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PFLP Press Conference

The day after the May 20th massacre in occupied Palestine, Com-
rade George Habash, General Secretary of the PFLP, convened a
press conference in Damascus. Below we print a summary of the

main points.

Comrade Habash began by deliver-
ing a short statement stressing that this
massacre demands more than an expres-
sion of pain, more than comforting words
for the families of the martyrs and wish-
ing a speedy recovery for the injured:
«What happened yesterday requires
that the PLO, the Arabs and democra-
tic and progressive forces internation-
ally shoulder their responsibility for
thoroughly examining the implications of
this tragedy and the duties to be carried
out in this regard. This bloodbath means
that the PLO must have no illusions
about the Israeli position on the peace
process. This would enable the PLO to
begin serious work based on the percep-
tion that the intifadais the backbone of its
activities. In this case, the PLO would
begin to think of using all possible means
of struggle to guarantee the achievement
of our goals, namely freedom and inde-
pendence.

«To this end, a new session of the
Palestinian National Council (PNC)
should be convened as soon as possible.
This is especially needed since the in-
fluential forces in the PLO as of the 19th
PNC, adopted a policy based on recog-
nizing UN Security Council resolutions
242 and 338. This policy led the PLO
leadership to make more and more
gratuitous concessions, thinking thereby
to bring the Palestinian state within
reach. Now, it is our right to ask where
this policy hasled the PLO. The answer is
all too clear: It has led to more intransi-
gence and arrogance on the part of the
Zionist enemy. Hence, it is the duty of
any sincere leadership to acknowledge
this fact and to adopt another political
line - one which makes the intifada the
focus of its work. This means to escalate
and support the intifada so as to force the
enemy to yield to our legitimate national
rights.

«The PFLP is calling for a speedy
convening of a new PNC to discuss the
issue of having HAMAS and the Islamic
Jihad, and all Palestinian forces who
remain outside the framework of the
PLO or the United National Leadership,

join these bodies; at the very least, we
must find the best means of coordination
among the various Palestinian forces
inside and outside of the occupied ter-
ritories.

«We should support the intifada
with armed struggle so as to inflict
maximum losses on the Zionist soldiers. I
do not mean that the intifada should be
converted into an armed uprising, but we
must fulfill our task across the borders...
Thirty months after the eruption of the
intifada, the Arab states surrounding
Palestine have yet to fire a single bullet to
support it. If the Arab armies are power-
less, the PLO must undertake this task as
itbegandoingin 1965.»

Comrade Habash called on the Arab
summit to shoulder its responsibilities.
He stressed that it is the Palestinians’
right to call on the international com-
munity, specifically the UN, to provide
protection for the masses by putting the
occupied territories, including Jeru-
salem, under a temporary international
mandate. «We demand that all the
states that keep talking about human
rights, and specifically the US which
pretends to be the foremost defender
of human rights, to impose sanctions
on Israel which is totally rejecting the
Palestinian people’s rights.»

Comrade Habash saluted the masses
of the intifada, stressing that: «No force
in the world, no matter how powerful,
can defeat the will of a people who are
determined to achieve freedom and inde-
pendence.» He addressed the Palestinian

masses in the 1948 occupied territories,
pointing out what an effective role they
could play in support of the uprising; he
called on Jewish progressive forces who
have protested Sunday’s atrocity to
intensify their work to expose the Israeli
government’s criminal policy. He urged
the Palestinian masses in exile to con-
tinue to search for new ways of support-
ing the intifada, meanwhile calling on the
Arab masses to take immediate action in
solidarity with the Palestinians under
occupation and to pressure the Arab gov-
ernments to take practical measures,
exerting their influence to force the US to
recognize Palestinian rights.

After concluding his opening state-
ment, Comrade Habash answered a
series of questions from journalists. To a
question about the role the Palestine Lib-
eration Army (PLA) in the Arab coun-
tries should play to support the intifada,
he replied: «Above all, the units of this
army should be under the PLO’s com-
mand, not controlled by the states where
they are located. In that case, the PLA
would participate along with the other
forces of the Palestinian revolution in
defending the Palestinian masses and
fighting the enemy’s troops.»

Concerning the reaction he
expected to the massacre from the Pales-
tinians in the occupied territories,
Habash said that this was a chance to
return to the early days of the intifada
which were termed «the days of vast mass
explosion. It is natural to expect that the
mass reaction may reach the point of
employing arms.»

Asked about the PFLP’s position on
states which resume diplomatic relations
with Israel, Habash said: «When the
largest Arab state (Egypt) does not with-
draw its ambassador from Tel Aviv...
what can we expect from Greece, Spain
or even the Soviet Union? When the
chairman of the PLO Executive Commit-
tee does not ask the Egyptian regime to
sever relations with Israel, how can we
ask otherstodoso?»

The last question concerned the
PLO delegation which was visiting
Damascus at the time of the press confer-
ence. Comrade Habash explained that
the delegation had two aims: normalizing
relations between Fatah and Syria, and
discussing the upcoming Arab summit.
«Concerning the bilateral relations... a
step forward has been achieved. But con-
cerning the summit, the official Syrian
position is known, and I do not think
there was any change.» ([ ]
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~ Zionist Crime Met ‘by United

Palestinian Upsurge

Early in the morning, Sunday, May 20th, an Israeli clad in army uniform accosted a group of about
50 Palestinians who had come from the occupied Gaza Strip to Rishon Letzion to wait for work. He
demanded their ID cards and then opened fire with his US-supplied M16; seven Palestinians were
murdered on the spot and another 11 injured. The Israeli army claimed he was deranged, but the
same day Israeli soldiers were just as quick to open fire on the demonstrators protesting the massacre.
Seven more Palestinians were killed, making May 20th a day that will go on record alongside scores

of other Zionist crimes.

Palestinian fight-back after the massacre will also go on record but in more human terms, showing
the instinctive oneness of the people of Palestine, at home and in exile, and their shared determi-

nation to regain their rights.

The media described Rishon Letz-
ion as a Tel Aviv suburb, but this is a mis-
nomer both historically and currently. It
is one of the earliest Zionist settlements,
established in the 1890s, and kept alive by
the finances of French Zionist Baron
Rothschild until the Zionist movement
had gained sufficient imperialist backing
to sustain more concerted colonization.
Rishon Letzion lies where there was once
a small Palestinian village called Ain
Qara. Today it is a «slave market,» half-
way between Tel Aviv and Gaza, one of
many junctions where Palestinians wait
foraday’s workin Zionist enterprises.

The May 20th massacre was no
chance occurrence but indicative of the
double victimization to which Palesti-
nians under occupation are subject.
Forced to sell their labor power cheap to
the occupier who has deprived them of
other means of subsistence, they are also
exposed to racist attacks which are at
once systematic and arbitrary. May 20th
can only be viewed as the product of 42
years of Zionist state terror and
intitutionalized racism. For what other
reason is Palestinian life considered not
only cheap, butalso best done away with?

This massacre could have happened
anytime, anyplace in occupied Palestine,
especially in the atmosphere of right-
wing extremism fostered by Shamir’s
government which is hell-bent on block-
ing the peace process, meanwhile
encouraging the «transfer» trend for ter-
rorizing Palestinians out of their home-
land. It is indicative that the Kach move-
ment said outright that it would not con-
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demn the killings, for perhaps some of
the Palestinians who died had once
thrownstones at Jews.

The stage had been set by preceding
events. The five-month sentence handed
down to Rabbi Moshe Levinger, leader
of Gush Emunim, on May 1st for shoot-
ing dead a Hebron shopkeeper in Sep-
tember 1988, can only be understood as a
license to kill Palestinians. (He is the sec-
ond settler to be imprisoned at all for such
a crime, although at least 30 Palestinians
have been killed by settlers since the
uprising began.)

In the context of the Israeli political
crisis, rightist MKs had been deliberately
whipping up a racist atmosphere. In
April, Sharon called the Palestinian
Knesset members «Arafat’s murderers.»
Tehiya’s Guela Cohen and Likud’s
Ovadia Eli called them «agents of
Arafat» - acharge equal to high treasonin
Israeli circles. A little over a week before
the May 20th massacre, Jewish graves
were desecrated in Haifa, and an attempt
made to have it look like an act by Palesti-
nians; incidently, the same week a Pales-
tinian cultural event opened in the city.
Moledet party leader Ze’eviimmediately
advocated that Arabs who do such deeds
be expelled, although a Jewish citizen of
Israel was almost immediately ap-
prehended for the crime.

Though Israel’s friends had been
tooting the lower death tolls in the
occupied territories this year, as com-
pared to 1988-89, Zionist repression has
not let up, but continues to be tightened
in the ongoing effort to strangle the

intifada. On the other hand, the media
had busily picked up Israeli statements
about the intifada «receding,» but this
was not the case either. Though without
media attention, the masses of the
intifada have all along been steadily
engaging in their militant routine of the
past two and a half years - throwing
stones and molotovs against the occupa-
tion troops; organizing protests, strikes
and boycotts; and consolidating com-
munity organization, social services and
self-reliance.

On May 28th, the Foreign Press
Association, representing over 200
foreign correspondents working in
Israel, protested the restrictions on their
coverage of the situationin the territories
after the Rishon Letzion massacre, due
to widespread curfews and closure
orders. Infact, curfews and closures have
been the order of the day all spring. The
Gaza Strip was either declared a closed
area or totally curfewed for at least ten
days in the preceding two months. In
addition, there was a two week maritime
siege on the coast after two political pris-
onersescaped from Ansar ITinlate April;
this affected the livelihood of over 1,000
Palestinian fishermen. Beit Furik, in the
West Bank, was under curfew and/or
military siege or closure orders through-
out March and April, with the population
subject to arrests, beatings, collective
punishment, tax raids and confiscation of
property at the hands of the notorious
Golani Brigade in concert with the regu-
lar army. In the village of Anabta, along
curfew was imposed to cover the Golani



Brigade’s harrassment of the population
in April. Nahalin, near Bethlehem, was
also declared a closed area on April 12-
13th, the anniversary of last year’s mas-
sacre of five village residents by the army.
These are only afew examples.

The real prelude to the May 20th
massacre was on April 26th, Eid al Fitr,
the Muslim holiday at the end of the
Ramadan fast. Residents of Jabalya
camp in the Gaza Strip were on their way
to the cemetery to pay their respects to
the dead, as is the custom on this day.
They were suddenly confronted by a
military force which fired teargas without
warning. In the ensuing clash, three
Palestinians were shot dead as Israeli sol-
diers fired indiscriminately into a crowd
0f4,000. Approximately 225 people were
injured, about half by gunfire. They
ranged in age from 2 to 80 years. On the
same day a West Bank youth was shot
and killed in a similar march to the cemet-
eryin Qabatya.

Army Chief-of-Staff Shomron him-
sclf supervised the operation in Jabalya,
including shooting live ammunition and
loads of teargas from army gunships, and

imposed a longterm curfew on the camp.
Jabalya’s residents are however experi-
enced at defying curfews; 5,000 grouped
together and stormed military command
posts, giving the Zionist troops an all-day
battle and injuring 12 soldiers. The com-
ment of Matan Vilnai, military comman-
der of the Strip, makes one think that the
occupation forces had planned the whole
thing. As quoted in Haaretz, April 27th,
he said, «We expected that a matter of
this sort would happen. The quiet was
suspicious in our eyes. In the end, it
exploded.» It is noteworthy that last year
at Eid al Fitr, two Palestinians were killed
and 150 injured in Nusseirat camp in the
Strip.

A joint communique issued by Al
Haq and the Palestine Human Rights
Center concerning the events in
Jabalya, April 26th, listed a series of
previous incidents involving multiple
and indiscriminate killings and injuries:
-December 16,1988, eight Palestinians
were killed and 20 injured in Nablus,
during a funeral procession.

-April 13, 1989, five Palestinians were
killed and 30 injured in Nahalin, fol-

lowing a night raid on the village.
-May 19, 1989, five Palestinians were
killed and 46 injured in Shabura,
Rafah Camp, following the lifting of a
long curfew.

-June 16, 1989, three Palestinians were
killed and 40 injured in Rafah.

The statement concluded: «The events
in Jabalya indicate that the Israeli
army is continuing to pursue a policy
of excessive force including the illegal
use of lethal force and the wilful and
brutal infliction of injuries.»

A further Zionist atrocity occur-
red after the May 20th massacre. On
June 12th, an Israeli soldier hurled
teargas into the window of the
UNRWA health center in Gaza. Inside
were several hundred women, children
and infants, waiting for preventive care
services. Sixty-six persons, mainly chil-
dren sustained serious injury. The
Zionist soldier was released after a
brief detention for acting beyond the
scope of his orders.

Shatta Camp - frequently curfewed
-photo by Tordai




Palestine - reunited in protest

Within hours of the Rishon Letz-
ion massacre, occupied Palestine was
in a turmoil of Palestinian rage and
continued Zionist aggression. In a
spontaneously  organized  general
strike, later extended to three days by
the United National Leadership, Pales-
tinian workers in Israel returned to the
territories in cars and buses bearing
black flags. The Gaza Strip exploded
despite the immediate imposition of a
curfew which it took the occupation
army all day to enforce. Seven more
Palestinians were killed as the army
confronted demonstrators in the West
Bank and Gaza Strip, bringing the
death toll to 14, equaling the highest
number killed on a single day previ-
ously in the intifada (the April 1988
protests of Abu Jihad’s assassination).

In the course of three days, 20
Palestinians were shot dead and over
800 wounded. Meanwhile, 12 Israeli
soldiers were injured by stones, four of
them seriously enough to require hos-
pitalization. According to an Israeli
army spokesman, the «sheer scope and
intensity of the rioting has not been
seen in at least the past six months»
(Associated Press, May 21st).

Palestinians living in the Zionist
state immediately declared a general
strike, while Palestinian communities
from the Galilee in the north to Naqab
villages in the south, and the Triangle,
Jaffa, Haifa, Ramle and Lydd, took to
the streets in protest. The Zionist
forces had to take on a nation-wide
intifada in what the Israeli media
termed unprecedentedly broad distur-
bances. Nazareth took on the appear-
ance of a West Bank town as masked
youth burned tires and threw stones at
Zionist police, vehicles and buildings.
Protests continued, day and night, for
three days, defying curfews, teargas
and rubber bullets, and causing Shamir
to warn that «Israeli Arabs» had «ex-
ceeded the bounds of the permissible»
(Guardian, May 23rd).

For the better part of a week, the
Israeli army and police were kept busy
with having to send reinforcements
into a number of places. Even the
guard force in prisons was beefed up
as Palestinian prisoners, who had been
planning hunger strikes to protest their
illegal detention, joined in the all-
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Palestine protest. Not until May 27th
did the army begin to ease its curfew
in the Gaza Strip - the longest ever
imposed on the whole area. On the
same day, the United National Leader-
ship called for a general strike until
June 7th in continued protest of the
massacre, meanwhile marking the his-
torical Zionist aggressions of June - the
1967 occupation of the West Bank and
Gaza Strip, and the 1982 invasion of
I ebanon.

Palestinian militants in the occupied
territories staged several attacks in the
week following  the massacre: a settler
was killed in Jerusalem on May 20th,
while a bomb in the city one week later
killed another Israeli and injured ten
others. In the days between, there was an
armed attack on an Israeli military patrol
in Hebron.

Spillover to Jordan

OnMay 22nd, Haaretzreported that
Israeli troops had been put on alert for
possible intervention against Palesti-
nians in Israel or Jerusalem, for the first
time since the intifada began (Interna-
tional Herald Tribune, May 23rd). Israeli
political and military leaders expressed
unease at the spillover of the intifada to
Palestinian communities adjacent to the
1967 occupied territories.

Indeed Jordan joined the intifada
for three days, with thousands upon
thousands demonstrating in the Palesti-

nian camps and major Jordanian cities.
Baqaa Camp near Amman and Irbid in
the north were the scenes of the biggest
protests against the massacre in Pales-
tine, and also the places where two
youths were killed, as the Jordanian sec-
urity forces tried to keep the protesters
within bounds. However, it was obvious
that the mass anger at the Zionists’
atrocities had linked up with the frustra-
tions of people who until a few months
ago had no outlet whatsoever for expres-
sing their political sentiments. There was
an attempt to storm the US embassy, and
cars, hotels and businesses were
attacked.

At the same time, groups linked to
the Jordanian intelligence, the com-
prador class, some Islamic forces, and
even the Israeli intelligence, were at
work. These groups share a common
interestin sabotaging the new democracy
as well as Palestinian-Jordanian relations
on the popular level. This posed a prob-
lem for the nationalist forces whose
interests lie in developing the new demo-
cracy and exhibiting more solidarity with
the intifada, not in promoting violence
foritsownsake.

The government let out hints that it
was prepared to send the army into the
camps and cities, and as the protests sub-
sided, a week of mourning for the victims
of Zionist terror was declared, with black
flags hanging in every street of the Pales-
tinian camps in Jordan.

Funeral in Hitteen Camp, near Amman, of Palestinian youth killed by the Jordanian police.
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issued amemorandum chronicling Israeli
human rights violations. They reiterated
the validity of the PLO peace initiative
and reaffirmed the demand of the
intifada «for the occupied territories to
be placed under neutral international
supervision to prevent any change in its
demographic and geographic status» and
«for an end to the extreme suffering of
the unarmed Palestinian civilians» until a
comprehensive solutionis achieved.

Five days later, hours after the
Rishon Letzion massacre, Al Hagq
urgently demanded: «the immediate
withdrawal of the Israeli military forces
from all major population centers, espe-
cially from the Gaza Strip...» and
«prompt action by the international com-
munity, in line with its duties under inter-
national law, to provide effective, on-
the-ground protection for the Palestinian
civilian population.»

Also on May 20th, a group of promi-
nent Palestinians began a hungerstrike at
the ICRC office in Jerusalem, protesting
the massacre, demanding the convening
of the Security Council and an indepen-
dent investigation into the massacre and
Israeli practices in the occupied ter-
ritories. The number of hunger strikers
grew to 50 and they received many
expressions of solidarity. The most
meaningful was perhaps the decision of
Archbishop Capucci, once imprisonedin
Israel for his support to the Palestinians,
to join in the hunger strike from Rome
where he has lived since being expelled
from occupied Palestine.

In Baghdad, the Arab summit
backed up the call for an emergency Sec-
urity Council meeting, and the PLO
stressed the need for a peacekeeping
force to be sent to the territories. Thus
began the battle at the UN. The PLO
achieved a new diplomatic victory when
the Security Council convened at the UN
headquarters in Geneva on May 25th, for
the first time in 18 years, specifically so
there would be no problems for PLO
Chairman Yasir Arafat to address the
session - also afirst for the council. Arafat
emphasized the importance of dispatch-
ing a UN emergency force and deciding
sanctions against Israel for its murderous
policies. The overwhelming sentiment at
the council session was condemnation of
Israeli human rights violations but, due
to the US position, the PLO was unable
to obtain concrete protection for the
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Palestinian masses. The other 14 mem-
bers of the Security Council favored at
the minimum to send an investigative
team to the occupied territories. How-
ever, the US, after a series of contradic-
tory statements, settled down to its his-
torical position of only backing what is
acceptable to Israel. This prevented the
will of the majority from producing any
concrete results.

The Israeli position was clearly
articulated from the start: No to any Sec-
urity Council team or UN presence which
was branded as interference in internal
Israeli affairs. This clearly expresses the
Shamir government’s position that the
1967 occupied territories are Israel’s
whether officially annexed or not. This is
what the US administration de facto sup-
ports, despite its officially formulated
policy that the West Bank and Gaza Strip
are occupied territories, subject to
negotiations.

How to deal with the US, in view of
its crucial role in the Middle East conflict,
has long been a subject of debate in the
PLO and the Arab arena generally.
While the United National Leadership
has consistently upheld alucid view of the
US'’ role and responsibility for the occu-
pation, some Palestinian figures have
been willing to gamble on the possibility
of the US exerting pressure on Israel.
However, with this new evidence of the
US position, there is little room for
debate on the subject. Palestinians of all
tendencies closed ranks in the face of this
new US attack on Palestinians’ most min-
imal rights - to life and safety.

On June 1st, the Jerusalem hunger
strike ended after a number of the strik-
ers had been hospitalized. Fifty Palesti-
nian leaders in Jerusalem called for sanc-
tions against the US as well as Israel,
including use of the Arab oil weapon;
they declared that they would boycott all
contacts with US officials.

Two days previously, the Palestinian
revolution had staged its biggest attack in
several years against Israel. Naval units
of the Palestine Liberation Front
besieged the Israeli coast from Ashge-
lon, south of Tel Aviv, to Herzliyya,
north of the city. A ranged battle ensued
with the Zionist state employing ships,
aircraft and ground forces before over-
coming the commandos. The operation
intended to attack Israeli military instal-
lations in the area. The Israeli disinfor-
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mation now being spread about the intent
to kill civilians is belied by the simple fact
that the commandos, who did manage to
land on the beach, fired not one shot at
the many sun-bathers there.

The US, which thwarted even a mild
attempt to check Israeli violence against
the masses under occupation, announced
thatits dialogue with the PLO hungin the
balance due to the operation. The US
ambassador in Tunis called the PLO
delegation to four meetings in a week,
trying to illicit condemnation of the PLF
attack or expulsion of its leader, Abu
Abbas, from the PLO. After ayearof the
US dragging its feet about this dialogue,
this confirms the impression that the
Bush Administration only talks to the
PLO in hopes that it will put a lid on the
liberation struggle.

Meeting in Baghdad, the PLO
Executive Committee on June 6th,
termed the US threats to end the dialogue
«blackmail,» and a number of PLO
spokesman confirmed the Palestinians’
right to continue all forms of struggle
until obtaining their rights.

Israeli officials responded to the
attack by trying to persuade the US to cut
the dialogue with the PLO. But the more
significant part of the Israeli response
was the stress put on Libyan responsibil-
ity for supporting the operation. A
former head of Israeli military intelli-
gence, Yehoshua Saguy, proposed out-
rightthat Libyabe attacked. Such aggres-
sion cannot be ruled out, especially in
view of the Israeli crisis caused by the
intifada. Such attacks have been used
before to close Israeli ranks and try to
scare the Arabs from rendering support
to the Palestinian revolution. The stress
on Libya, moreover, fits into the Israeli
efforts to refocus on the «Arab threat» in
an attempt to divert from the intifada and
the roots of the whole conflict, i.e., the
justice of the Palestinian cause.

The greatest obstacle to this new
Israeli attempt at diversion is seen in the
continuation of the intifada - undaunted
by the tightening repression and mas-
sacres. The spontaneous, united reaction
by Palestinians in all places to the May
20th massacre is another evidence that
the intifada has wrought irreversible
changes, cementing determination and
militancy that will eventually enforce jus-
tice in the Middle East and anew, democ-
raticlife for the people of Palestine. @
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Viewpoint

For a Democratic Palestine

In May, a symposium was held in Nazareth, Palestine, entitled: «Is the State of Israel the State of
All its Citizens and Absentees?» The symposium was organized jointly by the Galilee Center for
Social Research and the Scholarship Fund for Publications on Israel. Below we print the discussion
paper which was presented by Udi Adiv, a former political prisoner in Israel. It is entitled: «For Joint
Israeli-Palestinian Action against the Occupation: Towards a Common Democratic Non-Sectarian

State.»

The central question facing the Palestinian people and
the democratic and progressive movements in Israel today is
the question of the struggle against the occupation. The
focus of this struggle is the intifada of the Palestinian people
in the occupied territories. The intifada is today the central
factor for the Palestinian national movement under the
leadership of the PLO and for the movements in Israel
struggling against the occupation and in support of the
national rights of the Palestinian people.

The purpose of this paper, however, is to draw an out-
line for discussion on the possibilities for establishing com-
mon Palestinian-Israeli frameworks both in order to act a-
gainst the Israeli occupation and for a common future in a
common state. Our view is based on the possible unity of
the Palestinian people and those Israeli democratic and
progressive individuals and movements who rebel against
the Israeli occupation and the continued repression and
exploitation of the Palestinian people. This unity is in our
view the correct basis for the struggle against the Israeli
occupation and for a common non-sectarian state.

Sections of the peace movement and the left in Israel
assume and advocate an Israeli nationalism based on Jewish
ethnicity, whose political expression is Israeli citizenship by
force of the Law of Return. These sections support the
Palestinian national struggle as a means to secure Palestinian
recognition of their Zionist Israeli national identity. They
wish to preserve their segregated existence - not to struggle
for a common future. We submit that this assumption of a
separate Zionist Israeli national identity is a barrier to a sol-
ution of the conflict and is a primary obstacle to a joint
struggle against the occupation and for a common state
based on equality and democracy.

We who initiate this paper know from the experience of
our own life and our own struggle over many years that a
joint struggle for a common goal on the basis of equality
and unity of Palestinians and Israelis is the only possible
alternative to continued Israeli occupation and repression.

The PLO was the first political organization to put for-
ward the vision of a democratic state for all of its inhabit-
ants: Muslims, Jews and Christians on the basis of separa-
tion of religion from the state. Yet, since its establishment
in 1964 the PLO carried out its struggle as the organization
of the Palestinian Arab people only and did not act consis-

sntly to create frameworks for common action with the de-
mocratic and progressive public in Israel.

In the past ten years, and in particular after the decla-
ration of independence and the establishment of the state of
Palestine, the PLO has recognized the state of Israel on a
de facto basis. Following the Palestinian declaration of inde-
pendence, various political perspectives developed. One
important argument says that only the embracing of a polit-
ical (not ethnic) Palestinian (not Palestinian Arab) perspec-
tive as the political foundation for a common democratic
citizenship in a common state will make possible the integ-
ration of the Israeli democratic and progressive individuals
and movements in the Palestinian national struggle. In addi-
tion, the argument says that the Palestinian national move-
ment under the leadership of the PLO, the sole legitimate
representative of the Palestinian people, must continue and
promote its clear emphasis that its struggle against the
Israeli occupation is fundamentally political: Palestinian
against occupation regime, and not primarily ethnic
(qawmi): Arab against Jew. On the basis of this continuing
political democratic struggle, Palestinians and Israelis will be
able to transcend their antagonistic ethnic-national identities
and struggle together in a common organization for the
same political goal of independence and liberation for all,
based on cultural pluralism on the one hand and a democ-
ratic political national (watani) identity of common citizen-
ship of a common state without distinction of language, cul-
ture, religion, ethnic nationality and gender on the other.

We make a sharp distinction between cultural identity
and citizenship. In democratic states where there are more
than one cultural identity, there obtains necessarily a clear
separation between the distinct ethnic-national identities
(cultures) and the common political-national identity
(citizenship) uniting all the residents in the framework of the
state as equal human beings under the law. It is only in the
framework of such common democratic citizenship that the
welcomed and enriching pluralism of cultural identities can
flourish and blossom without collapsing into sectarian con-
flict and strife.

It is necessary therefore to distinguish clearly between
Arab vs. Jewish ethnic nationalism (cultural identity) on the
one hand, and political nationalism (citizenship) on the

other. The expression of this latter political nationalism is»
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the struggle against Israeli occupation and colonial policies
and for a new democratic order: a common state which will
realize and express the freedom, self-determination and
common life of all the inhabitants of the country (residents
and refugees) - regardless of their language, culture, relig-
ion, ethnic nationality or gender - as equal citizens.

We wish to emphasize that this call is consistent and
compatible with the demand of the PLO for the establish-
ment of an independent state of Palestine. We consider the
establishment of an independent Palestinian state in Pales-
tine as an important step in our struggle, Israelis and Pal-
estinians inside and outside Israel against the Israeli rule of
apartheid and segregation and for a common life based on
equal rights for all the inhabitants of the unified country and
its Palestinian refugees.

Israeli citizenship by force of the Law of Return ne-
gates the modern concepts of citizenship as defined and
created by the American constitution and the French revolu-
tion some two hundred years ago. Against Israeli Jewish
ethnic nationalism whose legal expression is Israeli citizen-
ship by force of the Law of Return, we call for a common
democratic non-sectarian state based on a common political
nationalism for all the inhabitants of the country: Palesti-
nians (the residents of the occupied territories, the refugees,
and the Palestinian citizens of the state of Israel) and the
Israelis (the immigrant society and their descendants, citi-
zens of the state of Israel by force of the Law of Return)
whose legal expression will be one democratic citizenship
like American citizenship or British citizenship.

The construction of the common political nationalism
which is not based on historical past, ethnicity, language or
religion, but on common existence and common struggle for
a life together and for a common citizenship is the only pos-
sible solution to the contradiction that has been posited bet-
ween the Israelis and the Palestinians. Essential to the con-
stitution of common political nationalism is the abolition of
all legal structures of discrimination (e.g. Law of Return
1950, Israeli Nationality Law 1952, Jewish National Fund
Law 1953, Israel Lands Law 1960).

We make a sharp distinction between Judaism and
Zionism. The Zionist movement, regardless of the good
intentions of many Jews who worked within its framework
and those whose lives were saved, was not, and has never
been the national movement of the Jewish people. The
founders of the Zionist movement came out of a minority of
assimilated Jews who aimed to take advantage of the plight
of the persecuted Jewish masses in Europe in order to pro-
mote their political aims: to build in Palestine under the
auspices of the imperial powers an allegedly Jewish settler-
colonial state as a claimed solution to the problem of anti-
Semitism in Europe. The Zionist movement and the state of
Israel which it established in 1948 have not offered a solu-
tion to the problem of anti-Semitism. But they did offer,
however, the opportunity for this minority of European
Jews, who were excluded from the ruling elites in Europe,
an opportunity to lead a settler-colonial project based on the
expulsion of the Palestinian people from their homeland and
their replacement with immigrants defined by the state as
Jews. Instead of leading Jewish communities to struggle
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against anti-Semitism in their own countries, the Zionist
leadership shrank away from confrontation against anti-
Semitism. Unlike the Jewish Bund and other socialist and
democratic parties who led the struggle of the Jewish masses
against anti-Semitism, the Zionist movement accepted the
basic assumptions of anti-Semitism, and a part of its leader-
ship also collaborated with the anti-Semitic forces to prom-
ote the transfer of Jewish communities out of their home-
land countries to Palestine and subsequently to the state of
Israel. Opponents of Zionism, e.g., the orthodox Jewish
Neturei Karta, the Jewish Bund as well as Jewish liberals
and socialists, have been correct in their analysis and their
rejection of Zionism. The Zionist movement has always
been a settler-colonial movement which destroys the human-
ity of its adherents and places the masses of Jews in
unnecessary and unjustified danger. Contrary to Zionist
claims, the Zionist political program of mass concentration
of Jews in Palestine did not save the Jewish community in
Palestine prior to 1945 from the Nazi Holocaust. The truth
is that the Jewish community in Palestine was saved from
annihilation under the prospective Nazi German occupation
of Palestine thanks not to Zionism, but because of the vic-
tories of the Red Army in Stalingrad and of the British army
in El Alamein. The historical lesson from the Holocaust is
not that of an ‘essential’ or ‘eternal’ anti-Semitism on the
one hand, and a ‘chosen’ Jewish people on the other. The
historical lesson from the Holocaust is that the only solution
to the problem of anti-Semitism is the defense of democracy
against fascism wherever it occurs in the world; not the
Zionist solution of collaboration with anti-Semitism to pro-
mote Jewish transfer.

The state of Israel was established in the 1948-49 war as
the creation of the Zionist movement (World Zionist
Organization/Jewish Agency). The Zionist community in
Palestine (Yishuv) fought and occupied approximately 75%
of the territory of Palestine in order to establish the state of
Israel, claiming to do so in the name of the Jewish people.
In the first two decades following its establishment, the gov-
ernment of the state of Israel worked to consolidate the dis-
possession of the Palestinian people in the territories that
came under its sovereignty following the 1948-49 war. Most
prominently, the resettlement and concentration of the
Palestinian population in the south (the Nagab/Negev) in
reservation areas and the massive dispossession of their
lands and the policy officially known as the ‘Judaization of
the Galilee’ directed to further alienate the remaining Pal-
estinian population in the north from the remnants of their
lands.

The war of 1967 and the occupation of the West Bank,
Gaza Strip and Golan Heights are the continuation of the
war of 1948-49 and represent fundamental Zionist colonial
policies aiming to occupy and dispossess the Palestinian
people. The Palestinian national struggle against the occupa-
tion on the one hand, and the Israeli policies of settlement
and colonization on the other hand, are therefore not a sym-
metrical struggle between two peoples on the same territory,
but the continuation of the historical struggle between the
colonial Zionist movement and the state of Israel on the one
hand, and the colonized, dispossessed and opressed Palesti-



nian people on the other.

In parallel, the government of the newly established
state of Israel caused the transfer of the mass of Jewish com-
munities in the Middle East and North Africa to Israel to
replace the dispossessed Palestinian people as ‘hewers of
wood and drawers of water’ allegedly for the sake of their
own redemption.

Alongside the primary contradiction between the
occupied Palestinian people and the Israeli government,
there is formed inside the Israeli society an additional con-
tradiction between the ruling sections in Israel who predi-
cate their future on the continued repression and occupation
of the Palestinian people on the one hand, and those sec-
tions of the public in Israel who did not predicate their
future on the continued repression and occupation of the
Palestinian people, and who are themselves mislead by the
government of Israel. There are today important divisions
between the government of Israel on the one hand and
Israeli democratic and progressive individuals and move-
ments who are not Zionists and who rebel against the Israeli

occupation and the continued repression and exploitation of
the Palestinian people, as well as the broad Israeli left and
the Israeli peace movement on the other. Our aim is to con-
vince these latter sections of the public in Israel, in particu-
lar those from Middle Eastern and North African origin
(Oriental Jews), that the possibility for a political and social
alternative based on equality and unity with the Palestinians
is the only way for a solution of their own discrimination
and oppression inside Israel.

Throughout the course of human history, people have
joined hands in common struggle for justice, equality and
peace. Throughout the course of human history, govern-
ments have failed in their attempts to criminalize dialogue
for justice, equality and peace, and to legislate against co-
operation and common struggle. The government of South
Africa tried and failed, and the government of Israel tried
and failed. Dialogue, cooperation and common struggle a-
gainst apartheid legislation and for justice, equality and
peace are as inevitable in Israel as they are in South Africa.

Disinformation

We did not expect to start our col-
umn on disinformation by attacking the
British daily, The Guardian. On the con-
trary, it generally has quite informative
coverage of international events in its
pages of World News. However, we have
not been able to ignore the grossly
slanted coverage givento the Palestinian-
Israeli conflict by Ian Black, the news-
paper’s correspondent in Jerusalem. In
pre-intifada days, one got the impression
from Ian Black’s articles that he seldom
went off the beaten track to get his story,
i.e., he usually contented himself with
repeating the statements of official
Israeli sources. We noted, however, that
the intifada did sometimes lead him to
venture into the Palestinian community.
Still, his articles did not match those of
many other honest Western journalists
who, at least at the start, wrote vivid
accounts of the Palestinian upsurge
against the occupation, and conveyed the
human aspects of the intifada as well.

With the intifada «in retreat»
according to callous observers and Israeli
officials, Ian Black returned to his old
habits. Several of his articles this May
violated basic standards of honest report-
ing. A lengthy article on May 14th, enti-
tled «An average day in the war zone,»
reached the point of slander against the
Palestinians. Black describes what he
terms the «bizarre alliance» of the PFLP
with Hamas, pushing for more strikes
and militancy (see Democratic Palestine

38 for discussion of thisissue). Black then
goes on to say: «Palestinian radicals are
urging more and more confrontation
because peace in the streets will defeat
their goal of maintaining the intifada.
Yesterday’s desecration of Jewish graves
in Haifa - far behind the old «green line»
border - may have been inspired by this
same dangerous school of thought...»
This in effect accuses Palestinians, speci-
fically the PFLP and Hamas of commit-
ting desecration, whereas the Israeli
police arrested a Jewish man in connec-
tion with this crime the same day it was
discovered. Ian Black knows this very
well. He himself signed a small article tel-
ling of the arrest, which appeared two
pages laterin the same Guardian edition.

We long ago stopped expecting that
lan Black would give the Palestinian
struggle its due inmedia coverage, but we
do have the right to expect a degree of
journalistic honesty and integrity from
him and The Guardian’s editors.

Equally dishonest and disgusting
were some of lan Black’s comments in
the May 23rd Guardian. While describ-
ing the protests in the Galilee after the
May 20th massacre in Rishon Letzion,
Black gives some historical background
by recalling the events of Land Day 1976 -
so far so good. Then he feels called upon
to write: «It was at that time that young
Arabs began to break away from the twin
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