aimed at isolating the
enemy, meanwhile reinforcing the
forces of the revolution in occupied
Palestine, and providing as much sup-
port as possible from outside, so that
flexibility will not turn into a strategy
whereby a solution, any solution,
becomes the ultimate target. That
would involve moving from one con-
cession to the next, to the point of
relinguishing the basic national rights,
and subsequently aborting the intifada
and liquidating the Palestinian cause.
Furthermore, I want to focus on a
thorough examination of the relations
between the various forces that consti-
tute the revolution, those which play a
vital role in leading and developing the
intifada. We stress the unity of these
forces as an essential condition for the
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intifada’s continuation. We also stress
the dialectical relationship between the
unity of these forces and the PLO’s
unity. Consequently, we call for a real
discussion of the different aspects of
unity and struggle inside the PLO.
Although this unity sometimes seems
superficial and lacking a firm base, to
neglect it means pushing for division
with catastrophic effects on the
intifada. Nevertheless, clinging to unity
at all costs, even if some parties violate
the collective resolutions of the PNC,
becomes a hindrance for the true
nationalists, preventing them from
playing their role, alongside the mas-
ses, defending the slogans of freedom
and independence.

These are issues to be seriously
addressed. In this context, we give
great importance to the PFLP’s politi-
cal position and militant practice. We
consider this position one of the main
factors in determining our own posi-
tion.

2.0nthe Arablevel

The intifada’s entering its third year
raises many serious questions on the
Arab level, although they are not new
to us. They are the result of a bad situ-
ation to which we Lebanese com-
munists pointed frankly and clearly.
The tragic shortcomings are not limited
to the disgraceful state of the Arab
world watching the intifada for two
years, while the Palestinians were
fighting alone - with the exception of
the Lebanese National Resistance
against the Israeli occupation, and
Syria’s role as the sole. Arab state con-
fronting Israel and Zionism. Even
worse than just watching were mali-
cious endeavors by some Arab regimes
to pressure the PLO leadership to give
more concessions, in order to contain
and abort the intifada, and con-
sequently destroy the PLO’s credibil-
ity. These endeavors aimed to cancel
the PLO’s role and turn the Palestinian
representation over to Jordan once
again, or to Jordan and Egypt jointly,
with a weak collaborationist interior
leadership, mandated by the PLO in
the initial stage, only to be put aside
later. To make a long story short, we

Democratic Palestine, February 1990

can conclude four main lines regarding
the tasks of supporting the intifada on
the Arab level:

1. Confronting the Arab reactionary
maneuvers, especially the Egyptian
regime’s 10-point plan which is but a
mechanism for implementing Shamir’s
plan. Foiling this and other similar
projects - which will increase whenever
the intifada develops and the situation
becomes more awkward for Zionism,
imperialism and Arab reaction. This
should be the major task of all the
forces of the Arab national liberation
movement, and not of the Palestinian
people and uprising alone.

2. Pressuring the Arab regimes to
adhere to the Arab summit resolutions
concerning the PLO’s representation
of the Palestinian people - without this
diminishing Arab obligations towards
the Palestinian cause, and the political,
moral and financial support that should
be given to the intifada.

3. Working to create an Arab popu-
lar and official progressive center,
grouping the regimes, forces and par-
ties which adhere to the slogans of the
intifada and have interests in its suc-
cess. We call for reviving the Stead-
fastness and Confrontation Front on a
new basis, including the Arab popular
movements and main progressive par-
ties in addition to the regimes. We also
give utmost importance in this domain
to the Palestinian - Syrian - Lebanese
nationalist alliance, which requires first
of all, improving relations between the
PLO and Syria, the latter being the
major base of the Palestinian struggle
and the major force confronting Israel
and Zionism. Thus we join our voice
to the conscious voices in the PLO,
who call for an end to viewing rela-
tions with Syria from a perspective of
tactical maneuvering, because these
relations are a vital strategic issue and
could have a tremendous effect on the
intifada. This is the only condition for
restoring the militant Palestinian-
Syrian-Lebanese nationalist alliance. It
might constitute the impetus capable of
surmounting the obstacle of the US-
backed, Israeli rejection of the
intifada’s demands and the Palestinian
people’s rights. Moreover, the Palesti-

nian - Syrian - Lebanese nationalist
relationship constitutes the cornerstone
for the unity of all sincere Arab
nationalist forces, and for more effec-
tive Arab support, wherein the stand
of Libya, Algeria, Democratic Yemen
and North Yemen play a pioneering
role, in addition to the popular move-
ments and parties.

4. The intifada has revealed the
depths of the crisis of the Arab
national liberation movement on two
levels. First is the responsibility for the
crisis of the movement’s current class
leadership. The second is the crisis of
the supposed revolutionary alternative
to the presiding leadership. We must
review the position towards the
intifada in terms of the size of support,
and the influence it has internally in
each country as an element for crystal-
lizing the conditions for revolutionary
change. Then we must plan how to
develop this position on the intifada.
The position towards the intifada not
only reveals the state of mass apathy,
but specifically the state of disarray in
the leadership of the Arab national lib-
eration movement and the popular
movement. The situation on the mass
level appears as bad as the official situ-
ation, and the situation of the
revolutionary leadership is not better.
To avoid a theoretical argument about
whether or not «:_.. a leadership
exists, we hasten to clarify tnat we sim-
ply mean the various national and pan-
Arab leaderships of the forces com-
mitted to the tasks of national and
pan-Arab liberation, and the general
upshot of relations between these
leaderships. Our deep awareness of the
crisis does not encourage us to call for
solidarity with the intifada organized
by ihese forces, for although such sol-
idarity is needed, it will not achieve
the required minimum in the current
conditions.

Our thinking is directed mainly
towards the role of the intifada in sol-
ving the Arab national liberation
movement’s crisis. The intifada’s role
in deepening this crisis could be the
first step towards solving it. Yet great
efforts are needed on the two levels.

First is the reality of the intifada itself P>
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and the state of the struggle in each
country. The second must be the out-
come of serious political and ideologi-
cal debate aiming to define the princi-
ples of a new Arab revolutionary
movement: the revolutionary theory
on which it should be based, methods
of struggle, the forces making up the
movement and the organizational
frameworks for coordinating internal
relations. These are not the immediate
goals of the seminar on supporting the
intifada, but the discussions will high-
light them.

On the Lebanese level

The praise we hear about the role of
the Lebanese national and progressive
forces does not make us feel satisfied.
On the contrary, it reinforces our crit-
ical outlook, aiming to discover and
redress deficiencies. The Lebanese
arena played a role in inspiring the
intifada, and developing the Lebanese
national resistance is the greatest con-
tribution to supporting the intifada.
The struggle for a national democratic
solution in Lebanon entails the with-
drawal of the Israeli occupation troops,
confirming Lebanon’s Arab identity,
restoring national unity, foiling the
divisive Zionist project, and having
really democratic political reforms,
based on total negation of political sec-
tarianism, and establishing the state’s
executive, administrative, legislative
and military institutions on democratic
foundations.

The struggle for such a solution con-
tributes to the Palestinian intifada.
Nevertheless, all the above is not
enough to make us stop thinking of
how to restore the broader and unique
role played by the Lebanese arena in the
seventies. This role was restored after
the Israeli occupation, with the rise of
the Lebanese National Liberation
Front and the battles to liberate the
mountains and the southern districts of
Beirut and the other militants acts that
led to victories against Israel, the
Marines, the multinational forces and
the sectarian regime of Lebanon. It is
now very urgent to revive this role
whether the Arab solution agreed at
Taef succeeds or not. Restoring the
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state of revival entails, first of all,
restructuring the relations among the
Lebanese nationalist forces on the
basis on commitment to the national
democratic, non-sectarian program.
The other requirement is establishing
the Palestinian-Lebanese nationalist
relationship on foundations of true sol-
idarity. Stress should be placed on the
role of the Lebanese nationalist forces
and masses in supporting the intifada,
protecting the camps and maintaining
the Palestinian revolution’s armed pre-
sence - to be used in fighting for liber-
ation.

In turn, the Palestinians must sup-
port the Lebanese nationalist forces’
national program and struggle against
Israel and the internal reactionary
forces. Yet the decisive factor in this
revival lies, as we noted before, in
restoring the Syrian - Palestinian -
Lebanese alliance.

3. On the international level

When seeking stronger international
support for the intifada, we must first
of all make use of the general senti-
ment of sympathizing with the intifada
and consequently with the Palestinians’
legitimate national rights. There is now
an unprecedented international con-
sensus on supporting the intifada,
which equals, or even surpasses the
consensus on supporting the Viet-
namese revolution in its final stages.
But this sympathy is being exploited by
some imperialist, Zionist and Arab
reactionary circles, who portray it as a
result of the PLO’s concessions, and
not the result of the steadfastness of
the Palestinian people and revolution.
This portrayal aims to elicit more con-
cessions, and we must be alert to these
dangers. International support is
necessary to reinforce the intifada, not
to replace it. If the revolution lays
down its arms and the intifada is sup-
pressed, world support would be
reduced to pity, and pity does not
retrieve rights or restore a usurped
homeland.

The second important matter is how
to turn this world sympathy and sol-
idarity into pressure on the Israeli
occupation and its US protector. It is

no secret that Israel is the only obsta-
cle to solving the Middle East crisis,
and the US is shielding its obstinate
position. Developing the international
support campaign would reinforce the
position of the Palestinian side in talks
with the US, and increase the latter’s
isolation, helping to show that the pos-
ition of the US administration is not
only contrary to the world consensus,
but also to US interests, especially
those of the American people.
Moreover, great efforts should be
exerted to influence American public
opinion in favour of the Palestinians.
The role of American public opinion
was very important in the Vietnamese
struggle, and the Palestinian cause is as
much an American domestic concern
in view of the strategic US-Israeli
alliance and the interlinked interests
between Zionism and US monopolies.
Here we must not forget the impor -
tance of acquiring more support from
Western Europe, because its position
influences American public opinion
and eventually the US position.

All this should not lead to any con-
fusion. In such a long, fierce war, the
revolution must have clear priorities.
In our view, top priority should be
assigned to consolidating the strategic
alliance with the non-aligned countries,
other liberation movements and
revolutionary parties, and the socialist
countries, especially the Soviet Union.
Such strategic alliance is the main
guarantee of long-term active support
to the intifada. The leadership of the
intifada and the PLO should give this
matter the importance it deserves.
Current develpments in international
relations and the tasks imposed on the
great powers and their agenda of vital
issues, in addition to the difficulties
facing the socialist countries - all these
factors reinforce the importance of
consolidating alliance with the Soviet
Union and socialist countries. This
demands exceptional efforts, and a
firm position, as well as knowing how
to gain the suitable support, in order
to withstand pressure and confront
those who try to find easy solutions to
the regional conflicts, no matter what
the price. o
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rather limited, except for the few who
had lived abroad and had the chance
of becoming informed about the
development of theater in other coun-
tries...

On the other hand, the occupation
undermined a whole series of artistic
and cultural experiments, including the
theater, during the eighties. Under
occupation and the increasing process
of capitalization in the occupied ter-
ritories, more and more citizens were
burdened with concerns about the dif-
ficulties of everyday life and making a
living. This led to members of the
theatrical troupes being preoccupied
with their daily problems. Con-
sequently, the surplus time and energy
that could have been invested in cul-
tural life contracted.

At the beginning, most of the par-
ticipants in theater activities were stu-
dents or new graduates who were
severely affected by the economic and
social conditions. As they got more
involved in family life with all its
requirements, many of them gave up
the theater and some even left the
country; the absence of profes-
sionalism also contributed to this.
Waves of theater activists succeeded
one another, as students and new
graduates came and went. While the
initial activists came at the time of the
revolutionary tide, later ones came at a
time when the phenomenon of
bureaucratic deviation had set in, in
the early eighties.

Then the theater faced the problem
of the audience who began to avoic
the theater and concentrate on their
own lives. People were exhausted by
the search for work and subsistence in
the day, and were watching television
in the evening. As a way out of this
impasse, a number of theater artists
decided to address youth and school
children, attempting to form a mass
base with the perspective that real
Palestinian theater must be promoted
by the rising generation. Theater
groups concentrated their attention on
children’s theater and the schools.
Over the last ten years, there have
been 54 full theatrical performances
shown to children.
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These shows were essentially based
on legends and often overloaded with
social and political content. Now, with
Palestinian children having acquired a
greater life experience and deeper
dimension of thought, we hesitate a lot
when choosing the story for a chil-
dren’s play. The children have started
demanding more; they are asking for
something beyond the legend and the
social themes; they insist on getting
revolutionary plays which deal with the
real situation of occupied Palestine,
and correspond to the revolutionary
tide that has penetrated their very
beings.

Meanwhile, other plays continue to
depict the repression practiced by the
enemy against the cultural movement
in the occupied territories. The theater
has played a significant role in
revolutionizing the Palestinian masses.
The plays which took the lead are
those which called for shaking off
slumber and giving up waiting for the
unknown savior who might never
come. One such play, «Waiting for
Faraj» (faraj means relief), was pre-
sented by the popular group Sanabel.
It reviewed the situation of the Pales-
tinian people at that time, calling on
everyone to rise and take action.

The play, «Who is the Barren
Woman?», identified surrender with
death, since capitulation means steril-
ity... Birth never comes unless there is
revolution and liberation.

«Caligola», by the Artistic Theater
Workshop, clearly speaks out against
the fear of confrontation, since fear
never protects against death; life is
based on challenging injustice and
overthrowing the oppressor.

«Two Aliens», by the troupe of
Theatrical Arts, is a condemnation of
emigration from the homeland.

«Kafar Shamma», presented by the
Hakawati Theater, deals with the
tragedy of the Palestinian people who
are scattered all over the world
because of the first disaster (1948).

«The Ignitors», presented by the
Artistic Theater Workshop, was an
open letter to the ruling Arab
bourgeoisie, warning them of- the
inevitable fire which will certainly con-

sume them if the status quo persists.

Some may imagine that things were
going smoothly in a comfortable
atmosphere of cultural and intellectual
liberty, where Palestinian artists
enjoyed freedom to create and per-
form. The reality was, however, com-
pletely different. The occupation
authorities went on persecuting Palesti-
nian artists. In addition to the notori-
ous British Emergency Regulations of
1945, the Zionist authorities have
issued a whole series of arbitrary
decrees depriving Palestinians of the
freedom of cultural creation and
expression. Many creative workers are
under house arrest; others are in
prison. Cultural centers and institu-
tions have been closed. Many perfor-
mances have been stopped, and the
performers arrested. All performances
were prohibited in the West Bank and
Gaza Strip. They can only be held in
Jerusalem where there is relative cul-
tural freedom due to the Israelis’
imposition of civil rule there
immediately after the occupation. Yet
even the special status of Jerusalem
did not prevent the occupation
authorities from closing down the sole
Palestinian cultural center in the city
34 times since it was established in
1983. There have been repeated raids
during artistic performances. The
center has even been attacked by sol-
diers using plastic bullets and tear gas,
injuring several performers.

The shackles imposed by the enemy
on Palestinian national cultural expres-
sion are too many to be listed here.
Inversely, they constitute sufficient evi-
dence of the depth of this cultural
expression and its vigorous influence
on the course of political life. Palesti-
nian culture stresses the identity of the
Palestinian people and their adherence
to national unity and their leadership,
the PLO. Our commitment has gone
beyond the political framework to
become an expression of our very
identity, and an authentic synonym for
Palestine...

We have no other weapons than
stones. Also our theater possesses only
the most basic artistic instruments,
similar to stones. o
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Less Talk, More Action

This article was written in December by Alexander Smirnoff, professor
of history, and Middle East deputy manager of the Soviet news agency,

Novosti.

It is not my hobby to write about
outstanding occasions, but the second
anniversary of the Palestinian intifada
is not merely a time for festivals.
Rather, it is an occasion for rallying
the supporters of the just Palestinian
cause in the Soviet Union. 1 cannot
imagine celebrating the third anniver-
sary of the intifada with the balance of
forces not having shifted in favor of
the Palestinian cause in the occupied
territories, or with solidarity with the
Palestinians having decreased on the
Arab and international levels. Mean-
while, with every new day of the upris-
ing, there is more death among
unarmed Palestinian children and
youth, more injured and maimed,
more torture, terror and economic
hardship.

Hence, it is the duty of noble people
all over the world to double their
efforts to support the Palestinian
cause, so that the intifada will not be
suppressed, nor the world become
accustomed to the scenés of killing and
destruction. With the support of the
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Arab world and at least part of the
international community, the intifada
should be enabled to overcome the
obstinacy of the Shamir government,
and pave the way for achieving Pales-
tinian rights.

Many experts are trying to give a
real definition of the intifada but, in
my opinion, they have not succeeded,
for the intifada is an unprecedented
phenomenon. It is not only civil dis-
obedience, but a new social and class
reality in the occupied territories. If we
examine the social aspect of the upris-
ing, we find that class contradictions
have decreased under the influence of
the common struggle of the Palestinian
community against occupation. On the
instructions of the United National
Leadership, wealthy people voluntarily
contribute to the fund for supporting
the poor and those who have had their
property confiscated by the occupation
forces. Prices have been reduced, as
have bridal dowries; many negative
traditions have disappeared.

Though the Palestinian people as a

whole are resisting occupation, not all
Palestinians are firm militants; there
are some collaborators among them,
who are subject to hard punishment.
The situation is quite different from
the time of the Palestinian struggle
under the British occupation, for the
collaborators now are merely individu-
als, rather than whole classes or polit-
ical parties.

What were the antecedents that led
to the present uprising? One of them
was the 1936-39 revolt, with the fam-
ous six-month general strike, which
was aborted as a result of the interven-
tion of the Arab rulers. They called for
an end to the strike after the British
promise to meet Palestinian
demands... (a promise that remained
unfulfilled). The 1936 revolt combined
civil disobedience and  4drmed resis-
tance.

Recently, we celebrated the 35th
anniversary of the Algerian armed
resistance. As part of the liberation
struggle, there was a confrontation in

the Algiers casba between civilians and | 2
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the French authorities, which was very
similar to the intifada, but still the
intifada is a rare and unprecedented
phenomenon. The Israeli and western
theories attempting to explain the
intifada have been disproved, one after
the other. The intifada is not spontane-
ous; nor is it just religious fanaticism
or a youth rebellion. Rather, the
intifada is an explosion which gener-
ated a permanent flame with a tre-
mendous capacity for renewal.

The Palestinians have made great
human and material sacrifices: Hun-
dreds killed, thousands injured and
150,000 imprisoned at one time or
another. Each and every Palestinian,
even if he remains at home, will face
one of these possibilities: being impris-
oned or beaten, or having property
confiscated. Therefore, it is better for
all Palestinians not to stay home, but
to go out and participate in the
intifada.

World public opinion

If we examine western public opin-
ion, especially in Europe, and public
opinion in many Asian countries, we
see a remarkable increase in solidarity
with the Palestinian people, resulting
from protest against the Zionist
authorities’  repressive  measures.
French President Mitterand, addres-
sing the last session of the European
Parliament, said: There is no excuse
for the continued acts of oppression,
whereby human beings are being
turned into beasts and victims; here,
we see again the eternal contradiction
between the oppressor and the oppres-
sed, the murderer and the victim.
What is happening in the West Bank
and Gaza Strip has been going on for
too long. I do agree with Mitterand’s
words, although his response is not
always appropriate. For example, con-
cerning Lebanon, his statements have
not always been correct, but concern-
ing the intifada, I dare say his words
were quite adequate and timely.

1 am very impressed by the western
media’s coverage of the intifada.
Despite my appreciation of the Soviet
press, I have not read in Pravda or
Izvestia or even Literanaya Gazeta,
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good and interesting articles and repor-
tage in support of the Palestinians,
such as those which have appeared in
Le Monde, The Observer, The Guar-
dian, etc. or in the press of Greece.
Cyprus, Spain, Italy, Portugal or even
West Germany, and lately Japan. In
addition to what the Palestinians them-
selves have published, the best mate-
rials about the intifada have been writ-
ten by objective western journalists.

By the way, I disagree with some
Soviet journalists who, in the name of
a «balance of interests», are equating
the victim and the victimizer. The dif-
ference is apparent in Mitterand’s
statement, but some of our journalists
do not see this difference. You can
look at one of our newspapers and see
Arafat to the left counterposed to
Shamir on the right, or George
Habash counterposed to Shlomo
Gazit, and so on. If this is what is
meant by a balance of interests, then it
is wrong. I'll give an example of the
balance of interests: Let’s consider
Palestine as a big house inhabited by a
people (the Palestinians); then along
comes another people (the Jews), say-
ing: This is the house of our
forefathers, so give it back to us. Here
the conflict begins. It is obvious that
we have to divide the house in one
way or another, so that both people
can live in it; the question is how to
divide it. Some suggest dividing it into
two equal parts. Others propose build-
ing an additional small room in front
of the house, of the kind usually built
for dogs, where one people (the Pales-
tinians) can live, while the other
people (the Jews) live in the big house.
In fact, this is the essence of both
Shamir’s and Baker’s plans.

Soviet campaign needed

Now is the time for a broad uncon-
ventional campaign of solidarity with
the Palestinian people in the Soviet
Union, because the kinds of meetings
we have been holding are no longer
sufficient. We need big actions like
those which are becoming a normal
phenomenon in our country. We call
them human chains as the chain which
stretched from Vilnus to Talin, or from

Zilnagrad to Gorky Street, or even to
the KGB headquarters, and others.
The Soviet community, along with the
25,000 Arab students in our country
and their friends, should be able to get
permission and undertake to form such
a human chain. There was an idea to
hold a concert in the Soviet Union, at
which international stars and rock
music groups would perform. Vanessa
Redgrave proposed the idea, but it was
not met with enthusiasm by our
authorities when she visited Moscow to
discuss it. Moreover, Soviet artists
must not only visit Tel Aviv; they must
also express solidarity with the Palesti-
nians in the occupied territories.

There should also be parliamentary
activities because the work of the
Soviet Supreme Council is no longer
restricted to applauding and raising
hands in assent, etc. The present coun-
cil operates very well. It has estab-
lished a special committee for interna-
tional affairs, headed by Alexander
Tsamakhov who, only two years ago,
was the chairman of the Soviet Solidar-
ity Committee and previously was
ambassador to an Arab state which
was a main party in the Arab-Israeli
conflict. Thus, he has detailed know-
ledge of the conflict. The Soviet Sup-
reme Council should discuss the Pales-
tinian cause, especially in view of the
aggressive Israeli practices in the
occupied territories. Soviet religious
leaders should be more active in sol-
idarity with the Palestinians. Moscow’s
patriarch issued many appeals concern-
ing the situation in Lebanon, and these
were appreciated by the Lebanese. Let
us take the example of Beit Sahour,
the town near Bethlehem, inhabited by
Greek Orthodox Christians - the
descendents of the shepherds who
found the baby Jesus in the manger.
Today, outrageous things are happen-
ing there, with the Israeli authorities
confiscating the property and belong-
ings of Beit Sahour residents because
they refuse to pay taxes to finance the
aggression of the occupation forces
against them. In the center of Beit
Sahour, opposite the church, a deten-
tion center has been set up, where
detainees are held for many days
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before bcing taken to prison. The
roofs of buildings have been turned
into Israeli observation posts where the
soldiers urinate into barrels placed
there to gather water, and the people
are forced to drink this spoiled water
because they are under 24-hour cur-
few. Furthermore, four patriarchs were
prevented by the Israeli authorities
from visiting the town...Why is Mos-
cow’s patriarch silent about such prac-
tices? If he lacks information, we must
provide this...

In Jerusalem, a prison has been built
on property which belonged to the
Orthodox Church before 1967, and
was then sold to the Israeli authorities
at a very low price. Today, horrible
things are going on in this prison.
While people pray in the nearby
church, they can hear the cries of pris-
oners being tortured. In the square
opposite, mothers of detainees gather
in hopes of catching a glimpse of their
sons as they are moved to other pris-
ons. Soviet religious leaders should
have a clear-cut stand on these mat-
ters.

We must continue to demand the
withdrawal of the Israeli troops, and
the recognition of Palestinian rights. In
addition, we must ask for urgent mea-
sures to stop the practices of the
armed Zionist settler gangs who are far
worse than Israeli soldiers. Unfortu-
nately, we find some Jews of Soviet
origin among these criminals. We call
on the UN and other international
organizations to  demand  the
immediate withdrawal of the Israeli
troops, at least from the Palestinian
population centers. We must also
demand an end to deportations. So
far, sixty Palestinians have been expel-
led, including activists and educators
such as Professor Taysir Arouri, a
graduate of Moscow University, who
was handcuffed and kicked onto an
Air France plane in a manner that led
the pilots to protest strongly. Why
doesn’t the dean of Moscow University
invite Professor Arouri to Moscow?

As a journalist, I call for ending
oppression against my Palestinian col-
leagues, like closing newspapers,
expelling journalists, such as Akram
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Haniyeh, and the closure of the press
center directed by Faisal Husseini who
has  been  frequently  arrested.
Moreover, some western journalists
have been subjected to ill treatment by
the Israelis. I propose that the Soviet
television send a team to the occupied
territories, but they should not conduct
their work under the auspices of the
Israeli military. On the contrary, they
should ask the assistance of the legiti-
mate, local Arab (Palestinian) organi-
zations. Some Soviet reportage of the
intifada has been unbalanced, though I
cannot say it was completely aligned to
Israel. Filming the intifada through the
opening of Israeli armored vehicles
should not be the preferred job of
Soviet journalists.

In my opinion, when the Middle
East question is discussed by the
Soviet public, the Palestinian cause
should not be mixed with the Soviet
Union’s internal and external affairs. It
is no secret that the problem of the
nationalities has intensified in the
Soviet Union. There is debate in vari-
ous publications and among the public,
including (a revival of) the old «west-
ern Russianism» and other tendencies,
and this is an unhealthy atmosphere. It
is not correct, in this debate, to mix
the Palestinian issue with the Jewish
question and Jewish culture in the
Soviet Union. Of course, the latter
issues should be discussed but not
necessarily parallel to the Palestinian
cause.

I am very happy to hear that the
idea of forming an Arab front to sup-
port the intifada is now being discussed
in the Arab world. Such a front would
refute the pretexts given by some
Soviet citizens, like: «Why all this fuss
about the Palestinians - don’t we have
enough problems of our own? Why
should we support the Palestinians
more than the Arabs themselves do?»
When the Arab community forms a
unified front to support the intifada,
this would pressure the Arab govern-
ments and, in turn, the United States.
In this case, there would be more
reason for increasing the activities of
those who defend the Palestinian cause
in the Soviet Union.

Concerning relations with Israel

Most Sovieis I have spoken with
share my view about resuming full dip-
lomatic relations with Israel at this
time. They consider this premature
and unjustified while the heroic Pales-
tinian intifada is escalating, and the
Israeli authorities are increasing their
crimes against unarmed civilians, as
well as their raids and other terrorist
acts against Lebanon. Resuming rela-
tions in this situation cannot be jus-
tified in the Arab world or by millions
of Soviet citizens. At the very least, it
must be preceded by a halt to the
criminal Israeli practices in the
occupied territories and specific mea-
sures towards the withdrawal of Israeli
troops from the West Bank and Gaza
Strip, or repositioning them. In this
regard, it would be positive if negotia-
tions were to begin between the
Israelis and the Palestinians who have
relations with the PLO, and who
defend the Palestinian people’s
interests and national rights.

Some Soviets argue that the absence
of relations with Israel is unnatural,
but we should not forget that it was
not Moscow’s fault that these relations
were severed. It was the Israeli policies
that led to a situation whereby nor-
malizing Soviet-Israeli relations
became impossible in the absence of a
settlement for the Middle East prob-
lem. Moreover, Shamir’s government
continues to sabotage the peace
efforts...

I want to stress the importance of
the Arabs and the Palestinians
developing «popular diplomacy» which
would proceed alongside the efforts of
the Arabs’ faithful friends in the Soviet
Union, in order to make a positive
impact on public opinion and obliter-
ate previous mistaken views about the
reality of the Middle East. In this
respect, I cannot but agree with the
words of the Soviet Supreme Council
in welcoming PLO Chairman Yasir
Arafat: «Today we are very confident
that the intifada has become a highly
influential element in the region and
internationally. It has led to increasing
the wave of sympathy and support for
the Palestinian people the world over.» @
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Mandelais Free!

° ® °

Seldom has the release of a political
prisoner held such great significance as
Nelson Mandela’s reunion with his
people on February 11th, after 27
years in apartheid’s dungeons. It would
be difficult to describe or quantify the
emotions this brought forth not only
among his family, friends and com-
rades, but also among millions the
world over who have grown to love
and revere Mandela as a symbol of
human courage and endurance in the
battle against injustice. Mandela’s
release is concrete evidence of what
both neutral and partisan observers, as
well as the ANC itself, have been say-
ing for some years now: The tide has
turned and apartheid’s demise is inevit-
able; it is coming soon.

Mandela’s release is proof that the
apartheid regime itself has now
acknowledged this fact. Reaching this
point has taken decades of popular and
vanguard struggle, untold sacrifices
and sustained international pressure.
True, the Pretoria government unban-
ned the ANC and other anti-apartheid
organizations in connection with Man-
dela’s release. But this was more of a
confirmation of the prevailing balance
of forces: The masses had already
lifted the ban in practice, especially
with the rising struggle of the mid-
eighties, where ANC slogans and sym-
bols were frequently raised, and an
increasing number of mass organiza-
tions in South Africa declared their
alignment with the ANC.

What the De Klerk government is
actually saying is that it is ready to
negotiate with the ANC as the undis-
puted leadership of the broad anti-
apartheid struggle. At the same time,
the minority regime, including the pro-
reform forces within it, will work to
steer these negotiations in a direction
which will leave decisive power and
certain privileges in the hands of the
white establishment.
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Nelson Mandela and the ANC are
well-aware that the war has not been
won, but rather they are entering the
final battle. This was clear in Man-
dela’s speech to the crowd of 120,000
who gathered to welcome him back to
Soweto: «There must be an end to
white monopoly of political power and
a fundamental restructuring of our
political and economic systems to
ensure that the inequalities of apar-
theid are addressed... The factors
which necessitated the armed struggle
still exist today. We have no option
but to continue.» At the same time, he
urged the government to meet the con-
ditions for negotiations by lifting the
state of emergency and freeing all
political prisoners. Mandela advocated
negotiations for «peace, democracy
and freedom for all,» calling on whites
to «join us in the making of a new
South Africa» (International Herald
Tribune, February 12th).

With Namibia’s achievement of
independence under SWAPQ’s leader-
ship, the native people of Palestine
and South Africa stand together as the
sole remaining victims of settler-col-
onialism in the world today. The dual,
but overlapping structure of the Pales-
tinian revolution, with the intifada in
the occupied territories and the PLO’s
political and military struggle from
exile, is to a great extent similar to
that of the Black majority’s struggle,
with the organized mass movement in
South Africa and the ANC in exile.
With the new stage signalled by Man-
dela’s release, the ANC has officially
reentered its homeland, reintegrating
its various arenas of struggle. Achiev-
ing such a situation is also an aspira-
tion of the Palestinian revolution.
Perhaps more than any other people,
the Palestinians are closely following
the unfolding events in South Africa -
and there is much to be learned.

One important lesson is the necessity

of a long-range view, revolutionary
patience and persistent struggle that
defy periods of set-back and hopeless-
ness. The ANC’s struggle dates back
to 1912, when it was founded and
embarked on non-violent resistance to
apartheid. The adoption of the Free-
dom Charter in 1955 marked a turning
point in that it laid down the principles
of the democratic society for which the
movement was struggling. Another
turning point came with the 1960 Shar-
peville massacre which prompted new
thinking about whether the people’s
aspirations could be achieved solely via
non-violent struggle in the face of the
massive brutality practiced by the apar-
theid regime. As a result, the military
wing of the ANC, Umkhonto Sizwe,
was formed in 1961, and began armed
struggle against the forces of apar-
theid. The arrest of Nelson Mandela,
and his being sentenced to life impris-
onment, along with other militants,
came at this time with the racist
regime’s attempt to nip the vanguard
struggle in the bud. But the ANC per-
sisted in multifaceted struggle through-
out these long decades until the
eighties when the anti-apartheid move-
ment was able to enforce the new
balance of power which is the
background for today’s events.

The very question of Mandela’s own
release has been under negotiation for
an extended period during which he
resisted any impulse to attain his own
freedom on conditions that would com-
promise the ongoing struggle for equal-
ity and justice. Yet there are those
who advise the PLO to compromise
basic Palestinian rights and its own
leading role in hopes of gaining an
undefined «something,» before it is too
late. The experience of the struggle in
South Africa speaks against such desp-
erate approaches. It shows that free-
dom, whether of a people or one of
their leaders, is not something to be
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