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The following analysis was put forth by the
Marxist-Leninist wing of the Popular Front for the
Liberation of Palestine, who later split from that
front in February of 1969 and formed the Democra-
tic Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine.

The DPFLP's analysis presents the progress-
ive understanding of the struggle of the Palestin-
ian people, in particular and the Arab masses in
general, against Imperialism, Zionism, and Arab
reaction., The analysis explains the failure of the
Palestine revolts In 1936 and 1948 and the factors
which caused these failures, it also explains the
failures of the present Arab regimes, with their
fuedalist-bourgeois ideologies, to bring about any
internal or external change,

This analysis Is also applied to the Pales-
tine Liberation Movement and the forces that are
working with it and against it. It states the ne-
cessity of the oppressed class to be equipped with
@ revolutionary ideology and to be able to imple=
ment it through the build up of the vanguard as an
assurance of the continuation of the re.olution
along the path of progress,

The second article by the DPFLP(now the sec-
ond largest guerrilla organization) presents a
democratic-socialist solution to the Palestine =
Israeli problem,

The implementation of these revolutionary
programs has manifested itself in the creation of
people's militla, popular councils and a united
national front independent from unpopular outside
forces.
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THE POLITICAL REPORT
OF THE
POPULAR FRONT FOR THE LIBERATION OF PALESTINE*

The national Palestinian question cannot be separated, all through his-
tory, from the circumstances which involve Palestine and international struggles.
A scientific historical review of the Middle East situation reveals that there
is a dialectical relationship between the development of the Palestine situation
and that of the Middle East in general and the immediate area surrounding
Palestine in particular. The totality of these developments has decided, and
is still deciding, the future of Palestine and its struggling people.

The modern history of Palestine ultimately proves the validity of this
historical truth. The weakness of the Ottoman regime which was based on
religious feudalism, in the face of European capitalism, prompted imperialism
to covet the inheritance of the Ottoman Empire and to divide the “'sick man
, of Europe.” At the same time Zionism, led by Jewish capitalism, began to
| envisage the seizure of Palestine under the pretext of religion, in order to

establish a Zionist racist movement encompassing Jewish groupings in dif-
i ferent countries of the world. As a result of their common interests, the
colonial-imperial powers and Zionism, which opposed the liberation move-
ment of the Palestinians and the Arabs, formed one bloc in the face of the
Ottoman Empire.

Following World War I, two of the imperialist countries—Britain and
France—annexed the Arab East. (In 1917 Britain had published the Balfour
Declaration which gave Zionism a national right for the Jews in Palestine.)
The British attitude was not accidental, or an error on the part of its foreign
minister, but was an objective result of its imperialist policy in the Arab.
East. The aim was to implant in the Arab world an armed human stronghold

(*) The Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine, The Basic Political Report
of the Popular Fronmt for the Liberation of Palestine, August 1968.
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for imperialism which would resist the Arab nationalist liberation movement
whose success would threaten imperialist bases and interests in their entirety
in this strategic area of the world. In addition, the attitude adopted by Britain
was in compliance with Zionist aspirations to settlement, which agreed with
colonial-imperial plans, and opposed Palestinian-Arab national liberation as-
pirations.

The Arab feudal regimes in Palestine and the other Arab states provided
imperialism and Zionism with good opportunities to execute their plans for
Palestine in particular, and for the other Arab states in general. Since their
establishment the Arab feudal regimes—essentially bourgeois—have associated
themselves with the colonialist-imperialist powers, i.e., the counter-revolutionary
bloc, against the Palestinian and Arab national liberation movements. The
common interests of imperialism and the Arab feudal regimes have led to
an alliance between them. Such an alliance is best exemplified in the protec-
tion accorded by 1mpenalxsm to the Arab feudal regimes and the exploiting
class, in addition to the protection it has given to its own imperialist exploiting
interests. Furthermore, the Arab regimes protected the interests of imperialism
since neither of them could exist in the area without the help of the other.

As a result of the dependence on imperialism of the Arab feudal, bour-
geois regimes, they remained handicapped vis-a-vis Zionist aspirations, and the
promises made by imperialism regarding the judaization of Palestine. These
regimes were satisfied by merely calling on the “ally” Britain to understand
the rights of the people of Palestine.

It is natural that the reactionary Arab regimes took such a defeatist
attitude towards the judaizing of Palestine because, as a result of their feudal-
bourgeois set-up, they could not confront the plans of ‘imperialism and
Zionism with the force of arms and popular national revolutions. Reactionary
regimes, at all times and places—and this applies to the Arab states—fear
the masses more than they fear imperialism. The confrontation of imperialist
and Zionist plans requires arming and organizing the people and this is
specifically what the reactionary regimes refuse to do, as they oppose national
liberation in the Arab states and in the under-developed countries of Asia,
Africa and Latin America. Furthermore, the interests and existence of these
regimes, by the very nature of their feudal-bourgeois structure, are intrin-
sically connected with the interests of traditional imperialism and neo-
imperialism in the Arab world.
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Thus since the beginning of the modern history of Palestine, it has
become clear that the destiny of Palestine will be decided by the struggle of
a national movement, This will be essentially a class struggle between the
national liberation bloc on the Palestinian and Arab land and the enemies
of the liberation movement, such as imperialism, Arab reactionary regimes
in alliance with imperialism, and world Zionism.

Since the comprador, feudal-bourgeois classes, by theii control over the
suppressive, police-like agencies of the government, were able to dominate
the leadership of the national movement, the destiny of Palestine was pre-
dictable. In spite of all the slogans put out by the governing classes, they
adopted a cooperative and defeatist stand vis-d-vis the judaizing of Palestine.
Instead of defying imperialism and opening a national front against it—but
this is not in the nature of the reactionary ruling classes—these classes under-
took, throughout the history of the Palestinian and Arab liberation movement,
a policy of suppression and siege vis-d-vis revolutionary national forces. At
the same time the ruling classes continued to cooperate with imperialism and
protect their interests in the Arab world, foremost among which is the ex-
ploitation of Arab oil.

If one analyzes the history of Palestine, it becomes clear that the history
and destiny of Palestine is decided by the totality of the circumstances in-
volving Palestine and international policies and struggles. The modern history
of Palestine is a proof of the truth of such an argument. The 1948 defeat
came at the hands of religious feudal Palestinian leaders such as Hajj Amin
al-Husseini, the bourgeoisie, such as the Independence Party and the Defence
Party, etc., and the Arab feudal regimes exemplified in the Arab kings and
presidents. This defeat gave direct evidence of the dialectic connection
between the actual state existing in Palestine, the Arab world, and the inter-
national set-up. The disaster of Palestine and the creation of the “state of
Israel” is the result of the Palestine-Arab dialectic.

This condensed introduction is necessary in the present decisive circum-
stances through which the Palestine question is passing in order to point out
the inevitable connection between the developments in the Arab world and
the destiny of the Palestine question. The developments which took place, and
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are still taking place, in the Arab world and throughout the history of Pales-
tine, touch, in one way or another, on the situation and destiny of Palestine.
f&ny attempt to ignore such a question is suspicious; it is a reactionary
imperialist or Zionist attempt. ’

- At the present stage the national Palestinian question is passing through
its most difficult phase. To be more specific, since the June 1967 defeat
proposals have been made, and are still being made, by some Palestinian anci
Arab rightists calling for the isolation of the Palestine struggle movement
from all the happenings and developments in the Arab area under the slogan
of "n(?n-interference in the internal affairs of the Arab countries.” In the final
analysis this slogan, at the hands of the Palestine resistance movement, has
been transformed into "non-interference in Palestinian affairs,”” since ,what
happened, and is happening, in the Arab land is dialectically connected with
the Palestine question, and the lessons of 1936, 1948 and the 1967 defeat
are still fresh and before our eyes. After June 1967 the Arab regimes did
not isolate themselves from the Palestine question and whatever happens
inside their countries touches on the Palestine question.

_ .Thl-i reactionary Palestinian, who is partnered by the Arab reactionary
rightist in his call for a separation between the Palestinian question and the
A@ regimes, implants the beginning of a new political or military defeat.
Tl.u§ defeat will lead to the liquidation of the Palestine question in accordance
with the political settlement proposed by the Security Council on 22 Novem-
ber 1967. Such a call on the part of the reactionary Palestinian rightists aims
at.ig.noring historical facts and obliterating the contradiction between the
existing Arab regimes, which were responsible for the 1948 disaster and the
1967 defeat, and the question of liberating Palestine. 'With regard to the
imperialist-colonialist-Zionist attack of June 1967, the Arab reactionary and
defeatist regimes have issued suspicious statements concerning the dimensions
of the national liberation movement within their countries. Similar statements
have been made about the lessons and results of the 1948 disaster and the
1967 defeat, the responsibility for which falls on the existing regimes. At the
same time these regimes continue to handle the Palestine problem on the
basis of the Security Council resolution. Thus, the Palestine resistance move-
ment should judge the Arab regimes on the basis of their actual stand
vis-d-vis the Palestinian national problem. Otherwise, the Palestinian resistance
movement will lose its Palestinian identity and will be transformed into a
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“quantitative addition” to the present circumstances and to the existing Arab
regimes responsible for the failure of the 1936 revolution, the 1948 disaster,
and the 1967 defeat. Any public examination of the Palestinian national

‘question cannot be isolated from the examination and criticism of the circum-

stances of the Arabs responsible for the “historical dilemma” which now
faces the Palestine problem after the June defeat. The existing Arab regimes,
and the Palestinian and Arab liberation movements, are faced with two basic
alternatives vis-a-vis the Palestine problem. The destiny of Palestine depends
on one of these alternatives: the liquidation of the problem, or the adoption
of a popular liberation plan. Any judgement to be passed on these alternatives
is not isolated from the work plans of the existing Arab regimes and the na-
tionai Palestinian and Arab liberation movements. The formulated plans, mani-
fested in daily interpretations from the June 1967 defeat until the present
day, will decide which alternative will be adopted, liquidation, or national
liberation. The question of choice does not depend on the will, or intentions,
or emotional and demagogic slogans, but on the daily work programs which
the existing Arab regimes and the national Palestinian and Arab liberation
movements adopt and practise. To make claims contrary to the actual facts
and adopt demagogic slogans is an expression of rightist reactionary behavior
whose result will be another political defeat, or a military defeat“®hich will
be crowned by a political defeat.

Lessons from the June 1967 Defeat

The June defeat was not only a military one, but also a defeat for the
totality of the class, economic, military and ideological set-up of the national
Palestinian and Arab liberation movements (official and popular). The feudal-
bourgeois Arab regimes were not responsible for the June war and defeat
because those regimes had already revealed, in 1948, the utter bankruptcy
of their policies. However, the June defeat was not only a military defeat. In
1948 the disaster had been a defeat to the feudal-bourgeois regimes and all
the class, political and reactionary practices that they represented. These
regimes were responsible for the under-developed economy of Palestine and
the Arab world, which was at the mercy of international capitalism. Further-
more, those regimes, because of their feudal-bourgeois structure, failed to
solve the dilemmas of the national Palestinian and Arab liberation move-
ments, by achieving their countries’ economic and political independence from
international capitalism, colonialism and imperialism. On the contrary they
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collaborated with the colonial powers to protect their class privileges in the
economic and political fields. It was these regimes who sided with colonialism
against the national Palestinian and Arab liberation movements. Throughout
their modern history they have followed a policy of encirclement and sup-
pression towards the national Palestinian and Arab liberation movements,
(e.g., the 1919 revolution in Egypt, the 1939 revolution in Palestine, and
the 1941 revolution in Iraq).

As a result of the nature of those regimes which are under-developed,
feudal, bourgeois, weak and in alliance with colonialism and imperialism,
they could not form modern national armies capable of protecting their
countries and confronting the imperialist and Zionist policies in Palestine and
the other Arab countries. Thus, those regimes entered the 1948 war with
weak armies and only attempted military and political action within the
geographical limit of the partition resolution.

The disaster and the creation of the “State of Israel” came as a result
of Palestinian and Arab conditions which were dominated by feudal, bour-
geois and under-developed regimes, in alliance with colonialism. Such results
also indicate that the elimination of the state of Israel and the “liberation
of Palestine” depend on the rejection of feudalism, colonialism and the bour-
geoisie, the basic causes of the disaster. This is what the lessons of 1948
offered to the national Palestinian and Arab liberation movement. President
Nasser was right when he said to his comrades that “the defeat was not
decided in the battlefield, but here in Cairo,” and “the liberation of Cairo
from the feudal-bourgeois regime of King Farougq, in alliance with colonialism
and Arab reaction, constitutes the basic requirement in the national work plan
for the liberation of Palestine.”

Thus, the basic point in the program of the national Palestinian and
Arab liberation movement became the liquidation of the feudal-bourgeois
regimes responsible for the 1948 disaster. The liquidation of these regimes
has paved the way for the national liberation movement to overcome the
dilemmas of the national Palestinian and Arab liberation movements. Such
liberation required the destruction of the under-developed feudal-bourgeois
economy, linked as it was, with international capitalism, and the setting-up
of a modern national economy (through industrialization and agrarian re-
form) independent of international capitalism. It is impossible to build reg-
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ular or popular armies capable of taking part in a long term war against
counter-revolutionary forces on the soil- of Palestine and the Arab countries
(Israel plus colonialism plus reactionary Arab regimes in alliance with colo-
nialism) without building a solid economic base free of pressures exerted on
it by international capitalism and colonialism.

Since the 1948 disaster the national Palestinian and Arab revolutionary
movement has entered a new phase with regard to class, ideology and politics.
In the light of the bankruptcy of the feudal-bourgeois regimes and leadership,
which wholly allied themselves with the counter-revolutionary forces after
the disaster, the national resistance movement began to adopt new class, ideo-
logical and political definitions. The basic features of such definitions could
be traced back to World War II. The emerging petit bourgeois class, which
perceived the bankruptcy of the feudal-bourgeois class with regard to the
solution of national liberation dilemmas, adopted an active nationalist policy
hostile to colonialism, imperialism and Zionism.

The new leadership proposed the establishment of an alliance between
workers, peasants, the poor and the military. Thus, the petit bourgeoisie
began to play the role of the leading class as their ideology became dominant.

This national struggle, which is basically a class national struggle, was
expressed in the changing class, economic and political programs — officially
represented in the United Arab Republic, Syria, Algeria and to an extent in
Iraq — which aimed at disrupting the alliance between feudalism, capitalism
and imperialism, This leadership also attempted to solve the dilemmas of
national liberation and the democratic national revolution. It broke up the
feudal economy which was bourgeois and compradoric in nature, and estab-
lished an economy which depends in the first place on light industrialization.
It attempted to solve the problems of the agricultural sector of the economy
in favor of the wage-earning peasants and the poor. All this was done to
establish an economic base, independent of world capitalism; and a national
political and social base, hostile to colonialism, imperialism and Zionism; and
to build modern, organized, national armies with which to protect the home-
land and liberate Palestine. In face of the fierce national-class struggle, the
forces of counter-revolution did not wait long. They began to plan the 1956
Anglo-French-Zionist aggression to liquidate the regime which was hostile to
imperialism, reaction and Zionism, and which threatened the interests and
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basis of the counter-revolutionary forces in Palestine and the Arab world.
After the 1956 aggression, neo-colonialism — headed by the United States
of America — attempted to patronize the Arab national liberation movement.
But the national regimes resisted this encirclement and continued to fight
their national battle against traditional colonialism and neo-imperialism. This
continued in accordance with their hesitant petit bourgeois class nature.
Eventually the Americans were convinced of the failure of their policy of
peaceful encirclement to break the Arab national liberation movement, to
liquidate the Palestine problem in the interest of Israel, and to re-arrange
the class and political map of the Arab world for the benefit of the bourgeois-
feudal regimes, which act as the material and political base for imperialism
in the area and guarantee the security of the state of Israel.

Thus it was not the Arab reactionary regimes, but the nationalist regimes
and the whole Palestinian and Arab national liberation movements who were
responsible for the June war. Why did they fail? And with what work pro-
gram did they face the June defeat?

Theoreticians of the Palestinian and Arab petit bourgeoisie, reaction and
the bourgeoisie proper, gave explanations and analyses of the defeat which
were limited to the educational, technical and cultural superiority of Israel
and American imperialism which protects it. The Arab countries are under-
developed, small and cannot “confront and fight" American imperialism which
is far superior technically to any under-developed country in Asia, Africa and
Latin America. This group of analysts concluded that to be able to defeat
Israel we should become superior to it in education and technology.

Another group of petit bourgeois and feudal intellectuals attempted to
explain the defeat in terms of technical military faults committed by this
army or that, such as their unpreparedness in the face of the devastating
surprise attack on the Arab air forces.

The Palestinian and Arab petit bourgeois and reactionary theoreticians
and analysts deliberately neglect the facts of modern history in their analysis
of the Arab defeat in June. They ignore the basic reasons for the acceptance
of the six-day defeat, in spite of the heated slogans prior to 5 June, such as
“inch by inch,” “popular liberation war,” “the policy of the scorched earth."”
These slogans formed the material objective antecedents to the following
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result: the June defeat. If the educational and technical superiority of Israel
and imperialism is the main cause of the defeat, what is the explanation for
the ability of the North Vietnamese people to confront half a million Ameri-
can soldiers in addition to half a million soldiers of the Saigon Government?
If we did not have the ability as a weak and under-developed country to resist
and fight the United States, how can the ability of the Vietnamese and Cubans
to fight against American imperialism be explained? And if the defeat was
a result of a vast number of technical military faults, how can one explain the
acceptance of this defeat and the disappearance of the above-mentioned slogans,
patticularly at a time when Vietnam is conducting its popular revolutionary
war “inch by inch,” both in word and deed, and its war is not devoid of
set-backs and defeats?

If the people of Palestine and the peoples of the Arab world accept
the analyses of the reactionary and petit bourgeois theoreticians, it will need
more than a century to catch up with the Zionist-imperialist educational and
technical superiority, and overcome the wide cultural gap between the under-
developed agrarian countries of the Arabs and modern industrialized Israel,
supported by American imperialism.

The facts of the modern revolutionary history of the under-developed
nations expose and falsify the claims of reactionary and petit bourgeois
theoreticians. They also disclose the basic cause for the Arab defeat in June,
as well as the resistance of the small Vietnamese nation (30 millions), and
of the Cuban nation (7 millions) in the face of American imperialism,

There are in Vietnam and Cuba national regimes composed of the pro-
letariat and poor peasants, which use the material, cultural and moral poten-
tialities of their countries to solve the dilemmas of national liberation, and
the democratic national revolution. This is achieved by liquidating all the
material and moral class concessions (feudal and bourgeois) and by the estab-
lishment of the solid material base for economic and political independence
through heavy industrialization and agrarian reform. In society, the revolu-
tionary classes head the alliance of classes and political forces which oppose
feudalism, capitalism and imperialism. Such a national economic and political
program can mobilize and arm all the revolutionary classes to solve the
dilemmas of national liberation and foster the struggle against imperialism
and neo-colonialism. Under such circumstances the slogan of popular libera-
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tion acquires its practical connotations where the working and poor masses
are organized into a popular militia force, partisan phalanges, and the regular
national army in order to defeat imperialism and the local forces in alliance
with it.

In the Arab world the problem is different: the circumstances and com-
position of the Palestinian Arab national liberation movement were respon-
sible for the June war, and it is that movement which must be responsible
for the reversal of the June defeat. The petit bourgeois class occupies the
leading role in the Palestinian and Arab national liberation movements and
this class has led the entire range of the class, political, economic and mili-
tary changes within the ideological, class and political structure of the petit
bourgeoisie. In June 1967, this program was the one which was defeated.
The economy that was set up by the petit bourgeoisie could not resist the
Zionist-imperialist attack because it was a consumer economy based on light
industrialization and agrarian reforms (the redistribution of land to raise
self-sufficient production). Such an economy — following the closure of the
Suez Canal — was forced to retreat and ask for assistance from the reactionary
vil-producing countries, to be able to sustain itself.

As for the political and ideological relationship, this class remained at
the head of the social-political pyramid and translated the alliance of the
popular working forces into an alliance which put it at the top of this
pyramid and the masses — workers, peasants, the poor, soldiers — at its
base. Therefore the petit bourgeoisie remains in control of the totality of
changes that are taking place in the Arab homeland and in the Palestinian
and Arab national liberation movements.

Because of the nature of the petit bourgeois class — which fears the
popular masses as much as it fears the feudal-capital concentration — it could
not through its ideological, political and class program “build a national war
economy” independent of world capitalism. As a result the petit bourgeoisie
could not break all its connections with neo-colonialism and world imperialism
in general, and American imperialism in particular.

The petit bourgeoisie has gambled with the necessity of protecting the
country and preparing it (economically, politically and militarily) for the
liberation of Palestine. It gambled on the regular armies, refusing to arm the
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le and train and organize them into popular militia forces, thereby putting
the slogan of “popular liberation war,” which they had superficially adopted,
into practice,

Under such circumstances, and with this national program, the petit
bourgeois regimes entered the June war, only to prove that such a program
cannot resist neo-imperialism and Zionism. The moment the defeat of the

armies became known, these regimes asked for (or accepted) a cease-
fire, and all their revolutionary slogans — “fighting inch by inch,” “the
popular liberation war,” and “'the policy of the scorched earth” — evaporated.

The petit bourgeois regimes had to choose between two alternatives.
The first alternative was to follow the Vietnamese and Cuban experience by
drastically changing the national work program of their countries. This could
be accomplished by mobilizing the material, human and moral capabilities of
society and the national Palestinian and Arab liberation movements, and by
arming the masses and waging a revolutionary popular liberation war. This
war should be directed against all the interests and bases of colonialism,
Zionism and reaction in alliance with colonialism; and should apply the
slogan “fighting Israel and those supporting Israel”” by resisting all the counter-
revolutionary forces which support Israel or which interact with those who
support Israel. By doing so the balance of power wou!d start to shift to the
side of the national Palestinian and Arab liberation movements, and the
possibility of antagonizing the United States would become practical. More-
over, Arab human superiority — waves of fighting people — would overcome
the Israeli-American technical superiority as happens daily in Vietnam and
Cuba.

The secnnd alternative was to stick to the positions and programs which
Prevailed before June 1967 and which resulted in the June defeat. This would
mean that the national Palestinian and Arab liberation movements would be
forced to retreat continucusly in the interest of Israel, imperialism, and Arab
Teactionary forces in alliance with both neo- and traditional colonialism. This
is what actually took place and it was not by accident. The feudal-bourgeois
Tegimes cannot wage 2 war on colonialism and imperialism since they have
formed alliances with imperialism against their people and the national libera-
tion movements. Since 1948 they have proved that they cannot protect the
bomeland and liberate Palestine and they have allied themselves wholly to
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the counter-revolutionary camp. Moreover, the national regimes which are
hostile to colonialism and Zionism are incapable — because of the nature of
thfair petit bourgeois ideological class structure — of drawing up and exec-
uting programs for a “popular liberation war" since this would necessarily re-
quire them to give up all of their material, political and moral concessions in
f'avor of the economic, political and military program of the “popular revolu-
- ton™ against Israel and neo-imperialism. In the course of history no class has

fworked in a manner harmful to its interests, and given up voluntarily its
interests and concessions to save its country from disintegration.

. The Vietnamese-Cuban course of action is the only course leading to
victory for under-developed countries against the educational and technical
superiority of imperialism and neo-colonialism. The rejection of this course
necessarily means the adoption of a policy of retreat in the face of Zionism and
neo-colonialism, led by the United States of America, enemy number one of
the under-developed countries throughout Asia, Africa and Latin America.

The progressive and reactionary Arab regimes, for the last fifteen months
have adopted the same positions and programs which were adopted prior tc;
J}lne and which resulted in the defeat. They have adopted the policy of con-
tu?uous retreat. First they declared that the Security Council resolution was
rejected, then they considered it insufficient, then ambiguous and demanded
t?xat certain clauses (especially passage through the Suez Canal) should be
linked to the whole Palestine problem, and lastly they accepted the Security
Council resolution as a whole without any conditions coupled with state-

ments of re-assurance to Israel considering it one of the facts of the Middle
East.

Any objective look at the Security Council resolution of 22 November
1'96?, proves that its acceptance and execution means the beginning of the
liquidation of the Palestine problem. The Security Council resolution is in

itself an imperialist plot for the liquidation of the Palestine problem. The
resolution stipulates:

— The right of each state in the Middle East to live within “‘secure
boundaries.”

— Recognition by each state in the Middle East of the right of others
to live.
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—  The right of “innocent” passage through waterways for all the
states of the area without exception.

— Finding a “just” solution for the refugees.

Thus the Security Council resolution places the Palestine problem in a
critical historical situation which necessarily and ultimately leads to the
liquidation of the Palestine problem.

The demand put forward to the present Arab regimes and the national
Palestinian and Arab liberation movements is not to embark on a discourse
on the Security Council resolution and what it offers the Arabs and Israel.
Nor is it a discussion of the nature of the stand to be adopted by the Arabs.
The question we put concerns the nature of the economic, political, military
and ideological program which the Arab regimes and the national Palestinian
and Arab liberation movements will adopt. Will this program lead to the
liquidation of the consequences of the June aggression, namely the liberation
of Sinai, the West Bank and the Golan Heights, as a step in the direction of
a long term war for the liberation of Palestine and the liquidation of the

Israeli-racist-aggressive entity?

The presentation of the question in its proper context is a national need.
It must be done in order to circumvent the Palestinian reactionary rightist
intellectuals who call for the isolation of the Palestinian resistance movement
from the development of the Arab region.

These same reactionary intellectuals, together with those of the petit
beurgeois class, at times present their attitude towards the Security Council
resolution as a tactical step. At other times they assert that it is an unavoidable
necessity because Arabs cannot fight the United States with its educational
and technical superiority. What applies to the United States also applies to
Israel. Thus they argue that the acceptance of the Security Council resolution

is a necessity.

Even those who reject the resolution, are requested to link this rejection
with the need to establish a war economy and a military program of a
different calibre from that which existed prior to the defeat. If not, their
attitude of rejection becomes a demagogic false attitude of no value what-
soever; similar to the demagogic revolutionary slogans which were put forward

before the June war and not applied.
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The Arab Situation and the Palestine Problem

Fifteen months have elapsed since the June defeat and it has become
clear, through direct analysis, that the Arab regimes and the national Pales.
tinian and Arab liberation movements have been incapable of judging cri.
tically the events which led to, and the results which came from, the June
defeat. Further, they have been incapable of the crystallization of this judge-
ment in a national revolutionary work program, which would be able to effect
a series of changes in the Arab situation and capacities to prepare the area
for a “'popular liberation war” against counter-revolution (Israel plus Arab
reactionary forces in alliance with neo- and traditional imperialism). It is
natural that this should be so because the Arab regimes and the national Pales-
tinian and Arab liberation movements are not prepared under their present
conditions (class, ideological and political) to put into practice deep-rooted
policies which would prepare the Palestinian and Arab masses to resist the
forces of counter-revolution. Instead, the Arab and Palestinian masses have
remained, and are forced to remain, observers awaiting a miracle in an age
when miracles do not happen. Furthermore, asking the present regimes to
adopt a policy of “popular liberation war” is basically a fallacious request.
These regimes will not harbor their antithesis, which could only ultimately
clash with their nature, interests, and local and international relationships.

Instead of adopting a “'popular liberation war” program, such as the
Vietnamese-Cuban one, and resisting and struggling against the imperialist-
Zionist attack, the Arab regimes have maintained the same program and pre-
mises which prevailed until June 1967 and resulted in the defeat.

This is what has made these regimes, whatever their class and whatever
their policies, retreat continuously since June to the advantage of Israel and
imperialism. The Arab regimes have not waged an ideological, political, revolu-
tionary campaign throughout the Arab lands to start an armed and unarmed
popular action to destroy the interests and strategic bases of imperialism,
headed by the United States, which has outrageously supported and protected
Israel since 1948. Instead the regimes retreated and started courting the
United States by protecting all of its imperialist interests. It is a well-known

fact that breaking Israel will come about by breaking American imperialism
throughout the Arab land.
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Instead of rejecting the liquidationist Security Council resolution, the
Arab regimes ended up by accepting it and calling on the four Great Powers
to guarantee it internationally and to force Israel to accept it.

Instead of immediately, without any hesitation, adoptin.g plans forla
“Jong term war” by drawing up plans for a war economy, arming tt;:e people,
organizing people’s militia units in addition to the arming of ﬂ,: regular
y.mb,thcAmbregimsadoptedthepohcyof”depcn.dx?gon on::lg\ﬂa;
armies which had collapsed in the face of Israclx-nmpe.nahst educandv an
technological superiority in the June war. (Regular war is not to the a atr:;g;le
of the Arabs nor of any under-developed count.ry involved in a n: -
Jiberation struggle against forces superior in the field of educe.ltlon ;nbe b
nology.) This — at a time when it has become dcm that .nafxonal ratio
wars in under-developed countries require numerical superiority to overcome
imperialist technical superiority.

The Palestinian Resistance Movement and the National Pdlestinian Question

Following the June defeat the Palestinian and Arab masses put their
faith in the Palestinian resistance movement to pave the way for a new coﬁ
of action to promote the liberation of Palestine, iu particular, and the A

liberation movement, in general.
Has the resistance movement paved this way?

A critical analysis of the development and activi'ties of the Palestinia:
resistance movement during the last 15 months will give the answer to suc

a question.

(1) Within ihe Sphere of Arab Relations: All groups .of th:l :w:n(c;
movement put forward the slogan “non-interference in tl.le mtem) ; ai e
the Arab countries.” How did the movement translat_e this slogan? It xls :
that the Palestinian resistance movement is not requm?d fo take the place lo
the national liberation movement of each Arab state in 1ts. struggle .to SOBV:.
the dilemmas of national liberation and national' demo?ratnc revolu.tnon.f t:
it is also clear that the slogan “non-interference in .tt'xe internal affalrshoL th:
Arab countries” is a double-edged weapon. In addition to meaning that
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Palestinian resistance movement should not take the place of the Arab libera-
tion movement, it should also medn that the former should interfere with
whatever affects the Palestine problem in the policies adopted by the Arab
regimes. Otherwise the slogan, in the final analysis, will mean “'non-interfer.
ence on the part of the Palestinian resistance movement in Palestine affairs.”
The Palestinian problem cannot be separated from the developments taking
place in the world. Such a step is a suspicious attempt to overlook ancient,
medieval and modern historical facts. Following June 1967 the Arab regimes
— in an attempt to face the imperialist-Zionist aggression — adopted the
policy of finding “a political solution to the Palestine problem™ through the
liquidationist Security Council resolution. Thus a new relationship between
“Arab affairs” and “the Palestine problem” has been established.

Reactionarg Palestinians who, following the June defeat, put forward
the slogan “nag-interference in the internal affairs of the Arab countries”
arbitrarily separhted Arab affairs from developments in the Palestine prob-
lem. When itjattempts to imitate the Algerian experience, the slogan forgets,
or pretends to have forgotten, that the subjective and objective characteristics
that connect the Palestine problem with developments in the Arab world and
the policies of imperialism in the Middle East, radically differ from those
of Algeria. Moreover, these reactionaries have previously determined to neglect

the particularities of Israel and its difference from all other kinds of neo- and
traditional imperialism.

Israel represents the spearhead and base for neo- and traditional imperial-
ism in the Arab countries and the Middle East. Israel is supported by im-
perialism which gives it the freedom — according to imperialist plans — to
participate in quelling the national Arab liberation movement which threatens
the interests of imperialism in the Arab world. An observer should notice the
link between the “promise to judaize Palestine” and the imperialist invasion
of Palestine and the Arab countries. Furthermore, he should watch the role
Israel and Zionism have played since the defeat in responding to the imperialist
plans drawn up for the Middle East to liquidate the nationalist regimes and
the nationalist liberation movements in the area for the benefit of counter-
revolutionary forces.

Israel represents a dynamic society which has expansionist aims in the
area in addition to Palestine. As a society it is superior to the under-developed
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Arab countries in the educational and technical fields. This makes its expan-
sionist policy easier. The relationship between Israel and Amend czrnablmllln;:ral:lsm
i i ional Palestinian an ation
sitates the amalgamation of the nati |
:::Sements. In addition, Palestine is a part of the Arab world and its future
is related to that of the Arab countries.

In spite of all this reactionary Palestinians ; neglec.t the fau;tsE ?f l;xfst:;z
and put forward the slogan “‘non-interference in .the internal au';1 ¢
Arab countries”” This has quietly overlooked defeatist Arab stands with regar
to the problem of Palestine. All groups of the resistance movement, including

the Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine, went along with this

reactionary demagogic slogan which was interpreted as “'non-interference in

the Arab stand vis-a-vis the Palestine problem.” Not one of the r&sxstan::le
ps has passed a critical judgement on the June flefmt or on Arab respo 1

;‘:;ity for this defeat after 20 years of preparation for the. libera.l:u:fxf 'os

Palestine. Because of the principle of “'non-interference in the internal an;s

of the Arab countries,” not one group has openl.y cmed es:l;zﬁ:t:n :

taken vis-3-vis the Palestine problem and the Security r -

is ﬁdi:ﬁ::lio find Hajj Amin al-Husseini, who sold the 1936{75?volutwn,

openly criticize certain Arab leaders’ statements regatd:ig ttll:e Security inCounth;

i ion i in May 1968, while e groups

cil's resolution in Le Monde, in May 4 :

resistance movement, including the Popular Front, kept quiet about these

developments in the Palestine problem.

The Popular Front openly condemns this slogan in tPe context 1;;]11?;
it has been practised for the last fifteen mo?ths. .’I'he resistance u.mrvthe P
not expected to substitute for the nationa.l .hbetatxon movc:imextlct:;l 1;1 g
countries, but it is expected openly to criticize the stands a opbl ¥ the feeb
governments towards the Palestine problem and put the am; e
responsible for the defeat. If the resistance movc.m.ent keeps: q;axl B
Arab governments with regard to decisions .pertmmng to the P
lem, then it will be plotting against Palestine.

(2) The Question of Pdlestinian National Unity: All gx:oulzls oi;atf; :s:;
tance movement, including the Popular Front, hz.we committe tha -
towards the question of Palestinian national unity, both on eShi v
and the practical level. This has come about through the leadership

Palestinian right and its ideology and theories.
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The resistance movement has neglected the modern history of Palestine
in its understanding and application of the problems of “'national unity.” The
policies adopted towards the question of national unity were reactionary and
wrong. This has led to placing the reactionary classes at the head of the
resistance movement. This leadership is the same one which has led the
national Palestinian liberation movement and the national revolution to it
failure throughout the modern history of Palestine. At a time when the
sons of the revolutionary classes of poor workers and peasants and revolutionary
intellectuals fight for the liberation of the homeland and rejection of the
Zionist occupation, the military leadership of the resistance movement has
placed political leadership in the hands of rich feudal capitalist groups which
have had nothing to do with the armed struggle throughout the modern
history of Palestine, The resistance movement has understood the slogan of
“national unity” in an inverted manner. Thus the concept of national unity
was formulated under the leadership of feudal elements, bankers, big mer-
chants and reactionary Palestinians. The starting point was participation in
the “Jordanian national front,” which was composed of Palestinian and
Jordanian reactionary elements under whose hands the people have suffered
many hardships. The final point was the creation of the National Palestinian
Congress which is composed of reactionary Palestinian elements headed by
bankers and big contractors whose condition for joining the Congress was
that they should be given its leadership, while the Popular Front and Al-
Fateh should form its left and right arms,

earning peasants, while the sons of the feudal landowners and capitalists
disappeared from the scene of armed struggle. In spite of all the experience
of the national Palestinian movement and its basic lessons, the Palestinian
right has been able to penectrate the leadership of the resistance movement
and take over its political leadership for fifteen months since 5 June, under
the slogan “Palestinian national unity” and the pretense that “the liberation
question concerns everybody,” at a time when historical facts, both before and
after 1948, disprove these claims.

Palestinian national unity is a political necessity. But what sort of national
unity? The sort of national unity which accomplishes liberation. It leads the
resistance movement on the road to victory by mobilizing and arming the
Arab masses. It awakens their basic and collective capabilities in the long
struggle of resistance. This resistance will depend upon violence in the face
of an enemy whose strategy is to deliver rapid blows and accomplish swift
victories.

This unity is the unity of all classes and political forces undeg the leader-
ship of the revolutionary patriotic classes which have carried arms throughout
the modemn history of Palestine. It is the sons of these classes who have
‘mswuedthea_.ﬂhoannssinoe}nnel%l’ﬂ:emodemhimmyof&epeople
ofPalsﬁnc,andth:tofpopuluh'bemﬁmm:sinaﬂundet—duelopdm-
tries, proves that the workers and peasant classes are the ones who are pre-
pared to carry arms and fight a long term war against the enemies of national

’Ihepmblqnbeforeusisnotllowtochooaebetwmmphnceor i
liberation, namely, imperialism and its agents.

refusal of the slogan “national unity.” The problem is putting this thesis in
Db it i National Palestinian unity should be based on the unity of the revolu-
tionary fighting forces, under whose leadership all the dass and political
focces will be orgmized in wn allembracing national liberation front, com-
mittedboamﬁomlpolitialmdmﬂimyworkprognmforsolvingthe
dilemmas of national liberation and democratic national revolution.

‘We have already pointed out the treadhery and failure of the feudal and
bourgesis dasses. This review also brings out one of the basic laws of national
liberation movements, namely, that the anti-imperialist and anti-Zionist classes
which are capable of leading the national liberation movement and of car-
rying arms in the period following June 1967, are the same classes which
fought against British imperialism and the plots to judaize Palestine. These
are the revolutionary classes in Palestinian society. They will lose nothing if
they carry arms and fight until death, on the contrary they will gain every-
thing — their land and their homes. This has been re-asserted after June
1967. Those who carried arms were the sons of the poor workers and wage-

Thus the Popular Front openly declares its condemnation of the slogan
“national unity” in its present context and application. Furthermore, it con-
demns and openly criticizes its previous practices starting with its participation
in the Jordanian national front and finally in the National Palestinian Con-
Bress,

162 163



The Popular Front puts the slogan “national unity” m its proper per-
spective, namely, as a unity whose vanguard and lm.ders.lnp are.the reYolu-
tionary fighting forces. This slogan has to be exemplified in 2 Fadlca.l.natmfxal
work program, the aim of which is the organization of a natxonal liberation
front to include all the class and political forces hostile to Zionism and world
imperialism in general, and American imperialism in p.art'ialla:, and all the
forces which collaborate with and are agents of imperialism.

The Pdlestinian Resistance Movement & the Present Stage

The nature of the practices of the resistance movement (Palestinian- %nd
Arab) during the period following the June defeat, have.led to- political
results which in their totality form a relapse as far as the ideological, class
and political lessons of 5 June 1967 are concerned. These results also form
a relapse as far as the modern history of the national Palestinian popular
liberation movement is concerned.

The resistance movement has come to the following basic conclusions:

(1) On the theoretical and practical level all groups of. the resistanc.e move-
ment (including the Popular Front) have become ca.ptlves.of the 1f!efology
of the reactionary Palestinian and Arab right. They have actmely partxcnpatf:d
in obliterating Palestinian and Arab class ideological and political contradic-
tions, This has led to the defeat of the Palestinian and Arab peoples at the
hands of the ruling regimes. nweRgMMWhptmemmdme
more radical and revolutionary classes, away from any respor.lsibihty for, or
even participation in, the war. They have allowed the rev?luuonary forcesbﬂ:
play the role of observers by limiting the concept of liberation to mean com 2
between the armies.

Consequently, the resistance movement has fallen victim to a series t;:
demagogic slogans (such as “‘non-interference in the internal affairs Of. "
Arab countries,” “Palestinian national unity,” “'no right and left in the nat1o
liberation stage™). These slogans are used as a cover for the reactionary i‘::‘bzs
of the right and the Arab regimes, which have led to the defmt' ot: the ta;
Moreover, the resistance movement has applied these slogans within a coft o
which has served the interests of the forces and regimes of defeax aﬂdc:m_
those of the Palestinian and Arab liberation forces. By doing this it has
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pletely failed to expose and condemn the reasons, intellectual, class and poli-
tical, which led to the 1948 disaster and the 1967 defeat. In fact the resistance
movement has assisted in hiding the existing contradictions which have resulted
in the defeat. It has also defended the Arab regimes that caused the defeat,
and those Arab countries which are in alliance with imperialism and therefore
against the liberation and progress of their people. This will ultimately lead
to the failure of the Palestinian and Arab liberation movements.

(2) Through its dependence for arms on the Arab regimes, the resistance
‘movement has allowed itself to be transformed into a tactical weapon of
pressure in the hands of the regimes — pressure to be used to keep the Arab
_masses as observers awaiting relief from afar. All this is taking place in the
name of the Palestinian resistance movement. This alternative has been put
forward instead of arming and organizing the people in popular militia units,
‘and preparing them ideologically, politically and economically for a long term
iwar of popular liberation against Israel, and those who are behind Israel,
throughout the Palestinian and Arab homeland.

In addition, the resistance movement is being used as a tactical means
of bringing pressure on imperialism and Israel in order to attain a political
settlement of the Palestine problem. It is hoped that the concessions demanded
by Isracl and imperialism as a price for the application of the Security Coun-
@l resolution concerning withdrawal from the occupied territories will be
minimized as a result of this pressure.

(3) In the light of such wrong policies and demagogic slogans of the resis-
fance movement, the Palestinian and Arab masses have remained ideologically,
politically and materially disarmed. They cannot protect and develop the
esistance movement in the face of the possibilities of a “political solution,”
the basis of which would be “liquidating the resistance movement.”

The resistance movement, by keeping quiet about the lessons of 1948
d 1967 and by its refusal to take a critical national stand towards the Pales-
Mian and Arab situation (both subjective and objective) which resulted
| the defeat, have disarmed the masses of the intellectual and political
¥eapons through which the resistance movement could be protected. Further-
Ore, the resistance movement, by keeping quiet and not putting forward to
Masses a program for a war of popular liberation, has assisted in opening
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the way for demagogic slogans. Thus, when the possibilities c{f a polmca_l
settlement” are put forward, the resistance movement will only find superficial
and limited support fromthemasses.'l‘hiswiﬂbesobecal.xsre memass§me
not armed and are not equipped with an ideological, political and national
consciousness.

The Dilemma of Existing Resistance Movements

All groups of the Palestinian resistance movement are a part -of the Arab
national liberation movement because of their subjective constitution (1deo.lo-
gical, class and political) and because of the object‘ivc circumstancef which
find their expression in the daily dialectical relationship betwe?n the dxh.:mmg
of national libefation and the responsibilities of the democratic revolution —

Palestinian and Arab.

The dilemma of the Palestinian and Arab liberation movements ;sd SEE-
ifi i i i hich has occupt e
cifically the dilemma of the petit bourgeois class W !
position of leadership since the Second World 'War. This .cl'ass, because of
its education and interests, which are anti-feudal and anti-imperialist, has
recognized the failure of feudalism and the bousgeois class to s?l.ve the prob-
lems of national liberation and of attaining economic and pohtlcal. mde?cn-
dence. It has also understood the dependence of the feudalist-bourgeois regimes
on colonialism and imperialism.

Since the 1948 disaster the role and ideology of the petit bouxg.ec.)is class
has dominated the scene, thus enabling this class to lead the Palestinian and
Arab national movements. The petit bourgeoisie put forward a work program,
based on its class and ideological structure, to solve the dilemmas of national
liberation as a step on the road to mobilizing the material and human capa-
bilities of the masses to liberate Palestine. The main part of the program Wa;
based on the need to foil the alliance between feudalism, capitalism a'nh
colonialism (in other words, the counter-revolutionary camp) and to establis
an alliance between the petit bourgeoisie, workers and poor peasants.

The June defeat put the programs of the petit bourgeois.class and ::
leadership to the test. As was pointed out in the course of this report, t

. et = d
defeat proved their failure to withstand the imperialist-Zionist attack, an
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to solve the dilemmas of national liberation in an under-developed country in
this age — the age of colonialism and imperialism.

Thus the petit bourgeois class was confronted with two alternatives:
either to adopt the Vietnamese-Cuban course of action to face the consequences
of the June war; or to retreat continuously before the forces of counter-
revolution and accept the liquidationist UN Security Council resolution of
22 November. The petit bourgeois class has chosen what best serves its inter-
ests and its class-ideological and political considerations, i.e., the Security
Council resolution; the Vietnamese course of action has its own price, namely
the totality of its class and political concessions. Of course the regimes of
the 1948 disaster, the regimes of feudalism and the bourgeois class, blessed
this choice and cooperated with it.

The Palestinian national liberation movement is of the same ideological,
‘class and political structure as that of the Arab national liberation movement
led by the petit bourgeois class. At the same time it represents one of the
~weakest groups in the national liberation movements in the area. This is the
case because of a number of subjective and objective characteristics! headed by
the contradictions of the Palestine problem and the large number of non-

productive human beings among the dispersed Palestinian people.
¢

From here we can touch on a basic characteristic of the Palestinian
iberation movement. The petit bourgeois class, the leader of the Arab libera-
‘tion movement, was able to eliminate the forces of feudalism and the bour-
geois class from a leading position within the national movement, and was
able to expose the alliance of these forces with colonialism and imperialism.
Xet the Palestinian petit bourgeois class failed to remove this incapacitated
‘bourgeois class from playing a national role. Thus -the petit bourgeois class
‘Was able continuously to infiltrate the leadership of the national liberation
movement and make it serve its ideological, political and class interests. Con-
Sequently — and following June 1967 — the Palestinian right supported by
the Arab right was able to dominate the resistance movement through dema-
80gic slogans and lead it within the scope of its theoretical and political
Beliefs. These beliefs serve the interests of the bourgeoisie and those of Arab
faction and destroy the means by which the Palestinian and Arab national
Bovements can save themselves from imperialist-Israeli occupation. In the final
dlysis, these policies do not serve the resistance movement. They tend to
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transform it into a tactical means of bringing pressure to bear. This pressure
aims, first, at containing the national revolutionary uprising of the Arab
masses. Secondly, it aims at minimizing the concessions to be made by Arabs
in order to ensure the implementation of the Security Council resolution,
which threatens the Palestine question, in its eatirety, with liquidation. The
leadership of the petit bourgeois class has failed to salvage itself and the
leaders of the resistance movement. The reasons for this failure are: its adop-
tion of hesitant ideological and political policies; its failure to comprehend
the basis of a nationalist policy; and the domination of the ideology of the
reactionary right over important sectors of it.

In spite of the belief that a popular war of liberation is the course of
action to be adopted in order to achieve the liberation of Palestine and in
spite of the high morale among the Palestinian people in the Arab nation,
the leadership of the resistance movement, namely, the bourgeoisie and petit
bourgeoisie, has put the resistance movement in a critical historical situation
which has transformed it into a means of pressure.

The Course of National Sdlvation

The concept of armed struggle will necessarily result in an ideological
and political dialectic among the members of the resistance movement and
those outside it. Through this dialectic the more revolutionary and progressive
elements will stress the necessity to overcome the present critical period by
looking forward to the development of a more radical resistance movement.
This will interact openly and responsibly with the masses, and refrain from
the adoption of demagogic slogans.

The resistance movement will critically examine the experiment of the
Palestinian and Arab national liberation movements in order to point out the
basic laws of failure and success. It will also draw up a program for national
salvation. This will reject all proposals that aim at re-instating the pre-5 June
programs — “‘reliance on regular armed forces and a swift regular war; 2
consumer economy dependent on capitalism; holding back the struggle against
those who are behind Israel; and limitation of the war to the areas 0C
cupied after 5 June, 1967.” The resistance movement considers the acceptance
of the Security Council resolution of 22 November to be the logical con-
clusion of the programs which resulted in the June 1967 defeat.
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The experience of the national liberation movement in our countries
(Palestine and the Arab countries) is similar to that of the under-developed
countries of Asia, Africa and Latin America. It clearly shows that the road

~ to national salvation and liberation of the homeland, together with the solu-
tion of the problems of national liberation, requires forces armed with revolu-
tionary arms. These will be capable, in under-developed countries, of defeat-
ing the advanced imperialist powers in the fields of military effort and skill.

These experiences teach us — especially the experience of fifty years
of failure of the Palestinian national liberation movement and the successful
experience of Vietnam and Cuba — that the course of national salvation starts
with, and depends on, the following:

(1) The adoption of a revolutionary scientific ideology (the ideology of

i the. proletariat) which is anti-imperialist, anti-Zionist, anti-reactionary and
- anti-under-development. The masses will be armed with this ideology, which

will depend mainly on the more revolutionary and radical classes in society.
Such classes do not have any interest in concluding a truce with imperialism,
reaction and Zionism. They also do not have any interest in adopting a policy
of retreat. The interests of these classes will be served by waging a bloody

struggle by which they will lose nothing but will gain everything, i.e., nation-

hood, the homeland and true political and economic independence.

The experience of our countries and that of the national liberation move-
ments in Asia, Africa and Latin America have proved the failure and inca-

i city of the feudalist ideology to lead the national liberation struggle. They

also proved the futility of the ideology of the bourgeoisie which leads
country to depend on, and ally itself with colonialism and imperialism.

Furthermore, the ideology of the petit bourgeoisie has proved incapable

e pt a policy of long term struggle against imperialism and the forces allied
with it.

The national salvation course starts with arming the people with revolu-
ary ideas. These ideas are those of the revolutionary classes in any society,

lamely, the workefs and poor peasants, whose sons are now taking part in
fmed resistance in the land of Palestine.
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(2) The basic national political consciousness of the masses should be raised
beyond the level of demagogic slogans. Our people are fach.lg a modern
enemy, supported by the strongest imperialist country, the United State.s of
America. A scientific national consciousness, depending on direct analysis of
our situation and that of the enemy should be the main basis in the relation-
shipofther&sistancemovementwiththemass&sandthemaninthestreet.
National political consciousness starts by unfolding the reasons and causes
for the failure of the Palestinian and Arab national resistance movcrf)ents and
then putting forward a program for national salvation and liberation.

(3) Defeatist proposals and the Security Council resolution of 22 I*{ovem-
ber 1967 should be rejected. Purthermore, the resistance should insist on
drawing up plans for a war of popular liberation by arming and organizing
the people in popular militia troops. In this way the war will become that
of the people 2s a whole and it will be waged against Israel and .th.ose who
are behind Israel, (These-include the interests and bases of imperialism plus
Iscael plus the Arab forces which are in alliance with imperialism 2nd the
protector of its interests in our homeland.)

A long term war is the course of salvation and victory. For this way we
must depend only upon ourselves. Everything must be mobilized for it. — our
economyandmnliv&s—-andtofightitwewillbearmedbytheconscnousmss
of the political ideology of the proletariat. It is also the only course to super-
sede the educational and technical superiority of Israel and imperialism, which
depends on the strategy of a short-range war, the war of administering rapid
blows and accomplishing swift victories.

The destruction of the counter-revolutionary forces and the breaking
down of their morale and economy will not be accomplished unless a long

term war is waged.

(4) A program of national salvation will reject all forms. of retreat aﬂ‘?
embark on operations on 2 wide front. Our aspiration to achieve such.a pro
gram will not be accomplished unless the dialectical argument going ;ﬂ
between members of the Arab national resistance movement is reinforced. ¥OF
this reinforcement of the dialectical argument will distinguish the lmd.irSI;IP_
of the vanguard of the movement, armed with a scientific revolutionary fflz
gy — the ideology of the proletariat. This rejects the Security Council £650
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- tion and will lead the organized masses in a long term war, depending entirely
upon themselves,

Without this dialectic, the resistance movement will remain captive of
‘the wrong policies, which have been persistently followed and have made it
a mere tactical pawn, to be used to apply pressure in the hands of the Arab

mes.

The road to national salvation requires strong wills from the members
of the resistance movement. National salvation rejects whatever is existing
and pushes forward on a new course — the course of transforming the resis-
tance movement into an organized mass movement. It is armed with political,
‘material and radical national ideologies under the leadership of the vanguard

ideology of the proletariat, hostile to Israel and imperialism and its allies
ughout the Arab land.

must be committed to a program of arming the people for a long term war
nder the leadership of the revolutionary fighting forces in a wide national

The spirit of resistance will spread among the Palestinian people; it
eds the vanguard which will lead it on the road of national salvation. Such
wvanguard, through analysis and criticism of the Palestinian liberation move-
has not yet been born.

The young elements among the members of the resistance movement and
e Palestinian people who are armed with a consciousness of scientific ideology
Buld lead the dialectical movement to bring forth such a vanguard, which
il lead the people with all its classes and national political forces on the
i of victory, the road of a long term war.




A DEMOCRATIC SOLUTION TO THE PALESTINE QUESTION*

(1) Rejection of the chauvinistic and reactionary Zionist-colonial solutions
which are based on recognizing the state of Israel as one of the facts of the
Middle East area; because these solutions, besides contradicting the right of
the Palestinian people to self-determination in their land, consecrate the
i  Zionist expansionist entity in liaison with colonialism, and are hostile to the
~ Palestinian and Arab national liberation movements and all the progressive
and socialist forces in the world.

(2) Rejection of the chauvinistic solutions of seme Palestinians and Arabs,
which were put forward before and after June 1967 and are based on
slaughtering the Jews and throwing them into the sea. It also rejects the
] reactionary solutions which are based on accepting the state of Israel within
- secure and recognized boundaries, as exemplified in the November Security
Council resolution. The afore-mentioned solutions are put forward at the
expense of the right of the Palestinians to self-determination in their land; and
because the solutions implant in the Middle East area a racist, capitalist, ex-
~ pansionist state dialectically in liaison with world capitalism which is hostile
_ to the Palestinian and Arab national liberation mov’xpents and all the pro-
~ gressive and socialist forces in the world. ‘
(3) The struggle for a popular democratic solutionl&or the Palestinian and
Istaeli questions, to be based on the liquidation of ‘e Zionist entity exem-
plified in all the government establishments (army, administration, police)
and all the chauvinistic Zionist political and labor organizations. The estab-
- lishment of a people’s democratic Palestinian state in which the Arabs and
(Israeli) Jews will live without any discrimination whatsoever. A state which
is against all forms of class and national subjugation, and which gives both
Arabs and (Israeli) Jews the right to develop their naticnal culture.

_—

_(‘) The Popular Democratic Front for the Liberation of P:zlestine, The Palestinian
Sistance Morement: A Critical Study, Dar al-Tali'ah, Beirut, 1969, pp. 163-167
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(4) In accordance with the link of both history and destiny that exists
between Palestine and the Arab nation, the people’s democratic state of
Palestine will be an integral part of an Arab federal state in this area. The
Palestinian state will have a democratic content hostile to colonialism, im-
perialism and Arab and Palestinian reaction.

(5) The democratic solution put forward is capable of liberating the Arab
and the Jew from all forms of chauvinistic (racist) culture; liberating the
Arab from reactionary culture, and the Jew from Zionist culture.

(6) The democratic solution, being hostile to class and national subjuga-
tion, is capable of disassociating Palestine from imperialism, and converting
it into a progressive revolutionary fortress on the side of all the forces strug-
gling against imperialism and counter-revolution in this earthly world.

(7) The national liberation movement will only be able to realize the
people’s democratic state of Palestine, by armed struggle and a popular war
of liberation against Zionism, imperialism and reaction and by eliminating
the Israeli state and liberating the Jews from the Zionist movement. Only by
continuous armed struggle against all chauvinistic, reactionary and colonial
solutions, can we achieve the total and complete liberation of Palestine and
the establishment of the democratic state which will encompass Arabs and
(Israeli) Jews enjoying equal national rights and obligations; a state in the
service of all the forces struggling for national liberation and progress in
this world.

The Popular Democratic Front for the Liberation of Palestine calls on
all the Israeli and Jewish elements and groupings who are hostile to Zionism
and imperialism to support the above-mentioned solution and participate in
the common Palestinian and people’s armed struggle for the implementation
of this democratic revolutionary solution.
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A DEMOCRATIC SOLUTION FOR THE PALESTINE PROBLEM*

by

Nayef Hawatemah

The Middle East crisis is becoming more and more complicated as a
result of the attitudes of Israeli reaction and of American imperialism. Both
of them are insisting on reaping the harvest of the consequences of the 1967
war. Their demands include recognition of Israel within secure frontiers
which, far from corresponding to the pre-June 1967 frontiers, imply further
territorial expansion at the expense of the people of Palestine and the neigh-
boring Arab peoples. They also demand that a crushing defeat be inflicted
on the Arab national liberation movement, and the class and political map
of the Middle East be re-drawn in accordance with the interests of American
imperialism in particular, and those of Zionism and Arab reaction in general.
This was why the wars of 1948, 1956 and 1967 were fought.

In spite of the fact that the ruling class forces in Israel rejected the 22
November Security Council resolution, an objective observer cannot but remark
that this rejection was not absolute; acceptance of the resolution was made
conditional on new expansionist gains and negotiations with the Arab regimes
(the Rhodes formula, for example). Even though the US approved the Sec-
urity Council resolution, the American attitude is, practically and objectively,
the same as the Israeli attitude, not to mention US -ambitions to liquidate the
petit bourgeois nationalist regimes in the area as a step towards the eventual
repression and liquidation of the Arab national liberation movement.

Because the Security Council resolution stands on two legs, not one only
(the withdrawal of Israeli forces to the 5 June frontiers, and, in return for
this, recognition of both, the fait accompli which confronts the people of
Palestine, and the secure frontiers for the state of Israel), the Palestinian resist-

(*) Published in al-Hurriyah, 12 January, 1970.
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ance movement immediately rejected it, though naturally the reasons for this
rejection were different from those of the Zionists. For acceptance of the
resolution directly implies:

(1) Endorsement of the conquest and loss of territory that befell the people
of Palestine in 1948.

(2) The liquidation of the Palestinian resistance movement to safeguard
the frontiers of the state of Israel.

(3) The continued existence of an expansionist state closely linked with
American imperialism by virtue of the common interest of the two parties
that Israel should continue to exist as an instrument for expansion and for
the repression of the national liberation movement in the Middle East.

The Palestinian resistance movement therefore sees the Security Council
resolution as a reactionary and imperialist solution of both the Palestinian and
the Israeli questions, a view which is incompatible with that of most of
the Arab regimes, which either accept the resolution or reject it in theory
but in practice work along with it — Saudi Arabia is a case in point. What
then is the solution?

The resistance proposes a democratic solution of the problem that calls
for long term political, ideological and armed struggle, for only if the struggle
is carried on in all three fields can it assume its truly practical and objective
significance. The democratic solution proposed rejects all the chauvinistic
solutions, whether Arab or Israeli, which were in existence until 5 June 1967
— Israeli expansion, or massacring the Jews and throwing them into the sea,
etc. It also rejects the reactionary solution offered by the Security Council
resolution. 'What it is striving for is the right of the Palestinian people to
decide their own future in their own territory, which was seized from them
by a nationalist, Zionist and imperialist act of usurpation in 1948, and the
construction of a democratic popular state in the whole of the territory of
Palestine, in which Arabs and Jews will enjoy equal rights and obligations,
every one being entitled to develop his national culture in a democratic, pro-
gressive spirit. The constitutional form assumed by this state is not important
— it may be a unitary state, or a federal one, on the model of Yugoslavia
or Czechoslovakia, or anything else.
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With this end in view PDFLP submitted to the Sixth National Palestinian
Congress, which met in Cairo in early September 1969, and at the same time,
to the Palestinian and Arab masses, a “'proposed democratic solution of the
Palestinian and Israeli problems.” Obviously, this solution can only be achieved
through long term ideological, progressive popular armed struggle, and it
must be supported by the common struggle of all progressive and democratic
forces in the area, especially in the ranks of the Palestinian resistance move-
ment, Israeli society and progressive Jews. This proposed democratic solution,
in fact, calls on all progressive Israelis and Jews to organize themselves
into an armed popular Palestinian front to ensure the day by day objective
implementation of this solution. For as progressive and democratic trends
grow stronger in the ranks of all the Palestinian resistance organizations,
this solution will impose itself all the more forcefully on the citizens of
Israel. Israeli reaction cannot always be watching Israeli society, and reactionary
Zionist culture must inevitably disappear as progressive trends grow stronger
in the Palestinian and Arab national liberation movement.

With this progressive aim in view, PDFLP has called for a dialogue to
be initiated with Israeli organizations which follow an anti-Zionist and anti-
imperialist line, although they have not yet arrived at a decisively progressive
attitude in their understanding of the Palestine problem and the nature of
the composition of the state of Israel. Such Isracii organizations are Rakab
and Maizpen. PDFLP has published in a/-Hurriyah several analyses of
Matzpen, and in its pamphlets has clearly drawn the distinction between
the attitude of this organization and that of the Zionist left — Mapai —
and the Israeli reactionary forces. 3

The radical democratic solution of the Palestine problem is a long and
complicated question in an area thick with reactionary regimes that are allied
with colonialism and imperialism and steeped in a rightist reactionary culture.
To use a Marxist expression — the prevailing culture is the culture of the
predominant classes. It is an area, too, in which an essentially Zionist state

has been established, a state with a double character, with chauvinist and
€pansionist ambitions. It has organic links with colonialism and imperialism,
and, with its reactionaty Zionist culture, plays a double role in the area, in
‘addition to the fact that it is a state established on the conquest and the
‘Dational usurpation of the people of Palestine. “A people that persecutes




another people cannot be a free people,” as Marx said, and his saying has
been borne out by the course of ancient, medieval and contemporary history.

In the Arab world, as is the case with the peoples of all backward coun-
tries, the only way to rout the counter-revolutionary forces and to defeat
them by imposing solutions which will ensure that the people can choose
their own future by themselves and in their own territory, is by adopting
the Vietnamese method, the method of a popular war of liberation to over-
come the technical superiority of imperialism, Zionism and reaction. This
is the course being followed by the Palestinian resistance movement, in pre-
ference to traditional wars, in which victory must go to the triple counter-
alliance. In spite of the crisis which is now besetting the Palestinian resistance
movement as a result of the composition of a number of its petit bourgeois
leadership cadres, the left wing of the resistance, in bearing arms against
imperialism, Zionism and reaction, is also fighting ideologically and poli-
tically for the development of the resistance movement along progressive and
democratic lines. The daily growing victory of Vietnam is the result of a
popular war led by a united liberation front in which the revolutionary com-
munist party plays the central role in leading the operation of national libera-
tion and the democratic revolution.

However complicated the Palestinian and Israeli questions, it is only
through the insistence of the resistance movement, and its left wing in par-
ticular, on breaking the reactionary regimes and its rejection of reactionary
solutions, that 2 new trail can be blazed towards the liberation of the peoples
of the Middle East. Even if, for local and international reasons which cannot
be discussed in the present context, the ruling and dominating regimes in the
area succeed in imposing reactionary solutions and repressing the Palestinian
resistance movement which rejects such solutions, the resistance movement
will have achieved an important revolutionary advance if it sows the seeds of
2 violent democratic revolution in the Middle East in the near future. For
the course of history is forward; adverse forces may sometimes compel it to
take a step backwards, but this is only a preparation for two steps forward.
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