








Editorial

For A Unifying PNC

The meeting in Amman, which was termed the 17th ses-
sion of the PNC, started on November 22nd and ended its work
on the 28th. It was boycotted by the maijority of the Palestinian
organizations and by a good number of national personalities.

The reasons for this boycott were clearly and openly
stated by the Democratic Alliance (PFLP, DFLP, PCP, PLF).
The Democratic Alliance refused to attend for two main
reasons: The timing of the meeting and the place. The Demo-
cratic Alliance asked the Central Committee of Fatah to post-
pone the meeting in order to have more time for further efforts
to bring all the Palestinian organizations into a comprehensive
national dialogue. This dialogue was supposed to result in an
agreement concerning the political and organizational pro-
grams to be presented at a later PNC. This, of course, did not
take place.

As for the place, the Democratic Alliance considered
Amman a dangerous choice because of the political connota-
tions involved. The Jordanian regime has done its best over
the past years to obtain a mandate from the PLO and Arab
summits to negotiate the future of the West Bank and Gaza
Strip with the USA and ‘Israel. The Jordanian regime has
made it plain that it considers UN Security Council resolution
242 and the Reagan plan as a suitable basis for such negotia-
tions. The PLO, for its part, had previously rejected both.

The Democratic Alliance expressed its concern about
holding the meeting in Amman for these political reasons.

In any case, the meeting which took place in Amman lost
its political and organizational legality in the moment it was
boycotted by the majority of the organizations, for this violated
the basic principle upon which the PLO was established, i.e.
the principle of a broad coalition of all the political representa-
tives of the various social strata of the Palestinian people.

Moreover, the process whereby a quorum was achieved
in Amman further underlined the illegality of the meeting. As of
the 16th session, the PNC had 384 members, of whom six had
died since the last session, leaving 378. The two-thirds major-
ity required as a quorum was thus 252 members in attendance,
with less than 127 absent. However, 168 members of the PNC
did not attend the meeting in Amman. For the purpose of mus-
tering a quorum in Amman, 47 members were changed in
mathematical juggling contrary to the rules and regulations of
the PNC.

Dangerous results
The results announced in Amman showed how very jus-
tified the concern and fears of the Democratic Alliance were. In

fact, the results ring the bell of danger that the PLO might be led
astray by the new Egyptian-Jordanian alliance.

The meeting, although rejecting the Camp David agree-
ments, opened the door wide for contacts and relations with
the Egyptian regime. At the same time, the meeting of Amman
decided to have «special» relations with the Jordanian regime.
The proposals of King Hussein, presented in the speech he
delivered at the opening session, were neither rejected nor
accepted, but referred to the Executive Committee for study.

These three issues indicate that the Fatah leadership has
in mind to go ahead with a new political move together with the
Jordanian and Egyptian regimes, aimed at paving the way for
negotiations on the future of the West Bank and Gaza Strip.

What next?

The meeting in Amman is not «the end of the world». This
is what Dr. George Habash, General Secretary of the PFLP,
said in his recorded message to the Palestinian people. The de
facto which the Central Committee of Fatah is trying to force on
the rest of the Palestinian organizations will not last long. The
PFLP has already announced the outline of its plan of action for
the near future:

The first point in this plan is quite important because it
stresses the determination of the PFLP, and its allies in the
Democratic Alliance, not to support, facilitate or participate in
any effort to create parallel institutions to those of the PLO.

The second point is that the PFLP will put all its efforts into
strengthening the alliance between the organizations of the
Democratic Alliance, and will work to broaden the Democratic
Alliance by inviting nationalist figures to join.

The third point is that the Democratic Alliance will work to
pave the way for a comprehensive Palestinian national
dialogue that will lead to a unifying PNC as soon as possible.

In summary, the democratic forces that boycotted the
meeting in Amman will not accept the results of that meeting,
but at the same time will not create a parallel PLO in any form.
Rather, the democratic forces will continue the dialogue with
the Central Committee of Fatah and with the National Alliance
(Fatah opposition, Saiqa, PFLP-General Command, Popular
Struggle Front) to prepare for a unifying PNC.

How things will go in the immediate future is very difficult
to foresee, because the efforts of the Democratic Alliance will
not be exerted in a static situation. Yet we can be sure of one
thing: The coming months will be quite decisive for the future of
the PLO.

Our efforts continue to have subscriptions pay a reasonable share of the production
expenses of Democratic Palestine . Please help us in this endeavor by sending the subscription fee
of US $ 24 for 12 issues by check to Democratic Palestine, Box 12144, Damascus, Syria. If possi-
ble, leave the line denoting receiver blank on your check. We hereby express our great apprecia-
tion of those who have paid their subscription, and urge others to do the same as soon as possi-

ble.
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Joint Communique

On the 25th of November, 1984, the Palestinian Democra-
tic Alliance held a high-level meeting with the participation of all
its parties. The meeting discussing the issues on its agenda
took the following decisions:

1- The Democratic Alliance emphasizes its absolute
rejection of the political initiative proposed by King Hussein.
This initiative bears serious dangers to the PLO's being the
sole representative of the Palestinian people, and to the rights
to return, self-determination and independent Palestinian
national state. The Democratic Alliance calls upon all the
Palestinian national forces and elements inside and outside
the occupied homeland to express their rejection of this initia-
tive. It also appeals to everyone who honors high national
interests, including those participating in the Amman meeting,
to stand against this initiative and to prevent its endorsement.
This can be achieved by emphasizing commitment to the
Aden-Algiers agreement supported by broadest Palestinian

2- The meeting appreciates highly the results of the
Democratic Alliance delegation’s recent visit to Moscow and
the meetings held with comrades in the Central Committee of
the CPSU. The visit, especially in the context of the current
complicated situation, reemphasizes Soviet Union's concem
for the unity of the Democratic Alliance parties on the basis of
a policy which guarantees the continuation of Democratic
Alliance’s unificationist role in restoring the unity of the PLO
and in safeguarding its national line against imperialism and
Zionism.

3- The meeting affirms its absolute solidarity with the com-
rades in the Palestinian Liberation Front under the leadership
of its Central Committee headed by General Secretary Com-
rade Talat Yaqoub. In this context, Democratic Alliance con-
demns the position taken by the Central Committee of al-Fateh
by encouraging the divisionist elements in the PLF and dealing
with them as representatives of the Front. This position con-
tradicts the basis of keeping national unity and the legitimacy of
the institutions of the revolution’s organizations.

DFLP -PFLP - PLF - PCP

masses.

(25.11.1984)

PFLP Visits Greek Communist Party

On September 25th, comradely
talks took place between the Communist
Party of Greece (CPG) and the PFLP at
the CPG Central Committee headquar-
ters.

The two parties condemned
imperialism’s adventurist cold war pol-
icy, especially that of the USA; they
emphasized the unprecedented threat
this poses to all mankind. They expres-
sed support to the peaceful proposals
presented by the Soviet Union, other
socialist countries, and various states
and personalities, intended to end inter-
national tension and reestablish detente
and peaceful coexistence as a prelude
to total disarmament.

Concerning the Middle East, the
two parties strongly condemned all
imperialist-Zionist-reactionary  plans,
especially the Camp David accords and
the Reagan plan. They condemned the
construction of Zionist settiements on
occupied Palestinian land and the Israeli
authorities’ terrorist acts against the
Arab people of Palestine. Special atten-
tion was accorded to the latest Soviet
proposals on the Middle East, consi-
dered as animportant contribution to the
search for a just, lasting solution. An
essential condition for such a solution is
the complete withdrawal of the Israeli
forces from all occupied Arab land, and
recognition and respect of the legiti-
mate, inalienable national rights of the

Arab people of Palestine, chiefly their
right to return, self-determination and
the establishment of an independent
state on their national soil according to
the UN resolutions.

The two parties reaffirmed the
importance of preserving Palestinian
national unity within the PLO on the
basis of the resolutions of the PNC's
16th session and the Aden agreement,
which ensure the PLO’s anti-imperialist
position and alliance with the progres-
sive Arab forces.

The CPG delegation reaffirmed the
Greek Communists’ solidarity with the
PFLP and all Palestinian revolutionaries
and progressives. The CPG appreciates
the role these forces are playing in unit-
ing the PLO and struggling to achieve
the legitimate national rights of the
Palestinian and Arab peoples.

The PFLP delegation reaffirmed the
Front's solidarity with the CPG and its
struggle in the interests of the Greek
working class and toiling masses.

The two parties reaffirmed their sol-
idarity with the Lebanese nationalist
forces and the Lebanese National
Resistance. They proclaimed support
for their struggle to force the Israeli
occupiers’ withdrawal from Lebanon, to
guarantee the sovereignty, unity and
democratic  development of the
Lebanese people.

The two parties reaffirmed their sol-
idarity with Syria in its struggle to liberate
the occupied Golan Heights and to com-
bat all imperialist-Zionist-reaction-
ary attempts at internal sabotage aimed
at weakening Syria's steadfastness and
confrontation of the Camp David
accords and the US-Israeli threats.

The two parties advocated an
immediate halt to the Iran-lraq war,
reiterating their position that it serves

only the interests of imperialism and

reaction in the region.

They declared their solidarity with
the people of Cyprus and condemned
the declaration of the ‘state’ in the north-
ern part of Cyprus which is occupied by
the Turkish forces. They supported the
struggle of the Cypriot people for a
united, independent, sovereign and
non-aligned Cyprus, free of Turkish and
other foreign forces, on the basis of UN
resolutions.

The two parties reaffirmed their sol-
idarity with all anti-dictatorial, anti-racist
national liberation movements in Asia,
Africa and Latin America, against the
domination of imperialism and its local
agents, and for national liberation,
democracy and progress. They con-
demned the acts of violence and perse-
cution against nationalists and progres-
sivesin Iraq, Iran, Bahrain, Oman, Saudi
Arabia, Jordan, Sudan and other Arab
countries.

Finally, the two parties reaffirmed
their determination to strengthen their
bilateral relations. [ )
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occupied territories. In short this is an
attempt to split the Palestinians along
class as well as political lines, breaking
the national unity that has thwarted
Camp David's ‘autonomy’, ‘civil’
administration, the village league
scheme, etc. Instead a new Palestinian
‘leadership’ would be formed to preside
over the ‘development’ of the occupied
territories in line with US-Zionist
interests. This would provide the pre-
requisite for the reactionary Arab
regimes to enter negotiations with ‘Is-
rael’ and expand Camp David.

Small carrots and big fists

The clearest proof that Israeli
‘goodwill’ is only intended to split the
Palestinian position can be found in the
treatment simultaneously meted out to
nationalist leaders and the masses. Lib-
eral supporters of the Zionist state would
like to depict these gestures as achange
from the Likud's iron fist. On the con-
trary, these gestures can and will only be
made as an embellishment on the iron
fist.

While Peres was breathing ‘good-
will’' in mid-October, the major nationalist
leaders of the West Bank were being
summoned by the military governor and
warned against political activities, espe-
cially of reactivating the National Gui-
dance Committee. While five Palesti-
nians were allowed to travel to the New
York capitalists’ conference, the major-
ity of nationalist leaders cannot leave the
country without special permission in
advance; some cannot leave their home
or their town. Israeli patrols are again
round-the-clock at the home of Bassam
Shakaa, the elected mayor of Nablus,
while the pro-Jordanian Thabet Masri,
deputy mayor and head of the Nablus
Chamber of Commerce, is now allowed
to open a bank. The carrot now being
offered to the select few is over-
shadowed by the iron fist still perched
over the heads of the vast majority.
Shakaa told A/ Fajr, October 19th, that
Shmuel Goren, the Israeli military coor-
dinator for the occupied territories,
threatened to «return the iron fist
stronger than ever before» if the
nationalists engage in politics.

Settler-state terrorism

The carrot has not reached into
most Palestinian towns, much less the
villages and camps. Life under occupa-
tion is much the same: Palestinian
demonstrations countered by IDF tear
gas and «shooting in the air», as hap-
pened when protests shook the West

Bank after Zionist terrorists launched a
rocket attack on a bus near Jerusalem,
killing one Palestinian and wounding ten
others, on October 28th. Again the
occupiers were out in force to attack
demonstrations on November 2nd when
Palestinians traditionally protest the Bal-
four declaration which gave British
imperialist backing to the Zionist project
in Palestine.

Settler provocations have become
bolder under the national unity govern-
ment with the fascist Kahane's par-
liamentary immunity being exploited to
the hilt. The pattern established in Um al
Fahm in the Galilee on August 29th has
since been repeated with slight varia-
tions in Dheisheh camp, south of
Bethlehem in early October, in Taibeh
on October 12th, and Haifa on October
14th. In all cases, Palestinians mounted
demonstrations against Kahane and his
settlers’ presence; in Haifa and Taibeh
they were joined by anti-fascist Israeli
Jews. In some cases, Kahane entered
the targeted area; other times the Israel
police kept him out. But in all cases the
provocation was used to crack down on
Palestinians.

In the six weeks after Kahane tried
to enter Um al Fahm, 300 residents were
interrogated for their role in the
demonstration. Police attacked the anti-
Kahane demonstrations in both Taibeh
and Haifa and made arrests. After 300
armed settlers had raided Duheisheh,
and Kahane had prayed near the camp’s
mosque, the camp was curfewed; eight
of its ten entrances were permanently
sealed; forty residents were detained.
Defense Minister Rabin approved the
settlers’ initiative to patrol the road in
front of the camp. The settlers are also
demanding that three rows of the camp
houses closest to the road be
demolished «to prevent stone-throw-
ing». This has with good reason elicited
fears among Duheisheh residents that
the occupiers are considering abolishing
the camp altogether. The refugee
camps and their inhabitants have no
place in the ‘development’ schemes for
the occupied territories; to the enemy,
they are a blemish constantly exposing
that ‘Israel’ is built on stolen land; they
are also a breeding ground for the fer-
vent nationalism which the Zionist
enemy aims to squash.

Aside from generally using
Kahane's campaign for expelling the
Palestinians from Palestine as an
excuse for more repression, the clearest
proof of the national unity government’s
support to settler violence came on

October 18th. On this evening, Al Khalil
(Hebron) was placed under curfew to
allow 7000 settlers to assemble in the
city center. Purportedly this was to
celebrate a Jewish feast, but the event
was sponsored by the Committee for the
Defense of Underground Settlers, i.e.
Zionist terrorists. Slogans and posters
lauding anti-Palestinian terror pervaded.
Members of the Knesset were in atten-
dance, and the rally was addressed by
Minister of Industry and Commerce,
Ariel Sharon, who pledged that next year
the event would be celebrated in Nablus,
the largest city of the West Bank.
Defense Minister Rabin had refused
requests by Peace Now, the Citizens’
Rights Movement and Al Khalil's Mayor
Natshe, to have the event cancelled.

The trap

Clearly the Zionist national unity
government holds out no prospects of
easing repression against our people.
Rather it is setting a trap for the PLO.
The Zionists are preparing for the antici-
pated reactivation of the US initiative in
the area with Reagan’s reelection. They
are consciously seeking to exploit the
situation created by Arafat's alliance
with the Jordanian and Egyptian
regimes, which threatens to split the
PLO on the one hand, and gives the
green light to collaborators on the other.
This does not mean that the Zionists are
ready to deal with Arafat, or that they are
willing to give meaningful power to the
Palestinian bourgeoisie under occupa-
tion. It does mean that they will try to
exploit the disarray in the PLO to
stabilize their own control over all the
occupied territories in the context of
imperialist ‘peace’ in the area. Once
again, ‘peace’ initiatives which circum-
vent the Palestinians’ legitimate rights
are proven to be a cover for more Zionist
expansion and aggression.

At this point we see the direct rela-
tion between the situation in occupied
Palestine and the efforts being made, by
the Democratic Alliance in particular, to
reunite the PLO on the basis of the
Aden-Algiers agreement with Fatah's
Central Committee. Our masses under
occupation need the backing of a strong,
united PLO in resisting the enemy’s new
attempts to divide and squelch their
struggle. In particular, the Aden-Algiers
agreement's stress on rebuilding the
Palestinian National Front, to lead the
popular struggle against occupation,
provides the means for resisting both the
fraudulent Zionist carrot and the very
real Zionist terror. o
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Jordan

Tactics for Reviving the Reagan Plan

When Jordan's King Hussein
became the first Arab head of state to
resume full diplomatic and political ties
with Egypt, there was quick agreement
among observers that the king was lay-
ing the ground for eventual negotiations
with ‘Israel’ on the basis of the Reagan
plan some time after the US presidential
elections. For his part, Egyptian Presi-
dent Mubarak lost no time in capitalizing
on the Jordanian offer. He visited
Amman within days of Jordan's
announcement of the resumption of
relations, and confidently urged other
Arab states to follow Jordan's lead. The
Iraqgi government extended an invitation
to Mubarak to visit Baghdad and indi-
cated it was only a matter of time before
relations with Egypt were officially
restored.

It appeared that the stage was
rapidly being set for a formal end to
Egypt’s isolation in the Arab world, and
that the Reagan plan, conceived by the
US president as a mechanism for imple-
menting the Camp David accords, was
once again gathering momentum.

Yet as soon as Jordan's intent to
reestablish relations with Egypt was
made public, a number of statements by
various Jordanian officials, including the
King and Crown Prince Hassan, stres-
sed commitment to a comprehensive
settlement of the Arab-Israeli conflict.
This would imply rejecting bilateral or
trilateral talks on the status of the
occupied West Bank and Gaza Strip,
offering instead to participate in an inter-
national peace conference under the UN
auspices. In fact, Jordan’s move came
against the background of repeated
public statements expressing dissatis-
faction with the US’s Middle East policy,
which in the words of King Hussein «is
completely biased in favor of Israel». At
the same time, Jordan was pressing its
overtures to the Soviet Union and pre-
paring for King Hussein to visit Moscow.

If Jordan’s motive for unilaterally
ending the diplomatic boycott of Egypt
was to help reactivate the Reagan plan
in anticipation of a fresh US Middle East
drive after the elections, how then can
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we explain other Jordanian actions and
signals that indicate a desire to keep a
safe distance from US-sponsored initia-
tives? Why would King Hussein risk
what was certain to be a confrontation
with Syria at a time when Syria’s influ-
ence seemed to be at an unprecedented
level?

It is a fact of history that the Jorda-
nian regime has consistently acted in
concert with the objectives of
imperialism. Over the years, King Hus-
sein has proved himself to be a close ally
of the US and worked to insure Jordan's
collaboration with every regional plan
initiated or sponsored by the US. Jor-
dan’'s overstated ‘annoyance’ with the
Reagan Administration has in fact less
to do with the king's lack of desire to
accomodate the Reagan plan than with
the failure of the US to deliver on its own
promises. The US's unconditional sup-
portto ‘Israel’ under the Likud and failure
to pursue its own proclaimed strategy,
the Reagan plan, have left the Jordanian
regime in a precarious situation and
forced it to seek ways out of the
impasse. It was also feared that ‘Israel’
might in the meantime enter and occupy
the East Bank (Jordan) in order to create
a new set of facts before negotiations
got underway.

Royal Jordanian calculations
Jordan'’s initial strategy was based
on the assumption that the Likud would
be replaced by Labor in the last Israeli
elections, and that Reagan would seek
to reactivate his dormant plan soon after
his own reelection. King Hussein was
too politically vulnerable to act on his
own, and a strong reaction on the part of
Syria could be anticipated. Hussein thus
proceeded to protect his flanks by cul-
tivating eventual partners and preparing
to seize the initiative. Quietly, he unoffi-
cially ended all boycott of Egypt and
sought to get a majority of Arab League
member states to formally restore ties
with Mubarak’s regime. He gave strong
political and military support to Iraqin the
war with Iran, in return for Iraq's aban-
doning opposition to the Camp David

accords and Reagan’s plan. In the wil-
lingness of a number of right-wing ele-
ments in the PLO leadership to accomo-
date US strategy, King Hussein found a
basis for bringing in the PLO as a partner
in some form acceptable to the US and
eventually to ‘Israel’. This, of course,
means a PLO in a form that would effec-
tively do away with its status as the sole
legitimate representative of the Palesti-
nian people and bypass its demand for
an independent Palestinian state. In
addition, the king sought to normalize
Jordan's relations with the Soviet Union
which is the primary source of support
for Syria, other Arab nationalist states
and the PLO.

In effect, King Hussein proceeded
to prepare for the anticipated fresh US
initiative by seeking to encircle and neut-
ralize Syria, by reinforcing Jordan's
status as the legitimate party in any
negotiations on the future of the West
Bank and Gaza Strip, and by linking up
with Egypt as a prospective partner.
Arafat’s visit to Cairo provided the cover
for Hussein to make his own Egyptian
connection public. By inviting Mubarak
to visit Amman, Hussein also served
notice that Jordan intended to maintain
its role of chief broker in the new
alliance: At stake was the relative posi-
tion of Jordan and the PLO in the
developing partnership, and the King
sought to make it clear that Jordan
would certainly not be the junior partner.
The most the PLO could hope for in fact
was to name Palestinian members of a
Jordanian delegation to the prospective
talks, in return for conceding to the king
the role of chief negotiator on behalf of
the occupied territories. A Jordanian-
Egyptian rapprochment would go a long
way in insuring precisely that.

The PLO leadership, by opting for
the Jordanian connection and failing to
take the lead in confronting the US
strategy, in cooperation with the national
and progressive Arab forces and states
and the socialist countries, is com-
promising the fundamental objectives of
the Palestinian national movement at
this stage, namely self-determination
and the establishment of an indepen-
dent Palestinian state.

It should be clear that the recent
Jordanian decision to end the boycott of
Egypt can only be seen in light of the
regime's pursuit of a settiement of the
conflict with ‘Israel’ that will allow Jordan



to regain parts of the occupied West
Bank along the broad lines of the
Reagan plan. All talk of continued com-
mitment to a comprehensive settlement
amounts to little more than a signal to the
US administration that Jordan can ill
afford the perpetuation of the status quo
and that a fresh US initiative is impera-
tive. At most the regime’s tactics are
designed to keep open the long-shot
option of an international peace confer-
ence, though this option is most proba-
bly not viable given the current regional
balance of forces.

It follows that Jordan’s move must
be confronted in the context of the
broader struggle against the US-spon-
sored Camp David accords. Jordan will
now seek a new Arab consensus that
will represent a serious departure from
previous Arab League resolutions per-
taining to efforts to recover the occupied
territories. The proliferation of the Camp
David accords is underway.

Counterstrategy

The collapse of the US policy in
Lebanon, the abrogation of the May 17th
treaty between Lebanon and ‘Israel’, the
emergence of Syria as a major regional
power with massive Soviet assistance
and the Soviet's own recent diplomatic
advance in the Middle East, have all
contributed to a relative change in the
balance of forces in favor of the anti-
imperialist forces in the region, since the
1982 Israeli invasion of Lebanon. It is
significant that under such cir-
cumstances Jordan would risk provok-
ing Syria, which is strongly opposed to a
separate Jordanian-israeli deal. The
reason Jordan dares take this risk, in
addition to anticipating a fresh US initia-
tive, lies in the current fragmentation of
the Arab anti-Camp David front. The
Steadfastness and Confrontation Front
has for all practical purposes ceased to
function. Recent differences between
Algeria and Libya, the differences bet-
ween Syria and Fatah, the major organi-
zation of the PLO, have converged with
the serious differences that exist within
the PLO itself to cause obvious disarray
in the anti-imperialist camp.

The task of reestablishing the
PLO’s unity on an anti-imperialist plat-
form continues to be of paramount
importance. This view has been relayed
to the Palestinian organizations by all
the friends of the Palestinian people,
including the socialist countries. The
Aden-Algiers accord between the Cent-
ral Committee of Fatah and the Democ-
ratic Alliance continues to represent the

correct basis for restoring the unity of the
PLO on a sound political platform and
convening the 17th session of the
Palestinian National Council. All obsta-
cles to implementing this accord need to
be removed as soon as possible. Out-
standing disputed issues, including that
of Yasir Arafat, can only be resolved at
the PNC, the supreme Palestinian
institution. The democratic forces are
preparing for a sharp struggle at the
PNC against right-wing elements, the
most extreme of whom have no genuine
interest in national unity. In this struggle,
the democratic forces deserve the sup-
port of all who have a stake in a unified
PLO, including the national and progres-
sive Arab states. In this context, strict
adherence to the principle of the PLO’s
independence is requisite. Only a strong
independent PLO can be an effective
partner in a regional anti-imperialist
alliance, of which Syria, the Lebanese
progressive movement and the PLO are
the core.

By continuing to reject the principle
of a comprehensive Palestinian
dialogue with the participation of Fatah’s
Central Committee, the National
Alliance bears a major responsibility for
preventing the resolution of the current
crisis. By insisting on a fundamentally
adventurist line, the National Alliance
not only delays the process of reconcilia-
tion in the PLO, but also opens the way
for the right-wing tendency to pursue its
strategy of accomodating US policies

without any constraints. All illusions -

about an alternative ‘revolutionary’ PLO
only serve to accentuate the current

crisis and increase the vulnerability of
the Palestinian national movement. In
contrast, joining with the Democratic
Alliance in the struggle to adopt a
genuinely anti-imperialist platform at the
next PNC session is the only viable alter-
native to the current state of affairs that
threatens to marginalize the PLO, open-
ing the way for a US-sponsored settle-
ment that circumvents Palestinian self-
determination.

The dual task of restoring the unity
of the PLO and insuring Palestinian-
Syrian reconciliation lies at the heart of
current efforts to develop an anti-
imperialist counterstrategy. In the short
run, there is every reason to believe that
a firm Syrian-Palestinian-Lebanese
alliance is fully capable of foiling King
Hussein's plan to strike a separate deal
with ‘Israel’. In addition, this will assist
the Lebanese people in their struggle to
force an unconditional Israeli withdrawal
from southern Lebanon. On the other
hand, Syrian-Palestinian cooperation
will greatly facilitate the consolidation of
a broad Arab anti-imperialist front capa-
ble of holding off the emergence of a US-
sponsored regional pact. With the firm
backing of the Soviet Union, which is
making headway in breaking US
hegemony in the region, the balance of
forces will eventually be redressed in
such a manner as to make possible the
convening of an international confer-
ence and achieving genuine peace
based on Palestinian rights to self-deter-
mination and establishing an indepen-
dent state under the leadership of the
PLO. L

Newspaper headline: International Day of Solidarity with the Palestinian people.
Comment: 365 minus 1 equals 364 days to conspire against the Palestinians.
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Defense of
Democratic Freedoms
in Jordan

Jordan has been lacking democracy since the kingdom was
established. The constitution does not satisfy the requirements of
modern democratic life. Moreover, the authorities have constantly
violated the constitution as well as all democratic values. Martial law
and emergency provisions have been an integral part of Jordan’s

political life.

There has been an insistent
demand for democratic liberties ever
since the national movement and politi-
cal opposition came into existence. This
demand, however, has not had a
specific body to defend it. In view of this,
a number of people concerned with the
issue joined together on their own initia-
tive in Beirut, June 1979, to form the
Committees for the Defense of Democ-
ratic Freedoms in Jordan. The Commit-
tees took a series of steps, making con-
tacts, holding meetings and submitting
memoranda to Arab and international
bodies concerned with the question of
human rights and liberties. The memos
aroused interest in these bodies who in
turn contacted the Jordanian authorities,
and published some of them in their
annual reports and other material. After
the Israeli invasion of Lebanon in 1982,
and the departure of most of the leading
members of the Committees from
Beirut, new contacts were made to
organize the resumption of the Commit-
tees’ activities. As a result the Commit-
tees are now led by an expanded and
highly qualified General Secretariat.

The Committees welcome into their
ranks any democratic organization wil-
ling to participate in their activities. The
banner for the Committee’s work is step-
ping up the struggle for democratic
rights, which is an immediate daily con-
cern of vast sectors of the people in Jor-
dan. The right to political and trade union
activities is still fettered by the regime’s
arbitrary and coercive laws and mea-
sures, as are rights to employment,
travel, passport and expression.

The Committees for the Defense of
Democratic Freedoms in Jordan have
now taken a new step by beginning to
publish a regular bulletin in Arabic enti-
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tled Democratic Jordan, to be their
mouthpiece in the struggle for democ-
racy. The role of this bulletin is to rein-
force the call for democratic liberties, to
expose all coercive and arbitrary prac-
tices, and to defend all those who are
illegally detained, deprived of their basic
rights or otherwise mistreated.

1954 Uprising Commemorated

Significantly, the publication of the
first issue of Democratic Jordan coin-
cided with the 30th anniversary of the
popular uprising that occurred in Jordan
on October 16, 1954. This was sparked
by flagrant fraud in the parliamentary
elections, enacted by Tawfiq Abu
Huda’s government, with a view to sec-

uring a subservient parliamentary
majority that would approve linking Jor-
dan to imperialist pacts, and grant the
regime a free hand to suppress the mass
movement.

The masses in Jordan and the West
Bank rose up to reject the authorities’
having thus scorned their will. People
poured into the streets in thousands,
condemning both the electoral manipu-
lation and the regime’s policy of subser-
vience to the colonial powers. They
shouted for democracy and freeing Jor-
dan from the fetters of colonialism, then
symbolized by the 1948 treaty (with Bri-
tein), Glub Pasha’s control of the army,
and the administration of the country by
the British Embassy in Amman.

The armed forces were ordered into
the streets by General Glub to suppress
the demonstrations. In the resulting
clashes, scores of patriots were killed or
wounded. Yet the uprising was not in
vain, for it exposed the bogus character
of the emerging parliament, which as a
result had to be dissolved. Moreover, the
1954 uprising paved the way for later
mass movements protesting Jordan's
joining the Baghdad Pact, and demand-
ing that the army be transformed into a
patriotic one and that the colonial treaty
with Britain be cancelled. It also opened
the way for the advent of a patriotic
majority in the parliament that was
antagonistic towards imperialism and
under which, for a time, the country
enjoyed relative democratic liberties.

Political Prisoners

Today opposition to the regime'’s
policies continues to be displayed in a
variety of ways. One of the most signific-
antis the widespread support expressed
to the demands of the political prisoners
who waged a courageous hunger strike
in March. (See Democratic Palestine
no. 3). Since then the regime has
released some political prisoners while
at the same time continuing to detain
others. In September, another hunger
strike was staged, lasting two weeks, but
as yet the regime has not fulfilled the
demands for the release of those
detained solely on political grounds.
One example of public support to the
political detainees was the memoran-
dum submitted to the Council of
Deputies by 35 signatories representing
the popular, trade union and profes-

sional sectors in Karak province. The
memo stated in part: In response to the
political detainees’ appeal and consid-
ering their deteriorated health condi-
tion...we herewith declare our solidarity
and support their demands, including
the release of the detainees from
occupied Palestine, particularly those
whose term is or almost is over; the
release of those arrested on political
grounds and those who have not com-
pleted their sentence; and the restora-
tion of civil life and the operation of the
constitution.

Also noteworthy was the memoran-
dum to the Prime Minister submitted by
the Jordanian Engineers Association in
August. While demanding the release of
one of their imprisoned colleagues, the
Association also linked the demand for












1980. They had five basic demands: (1) No prison uniform;
(2) No prison work; (3) Free association; (4) Full remission on
sentences; (5) Adequate visits, food parcels and recreational/
education facilities.

The British government promised to concede these
demands and the hunger strike ended after 53 days. When the
British reneged on their promises, a second hunger strike led
by Bobby Sands began on March 1, 1981. By August 20, 1981,
ten republicans had died on the hunger strike and no meaning-
ful concession had been offered by the British government. By
October of that year the combination of concessions and the
intervention by the families of the hunger strikers at the critical
part in their sons’ hunger strike brought an end to this protest.
The British conceded on all the demands except the major one
of free association.

But importantly the massive support demonstrated for the
hunger strikers destroyed the thrust of Britain’s criminalisation
policy both nationally and internationally. That policy, which
was an integral part of Britain’s attempt to politically isolate the
Republican Movement from the Irish people, was buried by the
100,000 people who attended the funeral of Bobby Sands in
May 1981.

In the face of broad mass support for the hunger strikers,
the political response of the British government was one of
deceit. In attempt to pose as reasonable people but in reality to
stall for time in order to sap the will of the hunger strikers and
undermine support for their cause, the British government
encouraged and facilitated interventions by the European
Commission for Human Rights, the International Committee of
the Red Cross, the Irish Commission for Justice and Peace,
and various political and religious individuals including a papal
envoy. In the course of these interventions the British alluded
to concessions without producing the substance. Militarily the
response was equally typical of imperialism in crisis-naked
force. The British army and the RUC killed at least eight civi-
lians during this period of heightened protest, including three
children under 15 and a young married mother. Hundreds of
others were injured, many seriously and permanently, while
nationalist people were subjected to a massive upsurge in
arrests, house searches and mini-curfews.

Concerning the relation to armed struggle: During the
hunger strike in 1980, the level of IRA activity was deliberately
restricted. This, they explained, was in order to prevent any
diversion of public attention from the issues of the hunger
strike.

However, fearing that the British would very consciously
cause a protracted hunger strike in 1981, in order to maintain
a low level of armed revolutionary activity to accomodate their
scheme for normalisation, the IRA employed revolutionary
force throughout the second hunger strike.

By September '81 the British government had acknow-
ledged thirty-seven fatalities and over 150 casualties among
its forces over that nine month period as a result of IRA actions.
The largest proportion of these (29 deaths) were from the inde-
genous British forces of the RUC and UDR, reflecting their role
inthe forefront of Britain’s «Ulsterisation» of the war. Millions of
pounds worth of damage, for which the British government is
liable, was caused in attacks on commercial property, while
there were also two attacks on British military establishments
in Britain itself.

British security was also penetrated at the Sullom Voe oil
terminal in the Shetland Islands where the IRA planted a bomb
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on the day of an official visit by the English Queen.

The IRA seems to have had little need to explain its action
throughout this period. Against the background of young pat-
riots dying on hunger strike on almost a weekly basis, of chil-
dren being murdered on our streets by the British army and
intense general oppression, such an explanation would have
been superfluous. Thatis not to say, however, that the IRA has
not had to patiently explain its actions throughout the past fif-
teen years of armed struggle. But in circumstances which pre-
vailed during the hunger strike, the toleration of any people in
regard to the employment of revolutionary force is naturally
much higher.

How did Sinn Fein’s policy of contesting elections
develop?

Republican participation in the elections in 1981 was coin-
cidental rather than planned and in nature was more of an elec-
toral intervention than part of an electoral strategy. It was coin-
cidental in that in the occupied zone the opportunity arose out
of the death of the sitting independent nationalist MP for the
Westminister constituency of Fermanagh/South Tyrone at a
time when Bobby Sand's hunger strike was already well
advanced, and in the Free State as a result of a snap general
election called by Charles Haughey, the then premier, atatime
when four hunger strikers had already died. Republicans
seized these occasions as further opportunities of publicising
the prisoners’ cause.

In the event, the Irish electorate, where given the oppor-
tunity rallied to the hunger strikers. In Fermanagh/South
Tyrone, Bobby Sands, then 41 days on hunger strike, gained
30,492 votes on April 10, 1981, and was elected as MP to the
Westminister parliament in what was then the clearest rebuttal
of the British government'’s attempt to criminalise the struggle
and politically isolate republicans from the people.

In the August by-election which resulted from Bobby's
death, Owen Carron, his election agent, was then elected to
the same seat on an increased majority of 31,273 votes. Car-
ron’s intervention was instanced by the on-going H-Block cam-
paign and the legislation passed by the British Parliament after
Sands’ death which prevented prisoners from becoming par-
liamentary candidates.

In the Free State general elections in June '81, the elec-
toral intervention of H-Block prisoner candidates caused the
ousting of the incumbent government and the election of two
H-Block prisoners to the Free State parliament, Leinster
House. Between them the prisoner candidates gained some
40,000 votes. All of those candidatures were on the basis of the
H-Block campaign and not as members of the Republic Move-
ment.

From those electoral interventions and in conjunction with
our ongoing review of policy and analysis of the struggle, Sinn
Fein's electoral strategy evolved. It is perhaps necessary at
this point to explain the Sinn Fein attitude to the various elected
assemblies in Britain and Ireland. Republicans refuse to recog-
nise the legitimacy of the London or Dublin government author-
ity. That refusal is based on the refusal by those governments
to accept the democratic wishes of the Irish people as expres-
sed in the last all-Ireland election in 1918, when Sinn Fein won
78 out of 105 seats, and on the armed enforcement of the par-
tition of our own country by the British government in direct
contradiction of those wishes. The Sinn Fein constitution for-
bids any member to take his/her seat in any of the partitionist
assemblies in London, Dublin or Belfast. Sinn Fein candidates,
therefore, contest such elections on an abstentionist basis.



At our annual convention in 1981, where the electoral
strategy was intensely debated, there was some opposition
from members who have an inherent suspicion, based on his-
torical facts, of such a strategy. The majority however were
won to such a course of action by the soundness of the debate
and perhaps to no little degree by our National Director of Pub-
licity, Denny Morrison, who at the height of the debate asked:
«Who objects to our liberating Ireland with an Armalite in one
hand and a ballot paper in the other?»

Since then we have patrticipated in several elections. In
the elections to the Stormont Assembly in Belfast in October
'82, Sinn Fein gained 64,191 votes, winning five seats. This
represented 35% of the nationalist vote in the occupied six
counties. In the Westminister elections in June '83, we
increased that vote by 60%, gaining102,701 votes or 43.5% of
the nationalist vote in the six counties. The remaining 56.5% of
the nationalist vote went to the reformist Social Democratic
and Labour Party (SDLP). Our electoral strategy must, of
course, involve Sinn Fein in attempting to replace that party as
the majority nationalist voice. We can never, of course, hope to
totally erode the SDLP vote as a substantial part of their elec-
toral vote comes from the nationalist middle class whose
interests cannot be served by a radical republican party.

Sinn Fein has also won three out of four municipal by-elec-
tions which we have contested in the past fourteen months.

In June of this year, we contested the direct elections to
the EEC parliament on the basis of opposition to EEC member-
ship and NATO. We contested the elections both in the
occupied six counties and in the Free State. In the six counties
we maintained our percentage share of a reduced poll, getting
91,000 votes. The SDLP leader had a substantial increase in
his vote as a result of 30,000 unionist voters casting their votes
for the nominally nationalist SDLP to ensure a defeat for Sinn
Fein. However we do notbelieve that they can sustain that vote
and especially not in next year's municipal elections when we
shall witness the most important election to date in the struggle
for political representation of the nationalist people in the six
counties.

In the Free State we polled 54,672 votes in the EEC elec-
tions, giving us an all-Ireland total of 146,148 votes, represent-
ing 8.09% of all first preference votes cast throughout Ireland.
Fianna Fail, which is the largest party in the country and which
gained most votes in the EEC elections, polled 438,946 votes,
representing 24.31% of all first preference votes cast. So
clearly we still have much work to do both organisationally and
in making our policies relevant to all our people, especially in
the Free State.

IRA operations have continued abreast with Sinn Fein’s
electoral strategy and it would seem that there is an ongoing
refinement of their operations for maximum overall political
effect.

On international solidarity...

Irish republicanism has always been internationalist in its
outlook, an outlook which is probably best summed up by
James Connolly who was executed by the British for his part in
the 1916 rising against British rule in Ireland: «We mean to be
free, and in every friend of tyranny we recognise our enemy,
though he were as Irish as our hills.» Anditis probably best evi-
denced in the IRA volunteers who gave their lives in the Inter-
national Brigades fighting the fascists in the Spanish Civil War.

Today we correctly identify with oppressed and nationally
dispossessed throughout the world. Solidarity, because of
resources and geography, is all too often restricted to publicis-

ing other struggles and moral support which we recognise as
being of little comfort to the victims of Shatila, Kassinga or
British imperialism in Ireland.

We particularly identify with our Palestinian brothers and
sisters whose national dispossesion, like our own problems, is
rooted in the imperialist duplicity of the British government.

We have had a shared history: imperialist oppression.

We have a shared experience: struggle

We shall have a shared future: victory.

What has been the British response to the growing
strength of the Republican Movement?

British policy in Ireland has meant the gradual combining,
over a period of years, of all parts of the British government
machinery in pursuit of its desired objective which is the
maintenance of the status quo in Ireland for ideological,
strategic and economic reasons. This has meant the employ-
ment of political, social, economic and military initiatives
backed up by a well-developed psychological warfare
apparatus.

Politically it appears to bring about a settlement in the six
counties, which it hopes to secure through agreement between
the SDLP and the unionist parties - the consent of the Dublin
government requiring no more than SDLP agreement. Initially
this meant the introduction of some of the more obviously
necessary political reforms, which in no way threatened the
British occupation itself, in an attempt to gain nationalist sup-
port and politically isolate republicanism.

Militarily they set about attempting the total defeat of the
IRA. In its politico-military relationships the British army was in
the ascendency with disastrous results for the British govern-
ment’s plans. British army excesses against the nationalist
population, in combination with a murder campaign directed
against nationalists by loyalist murder gangs, destroyed any
benefits which the minor reforms may have gained for the
British government.

Despite this, the SDLP’s desperation for a share of power
led them, with the support of the Dublin government, into an
alliance with a section of the unionists in 1974. Ironically this
attempt at a settlement suitable to British requirements was
thwarted by loyalist paramilitaries and the ultra-reactionary
section of unionist politicians who had maintained the six coun-
ties for the British government for over fifty years. In the inter-
vening years all other efforts at bringing such a situation about
again failed, although at present another attempt is in
embryonic form.

Over that period the British have refined their politico-milit-
ary strategy but with the same ultimate objective. Politically
they have continued to seek the support of the would-be opin-
ion makers of the nationalist middle class while attempting, to
some extent, to be more selective in their application of
oppression; with republican political and military activists being
more accurately targeted for assasination and the prison
camps. The activities of the loyalist murder gangs, over which
British intelligence either has control or strong influence, were
tailored to meet British intelligence goals: their attempted
assassination of Sinn Fein President Gerry Adams and five
other members of Sinn Fein some months ago being an exam-
ple.

«The Law» according to Brigadier Gerard Kitson, the chief
theorist of British counterrevolutionary action, «should be no
more» than a cover for the disposal of «unwanted members of
the society». And so, in several variations, it has been used in
Ireland to remove those who are opposed to the British occu-
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pation. The latest variation has been the use of paid perjurers
as «crown witnesses» against republicans in the special jury-
less Diplock courts. Several hundreds of people have fallen
victim to this practice so far.

Militarily the British hope to reduce the intensity of
revolutionary force to a level which is «acceptable», that is, to
a level which cannot prevent the development of a political cli-
mate in which the SDLP and the unionists can successfully col-
laborate in a manner which alienates as few nationalists as
possible.

The theory is good but the practice is somewhat different
and underestimates the will of the Irish people to be free. The
size of the Sinn Fein vote in the six counties and the active sup-
port of the people, that have sustained fifteen years of IRA
armed resistance, testify to that. Nationalists are already alien-
ated and will not lie down.

In the face of the British imperialist policy, can you
comment on the political development and prob-

lems faced by the Republican Movement?

In the early years of this phase of the struggle for libera-
tion, some thought that it would be short in duration. Events
such as the British negotiated truces with the IRA in 1972 and
1975 tended to support this view. Indeed it was not for some
years after this that it was fully realised that the struggle was
going to be of a protracted nature.

Moreover, it took some time to realise that political work
and military activity in isolation -sometimes even in contradic-
tion- from each other could not bring about a British withdrawal
and the establishment of a unitary Irish state. On top of this is
the problem of the vastly differing conditions, created by parti-
tion, between the occupied six counties and the Free State. In
the six counties British imperialism is evident every day in the
presence of British forces patrolling our streets. In the Free
State, while the majority of the population aspire to a united Ire-
land, successive governments, which the majority of people
also view as legitimate, see such a state as a threat to their own
power, privilege and wealth. So while the Dublin government
pays lip sevice to Irish unity, in practice they set about the sup-
pression of republicanism.

These are but some of the major problems which republi-
cans have had to encounter in formulating policy and a
strategy for national liberation. The first hurdle to be crossed
was breaking out of the political isolation into which both the
London and Dublin governments were trying to push us. This
we have been fairly successful in countering in the six counties
but as is evident in our vote in the Free State, at the European
elections in June, we face a major political task there. Itis there
we have been concentrating a great deal of effort in building
our organisation, reviewing and updating policies to make
them more relevant to passive supporters of Irish unity whose
more immediate concern -in the absence of obvious symbols
of British imperialism- is daily economic survival: the working
class and small farmers, the socially and economically dep-
rived.

Militarily, the IRA has no illusions about their capabilities.
In several interviews over the years they have acknowledged
that they can never aspire to a military defeat of the British
army. Rather, they say they have set themselves the task of
making Britain’s occupation as costly as possible in terms of
both finance and British soldiers’ lives in an attempt to bring
about a set of circumstances where social and political forces,
not least of which is the British population itself, will force a
British withdrawal.

In brief, it is Sinn Fein’s task to organise and mobilise the
Irish people in active political opposition to British imperialism
and all its effects on the Irish people. Itis the IRA’s task to per-
suade the British people and their government that it is time to
leave.

What has been the policy of the Free State towards

the Republican Movement?

Since the inception of the state, successive Free State
governments have been consistently opposed to the Republi-
can Movement. Throughout its 63 year history they have lent
themselves to the suppression of republicanism in their effort
to collaborate with the British.

In the counterrevolution of 1922-23, they arbitrarily exe-
cuted 77 republican prisoners in direct reprisal for IRA actions.
Republicans have been interned without charge or trial in the
20s, 30s, 40s and 50s. This is despite the fact that for decades
now the IRA has strictly forbidden military action by its mem-
bers in the Free State. Inthe last decade it has imprisoned hun-
dreds of republicans through its special non-jury courts. Under
Section 31 of its Broadcasting Act, it is illegal to broadcast an
interview with a member of Sinn Fein or the IRA on television
or radio. Other acts of collaboration include the arrest and trial
of republicans for military activities conducted in the occupied
six counties or Britain. Several republicans who escaped from
Belfast Gaol in 1981 are now serving long prison sentences in
a Free State gaol for daring to escape from a British prison.
Gerry Tuite who escaped from Brixton Prison in London, is
serving a long sentence for bombing operations carried out in
London, while one of the 19 republicans who escaped from
Long Kesh's H-Blocks last year was arrested some months
ago and awaits a similar fate. More recently they have begun
to extradite republicans into the hands of the British to face trial
on allegations of involvement in military activities against the
British forces in the six counties. For some time now the Free
State government has been spending more money per head of
population on protecting the British-imposed border than the
British government itself does.

In 1921, the British Lord Birkenhead predicted that the
creation of the Free State would «protect British interests in Ire-
land with an economy of English lives». He appears to have
been right. The British government talks imperialist and acts
imperialist. Free State governments talk nationalist but act
imperialist. And the reasons are simple. The two major parties
in the Free State -Fianna Fail and Fine Gael- are conservative,
aligning themselves, for instance, in the European parliament
with Gaullists and Christian Democrats, respectively. Govern-
ment of the state has alternated between these two conserva-
tive parties with Fine Gael sometimes forced into coalition with
the smaller ineffective Labour Party which is social democratic
in outlook and an affiliate of the Socialist International. Politics
in the Free State have not evolved into left and right as is the
case with the rest of western Europe. Nor can they while the
country remains partitional. The conservatives’ interests are
best maintained in a partitioned Ireland.

Currently the Free State government is involved in discus-
sion with the British government aimed at bringing about a set-
tlement within the partition set-up, which they hope will cater
for Irish nationalists in the occupied zone by providing some
symbolic form.of national identity in an ongoing bid to dilute the
relevance of republicanism.

The Free State government's invitation to Ronald Reagan
to visit Ireland earlier this year speaks volumes of its domestic
and international outlook.






to neuter the trade unions with the
Industrial Relations Act failed because
of the policy of non-compliance adopted
by the Trade Congress. The groundwork
forthat actin part was a campaign by the
Tory media to convince the nation that
trade unions were «too powerful» and
therefore warranted laws to curtail their
activities.

One of the first overt indications of
what the Tories were up to was the Rid-
ley Report of 1978, the implications of
which are only now becoming apparent.
Published in The Economist of 27th May
1978, over a year before Thatcher's
election, it suggested six points to be
considered: (1) The build-up of coal
stocks. (2) Plans to import large
amounts of coal. (3) To encourage road
haulage employers to take on non-union
labour. (4) For dual coal / oil-fired power
stations. (5) Changes to social security
payments to strikers. (6) A large mobile
police force. All these points have in fact
been carried out to the letter as the min-
ers and their families have discovered to
their cost.

Since Thatcher’s election in June
1979, we have witnessed the introduc-
tion of anti-trade union legislation, noton
a wholemeal basis like the infamous
Industrial Relations Act, but on a
piecemeal basis, culminating in total to
legislation far more draconian, legisla-
tion that allows the judiciary to interfere
in the democracy of our union and to
bankrupt it for non-compliance with their
diktat. We have also seen the frightening
increase in the power of the police as
well as a substantial increase in their
numbers. One of the first policies to be
carried out by the Tories was to award
the police a handsome wage increase.

The Nuclear Catch

In December 1979, the Secretary of
State for Energy announced the govern-
ment’s nuclear power intentions which
were to construct one nuclear power sta-
tion of the pressurised water type
(P.W.R.) every year for ten years from
1982 on; at the same time they
authorised the construction of two
advanced gas-cooled reactors at
Heysham and Thorness. It is estimated
that one P.W.R. will remove 2 1/2 million
tonne capacity from the industry which in
turn will mean 5,000 miners’ jobs.
Twelve such projects therefore will
remove up to 60,000 miners’ jobs.

On 23rd October 1979, two months
before the announcement of their nuc-
lear programme, a leaked cabinet docu-
ment noted that «a nuclear programme
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would have the advantage of removing a
substantial portion of electricity genera-
tion from disruption by industrial action
by coalminers and transport workers».
Also in 1979, Mrs. Thatcher was heard
to comment: «We will rid Britain of every
vestige of socialism». We must regard
this as a major threat to almost every
democratic gain the working people
have enjoyed and struggled for in the
past.

It is quite clear that one of the
weapons the Tories are going to use to
smash the minersis the increased use of
nuclear power. It is not just a question of
the immediate closure of the five named
pits or even the much talked about «20»
pits which represents Mr. Mc-Gregor's
so-called 12% uneconomic capacity,
but a long term attack which would result
in the loss of over half our industry and
up to a hundred thousand jobs up to the
turn of the century. We must also recog-
nise that many jobs outside the industry
will also be lost, like railmen, busmen,
transport and mining machinery to name
but a few.

It is extremely difficult to argue a
case for nuclear power on economic
grounds or social preference. Contrary
to Central Electricity Board claims, nuc-
lear power is far more expensive than
good old king coal, and it is plain for all to
see the problems being created by nuc-
lear waste, its disposal and the fact that
it is being washed up on our beaches
and polluting our seas to the extent
where the leukemia incidence in some
areas is considerably above the national
average. What of the future? How will we
dispose of nuclear power stations when
they have completed their useful life?
Will they remain an edifice to man'’s folly
like Three Mile Island at Harrisburg in
the U.S.A.? Three Mile Island exposes
the risks of possible catastrophic situa-
tions which would pale into insignifi-
cance any mining disaster the world has
ever known. Are we to sacrifice an
immense indigenous asset for this form
of generation which only has two by-pro-
ducts: nuclear waste and the materials
for expanding nuclear arsenals.

It is fact that the U.S.A. has aban-
doned many nuclear projects on
grounds of expense and danger to the
environment, and is once again basing
its energy policy on coal. Many countries
are also basing their energy policies on
coal even though they enjoy no appreci-
able coal reserves, unlike Britain which
is built on coal.

Returning to the economic argu-
ments for closing pits, even a moder-

ately close scrutiny of National Coal
Board and government claims proves
them to be without any real foundation. If
we can keep our comments to the so-
called 12% uneconomic capacity which
they claim is costing the veritable tax-
payer some £275 millions per annum,
closures on this scale would mean the
loss of 40,000 miners’ jobs and probably
up to 35,000 other jobs outside, but con-
nected to the industry, it would also
mean the loss of over £500 million worth
of coal each year. The cost of redun-
dancy payments, unemployment
benefits and transfer costs, where and if
they apply, together with the loss to the
exchequer of income tax revenue,
national insurance contributions and so
on, will it is estimated add up to about
£345 million per annum. It is quite clear
that to close pits would cost twice as
much as to keep them open.

We must also not forget that the
majority of these pits are rendered «un-
economic» by lack of investment, the
greater part of investment being
pumped into the super pits with the view
to privatisation at some later date.

Itis generally accepted, even by the
National Coal Board, that the British
deep mined coal industry is one of, if not
the most, efficient industry in the world
as far as actual production cost is con-
cerned, but it does face unfair competi-
tion by highly subsidised foreign mar-
kets and a market suppressed by Tory
economic policies.

Now retumning to the Tory political
thinking behind all this. It is quite clear
that the miners are facing a two-pronged
attack: first the use of nuclear power to
decimate the industry down to one of
super pits, and the other, facing the
trade union movement as a whole, the
repressive anti-trade union laws being
introduced and used on an ever increas-
ing scale, particularly by the sequestra-
tion of assets.

It is apparent to many in the trade
union and labour movement in this coun-
try, and indeed abroad, that a victory to
the miners is paramount to the interests
of the working class as a whole,
although they may not be in possession
of all the facts about the industry that
have brought about the present situa-
tion.

Many, | think, hoped for the day
when the miners would take up the
gauntlet with all the power at their dis-
posal. Many doubted the wisdom of
commencing industrial action in March
with the soring and summer in front of
them, but =2 miners were quite clearly















tage’ which President Reagan has promised to maintain for
them. Without the economic subsidy Israel’s credit would van-
ish and its economy would collapse. in other words, Israel can
only do what Washington allows it to do.»

Israel’s role and the logic of Zionism

What is the specific role assigned by imperialism to Israel
within this struggle? israel functions as the dominant local milit-
ary power in the Middle East. responsible for frontline defense
of U.S. regional domination. Its aggressive military provoca-
tions are aimed at smashing the Arab national liberation move-
ment, particularly the PLO.

While functioning as the principal instrument of
imperialism in the Middle East, the aggressive compulsions of
Israeli Zionism also derives from its own aims and needs as a
distinct capitalist entity. The central political drive of Zionism
has always been and continues to be the establishment of an
exclusivist, racialized Jewish settler state carved out of the
Arab nation. This inherently requires the obliteration of the par-
ticular Arab people--the Palestinians--whose homeland was
seized in order to realize Zionist ambitions.

In addition, the Zionist entity must expand in order to attain
the land, water and cheap labor necessary to achieve adegree
of economic viability, drive the vast majority of Palestinians into
permanent exile and to disperse them as a nation. Such are the
fascist underpinnings of Zionist policy vis-a-vis the Palesti-
nians, underpinnings that do not vary from one Israeli administ-
ration to another, but are inherent in its nature and practical
reality.

Zionism began in the late 1880's as one of several
responses to the increasing wave of anti-Semitic pogroms ter-
rorizing Jews across Europe. It is a classic kind of bourgeois
nationalism, matching the aspirations of the Jewish
bourgeoisie for a «nation» which it could rule by resorting to
white settler colonialism.

From the beginning, Zionism as a political movement
completely identified its cause with the emerging imperialist
system in Europe. But it was not until after WWII that this effort
was crowned with success. The horror of Hitler's Holocaust led
many to see an exclusivist Jewish state as the only protection
against genocide. But the key factor in the formation of Israel
was the qualitatively increased importance of oil in the world
imperialist economy which impelled the U.S. to step forward as
the main guarantor of a separate Jewish state.

From the outset, terror and aggression have been una-
voidable necessities for Zionist Israel. While all capitalist
economies must incessantly grow to survive and prosper, this
drive is grossly magnified in Israel by virtue of it being no more
than a military garrison state that is unviable as an independent
economic entity. Despite an annual infusion of some $6 billion
fromthe U.S. alone, the Israeli economy is in shambles, suffer-
ing from 400% inflation per year.

Thus, behind the absurd and inherently racist conception
of a «Greater Israel» promised by God to the Jews are compel-
ling material considerations. Access to the water of the Jordan
and Litani Rivers, for example, is one of the reasons why Israel
has seized and stubbornly holds on to the West Bank, the
Golan Heights, and Southern Lebanon. The incessant seizure
of land is key to clearing the way for capitalist expansion and
preparing for a hoped for increase in Jewish population.

And, as the Christian Science Monitor noted, «The final
exploitable resource in the occupied territories is the block of
more than 75,000 laborers who migrate daily into Israel. Their
wages are much less than Jewish workers and they do not

receive the same benefits, which further reduces their cost.» In
short, any Zionist hope to stabilize the Israeli economy, is pre-
mised upon aggressive expansion to attain badly needed land,
water, cheap labor, and military security.

Itis Israel’s avid pursuit of these economic necessities; its
unshakable committment to a religious state in which non Jews
have no rights that Jews are bound to respect; as well as its
role as a gendarme for imperialist interests; that Israel has car-
ried out one atrocity after another against the Palestinian and
other Arab peoples. The fascist terror that now reigns in south-
ern Lebanon, the West Bank and Gaza is thus no recent aber-
ration of the Begin-Sharon-Shamir regime, but a relentless
compulsion of the inner logic and reality of Zionism.

The vulnerability of Israel

Yet this on-going Zionist terror policy toward the Palesti-
nians and its Arab neighbors masks the inner weakness of the
Israeli state.This weakness resides in the fact that Israel is a
politically-imposed white settler state, which, according to the
logic of Zionism, must attempt to disperse a real nation rooted
in hundreds of years of development.

Immediate military security is not the main way this prob-
lem manifests iiself today, as Israel is qualitatively superior
militarily to its adversaries in the region. Rather, it is the gross
instability of the Israeli economy that focuses all of the prob-
lems facing the Zionist settler state. The economy is totally
dependent on massive and ongoing U.S. aid. Israel's huge
military budget and the fact that Israel’s largest industry is arms
production (40%), means that huge sums of money are tied up
in the defense area, where they are not producing goods for
the market.This results in the capitalist world's highest inflation
rate--400% per year. This high inflation is not just a temporary
problem but endemic to the distorted nature of the Israeli
capitalist economy.

The political impact of this economic distortion is pro-
found. Jewish workers, concentrated in the most privileged
and highly unionized jobs, are institutionally protected from the
ravages of inflation by monthly cost of living allowances in their
union contracts. Even so, their buying power has been steadily
decreasing over the last several years. On the other hand,
Palestinian workers, who make up the basic mass of the pro-
letariat in Israel are concentrated in the least privileged, mostly
non-unionized sectors, and are overwhelmingly unprotected
from the inflation rate.

Political discontent among Jews over the high inflation
rate is a strong pressure on Zionist leaders. This is because
Zionism must be able to offer both security ‘and prosperity in
order to attract and keep its settlers. It must be able to offer to
the average Jew a standard of living that is not only far superior
to that enjoyed by the Palestinians and other Arabs in the reg-
ion, but that is not inferior to what they enjoyed in the U.S.,
Western Europe and the Soviet Union before they immigrated
to Israel.

Yet it is the grotesquely intense national, racial and class
brutalization of the Palestinian people that produces the
greatest political challenge to Israel. In response, a powerful
national liberation movement has taken deep root among the
Palestinians. This movement encompasses all classes, yet its
backbone is a highly exploited, specially oppressed working
class population. Herein lies the deep roots of the Palestinian
Liberation Organization, especially its anti-imperialist forces,
and the basis for the development of a highly conscious, well-
organized populace. Their struggle against Zionism and for
national democracy--i.e. for a democratic secular state in
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Palestine--stands at the cutting edge of the Arab national liber-
ation struggle as a whole.

Support for Israel within the U.S.

Given what is at stake, it is not surprising that the U.S. rul-
ing class has spared no effort to promote support for Israel and
Zionism within the U.S. The primary domestic effect is the con-
tinuing ideological stranglehold of Zionism among Americans,
including the working class and even, to an unfortunate
degree, the progressive movements.

This ideological fetter is not shared by the vast majority of
the world’s peoples. In virtually every other country, the decla-
ration of the United Nations General Assembly that Zionism is
racism is broadly understood and supported as an accurate
depiction of the Jewish exclusivity, anti-Palestinian terrorism,
and attempted destruction of the national existence of the
Palestinian people. Aimost three times as many nations recog-
nize the PLO as the sole legitimate representative of the Pales-
tinian people than maintain normal diplomatic relations with
the state of Israel.

Yet broad support and sympathy for Israel flourishes in the
U.S. Zionism is here most concentrated at its sharpest in the
Jewish community. Within that community today, the per-
ceived merger between Jewish interests and those of the
Israeli state is virtually complete. With the emergence of Israel,
Jewish nationalism was transformed from a response to anti-
Semitism to support for an oppressor, racist state. Simultane-
ously American Jews in the post-World War |l period have
been socio-economically integrated into the white majority
sector of the U.S. society. And like most other white people,
they have acted in most cases to maintain the privileges they
derive from racism at home and super-exploitation abroad--
including the Middle East.

But Zionism is by no means limited to monopoly capital,
the liberal petit bourgeoisie, or the Jewish community. The
leaders of organized labor--and much of its base--also pride
themselves on an unflinching committment to Israel. Politically
representing only the most privileged sectors of the workforce,
the AFL-CIO consistently supports imperialist ventures around
the world that promise to enhance the «American Way of Life»
enjoyed by its narrow constituency.|t supported the war in Viet-
nam to the bitter end, manifests implacable hostility to the
socialist camp up to and including sabotage of arms control
talks, and has been a staunch friend of Israel since 1948. Just
days after the Israeli invasion of Lebanonin 1982, the AFL-CIO
executive board placed a full page ad in the New York Times
proclaiming its full support for Zionist expansionism and vic-
iously attacked critics of the invasion.

The reactionary AFL-CIO alliance with U.S. Zionism is
further cemented by their joint hostility to the new thrust of the
anti-racist movement. In defense of white privilege, these
forces play a major role in opposing the struggle for affirmative
action, for full enforcement of Voting Rights, for minority partici-
pation in the Democratic Party, etc.

To such forces, the racist parallels between Israeli and
U.S. society are unmistakeable. Both originated as white Euro-
pean settler states, founded on the decimation by any means
necessary of the indigenous Indian and Palestinian popula-
tions, and both proclaimed «Manifest Destiny» over all sur-
rounding territories to justify their unbridled expansionism.
Both have erected impenetrable racial-national barriers which
ensure privilege for whites and special oppression for non-
whites. And both are champions of imperialism, white supre-
macy and anti-communism in a world increasingly dominated
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by non-white peoples fighting for their liberation in conjunction
with the socialist camp. Inthe Middle East they see themselves
jointly defending «our oil» from «Arab terrorists,» «stopping
the spread of communism» and defending «Western Civiliza-
tion» from the «barbarians.» ‘

Unfortunately, Zionism also penetrates deeply into the
peace and other progressive movements. In the work of build-
ing a broad and multi-faceted movement against U.S.-backed
dictatorships around the world, Israel is almost always exemp-
ted. The everpresent liberal Zionist threat that to challenge
Israeli aggression would «split» the peace movement still
serves to isolate and intimidate even fairly staunch anti-
imperialists. During the Vietnam War,such forces used their
positioning at the center of the anti-War movement to success-
fully isolate those forces who had adopted an anti-Zionist pos-
ition, and to discourage others from ever seriously addressing
the question. Given the strategic importance of the Middle
East, the failure to challenge the U.S. role there is a major
brake on the development of the peace and anti-imperialist
movements within the U.S.

The Zionists have also, less successfully, worked to split
the anti-racist movement. As in the Jesse Jackson campaign,
they actively attempted to brand the left wing of this movement
as anti-Semitic, both over the issues of Israel and over affirma-
tive action, which they claim discriminates against Jews (and
other whites).

In short, Zionism is a fundamental component of
bourgeois ideology in the U.S. that serves to promote war mon-
gering, racism and anti-communism. Itis particularly insidious,
though, because this version of racism and national
chauvinism finds a «progressive» justification in the «defense
of the national rights of the Jews.» By constantly invoking the
image of the Holocaust, the Zionists seek to intimidate all cri-
tics of its rabidly imperialist, genocidal, and racist policies and
to divert the progressive movement from its central anti-war
and anti-racist tasks.

The fight against Zionism

Given the breadth of the pro-Zionist consensus in the
U.S., who can be counted upon to take up the fight against it?

Here itis instructive to see the degree to which those who
do or do not support Israel parallel almost exactly those who do
and do not maintain class and racial privileges within the U.S.
itself. As the Jesse Jackson campaign showed, the «disen-
franchised and dispossessed», based in the minority com-
munities and encompassing the breadth of the unprivileged,
basic mass of the U.S. proletariat must be viewed as the most






The Palestinian Kuffiya

Below is a short story written by Vesna Al Masharifa, a Yugoslavian friend of the Palestinian revolution,
based on her experience during the 1982 Israeli invasion of Lebanon.

Second week of Ramadan...The war in Lebanon was
maghnifying. The heavy burden of dark presentiments inhabited
the vacancy leftin the houses of families whose members were
fighters in Lebanon. Ramadan’s prayers and fasting per-
meated the hot sandy days and gloomy nights to break the
unendurable uncertainty that had become the people’s daily
life rhythm.

In that time, Amna was in Damascus. She and part of her
family had left their house in Ain al Hilweh camp near Saida,
South Lebanon, after the Israeli invasion, and arrived in
Damascus. Then Amna participated in social work in the
Palestinian camp, Yarmouk. She was assigned to collect
clothes from people in the camp for wounded comrades, and to
pay visits to the Palestinian hospital, Jaffa, where she distri-
buted cigarettes, newspapers and other personal things
needed by the wounded comrades.

Every morning she would appear in her military uniform
with a broad smile and the first drops of sweat on her forehead
as an intimation of a new broiling day. Her curls were plastered
over her eyebrows and she was always pushing them back
before addressing someone. Although she was a silent per-
son, a bit closed, her gesticulation was vehement and her lean
figure moved with haste. Her eyes were set in deep hollows
and always shining with tenderness and exilaration. Every-
body loved her and liked to tell her their life story. So, much of
that she carried in her heart.

That moming Amna set off to the headquarters in Yar-
mouk to prepare things for the hospital. It was 8 a.m., but the
sun was already very strong. Therefore, she kept trying to con-
ceal herself under the shadows of the stone houses. «This
street is so similar to the street where | lived in Saida», she con-
cluded, glancing at the glittery yellow, dusty street, «but now
everything there is ruined and there is only the debris of the
houses sagging deeper and deeper into the ground...Who
knows? Maybe our house is still undestroyed.» She rushed
through the golden strip the sun had made through a crack in
the wall and stumbled on a big stone which was in its shade.
«Oh», she cried out, catching her toe in awkard pain, and
instinctively sank down on the stone, checking to see if it was
seriously hurt. There was no blood. She decided to rest for a
while.

Then her attention was drawn by the excited voices com-
ing from the other side of the street, which belonged to a group
of barefooted and soiled boys around ten years old.

«What makes them so excited?» Amna was curious, try-
ing to catch their discussion.

«Ohohoo, | am not going to be deceived this time»,
shouted a bowlegged boy bluntly. «<Every time you need some-
body to be an Israeli soldier, come along Hassan! This time |
am very sure that | don’t want to be...Why isn’t it Ahmad this

30

time?!» He turned towards a skinny boy in worn-out trousers
and shirt with sparkling eyes. Now Amna knew who Ahmad
was, especially when he started to shout:

«| have been two times! Yes, yes, you remember? The
first time you broke my head and the second time, my face was
awfully scratched...»

«What do you think? To be an Israeli soldier and not be
beaten?» a new voice interrupted him angrily.

«Then you be the enemy, Omar,» Ahmad was bold
enough to respond without restraining his temper.

The boy named Omar snubbed him, «You know my father
was killed by Israelis...»

Ahmad felt uncomfortable, trying uncertainly to keep his
sombre face in the same expression.

«Oh, let us stop our quarrel,» appealed a short under-
nourished boy. «Let us begin our game. | suggest that whoever
is chosen to be our army leader today, will propose the
enemy.»

«Yes, yes, we agree,» the boys accepted.

«If you agree, | can be the leader today,» the same voice
continued.

«Oh, look at him!» Hassan protested, «You were last time
and now you want to be again.»

«Okay, who do you suggest?» The boy was a bitashamed
of his immodesty.

«Omar, Omar!» somebody shouted.

Omar was very pleased to hear his name and tried to hide
a smile that was timidly stealing from his lips.

«Do you agree on Omar?» the same boy asked.

«Yes, yes, Omar.» The boys were sure that it was a good
choice.

«Okay then, Omar, | promote you to leader of the Palesti-
nian army,» the boy continued with visible importance.

«Okay, okay, | agree, thank you comrades,» Omar was
very proud and still holding his smile. Then he cleared his
throat. Somebody passed a Palestinian-kuffiya to him and he
started to wrap it around his head.

«Comrades,» he resumed in a voice still hoarse, trying
again to clear his throat, «Today we will begin to apply a new
plan for tearing Sharon to pieces. And | am sure it will work...»

«But who will be Sharon?» somebody broke in.

«Hm...» Omar had a problem making the decision
abruptly. «Well, | think it's better for somebody to volunteer
himself.» He found a solution and then, silence...

«We are an army, comrades, and the enemy will not wait
for us. We have to act accordingly and quickly.» Omar com-
menced to convince the soldiers.

At that moment a strange, squeaky laughter cut through
his words. The boys and Amna as well automatically turned
in the direction of the sound. The owner was a chubby boy in









