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Democratic 'Palestine is an English language magazine pub-
lished with the following aims:

-Conveying the political line of progressive Palestinian and
Arab forces; e o4

-Providing current information and analysis pertinent to the
Palestinian liberation struggle, as well as developments on the
Araband international levels;

-Serving as a forum for building relations of mutual solidarity
between the Palestinian revolution and progressive organiza-
tions, parties, national liberation movements and countries
around the world.

You can support these aims by subscribing to Democratic
Palestine. Furthermore, we hope that _you will encourage
friends and comrades to read and subscribe to Democratic
Palestine. We also urge you to send us comments, criticisms and
proposals concerning the magazine's contents.

The subscription fee for 12 issues is US $24. If you wish to sub-
scribe or renew your subscription, please write us your address,
the number of copies you want of each issue, and whether you
are a new or former subscriber. Send your letter to our corres-
pondence address:
Democratic Palestine
Box 30192
Damascus, Syria

Telephone: 420554 or 331913
Telex: HADAFO 411667SY
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Please Pay Your Subscription

In December, we sent letters to all our subscribers who are
due to pay their subscription fee. If you received such a letter,
please pay your subscription fee according to the instructions on
this page. As of the coming issue, we will cut from our mailing
lists those who have not paid. If you have already paid, we thank
you and ask you to disregard this notice.

Please pay your subscription by sending us an international

money order or check for $24, which covers 12 issues. Alter-
nately, you can pay your subscription by depositing $24 in our

~_ bankaccount. Inform usin your letter of the amount and date of

your deposit:

Pay to: Mohamed Al Masri

account no. 463035-002

Bank of Beirut and the Arab Countries
Shtoura, Lebanon
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Soviet Jewish Immigration

The mass influx of Sovict Jews to
occupied Palestine became a reality late
last year. As of January, immigration
reached about 5,000. This poses an
extremely serious threat to the Palesti-
nian cause in both immediate and long-
range terms.

The most obvious effects of the new
immigration are apparent in relation to
the intifada. For over two years, Palesti-
nians under occupation have been
mounting an unprecedented struggle that
has called into question the future of the
Israeli occupation. As a result, the
Zionist state is facing the most serious
crisis in its history, the more so since its
most prized institution, the military, has
been unable to end the intifada. On the
contrary, the brutality exerted against
the Palestinian masses has increased
Israel’s isolation on the international
level, and elicited condemnation even
among its closest allies, such as the West
Europeansstates.

In the midst of this situation, where
there is a real possibility that ongoing
struggle, combined with international
pressure, could eventually push Isracl
towards withdrawal and conceding to
Palestinian rights, a whole new element
has been injected. The mass immigration
of Soviet Jews provides Israel with a
material as well as moral boost. There is
no doubt that the Zionist leadership will
capitalize on this to try to alleviate the
crisis induced by the intifada, and to
divert international and local attention
away from the Palestinian issue
altogether.

Shamir’s own statements bear ample
witness to this. On January 14th, hetolda
Likud gathering: «What s clear is that for
a big immigration, we nced a big and
strong state» (Guardian, February 6th).
Earlier, the prime minister had charac-
terized the Sovict Jewish immigration as
follows: «This is one of the great historic
opportunities that has been presented to
our nation since 1948. Such immigration
will have a great impact on the economy,
the development, security and demog-
raphy of our country» (AP, January 8th).

Only when Israelis begin to see that
peace would better guarantee their sec-
urity than war, will there be an Isracli
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consensus for withdrawal and dealing
with the Palestinian question in terms of
the Palestinian people’slegitimate rights.
The new immigration mitigates against
the creation of such a new Israeli con-
sciousness, and it is in this sense that it
poses amajor threat to the intifadaandits
goals of freedom and independence. The
Isracli leadership has been granted a
respite, delaying the time when it will be
forced to come to terms with the reality of
the Palestinian cause.

The new immigration also increases
the danger that the Zionists may opt for
«transfer,» i.c., mass expulsion of Pales-
tinians from their homeland as a «final
solution.» The Palestinian right of return
is further jeopardized, for with the
increased immigration, the Zionist
leadership is escalating its drive to have
alrcady expelled Palestinians resettled in
the Arab countries.

Israel has received a new reserve force
for the occupation army. This will casc
the burden on the soldiers who have
already been doing time in the war on the
intifada, and thus lessen demoralization
in the army, whereas the increase of dis-
content in the army could be developing
into a significant factor mitigating for
withdrawal. No less important, Israel is
getting a new injection of professionals
and other skilled workers who will be use-
ful in further development of industry.

In this context, it is a matter of secon-
daryimportance whether the new immig-
rants arc scttled in the West Bank and
Gaza Strip. Of course, new settlers aug-
ment the facts created by the Zionist
movement aiming to retain permancent
control of the 1967 occupied territories.
But the structural ramifications of the
projected influx of Soviet Jews are much
more profound than the question of
whether the new settlers live in the
Zionist state, or the West Bank and Gaza
Strip. The new immigration is the Zionist
leadership’s first victory in the demog-
raphicbattle since emigration from Isracl
began to exceed immigration over a
decade ago. This added to the Zionists’
fear of the higher Palestinian birth rate
which threatens the dream of a «pure
Jewish state» and portends the erosion of

the Jewish majority in Israel itself in the
next century.

Today, with the convergence of two
quite different impulses on the interna-
tional level, the Zionist movement is
making great leaps in the demographic
battle which some estimate to be the most
fundamental aspect of the Israeli-Palesti-
nian conflict. On the one hand, the US
administration’s compliance with the
Israeli wish, to close the door to Soviet
Jews wishing to immigrate to the US, is
the decisive factor promoting the new
immigration to Israel. On the other hand,
one of the effects of the new thinking in
Soviet policy has been allowing increased
numbers of Jews to emigrate. Whereas
prior to 1989, about 90% of Jews leaving
the Soviet Union chose a destination
other than Israel, with the new US policy,
the ratio is reversed. Now, 90% of Jews
leaving the Soviet Union are virtually
forced to go to Israel, in a situation
reminiscent of that prevailing at the end
of World War II, when most Western
countries closed their doors to holocaust
survivors who were channcled to the
Zionist state-in-the-making.

In this light, the new immigration not
only violates Palestinian rights in their
own homeland, but also violates the right
of Jewish individuals to choose where
they want to live. Once again, itis shown
that Zionist immigration policy and US
support to this are not determined by
human rights considerations, but by the
need to have a sirong Zionist state in the
strategic Middle East.

Bascd on all these problems, the PLO
has called on the Soviet Union to recon-
sider its policy concerning Jewish emigra-
tion. Stemming this new attack on the
Palestinian cause should be a prime con-
cern of all those forces who advocate a
just peace on the Middle East. The peace
effortsexerted so far have revealed thatit
is Israeli intransigence that is blocking
the way. Accordingly, the top priority
should be creating the conditions which
would induce Israel to withdraw its occu-
pation army and recognize Palestinian
rights. Supporting the Palestinian
intifada, so that it can continue and esca-
late, is the main means for enacting such a
change.



Israel vs. the PLLO

Who’s Serious About Peace ?

For months now, the Israeli government’s refusal to even talk peace
has been smoothed over by US-Egyptian diplomacy. The resulting
impasse requires the PLO to rethink its current policy.

If anyone thought that Shamir’s elec-
tion plan was a real peace proposal,
subsequent events have proved other-
wise. Since it was put forth in the
spring of 1989, almost a year has gone
by with the US, Israel and Egypt
quibbling about procedures for further-
ing what they call the peace process.
There has been tons of pressure on the
PLO and continued Israeli brutality to
eradicate the intifada, but literally no
pressure on Israel, only expressions of
minor vexation. This is despite the fact
that a number of PLO leaders have
expressed flexibility about the means
of getting Palestinian-Israeli talks
underway.

Israel categorically rejected Egyptian
President Mubarak’s 10 points which
aimed to market Shamir’s own plan; it
accepted US Secretary of State Baker’s
5 points of October 1989 only condi-
tionally after insisting on a series of
amendments. As of this writing in late
February, it was still impossible to con-
vene da meeting of the US, Israeli and
Egyptian foreign ministers to discuss
the possibility of an Israeli-Palestinian
meeting.

Most recently, Israeli officials tried
to blame the impasse on the February
Sth attack on an Israeli tour bus in
Egypt, in which nine Israelis were kil-
led and another 21 injured, but this
pretext is too transparent to be taken
seriously. The projected US-Egypt-
Israel meeting had already been
delayed until after a Likud Central
Committee meeting originally planned
for February 7th. It is to be remem-
bered that last summer’s Likud caucus
imposed an interpretation of the
Shamir plan that ruled out any efforts
to develop it in a way that might be
minimally acceptable to the Palesti-
nians.
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The peace process has been stalled
for months, ostensibly due to pro-
cedural matters such as: What Palesti-
nians can be included in a delegation
to talk to an Israeli delegation? Those
from East Jerusalem? Those who have
been expelled? What is the agenda?
(Shamir says his plan only), etc. But
the real catch is the Israeli govern-
ment’s unwillingness to come to terms
with talking to the PLO in any form,
since it represents the Palestinian
people whose existence as a coherent
national-political body is viewed as the
negation of the Zionist project. This
view is shared, to varying degrees, by
almost all top Israeli officials. As of
now, it has remained basically unaf-
fected by the PLO’s concessions and
flexibility.

Bolstering the Israeli hardcore
On the background of this Israeli
perception, one can analyze the series
of minor crises in the Israeli govern-
ment. The first such issue in recent

months was Ezer Weizman’s alleged
PLO contacts which led Shamir to try
to fire him. Interestingly enough, the
messages Weizman sent to the PLO
reportedly urged the latter to align
with Egyptian policy and accept the
Baker plan. In the face of opposition
to Weizman’s dismissal, a compromise
was reached between Likud and Labor
in early January, whereby Weizman
retains his portfolio as Science Minis-
ter, but will be excluded from the
inner cabinet. Obviously, Shamir
wanted to «protect the integrity» of the
Likud-Labor hardline merger that
really rules Israel today, despite the
divergence of opinion that prevails in
the government and Knesset as a
whole. At the same time, he succeeded
in using the Weizman case to send a
message to the US that Israel is not
about to talk to the PLO.

The second crisis came from the
other side - relatively speaking. The
Likud Central Committee finally met
on February 12th, and Sharon resigned
as minister of trade, transportation and
industry, after failing to rally his party
fellows around his attack on Shamir
for alleged concessions in relation to
the peace process. (In the preceding
days, Sharon had accused Shamir of
accepting to meet with a Palestinian
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delegation that would include persons
expelled from the occupied territories,
i.e., PLOers.) Again, Shamir bolstered
his own leadership, as well as the pre-
vailing government line of de facto
blocking peace, while making a pre-
tense of cooperation with US diploma-
tic efforts.

The day after the Likud session, the
Israeli government survived 10 no-con-
fidence motions in the Knesset, six of
them protesting Shamir’s own state-
ment about the need for «Greater
Israel» to absorb new Soviet Jewish
immigrants. Also the flurry around
Sharon’s resignation gave Shamir a
chance to send signals to the US:
Look! I'm besieged on all sides. Be
patient so I can ready the Israeli polit-
ical scene for peace.

Moreover, in early January, the
Israeli interior ministry slapped a
travel ban on a number of prominent
Palestinians who were thought to be
planning to travel to Cairo to discuss a
Palestinian delegation to peace talks.
Later in the month, one of them, Fai-
sal Husseini, thought to be a candidate
for the delegation, was arrested (later
released).

All this serves to confirm that the
real aims of the Shamir plan were as
follows: (1) foiling the Palestinian
peace offensive, by throwing the ball
back in the PLO’s court and making it
appear as the party rejecting peace,
especially in view of the broad interna-
tional support and attention accorded
to the PLO after the 19th PNC; (2)
buying time for new attempts to termi-
nate the uprising; and (3) creating an
alternative Palestinian leadership that
would comply with Zionist plans.

Baker agrees to talk about talks

The Bush Administration endorsed
Shamir’s plan as the centerpiece for
Middle East diplomacy, based on the
historical US policy of unconditional
support to Israel, and a decision not to
forward an initiative of its own. At the
same time, the US administration was
aware that the plan needed embellish-
ment in order to lure Palestinians into
the game of quelling the intifada polit-
ically and thus resolving Israel’s
dilemma; the US also recognized the
advantages of having the PLO’s con-
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sent to this process. To this end, Baker
proposed 5 points in October 1989,
with the idea of convening a US-Egyp-
tian-Israeli meeting to discuss ways of
convening a Palestinian-Israeli meet-
ing. Baker’s points were accepted by
the Egyptian government which set
about trying to obtain the PLO’s con-
sent as well.

However, in the face of outright
Israeli rejection, the US accepted
amendments to its points in December.
Most important of the assumptions on
which Israel predicated its acceptance
were: (1) restricting participation in
elections to Arabs from the occupied
territories, i.e., Palestinians living in
the West Bank and Gaza Strip, but not
Jerusalem; (2) limiting the agenda of
talks to the election plan; and (3)
allowing Israel to participate in the
selection of a Palestinian delegation.
Thus, the US accepted Israeli veto
power over the Palestinian delegation,
while American officials promised not
to force the Israelis to talk to the PLO.

To date, Israel has not definitely
accepted the amended US formula for
talking to Palestinians. Still, US offi-
cials have exerted no pressure on
Israel, not even to comply with ideas
which they deem advantageous to
Israel in the long run.

US compliance with Israel has been
exhibited in a number of other fields
as well. In its first year in office, the
Bush Administration used its veto in
the UN Security Council three times to
save Israel from international censure.
In December, Vice-President Quayle
announced the administration’s aim of
revoking the 1975 UN resolution which
equates  Zionism  with  racism.
Moreover, despite Bush’s many decla-
rations about limiting nuclear prolifer-
ation, the adminstration has taken no
action concerning the reports of
Israeli-South African cooperation that
enabled the apartheid regime to
develop nuclear missiles. This inaction
is not because the reports are
undocumented - they are based on US
Defense Department and CIA infor-
mation, among other sources.

Most importantly, by denying entr-
ance to Soviet Jewish emigrants, the
US has given Israel an enormous
demographic boost which can only

serve to harden Israeli ideas that the
Zionist state can remain large and
strong despite being besieged by the
intifada.

The intifada and peace

The US’s kid glove treatment of
Israel and callous indifference to peace
prospects stands in sharp contrast to
the current reality in occupied Pales-
tine. The Palestinians of the occupied
territories are continuing their daily
struggle, asserting the necessity of ful-
filling Palestinian rights, as the basis of
a just peace. The demand for peace
was dramatically emphasized by a
series of internationally sponsored
events in the last days of 1989, with
the title- 1990: Time for Peace,
arranged by the NGOs, Israeli peace
forces and a Palestinian committee.
Among the activities was a human
chain around the OIld City of
Jerusalem, in which 20,000 partici-
pated. Even more would have come if
not for the occupation army refusing
entry to Jerusalem for Palestinians
coming from the West Bank and Gaza
Strip. The hostile stance of the Israeli
government was also exhibited when
the police attacked the demonstrators.
At least 60 were injured, including
members of international delegations.
One of them, a progressive Italian
woman, lost her eye when the police’s
water cannons shattered glass in a
nearby building. At least 50 people
were arrested, 16 of them Palestinians.

Israeli brutality against the masses
of the intifada continues unabated. In
mid-January, the occupation army
opened yet another detention center in
the Gaza Strip. In early February, the
occupation authorities began sealing
Palestinian homes on the pretext that a
family member had thrown a stone, in
a new spiral of collective punishment.
Previously sealing and demolition were
reserved for houses where someone
was accused of throwing firebombs or
a more serious act. Now it can hit lit-
erally each and every family. Such
innovations in the war on the intifada
are another confirmation that the last
thought on the mind of the Shamir
government policymakers is finding
ways to deal with the Palestinians in
the interests of peace.



PLO policy

Initially, the PLO dealt with
Mubarak’s 10 points as questions
directed to Israel. The Baker plan, for
its part, was presented to the PLO
only via the Egyptian government. In
this situation, the PLO Executive
Committee and the Palestinian Central
Council advanced five points summing
up the Palestinian position on the
peace efforts:

1. Palestinian-Israeli talks should be
a preliminary step towards the conven-
ing of an international peace confer-
ence under the auspices of the five
permanent members of the UN Sec-
urity Council, with the participation of
all concerned parties, including the
PLO.

2. The PLO has the sole right to
form any Palestinian delegation to such
talks, without preconditions.

3. The projected elections would be
only a first stage of a comprehensive
settlement aimed at establishing peace.

4. The agenda for talks should be
open.

5. The Palestinian position is based
on the Palestinian peace initiative
which is grounded in international
legitimacy.

After a series of meetings of the
PLO Executive Committee in Cairo
and Tunis, four questions were addres-
sed to the US administration in rela-
tion to the Baker plan; they were:

a. Does the PLO have the authority
to appoint the Palestinian delegation
and to include Palestinians from inside
and outside the occupied territories?

b. Is the US ready to accept the
Palestinian peace initiative as a basis
for a Palestinian-Israeli meeting, along
with other proposals that have been
forwarded?

c. Is the US ready to accept an open
dialogue without preconditions?

d. Does the US agree to the talks as
being a preliminary step towards the
convening of an international confer-
ence with the participation of all par-
ties, including the PLO?

Subsequently the PLO decided to
respond by saying that it agrees on the
Baker plan only in the context of the
Palestinian Central Council’s resolu-
tions. The PLO was subject to intense
pressure from the Egyptian regime to
accept Baker’s points unconditionally.

In the process, the Egyptian regime
exhibited its bad faith by misrepresent-
ing the US position to the PLO, to
make it appear more attractive, and
also misrepresenting the PLO’s stance
to the Bush Administration, to make it
appear more conciliatory. The Egyp-
tian regime has exerted all efforts for a
settlement, but not for one that fulfills
even minimal Palestinian rights. The
fallacy of its efforts has been proven
by reality, for the PLO has dealt flex-
ibly with the political efforts to find a
solution, but the Israeli and US stands
have remained virtually unchanged.

All along, there have been forces
within the PLO pointing out that the
concessions given by the PLO go
beyond the principles of the Palesti-
nian peace initiative decided by the
PNC, and that this could endanger
Palestinian rights without eliciting
reciprocal concessions from either the
US or Israel. With the deadlock in the
efforts to arrange a Palestinian-Israeli
meeting, the Palestinian leadership as
a whole grasped this fact. It realized
that responding to the US-Egyptian
pressure was not leading to any change
in the situation, much less towards real
peace. It perceived that dealing with
the various plans floated by the US,
Israel and Egypt could only lead to
undermiring the historical gains made
by the Palestinian struggle over the
years, and the status of the PLO itself,
as the leader of the Palestinian people
and their sole representative.

It has become obvious that there will
only be more pressure put on the
PLO, and the Israeli repression aimed
against the intifada increases rather
than decreasing parallel to this point-
less diplomacy. Meanwhile, Israel is
creating new facts on the ground with
the influx of Soviet Jewish immigrants,
as well as efforts to bring more Jews
from Ethiopia to occupied Palestine.
Not only are these developments a
blow to the peace process; they push
in the direction of «transfer» - i.e.,
expelling large numbers of Palestinians
from the occupied territories to Jor-
dan, based on Likud’s idea that this is
the site for a Palestinian state. Of
course, carrying out this plan could
only occur in the context of a major
new Israeli aggression which could
spark an explosion in the whole area.

The question now is: Was it neces-
sary for the PLO to undergo this
experience, wasting so much time, in
order to realize these facts whose
broad outlines were apparent long
ago? In the light of the need to protect
and develop the intifada, does the
PLO have the possibility or the right
to lose time running after the illusion
of a change in the US policy of uncon-
ditional support to Israel? Or to make
repeated trips to Cairo, that result only
in being subjected to pressure against
the interests of the Palestinian people
and cause? Most recently, the PLO
was the target of a campaign in the
Egyptian media, reprimanding it for
not having unconditionally condemned
the attack on the Israeli tour bus. The
real motive of this press campaign is
not so much connected to the PLO’s
position on this military operation, as
it is an expression of the Egyptian
regime’s irritation that the PLO did
not accept the Baker plan as it was.

For a new PNC

With the purpose of reviewing all
these developments and PLO policy in
this regard, the PLO Executive Com-
mittee, along with the leaders of the
Palestinian resistance organizations
(PLO-members), held a series of meet-
ings in Tunis in late January and early
February. One of the important deci-
sions adopted at these meetings was to
convene the Palestinian Central Coun-
cil in mid-March. A special committee
was established to determine the mem-
bership of the upcoming PNC, that
should be convened within six months.
A number of other resolutions were
adopted related to supporting and
escalating the intifada, and launching a
campaign to face the dangers of the
mass immigration of Soviet Jews to
Israel.

The significance of these resolutions
is not only that they could pave the
way for a more correct PLO policy;
they could also contribute to crystalliz-
ing more effective Arab support to the
confrontation of the Israeli plans and
aggressive policies, as well as providing
a firmer base for increasing inter-
national solidarity with the Palesti-
nians’ struggle for their national rights.
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Phyllis Bennis is a progressive US journalist who has traveled

extensively in occupied Palestine since the outbreak of the intifada.

o

Umm Tala’at sat quietly, surrounded
by her extended family and friends.
The visitors had come to the Zakout
family’s bare, two-room house in Shab-
ura Camp in Rafah, to mourn with
Umm Tala’at for her 18-year-old son,
Ayman, killed two days earlier by an
Israeli soldier’s bullet.

Eighteen months earlier, friends and
family had gathered once before with
Umm Tala’at, when her eldest son,
Tala’at, also eighteen at the time, was
shot and killed by soldiers of the occu-
pation. Mrs. Zakout had raised Tala’at
and Ayman, as well as their younger
brother and two sisters, on her own;
her husband had died fifteen years ear-
lier. Umm Tala’at had herself spent 15
months in prison, beginning shortly
before the intifada started. Among her
cousins and extended family, nearly 25
people are currently in prison.

Rafah’s Shabura Camp, at the south-
ern tip of the Gaza Strip, has been the
scene of four weeks of savage repres-
sion. Following the attack on an Israeli
tourist bus in Egypt, Israeli occupation
troops launched a massive retaliation
against the people of Rafah. Some
Israeli officials claimed the perpet-
rators of the bus incident came from
Rafah. Palestinian residents dispute
this, but the allegation was enough to
justify a savage weeks-long siege using
bullets, helicopters, and a fearsome
gas, apparently a nerve gas, which col-
lectively devastated the population.

It started with a curfew clamped on
the camp. Then, as one Shabura resi-
dent described it, «After the first
couple of days, they didn’t seem to
bother much with curfews. Except at
night (during Gaza’s ‘normal’ intifada
curfew of 8:00 p.m. till 3:00 a. m.), the
soldiers almost seemed to want us to
go into the streets, so they could mow
us down».
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After the first few days, bullet-
inflicted casualties strained the hospi-
tals to overflowing. It was so bad, with
scores of gunshot injuries every day,
that UNRWA sent an almost-unpre-
cedented letter of protest to the Israeli
occupation authorities, stating concern
about the high level of casualties and
the resulting problems for the
UNRWA medical facilities and person-
nel.

Some of the weapons created new
challenges for the medical teams.
Shabura residents described the hor-
rific effects of a different type of gas
than the usual extra-strong CS tear gas
provided to the Israeli military by the
U.S. «We haven’t seen this kind of gas
since the first weeks of the intifada,»
one victim of the new gas said. «It
seems to affect the neurological sys-
tem, not just the eyes. It made people
feel sleepy, and for some, it caused a
kind of paralysis. For me, my hands
were affected; I couldn’t move my
hands or close my fists for about half
an hour.» A Gaza journalist, filming
the helicopter-borne gas  attack,
described how the gas cannisters, still
in cartons, were dropped in quantity
on crowded residential sections of the
refugee camp. «I saw one house where
22 cannisters of the gas had landed
inside,» he said. «This was already
seven hours after the gas was dropped,
and I still couldn’t stay in the house for
even a minute. Imagine what it must
have been like for the people inside.»
The cameraman described the cannis-
ters as printed with green Hebrew let-
ters, not written in English as the ordi-
nary (US-supplied) tear gas cannisters
usually are.

The local Palestinian cameraman
was one of the only journalists working
in Gaza during the most intense
periods of the assault. The Israeli

occupation authorities had declared
the entire Gaza Strip a «closed military
area» during much of the Rafah
assault, so that journalists and non-
residents were routinely turned away
at the checkpoints. But those restric-
tions would not, by themselves, have
prevented the usually creative and
often innovative press corps from find-
ing a way in to the besieged camp,
restrictions or no restrictions. The
more serious problem lay in the virtual
absence of the foreign press from all of
Palestine during this period. Dozens of
reporters, camera crews, radio corres-
pondents, etc., once stationed in
Jerusalem to cover the «intifada beat»
have been transferred to new hot
spots, with the eastern European cap-
itals edging out the Palestinian uprising
in the cut-throat competition for media
attention.

Many Shabura residents described
their anguish and their fear at the
realization that the Israeli shootings,
gassings, arrest raids and beatings,
were taking place completely outside
the spotlight of global media attention.
Despite the difficult conditions facing
Gaza residents because of economic
deprivation and severe repression,
especially in Shabura and the other
camps, people are avid followers of the
twists and turns of political develop-
ments in the Soviet Union, the Euro-
pean socialist countries, and other
focal points of global conflict. But that
political consciousness co-exists with a
parallel awareness that every news
team transferred from Jerusalem to
Prague or Berlin means the loss of an
important weapon in Palestine’s battle
for international public opinion.

There is bitter knowledge, too, that
Tel Aviv is just as aware of that press
vacuum in occupied Palestine, and that
the Israeli assaults in Shabura, in
Rafah, in Khan Yunis and elsewhere,
against Tala’at and Ayman Zakout and
the hundreds of other Gaza victims,
are carefully designed to take advan-
tage of that vacuum. @
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" Theoretical Questlons Raised by

the Intifada

The intifada has revitalized the contemporary Palestinian
revolution, raising many new theoretical issues, while reassert-
ing old ones. Turbulent revolutionary periods demand that we
find new styles of thinking and practice, suitable to thesc
developments, in order to create the means of struggle needed
for the new situation.

The dialectic of the interior and the exterior

Among the issues raised with new urgency is the relation bet-
ween the struggle inside and outside of Palestine - the interior
and the exterior. This has always been a particularity of the
Palestinian revolution since more than half of the Palestinian
people live in exile. Over the years, the center of gravity - the
lcadership, as well as the military, informational and financial
headquarters - has been stationed outside Palestine. This gives
the relation between the interior and the exterior a different
character than that prevailing in other liberation movements. In
the Palestinian situation, this has become a majorissue relevant
to the revolution’s overall political and military activities; itisan
essential issuc in the Palestinian strategy.

The revolution’s center of gravity was supposed to be inside
Palestine all along - from the time of the resistance’s presence in
Jordan, later in Lebanon and so on. Yet the center was always
outside, and while it devoted attention to the interior, this was
inadequate. The 1982 invasion and the PLO’s departure from
Beirut was a big loss for the Palestinian revolution’s exterior
center. Due to these losses, the arena of action in the occupied
territories took on top priority. In the period from 1982 until the
outbreak of the uprising, there were significant developments
which made the uprising inevitable.

Being primarily in exile, the revolution was subject to the
influence and pressure of the Arab regimes. This pressure had a
great influence on the Palestinian strategy and tactics. The vari-
ous components of the Palestinian leadership have derived
political and military weight from their respective Arab coun-
terparts among the ruling Arab bourgeoisie. This further com-
plicated the internal struggle within the Palestinian revolution,
andinfluenced the policics, activitics and confrontation plans of
the Palestinian leadership as a whole. Of course, the Arab
regime’sinfluence has not been the deciding factorin the Palesti-
nian bourgcoisic’s policics, because in the final analysis, the
decisive factor is chiefly internal. However, the factor of the
Arab regime’s influence gains more significance, the more the
Palcstinian bourgeoisic’s policies approach the official Arab
policies.

The fact that the center of gravity lies outside Palestine, has
had a scries of negative cffects on the Palestinian revolution.
Most prominent among these are the military blows and repres-
sion to which it has been subjected; moreover, the revolution
hasbeen partially deprived of its opportunity to work among the
masses. Nonetheless, the concentrated presence of the revolu-
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tion’s center in the exterior has enabled a number of achieve-
ments over the last decades.

It was not due to the wish of any organization that the center of
the revolution has been in the exterior. Rather, this situation
was dictated by a number of historical circumstances, both
objective and subjective. Due to the particularity of the Palesti-
nian cause, the interior-exterior dialectic is bound to continue.
Therefore, any discussion of this matter revolves around a prop-
ortional shift in this relationship, i.e., relative shifts in action
andinfluence.

After the 1982 invasion of Lebanon, the principal Palestinian
organizations concentrated on the work in the occupied ter-
ritories. This push, together with the accumulation of militant
expericnce by the masses in the occupied territories, paved the
way for the uprising which, in turn, strongly revived the issue of
the proportional weight between the interior and the exterior.
Being a qualitative turning point in the Palestinian national
struggle, the uprising necessitated a new form of relation bet-
ween the interior and exterior - and a shift in favor of the
interior. This will make the interior more qualified to chart the
Palestinian policies in the future.

There are different opinions concerning this issue in the
Palestinian arcna: The Palestinian Communist Party calls for
marginalizing the exterior in favor of the interior which would
become the decision-maker. Meanwhile, the right wing in the
PLO vicws itself as the only decision-maker, while the interior,
with all its militant structures, is merely an instrument and an
extension.

In our view, both these opinions are extreme. The first view-
point does not take into consideration the historical cir-
cumstances which led to the center of the revolution being
positioned in the exterior. Such a viewpoint, despite intentions,
leaves room for questioning the soleness of the PLO’s legitimate
representation of the Palestinian people. The second viewpoint
marginalizes the main arcna of the Palestinian struggle, belittles
the role of the masses, and reduces their daily sacrifices to tools
forachieving certain goals.

The solution to this dilemma is: Firstly, maintaining onc
leadership center, in this case the PLO, for many obvious
reasons; secondly, embarking on a process whereby the interior
gradually becomes a full partner in decision-making, based on
the organic unity between the interior and the exterior. Now is
the time to make this proportional change. Over two years, the
uprising has created its own structures, cnabling it to take the
leadership in the field. Overlooking the significant role of these
structures could directly harm the uprising’s ability to achieve its
goals. The experience of the past two ycars has proven that con-
solidating these militant and mass structures can make the
interior an equal partner in the decision-making process. Such a
change will have a positive impact on the uprising and the Pales-
tinian revolution as a whole, for the following reasons:
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First: The influential Palestinian leadership has a broad net-
work of relations with the Arab regimes. As aresult, its policies
have gotten closer to the overall Arab line. Although its policies
distinguish themselves from those of the regimes, by the
demand for an independent Palestinian state, the Palestinian
right wing often adopts the harmful tactics of the Arab regimes.
The inside, however, is relatively free of this tie.

Sccond: Over the past 20 years, a particular social strata has
crystallized in the ranks of the Palestinian revolution, mainly
in Fatah, as a result of the political relations and organizational
style of the right wing. This strata became burcaucratic; to a
big degree, it lost its militant character and became corrupt;
its interests are contrary to the revolution’s. This reality was
clearly scen in the thinking and practice of this strata that holds

- Sinijana Awad, from Rama, the occupied West Bank, Palestine

important and sensitive posts in the upper echelons of the PLO.
This strata adopts policies that protect its own interests, relin-
guishing all revolutionary policies and means that are not in line
with its own interests. This strata constitutes the social base of
the right wing in the PLO. In contrast to the exterior, such a
stratahasn’t crystallized in the interior where the objective con-
ditions are different since there is direct occupation and daily
oppression.

Third: The active participation of the interior in the decision-
making process will improve the internal balance of power
within the Palestinian revolution, politically and in class terms.
If this happens, it will be mainly to the intcrests of the leftist
forces. In all the battles waged by the Palestinian revolution,
including the intifada, the leftist forces’ involvement in the deci-
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sion-making process has been less than their actual contribution
tothese battles. Adjusting this ratio will have a positive effect on
front work in the Palestinian revolution, as well as on the mass
work of all forces, and the democratic struggle within the PLO.
The more the leftist forces, and consequently the masses, par-
ticipate in decision-making, the more effective will be the demo-
cratic struggle for maintaining a clear and firm nationalist line;
capitulationist tendencies will be isolated.

Fourth: Transforming the interiorinto an active participantin
the decision-making process will broaden the mass base of the
uprising. A greater mass dimension will consolidate the social
base of the Palestinian revolution, paving the way for it to seize
the initiative in confronting the occupation. It is nothing new to
say that the mass dimension is one of the principal factors in the
continuation of the uprising.

Greater participation by the exterior in decision-making will
not only contribute to the continuiation and escalation of the
intifada. It will also shield both the interior and the exterior from
the pressure of the Arab regimes. Due to the uprising, the Arab
regimes are no longer able to impose their political conditions
in isolation from the will of the people who are resisting the
occupation; they cannot but be supportive, at least verbally.
This makes the PLO’s political moves relatively free of the con-
ditions of the prevailing Arab order. Furthermore, it gives the
PLO the possibility of pressuring Arab officialdom. The PLO
leadership, however, has not been utilizing these chances, espe-
cially not at this time when it is called upon to do so more than
cverbefore.

The uprising and the armed struggle
Onc of the important issues raised by the uprising is it itsclf

‘being one of the different forms of the Palestinian struggle.

Some have tried to create a contradiction between the intifada,
as a militant mass struggle, and the armed struggle. This con-
tradiction is false and doesn’t exist. The proper form of struggle
is not determined by the wish of any one party, but is based on
the objective and subjective conditions, as well as the naturc of
the struggle and of the enemy we are confronting. Economic
battles for better wages or social conditions are not usually
waged through armed struggle. However, homelands cannot be
liberated via strikes alone.

Although there is no contradiction between the uprising, as a
new phenomenon and form of mass struggle, and the armed
struggle, there is a need to study the relation between the two.
Throughout their history of national struggle, the Palestinian
masscs have experimented with all forms of struggle - peaceful
and violent, armed and unarmed. Fromits inception, the Pales-
tinian revolution adopted armed struggle as the main form of
struggle against the Zionist army. Morcover, the achicvements
of the contemporary Palestinian revolution would never have
been realized if not for armed struggle, due to the nature of the
cnemy we are confronting. The uprising itself came about as a
result of the accumulated experience of the struggle, of which
armed struggle was animportant aspect. Whatisneededisarad-
ical review of the armed struggle, aimed at gearing it to comple-
ment the uprising and contribute to its continuation and escala-
tion. To thisend, we point out the following:



First: 1t will be difficult to transform military operations
launched from across the border into a people’s war in the classi-
cal sense. This is due to the lacking demographic dimension
which is an important factor in the people’s war. A people’s war
means drowning the enemy’s army in the sea of the popular mas-
ses, and stripping the enemy of its ability to maneuver freely and
cmploy its advanced weaponry. The enemy will then be forced
to submit to the logic of the revolution in the battle. This same
process means simultaneously raising the efficiency of sim-
ple. popular means of struggle. In view of the lack of the demog-
raphic factor, military action will continue to be bound by many
objective conditions that are beyond the control of the Palesti-
nian revolution. Guerrilla warfarce is based on fast attacks and
retreats. It requires adequate qualifications in order to inflict
the highest possible losses in the enemy’s ranks, meanwhile
minimizing the casualties in the ranks of the revolution.

Second: Launching military operations in the occupied West
Bank and Gaza Strip, i.e., reviving the experience of the Gaza
Strip in the late sixties and carly seventies, is conditional on sev-
eral reservations. One is the fear of harming the popular nature
of the uprising. Another is that the enemy will use military oper-
ations in the arcas of the intifada activity as justification for
bloody massacres.

Third: The geographic nature of the West Bank and Gaza
Strip mitigates against transforming the uprising into a classical
people’s war as was waged in Viet Nam, China and Cuba.

These reservations should be taken into consideration, lest
the armed struggle be at the expensc of the intifada.

The uprising is a qualitative new mode of struggle. It is a vio-
lent political struggle that includes a form of armed struggle, in
addition to all the other forms - violent, non-violent, struggles
for specific demands and political struggles. All of these forms
are dialectically connected, which gives the uprising many of the
characteristics of pcople’s war:

1. It involves broad sectors of the popular masses in daily
resistance. This has partially stripped the enemy of its control
over the West Bank and Gaza Strip. In practice, the enemy is
now trying to reoccupy these territories captured over twenty
yearsago.

2. Tt utilizes simple means which a broad range of the people
can master, while the enemy can’t employ its advanced war
technology.

3. It forces the enemy to fight according to the logic of the
uprising. The enemy leaders were obliged toinvent new training
methods, unlike the methods traditionally used by regular
armices.

4. It highlights the concept of liberated areas, applying this
through relative liberation from the rule of the occupation
forces, military government and civil administration. A Palesti-
nian national authority has been built up alongside the occupa-
tion authority. This is clear in the masses’ adherence to the
directives of the United National Leadership.

The forms of popular struggle utilized by the uprising up till
now are, however, incapable of forcing the enemy to retreat,
although many achicvements have been realized. The intifada
has made the occupation costly for the enemy, but not to the
point of turning it into a losing enterprise. Much greater human
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and cconomic losses will have to be inflicted on the enemy, in
order to bridge the gap between the former and the latter.
Inflicting human losses in the enemy’s ranks will push the
Zionist leaders to reevalute their political calculations. From
the beginning, the uprising has aimed at inflicting as many
economic losses as possible. On the other hand, the enemy is
waging a war of attrition against the Palestinians primarily in
human terms and secondarily in economic terms.

In order to continue this war for freedom and independence,
wce must enter the battle with reversed prioritics - human losscs
first and economic ones second. This can only be done via reac-
tivating and escalating the armed struggle. Therefore, we must
broaden the confrontation front to include arcas other than the
West Bank and Gaza Strip. The experience of the past two years
has proven that in the West Bank and Gaza Strip, the uprising is
the most proper form of struggle. The territories occupicd in
1948 should be another front, complementing the West Bank
and Gaza Strip.

The popular resistance committees and strike forces of the
uprising have become firm and extensive structures, but their
activities have been limited to the cities, villages and camps of
the West Bank and Gaza Strip. They mainly function to protect
the inhabitants from the army and settlers’ attacks, and to
punish collaborators, though there have been some operations
against the Isracli army in the West Bank and Gaza Strip. We
feel that there is a possibility to expand the work of the popular
committees and strike forces to include areas besides the West
Bank and Gaza Strip. Some sections of these structures could be
transformed into popular guerrilla warfare groups, basing their
activities on armed action and sabotage in the Zionist state. We
have all witnessed the enemy's confusion and distress when fires
were set on farms and forests. The enemy will be even more
alarmed, and their losses will be heavier, if such fires are also set
in factorics and other enterprises and there arc operations
against military posts.

In order for the uprising and the military action to comple-
ment cach other, there should be well-planned, successful
attacks from outside, and escalated military and sabotage
actionsin the 1948 occupied territories, along with the continua-
tion of the popular uprising. This alone will transform the occu-
pationinto a losing enterprise in human and economic terms. It
necessitates an overall review of the experience of armed strug-
gle that respondsito the new conditions. The mistakes of the past
should be corrected, and right and left extremism should be
eliminated. Organization has an important role in developing
and escalating the uprising and armed struggle, as does a realis-
ticrevolutionary political line.
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