











PALESTINE

Editorial

Fighting Deviation
To Return the PLO to the National Line

The formation of the Palestine National Salvation. Front
was premised on conviction that the PLO must return to its anti-
imperialist course if the Palestinian people are to regain their
rights. Equally, it was based on conviction that the leadership
grouped around Yasir Arafat had chosen the opposite: involve-

ment with US imperialism's plans via alignment with Arab reac--

tion. The principles of the Palestinian revolution are not
abstractions, but forged from the experience of decades of
struggle against Zionism and imperialism. By violating these
principles, the rightists have exposed their own bankruptcy:
They cannot unite and mobilize the masses to.struggle for their
rights: nor can their diplomacy wrest these rights from the iron
grip of the enemy.

Cancelling the Amman accord

Arafat’s signing the accord with King Hussein made the
Palestinian right's deviation from the national line official, qual-
itative and irreversible. By agreeing to a joint Palestinian-Jor-
danian delegation to negotiate an exchange of «land for
peace» with ‘Israel’, the rightist leadership in.effect recognized
the Zionist occupation of.Palestine; it relinquished the struggle
for Palestinian national rights and the PLO's exclusive rep--
resentation. Thus, in the wake of holding an illegal, divisive
PNC session in Amman, the Palestinian right slammed the
door on attempts to reunify the PLO. For Palestinian forces
determined to continue the revolution, cancelling the Amman
accord and removing its proponents became the top priority,
as the only way to return the PLO to its national line. To this pur-.
pose the PNSF was formed.

The Palestinian people rallied around the PLO because it
represented their pathto liberation. Now the right wing is using
the legitimacy gained by the PLO from this mass support, to its
own narrow class ends, to enter a US-sponsored solution
which will consolidate the Zionist occupation and reactionary
control in the area. This has left many of our people without an
organizational framework to channel their will for self-determi-
nation. The PNSF works to sustain our people's mobilization
as the ultimate guarantee that the PLO can.be returned to the
national line and regain the functions for which it exists. Closely
related to this is escalating the armed struggle which stands as
an obstacle to the renewed attempts to bury the Palestinian
cause.

The PNSF is playing a role to save the Palestinian revolu-
tion's alliances from the chasm into which they were thrust by
the right wing. In the face of the right's alliance with Arab
reaction. the PNSF serves .as a center for strengthening
alliances with the forces of the Arab national liberation move-
ment. Combatting the Amman accord is not only a Palestinian
task: this accord sets the stage for expanding Camp David, a
matter of crucial concern for all progressive forces and
nationalist regimes.

Our international allies have been deeply disturbed by the
right wing's opting for US-sponsored solutions. Anti-imperialist

forces all over the world are confronting US imperialism's
increasing aggressiveness. None-have interests in a Reagan
victory in the Middle East, which would be the case if Camp
David is expanded. In the PNSF, the forces of peace and prog-'
ress, especially the socialist community headed by the Soviet
Union, find an active partner in the anti-imperialist struggle.

Kissinger’s legacy

Ensuing political developments have ‘only emphasized
the depth of the Palestinian right's commitment to the Amman
‘accord andall its dangerous consequences. Schultz's visit to
‘Israel’, Egypt and Jordan, May 9-13th, confirmed the contents
of the «solution~» under discussion. Just before Schultz's arri-
val, the Jordanian ‘government declared that the PLO had
responded «positively» to the US condition earlier conveyed
by Murphy, that Palestinians in-the joint delegation should
have no relation to the PLO. Thus, Schultz’s visit revolved on
the details of forming a list of «acceptable» Palestinians. The
Israeli government declared that the delegation must not
include «persons belonging to an organization committed to
the Palestinian National Charter.» On leaving Jordan, Schultz
declared: «There will be a Palestinian-Jordan delegation or
group. It may be different people will be needed for different
purposes.» In its attempts to have the PLO acquiesce in
liquidating the Palestinian cause, US policy has developed
Kissinger's divide-and-rule style of negotiations to new
heights: Some Palestinians to talk to the US, others to ‘Israel’,
with the Jordanian regime being the ultimate negotiating part-
nerto bury all Palestinian independence. The enemy'’s plan for
resolving the details is for Jordan to declare a Palestinian-Jor-
danian confederation, the government of which will appoint the
delegation to negotiate, forever ending the concept of an inde-
pendent Palestinian state.

Having compromised on principles, the right-wing leader-
ship is now enmeshed in compromising on the details. Arafat
was closely, though indirectly, involved in the Jordanian dis-
cussions with Schultz, consulting with King Hussein before
and after, while Hussein coordinated with Saudi King Fahd and
Egyptian ruler Mubarak. King Hussein's upcoming
Washington.visit reflects the seriousness of the current politi-
-cal moves. It becomes ever clearer that the clause about an
international conference in the Amman accord, is but a
camouflage for capitulation to Kissinger-style, step-by-step,
bilateral negotiations. Statements by members of Fatah's
Central Committee, disclaiming various-points of the Amman
accord and its consequences, only contribute to this attempt to
confuse the masses. If these persons are to be taken seriously,
they must make a clean break with Arafat's leadership. The
right wing's commitment_to the Amman accord -has been
amply proven. All Palestinian revolutionary forces are called
upon to support the PNSF so that its ranks and activities be
expanded to confront this most serious effort to liquidate the
Palestinian cause. [
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Platform of the PNSF

On March 25th, a press conference was convened in Damascus to announce the formation of the Pales-
tine National Salvation Front (PNSF). In attendance were the General Secretaries of the PNSF’s compo-
nent organizations: George Habash of the PFLP, Ahmed Jibril of the PFLP-General Command, Abu
Musa of Fatah-Provisional Leadership, Samir Goshe of the Popular Struggle Front, and Issam al Qadi
of Saiqa. Also present were PNC President Khalid Fahoum, and PLO Executive Committee members:
Abu Maher Yamani, Abel Mohsen al Maizer, Mohammad Khalifeh, and Talal Naji. Journalists were pre-
sented with the text of the PNSF’s political program, which is as follows:

Preamble

The Palestinian people have accomplished major gains
through their prolonged struggle, especially the past twenty
years of the modern Palestinian revolution. These gains are
manifest in the following:

-keeping the Palestinian cause alive despite all attempts to
liquidate it;

-reuniting the Palestinian people in one national entity;
-asserting the militant, independent identity of the Palestinian
people in the framework of the Palestine Liberation Organiza-
tion (PLO);

-gaining Arab and international recognition of the PLO as the
sole, legitimate representative of the Palestinian people.
These gains have been achieved through all means of strug-
gle, first and foremost armed struggle. For the sake of these
gains, the Palestinian people have offered great sacrifices.

The PLO embodies the will, unity and struggle of the
Palestinian people to achieve their national aims. Thus, the
PLO has been the most important obstacle in the face of the
liquidationist, capitulationist plans and projects. It is the most
effective weapon in the hands of our people in their struggle to
achieve their national rights, namely the right to return to our
homeland, exercise self-determination and establish an inde-
pendent Palestinian state on the Palestinian national soil.

The PLO is faced with internal and external threats. These
endanger the national cause. They endanger the PLO'’s rep-
resentation of the Palestinian people, as well as its indepen-
dence and its national program opposed to imperialism,
Zionism, reaction and capitulation.

Egypt was withdrawn from the Arab-Zionist conflict as a
result of Sadat's policy. This led the Egyptian government to
sign the Camp David accords and the Egyptian-Israeli treaty.
This fact encouraged imperialism and Zionism to intensify their
offensive in the Arab region. The 1982 Israeli invasion of Leba-
non was the culmination of this offensive. This invasion led to
the evacuation of the Palestinian revolution's forces from
South Lebanon and Beirut. Hence, the Palestinian revolution
faced difficult objective and subjective (internal) conditions.
The imperialist-Zionist-reactionary plots intensified, aiming to
liquidate the Palestinian people’s national cause. Accordingly,
they have attempted to divert the PLO from the nationalist path
opposed to liquidation. They have tried to split, liquidate and
impose hegemony over the PLO.

These realities brought the PLO face to face with a crisis.
This crisis was aggravated by the ongoing wrong practices of
the deviating right-wing leadership in political, military, organi-
zational and financial matters. The leadership started to deal
openly with US liquidationist solutions. For example, it claimed
there were positive points in the Reagan plan. It continued con-
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tacts with the Egyptian regime. It shifted its alliances and rela-
tions on the Arab and international levels. It continued to hold
meetings with prominent Zionist figures. It tried to putan end to
the role of the Palestinian revolutionary forces in Lebanon. it
dispersed the revolution’s forces to Arab countries far from the
focal point of the struggle against the Zionist enemy. It concen-
trated on diplomatic moves rather than armed struggle. It dealt
a blow to the principle of unity, and conducted the affairs of the
PLO singlehandedly. It kept violating the resolutions of the
Palestinian National Council (PNC). It misused and wasted the
funds of the Palestinian National Fund.

Later, Arafat visited Cairo and met Husni Mubarak,
despite the fact that the Egyptian regime was still committed to
the Camp David accords. By so doing, Arafat relieved the
Egyptian regime from its isolation in Arab and Islamic circles.
Arafat acted in harmony with the policy of the Jordanian
regime. In April 1984, he was about to sign a joint statement
with this regime. He convened an illegal session of the PNC in
November 1984. On February 11, 1985, he did in fact sign an
agreement with King Hussein of Jordan. This liquidationist
deal signifies the Palestinian right wing's direct involvement in
the US liquidationist plans. It threatens the national cause. It
means that the Palestinian right wing has given up the PLO's
right to represent the Palestinian people.

These practices have clarified the qualitative threat that
the deviationist, capitulationist line poses to the national
cause. This line is in clear-cut violation of the resolutions of the
PNC sessions and the will of our people. It has dealt a severe
blow to the common political base of Palestinian national unity.
The danger of this line lies in its attempt to drag the PLO
towards the positions of the reactionary, capitulationist camp,
towards the Camp David accords and the Reagan plan. There-
fore, this deviating line and its proponents are considered the
main threat facing the Palestinian people. This line threatens
the revolution from within. It threatens the correctness of the
revolution’s political line, its nationalist program and its
achievements.

Recent developments have proven that all the previous
practices (of the deviating leadership) were not merely
exploratory tactics or small mistakes. They are links in a chain,
constituting a line that attempts to seek common ground with
the imperialist-Zionist-reactionary solutions of liquidation.

Thus by following this line, the leadership has put itself in
contradiction with the real interests and goals of our masses.
By so doing, it has proven itself to be corrupt and incompetent.
This leadership is unable to continue the struggle for our
national goals. With its deviating line, it is held responsible for
all the problems that the Palestinian revolution is facing in all
aspects and arenas.






5.Toreactivate the Palestinian National Front (PNF) in the
occupied territories, in cooperation with all organizations,
forces and nationalist personalities that are combatting the line
of deviation and squander. The reactivation shall be based on
the nationalist program of the PLO for fighting the Zionist occu-
pation forces and their practices and projects. It shall be based
on abrogation of the Amman agreement and confronting the
reactionary policies of the Jordanian regime and its stooges,
that seek to intervene in Palestinian affairs and annex Palesti-
nian land.

6.To confront the Jordanian regime's policy which aims to
join the US liquidationist solutions. These aim to liquidate the
Palestinian cause, to put an end to the Arab-Zionist conflict at
the expense of Palestinian and Arab. rights, and to annul the
right of the PLO as the sole representative of the Palestinian
people.

7.To strengthen the strategic alliance with Syriain order to
be able to restore the inalienable Palestinian rights, first and
foremost the right to return to the homeland, exercise self-
determination and establish an independent Palestinian state
under the leadership of the PLO, the sole, legitimate represen-
tative of the Palestinian people. To strengthen the strategic
alliance with Syria in order to be able to liberate all occupied
Arab land. To struggle jointly against the Zionist policy of
aggression and usurpation, and against the US-Zionist plans
for hegemony, especially the Camp David accords and the
Reagan plan. To struggle jointly against the Amman agree-
ment signed by Arafat and Hussein, and against all projects of
the Arab reactionary alliance.

8.To work jointly with the Lebanese National Democratic
Front and the Amal movement to escalate the armed struggle
against the Zionist occupation in South Lebanon. To support
their struggle to restore Lebanon’s sovereignty, unity, democ-
ratic development and Arab identity. To cooperate with them in
order to guarantee: (a)The security of our masses and the
Palestinian refugee camps in Lebanon. (b)Our people’s social
interests and civil rights. (c)Our people's right to organize and
engage in political activities and join the ranks of the Palesti-
nianrevolution. (d)The work of the PLO’s institutions through
the PNSF and its. leadership:

9.To strengthen relations with the Egyptian nationalist
forces. To continue the joint struggle against the Egyptian
regime. Tq besiege and isolate this.regime until the fall of the
Camp David accords, in accordance with the resolutions of the

10.To strongly combat all secret and public contacts bet-
ween the proponents of the deviating line and Zionist forces
and personalities, for these contacts ‘threaten our national
rights.

11.To strengthen militant relations with the forces, organi-
zations and parties of the Arab national liberation movement in
order to fulfill the national and progressive tasks .of fighting
imperialism, Zionism and their allies in the region. ‘To
strengthen these relations in order to enrich the struggle
against the line of deviation and squander and the proponents
of this line.

12.To strengthen relations with the national and progres-
sive Arab regimes in Syria, the Libyan Jamaheiria, Democratic
Yemen and Algeria. To act to revive the Steadfastness and
Confrontation Front in order that it fulfill its-national tasks.

13. To strengthen and develop military relations with the
countries of the socialist community, first and foremost the
friendly Soviet Union. To strengthen and develop militant rela-
tions with all movements. of liberation, progress and democ-
racy in the world, and to urge support for the PNSF.

14. To enhance friendship and cooperation with the
nonaligned countries, with Latin American, Asian and African
countries, and with all forces that support the just struggle of
the Palestinian people.

Organizational framework

1. The PNSF is a provisional framework. It works to
restore the PLO to its nationalist line opposed to imperialism,
Zionism, reaction and capitulation. It also works to foil the line
of deviation and to remove its proponents in order to guarantee
the continuity of the revolution.

2.The PNSF shall comprise Palestinian organizations,
forces and nationalist personalities wherever they may be. The
PNSF is open to'anyone who agrees to its political program.

3. Relations within the PNSF are based on democratic
principles for working in a front.

4.The PNSF shall have a nationalist leadership. Its deci-
sions are taken by consensus. If a consensus is not reached,
each party has the right to propogate its own position indepen-
dently.

5.The PNSF shall form ad hoc committees to execute its
main tasks. The number of these -depends on the PNSF's
need. These committees are to draw up working programs and
internal regulations on which the PNSF leadership must

PNC and the Baghdad Summit.

decide.

Support to the PNSF

Among the many prominent
nationalists in the occupied territories,
who made statements supporting the
PNSF, were the following:

Bassam Shakaa, elected mayor
of Nablus

«Holding the Amman Council. sign-
ing the Amman accord, and the events
which preceded. accompanied and
ensued, all manifest insistence on sac-
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rificing the PLO’'s  revolutionary
accomplishment, external relations,
internal unity and leadership of the

Palestinian people-the very factors.

which made the Palestinian cause the
most burning one in the world. There-
fore, it was of utmost importance to find
fresh frameworks for struggle in order to
keep the revolution's accomplishments
intact... These frameworks must be care-
ful not to lead to the development of
blocs, and | feel the Salvation Front is

aware of this. It refuses to engage in
forming blocs; its organizational provi-
sions stress collective decison-making,
that the front is a temporary framework
for struggle.and urge the revival of the
National Front in the occupied home-
land. Most important, these provisions
stress the preservation of the PLO as the
sole. legitimate representative and
leader of the Palestinian people’s strug-
gle.»






Prospects of the Amman Accord

Why we reject the right-wing leadership

Since Arafat signed the Amman
accord with King Hussein, events have
proven that the Palestinian right wing is
determined to continue its deviating
course. Faced with overwhelming con-
demnation, Arafat and his lieutenants
made a semblance of backtracking.
Arafat tried to avoid admitting that he
had endorsed Security Council resolu-
tion 242, for he knows this violates
repeated PNC resolutions. However,
the Jordanian regime had the last word,
publicizing the terms of the accord while
the Palestinian rightists were still
equivocating about its contents. The act-
ing Jordanian information minister con-
firmed that the accord includes accep-
tance of 242.

The accord was approved by the
PLO Executive Committee formed at the
illegal Amman PNC, on condition that it
be adopted as a united Arab position.
Hiding behind the mantle of ‘Arab sol-
idarity’, the illegal Executive Committee
revealed its true position, for such con-
sensus can only be achieved by break-
ing the firm position of the nationalist
regimes opposed to the imperialist
plans, especially Syria. To cover their
deviation, this Executive Committee
issued a statement decorated with the
PLO’s adopted positions: an indepen-
dent state, rejecting ‘autonomy’, Camp
David, the Reagan plan, 242 and any
sharing of the PLO's representation.

In another face-saving maneuver, a
PLO delegation was sent to Amman in
early March to ‘amend’ the accord. Not
only were their proposed amendments
insubstantial in the overall context of the
accord; King Hussein immediately
announced that the accord had not been
amended.

In late February, Mubarak of Egypt
announced his initiative for pushing the
Amman accord forward: a joint Palesti-
nian-Jordanian delegation to Wash-
ington as a prelude to talks with ‘Israel’,
to be sanctified by an international con-
ference. This was met by the criticism of
Fatah Central Committee and PLO
Executive Committee members. As
these protests have not turned into any
move to abrogate the Amman accord, it
is difficult to take them seriously. After
all, it was Mubarak'’s adviser, Osama al
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Baz, who announced the Amman
accord in Cairo, after playing a signific-
ant role in Arafat and Hussein'’s talks.
The special danger of the accord is
that it is a key elementin Arab reaction’s
efforts to push the Camp David process
forward, by reactivating the Reagan
plan, establishing the «land for peace»
formula for negotiations and in the end
imposing the ‘autonomy’ plan. The
Amman accord was timed to coincide
with intense Egyptian diplomacy to
renew negotiations with the Israelis, at
the same time Egyptian, Saudi and Jor-
danian officials pled for an active US role
in reviving the «peace» process.

The dilemma of the Palestinian
right

The Amman accord is doubly
dangerous because it is being taken
seriously by US imperialism and the
Labor wing of the Zionist leadership. The
latter has been trying to open such
avenues for some time now. Influential
Israelis have pointed out that the major
element in their government no longer
opposes the Reagan plan which was
originally rejected out of hand by Begin.
This does not mean that US imperialism
or Zionism is willing to meet King Hus-
sein, much less Arafat, halfway. Rather
the enemy has eyed the chance to have
the PLO acquiesce in liquidating the
Palestinian cause and resolving the Mid-
dle East conflict through Israeli-Jorda-
nian negotiations. This is the reason for
US Assistant Secretary of State Mur-
phy’s touring the region in April, to pre-
pare for his boss Schultz's coming in
May. Arafat's meeting with King Hussein
and the new Jordanian Prime Minister,
just before Murphy’s tour, is yet another
proof of the right wing's determination to
be involved in imperialism'’s plans.

Yet the equivocation of Arafat and
his lieutenants is not all playacting, for
they are in a genuine dilemma. To be
useful to Arab reaction, they must
appear as the legitimate leadership; this
means hiding the extent of their conces-
sions from the masses. At the same
time, they must give these concessions
and more to appear acceptable in
imperialist eyes. King Hussein is giving

Arafat no leeway for covering his
treachery. In reality, the reactionary
regimes are trying to corner the PLO.
They know full well that the settlement
offers nothing to the Palestinian people,
and that the US and ‘Israel’ will refuse to
deal with the PLO. This refusal will give
the reactionaries the excuse for dispos-
ing of the PLO altogether, in order to
enter direct negotiations with ‘Israel’.

The fallacy of alignment with

Arab reaction

By opting for deviation, Arafat and
his lieutenants have trapped themselves
in Arab reaction’s historical dilemma. US
imperialism considers ‘Israel’ its prim-
ary, irreplaceable ally in the region; any
US solution will resolve the conflict on
Zionism's conditions. The US response
to the latest overtures of Hussein and
Mubarak is a confirmation of this trend.
Despite encouraging statements, the
Reagan administration continues to
propound the age-old formula of direct
negotiations to be sure that Zionist occu-
pation is legitimized from the start.

Especially after the defeat of its pol-
icy in Lebanon, the Reagan Administra-
tion wants Arab reaction to do all the
work. When the PLO's role is eliminated,
the US will gladly preside over the fait
accompli of negotiations. The Zionists
adhere to the same tactic. As stated by
Abba Eban, former Israeli foreign minis-
ter, now influential MK, «ltis up to Presi-
dent Mubarak and King Hussein to grap-
ple with the problem of forming a Jorda-
nian-Palestinian delegation with which
Washington and Jerusalem would find it
possible to hold dialogue» (New York
Times, March 17th).

Murphy’s visit-
Trapping the PLO

In his mid-April tour of the area,
Murphy conveyed the US conditions for
discussions with any Palestinian-Jorda-
nian delegation: A PLO-Jordanian dele-
gation is acceptable if the PLO accepts
242, 338 and explicitly recognizes ‘Is-
rael'. Otherwise. Palestinians in the
delegation must not be PLO members,
representing or delegated by the PLO.



What the US really wants is assur-
ances that it will not be a PLO delega-
tion: «We are counting on Arafat not
endorsing 242», said a State Depart-
ment official (Middle East Policy Survey,
April 5). To sound out the precedent of a
non-PLO delegation, Murphy met a
group of about 40 West Bank Palesti-
nians. More than 100 nationalist per-
sonalities of the West Bank and Gaza
Strip condemned this meeting, calling
for a boycott and emphasizing that any-
one attending violates the will of the
Palestinian people, for the US only aims
to eliminate the Palestinian cause.
Unfortunately, some of those who did
attend have been considered part of the
nationalist, pro-PLO ranks. Their atten-
dance shows the confusing and divisive
effect of Arafat’s right-wing line on our
people under occupation.

Murphy's visit precipitated new
problems for the deviating Palestinian
leadership. The Jordanian Prime Minis-
ter demanded a clear-cut written answer
to the US conditions, to be delivered by
Abu lyad and Farouq Qaddoumi, or
there will be problems in the PLO-Jorda-
nian relations. Since these two are
known for their criticism of the Amman
accord, this is the regime’s way of cor-
nering Arafat. The Executive Committee
meeting in Baghdad in mid-April was
reported to be explosive, pitting Arafat
and Hani Hassan against those who
want to retain a role for the PLO. The offi-
cial decision was to participate in a joint
delegation only as the PLO and without
recognizing ‘Israel’. Yet a few days later
in aradio interview, Hani Hassan termed
the Murphy plan a positive advance; he
said that the Palestinian delegation can
be independents and that all Fatah
accepts the Amman accord. Thus, from
now until Schultz’s visit is the final
chance for those in Fatah's Central
Committee, who profess adherence to
the PLO’s national role, to break with the
deviating line.

Because of the anticipated mass
reaction, the Palestinian right is careful
not to reveal the depth of its deviation in
public statements. However, there are
indications that in their defeatism, they
have opted for some kind of ‘autonomy’
plan, long ago rejected by our masses,
as the only feasible solution. In the last
issue of Palestinian Affairs, the PLO
Research Center’s journal, Sabri Jiryis
provided the «theoretical» background
for why such thoughts are now enter-
tained. He basically concluded that the
results of the 1982 Zionist invasion of
Lebanon were a favor for the PLO: They

freed it of the armed struggle, «Syrian
pressure» and internal opposition.
Accordingly, the 17th PNC in Amman
was the best of all sessions. With such
arguments in print, we hardly need
polemics as to how the right-wing
bourgeoisie is incapable of continuing
the Palestinian revolution.

«Land for Peace» means

«autonomy»

The Jordanian and, before it, the
Egyptian regime launched the «land for
peace» formula because of their class
need for reactionary stability in the area.
The Palestinian right has now followed
suit, because its own class nature
renders it incapable of continuing the
national struggle. Due to the right-wing’s
attempt to cover its real intention, it is
necessary to examine this formula to
see how it links up with the ‘autonomy’
plan.

Of course, the basic fallacy of this
formula is that it reduces the Palestinian
cause and Middle East conflict to border
questions, when in reality it is a struggle
for the Palestinian people’s very exis-
tence and nationhood. More broadly, itis
a struggle over whether imperialism will
succeed in dominating the area totally
and perpetuating its forward base,’ls-
rael’.

Having said this, let us deal with the
details of the «land for peace» formula.
The Palestinian and Arab right are
wagering on Labor's premiership in the
Israeli government, so let us look at
Labor Zionism's version of «land for
peace» as it was outlined in the plan of
Allon, foreign minister in the 1970s.
While this plan was never officially
adopted by the Israeli government, it did
serve as Labor’s guide in establishing 76
settlements in the 1967 occupied ter-
ritories, and the encirclement of
Jerusalem with Jews-only suburbs, up
till 1977. Among these settlements are
Maale Adumin and Kiryat Arba. Today
these two compromise over one-half the
total number of settlers in the West
Bank. They combine the two demo-
graphic ingredients needed for perma-
nent Zionist control: Maale Adumin is an
urban center, attracting ‘non-ideologi-
cal' Jews who need cheaper housing
and thus gain material interests in retain-
ing the West Bank. Kiryat Arba is infam-
ous as the home of the ultra-aggressive
and  expansionist-minded  settlers
whose terror attacks aim to empty the
West Bank of the Palestinians, paving
the way for annexation. In this light, it is

ironic that Labor is viewed as willing to
exchange land for peace. Allon, like so
many Israeli politicians,started his ca-
reer in the military.His plan was
designed to meet «defense» needs, i.e.
plans for strategic control of land and
water resources, outlining ‘concessions’
that would not impede these priorities.

While the Jordanian regime pre-
tends that 242 means exchanging total
peace for total land, the Zionists have a
different interpretation. Zalman Shoval,
former MK and aide to Moshe Dayan,
has pointed put the wording of 242:
«Withdrawal of Israeli armed forces from
territories occupied in the recent con-
flict» and not, as he notes, «the forces»
or «the territories»: «In other words,
while the resolution does indeed call for
withdrawal of Israeli forces from ‘ter-
ritories’ it does not indicate which or how
many forces or which territories...there
will be a withdrawal of forces-but only
insofar as this does not make the bound-
aries insecure...Israel-also in accor-
dance with 242-could ‘withdraw armed
forces’ from areas not vital to its security
and redeploy them in military camps»
(Jerusalem Post, March 24th).

Thus, 242 does not contradict the
‘autonomy’ plan. Cabinet minister Ezer
Weizman has stated that 242 is not a for-
mula for trading land against peace, but
for sharing the administration, as per-
ceived in the ‘autonomy’ plan. To News-
week (November 26, 1984), Weizman, a
veteran of Israeli- Egyptian relations and
billed as «understanding» towards the
Arabs, stated: « will stick to the
autonomy formula we accepted at Camp
David. | don't want the West Bank and
Gaza annexed to Israel, and | don't
believe in. territorial compromise with
Jordan.» Prime Minister Peres has said
that ‘autonomy’ is the first topic on the
agenda in future negotiations with Jor-
dan. On March 21st, Defense Minister
Rabin told the other side of this story: He
assured settlers in the Gaza Strip that
the territory «must remain an inseparar
ble part of the State of Israel». Inthe light
of all this, it is difficult to see the great dif-
ference between Labor policy and
Begin's «autonomy for the people not
the land».

Regardless of these realities, the
Palestinian right endorsed the «land for
peace» formula and all its anticipated
consequences, trying to drag the PLO
into Arab reaction’s wagering on the
Labor Zionist policy and US imperialism.
There is an objective reason why the
Palestinian and Arab right fall prey to
such illusions: Their class nature pre-
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Palestinian Women Boycott
the Right Wing

Against a background of conflict
and division characterizing the Pales-
tinian arena. involving the nationalist
forces on the one hand, and representa-
tives of the deviationist trend on the
other, preparations have been under
way for holding an illegal conference of
the General Union of Palestinian
Women, in Tunis on 30 April, 1985. In
view of the necessity to safeguard our
mass organizations and their nationalist
role as one of the bases of the Pales-
tinian Revolution. we stress the follow-
ing:
1-Holding such a conference on
unsound organizational bases under the
present political circumstances domi-
nated by political division and squander
resulting from the policies of the right-
wing PLO leadership, makes it impossi-
ble for the General Union of Palestinian
Women to remain united and preserve
its nationalist line.
2-The fact that, in various meetings of
the General Secretariat and Administra-
tive Council of the Union, the right-wing
representatives refused to stand with
the Union in rejecting King Hussein's
proposal (land in exchange for peace),
or denouncing the Hussein-Arafat
accord, is a proof of the right-wing's
insistence on diverting the militant line of
the Union.
3-We consider that the intention of the
right-wing PLO leadership, which has
relinquished the legitimate national
rights of the Palestinian people, includ-
ing the PLO's right to be the sole rep-
resentative of the Palestinian people, is
to bring about, through this conference,
a statement which would support its
deviationist line.
4-The right-wing line of deviation was
expressed in organizational procedures,
which transgressed the internal regula-
tions of the Union on both the leadership
and grass-roots level. This was clear
during the illegal session of the Pales-
tine National Council in Amman, when
an arbitrary decision was taken to strip a
large number of the Women's Union
members of their membership. Other
transgressions included bypassing the
basic regular procedure, which

Text of the press release issued
by members of the General Sec-
retariat, the  Administrative
Council and representatives of
the General Union of Palestinian
Women boycotting the illegal
conference to be held in Tunis
on 30 April, 1985.
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demands that the Union branches
necessarily hold their local conferences
and elect their representatives to the
general conference, before the latter
can convene. Inthe same way, member-
ship lists of representatives of certain
branches have been arbitrarily
increased with the addition of new
names. This procedure and others
clearly represent serious constitutional
offences, which jeopardize the legiti-
macy of the conference.

5-In spite of the decision by a number of
political forces and members of the
Union’s General Secretariat, including
the Secretary-General herself, mem-
bers of the Administrative Council and
branches, to boycott the coming confer-
ence, in spite of the great and sincere
efforts exerted by leading members of
the Union and friendly Arab and interna-
tional women'’s unions to warn the right-
wing against the dangerous consequ-
ences of such a conference, the right-
wing persisted in going ahead with their
plan, thus proving their intention to
undermine the achievements realized
by the Women's Union through long
years of militancy.

6-Considering the above points, and
motivated by a deep concern for
safeguarding the unity of the Union and
its militant goals, we declare our inten-
tion to boycott the coming conference,
and demand instead that it convene on
sound political and organizational
bases, which would guarantee the
Union’s nationalist line. A line which
would continue to defend the Palestinian
National Charter, its political prog-
ramme, as well as our people’s national
legitimate rights, including the right to
return, enjoy self-determination and
establish an independent state, on the
whole national soil of Palestine.
7-Declaring our intention to withhold our
participation in this conference, we
remain confident that our Palestinian
sisters in general, and our comrades in
the Union in particular, will help preserve
the Palestinian woman’'s militant role
within an active, united, nationalist con-
text. This is of special importance this
year, as 1985 happens to be the 20th
anniversary of the establishment of our
Union, whose nationalist, anti-Zionist,
anti-imperialist and anti-reactionary line
we pledge to defend and continue to pro-
tect.

8-We appeal to friendly and sisterly
women's unions to support our demand
that this conference be postponed, in
order for the General Union of Palesti-
nian Women to preserve its unity and
militant line.

Union members boycotting the Tunis
conference:

General Secretariat: Jehan Helou-Inter-
national Relations Officer; Samira
Salah-Arab Relations Officer; Siham
Rahal-Information Officer & Treasurer.
Administrative Council: Samira Jibril,
Laila Khaled, Rasmia Oudeh, Nuweirah
Dajani, Bushra Hamid, Adiba Jafawi,
Mora Jaber.

Union branches boycotting:

Syria; Libya; most members in Kuwait,
Lebanon, the occupied territories and

Jordan; members in Qatar. (The
branches in lrag and the USA are
ilegal.) o
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Experience of Imprisonment
and Struggle

Yacoub Dawani was born in Nablus, Palestine. While still
a student, he joined the Arab Nationalist Movement, the pre-
cursor of the PFLP. He was among those cadres assigned to
its military wing, to prepare for the struggle to liberate Pales-
tine. When the Zionists occupied the West Bank in 1967,
Yacoub left his economics study in Cairo, to return to Palestine
and engage in the anti-occupation resistance. He was part of a
larger group working to create local cells, to further political
mass activities, underground propaganda and armed resis-
tance. Yacoub remembers, «Our experience was little, but our
morale was high. Perhaps in our enthusiasm, we were not
strict enough about security. Most of us were young, men and
women, mostly students, but also some workers and peas-
ants.»

Members of the group were arrested and the others
wanted. Yacoub tried to go underground, but was arrested in
October 1968. For fifty days he was interrogated and tortured
heavily in the Nablus prison. He was then transferred to Ramle
and kept in isolation for six months, then returned to Nablus
and tried in February 1970. by a military court. He was
defended by the progressive Israeli lawyer, Felicia Langer;
together they aimed to prolong the trial as much as possible, to
give a chance to speak out on the Palestinian cause. Yacoub
asked us to include a special tribute to Felicia Langer, and to
Lea Tsemel who was later also his lawyer, for the great efforts
they have expended on behalf of thousands of Palestinian
detainees.

Yacoub was sentenced to life imprisonment, plus 18
years, to be served concurrently, for membership in an illegal
organization, possession of arms, receiving military training,
and having relations with a Palestinian in ‘Israel’ for the pur-
pose of endangering state security. He began serving his term
in Ramle, was transferred to Askelon in 1970, to Bir Sheeba
(the Nagab) in 1973, to Tulkarm in 1978, to Nafha in 1980, to
Tulkarm in 1983, and finally released in the November 1983
prisoner exchange.

In this interview we decided not to deal with the question®

of torture in depth, for it has been documented in many places,
but rather to focus on the conditions and experience of struggle
in Zionist prisons.

How were conditions in the Zionist prisons at the

time you entered, as compared to today?

I will begin with some basic facts: Overcrowding has
always been a problem. Imagine a corridor-like cell of 30
sq.meters, including a water tap and toilet, where 20 prisoners
sleep, eat, wash, etc. Their matresses alone cover the space.
This is today after much struggle. Until 1977, there were no
matresses, only four blankets per prisoner. Only in 1981 were
bunk beds instated in some jails in the West Bank and Gaza
Strip. Now prisoners have only a two hour walk in the prison
yard as relief. When | entered the prisons, this was only one
hour, sometimes less.

Originally there were two different menus in the Zionist
prisons, one for Israeli common prisoners, another for Palesti-
nians. The stated pretext was that their taste was occidental,
while ours was oriental. In reality, Palestinians received much
less protein and vegetables. Fruit was first introduced, in
theory, in 1972..Our diet was mainly starches. Startingin 1981,
a single menu was instated, again in theory, for the food given
to political prisoners is still less and worse. This aims to
weaken them, providing less nourishment and making them
lose apetite. Food is served in a degrading way, on the floor
where we also slept, walked, etc. Meeting basic needs in a
primitive way is part of the Zionist dehumanization process, to
have the prisoners lose their self-respect. Even meals become
a daily provocation, a form of torture.

When | entered the prison, there were virtually no reading
materials. There was only Al Anba* and a few books, mainly on
religion or cheap novels which the Red Cross had convinced
the Israelis to allow. Later we were ‘allowed’ The Jerusalem
Post. Only after hunger strikes were we allowed to receive
books from our families. Only after a hunger strike in Nafha
prison in 1981, were we permitted the daily Israeli papers
(Hebrew). Of course, books are subject to censorship. In addi-
tion to the thousands banned in the 1967 occupied territories,
many legal books are held back by the prison authorities. Until
now, an important demand of any prison struggle is the right to
receive any book that is legally distributed in occupied Pales-
tine. Radios are still forbidden, but they are often smuggled in.
Prisoners are ‘allowed’, i.e. forced, to hear three hours of
Israeli Radio (Arabic program) daily.

War of Attrition

All these details of prison life add up to a hellish war of attri-
tion waged by the prison authorities. The prisoner is forced to
struggle for every little thing; itis hoped that he will wear himself
down in this way. Added to the practice of systematic torture,
the living conditions in the prison are geared to reduce the pris-
oner to a nothing. In 1969, Moshe Dayan ‘explained’ to the
Knesset why the death penalty was not necessary: His logic
was to deprive the Palestinians of the chance to have martyrs
in the prisons, while making sure that the political prisoners
would be turned into «Swiss cheese»-more holes than cheese.

In this context, one sees the perspective of the prisoners’
struggle for just the minimal conditions. Fighting to preserve
their humanity is a form of resistance, to thwart the destructive
aim of the prison service. In 1980, at the end of the prolonged
Nafha hunger strike, we were visited in our cell by an Israeli
doctor, who noted that Palestinians were kept in conditions
unsuitable for animals. He asked why we were not in worse

*Al Anba was an Arabic daily published by the Israeli government. Its closure
earlier this year proved that it never became popular among Palestinians despite
the facilities it enjoyed, especially as compared to the Palestinian press under
occupation.
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The Iron Fist

The Israeli flight to their «security»
zone» in South Lebanon was covered by
the «iron fist». From mid-February until
late April when they left Sour, hardly a
day passed without a southern village
being besieged. The most typical days
witnessed multiple attacks on civilians,
dozens indiscriminately shot and up to
one hundred arrested, while homes
were blown up. In early March, Jebal
Amal hospital in Sour, itself raided sev-
eral times with patients snatched from
surgery or donating blood, reported that
80% of its cases were a result of the
Zionist «iron fist» policy. In March alone,
the Zionist occupiers murdered at least
120 southerners, including 11 killed by a
bomb they planted in Maarakeh’s mos-
que. This is in addition to the victims of
four Israeli air strikes on Western Leba-
non in the same period, and almost 100
civilians killed by car bombs planted by
Zionist and CIA agents in West Beirut.

This brutality did not stunt the
Lebanese National Resistance how-
ever. Anti-occupation operations aver-
aged five daily throughout the first two
phases of the withdrawal. Most typical
was the response of a South Lebanese
woman while mourning her brother:
«They killed my brother because he was
in the resistance, but | am going to
replace him. | have hands, legs and the
heart of a hundred men.» Since the with-
drawal decision, about 30 Israelis have
been killed in South Lebanon according
to their own counts, while the Lebanese
National Resistance Front estimated
casualties to be much higher. One
reason for the difference in figures was
that the Israelis did their best to overlook
the operations carried out by young
Lebanese who had consciously pre-
pared to give their lives for the sake of
dealing a major blow to the occupiers. in
April there were five attacks of this kind
with explosive-laden cars ramming
Israeli convoys or posts. What the
enemy forces most wanted to black out
was that these were not motivated by
religious «fanaticism». Two of the mar-
tyred resistors were women, and all
belonged either to the Lebanese Com-
munist Party or the Syrian Social
Nationalist Party, both well known for
their secular ideas.
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The «iron fist» is now concentrated
in the southernmost area where the
Israelis have openly spoken of creating
a «balance of fear» to keep anyone from
aiding the resistance. A proof of this «ba-
lance» came on May 9th, when Israeli
radio announced that the South
Lebanese Army, which was halved by
desertions early in 1985, had suddenly
swelled to 2,000 again. This ‘miracle’ is
the fruit of an enforced conscription
campaign, part of the Israeli plan to
«Cleanse» this area. To the same end,
dozens of families were forcibly evicted
from southernmost villages around Bint
Jbail in February. In further admission
that it will never tame Lebanese patriots,
the Israeli army has finally replaced the
so-called Good Fence to ‘Israel’ with a
12x12 foot ditch cutting across most of
the Lebanon-Palestine border.

Geagea-new Israeli invasion

The other prong of the Israeli plan
for their «security zone» was Samir
Geagea's crusade for Christian
privilege, cantonization and alignment
with the Zionist state*. Geagea's «re-
volt» began after a meeting between
Lebanese leaders and Syrian Vice-
President Khaddam, where it was
decided to abolish or amend many of the
Wazzan government's decrees of 1982-
83, which gave greater power to the
Maronites in the Lebanese Army and
administration. It was also decided to
open the coastal road linking Beirut to
the North; this meant closure of the
Lebanese Forces’ illegal checkpoint at
Barbara, where they extract huge
revenues in the form of tolls. The deeper
cause of the «revolt» was the impending
Israeli withdrawal. In its wake, the most
militantly pro-Israeli fascists feared los-
ing the last of their gains from the 1982
invasion, gains as were never achieved
by their own struggle despite much
bloodshed.

Geagea's take-over of the
Lebanese Forces command, and of the
Phalangist areas in the North and East
Beirut, was a quick, bloodless coup. The
Lebanese Forces' real aggression was
directed against nationalist Saida,
explicitly the Muslim population and
Palestinians of Ain al Hilweh and Mia

Mia refugee camps. On March 19, the
Lebanese Forces gave Muslims in the
neigborhoods east of Saida two hours to
leave their homes. Those who were slow
in doing this were beaten and forcibly
evicted as 20,000 streamed towards
Saida's center. Then began a month of
merciless bombardment, which forced
25,000 Palestinians to flee the camps for
Saida, and later forced many more from
Saida towards Beirut. This was the first
wave of refugees from the new Zionist
invasion, though they have received
less publicity than the subsequent Chris-
tian exodus engineered by Geagea in
accordance with Israeli plans.

The local nationalist forces, Palesti-
nians in the camps, and parts of the
Lebanese Army stationed in Saida after
the Israeli withdrawal, fought the
Geagea invasion, but had insufficient
equipment to fully protect the masses
from the fascist artillery. Meanwhile the
government stood by as though
paralyzed. It is telling that President
Amin Gemayel and his army failed to
confront the revolt supposedly aimed
against themselves. Actually the
Phalangist Party and President
Gemayel can reap the benefits of these
events in a variety of ways. As the
nationalist forces press for democratic
reform, and Syria supports these
demands, Amin Gemayel can point to
the «revolt», warning that such violence
can reoccur if Christian privileges are
infringed upon. More importantly, the
Geagea crusade serves to aggravate
sectarian strife, diverting from the pro-
found political radicalization which the
majority of southerners have undergone
in their heroic resistance to the Israeli
occupation.

After failing to accomplish anything
for the Lebanese except murdering over
110 people and making thousands of
Christians and Muslims homeless,
Geagea was replaced as commander of
the Lebanese Forces by Eli Hobeika.
Substituting one butcher for another
(Hobeika led the Sabra-Shatila mas-
sacre), is intended as a trap for the
nationalist forces. Hobeika's first decla-
ration termed the Syrian role in Lebanon
«essential» and called for Lebanese
dialogue, signaling that now that the






National and Class Struggle

The following is part of an interview with George Hawi, General Secretary of the Lebanese Communist
Party, printed in «Al Nahj», theoretical journal of the Arab communist parties, No.4, May, 1984. He
addresses the question of strategic and tactical tasks and alliances at that particular stage of struggle
in Lebanon, as well as the relation between national and class struggle. His analysis is an important con-
tribution to evaluating the foregoing period in order to understand the new phase heralded by the Israeli
withdrawal. Printing this is part of our tribute to the heroic Lebanese National Resistance which forced

this withdrawal.

At present we face two kinds of tasks. Although they are
undoubtedly interlinked, each has its own characteristics and
distinctions. The first is the continuation of the national libera-
tion of Lebanon, while the second is related to the issue of
democratic reform of the political system.

Within this framework, the Communist Party sees the
central task to be the mobilization of all energies in order to end
the Israeli occupation unconditionally, as implementation of
the UN resolutions, including Security Council resolutions 508
and 509, without infringing on the sovereignty of Lebanon and
the freedom of its people.

Our party saw from the beginning that armed struggle will
become the primary among other forms of struggle to liberate
the occupied Lebanese territories. This was based on our
analysis of the objective reality of Lebanon and the situation
under occupation; it was based on the experience of the suc-
cessive Israeli occupations of other Arab lands since 1947-8,
and the failure of all Arab policies to end these; it was also
based on our understanding of the nature of the struggle and
relations on the international level.

The primacy of armed struggle

The beginning in this respect does not mean June 6th,
1982, the day the massive Israeli invasion of Lebanon began.
Rather it goes back to the second national congress of the
party in 1968. That congress specified the nature of the strug-
gle being waged in the Lebanese arena in connection with the
overall Middle East conflict. It also specified the Israeli plans for
Lebanon and called for preparations to carry arms in support of
the Palestinian resistance movement in order to contribute to
the pan-Arab liberation led by the Palestinian revolution, as
well as to confront a possible Israeli invasion; this became
more than a mere possibility as Lebanon was becoming an
essential arena for the Arab national liberation struggle.

In 1970, after the massacres in Jordan and the death of
Abdul Nasser, the Party’s Central Committee reaffirmed our
view of the overall imperialist-Zionist-reactionary assault on
the Arab people’s national liberation movement, and our
expectations of how this would impact on Lebanon, including
the expectation of Israeli attacks that would go beyond skir-
mishes with limited purposes to become direct occupation.
Accordingly, we accelerated execution of the Central Commit-
tee's decisions, taken in the light of the second national con-
gress, related to the task of preparing the Party militarily. The
formation of the Popular Guard (Al Haras al Shaabi) in the
South in 1969 was the result of this long-range vision. Our
initiative then, to form the Popular Militias (Quwat al Ansar) in
collaboration with our sister communist parties in the countries
surrounding Palestine, originated from the same conviction:
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that it was becoming increasingly important to practice armed
struggle as an essential ingredient in the overall struggle. Our
party continued to develop its military preparedness together
with the fighters of the Palestinian revolution. Our party learned
from their rich experience and distinguished assistance, and
attempted to develop this experiment whenever and however
it was possible. On the other hand, we paid with them the price
of the errors involved in such an experiment, as well as the
heavy price extracted with the transformation of Lebanon into
the main arena of the pan-Arab national struggle against Israeli
aggression and the overall imperialist-Zionist assault in the
region.

In the mid-seventies, when the basic contradictions esca-
lated in Lebanon and reactionary violence imposed itself, the
Party continued preparations to increase its role in the military
field. At the beginning of June 1982, when we were confronted
by the open and massive Israeli aggression, the Party threw
most of its weight into confronting the US-supported invasion,
side by side with the Palestinian revolution and other national
and progressive forces in the South. The Party threw most of
its weight into the battle which reached its peak in the stead-
fastness of Beirut. However, in light of the Israelis’ quantitative
technological and firepower superiority, our long-range Marx-
ist-Leninist vision determined that the Party should not throw
all of its weight into an open confrontation that would destroy all
the potentials for steadfastness. There were other prepara-
tions made earlier by the Party, called the Special Forces; their
role was exemplified in the beginning of the anti-occupation
military action behind the lines reached by the Israeli army and
in areas it had «pacified».

The birth of the LNRF

After the Israeli occupation forces had consolidated their
control in Beirut, September 14-16th, 1982, the Party initiated
its famous call to start Lebanese national resistance against
the occupation, and announced the formation of the Lebanese
National Resistance Front (LNRF). A few hours thereafter, the
first operations took place in Beirut, to prove to the masses and
the national and progressive forces, as well as to the enemy,
that the Lebanese people would not accept the occupation,
that the fight had not yet been settled in favor of the US and
Israel, and that their occupation of Lebanon was not necessar-
ily a point of strength. In fact, Beirut and all Lebanon might
become a suitable beginning for the process of Lebanese liber-
ation that is organically linked to the pan-Arab struggle against
imperialist and Zionist interests. The LNRF's operations
accumulated to become an essential component among the






Dialectical vision, as we understand it, means viewing the pro-
cess through the complexities, linkage and interaction of its
component stages. In this way, the characteristics of the first
stage do not get overlooked, but rather emphasized at a cer-
tain point in order to develop the common denominator for the
unity of the broadest forces that have an interest in
accomplishing the tasks of the stage. At the same time, the
strategic horizons for the evolution of the process do not get
overlooked; the working class continuously advances its posi-
tion within the alliance, on the ideological, practical and leader-
ship levels. This development will in turn help prepare the sub-
jective factor that is capable of moving the national revolution
to the stage of social revolution. At a certain point, such an
interrelation will create additional difficulties in the face of the
working class and its revolutionary party; the unity of the
national and progressive forces, established on the basis of
the national question, will be threatened. Then the internal
relations among the forces of the alliance must change, qual-
itatively and quantitatively, through gradually transforming the
tasks of the revolutionary process towards social liberation.
Such are the difficulties we face now in Lebanon.

Alliances: conflict within unity

We met in the framework of the National Salvation Front,
our party having contributed significantly to its initiation. This
front was based on acting to unconditionally remove the Israeli
forces from our country, abrogate the May 17th agreement,
and reject US hegemony and Phalangist rule. The enthusiasm
of some other participants for accomplishing these tasks was
not less than that of our party and other progressive parties.
There are many examples of this, such as the positions of
Prime Minister Karami and ex-President Suleiman Franjieh.

As aresult of the Lebanese national uprising, Syria’s great
supportive role, the contribution of the vanguard forces of the
Palestinian revolution, the support of the Arab national libera-
tion forces and especially of the Soviet Union and other
socialist countries, we were able to inflict a humiliating defeat
on US imperialist policy, regionally and internationally, by forc-
ing the US troops to leave, abrogating the May 17th agreement
and opening the issue of internal reforms. Since then, we have
found ourselves in objective contradiction with some of our
allies, regarding the forthcoming political, economic and social
development in the country.

The important feature of this new contradiction, resulting
from the other aspect of the revolutionary process, is that it
occurs while the tasks of the first aspect are yet incomplete:
Israel is still occupying a part of Lebanon; the May 17th agree-
ment was only officially abrogated, while the spirit that pro-
duced it in the first place is still very much alive, since it is the
spirit of the Israelis’ plans and their agents from within; the
danger of US occupation was lessened greatly but not com-
pletely ruled out, as the conditions for its reimposition are still
with us; and the rule of the Phalangist Party was shaken but not
overthrown. At the same time, if the horizons of the other
aspects of the revolutionary process are opened, a contradic-
tion will necessarily appear among the participants in the (na-
tional) alliance. This contradiction is necessarily a class con-
tradiction since the alliance itself is based on the interests of
more than one social class in combatting foreign occupation
and domination. Regardless of the various forms of expres-
sion, whether or not it takes a sectarian form as in Lebanon,
this contradiction remains in essence a class one.

This makes the situation more complicated, imposing
more difficulties on our actions, not only vis-a-vis the enemy
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camp, but also within the framework of national alliances, in
our striving to concentrate on the central task, while not ignor-
ing the horizons for developing the revolutionary process. We
cannot accept sacrificing the participation of essential forces
on the side of the national liberation struggle against the Israeli
occupation, US domination and the Phalangist rule. At the
same time, we cannot accept the lowest denominator of the
program of sectors of the bourgeoisie regarding these matters.
The broad front should not be at the expense of the democra-
tic, developmental, revolutionary program of the party of the
working class. On many points, this program meets the agree-
ment of sectors of the bourgeoisie, as well as the groups of the
Lebanese national movement and the progressive forces.

Democratic reform is necessary for Lebanon’s

independence

That is why | said at the beginning that we face two kinds
of tasks and coordinating between them. So you see us con-
centrating on mobilizing all energies behind the central slogan
that is still all-pervasive: unconditional withdrawal of the Israeli
occupation forces from our land, preventing the return of US
domination and struggling to end its remains. At the same time,
to complete this kind of tasks, there remains the slogan of pre-
venting the hegemony of the Phalangist Party, which is a man-
ifestation of US-Israeli domination. We reaffirm the centrality of
this task. Likewise, there can be no reunification of Lebanon,
no guarantee for its independence and genuine sovereignty, or
for its existence at all, if our struggle against Israeli and US
domination and Phalangist rule is not accompanied by the
struggle for internal democratic reform. Democratic reform is
necessary to prevent the political, social and economic make-
up of Lebanon from continuing to be a breeding ground for ele-
ments of the Zionist design which aims at fragmenting Leba-
non on a sectarian basis. Therefore, we raise the slogans for
radical, non-sectarian, democratic reform as tasks of struggle
related on the one hand to accomplishing the tasks of the
national revolution, as far as national independence is con-
cerned. We raise them on the other hand as tasks related to
development towards revolutionary accomplishments in the
social field.

Within this framework, our party recognizes the central
tasks from their national as well as democratic change aspect.
We proceed according to this dual vision: We mobilize the
broadest forces to create a more favorable balance of forces
between the progressive and national forces as a whole on the
one hand, and the main enemy, represented by Israel, US
imperialism and their direct, dependent agents on the other. At
the same time, we wage the long-range struggle to change the
balance of forces within the broad national alliance in favor of
the democratic, progressive, revolutionary forces, so as to
insure accomplishment of the first kind of tasks, and proceed
with accomplishing the second kind related to democratic
reform.

The coordination process involved is not easy; it does not
fall within the domain of habitual skill, diplomacy or flexibility,
even though it requires the utmost of these. Rather it hinges on
the balance of power, firm adherence to the essence with flex-
ibility concerning form, the sound political position of the work-
ing class party and its determination to consolidate its positions
among the active social forces, particularly among the working
class, the toiling sectors, revolutionary intellectuals and youth.
Such a party, while fighting foreign occupation and domination.
refuses to submit its legitimate aspirations to the plans of the
bourgeoisie to rearrange its own interests, for example on the



basis of redistributing power among the representatives of the
sects. Therefore, the matter hinges on the balance of power
between the nationalist alliance as a whole and the enemy,
and between the different social groups within the national
alliance. The matter is one of conflict within unity: How to man-
age such a conflict between the nationalist forces within the
framework of the primary contradiction between these forces
as a whole and the main enemy. This must be done so that the
working class party neither be isolated from other forces that
have an interest in fighting Israeli occupation, nor submit to the
lowest denominator of the program of its allies, for in the final
analysis this does not lead to ending foreign domination.

There have been attempts to belittle the role of the
communists in the Lebanese national resistance.
How do you explain this in terms of your party’s
desire not to put itself in the forefront, and in terms

of others’ role in belittling your contribution?

Frankly, we are striving to establish better structures for
waging the struggle, since it is not an easy one, and not one we
would be comforted by the thought of waging alone. We have
looked for formats which would facilitate the participation of
others, and how their role would be made known. In our view,
the degree of participation of other forces is the main chal-
lenge, on which the success or failure of this work hinges. If the
struggle had been waged exclusively by the communists, it
would have remained limited, qualitatively and quantitatively;
the mobilization of the broadest energies for this national strug-
gle task would have been obstructed; the communists would
have continued to be honored for their role, but this could not
have been transformed into a decisive historical movement in
the Lebanese struggle, nor in terms of its regional impact.
Therefore, the Party labored for a long time on the premise that
the main task was for the struggle to grow, rather than the
Party’s declaring its own identity.

The Party’s identity is self-evident. Thus, the most we
want to accomplish is that our slogans of struggle are spread
and that the influence of the direction we call for broadens; we
are aware that this direction will subsequently yield gains,
including organizational gains. The fact that there is no direct
reflection of our work in the propaganda field does not bother
us,for we consider the struggle to eliminate the Israeli occupa-
tion of the South to be a long and complicated process, not a
matter of propaganda stunts, or dependent on what events
surface.

We realize that some other forces, whose participation is
essential on the mass level and important militarily, are more
able than us to be on the surface at this specific stage, due to
their nature. We have no mosques or husainiyat (religious
community centers); nor do we have the protection of being
associated with a particular sect, or any religious cover. It is
completely natural for other forces to enjoy greater freedom of
movement in work among the broad masses. Such is the case,
for example, with the local bourgeoisie in Saida, that broad
gathering whose nationalist positions are expressed by MP
Nazeeh al Bizra. There is also Adel Oseiran (MP from the
South, now Defense Minister), who surprised many by his
nationalist positions at the Geneve and Lausanne conferences
(held after the nationalist victories in Lebanon 1983-84). There
is also the Amal movement with its broad potential for move-
ment in the South, and the gatherings of Shiite theologians,
among whom there are a number of militant patriots who
encourage and participate in military operations.

We never viewed these forces to be in competition with us
or in contradiction with our work, which is characterized by its
internal, infrastructural and organizational nature in the milit-
ary, organizational and mass fields. It is heartening for us that
these allies started to realize with us that facing an enemy of
such a nature requires an organizational structure for waging
the struggle at the highest level.

Due to its radical and and long-term nature, the struggle
requires revolutionary organization and correct alliances bet-
ween the forces that have an interest in continuing it. It does
not bother us that the media does not mention the role of the
communists, but we are outraged if the struggle is not pre-
sented in its true dimension, as a national liberation struggle
against Israeli occupation and foreign domination. We are con-
vinced that our role is obvious firstly to the masses in the South
and secondly to the Lebanese masses as a whole. If we were
forced to choose between a more distiguished role for our-
selves as opposed to more bredth, we would prefer bredth.
This does not stem from an idealistic position of self-negation,
which some of our allies think is characteristic of us. No, it
stems from concern for the interests, role and growth of the
Party in the long-term battle, the resuits of which will not be
measured like the daily tabulations of a shopkeeper, but by the
final results of the struggle.

Some view the role of the Party in terms of the number of
pictures allocated to it in the newspapers, but | would like to
remind you of one fact: During the liberation war in Vietnam,
pictures of Buddhist clergy burning themselves in protest
against the actions of the occupation authorities dominated the
news media, as a form of struggle for liberation. This did not
bother the Vietnamese communists. On the contrary, it heart-
ened them, for it expressed the fact that the liberation struggle
encompassed very broad social sectors, including those cler-
gymen, who were contributing heroically to the process of
overall popular uprising against the occupation. The same is
true in our case

This is one side of the story. The other side is that there are
many forces inside and outside of Lebanon that concentrate a
great deal of energy on preventing the Lebanese communists
from playing an essential role in the national liberation strug-
gle. Due to their class positions, these forces realize that their
room for maneuver vis-a-vis the national cause increases in
proportion to the weakness of the positions of the party of the
working class; that their ability to influence the struggle
diminishes as the party of the working class assumes agreater
role; that the horizons of the struggle will remain within the
bounds of imperialism’s supervision in one way or another, as
long as the Communist Party does not assume a leading role;
and that the horizons will go beyond the bounds of imperialist
solutions if the Party assumes its vanguard role.

The role of the Party is not confined to the South, however
central and essential this region may be, but encompasses the
overall Lebanese struggle. As part of the designs of the enemy,
there are attempts at stamping it out, so as to enhance the sec-
tarian aspect at the expense of the class, social and national
liberation nature of the battle. Accordingly, the sectarian fight is
«legitimate», for it leads in the final analysis to sectarian solu-
tions, but the fight for national liberation is «forbidden» so that
a democratic solution will not impose itself. In this regard, one
could see the direct influence of the US and the West in gen-
eral, and of Arab and international reaction. We could also see
some shortcomings on the part of the progressive national
resistance, and some weaknesses in the Arab nationalist pos-
ition. o
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Jordan

New Government for Camp David

The formation of a new government
in early April is a sure sign that the Jorda-
nian monarchy is serious about entering
the imperialist settlement now. Politi-
cally, the composition of the new gov-
ernment is geared to removing the ob-
stacles to Jordan's entry into Camp
David; specifically it aims at forming a
Jordanian-Palestinian delegation to
negotiate with the US, then ‘Israel’. This
means pressuring Arafat to explicitly
recognize Security Council resolution
242, and thereby the right of ‘Israel’ to
exist, and/or relinguish the PLO's right to
represent the Palestinians. It also
means improving relations with Syria, so
as to contain opposition to Jordanian-
PLO involvement in the US plans.
Moreover, King Hussein is. shrewd
enough to realize that he may get
nothing from imperialism and Zionism in
this round. In such case, he would need
good relations with Syria in order to sur-
vive in the aftermath.

Politicos to the fore

The last two government heads,
Obeidat and Badran, rose to political
office from the intelligence service; they
were thus well suited to preside over the
repression on which the monarchy relies
so heavily. Yet what Hussein needs now
is a political breakthrough, so he chose
Zaid Rifai as prime minister and defense
minister. Rifai is a skilled politician, edu-
cated at a US prestige university, Har-
vard, and with excellent contacts in the
US establishment. Rifai's other advan-
tage is long-standing relations with
Syria. He headed three governments
between 1973 and 1976, the highpoint
of Syrian-Jordanian relations. Unlike his
predecessors, he is not suspected of
supporting the Muslim Brotherhood
against Syria.

Rifai is also known for his tough line
on the PLO and the Palestinians gener-
ally. When the Rabat Summit recog-
nized the PLO as the sole, legitimate
representative of the Palestinian people
in 1974, Rifai quarrelled with Arafat. In
effect, Rifai told the PLO chairman: Now
you took the right to represent the Pales-
tinians, but you will return, asking us to
represent you before the US.. Thanks to
Arafat's right-wing deviation, these
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words became a prophesy.

Hussein’s quest to control the
Palestinians is also seen in the compos-
ition of the government as a whole: Ele-
ven of twenty-three ministers are Pales-
tinian, accounting for all the main cities
and traditional families of the West
Bank. From a class viewpoint, this is the
ultimate weapon of the Jordanian
regime against the Palestinian people. It
has long worked to cultivate a sector of
the traditional Palestinian bourgeoisie
as a loyal «leadership» to collaborate in
controlling the masses whose resis-
tance has thus far blocked Camp
David's completion. It is not just history
that the Jordanian regime was created
by British colonialism in 1921, to absorb
the Palestinians soon to be disposses-
sed by Zionist settler colonialism. In the
current phase, the regime carries out
rear guard action, in imperialism’s ser-
vice, to complement the Zionist invasion
of Lebanon, which caused the Palesti-
nian right-wing to give up the national
struggle.

%(,':L-.-,' > '<' 2
Mohd Hussein Qassam. trade union leader
imprisoned by the Jordanian intelligence
since February 14th

The political
Camp David

The former government rep-
resented the bureaucratic bourgeoisie
who opt for a state role in the economy.
Especially in the context of Jordan's
economic difficulties and dependence,
this has been having bad effects on the
private sector. There was pressure on
Hussein from the comprador, finance
and commercial strata of the

economy of

bourgeoisie to give more freedom to the
private sector. Rifai represents the
king's positive response. His first meet-
ing in office was with the Chamber of
Commerce where he promised liberali-
zation of the economy, i.e. less state
control. This should prepare Jordan for
the economic side of Camp David: even
more dependence on imperialism with
results as can be clearly seen in Egypt.

In this context, it is interesting to
note the article of Jordanian Crown
Prince Talal Bin Hassan in Foreign Pol-
icy (Winter 1984-85). After warning of
chaos in the region if there is no settle-
ment of the Arab-Zionist conflict, he
states the regime’s alternative to social
revolution: «A comprehensive settle-
ment would release the constructive
capacities of both Jordanians and
Palestinians to work for socioeconomic
development that can consolidate the
peace. It could easily turn the region into
an advanced workshop and a mainte-
nance center of modern technology.
Such a settlement will have to be sup-
ported by a Marshall-type plan for the
region...»

For this, the Jordanian regime
launched the «land for peace» formula,
and it is this dream in which the Palesti-
nian right-wing bourgeoisie hopes to find
a niche. This is the class basis for
Arafat's deviation and the Amman
accord. However, a glance at the
realities of imperialist and Zionist domi-

nance in the area shows that such

dreams are truly illusions, and moreover
nightmares for the masses. Zionism,
including the Labor Party, is not pre-
pared to enter into an equal exchange; it
has only eyed the chance for being
accepted in the area, and thus getting a
larger share of the exploitation of Arab
resources and labor. Increased
imperialist dominance will not bring
development, but only more depen-
dency and some crumbs for the regimes
and bourgeoisie. This reservation can
be irrelevant for King Hussein and his ilk,
as long as their thrones are secure. Yet
for the Palestinian masses, such a «sol-
ution» denotes disaster, heralding new,
more entrenched forms of partition,
domination and exploitation of their land
and themselves. o









«For a united, federal, democratic Sudan»
-

Interview with CollDr. John Garang, leader of the Sudanese Peopie 's Liberation Army and Movement

(SPLAISPLM)

How do you- characterize the
new regime in Sudan?

The new military.regime in Khar-
toum has no real relation with the forces
that brought down Numeiri: the SPLA.
the workers, professionals, students
and the traditional political parties. None
of these are represented in the ruling
Military Council which is the real’ power.
Neither are most of these forces rep:-
resented in .the civilian cabinet of Al
Jazoli Dafalla which is composed
wholely from’ the professional -unions
and traditional political parties. These
are uncontestable facts. The new

regime does not belong to those who-

suffered the most during Numeiri's 16
years of misrule, or who actually strug-
gled to overthrow him. The new regime
is therefore bound to be insensitive and
intransigent.

In effect, itis the regime of the same
generals who, until April 5th or even 6th,
were still defending Numeiri and shoot-
ing down demonstrators who stormed
Kober prison to release the prisoners.
This is why we denounced the regime as
neo-Numeirism, Numeiri's-regime in a
different form. Whatever clothes ‘the
hyena puts on, it remains a hyena.

What is Swareddahab’s position
on the problem in southern
Sudan, and what are the aims of

your struggle?

The regime never stopped fighting
the SPLA even during the seven days of
ceasefire which we declared. They
attacked our forces in Farhala and

Jehon. Then, especially after they-

announced their own unilateral cease-
fire, they attacked our forces in Fangak.
The regime is actually preparing for war
not peace. All this talk about peace is

only to deceive the Sudanese public and

hoodwink international opinion. Until
now. the regime has never sent a mes-
senger or message to the SPLA. The
generals base their policies on lies and
wishful thinking. not on objective
realities. in complete disregard of the
Sudanese people.

As to Swareddahab’s stand on the
so-called Southern Question. you will
have to ask him. Our view of the problem
is clear in our manifesto: The SPLA/

SPLM has long ago. in July 1983.
rejected the thesis of the Question or
Problem. of Southern Sudan. It is the
nationalities question that must be
addressed in general. It is simply
because the South took up arms, in
1955-77. that the nationalities problem
has traditionally been identified with the
South. but other nationalities or regions
are also capable of taking up arms if no
general solution is found.

In fact, the ‘war in the- South .has
effected other regions and nationalities
in'a major lrreversnble way. So there is a
general demand for .some form of
regionalism for the West, East and
North. This is a fact. So, if you solve the
problem of southern Sudan even in what
appears to be a satisfactory way, then
you will soon after be faced with the
problem of the Nuba Mountains, the Fur
or the Beja, and the country will again be
bogged down in civil war.. )

Hence, the SPLA/SPLM addresses
the nationalities question in Sudan as a
whole. and proposes a comprehensive
solution: a united, federal, democratic
Sudan in which the federal states have
real power, in the hands of the masses
not the elitist intellectual bourgeoisie.
The structure of the federal government
would be shared in_such a way that all
the states effectively participate. .

Why aren’t you participating in

the new cabinet?

It is_not true that we refused to par-
ticipate in the Military Council or in the
civilian cabinet -of ‘Al Jazoli Dafalla.
Nobody consulted the SPLA/SPLM. As
usual things' were determined in Khar-
toum, by Khartoum. The regime created
a story that | was on my way to Khar-

toum, knowing that this could not and.

would not materialize. This was simply
to deceive the public that the SPLA/
SPLM had refused to participate. The
strategy of the generals was to isolate
the real forces that overthrew Numeiri.
Jazoli's government is not really a gov-
ernment. It was a concoction of the gen-
erals to defuse tension in the streets and
make people return to work. It has no
powers whatsoever. Take foreign affairs
as an example: Itisthe generals who are
globetrotting, not the Ministry of Foreign

Affairs. Jazoli's government should res-
ign and leave the generals to run their
show until the people run them out.

How can the generals’ attempt
to cool down the popular upris-
ing be prevented?

The real issues that led to the popu-

lar uprising will continue to baffle-the

generals as .they did .Numeiri.- The
economy s in complete shamblés and
will continue to deteriorate.under the
plunder of the generals’ neo-Numeirism.
The national and religious questions will
continue to haunt them. Given their nar-
row, sectarian outlook, they" cannot
come near to a correct ‘analysis, let
alone a solution. To be more concrete,.

the real guarantee that the generals will

not succeed in hijacking the people’s
revolution is the SPLA. The SPLA is the
dynamo of the popular uprising and will
keép it aflame to burn down the new
generals.

What really happened concern-
ing Numeiri’s allowing Sudan to
be used for the transfer of Ethio-

pian Jews to Israel?

The Sudan Airways workers are
best situated. to expose this plot. They
are doing.this well and we appreciate
their revolutionary stand. Numeiri's
motive in this undertaking was most cer-
tainly financial. It is reported that more
than 56 million dollars in bribes were
paid to Numeiri and his immediate circle
of officials. Such .a giant project cannot
be executed without the knowledge and
explicit involvement of the ministry of
defense. Civil aviation was under the
ministry of defense at this time. And who
was the minister of defense when the
project was executed? Of course, the
same generals who are now the govern-
ment. The question is not whether, but
how much some of them took of the 56
million dollars, and to what extent they
participated in the plot. Numeiri and the
present regime are inseparable. The
generals cannot bring Numeiri to trial for
this affair or for any of his hideous crimes
because that would also incriminate
them. Some window dressing can be
miade to hoodwink the public, but'no real ’
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struggle existing today. For the struggl-
ing Palestinians of today, this is their real
history; it is the continuing resistance,
despite all defeats, which makes up their
history. From this history, pride as well
as knowledge develops. None of these
actions - all of them necessary - has
been useless; not even those which at
the moment might have seemed com-
pletely ‘wrong’ or ‘useless'.

But, says a ‘hesitant friend’, is there
really no truth in the question put to
Yassir Arafat: «Are you aware that every
militant action in Israel gives another
vote to LIKUD?»? Isn't it also true that
the Palestinian cause. is hurt by actions
that upset international opinion?

Certainly, is the answer; certainly
there is truth in both these thoughts. The
question is only if that truth is the most
important truth. Of course repression
and extreme reactionary tendencies
develop from the actions of the oppres-
sed. It was like thatin 1910, and it is like
that in every situation of oppression. But
should this lead to the conclusion that
resistance should be given up? No, of
course not. There exists no ‘should’:
what exists is the necessity of resis-
tance, the evident fact that the oppres-
sion, the exodus, the massacres, etc.,
give rise to resistance.

In fact the ‘hesitant friends’ do not
realize that the most important thing is
not what occurs within the enemy camp
and within international opinion, but
what develops among the oppressed
and the struggling themselves! The
deciding question from the standpoint of
solidarity is this: Does a certain action, or
certain type of actions, strengthen the
Palestinian resistance or not?

We have today a situation where
the positions and feelings of the Palesti-
nian people are, to a great extent, still
influenced by the barbarian Zionist
aggression against Lebanon in 1982.
There exists resistance everywhere, in
the refugee camps, in Gaza, in the West
Bank, in the Galilee. Yet this resistance
suffers from a certain demoralization
resulting from the massacres in Leba-
non, and from a certain confusion con-
cerning the course of the resistance in
the new stage. Don't the Palestinians
need to get rid of all demoralization and
confusion? Don't they need to be
strengthened in their faith in the possibil-
ity of continuing to develop the resis-
tance? Will that not be the effect if they,
for instance, experience how their
fedayeen, their avant-garde, manage to
act in the center of ‘Israel’, despite the
seemingly total superiority of the

Zionists? Is not the daily resistance in
the refugee camps or in the West Bank
strengthened? Is not the basic political
and organizational work supported by
these and other ‘spectacular’, visible
actions? Has there not always existed
an important relation between the
armed, ‘visible’ actions and the daily,
popular resistance?

Isn't this the most important truth
about these actions which lead some
friends to hesitate? Of what real impor-
tance is it if the Likud gets more votes?
Were not all the tragedies that hit the
Palestinian people prior to 1977
administered by Zionist governments
led by the so-cafted Workers’ Party
(Labor)? Has the Palestinian resistance
any reason of importance to make a dif-
ference between the leading parties in
‘Israel’? Should the resistance move-
ment at this stage, when ‘Israel’ still is so
strong, start to decide its basic policies
according to the small nuances between
Peres and Shamir? Isn't it true that such
decisions belong to the final stage of a
struggle and not to its earlier stages?
Incidently, is it correct to state that ‘Is-
rael’ is stronger under Likud than under
‘Labor’? Is not the opposite correct: That
an extreme right-wing government is a
sign of the weakness of a society, a sign
of deepened contradictions? Isn't it, for
instance, good for the Palestinians that
immigration slows when Likud is in
power?

What about international opinion?
In reality, it is not that opinion, but the
Palestinians, who are going to liberate
Palestine. To have the support of inter-
national opinion is of course important;
in later stages of struggle, it will be of
increasing importance. However, first of
all, the Palestinians have to become
strong themselves! They have to be
strong before it becomes really useful to
have the support of international opin-
ion. If not, the effect of a positive opinion
could be that it first of all helps Ronald
Reagan and other enemies in their
efforts to put a lid on the Palestinian
question. From another angle: What do
the exiled, oppressed and struggling
Palestinians think of an opinion which
forgets all Zionist barbarism because of
a single Palestinian action?

Thus, to real friends of the Palesti-
nian people, the basic thing is always to
start from the realities of the Palestinian
masses. This is the only way to adhere
to a standpoint of solidarity, and the only
way to be able to make a difference bet-
ween matters of primary and secondary
importance.

«But they attack civilian targets!»
exclaims the ‘hesitant friend’ finally.
Yes, so did those Palestinian peasants
who attacked the kibbutz of Degania in
1910, Degania which is situated where
the Palestinian village of Umm Juni was
destroyed. What are ‘civiliantargets’ina
colonial state? Are kibbutzim and other
settlements in the Gaza Strip, Golan
Heights and West Bank, civilian
targets? If not, when and how were kib-
butzim and other settlements created
before 1967, changed to ‘civilian'?!? Is,
for instance, the ministry of industry,
commerce and tourism (that was
attacked by the DFLP in April 1984) a
civilian target in the sense of an ‘inno-
cent target'? Or is it an active colonial
institution which, for instance, would
never support the creation of a Palesti-
nian or ‘Israeli Arab’ factory? Is it not the
supreme authority concerning the com-
merce which plunders the occupied
West Bank, and uses tourism in order to
stimulate the immigration of more col-
onialists?

Moreover, itis crucial to get rid of all
illusions concerning the reports of
Palestinian resistance in the ‘ordinary’
media! Every single thing they publish is
turned inside out or upside down. The
Palestinians have vast experience with
this. They have, among other things,
continuously witnessed how the Zionists
ruthlessly risk the lives of ‘their own
people’ in order to strengthen their prop-
aganda which changes Palestinian
actions into ‘senseless massacres'. The
Palestinian resistance does not consist
of lunatics or ruthless fanatics, but of
patriots who are fighting for the freedom
and future of their people and their land.

In their thoughts about ‘civilian
targets’, the ‘hesitating friends’ should
first think over what kind of a state ‘Is-
rael' is. Yet basically they have to arrive
to a position which gives the Palesti-
nians the right to resist and attack even
in a stage when they have not yet the
strength to always choose ‘clearly’ milit-
ary targets. Of course, the point is to
realize that every Palestinian action is
first and foremost an expression of the
situation of the oppressed and of the
continuous Zionist terror.

There will be a day when the Pales-
tinian liberation movement is strong and
developed enough to make attacks that
can deepen the contradictions among
the Israelis, when more and more Jews
will realize that Zionism is only making
them into cannon fodder for colonialist
and imperialist interests. °
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Interview with AKEL-Cyprus

At a seminar arranged in Damascus, by «Al Nahj» Arab communist journal, on the occasion of the 40th
anniversary of the defeat of fascism, we had the opportunity to interview Central Committee member
Olympios Mikhael of AKEL-the Progressive Party of the Working People of Cyprus (the communist

party).

After the latest negotiations bet-
ween Cyprus President Kyp-
rianuo and the Cypriot Turkish
leader Denktash, under UN
auspices, failed, what is the situ-

ation for the Cyprus crisis?

Our party believes that the failure is
not only due to the President of the
Republic of Cyprus. The imperialists are
highly responsible because they pro-
voked the whole problem. The Turkish
side also shares responsibility due to its
intransigence. We'consider that the draft
solution provided by the UN Secretary
General gives the basis for a solution
acceptable to the two communities in
Cyprus. The prospects were not fixed in
the document of the UN Secretary Gen-
eral, but were to be fixed in this discus-
sion. In our view, the problem of Cyprus
cannot be solved outside the framework
of the UN. It is preferable to discuss with
the Cypriot Turkish side in order to find a
solution acceptable to both com-
munities. In this case, Cyprus must
become an independent, integral, fed-
eral republic. It must continue to be non-
aligned, and be totally demilitarized.

We consider this last demand as
one of our tasks with international con-
sequences, especially for the Middle
East and Mediterranean area. If Cyprus
is promoted to a bridgehead for the
imperialists, the danger to other peoples
around is great. We know that the
imperialists would like to transform Cyp-
rus into an advanced NATO base and
headquarters for the Rapid Deployment
Force. That is why we are fighting for a
completely demilitarized Cyprus. This
international aspect of the Cyprus prob-
lem must be addressed not only by
Greek Cypriots, but by Turkish Cypriots
as well.

Concerning the problem of our
President’s refusal to sign the UN docu-
ment: Some people consider that we are
trying to push him out, but this is not the
main effort of our party. We are trying to
have him sign the document prepared
by the UN Secretary General, because
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this will open the way to a peaceful solu-
tion. Of course, this would not solve all
aspects of the Cyprus problem, but it
would open the way for a fruitful discus-
sion between our communities, so that
the problem could be solved according
to the wishes of our people, and not
according to the interests of the
imperialists.

In the parliament, 66% of the MPs
voted for a resolution asking the Presi-
dent to sign the document prepared by
the UN Secretary General. So there is
now a kind of confrontation between this
majority and the minority consisting of
the government. Perhaps you know that
in December, the President declared
that he had stopped the democratic
cooperation between the AKEL and
DIKO party. We consider that this was
on US advice. The Americans spread
the illusion that they are going to help
solve the Cyprus problem. When the
President quit the democratic coopera-
tion, he put his party in the minority, for
Akel has more than 33% of the votes; we
have 12 out of 35 MPs.

By coincidence, our party’s opinion
on accepting the UN document is shared
by the right wing party. Of course, to
avoid confusion, | must say that we have
many differences with this party, first of
all, political ones, then tactical ones. We
stand for a Cyprus that is truly indepen-
dent. The right wing party stands for a
Cyprus closely involved with the West.
We do not want Cyprus to be in any bloc,
especially not NATO; that is why we pre-
fer that Cyprus is non-aligned. This is a
great difference with the right wing party,
but since this party took about 33% of
the votes, with our 33% this means 66%
of the parliament is against the Presi-
dent. This is a political problem. We
asked the President either to proceed to
sign the document, opening the way to
talks with the Turkish side, or apply to
the people to see their reaction.

What is the danger to the Cypriot
and Mediterranean peoples of
the military bases in Cyprus, to

be used by the US Central Com-

mand?

The Central Command headquar-
ters are in Turkey, but they would like to
make Cyprus the headquarters. That is
why the Americans are trying, on the
premise that they are going to help solve
the Cyprus problem, to appear as
friends. They promise that after the solu-
tion of the problem, they will give an
amount of money that would enable the
Cyprus government to compensate
those who are not returned to their
homes. The US effort to appear as
friendsis in order to have Cyprus be flex-
ible towards them and allow their use of
military bases.

There is another aspect. The milit-
ary bases are British, and the British are
suffering financial difficulties. According
to the Zurich-London agreements, if the
British are not able to operate the bases,
they must be returned to the Republic of
Cyprus. The Americans are interfering
so as to have the responsibility for
operating these. bases transferred to
them.

We consider it a great task to fight
for peace and prevent Cyprus being
transformed into a military base for the
US. Of course, it is known that in the
area occupied by Turkish troops, a very
huge military airport is under construc-
tion, the biggest in the Middle East area.
The US prefers to make use of this base
under an agreement with a new Cypriot
government, because now the so-called
Turkish state is a pseudo-state; it is not
recognized. So the US prefers to be
given these bases after a solution.

The US plans are not new.
For example, twenty years ago, there
was a scheme whereby Cyprus would
be divided into two, with one part given
to Greece and the other to Turkey. The
imperialists continue insisting on such a
scheme because it means that they
could avoid the headache of Cyprus as
an independent, non-aligned country.
They prefer to join the two parts with the
«motherlands», in order to transform
Cyprus into a NATO base. Since Turkey









