


editorjial——

Historical Imperatives and Palestinian Rights:

A rescue operation, which is what the
Camp David Summit is all about, is always a
commendable act when what is being
rescued is in fact worth the trouble. A peace
initiative is, of course, always worth
rescuing; but the initiative that President
Carter is attempting to revive, by inviting
Sadat and Begin to confer with him at Camp
David, September 5, is not a peace initiative
but a war initiative, mounted by Israel to
reassert Zionist commitments to con-
tinued military occupation, territorial
expansionism, the bloody rule of the gun in
the West Bank/Gaza and the devastating
pain inflicted on the Palestinians all these
years.

It is a fact that the present Israeli
intransigence stems from the traditionalist
and fanatic position of Menachem Begin,
who is a product of the ethos of Zionism
itself, a movement led by old-guard, insecure
and paranoid politicians who are themselves
the product of the intensely racist and
colonial values of the turn of the century era
in Europe, when Third World people were
dismissed as an inferior species of human
beings and their lands were fair game for
take over by European settlers. (This
arrogance has manifested itself equally in
Zimbabwe and Azania [“South Africa”] as it
has in Palestine.)

Hence, rescue missions, peace initiatives
and negotiating forums aside, unless there is
a dramatic shift in Israel’s perceptions about
what constitutes a settlement, it is difficult to
envisage the majority of the Jews in
Palestine being genuinely reconciled to the
idea that there are a Palestinian people with
aspirations for freedom and statehood in
their own country. The tragic, but
abominable, fact is that Israeli Jews, long
subjected to their leaders’ rhetoric about
“biblical Israel” and the rest of it, remain
unreconciled to the one crucial factor that
would bring peace: Palestinian rights, even if
these were partial rights as expressed in
statehood on the mere 21 per cent remnant
of 1948 Palestine in the West Bank/Gaza.

In reality, Israeli Jews in Palestine
recognize nobody else’s right in Palestine
except that of the Jews.

There is almost as much opposition in
Israel, for example, to returning the West
Bank in any real territorial and political
sense to Jordan as there is to the
establishment there of a Palestinian state.
More than that, even those few Israelis who
favor the return of the West Bank and Gaza
do so not out of a feeling that it belongs to
the Arabs, (all true Zionists believe that
even the whole of Jordan, among other
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places in the Arab nation, belong to “Eretz
Israel”), but because returning them would
be politically expedient, say as a measure to
prevent a devastating war where Jewish
lives are lost.

Indeed, before Menachem Begin’s
ascendance to power in Palestine, a debate
raged openly (but in Hebrew), amonglsraeli
politicians and “intellectuals,” whose main
thrust was that it would be easier in the
future to recapture the West Bank from
Hussein than it would be from the
Palestinians, entrenched in a sovereign
state.

The neo-fascist Likud coalition, headed
by Menachem Begin, the former leader of
the Irgun Gang, is in fact no different, in the
substance of its position, from the Labor
Party. The platform of each rests on the
notion of territorial expansion and the
incredible inanities inherent in the concept
of “Greater Israel.”

Rabin, for instance, when in power, may
have dissimulated better than the fanatically
direct Begin, but the position of both is
identical. Rabin in 1975 and 1976 was as
much opposed to a Palestinian state, to
negotiations with the PLO and to total
withdrawal from the occupied territories, as
Begin is today. It may also be added that
Rabin, like Golda Meir before him, dropped
concussion bombs on Lebanon, imprisoned
and tortured as many Palestinians, blew up
as many homes, deported as many people,
confiscated as much land and built as many
illegal settlements, with the same frequency
and arrogance as Begin is doing today.

Zionist leaders, since the early days when
Jewish settlers began arriving in Palestine 60
years ago, have not changed one iota in their
racist views about the Arab people and the
Arab world.

Certainly, these views have become ever
more frozen and static since 1967. The
cornerstone of these views is that the
Palestinians can indefinitely remain a
captive population in the West Bank/Gaza
and an exiled people in the surrounding
countries. And if this paranoid position is
hard to believe, it will be recalled that no
other than Amon Cohen, who is dubbed
[improbably enough] a professor of Islamic
History at the University of Jerusalem, and
who is [more significantly] the top adivsor to
the occupying military government in the
West Bank, wrote in the Israeli paper,
Maariv, June 2, 1977, that the occupation of
the Palestinian people and their territories in
the West Bank and in Gaza can endure for
generations. (Yes, he used the plural.)

This devntion to conquest of land and

subjugation or expulsion of people extends,
like a well-patterned, well-delineated design,
to all Zionist thinking; not just in the neo-
fascist Jabotinski faction (of which Beginis a
follower) but also to its labor “left” wing as
well.

In fact, the Labor parties in the Zionist
movement in Palestine, in the 1920’s and
1930’s, concerned about the existence of a
vast Palestinian Arab majority in the
country, devoted more time to the matter of
how to expel Palestinians, or create
conditions for their flight, than the fascists
did.

In her book, The Struggle Which Failed:
Hebrew Labor 1929-1939, published in
Hebrew by the Tel Aviv University, 1977,
Anita Shapira outlines this in detail. She
explains (p. 58) that the first significant
expression by important Zionist leaders
about their sinister plans for the future of
Palestinians was made by Aharon Cizling.
Cizling, who became leader of the Mapam
(Labor) Party and a minister in the first
Israeli government, argued in 1930 that
Palestinian Arab workers should not under
any circumstances be helped to unionize,
because “it would be better if they were
unorganized when the time for transfer
came.” Cizling had added that the
“wandering” i (% Palestinian people (from
Palestine to t::: surrounding countries)
should be planned and agreed upon. And all
of this dastardly ruthlessness was
expressed, according to Shapira’s research,
at a meeting of the Central Committee of
the Mapam Party.

In those days, as in these, such views
were subscribed to by the top echelon
leadership of the Zionist movement. In the
Report of the Congress of the World
Council of Poale Zion, Zurich, July 29, 1937
(published in Tel Aviv, 1938), Ben Gurion,
commenting on the Peel Commission
partition plan, proposed the “transfer” of
the Palestinian population “if possible of
their own free will, if not by coercion. . . to
enlarge Jewish colonization.”

Nothing has changed. Zionist
colonization plans remain the same today as
they were then.

In the West Bank and Gaza, as in the rest
of Palestine, Menachem Begin is merely
carrying on a tradition, a long practiced
tradition characteristic of Zionism, that
forms the root-fibre of Israeli thinking, and
from which flows all Israel’s policies of
expansion, settlements, occupation,
napalm, deportations and the rest of it.

What has to be changed then is the
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