





Palestinian Views on
«Pax Americana

PFLP Politbureau Statement
July 14th, excerpt

The main subject addressed by the PFLP Politbureau
statement of July 14th was the urgency of revitalizing and
developing the Palestinian intifada in the occupied territories.
Since this topic is addressed in an article in this issue, we here
reprint only an excerpt of the statement which characterizes the
current US — orchestrated «peace» process.

Our awareness of the various attempts to quell and abort
the intifada should by no means make us neglect the other
US - Zionist —reactionary  attempt, orchestrated from
Washington D.C., to liquidate the Palestinian cause. This is
most clearly seen in the US’s intensified efforts carried out
behind the false and deceptive facade of settling the
Arab — Zionist conflict and allegedly bringing peace to the
area. We say allegedly because the substance of US policy,
which complies with Zionist policy, is based on bypassing
Palestinian representation and negating Palestinian national
rights which have been confirmed by UN resolutions —
resolutions which the White House chiefs apply according to a
double standard.

It has become very clear that the US — Zionist plan to end
the Arab-—Zionist conflict, and above all the
Palestinian — Zionist conflict, is moving on three major tracks:

First: Excluding the UN presence and resolutions from the
political endeavors to end the conflict, restricting this job to the
US alone.

Second: Replacing the international conference, as a
framework for reaching a settlement, with the «festivities» of
the so—called regional conference which has no powers
whatsoever and is merely intended to serve as an umbrella for
direct, bilateral talks.

Third: Replacing independent Palestinian representation
with a joint Jordanian — Palestinian delegation.

To put this plan into action, the US administration and the
Zionist government are banking on some Arab parties
accepting the Israeli conditions without getting much in return.
This was made very clear by the US proposal for Israel to stop
building settlements in return for the Arab countries agreeing
to end all forms of hostility towards the Zionist entity and
normalizing relations with it.

Throughout all the Palestinian and Arab attempts to
neutralize the US or appeal for its help in forcing the Zionist
entity to accept the UN resolutions, it has become quite plain
that supposing this to be possible is no more than a fata
morgana which has no relation to reality. These attempts show
that the only way to restore usurped rights is to retrieve them by

Democratic Palestine, August 1991

force, by practicing and escalating all forms of struggle,
reinforcing and developing the intifada and embarking on a
radical, comprehensive process of democratic reform in the
bodies, institutions, policies, tactics and practices of the PLO.

In this context, the process of forming a new PNC and
convening it as soon as possible is made more urgent. This
would be the correct point of departure for implementing these
guidelines, provided that it (the coming PNC session) is
attended by the various Palestinian organizations and becomes
the real, just representative of all Palestinian national and
social forces. This would enable making the hoped — for change
at this stage on the basis of a daring political reconsideration, a
revolution of self — criticism and pumping new blood into the
revolution. In this context, it would be of great importance to
coordinate the Palestinian and Arab positions towards the
peace process, and in particular between the Arab countries
bordering Israel.

UNL Call No.73,
August 1st, excerpt

Excerpt from call no. 73 issued by the United
National Lcadership of the Intifada/PLO in the
State of Palestine, August Ist:

...the UNL condemns the concessions given to Israel by the
Egyptian president via his suggestion for lifting the Arab
economic boycott of Israel, in exchange for a halt to
settlement — building; we also condemn the approval of this
suggestion by some US—led Arab states. We consider this
suggestion as a conspiracy aiming to normalize relations
between the Arab states and Israel in return for the usurpation
of the Palestinians’ rights. The UNL also denounces the stand
of the Arab states which have agreed to attend that miserable
conference that excludes the PLO and fails to respond to our
people’s legitimate rights. We consider this an attempt to
isolate the Arab—Israeli conflict from its essence — the
Palestinian cause — and to turn the conflict into a mere border
dispute between the Arab countries and the Zionist entity. In
this context, the memorandum of understanding between the
US and Israel about Palestinian representation, the Israeli
stress on the eternity of the annexation of the Golan Heights
and even establishing new settlements there, and the new Israeli
plan for the occupied territories are but new proof of
Israeli — US hostility towards Arab and Palestinian rights.

The UNL condemns the continued US—NATO threats to
strike Iraq and the attempts to annihilate this steadfast Arab
country, both physically and spiritually. In this regard, we call
on the Arab masses to rise up against the Arab regimes which
are backing this conspiracy.

The UNL congratulates the Eritrean people for achieving
national independence.

The UNL appreciates the efforts of the preparatory
committee for forming a new PNC based on increasing the
participation of the masses, the Palestinian national
institutions and organizations...

— Translation: ’Amr Dasouqi: ®
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Judging the Peace Process

Despite the progress made by the US in its diplomatic efforts, great
doubt remains about a just and comprehensive peace being established
in the Middle East. This is due to the bias of the Bush administration’s
proposals, as well as to Israel’s rejectionism and arrogance.

by Ahmed Halaweh

On July 31st, at the end of the
two—day summit with Soviet leader
Mikhail Gorbachev, US President
George Bush declared that the US and
Soviet Union would co—sponsor the
proposed Middle East peace conference
to be held in October He said that
invitations would be sent to all parties
concerned 10 days before the conference
convened, adding that there is a «historic
opportunity» for «a just and compre —
hensive peace» in the area, based on UN
resolutions 242 and 338. Bush also
announced that Secretary of State James
Baker was returning to the region with
the aim of bringing all parties to the
conference. This is a strong indication
that the Bush administration is
determined to push forward in its
efforts, especially after its success in
obtaining the consent of the Arab states,
in one way or another, to the US
proposals.

Baker’s previous five trips in fact
succeeded in resolving two main issues
that had blocked the «peace» process,
namely the duration of the so— called
regional conference and the role of the
UN in such a conference. According to
Bush’s proposals, the UN would be
represented by a silent observer who
would «take notes, and can
communicate with the participants and
the sponsors...» (Associated Press, July
19th). The observer can also report to
UN Secretary General Javier Perez de
Cuellar. Concerning the other point, the
US proposed that the conference could
be reconvened only with the consent of
all partes. Thus, Baker’s August Ist
return to the Middle East, his sixth
shuttle since the end of the Gulf war,
aimed to address the remaining
problem, i.e. Palestinian representation
at the conference, and to guarantee the
Israeli government’s attendance.

The day before the US-— Soviet
summit ended, Israel announced that it
would not attend a Middle East

conference unless it receives US
guarantees about Palestinian
participation. Previously the Israeli
government had asked the Bush

administration for clarifications about a
Jordanian — Palestinian delegation: who
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would lead it, how it would make
decisions, who would speak for it at the
opening session of the conference, and
under which flag it would sit. But after
meeting Baker upon his arrival in
occupied Palestine on August Ist, Prime
Minister Yitzhak Shamir announced that
Israel would attend the conference on
condition that Palestinians of East
Jerusalem and in exile are not included in
a Jordanian — Palestinian delegation.
Although Shamir only repeated the
Israeli position of saying «no» by giving
a conditional «yes,» Baker
enthusiastically welcomed his position,
describing it as a  «significant
development» that moves the peace
process forward. In a strong indication
of his support for the Israeli condition,
Baker urged Faysel Husseini and Hanan
Ashrawi, the Palestinians whom he met
in Jerusalem, to reconsider the situation
and accept the conference proposal
without putting conditions. Baker issued
an even more obvious warning as he was
leaving for Jordan. After naming the
parties that had agreed to attend the
conference, he warned the Palestinians
not to refuse and lose the opportunity of
attending the conference; otherwise,
they would be the sole losers.

It has become increasingly clear that
Baker is saying that the «peace» process
is advancing, with or without the
Palestinians, heading toward its final
end which both Bush and Baker
repeatedly identify as a «just and
comprehensive peace.» While the US
administration tries to project that peace
is at hand, one would ask: What sort of
peace are the various parties aiming for,
or ready to accept? However, if peace is
not at hand, one would ask: Why not?
To evaluate these two questions, it is
necessary to analyze the motives of the
respective parties and the conditions that
determine their political maneuvers.

The US proposals and motives
Among the most destructive
consequences of the Gulf war was the
rapid shift in the balance of forces in
favor of the imperialist, Zionist and
reactionary camp; increased US ability
to influence international and regional
affairs; and an openly declared, official
Arab tendency to follow the US plans in

the region. The other side of this
dramatic change is the frustration and
despair which swept the area as a result
of the destruction of Iraq; the ongoing
attacks and conspiracies against the
Palestinian people in the occupied
territories, Kuwait, Lebanon and some
other Arab countries; and the increased
fragmentation of the Arab world. These
realities convinced Arab states that the
wind favors the US and Israeli sails.
Under these conditions, opportunities
for a US — orchestrated settlement of the
Arab - Israeli conflict and the Palesti-
nian problem increased cnormously.
For the US, it is a golden opportunity
to move swiftly towards resolving the
conflict and establishing reactionary
stability in the area, motivated by a
number of considerations. A prime
consideration is that the US, as the
leader of the imperialist camp, views the
persistence of the Arab — Israeli conflict
as a potential danger to the long —term
interests of imperialism; the
continuation of the conflict could lead to
revolutionary upheaval in the whole
area, not only threatening imperialist
interests, but also undermining its
natural alliance with Arab reaction. A
related consideration is insuring that the
reactionary Arab regimes remain in
power, since they should secure
imperialist domination of the region.
More important, the strength of Zionism
and Israel, the creator of the conflict,
might be challenged, so that imperialism
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would lose its main partner in the region.

In as much as the persistence of the
Arab — Israeli conflict poses a threat to
the interests of imperialism, Israel and
Arab reaction. any «peace» plan worked
out by these parties would obviously be
geared towards securing their interests.
This includes securing official Arab
recognition of Israel as a legitimate,
permanent and integral part of the
region, eliminating any resistance to it
and pushing the Arab countries to
normalize relations with it. The real
meaning of this is liquidation of the
Palestinian cause and imposing total
surrender on the Arab nation. The
rhetoric of Bush and Baker about a «just
peace» and Washington’s neutrality
notwithstanding, the US «peace»
proposals are no more and no less than a
plan of liquidation — a revised version of
Shamir’s plan. Both say «no» to an
international peace conference, «no» to
a Palestinian state and «no» to the PLO.
Both raise many questions about any
Palestinian representation in the
so —called regional conference. The US
has reportedly agreed with Israel that
only Palestinians from the occupied
West Bank (excluding Jerusalem) and
Gaza Strip can be represented at the
conference.

With the objective of increasing
pressure on the PLO, Baker visited

Morocco, Tunisia and Algeria, urging
their leaders to convince the PLO to
accept the Israeli conditions concerning
Palestinian  representation at the
conference. By convincing the Maghreb
states to assent to the conference,
Washington hopes to isolate the
Palestinian people from their Arab
environment, as an introduction to
tightening the political blockade around
them.

Excluding East Jerusalem Pal-
estinians from the «peace» talks aims
to reinforce the Israeli contention that
Jerusalem as a whole is an integral part
of the Zionist state, although the US has
never officially recognized the Israeli
annexation of East Jerusalem in 1967.
Not only Jerusalem is targeted by the
US —Israeli plan; all the occupied
territories are. US intentions were
further revealed when Israeli newspapers
published excerpts from former US
President Gerald Ford’s 1975 letter to
Yitzhak Rabin, who was then prime
minister. The excerpt reads: «the US has
not developed a final position on the
borders. Should it do so, it will give great
weight to Israel’s position that any peace
agreement with Syria must be predicated
on Israel’s remaining on the Golan
Heights.» When asked about this, Baker
indicated that Ford’s promise would be
honored by the Bush administration

(Associated Press, July 23rd).

While the Bush administration
demands that the PLO and Arab states
be more flexible and give more
concessions, Israel continues to expand
and accelerate the construction of
Zionist settlements in the occupied
territories. The latest reports are that it
plans to set up nearly 4,000 prefabricated
units in the next few months. In spite of
this, all the US has done is to try to calm
the Arab states and to trick them by
gently rebuking Israel for the settlement
activity, appealing to it not to build new
settlements. It seems that Baker is
ignoring his own testimony before the
House Foreign Affairs subcommittee on
foreign operations on May 22nd, when
he explained that «nothing has made my
job of trying to find Arab and
Palestinian partners for Israel more
difficult than being greeted by a new
settlement every time I arrive,» adding
that he didn’t «think that there is any
bigger obstacle to peace than the
settlement activity that continues not
only unabated but at an enhanced pace»
(International Herald Tribune, May
23rd).

In addition, the Arab demand for an
international conference, as the suitable
framework for resolving the Middle East
crisis, was rejected by both the US and

“We’re getting close, Mr. Shamir . . . They’ve found two Palestinian shepherds who can’t spell
P.L.O. and a little old lady who only keeps a P.O. Box in East Jerusalem...”
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Israel who proceeded to reduce it to a
powerless, one — day conference with the
sole function of paving the way for more
humiliating versions of the Camp David
accords.

In the final analysis, the revived
Baker — Shamir proposals are part of a
Zionist —imperialist plan intended to
liquidate the Palestinian cause and
subjugate the Arab states. Washington
chose precisely this time to push its plans
because it believes that the regional
conditions are ripe for enforcing such
proposals, presenting a favorable
opportunity for decisive destruction of
the Palestinian and Arab masses’ will to
resist and fight for liberation. Yet, in
spite of the changes sweeping the area,
the ongoing US «peace» efforts, the
numerous shuttles, meetings, statements
and counterstatements, there is no
reason to believe that the Arab — Israeli
conflict is heading towards «a just and
comprehensive solution.» in view of the
nature of the US proposals and
intentions, and the Israeli position which
defies the world community,
international law, the UN Charter and
resolutions and even the US.

Israel’s concept of peace

It is not true that Israel is against
settling the Arab—Israeli conflict.
Under the new conditions that resulted
from the Gulf War, Israel would be the
main regional beneficiary from resolving
the conflict, especially if the Arab
regimes continue giving concession after
concession.Israel would benefit from an
end to the war of attrition which saps its
human, economic and military
resources. Solving the conflict also holds
out the prospects of economic expansion
whereby Israel could benefit from access
to the markets of the region. A new
situation would be created wherein Israel
could attain the leading regional position
capable of influencing developments on
the military, economic and political
levels. Since the Palestinian people are
the antithesis of Zionism’s existence in
Palestine, the only way to resolve the
conflict from the Israeli point of view is
to liquidate the Palestinian cause and
eliminate its influence in the region.

From this angle, one can understand
Israel’s objection to independent
Palestinian participation in the proposed
regional conference. While Israel seeks a
settlement of the conflict in order to
fulfill its Zionist aims, which essentially
contradict the concept of peace, it seeks
the liquidation of the Palestinians’
legitimate rights and national cause. The
apparent contradiction between peace
and liquidation is not a contradiction at
all in Zionist terms. If there is any
contradiction involved, it is the one
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between Israel’s calls for peace and
normalization with the Arab states on
the one hand, and the essence of
Zionism’s inherent expansionism on the
other.

The big question remains: Does
Israel intend to withdraw from the
occupied territories in order to
contribute to a peaceful settlement? The
decisive answer has been given by many
Israeli officials who, time and again,
have said that they will not yield any
portion, not even one inch of the West
Bank, Gaza Strip or Golan Heights. In
answer to a question about the
possibilities of trading land for peace,
Shamir clarified: «I do not believe in
territorial compromise. Our country is
very small.» He added, «I believe with
all my heart and soul that we are
eternally tied to this homeland. Peace
and security go together. Security, and a
territory, a homeland - it all goes
together. That is our belief, that is the
belief of the party I belong to and in my
opinion, that is the feeling of a large
majority of the Jewish nation»
(International Herald Tribune, July
25th).

Although Shamir’s statement is
nothing new, it confirms Israel’s
position that the pre-June 1967 frontiers
no longer exist. If the Arab side demands
Israeli withdrawal to these frontiers,
Israel will not discuss anything because,
in Shamir’s eyes, Israel is not occupying
any territory and the «land of Israel» is a
single territorial unit. In other words,
Shamir demands that the Arabs
surrender and recognize Israel’s «right»
to have both occupied land and peace.
Guided by the same position, Israel
opposed the convening of an
international peace conference and even
UN involvement in the proposed
regional conference, claiming that the
UN is biased and not deserving of
confidence, despite the fact that Israeli
statehood was declared on the basis of a
UN resolution and the international
body immediately recognized the new
state.

Israel, in fact, realizes the falsity of
its arguments about- the UN. Its
accusations aim to delegitimize the UN
as a party to peace talks, and to block
any move towards a comprehensive
settlement based on Security Council
resolutions 242 and 338, which demand
Israeli withdrawal from the 1967
occupied territories. In addition to being
an attempt to escape implementation of
the UN resolutions concerned, Israel’s
objection is also a real insult to the UN.

Aiming to block any territorial
concessions, Israeli Housing Minister
Ariel Sharon criticized Shamir for his
cooperation with the US «peace»

efforts, and called for expanding
settlement activity in the occupied
territories, as the best way to rule out
Israeli concessions in «peace» talks. In
Sharon’s words: «We have to fight
against this loss of direction and create
facts that are the Zionist answer... We
will continue to settle, we will continue
to build» (Associated Press, July 26th).

In fact, Shamir and Sharon concur
totally on the importance of settlement
activity as the way to create facts that
will in turn dictate the terms of any
negotiations. When President Husni
Mubarak of Egypt proposed suspending
the Arab boycott in exchange for a halt
to settlement activity in the occupied
territories, a statement issued by
Shamir’s office rejected the idea out of
hand, saying there was «no connection
between the two things» (Associated
Press. July 18th).

The official Arab position

As a result, it seems that what the US
administration and the Arab states are
calling a solution based on the principle
of «land for peace» is in reality based on
the Zionist logic of «peace for peace.»
Moreover, in the prevailing conditions,
the so — called regional conference is no
more than a regional reconciliation with
the sole function of legitimizing the
Zionist state (in its expanded form) and
normalizing relations between it and the
Arab states. There are two main reasons
for evaluating the nature of the proposed
conference in this way: The first is
deterioration of the official Arab.
position, and the second is the US role in
the «peace» process.

In the light of successive Arab
concessions, there is no doubt that the
Arab — Israeli conflict is entering a very
critical stage. If not confronted, the
dangers of this stage can have
catastrophic effects on the future of the
Palestinian and Arab people’s struggle
for national independence and social
progress. These dangers basically stem
from the fact that there is a sea change in
Arab attitudes not only towards the US,
but also towards Israel, whose
encroachments have been resisted by the
Arab masses since its establishment. It is
a serious and unprecedented
phenomenon to see the majority of the
Arab states backing the US plan, the
essence of which is liquidating the
Palestinian cause and subjugating the
Arab masses. This is the first time that so
many Arab states take such a dangerous
step towards accepting the Zionist entity
and normalizing relations with it. If one
has to give a precise description of this
change, on can only say that it is a
turnabout in Arab political concepts.

This turnabout inevitably leads to
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another serious change, best expressed
by the ongoing «peace» process, since
the Arab states are dealing with the
Palestinian cause as if it can be solved by
political means, dialogue and
negotiations alone under the present
balance of forces. This means that the
Arab regimes as a bloc have officially
relinguished the concept of liberation. In
the process of this transformation, the
Zionist entity is dealt with as a natural
state in the region, rather than a
settler — colonial society. Thus, the Arab
states’ conflict with Israel is no longer
about to whom Palestine belongs, but
about which borders Israel might accept.
As much as various Arab states may
justify their position by saying that there
will be a just and comprehensive peace,
they realize that a just peace is
impossible without a change in the
balance of forces. There is a distinction
between peace and surrender, and what
is taking place is an Arab surrender. If
any Arab state gets some territorial
concessions from Israel, which is
unlikely, this will not change the basic
nature of the deal being planned.
Without addressing the roots of the
conflict, any such «peace» agreement
between Israel and the Arab states will
inevitably be no more than a truce;
renewal of the conflict remains a
constant possibility, if for no other
reason than Israel’s expansionist policy.
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Resisting the collapse

That is the new Arab situation with
its gloomy outlook and complicated
developments. But in spite of this, hope
still exists for halting the dangerous slide
towards surrender and eliminating the
reasons for it, because neither the policy
of concessions nor reliance on the US’s
alleged neutrality can lead to a just and
lasting peace. Moreover, while the
«peace» Pprocess now appears to be
advancing, its avoidance of addressing
the Palestinian factor may spell its
ultimate failure.

It is true that the US efforts have
made considerable progress as of now,
with the help of the Arab regimes. But it
is unlikely that peace can be created
without the Palestinian people’s sole and
legitimate representative, the PLO. If
Baker’s warning to the Palestinians
about their participation in the regional
conference was seriously meant, then he
should recall the reason for the
suspension of his efforts two years ago.
These efforts in fact deadlocked on the
question of Palestinian representation in
the peace process. Conditions may have
changed, but the Palestinian people’s
representative has not. It is still the PLO.

The responsibility for reconstructing
the Arab position so that it could counter
the US-—Israeli schemes, rests on the
PLO, as the key player in any peace
process, as well on the Arab states,

especially those surrounding occupied
Palestine. To reconstruct the Arab
position, there must first of all be a
principled rejection of the whole
US —Israeli concept of a settlement,
since this leads to capitulation. In
struggling against surrender and for a
just peace, it is equally important to

-concentrate joint efforts on supporting

the intifada, enabling its escalation. This
is the most effective means of applying
pressure aimed to isolate the Israeli
occupiers internationally and force them
to comply with the UN resolutions
relevant to resolving the question of
Palestine. If negotiations are to lead to a
just and comprehensive peace, they must
occur in the framework of a
UN-sponsored international confer-
ence. There should thereby be interna-
tional guarantees for total Israeli with-
drawal from the 1967 occupied ter-
ritories and for fulfillment of the Palesti-
nian people’s rights to return, self-deter-
mination and the establishment of an in-
dependent state, with Jerusalem as its
capital, under the leadership of the PLO.
Only continued struggle can hope to
force the US and Israel to accept such a
just and comprchensive pcace.

Dateline: August 10th
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Reassessing the Intifada

by Farida Al Asmar

For well over a year now, the
Palestinian intifada has been facing
serious problems, which were
‘subsequently aggravated by the Gulf war
and its aftermath. Many of the
difficulties stem from weak points in
Palestinian  policy, but objective
obstacles related to the Israeli
occupation also play a major role. It is
not the people’s will to fight for their
freedom and independence that is in
question; in fact, acts of militancy are on
the rise. Yet, a more consistent political
line and practice, as well as more support
to the intifada, are needed from the PLO
and its component organizations, to
empower the people in the occupied
territories. The broad mass participation
and organization of 1988 — 89 must be
restored, perhaps in a new way, if the
intifada is to meet the current challenges.

Israeli — created obstacles

The Israeli government’s categorical
dismissal of the Palestinian peace
initiative of November 1988 delineates
the overall condition in which the
activities of the intifada began to decline
in 1990. Already at this point the
problem intersects with Palestinian
policy. The false expectations promoted

by sectors of the PLO leadership — that
a Palestinian state could be established
soon — left the intifada ill — prepared to
face the ensuing stalemate. While the
PLO relied on the intifada to score gains
for the Palestinian cause, excessive
attention and resources were devoted to
the diplomatic struggle, at the expense of
substantive support to the intifada itself.
Programs adopted to escalate the
intifada were not thoroughly
implemented. The PLO as a whole did
not use its military capacity to support
the intifada by confronting the Israeli
occupation forces with firepower. Nor
were Palestinian communities in exile
systematically mobilized in support of
the struggle in the occupied territories.
As a result, the population of the
occupied territories was not provided
with sufficient material support to
counter successive waves of Zionist
attacks. There was seeming disregard for
«the integral relation between the
requirements of militant action and the
economic needs of the masses» — a
relation highlighted by the UNL in call
no. 70, May 1st. Funds were channeled
in a short—sighted and sometimes
wrong way, instead of being invested in
developing social and productive
institutions to sustain the people’s
steadfastness and build the infrastructure
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of the declared State of Palestine.

Moreover, by spreading unrealistic
expectations and offering concessions,
without the prospects of attaining
anything in return, PLO policy confused
people and encouraged a return to the
traditional attitude of waiting for the
leadership outside to take the initiative.
The inconsistent PLO policy also
affected the Arab masses whose
mobilization in support of the intifada
began to dwindle after the first year (the
situation in Jordan being one of few
exceptions).

Meanwhile, the Israeli government’s
rejection of peace was predictably
coupled with escalating repression. In
addition to the murder of activists, the
occupation authorities’ arrest campaigns
carved into the intifada’s leadership and
structure on the local level. In some
places, less experienced cadres were left
to guide the struggle. The gaps created
by Zionist repression are part of the
explanation for the emergence of
incorrect practices and factional
behavior in the ranks of the intifada
itself.

Settlements mushroom

All the while an even more
far — reaching attack on the intifada has
been underway in the form of massive
Soviet Jewish immigration to occupied
Palestine, supplemented by the airlift of
14,000 Ethiopian Jews as the Mengistu
regime crumbled. This influx has
allowed the Shamir government to
reinvigorate its settlement — building
program, despite a patent lack of
finances, in a new thrust to preempt an
independent Palestinian state through
more land — grabbing and demographic
transformation.

Among other things, the Gulf war
curfew on Palestinians served as a
subterfuge for Israeli land surveyors
with an eye for confiscation. The NGO
Coordinating Committee in Jerusalem
reported that at least 3,030 hectares of
West Bank land were taken over by
Israel in March and April alone, while
another 4,000 hectares were closed off by
the IDF for possible confiscation.

The Israeli Housing Ministry has
operational plans aimed at fulfilling
Sharon’s seemingly wild pledges to
double the number of settlements in the
Golan Heights, settle one million Jews in
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universities is also part of the attack on
the people’s welfare and outlook for the
future, and intends to lead them to
despair. While Hebron and Bethlehem
Universities have been allowed to
reopen, these two benefit only a quarter
of all the university students in the
occupied territories. Moreover, three
senior classes have graduated since the
closures started in 1987, without the
chance to enroll in higher education
(Al Fajr, June 10th).

The failure of economic warfare to
sap the intifada in the short run was
clearly seen in the rise of militancy as the
wartime curfew was lifted. The war of
knives resumed and escalated; petrol
bombs against Israeli targets are a daily
affair; and the use of firearms has
increased. Recently, it was reported on
Israeli television that there were 53
gunfire or grenade attacks on Israeli
targets from January to June this year,
as opposed to 33 in the same months last
year. There have been several armed
attacks on soldiers and settlers in the
West Bank, but the Gaza Strip became
the real focus of the recent escalation.
On July Ist, an Israeli soldier was shot
and injured in Bureij camp. In the
second week of July, PFLP militants
operating in the Strip carried out three
attacks on Zionist settlers and military
targets, using firearms. In one of these
operations, near Khan Younis, an Israeli
officer, responsible for security in the
South of the Strip, was seriously injured.
The next week, PFLP militants attacked
the military governor’s headquarters in
Rafah with hand grenades, injuring at
least five Israeli personnel.

The problem remains, though, that
neither courageous acts nor daily mass
protests, even when well — planned and
executed, can by themselves bring an
immediate halt to the most formidable
threats to the intifada’s future —
massive immigration, settlement —
building and Israeli government
intransigence. What can erode these
phenomena in the long run is the steady
empowerment of the people and
construction of firm, popularly -
oriented, alternative social and economic
structures. This would enable radical
escalation of the intifada until the Israeli
polity sees that the occupied territories
are ungovernable. The first two years of
the intifada made substantive gainsin this
direction, but few comparable gains have
been registered since. In some fields,
hard-won ground was lost as is most
apparent in the functioning of the various
popular committees. Besides arrests,
organizational factionalism and attacks
on women have retarded the work of
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these committees, whichare the keyele-
mentin attaining real independence from
the occupation’s structures on a daily
basis. The problem, in a nutshell, is that
the intifada has lost the initiative. The
current discussions reassessing the
course of the intifada must focus on how
it can regainitsdynamics.

Test ballon for «autonomy»

The real danger of Israel’s economic
warfare on the occupied territories is that
it is a ground —breaker for injecting

political ~ conspiracies,  with  the
occupation authorities banking on
exploiting internal problems in the

intifada. Into the pool of popular
desperation they hope to have created,
the Israeli authorities have begun
throwing their bait — softening some
economic restrictions, with a distinct
class bias. For example, they have
granted more operating permits to
Palestinian entrepreneurs per month
recently than they normally do in a
whole year; these entrepreneurs will
enjoy tax exemptions for three years — a
real departure from usual occupation
policy (The Other Israel, May — June).

In this context, one understands why
the occupation authorities allowed and

even encouraged Chamber of Commerce
elections in Hebron in June, for the first
time since the 1967 occupation. This was
a trial ballon for «free elections» under
occupation, with an eye for conducting
municipal elections in a way that would
usher in «autonomy.» It is surely not by
chance that Hebron was chosen — the
only district of the West Bank where the
Israeli government could hope for an
Islamic victory to detract from the
people’s united adherence to the PLO. In
the elections, all candidates were
screened by the occupation forces; the
Islamic list won six seats, while the
pro—PLO bloc attained four; one
independent was elected. The PFLP and
DFLP both issued statements
condemning these elections, and the
explosion of two petrol bombs near the
polling station attested to Palestinian
opposition to the political aims of such
«exercises in democracy.»

In call no. 71, the UNL had called on
the masses to confront the occupation’s
attempts to make use of suspicious
personages in Chamber of Commerce
elections. It stipulated that such elections
should be held according to a national
decision and under national supervision.
Notably, the Gaza Chamber of
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relations with the masses who, via

organization in the bodies of the
intifada, should «participate in the
decision —making  process...»  This

means «rejecting bureaucratic ways of
dealing with the masses, activating their
role and responding to their demands,
because they are the great power of
determination that keeps the intifada
going on.»

Call no. 71 also banned the wearing
of masks when dealing with the masses,
as one of a number of measures aimed to
end undisciplined behavior, including
«to stop acts of kidnapping,
interrogation and killing unless there is
agreement among the  various
Palestinian organizations to do so...»
This is part of the move to restore the
intifada’s campaign against colla—
borators to its original principled basis,
which aimed to neutralize or eliminate, if
necessary, those who worked with the
occupation  authorities and  thus
damaged the popular struggle.

Masks were originally donned by
intifada activists who knew they were
wanted by the occupation forces, in an
attempt to avoid arrest while remaining
active in the mass struggle. However, as
the Zionist policy against the intifada
evolved, relying more and more on
undercover operations to arrest and kill
militants, the wearing of masks had to be
‘reconsidered. Thus, the ban on wearing
masks among the masses also aims to
guard against the attacks of the Israeli
Shin Bet. Palestinians in the occupied
territories and human rights
organizations have long been reporting
assassinations carried out by undercover
agents. A few years ago, the Israeli
authorities revoked the press credentials
of two Western journalists who reported
on Israeli death squads in the occupied
territories. However, on June 2lst, the
truth — or rather part of it — was
broadcast on Israeli television in a short
documentary showing soldiers dressing
as Arabs, sometimes as women, in order
to approach and arrest intifada activists.
At about the same time, a masked
intifada activist was shot by another
masked man in Kafr Malik, near
Ramallah. Also in June, the PHRIC in
Jerusalem published a list of 47
Palestinians killed by Israeli undercover
agents. The author of the report, Lee
O’Brien, wrote that the great majority of
the victims were engaged in activities
such as writing slogans on the walls,
when they were killed.

The role of Palestinians outside
Though the national movement in
occupied Palestine is best qualified to
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formulate solutions to most of the
intifada’s current problems, it cannot
alone resolve them in practice. In fact,
part of the background of the current
crisis is the mistaken assumption that the
intifada alone could achieve its goals,
even if these were restricted to ending the
occupation of the West Bank and Gaza
Strip. The PLO and all Palestinian
revolutionary organizations outside the
homeland must shoulder the main
responsibility not only for substantially
upping financial and military support to
the occupied territories, but also for
ending factionalism and redressing the
imbalance between the leadership inside
and outside. The time has come for the
Palestinian leadership inside (the UNL)
to gain relative autonomy, making
day —to — day decisions itself, based on
PNC decisions and overall PLO
directives. In the context of reforming
the PLO and forming a new PNC,
serious consideration should be given to
increasing the representation of
Palestinians in the occupied territories,
commensurate to their role in the
struggle.

In a communique issued June 14th in
Damascus, the PFLP’s Politbureau
called for making the development of the
intifada a top priority: «However, this
task cannot be carried out by wishful
thinking or focusing on minor aspects of
the intifada, as many Palestinian forces
and nationalist personalities are trying to
do right now. Rather, there must be hard
and responsible work to back the
intifada by more vital means, and a
responsible, revolutionary and daring
process of self — criticism that highlights
the primary issue, because we think that
the outside is mainly responsible for
providing the intifada with the means of
continuation and development.» It has
become quite clear that the obstacles that
hamper the intifada’s progress stem not
only from the brutal policies and
practices of the Zionist entity; but also
from the wrong policies and practices of
the dominant circles of the PLO
leadership and of the various Palestinian
organizations as well.» Besides calling
for rectification of the PLO’s political
line and practice, and an end to the
organizational factionalism that has
alienated the masses and reduced their
participation in the intifada, the PFLP
Politbureau advocated: «Developing a
comprehensive national economic policy
to back the economy inside [the occupied
territories], by putting all the capacities
of the PLO and the Palestinian people
worldwide at the disposal of this policy,
and by investing the little aid extended by
some Arab brothers and other friends to

the same end.»

Intifada as the center

The importance of coupling concrete
solutions to the intifada’s problems with
political rectification is dramatically
highlighted by the emergence of some
very incorrect responses to the current
crisis. Prime among these is the
declaration of the so — called Palestinian
National Unity Party (PNUP) in
Ramallah, by Kamal Tabanji, based on
negation of the Palestinian national
liberation movement’s past and
principles. This party proclaims that the
role of the PLO and armed struggle has
expired. Instead it calls for direct
negotiations with Israel, relying on
forging close ties with the US and asking
Jordan to reverse its decision to severe
ties with the West Bank. What appears
to distinguish this party is that it
encompasses a number of Palestinians
who have served long terms in Israeli
prisons, in addition to some West Bank
professionals. But the PNUP’s real
promoter is Salah Al Khalili, a Fatah
official who resides in London, where he
intends to ply his contacts with the
British and US governments.

The dangers of this tendency are
manifest. Not only does it violate
principles long upheld by Palestinian
freedom fighters and the masses alike; it
addresses false problems. The current
problems of the intifada and the overall
weakness of the Palestinian cause is not
due to the employment of armed struggle
as a necessary instrument for change.
Rather these problems stem from
shortcomings in terms of political
clarity, a firmly embedded mass line and
finding new ways of practicing
revolutionary violence to bolster the
popular struggle. Instead of addressing
these problems, the tendency
represented by the PNUP brings new
divisiveness to the Palestinian arena. It
moreover plays into the hands of the
Israeli and US governments who have
long sought an alternative to the PLO.

Dealing with the current problems
must begin with recognition of the
centrality of the intifada in the national
liberation struggle to fulfill Palestinian
rights, and building on the experience of
this struggle, as was expressed by the
UNL in call no. 70: «.. a
comprehensive, just solution of the
Palestinian question cannot be achieved
through the proposed negotiations only,
in the absence of struggle in the field,
which is the spearhead of political
activity... the political and militant
processes are organically and
dialectically linked.»
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In order to make the relevant distinction between
citizenship, nationality and religion, and in order to posit this
distinction as a cornerstone for a moral, intellectual and
political opposition struggle inside and outside the State of
Israel, it is necessary to maintain a consistent conceptual and
linguistic distinction between the relevant political regime (the
State of Israel) and the relevant political territory (the land of
Palestine).

In the bi — national and Zionist State of Israel today, some
85% of the Palestinian Arab people are defined under Knesset
legislation as not human beings (Absentees) and/or as subjects
of a military occupation regime; 15% of the Palestinian Arab
people are citizens of the State of Israel who are subject to
apartheid legislation; 92% of the territory under Israeli
sovereignty in the 1948 — 1967 boundaries are reserved for
settlement, development and lease to such of the inhabitants of
the state as are recognised by law as Jews only.

On the basis of the ideological assumptions of political
Zionism, a state of Israel that is bi — national and democratic
is a contradiction in terms. The aim of political Zionist
ideology and practice is to guarantee a Jewish demographic
majority in the State of Israel. A state of Israel that is
bi —national and democratic, and is not based on the
ideological assumptions of political Zionism, must oppose any
aspiration to guarantee a demographic majority of any kind
whatsoever, let alone Jewish demographic majority. In a state
of Israel that is bi — national and democratic all inhabitants are
Israeli citizens. Some are of Palestinian — Hebrew nationality
and some are of Palestinian — Arab nationality. The religion of
the inhabitants (Palestinian Hebrews and Arabs) is Christian,
Muslim, Jewish or no religion. Such a state of Israel is in the
view of this author a fiction, and does not, therefore, have a
future of separate existence, and definitely not in the long term.
It is destined to unite with a State of Palestine that is
bi — national and democratic, and one can only hope that such
re —union will take place through a political process analogous
to the process of reunification of Germany.

In 1988 the Palestine National Council (PNC) declared the
establishment of the State of Palestine subject to the UN
Charter and UN Partition Resolution of 1947. On the basis of
the political and ideological assumptions of the Palestinian
Declaration of Independence, a State of Palestine that is
bi — national and democratic, either in the boundaries allocated
by the UN Partition Plan of 1947 alongside the State of Israel
or in the borders of the territories of Mandate Palestine, is not a
contradiction in terms and is, therefore, not a fiction but a
relevant political possibility indeed.

In a State of Palestine that is bi — national and democratic
all inhabitants are Palestinian citizens. Some are of
Palestinian — Hebrew nationality and some are of
Palestinian — Arab nationality. The religion of the inhabitants
(Palestinian Hebrews and Arabs) is Christian, Muslim, Jewish
or no religion.

The President of the State of Palestine is the Chairman of
the PLO, Yasir Arafat and the office of the president ordered
the establishment of a Registry Department to register the
Palestinian population and issue Palestinian identity cards and
family books. A facsimile of a Palestinian identity card is
reproduced below. The official translator of the identity card
made an error in the English translation of the category of
citizenship (jinsiyya in Arabic). The correct translation is
«citizenship» not «nationality». Also the official designer of
the document made an error and designed the document with
the religious emblem of two of the three monotheistic religions
relevant to Palestine (church and mosque — synagogue is
lacking). An identity card is a secular document and one ought
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not decorate it with any religious symbols whatsoever. These
errors can be corrected when the Palestinian Constituent
Assembly is convened and the State of Palestine established in
fact on the territory of the land of Palestine. But this
document, its deficiencies notwithstanaing, also testifies to the
democratic superiority of the Palestinian perspective. A State
of Palestine that is bi—national and democratic is not a
contradiction in terms. And it is possible even today to issue a
Palestinian identity card to a person who is of dual Israeli and
British citizenship, of Palestinian — Hebrew nationality and of
Jewish religion.

Dr. Uri Davis, Honorary Research Fellow in Palestine Studies,
Department of Politics, University of Exeter, UK; Director,
Jerusalem and Peace Service consultancy office on the question
of Palestine, London; Director, Ithaca Press, publishers of
books on the Middle East. Uri Davis began his political career
in the struggle against the confiscation of the lands of Deir
el—Asad, Bi'na and Nahf in the Galilee and against the
establishment of Karmiel as an exclusively Jewish city on these
lands. In 1984 he was invited by the Chairman of the PLO and
the President of the State of Palestine, Yasir Arafat, as the
guest of the Palestine National Council (PNC), and he is since
an observer — member at the PNC. His citizenship is Israeli and
British, his nationality is Palestinian — Hebrew, his religion is
Jewisk:. Uri Davis is a founding member of the RETURN group
(«Against the Israeli Law of Return — For the Palestinian
Right to Return») and the RETURN Magazine Editorial
Collective. ®
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disperse the demonstrators. The police
opened fire on the fourth day and soon
afterwards, the government resigned. A
state of siege was declared, and the
military authorities were given powers
almost equivalent to martial law.

The ISF did not call off its strike until
a deal was reached with the authorities
through the newly appointed prime
minister, to postpone general elections
and to hold presidential elections by the
end of the year. An informal agreement
was also reached to change the new
electoral laws opposed by the ISF and
the other parties.

In a sermon at Friday prayers in
mid — May, Ali Belhaj, deputy chairman
of the ISF, said that if the ISF gained a
majority in the general elections, it
would immediately suspend the
constitution and enact sharia (Islamic
law), ban all socialist and secular parties,
and impeach Benjedid (Al Safir, May
13th). This theme has been echoed on
many occasions by fundamentalist
leaders. It demonstrates clearly how the
fundamentalists would achieve democ-
racy.

Despite their crushing victory in the
local council elections two years ago, the
fundamentalists have failed to provide
desperately needed solutions for the
many problems from which the country
is suffering. ISF leader Madani said,
«We won the municipal elections. Now
people say we did nothing. That’s true»
(Time, June 27th). Although he blamed
the government for the ISF’s failure to
provide jobs and housing, it is clear that
even if the government had provided the
means, the ISF is incapable of solving
the complex political and socioeconomic
difficulties of the country.

It was, therefore, logical for the ISF
to avoid the scheduled June elections, by
escalating violence and anarchy. Neither
was it a surprise that the NLF
government resorted to violence to
confront the fundamentalists, declared a
state of emergency and suspended
elections. The authorities also face the
same complex realities. Moreover, the
deplorable events in October 1988, and
the continuously deteriorating living
conditions have stripped the ruling party
of the mass support on which it was
relying for winning the general elections.

Democracy is long overdue in
Algeria. Yet it is apparent that the
fundamentalists are not capable of
achieving or sustaining true democracy.
However, it is also true that the
government had carefully tailored the
new electoral laws to keep itself in
power. The means used by the ISF to
express opposition and pressure the
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government are extreme and
condemnable. At the same time, the
government’s reaction was incorrect and
unjustified. Repression and violence
threaten the country’s unity, cause
material damage, generate more violence
and plant the seeds of civil war.

The authorities, who are responsible
for security and stability in the country,
did not initially chart a course that took
into account the fact that the ISF is the
largest opposition party in the country.
To avoid the disasterous confrontations,
the NLF should have capitalized on its
own access to the masses on the one
hand, and on the major weakness of the
ISF on the other: its two —year flop in
the local councils. Sectors of the
Algerian people are profoundly uneasy
with the fundamentalists’ attempts to
impose a mini — Islamic state on the local
level; and the broad masses have had
none of their basic needs fulfilled.
Embarking on a broader democratiza-
tion, which involved the masses, might
have given the NLF and the government
much needed leverage in dealing with the
fundamentalists’ challenge. In this con-
text, the ISF could have been allowed to
present its programs in a public
to present its programs in a public
debate, to be judged by the people and
the other opposition parties. If the ISF’s
intentions had been thus exposed, the
government would have been in a strong
position to call the fundamentalists to
negotiations when the latter called their
strike. This would have deflected the
anger of the masses — the government
and NLF’s first line of defense — and
further exposed the ISF’s true aims.

An open dialogue on the political and
socioeconomic problems of the country
would have given the people at large the
chance to evaluate the ISF’s proposed
solutions. But unfortunately, open
dialogue has not been a tradition of the
Algerian government. Thus, the ISF was
not held publicly accountable for
explaining its mistakes. With the ISF’s
challenge to the state reaching
proportions tantamount to a coup, the
authorities- saw no alternative but to
resort to outright repression.

Future prospects

The other opposition parties in the
country were clever enough to realize
what the ISF’s intentions were.
Although they shared the ISF’s view
concerning the electoral laws, they
refrained from participating in the
provocation of the street confrontations.
Though for different reasons, the other
opposition parties are also in agreement

with the ISF’s demand to hold
presidential elections to coincide with the
general elections, but they disagree that
this should be achieved by force. The
opposition has not given a convincing
reason for the second demand, except to
say that they want a comprehensive
renovation of the whole system. If this is
their aim, then holding the presidential
election parallel to the general election is
not enough, since real change does not,
come about only by replacing officials.

Political pluralism and obtaining
power by means of elections are only the
tip of the iceberg of democracy. The
essence of democracy is social justice,
i.e., equal distribution of the national
wealth among the masses. The Islamic
fundamentalists view democracy as a
means of obtaining power. But once they
achieve this, they would abort
democracy, as one can deduce from the
previously quoted Belhaj. The NLF and
the authorities, on the other hand,
supported democracy to the extent that it
keeps them in power. The new election
laws bear witness to this fact.

The fate of democracy in Algeria
depends primarily on the role of the
popular masses in the current struggle. It
also depends on the ability of the
democratic parties to close ranks with
the masses, and step up efforts to
safeguard national achievements and
past progress, meanwhile developing
solutions to Algeria’s current problems.
In this, the decisive question is how the
NLF will push forward in the new
situation. There are many indications
that the NLF today is not a monolithic
bloc, but encompasses a variety of forces
and opinions concerning how to
proceed.

Clearly, the role of the left, outside
of the NLF, has been marginal in the
past and present events in Algeria. The
struggle in the country has polarized
between two main blocs: the NLF and
the ISF. So far, this form of
confrontation appears to be leading the
country to a real disaster. Two key
questions remain: Will socialist forces,
whether inside or apart from the NLF,
be able to emerge as a bloc that can
influence the course of current events?
Will the NLF be able to rejuvenate its
historically progressive role, orienting its
internal policy towards the broad masses
whom it originally led to independence?
In both cases, the ability of these forces
to contribute to a democratic resolution
of Algeria’s current crisis will depend on
their being innovative in their thinking
and remodeling their work in tune with
new challenges on the local, regional and
international levels. o
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all fields, but the constitution was frozen all these years. The
state institutions were not developed but used only as a tool in
the hands of the bourgeoisie. For 30 years, we lived under
martial law which the authorities used to suppress the political
movement, especially the nationalists and the left. Then, in
1989, the April revolt in the South of Jordan erupted as a
reaction to the decay of the economy. The bourgeoisie realized
it could no longer rule as it had. Searching for an outlet to
maintain its dominant role in the society, the bourgeoisie
sought a new national charter. Realizing that the nationalist
and popular movement was heading towards a larger social
explosion, the ruling class took democracy as an instrument to
ensure its own survival.»

Tayseer Al Zabri of the JPDP termed the charter «a
denominator for many parties, ideas and political groups,»
emphasizing the distinction between basic principles and
specific articles of the charter. He added, «At the same time, we
have our program in Jordan as one of the democratic parties.»

Abdel Rahman Al Majali of the JCP concurred with the
evaluation of the others when he said: «Generally speaking, we
view the charter as an important step in the right direction,
especially since it confirmed democracy, political pluralism and
civil liberties which are the main features of the era...» There is
general consensus that the charter set out positive principles in
the economic, social and cultural fields as well. The charter also
defined the relations between Jordan and Palestine, affirming
Jordan’s recognition of the State of Palestine and its
disengagement from the West Bank. According to Dabbagh,
«The principle aspect is the right of the Palestinians to express
their convictions and defend their identity. The charter affirms
the historical, fraternal relations between Jordanians and
Palestinians, considering Palestine as a pan — Arab cause and
the struggle to liberate it as a duty for all people in Jordan.»
Dabbagh also noted that the charter defines the army’s role as
non — political: «Its main function is to protect Jordan from
Israel and to join the Arabs in liberating Palestine. The internal
security forces should execute the law and not interfere in
political life or violate the citizens’ human dignity.»

Both he and Tayseer Al Zabri differentiated between the
general principles of the charter and the need to formulate new
laws, especially for elections, licensing political parties and
publishing. Al Zabri reiterated the need «to make democracy a
material reality, not merely words hanging in the air,» while
Dabbagh stressed the imperative of a new labor law to
guarantee the right of unionization, job security and social
insurance for all workers. Some of these rights were partially
provided for in the old law, but space was left for employers to
implement them selectively, to their own interests. According
to Dabbagh, «It is important to affirm that the right to work is
sacred, especially now with so much unemployment. From the
labor law, we can characterize the type of society we have. We
are not so naive as to think we will get a great work law; this is
still a bourgeois state, so there will be compromise. But the new
draft is very good compared to the old law; it will give workers
their rights, relatively speaking.»

Dabbagh predicted that the democratic forces stand on the
threshold of a great political battle to have new laws adopted,
abolish martial law and move quickly to normalize political
life. «We think that martial law will be abolished, especially
with the new government.»

Abolishing martial law

On June 3rd, six members of the Jordanian Communist
Party — Revolutionary Path had been arrested when leaflets,
purportedly slandering Prime Minister Badran, were found in
their homes, although there was no evidence to support the
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security forces’ claims that they had either written or
distributed the leaflets. The democratic forces protested these
arrests as a clear violation of freedom of expression,
highlighting the imperative of cancelling martial law once and
for all. In fact, there are continuing attempts to sabotage
democracy from forces within the executive and security
apparati, who wish to reassert their steadily eroding power.
However, such violations appear more as a backlash,
«splashes» which the democratic forces can combat on a
case —to —case basis, rather than a concerted effort by the
regime to kill democracy.

In the negotiations for entering the new government,
JANDA obtained a pledge for the release of all political
prisoners (30 had remained in Jordanian jails even after the
democratic opening) and for the repeal of martial law. The
latter proved more complicated than might appear since many
fields were covered by this law. Those wanting to abolish it
were confronted by the fact that another way would have to be
found for dealing with the Petra Bank scandal (a major
Jordanian bank that went bankrupt due to fraud), since the
civil law code does not cover economic crimes. (Postscript: On
July 7th, King Hussein cancelled most martial law provisions,
effective July 8th.) i

In fact, the new government was being formed in the same
days that these interviews were conducted. It was generally
understood that this would happen after the charter’s
adoption. In explaining the process whereby the charter
evolved, Tayseer Al Zabri related some facts that indicate that
a new government was imperative if democratization was to go
forward. He noted that the past government had delayed work
on the charter, saying : «The former prime minister was against
some of the articles we put in the section on pluralism; he was
fearful of some of the amendments to the constitution which
we proposed, especially concerning articles 114 and 120.»
(Article 114 gives the cabinet the right to monitor the allocation
and expenditure of public funds, contingent on the king’s
approval, and to organize the government’s storehouses;
article 120 gives the cabinet, contingent on the king’s approval,
the prerogative of issuing regulations governing the kingdom’s
administration — the formation of government departments,
appointing and dismissing government employees, supervising

‘their work, determining their areas of competence, etc. The

charter assigned these powers to the parliament which should
pass new laws regulating the use of funds and organizing the
country’s administration.)

Al Zabri continued: «We also said that if martial law was
needed in the future, it must be approved by the parliament and
for a limited period. These things made him angry and he put
the charter aside. It was not the Gulf crisis that delayed the
charter. At that time, we were doing well. We asked the
chairman of the charter committee, Mr. Ahmed Obeidat, to
stop the discussion of the charter due to the situation, but he
refused. Then when we finished our work at the end of 1990,
Badran put it aside because he was angry about these points.»

New government

In mid — June, Prime Minister Badran resigned and King
Hussein appointed Taher Masri to form a new government. On
June 19th, the new, 25— member cabinet was sworn in. Its
composition is noteworthy in several respects. Most obvious is
the absence of the Muslim Brotherhood which held five
ministries in Badran’s government; in the new cabinet, three
ministries were assigned to more moderate representatives of
the Islamic trend. On the other hand, five representatives of the
progressive nationalist coalition, JANDA, were brought into
the cabinet for the first time, heading the ministries of state,
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drawing up their political framework and directions in
accordance with the principles of political pluralism...»

In the JCP’s view: «The most serious problem faced by
people in Jordan is the overall deterioration of the economy,
which affects the overwhelming majority of the
population..(this) aggravated the problem of unemployment
and pushed broad strata of the population under the poverty
line. We regard these problems as a reflection of the parasitic
mode of economy which still prevails. To alleviate the
economic crisis, it is necessary to create substantial changes in
the type of economy and adopt nationalist policies in all
economic fields, including a review of the economic structure
itself. Our approach, however, does not lessen the importance
of following up on the people’s everyday problems. This can be
done through special and joint activity with other political
forces, and through popular and professional bodies,
particularly the trade unions.»

Concerning the relation between parliamentary and
extraparliamentary work, Lua’y Dabbagh of the Unity Party
said: «We are an opposition force. When we work on the
political scene and in the parliament, we are representing the
masses’ demands, defending their rights and working to
improve their opportunities on all levels. We also work directly
among the masses to make them conscious of their rights and
weight in the society. We work to build the instruments of
social struggle — for women’s, student and youth unions and
local associations. Naturally, we express their work in our
weekly magazine, Nida Al Watan. These types of work are in
turn expressed in the political position of our deputy in the
parliament. There is a dialectical connection between the two
aspects.»

Unemployment was pinpointed by Tayseer Al Zabri as the
main problem facing people in Jordan. About 200,000 people
have returned to Jordan from the Gulf in 1991, adding to the

unemployment rate which had already surpassed 30%. He
added, «Palestinians in Jordan are facing a complex reality:
They are poor, facing unemployment, suffering from martial
law — problems shared by all in Jordan — and also they suffer
from being refugees. These are the main problems, and the way
to resolve them is democracy which we consider the prerequisite
for everything.»

Concerning how to work now that the progressive coalition
joined the government, Al Zabri said: «Now that we are
participating in the parliament and the government, this puts
greater responsibility on us than before. As progressive parties,
we must do our best to resolve the essential matters in Jordan’s
political life. At the same time, we tell our collegues in the
government that our programs must be given serious
consideration. If we see that our programs cannot go forward,
we’ll come back and open a new kind of struggle against the
government. The last government was lazy; it presented
non —essential laws, but left out essential ones. Now the
responsibility of the parliament is to press the government to
give priority to formulating the new laws... We will enter this
new stage. At the same time, we are not satisfied to participate
in the cabinet and parliament only. These are fields for
struggle... but we depend first of all on the masses of our
people, their organizations, unions, etc., and the progressive
parties and their unity. Secondly, we depend on the parliament
and thirdly on the government.»

The mass movement

During the Gulf crisis, Jordan was the scene of intensive
mass mobilization. Related to their reliance on the masses in
pursuing democratization, the progressive forces need to have a
clear evaluation of the mass movement in the post—war
period.

Abdel Rahman Al Majali noted that the JCP does not find

«Al Rai» cartoon lampoons Kuwait’s abuses
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it constructive to assess the initial reaction of the mass
movement because «the scope of the destruction inflicted on
Iraq by the aggressive imperialist coalition caused shock and a
mechanical reaction. But after exposure of the objectives of
this aggression, the masses in general and the political forces in
particular began a process of reconsidering and rearranging
their priorities in order to confront the imperialist — Zionist
plan. Immediately after the war, the imperialists and Zionists
sought to capitalize on the new situation in the region in order
to promote their control over the oil and the region, and to
liquidate the Palestinian cause. Our masses became even more
conscious of these plans and this issue will be a major pillar of
the mass movement in the future.»

Tayseer Al Zabri conceded that one cannot compare the
mass mobilization during the crisis with the present situation,
«Our people were astonished by what happened. They
anticipated a long battle, but no battle occurred and they are
suffering as a result. As the [Iraqi] troops were withdrawing
from Kuwait, people here were in the streets shouting that we
are winning the battle, not knowing the battle had already
ended, because we did not trust the Western media when it
reported the results of the war. It was horrible...Now the
people have stopped some of their activities because they are
watching what the Iraqi government has done — accepting
resolution 687 and the troops in the North. But I think the
people are still ready to struggle against imperialism and
Zionism. They are now watching for the time when they will get
their strength in battle, but what can they do when there is no
battle?

«While our people were looking to the Iraqi leadership to
face the battle, in Jordan we are seeking democracy, pluralism
and the cancellation of martial law, connecting these national
demands to our position towards Iraq and the Gulf crisis, and
focusing on the intifada to the same degree. We said that
Jerusalem — Amman — Baghdad is our line of battle. Now one
line of the battle has stopped, but Amman still requires our
forces, and the intifada still needs Palestinian — Arab joint
struggle against Israel.»

Lua’y Dabbagh of the Unity Party evaluated the aftermath
of the Gulf war as follows: «We have to accept the reality that
the level of activity and great enthusiasm has declined, because
the masses feel more defeated than do the political parties and
movements. During the war, there were many committees of
many types and their main interest was to support Iraq and
mobilize the people to defend Jordan in case of war. Such
committees dissolved by themselves. We have the duty to revive
the mass movement by a major initiative — a political,
economic initiative, using the social struggle as an instrument
to mobilize the people to struggle for their own interests in the
face of the acute economic crisis. We are working on how to
defend the political and civil rights of women in particular, as
well as of other social sectors. The masses are ready to be
involved when the political parties and movement are mature
and have a response to the issues that concern them.

«Mounting a major initiative depends on how the political
parties view the new era. The main thing is to protect
democracy, to pressure the bourgeoisie and government to
resolve the economic crisis, taking into account the interests of
the popular classes. The initiative of the political parties and
popular forces must revive mass mobilization in order to
protect democracy, support Iraq’s reconstruction, defend its
territorial integrity and resolve the Kurdish question in the
framework of an internal solution based on democracy and self
— determination of the Kurdish people, but protecting Iraq’s
integrity. We are now working on part of this initiative,
concentrating on defending the right of Palestinians and
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Jordanians in Kuwait. This is a prelude to raising other
questions.»

At the time of this interview, protests were at a height
against the death sentences handed down by martial courts in
Kuwait against 29 Iraqgis, Jordanians, Palestinians and other
Arabs for such «crimes» as writing or making lay — out for a
pro — Iraqi newspaper. This made front — page headlines as
the Jordanian government called for international intervention
to reverse the death sentences. PNC members directed an open
letter to Kuwaiti officials demanding that these arbitrary and
excessive sentences be rescinded and torture ended. On June
19th, 150 relatives of the condemned staged a sit — in at the
Red Cross building in Amman, accompanied by
representatives of popular committees and unions, as well as
three MPs. They then headed toward the Kuwaiti embassy,
intending to present a petition demanding fair trials, reversal of
the death sentences and an end to acts of revenge and torture.
Kuwaiti officials tried to keep the people off the embassy
grounds and refused to receive the petition, leading MP
Mansour Murad of JANDA to call for Jordan to severe ties
with Kuwait if the latter did not respond to the appeals.

In late June, Kuwait commuted all 29 death sentences to life.
imprisonment in response to the appeal of the UN Secretary —
General and other international organizations. However, no
other steps have been taken that would indicate fair treatment
for all. On the contrary, discrimination against non — Kuwaiti
Arabs has accelerated, leading to a mass exodus of as many as
5,000 people from Kuwait in two weeks. In Amman on July
4th, 2,000 protested the mistreatment of Palestinians and
Jordanians in Kuwait, along with the Lebanese Army’s shelling
of Palestinian camps near Sidon, in the biggest demonstration
in Jordan since the end of the Gulf war.

The Islamic forces

Until the new democratic era, the Muslim Brotherhood was
the only organized force allowed to work openly in Jordan.
With the 1989 elections, the Islamic forces gained roughly one
— third of the seats in the parliament, constituting the single
biggest bloc. They were subsequently prominent in the mass
mobilization against the imperialist attack on Iraq and, in
January, Prime Minister Badran brought the Brotherhood into
his cabinet. In answer to a question as to whether the Islamic
forces have gained or lost influence as a result of the outcome
of the Gulf war and their own participation in government,
Lua’y Dabbagh said: «It is clear that the Islamic forces are
becoming weaker, but that does not mean that the left or other
nationalist forces are stronger. In the aftermath of the war,
mass participation and enthusiasm are less, as I explained,
because the masses feel the defeat. To some extent they hold the
political forces responsible for this. Since the Islamic forces are
the biggest group among these forces, they suffer the impact [of
this blame] more than others. Also their participation in
government negatively influenced their mass support, because
they diverted the struggle from facing the big problems our
society has. They worked to reinforce their presence in the
ministries they controlled and to limit the role of women. In
addition to their policies in the field of education, they
segregated employees in the Ministry of Social Development.
In a ministry that really depends on women — over 60% of the
employees are women — this obviously had a negative impact.»

Tayseer Al Zabri insisted that the relative decline in the
Islamic forces’ popularity was almost solely connected to their
record in government: «The people saw that they gave nothing.
In the social field, they confronted the women’s union. In the
field of education, they elicited the opposition of hundreds of
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thousands of people. In agriculture, they initiated nothing
except letting the sheep go to the forests to graze!»

The Muslim Brotherhood was not negatively affected by the
results of the Gulf crisis in Al Zabri’s view, but he added
another element to his evaluation: «This question is not
restricted to Jordan. People here see what the Islamic forces are
doing all over the Arab world. What did they do recently in
Tunis? In Algeria? When the country was heading towards
democracy and elections, they took to the streets, creating a
crisis and confronting the government, seeking to oust it. Many
people here are fearful of what might happen it they were to
depend on the Muslim Brotherhood. Perhaps also the clashes in
the West Bank and Gaza Strip [between Hamas and PLO
groups] have had an effect; people see that these things are not
to the benefit of the intifada...However, the Brotherhood is
still a strong party here, having spread their forces in many
areas. We need time, work and programs so people can
compare us with them. Now, with ministers in the new
government, we are in the spotlight. The people are watching us
and comparing our performance with the past.»

The conflict between the Muslim Brotherhood and the
progressive forces appears most intense on the social level,
particularly concerning education and women’s role in society,
but Lua’y Dabbagh explained that it exists as a political conflict
as well: «We don’t think all the Islamic forces believe in
democracy. Some Islamic officials have said that all non —
believers and leftists should be out of the society. Though we
join forces politically, especially for Palestine and supporting
Iraq, this does not mean we are in overall harmony in the
political field. I expect a confrontation to occur in the coming
session of the parliament when we discus the new laws; then the
divergence of ideology will become apparent...» Dabbagh
explained that it can at times be difficult to distinguish whether
disagreement with the Islamic forces is social or political,
because they themselves do not make this distinction: «They go
on the offensive on the social level to arrive at political results.
The social tension they have generated concerning the status of
women and Christians in the society could have dangerous
political consequences. This society has its defects, so such
tension cculd be disasterous, in the worst case leading towards
sectarian conflict.»

In discussing the Islamic forces, Dabbagh found it
important to distinguish between the religion itself and those
who believe in it and may instinctively be anti — imperialist and
anti — colonialist on the one hand, and the «political religion»
on the other. The political religion, as seen with the Muslim
Brotherhood, has traditionally had the role of compromise —

in Egypt, Jordan, etc.: «They found a way to coexist with the.

government even if the latter was pro — imperialist. In Jordan,
they did not constitute an opposition or even have a policy
against corruption. Their political role was limited until the
1989 elections, when they rushed on the scene. For the first time
in their history, the Brotherhood confronted the government in
Jordan, hoping to get votes, and they did.»

Concerning the strength of the Islamic forces, Dabbagh
pointed to two factors. The first is that religious ideology is
widespread among the masses, especially the less educated.
Secondly, the Muslim Brotherhood depends on bourgeois
strata, especially big and small merchants. «This sector is very
conservative and in a society like Jordan, we don’t expect its
role to decrease. However, the war and its consequences and
the new era in the world have weakened their ideology.»
Politically, the Unity Party seeks ways to cooperate with the
Islamic forces. «It is not in our interests to make an open
struggle with them,» stated Dabbagh, adding, «but we have to
confront them politically and in terms of their social policy,
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because the conflict this generates will have negative
consequences on democracy. Now, with the new government,
if the popular movement, the liberals and the bourgeoisie arrive
at any solution to the main social problems, this will be a shock
for the Muslim Brotherhood. If no solutions are found,
JANDA will take the blow as did the Brotherhood when the
upper bourgeoisie excluded them from this government.»

Pluralism and party proliferation

With the adoption of the National Charter, over 60 parties
applied to be licensed. I asked Lua’y Dabbagh if there was
political justification for such proliferation or if many of these
parties were based on personalities rather than clearly defined
programs. He discounted the role of individuals and rather
listed five reasons for this blossoming of pluralism: «One: This
is our first democratic experience in Jordan; the emergence of
so many parties is not strange, but a natural expression for a
highly politicized and educated society that has lived under
oppression. Two: Over the years, all pan — Arab and leftist
parties have operated in Jordan, especially the Palestinian
movement; the constellation is quite varied, so it is natural to
see many parties now that they are allowed. Third: It is obvious
that when we have always had a one — party system, the party
of the government and intelligence services, defending the
interests of a single class, the reaction will be a proliferation of
parties; even the bourgeoisie is a diversified class; so now
parties are blooming, representing all classes and strata. Four:
The history of many of these parties is connected with the Arab
national movement and its branches in different countries. In
Jordan, this has expressed itself in diversity. Let’s take the
Baath Party as an example. There are two sections, pro — Iraq
and pro-—Syria, but even within these branches you find
anti — regime groups that do not join the other branch; thus,
there are 6 — 7 projected Baath Parties now in Jordan.

«Five and in conclusion: We strongly believe in the basic
right of persons in Jordan to create parties as permitted by the
constitution. We must protect this right and not be afraid of the
proliferation of parties now, but we are not so superficial as to
think that in a society of 4 million, more than 60 parties can
survive. The political and social struggle will provide a natural
selector. The 60 parties will eventually be reduced to the few
which have the required dynamics and modes of struggle, and a
program which corresponds to the major issues of concern to
the main classes and strata.»

All three of the parties interviewed expressed satisfaction
with the state of cooperation within JANDA, which also
includes other leftist and nationalist groups, and individuals
connected to Fatah. The need for improving joint work stems
both from JANDA'’s new posts in the cabinet and the future
objective of forming a progressive national front in Jordan.
The Unity Party stresses that this front must rest on the unity of
the left, which will become increasingly pressing as the situation
evolves. Lua’y Dabbagh noted that such unity is not only an
objective necessity but also quite possible if dialogue is
intensified among the leftist parties: «The diversities among the
left parties are subjective. In our analysis and ways of facing
problems, we are very close. In some cases, the diversities
between parties are the same as diversities in each party
internally...Left unity is a task in our program.»

Jordan and Palestine

In June, King Hussein made headlines when he told the
French magazine Le Point that now is the time for
face —to—face talks with Israel. When asked about the
significance of this statement, Tayseer Al Zabri pointed out
that the royal court had denied this statement, saying the
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monarch was referring to the international conference where all
parties would meet. Aside from this, he based his assessment of
Jordan’s policy vis —a — vis the peace process on more overall
factors, including the PLO’s position: «I don’t think Jordan
will go it alone, repeating the example of Sadat, but I do think
the government is willing to make a joint
Palestinian — Jordanian delegation...I cannot emphasize that
the PLO will refuse because I think that many in the PLO
leadership want this.» He explained that as a Jordanian party,
the JPDP views this as a matter for the PLO to decide: «We
don’t intervene, but it is difficult to explain the PLO
leadership’s position. Here, in secret discussions with the
government, the PLO said they are willing to make a joint
delegation. In Damascus, they said they wanted an Arab
delegation. In Tunis and at the Central Council session, they
said they want a solely PLO delegation. We have heard many
different things and this makes people doubt...However, 1
don’t think that Arafat and his collegues will give the final
word on this matter without the participation of other parties,
especially the PFLP and DFLP. Such a matter requires
agreement between the three essential sections of the PLO.»

Commenting on King Hussein’s statement, Abdel Rahman
Al Majali said, «We do not welcome any statement which could
weaken the demand for an international peace conference, as
this detracts from creating a united Arab position and
coordination between the PLO and Jordanian government. He
noted that at present the JCP is not so concerned with the forms
of the peace process, but insists on affirming the principles
which would guarantee solving the Palestinian cause on the
basis of the relevant UN resolutions and restoring the
Palestinian people’s rights, including the establishment of their
independent state. It is thus most concerned with maintaining
the soleness of the PLO’s representation: «We oppose any
impairment of the PLO’s independent role in solving the
Palestinian cause,» he concluded.

Lua’y Dabbagh prefaced his remarks by reminding that the
Jordanian government has always been ready to open dialogue
on the basis of resolutions 242 and 338. However, there are
changes in the regional situation as well as in Jordan’s own
role. Since the 1988 decision to disengage from the West Bank,
the Jordanian role in the peace process is secondary, and it will
not negotiate on behalf of the Palestinians, especially if the
PLO does not want this. Dabbagh suggested that the king’s
statements were intended to introduce a new element in the
context of the stalemate of the peace process: «There is a move
to resolve the problem of the Palestinians’ representation in the
proposed regional conference. We in the Unity Party are
against Jordan participating in such a conference because it is a
substitute for an international conference, and aims to focus on
bilateral settlements and avoid the Palestinian problem which is
central. No major player in the region says it opposes dialogue
with Israel, but the question is how. We strongly support the
PLO’s position for an international conference with the
participation of all parties, and the PLO representing the
Palestinians.»

Concerning the prospects for a joint Palestinian —
Jordanian delegation, Dabbagh noted that the Unity Party is
not optimistic about the peace process advancing now due to
the Israeli demands. «However, if there really is a peace
process, the new Jordanian government has the cards it needs
to play in order to ward off US pressure and seek an agreement
with the PLO; perhaps then, there would be a joint delegation,
but this is not the case now. Some are saying that this is the ideal
government to approach the peace process as the US wants, but
1 don’t think it will be as the US wants. We think that there are
red lines that Prime Minister Masri cannot cross. The nature of
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the forces that support the new government puts some kind of
conditions as to what kind of peace it must seek. If the PLO
wants a solution to the problem of Palestinian representation,
there is the possibility of a joint delegation. As a Jordanian
party, we support the Palestinians’ rights to independence,
creating their state, self —determination and return. In
principle we oppose a joint delegation, but we don’t oppose the
PLO’s choice. However, as a Jordanian nationalist party, we
seek the liberation of Palestine, notwithstanding the unity [of
Palestinians and Jordanians] created in Jordan. No Jordanian
can think differently.»

The intifada is the frontline

In Amman you can ask anybody about the connection
between Jordan and Palestine, between democratization and
the intifada, and they will tell you there is a direct, daily,
two—way relationship. The progress of the intifada is
front — page news in the press, and reactions to major events in
occupied Palestine are immediate and often emotional. This
closeness is based on social as well as political realities. Over
70% of the population in Jordan have relatives in the occupied
territories. Though Jordan is surely the country in which
Palestinians in exile are most integrated, their roots remain in
Palestine. Many Palestinians not resident in Jordan come here
to meet their families from the occupied territories.

While the intifada was one of the factors motivating the
new policy in Jordan, democratization east of the Jordan River
also fuels the intifada. According to Lua’y Dabbagh, «If there
is a revolution in Jordan, a new kind of democracy, this will
support the intifade more than anything, providing it with
endurance that will rule out any unjust solution. When the
Jordanian- people have the right to participate in
decision — making, the Palestinians are protected, because the
people support the Palestinian cause; even if the government
changes, this popular support will remain. The popular
movement here is deeply affected by the performance of the
intifada in facing up to Israel. The movement in Jordan has
always had the Palestinian cause as a top priority. In the last
three years, the intifada has taken top priority on the agenda of
the partics and mass organizations. Mobilizing material
support to the intifada and spreading its message all over
Jordan has been a main duty of the Unity Party on a daily basis
— our main task after defending democracy.»

Something like the majority of families in the West Bank
depend on their families in Jordan for economic support, and
this has surely increased with the exodus of Palestinians from
the Gulf oil states. Sectors of the West Bank economy depend
on the Jordanian market and vice versa. This interdependence
was devastatingly apparent in 1988, when the Jordanian dinar
collapsed, inflicting added economic hardship on the
population of the occupied territories. However, Tayseer Al
Zabri, who is a member of the Committee to Support the
Intifada, noted that even with the economic crisis, people in
Jordan are giving more now to the intifada than before under
martial law and its restrictions. He also noted the intertwining
of the political processes affecting Jordan and Palestine: «We
put the intifada as an essential matter for our movement in the
wake of the Gulf crisis, along with the defense of democracy in
Jordan, because both are effective tools against the US and
Israeli plans to dominate the region.»

One comes away with the impression that the intifada is not
at all an external matter for people in Jordan, but rather a part
of their lives. Abdel Rahman Al Majali spoke for many when
he said: «The intifada is the frontline for defending Jordan,
while Jordan and its people, Jordanian and Palestinian, are the
intifada’s strategic depth.»

27






ventured in the direction of Jezzine. The
government was obviously banking on
US intervention to ease army
deployment in Jezzine and avoid
confrontation with the Israeli and SLA
forces, but was it so naive to think such
US accomodation was forthcoming? In
any case, Israel has categorically refused
to withdraw either from Jezzine or the
occupied security zone. More likely than
Israeli withdrawal is a future attempt by
the US to have the Lebanese
government, at Israel’s behest, enact the
resettlement of Palestinians in Lebanon,
which is tantamount to forcing them to
relinguish their right to return to
Palestine. This could be part of the many
behind — the — scenes deals being

discussed in conjunction with the
proposed regional conference.

The struggle for South Lebanon is,
however, far from over, as seen in the
almost daily attacks on the Israeli
occupiers and SLA by Lebanese
resistance fighters. In this escalation of
resistance operations, four Israeli
soldiers were killed in the first half of
July, while the SLA has suffered even
heavier casualties. Israeli — SLA shelling
and bombing of southern villages
continues unabated, while on July 24th,
the Israeli air force struck as far north as
Damour, only nine miles from Beirut. It
is hard to see that sovereignty with any
real meaning has been established by the
Lebanese Army deployment.

In whose interests is it that
Palestinian blood be shed?

The following was translated by Amr Dasouqi from Al Makatel Al
Thawri (The Revolutionary Fighter), the magazine of the PFLP’s
military department, issue no. 102, July 1991.

Despite the flexibility demonstrated
by the Palestinian leadership vis — a — vis
the Taif agreement and the deployment
of the Lebanese Army, this army opened
fire on the Palestinians in South
Lebanon. The Lebanese authorities
insisted on postponing an official
dialogue with the Palestinian leadership
and instead launched a campaign of
searches, raids and arrests against
Palestinians in a number of areas. But
most surprising were the statements of
the Lebanese Army commanders and a
number of ministers lauding the great
victory scored against the Palestinians.
These statements reached a degree that
would make one think that the victory
had been scored against the Zionist
enemy and its agents, who have seized
extensive areas of South Lebanon.

It is noteworthy that these areas of
South Lebanon are, from a Zionist
perspective, regarded as part and parcel
of «Greater Israel.» This view has been

reiterated by the Zionist leaders who

repeatedly announce that Israel will not
withdraw from South Lebanon, even if
the Palestinian military presence is
totally eliminated.

Why then did the Lebanese
authorities create these clashes? In
whose interests are these «victories» they
are talking about? In whose interests is
the campaign of searches, raids and
arrests launched by the Lebanese
authorities, despite their knowledge of
how flexible and responsive the
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Palestinians have been in relation to the
Taif agreement and the deployment of
the Lebanese Army throughout all
Lebanon? Why did the Lebanese
authorities insist on fighting instead of
talking?

There is no doubt that the Lebanese
authorities were banking on the illusive
promises of the US, and thus working to
meet the Israeli conditions which
stipulate liquidation of the Palestinian
revolution, the Lebanese National
Resistance Front and the Islamic
nationalist forces, in order to guarantee
Israel’s northern borders. In return, the
Lebanese authorities vainly hope that
UN resolution 425, stipulating Israeli
withdrawal from Lebanon, will be
implemented. It seems that the
authorities have totally forgotten about
the Zionists’ dreams of controlling the
water resources of South Lebanon,
chiefly the Litani River, and their
relentless efforts to bind Lebanon with
economic and security treaties. Until
Israel achieves these goals, it will
continue blackmailing the Lebanese
authorities by demanding withdrawal of
the Syrian troops from Lebanon.
Moreover, Israel will continue its efforts
to abrogate the Treaty of Friendship and
Cooperation  between Syria and
Lebanon, and to sever Lebanon’s ties
with the Arab world under false security
pretexts.

Together with their Lebanese
brothers. the Palestinians have offered

great sacrifices to defend Lebanon
against the Zionists™ greedy ambitions
and to liberate the occupied parts of
Lebanon. The Palestinians remain wil-
ling to participate in this struggle of de-
fense and liberation. More importantly.
the Palestinians have learned from their
own experience that the Palestinian
camps and masses and the Lebanese land
and people can only be protected by the
joint Palestinian — Lebanese resistance.
which should continuc as long as Isracl
continues to occupy Lebanese territory.
In addition. it has become verv clear
that, in principle. the Palestinians in
Lebanon have the same rights and duties
as the Lebanese people. and that they
should enjoy these rights after having
been deprived of them for so long.

Hence, it is necessary to continue
dialogue  between the Lebanese
government and the PLO, the
sole, legitimate representative of the
Palestinian people wherever they are.
This dialogue should resolve all unsettled
issues and address the points of
disagreement in order to resolve them in
a democratic manner — removed from
threats and fighting. In our view, all
fighting should be directed against the
Zionist enemy.

When the UN Security Council
passed resolution 425 in 1978, there was
no mention of the Palestinian armed
presence in Lebanon. Therefore, all
Lebanese and Arab endeavors should be
channeled into forcing Israel to comply
with that resolution unconditionally.
Instead of pressuring the nationalist
resistance, pressure should be exerted on
the US, the self — proclaimed «guardian
of human rights» and «defender» of UN
resolutions, because the US along with
its stepchild, Israel, is the party
hampering implementation of this UN
resolution, as well as those pertaining to
the Palestinian question. The Palesti-
nians, on the contrary, have been
struggling to cnact these resolutions.

The Lebanese authorities should also
know that the sole beneficiary of the
destruction of the Palestinian and
Lebanese national resistance is the
Zionist enemy and, of course, the US
administration.

Finally, dialogue between the
Lebanese government and the PLO is a
very urgent matter; it is also incumbent
on the Lebanese nationalist forces and
personages to reject the army’s
transgressions against the Palestinian
camps. These matters are no less
important than the collective task of
confronting the Zionist enemy to force it
to relinguish the parts of Lebanon it has
occupied. We should all move now
before it is too late — before we all fall
victim to the Zionist state’s ambitions @
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continue the unjust fight against the
Eritreans and other national movements
in Ethiopia, Mengistu sought and
obtained Israeli support. This last action
made it undoubtedly clear that the
Mengistu regime’s originally progressive
role in the region had been exhausted.

Today the opposition forces in
Ethiopia are united within the Ethiopian
People’s Democratic Revolutionary
Front (EPDRF) which is composed of six
organizations working within a national
front, based on a democratic program.
The EPDRF’s main aims were to topple
the Mengistu regime and establish a
democratic government based on
political pluralism. A significant element
of the EPDRF’s National Charter
emphasizes the right of the nationalities
to independence, as opposed to the
National Constitution of the defeated
regime which only gave the right to
autonomy. Perhaps this explains the
EPLF’s coordination with the EPDRF
over the past several years.

The EPLF, a Marxist— Leninist
organization, has a broad base
composed mainly of peasants and
workers; it has been liberating Eritrea bit
by bit since the mid—1970s through
armed struggle. Consequently, the same
factors which weakened Mengistu’s
regime, and strengthened the Ethiopian
opposition forces, also gave a push
forward to the Eritrean liberation
process, but the decisive force behind
Eritrea’s freedom was the popular
struggle, organized by the EPLF.

The EPLF’s program

Unity, a clear political line and sound
leadership, coupled with self — reliance,
were the major elements of Eritrea’s
struggle for independence. Since the
early 1970s, the EPLF has been able to
mobilize most of the masses and realize
tactical and strategic achievements based
on a program for ending Ethiopian
domination in Eritrea and establishing
an independent democratic state. To this
end,the EPLF and the ELF ended their
civil war in 1974 and concentrated all
their efforts in the battle against
occupation, although they never actually
united in one organization.

At the same time, the EPLF has been
preparing for independence by building
an infrastructure in the liberated areas.
They have developed agriculture to
provide for their people’s needs, and
have also set up workshops to produce
certain items like shoes and clothing. In
addition to this, they have set up several
hospitals, medical clinics and schools.

As was mentioned before, the EPLF
has worked closely with the EPDRF,
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militarily and politically, based on a
mutual agreement that prevents the
latter from entering Eritrean land and on
recognition of the Eritrean people’s right
to self —determination and secession.
This is a clear demonstration that the
EPLF is in complete control of Eritrea’s
territory. At the same time, the EPLF’s
decision not to participate in the interim
government formed by the EPDREF,
testifies to the former’s determination to
achieve independence. A recent cxam-
ple of cooperation between the two
fronts is the official agreement that .al-
lows Ethiopia to use the port of Assab.
which is its main access to the sca. In
turn. the EPDRF officially recognized
the Eritrean front's desire to hold a re-
ferendum on Eritrea’s future. whereby
Eritreans can vote for the type of rela-
tion they want with Ethiopia: indepen-
dence. province or confederation. A UN
- supervised referendum has been a
priority for the EPLF since 1980. in
order to gain international legality for
Eritrea and safeguard its sovereignty in
the future.

The ground - breaker of the
Eritrean liberation process, and that
which most enabled the Eritreans to
achieve victory, is the armed struggle.
For over 30 years the EPLF has
steadfastly fought and given this form of
struggle utmost priority. Although they
suffered a military setback in the mid
1970s, due to the regime’s escalated
offensive, assisted by the Soviet Union,
the Eritreans never wavered or
surrendered. The opposite is true; they
continued to fight and grow stronger.
The EPLF was consistent and persistent
in pursuing its goals, and its
revolutionary practice never gave way to
making concessions.

We can safely say that steadfastness
and the accumulation of correct re-
volutionary struggle have been rewarded
with victory. And since the Eritreans’
struggle is an integral part of the interna-
tional liberation movement., their victory
is a victory for all just struggles. giving
hope and encouragement to all people
fighting for freedom.

Solidarity from Sweden

We received the following message of solidarity from the KPMLr
(Communist Party Marxist — Leninist, revolutionary) in Sweden.

To PLFP and PLO:

We the 500 participants at the
summer camp of KPMLr express our
solidarity with the Arab masses and the
struggle of the Palestinian people.

When the dust after the Gulf war has
now settled and the propaganda phrases
diminished, the reasons for and the
effects of the war can be still more clearly
visible. With promises of money and
threats, the USA, as the sole dominating
superpower in the world, has been able
to fight a war in the name of the UN with
the aim to gain total control over the oil
resources that justly should belong to the
Arab masses. With the reason of fighting
for human rights and UN resolutions,
more than 100,000 people have been
killed, a country has been bombed 100
years back and the corrupt dictatorship
in Kuwait has been restored. At the same
time, the USA is totally uninterested in
putting in practice 25 year old
resolutions calling on Israel to withdraw
from the West Bank and Gaza, 40 year
old resolutions calling on Israel to let the
banished Palestinians return to their
country, and innumerable resolutions
calling on Israel to respect the basic
human rights of the Palestinians. No

American forces, neither in their own or
UN uniforms, have been employed to
protect the Palestinians. No real
initiatives are taken to solve the
Palestinian question in the only way that
is possible to reach «a lasting peace in the
area,» namely a just solution. This is no
surprise since the US aims are not justice
or peace but power, wealth and control.

The struggle of the Palestinian
people is now facing a hard period in the
shadow of «Pax Americana.» The latest
assault, the attack of the Lebanese army
against the Palestinians in Lebanon,
must be strongly condemned. Historical
experiences, e.g. from the massacre in
Sabra and Shatila, show that the obvious
right for the Palestinians to defend
themselves must be recognized.

This is not the first time that your
struggle is facing strong difficulties, but
as in 1948, 1967 and 1982 we know that
your struggle will survive and reach still
higher levels due to your knowledge,
experience and consciousness. We, that
always rejoiced in your success, are of
course also standing beside you during
your difficult times. Our enemy is also
yours and your enemy is ours.

KPMLr summer camp, 6 July 1991







