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Introduction

The Middle East conflict has been with us for the last three 

decades« Despite four wars and several attempts to solve the con

flict nothing substantial has been achieved in the way of real peace 

in the area« The aim of this paper is to shed light on one of the 

main parties of the conflict: The Palestinians,

Until recently the Palestinian problem has been viewed as a 

problem of "refugees” and dealt with from a humanitarian point of 

view. Since 1967 circumstances have helped the Palestinians in 

taking a stronger initiative in deciding their fate.

This paper will attempt to answer questions arising from the 

following subjects: 1« The attachment of the Palestinians to Pal

estine, 2, The Palestinian leadership--its outlook, orientations 

and divisions, 3, The rise of the Fedayeen movements (Fedayeen are 

Commandos who sacrifice themselves for the motherland), the multipli

city of the groups and the prospects and the implications of their 

future unity, 4, The attitude of the different Arab regimes toward 

the Fedayeen, 5. The proposal for a "Democratic Palestine" and 6.

The chance of peace in the area with or without the Palestinians.

Though this paper is about the Palestinians, it draws upon 

sources from several sides. On the Israeli side Don Peretz has 

written extensively about the "Palestinian entity," Y. Harakabi 

mainly about "Fateh" (the only reason behind this spelling is that 

it seems closer to the Arab pronunciation), Eh ud Yaari about the 

Fedayeen organizations and their leadership, Shlomo Aveneri about 

the Israelis and their views concerning the Palestinians. Dr.

Walter Laqueur in his Israeli-Arab Reader assembled the basic 

documents of the Arab-Israeli conflict.
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On the Arab side documents from the Palestinian Liberation 

Organization (P. Le 0») research center were used, particularly the 

works of Mrs, Leila Kadi and the reliable quarterly. The Journal of 

Palestine Studies.

Other sources, mainly American authors, were used such as H. 

Sharabi, Dana Schmidt, Russell Stetler, William Quandt and Fuad 

Jabber,

It is important to emphasize that the main goal of the fifty- 

year-old Palestinian nationalism is "self-determination" and indepen

dence, This goal has been reaffirmed repeatedly; the latest was to 

President Richard Nixon during his visit to the Middle East in June, 

1974, The Palestinians in the occupied territories addressed the 

U, S, President in a letter reading in part:

The Palestine problem, also called the Arab- 
Israeli conflict or the Middle East crisis, 
is the basic issue and any effort to look at 
the future of the Middle East from other than 
the Palestinian angle is not only misleading 
from the point of view of understanding the 
core of the issue, but also does not lead to 
any peaceful or political solution,.. Our 
people insist on exercising its right of self- 
determination and refuse guardianship, and 
this people, whether in the homeland or out
side, has chosen its leadership that speaks 
in its name, that is, the P. L. 0.,., We 
reject the claims of Jordan that it is re
sponsible for us,--the P„ L. 0. is the 
sole representative of this people.

The P. L. 0. is an umbrella organization under which are found 

almost all the Fedayeen groups. In its National Council all the seg

ments of the Palestinian population are represented. The P. L. 0, at 

the present time does not control the military activities of some Fed 

ayeen groups. This lack of control does not jeopardize the represent 

ativeness or the legitimacy of the P, L. 0.

The P. L. 0. was established by a decision of the first Arab
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summit (1963) and proclaimed in Jerusalem in Hay, 1964, The objective 

of this decision was to keep under control the Palestinian activities. 

The organization stayed under the shadow of the Arab countries till 

1969 when the Fedayeen groups were admitted and started to play the 

major role in the decision making.

Several factors have contributed to the P, L. 0's new prestige 

at the local and international level such as the military activities 

of the Fedayeen groups, the death of Nasser (leaving the Arab world 

without a prominent leader), the war of 1973--and the subsequent oil 

embargo, and the non-participation of King Hussein (who claimed to 

represent the Palestinians) in the 1973 war. The hijacking of planes 

and other terror actions made international opinion aware of the 

existence of the Palestinians but did not bring them any honor or 

legitimacy.

Trying to regain their own land from Israel, some Arab leaders 

(Nasser, Sadat, Feisal) concluded that it was time that Palestinians 

ran their own affairs and deal with Israel. Thus in the Rabat Summit, 

in 1974, they recognized the P. L. 0. and not Hussein as the repre- 

sentative of the Palestinians. To further that recognition, they 

backed the P. L. 0. in its desire to speak to the United Nations 

assembly when the Palestine issue was discussed in October, 1974.

The previous two events made the P. L. 0. more recognized at 

the international level. This was one of the P. L. Q's goals but not 

the main one. The main goal is self-determination. In this per

spective should be understood the P. L. O.'s rejection of the U. N. 

resolution 242 in November, 1967, which reduces the Palestine question 

to a problem of "refugees" and implies the recognition of Israel in 

clear and "secure borders."
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The P. L. 0„ members are unanimous in rejecting the U. N. reso

lution 242 but this unanimity is not found to condemn some extremist 

actions carried out by some Fedayeen groups (i.e« Black September).

In the past the P. L. 0» have condemned some extremist actions such as 

the blowing up of planes in Jordan and Cairo. In the last two years 

the more the P. L. 0. gained international recognition the more it 

tried to control its extremists who by their actions hurt more than 

helped the image of the P. L. 0.

The opening two parts of this paper will deal with the Palestin

ians and their attachment to Palestine, followed by a discussion of the 

political leadership and its background. The rise of the organizations 

will be discussed in part four and the attitude of the Arab regimes 

toward the Fedayeen in part five. The Palestinian proposal for a 

"Democratic Palestine" and prospects of peace in the area will be viewed 

successively in parts six and seven.
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It is often said by Europeans and Americans that Israel is here 

to stay; it was never said that the Palestinian Arab nation was here to 

stay. The Europeans and Americans talk in language of high principles 

and threat about Israel's right to free navigation; they use milder 

language about the right of the refugees to return or compensation.

In conversation with an Israeli-Arab, the late Prime Minister of Israel, 

Ben-Gurion, told Ibrahim Shbat, "You must know that Israel is the 

Country of the Jews and only of the Jews. Every Arab who lives here 

has the same rights as any minority citizen in any country of the 

world, but he must admit the fact that he lives in a Jewish Country."2 

The overwhelming majority of Palestinians within the borders of 

Palestine or out of it have preserved their identity and attachment to 

Palestine despite the passage of time, hardship, and dispersion. Chil

dren born to Palestinian parents in other countries have not identified 

themselves to foreigners in terms of the country where they were born; 

rather, they have said, "I am from Haifa" or "I am from Jaffa." In 

the refugee camps they regarded the proposed rehabilitation projects 

as the end of their existence as refugees and their acceptance of the 

state of Israel as a fait accompli. To them this ultimately would mean 

the loss of Palestine. Thus, they opposed the plan and compelled the 

Arab governments to oppose it, forcing the United Nations to withdraw 

the plan.

A number of factors contributed to the refugees' feelings of 

identity and attachment to Palestine.^

1. Palestinians shared a common place of origin, they 
are one people with common fate and suffering in 
the past and present.

2. The Arab countries found it difficult to absorb

II. The Palestinians and Palestine
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3. Despite a common language and cultural back
ground, the Palestinians felt like strangers 
in the Arab countries and, this fact was ex
pressed in their poetry.

4, The fact that a considerable segment of the 
Palestinians has been living en masse in 
refugee camps has also contributed to the 
preservation of their group identity.

The Palestinians' attachment to Palestine is very strong, as 

witnessed by Erskine Childers, "The Arabs of Palestine now enter their 

fourteenth year of exile. If you go among them in the hills of Judea, 

they will take you by the arm to a crest of land and point downwards, 

across the rusty skeins of barbed wire -- 1 can you see over there

beside those trees? That is my home.1

Attachments are transmitted to the younger generations as it

is clear in Hasir ad-Din an-Nashasnibi’s book, Return Ticket:

Every year I shall say to my little son: "We 
shall return ray son, and you will be with me; 
we shall return; we shall return to our land 
and walk there barefoot. We’ll remove our 
shoes so that we may fee 1 the holiness of the 
ground beneath us. We’ll blend our sou 1& 
with its air and earth. We’ll walk till we 
come to the orange trees; we’ll kiss seed 
and fruit, we’ll sleep in the shade of the 
first tree we meet; we’ll pay homage to the 
first martyr's grave we come across. We'll 
turn here and there to trace our lives.
Where are they? Here with this village 
square, with this mosque's minaret, with the 
beloved field, the desolute wall, with the 
remains of a tottering fence and a building 
whose traces have been erased. Here are our 
lives. Each grain of sand teaches us about 
our life. Do you not remember Jaffa and its 
delightful shore, Haifa and its lofty moun
tain, Nazareth and the Christian's bells.
...Tiberias and its peaceful shore with 
golden waves, Maidal and the remnant of my 
kin in its land?-*

In their attachment to Palestine the Palestinians went as far 

as to regard assimilation into Arab societies an act of disloyalty.

the Palestinians economically and socially.
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III. Political Leadership

The Arabs have favored two basic styles of leadership. The 

first is very close to the style of life that a good segment adopted. 

It consists of the respected elder statesmen who conscientiously con

sult with other notables and thereby reach decisions reflecting the 

consensus of the group; it is called Shura or Majlis. In contrast 

to this consultative pattern is that of the strong charismatic leader, 

or Za'im, who deals directly with the masses, over the head of inter

mediaries. According to William Quandt the Arab leadership lacks 

"the hard-working and efficient leader, the man of organization who 

coerces, bribes, and otherwise induces his subordinates to follow 

his directives.

The Palestinian society has difficulty creating effective 

leadership. It is argued that Arabs have a "tribalist mentality."

By this it is meant that their primary concerns do not go beyond 

their own family. Because of this "family" loyality, leaders are 

reluctant to give up their independent bases of power and subordi

nate themselves to the interests of the larger group. Yet while 

collective leadership has been put forward as the preferred method 

of decisionmaking, it has not proven to be the best remedy. Within 

the Palestinian resistance, only Arafat and, perhaps, Habash have 

come close to developing a position of strong leadership; but even 

they have fallen far short of becoming the undisputed leaders of the 

entire Palestinian community.

Because of their activism in Arab politics in the 1950's and 

1960's, a large number of Palestinians developed careers in politics 

in various parts of the Arab world. This meant that several groups 

were prepared to seize the opportunity prpvided by the Arab defeat
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June, 1967, to direct Palestinian nationalism. Palestinians found 

themselves associated with groups as widely divergent in political or

ientation as the Muslim Brotherhood, the Syrian Social Nationalist 

Party, the Baat'n Socialist Party, and the Arab Nationalist Movement.

The first active leadership that the Palestinians have had 

is the P. L. 0. (Palestine Liberation Organization). Most of the 

P. L. 0. leaders were established professional men; they found in the 

P 0 L. 0«, an outlet for their political activities. Contrary to the 

Fedayeen leadership they represent the older generation whose repu

tation as Palestinian nationalists remained intact and who continued 

to insist on the need for a distinctive "Palestinian entity."

Others besides Ahmad Shukayri, the first head of the P. L. 0,, 

were Yahiya Hammouda, a well-known lawyer with one-time Communist 

connections; Abd al-Ma-gid Shuman, a respected banker and financier; 

Hamid Abu Sittah; Khaled al-Fahum. These men were all members of the 

Executive Committee of the P, L. 0. in 1964. They retained some in

fluence after the 1967 war. Despite their talents the younger gen

eration of leadership in the resistence movement considered them 

"armchair revolutionaries" or bureaucrats.

Other than the P. L. 0. leadership which was constituted mainly 

of Palestinian personalities living outside Palestine, the Palestinians 

on the West Bank kept their own leaders who were willing to work within 

the Jordanian System. They became ambassadors and cabinet ministers 

in the Jordanian government. After the June war many of them remained 

on the West Bank where they still carry some local political weight. 

Most important of these leaders are Sheikh Muhammad Ali-al-Jaabari, 

mayor of Hebron; Hamdi Kanaan; HiKraat al-Masri; Aziz Shehade; and
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Anwar al-Khatib, These leaders represent mostly their localities; none 

could claim to represent all of the West Bank, let alone the entire 

Palestinian Community,, The Israeli occupation compounded their problems; 

if they become too active, they might be expelled by the Israelis to 

the East Bank; if they appear too moderate, they would be vulnerable 

to charges of collusion with the enemy. The only thing that will re

activate this faction of Palestinian leadership is the restoration of 

some form of Jordanian rule over the West Bank. A dominant opinion 

among West Bank leaders is once the Israeli occupation is over a new 

type of relationship between the West Bank and the East Bank could be 

worked out.

The P. L, 0„ and the West Bank leadership were surpassed by the 

younger generation who established the Fedayeen groups. One of these 

founders is Yasser Arafat, Yasser Arafat grew up in Jerusalem near the 

Wailing Wall; he was nineteen years old when the state of Israel was 

established. His mother is related to the well-known family, the 

Husseinis, and probably through this connection the young Arafat be

came personal secretary to Abdel Kader al-Husseini, the one member 

of this aristocratic family who fought personally against the Israelis. 

After fighting with his father in a militia group called al-jihad al- 

Mugaddas (the holy struggle), the Arafats departed from Jerusalem 

with thousands of other refugees for Gaza. In Gaza the young Arafat 

became associated with the Moslem Brotherhood which had organized a 

volunteer guerrilla force. The Moslem Brotherhood influenced the deeply 

religious Arafat and many other Palestinians who later joined in the 

organization of Fateh.

At King Fouad University where Arafat moved to study engi

neering, he was elected Chairman of the Palestinian Students' Fed-
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eration from 1952-56, and thereafter Chairman of the Palestinian 

Alumni Federation, linking Palestinian graduates all over the Arab 

world and beyond. During his student years Arafat remained friendly 

with the Moslem Brotherhood. In 1956, Arafat, who had received some 

training at the Egyptian Military Academy, led Commandos against the 

British in the Canal Zone and served as a demolitions expert. In the 

meantime, in Gaza, the Palestinians, who had not previously been 

allowed by the Egyptians to organize independently, formed their own 

underground cells during the short Israeli occupations. These cells 

became the nucleus for Fateh and its various rivals.

After graduation Arafat worked in Egypt and Kuwait where one 

day in the summer of 1957 on the bare beach with other Palestinians 

who had come for the meeting from Iraq, Jordan, Lebanon and Syria 

founded an organization to liberate Palestine: Fateh.

Another Fedayeen leader and Arafat competitor is George 

Habash. Habash was born in Lydda in 1926 to a Greek-orthodox corn 

dealer. Since his early years he had been politically active and 

was arrested by the British several times for instigating trouble. 

When his mother urged him to stop, he answered her, "Some people 

like to smoke, others are fond of alcohol -- for me there is only 

politics. " I

After graduating from the American University of Beirut (A. U, 

B,), Dr. Habash established his practice in Amman, but later moved 

to Damascus after being implicated in the anti-regime riots of 1957. 

In both capitals his clinics became known as places where the poor 

could expect free attention.

The flight of the Palestinians was the turning point of his
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life. He was one of them and he resolved to combine his medical 

career with political activity to avenge his people. During his 

studies in Beirut, Habash and some of his friends set up the nucleus 

of the Arab Nationalist Movement, Habash1s thinking was almost en

tirely nationalist. The movement became a pan-Arab party and was 

quickly immersed in the politics of Arab countries. It turned into 

one of the most outstanding expressions of the young inte1legentsia's 

aspirations for Arab unity and social reform. The Marxist ideas 

crept to Habash1s movement gradually, especially after the June war 

of 1967, Some of his Marxist critics still doubt this conversion.
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TABLE 1

Palestinian Commando Groups (Fedayeen)*

Commando Groups Malor Source of Aid

lo Palestine National Liberation 
Movement-Fateh

Diverse (Libya, Syria, Kuwait, 
Saudi Arabia, Algeria, private 
Palestinians)

2. Palestine Liberation Army 
P o Le A©

Arab League through Palestine 
Liberation organizations (P. L 
0.)

3. Vanguards of the Popular 
Liberation War (Saiga)

Syrian Baath Party

4. Popular Front for Liberation 
of Palestine (PFLP)

Iraq

5. Popular Democratic Front 
for the Liberation of 
Palestine (P.DoF.L.P.)

Syria

6. Popular Front for the Lib
eration of Palestine- 
General Command (P.F.L.P.- 
G. C.)

Syria; later Libya and Iraq

7. Arab Liberation Front Iraq

8. Organization of Arab Palestine 
(0. A. P.)

U. A. R.

9. Action Organization for the 
Liberation of Palestine 
(A. 0. L. P.)

U. A, R., Kuwait

10. Al-Ansar Arab Communist Parties

* Source: William Quandt, The Politics of Palestinian Nationalism, 
1971, p. 66.
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IV. The Rise of the Organizations

1. The Palestine National Liberation Movement (Fateh)

Fateh is a name composed of the initials, spelled backwards, of 

the words Harakat Tahreer Falastin, the Palestine Liberation Movement. 

The word "Fateh" had special significance for the founders for it 

meant "victory" and was an allusion to the Koranic account of the 

promise given by God to the prophet Mohammed when he was in Medina.

God promised him victory over his enemies if he would return to Mecca. 

He returned and was victorious.

Fateh can trace its origins to a small number of Palestinians 

who lived in the Gaza Strip during the mid-1950's. Some of these 

young men had actively participated in the War of 1948, but not as 

prominent leaders.

By fall of 1959, Fateh was beginning to publish its views,

although not openly under its own name. Fateh ideology had scarcely

changed till the late 1960's. It was expressed in an interview of

Arafat with Dana Schmidt:

Our ideological theory is very simple. Our 
country has been occupied. The majority of 
our people have been kicked out by Zionism 
and Imperialism from their homes. We waited 
and waited for the justice of the United Na
tions, for the justice of the world, while 
our people are suffering in the tents and 
caves. But nothing of this was realized. We 
have believed that the only way to return to 
our homes and our land is the armed struggle.
We believe in this theory without any com
plications and with complete clarity and this 
is our aim and our hope.®

On the other hand Fateh's essential point is that "the liberation of 

Palestine is primarily a Palestinian affair and could not be entrusted 

to the Arab states." What the Palestinians should expect from the 

Arab regimes is aid and protection and, if.occasion arose, protection
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by their conventional armies.

Contacts with the Syrian government in the early 1960‘s inten

sified the development of the idea of popular armed struggle, both as 

a means for mobilizing the Palestinians and as a way of forcing the 

Arab regimes to follow the lead of the Palestinians in regaining the 

usurped land. In January, 1965, al-Asifa (the military branch of 

Fateh) began operations against Israel.

Several reasons account for Fateh's success as compared with
Qother Palestinian groups,

1* Fateh has been led by a small but relatively 
cohesive group of nationalists, several of 
whom have worked together for over a decade.

2. Fateh has developed a broad nationalist 
appeal that can encompass supporters and 
recruits from nearly all ideological per
spectives.

3. Fateh has declared its intention of avoid
ing inter-Arab quarrels, thus allowing it 
to receive aid and arms from diverse Arab 
regimes.

4» Fateh's concentration of Palestinian
nationalism made her more acceptable to the 
masses of Palestinians.

5. Nearly all Fateh's leaders are Sunni Muslem 
by religion and Palestinian Arabs by birth.
In these respects they represent the ma
jority of Palestinian society.

The June, 1967 war was to a certain extent consistent with Fateh's 

objective of drawing the Arab regimes into the confrontation with 

Israel and bringing the Palestinian issue back to stage. For the Pal

estinians and especially Fateh the parties in the Arab-Israeli con

flict are not Israel on one side and the Arab countries on the other 

but rather the Zionists in Palestine and their victims, the Palestinian

Arabs
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Fateh Insisted in opposition to the Popular Front that the Pal

estinian revolutionary movement should be "doctrinally neutral" and 

refused to enter into "Side battles" by focusing all its energies on 

the one central battle: Palestine. This position, however, was valid 

only in the first formative stages. As the movement grew, the latent 

contradicitons between it and the status quo also grew. Thus Fateh's 

tactical doctrine sooner or later had to give way to the revolutionary 

doctrine of the popular front. The Front believes that the struggle 

against Israel necessitates a struggle against the Counterrevolution 

in the Arab world. Despite initial differences iri tactics, Fateh and 

the Front, were bound to converge on the point where Palestinian lib

eration became an intrinsic part of Arab liberation.

2. The Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine (P.F.L.P.)

The Front is the Palestinian organization that suffered the most 

from internal divisions. Though weakened by these splits, it is still 

one of the strongest (among the Palestinians) and more committed in the 

Arab world. At the beginning several groups constituted the P. F. L. P 

The most important one was the Arab Nationalist Movement (A. N. M.) 

Palestinian branch under the leadership of Habash. The A. N, M. which 

included a number of Palestinian intellectuals, stressed the primacy 

of Arab unity and cooperation as a necessary precondition for the lib

eration of Palestine. This issue was very widely debated in the late 

1940's and early 1950's by the students of the A. U. B. around Habash,

The A. N. M. dreamed and worked hard for Arab unity and sup

ported Nasser's policies from the beginning till 1967 when he sought 

to incorporate the movement into the frame of the Arab Socialist 

Union. Not wanting to lose their identity through such a merger, the



CHART 1

Precursors and Offshoots of the Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine *

Palestine Liberation Heroes of the Arab Nationalist ! The Vengeance Youth
Front (P.L.F.) Return Movement N. Hawatme

A. Jabril (1965-67) 1966-67 A. N. M. 1965-66
__i— ----------- —-- -----

'■ y
Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine 

George Habash (December, 1967-January, 1968)

_V_

_____________ ii___
P.F.L.P. General P.F.L.P. General
Command (A) Command (B)
A. Jabril Sept. A. Zarur

1968 Organization of
P.F.L.P. General Arab Palestine
Command (U. A. R. Support)
(Syrian Support)

P. F. L. P.
G. Habash 
(Iraqi Support)

P.D.F.L.P.
N. Hawatmeh 
Feb., 1969 
(Syrian Support!

* Source: William Quandt, "The Politics of Palestinian Nationalism," p. 61
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leaders of the A. N„ M. resisted and by late 1967 Nasser had written 

them off.

Several minor Palestinian groups with uncertain connection to 

the A. N. M. surfaced by 1965-66« One, representing the younger and 

more militant faction of the A. N. M,, "The Vengence Youth," emerged 

under the leadership of an A, U. B„ graduate, Nayif Havatmah« This 

faction later became P. D. F. L„ P. Two other groups led by Pal

estinian military men connected to the A« N. M. were: "The Palestin

ian Front," led by Ahmad Jabril, and the "Heroes of the Return," led 

by an officer from the Palestine Liberation Army, Wji'n al-Madani.

A result of these internal conflicts was the separation of the 

Popular Democratic Front for the Liberation of Palestine (N. Hawatmeh) 

from the main core of the A. Ne M. and the merger of the "Heroes of 

the Return" with the A« N, M,

In a document published in February, 1969, the two organizations

who took the name P. F. L. P. declared:

P. F. L. P. is now composed of the A. N, M.'s 
Palestinian branch and the Heroes of the Return.
The P. F. L. P. and the A. N. M. are almost sim
ilar. P. F. L. P.'s political thought is that 
of the A. N. M. and its structure, to a great 
extent, is that of the A. N. M. The organiza
tion of the A, N. M. forms a high percentage 
of that of P. F. L. P. Furthermore, taking 
into consideration the nature of the estab
lishment of the Heroes of the Return, the 
organization of its first leader cadres, its 
thought, the nature of its comradely relations 
with the A, N. M., its structure is that of the 
A. N. M.10

Despite its divisions the P. F. L. P. is still an important 

factor in Palestinian and Arab politics. Its importance derives not 

' from its size but from its militancy and political orientations and 

organization. Among its leaders are to be found probably some of the
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best educated revolutionaries in the Arab world,, A distinctive work 

of the Front is its strong appeal to the educated youth in the Arab 

world«

The Front represents the truly ideological element of Pal

estinian resistance. It calls for "revolutionary action" in all 

Arab countries, not only in Palestine« It considers the fate of the 

Palestinian struggle as ultimately bound up with the success of the 

revolutionary movement across the Arab world.

We believe that the Palestinian resistance will 
not be able to get out of the dilemma it is 
living in if it remains dependent on the masses 
of the Palestinian people, even if a revolutionary 
Palestinian party existed and a united Palestinian 
front existed. Because of this, the only true way 
out from the resistance's dilemma is for the Pal
estinian revolution to become an integral part of 
the Arab revolution, fused with it in all sections 
of the Arab nations.

As.the struggle broadened after the 1967 war, the Front became 

more and more radicalized. Its adherence to socialist theory became 

more pronounced and it soon put forth the meaning and goal of armed 

struggle in classical Marxist-Leninist terms.

Because of its hostility to Israel, Zionism, Imperialism and 

Arab reactionaries,12 the Front found itself opposed by the conserva

tive and liberal elements, and was the recipient of only a fraction 

of the financial support which the other Palestinian organizations now 

receive. This isolation tended to crystallize the Front and consoli

date its revolutionary strategy.

The hostility of the Front toward Israel is not only based on 

the fact that the Palestinians "were kicked out" but also because 

Israel and Zionism are in collusion with imperialism; "Israel owes, 

on the one hand, its birth and, on the other hand, its maintenance to
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imperialism, without being itself primarily an imperialist power and

above all -- without itself being exploited by imperialism»"^

As to equating Israel to imperialism, the Front states:

Israel has to fight every Palestinian or Arab 
revolutionary movement» This provides imperial
ism with the best of situations».» Thus Israel 
becomes a base and power through which imperial
ism defends its presence and interests.Thus, 
protecting and strengthening Israel becomes a 
basic necessity as far as the interests of world 
imperialism are concerned» In this context 
imperialism means more weapons, support and fin
ancial aid to Israel.

Contrary to the belief of Fateh the Front thinks that "inter

ference in the internal affairs of the Arab countries"*is a must: The 

argument is simple. 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. Thus, the slogan 

of noninterference in Arab affairs means (according) to the Front "non

interference in Palestinian a f f a i r s . T o  the Front the Arabs are 

faced with two alternatives vis-a-vis the Palestinian problem: the 

liquidation of the problem by the acceptance of United Nation resolu

tion 242 (or any other one) or any "Imperialistic" mediation plan; 

second, a popular liberation plan in which all Arab countries should 

participate.

3. The Popular Democratic Front for the Liberation of Palestine 

P. D. F. L. P.

The Democratic Front came to existance after the split within 

the P. F. L. P. in 1968» Led by Naif Hawatme the Democratic Front was 

accepted within the Commando group in 1969. Hawatme1s Democratic 

Front is the far left of the Palestinian organizations. It is de

clared Marxist Leninist that some observers describe as being Maoist.
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It accepts the concept of class struggle carried out by the proletariat* 

The Democratic Front blames Arab reactionaries and bourgeoisie for the 

previous Arab defeats. The liberation of Palestine will come after the 

liberation of the Arab world from its present regimes. The Israeii- 

proletariat should be encouraged to get rid of the "Chauvinistic 

Zionist" leadership and only then the Palestinian problem will be 

solved.

Within the ranks of the Democratic Front are found good numbers 

of intellectuals, university students and non-Palestinians, The Front 

enjoys the sympathy of some European leftists. It should be credited 

for bringing to the P, L, 0, the slogan of Democratic Palestine which 

is often used now by Palestinians of all factions.

The P, D, F, L, P, and, to a certain extent, the P „ F» L, P, 

are asking the Palestinians (mainly the refugees) to wage proletarian 

war overlooking the fact that the refugees since their expulsion in 

1943 have not been integrated into any economic productive process and 

did not know of economic exploitation to which a normal proletariat is 

subjected and against which it ultimately rebels. The refugees are 

not aware of the writings of Marx and Lenin; they are the last to be 

concerned about a class struggle or a popular democracy. Their 

social consciousness is dominated by the idea of "Return," Israel, 

obviously the only one who is opposed to their return to the home

land, has been promoted to the rank of the sole enemy,

4, The Saig'a and other Commando Groups:

After withholding primary support from either Fateh or the A.

N, M,, the Baath party in Syria decided to create a commando force of 

its own: Saiga "lightning bolt," Its members came from the Palestin
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ian Community in Syria» Jordan, Lebanon, and other Baathist volunteers, 

Syria assisted the group with funds, arms, camps and moral support. 

Saiga grew rapidly during 1969, probably because of massive Syrian 

support and the Commandos1 activities in Southern Lebanon, Within the 

Palestinian resistance Saiga generally reflected the Syrian views. 

Political±y, Saiga initially tended to side with Fateh, supporting 

the doctrine that the "Liberation of Palestine must precede the 

settling of ideological quarreIs0"

Several other groups do exist. They are weak politically and 

militarily; they exist less because they represent an important seg

ment of Palestinian opinion than because they might prove to be a 

useful ally for those Arab countries who created them, (See Chart 

on Page 17)

5, The Palestine Liberation Organization P, L, 0,

The decision to establish the P. L, 0, was taken in January,

1964, by the Arab heads of state. At that time the decision reflected 

mostly Nasser's wish to keep the Palestinian problem under his control, 

ihe Palestinian representatives (four hundred) selected an executive 

committee for the P, L, 0. and Ahmad Shukayri as its first chairman.

The P , L, 0, was charged to establish a conventional array, the Palest

ine Liberation Army (P, L, A,), recruited from among the Palestinian 

population in the different Arab countries. The Army is financed by 

the Arab countries and is under the command of the P. L, 0.

Till 1969 the P, L, 0, was run by Palestinian old guards; the 

popularity of the Fedayeen enabled them to take command;18 the 

Fedayeen put more autonomy into it, ¿The P. L, 0. seeks more power 

and efficiency, it does serve as an umbrella for the different
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organizations and a free Parliament for the Palestinians.

6. Efforts at Unification:

The Palestinian society has an inclination towards clanishness.

In addition, the Palestinians have been engaged in the political life 

of other Arab countries since the early 1950's;.this has left many 

Palestinians with divergent ideological orientations which further split 

the political-elite. Moreover, they are dispersed in the Arab world 

without any geographical or political unit to assemble them.

In this setting a result was complete dependence on Arab 

countries whether for funds, arms or territory; thus the Palestinians 

in their life and resistance have reflected the deep contradictions 

of the Arab world. Organizations either managed to maintain their 

independence by diversifying the sources of their support or they 

accepted the fact of weakness while staying deeply committed and 

active in their ideology. Some in the Palestinian leadership are 

aware of the uncomfortable situation in which the resistance finds 

itself; they denounce the Arab parties or regimes who attempted and 

are still attempting to establish resistance organizations in order 

not to be outdone or to keep some influence within the resistance 

movement. These regimes do succeed because of the dispersal of the 

Palestinian people.

Most Arab political factions are represented in the resistance 

on the ideological level but to a lesser degree only at the military 

and political levels, because their basic concern is not the strength 

of the resistance movement but the influence that they could have 

, within it. There are representatives of the A. N. M., the Syrian 

Baath, the Iraqi Baath, the New Left, the Communist. Every organiza-
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tion in the Palestinian field reflects the status, strength, and cap

abilities of the Arab faction it is backed by. This greatly frustrates 

any attempts toward unity. For example, Fateh was unable to take a 

firm political position distinct from many of the other forces because

that would mean clashes with the Arab regimes which stood behind these 
forces.

Independence from the Arab regimes is a basic condition for 

resolving the problem of multiplicity; Fateh, the largest independent 

group, has worked hard to bring about a more united movement. To this 

end there are two ways: the physical liquidation of Palestinians by 

Palestinians or dialogue. Till now the second alternative has not been 

very successful; but still it is better than the first one which is 

self-destructive.
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V. The Palestinians and the Arab Regimes

Palestinian leaders, Arab politicians and observers do agree on 

one thing: "The Palestinian resistance is incapable by itself to lib

erate Palestine," The true support of the resistance lies with the 

whole Arab potential, not with the Palestinian masses alone, "The 

Fedayeen activity does not have to serve as a substitute for the uni

fied Arab military campaign ,,, The Fedayeen activity presents just 

one phase of the Unified Arab action against Israel, and its supporters 

must not be limited to Palestinian fighters only,"19 One of the results 

of the 1967 war was the relative autonomy of some Fedayeen organiza

tions from the guardianship of Arab governments. The main objective 

of the governments today remains, as it always was, the pursuit of 

their own political interests. All the Arab states, the revolutionary 

ones included, behaved according to the previous principle and when 

they were to choose between revolution or (their) regime they chose 

the latter.

The sympathy of the Arab masses undoubtedly went to the Pal

estinian resistance; most Arab regimes, even though they helped the 

resistance, saw in it a growing threat, for one reason or another 

wanted it to exist but not to get stronger. "The Palestine guerrillas 

had not only put the Palestinians on the map of the Middle East but 

now threatened the very structure of the prevailing status quo in the 

region.

Ever since 1948 devotion of Arab regimes to struggle against 

Israel--even if only verbally--has been the touch-stone of true 

"Arabism." The issue of Palestine, a constant feature of inter-Arab 

politics, became a potent and effective instrument of propaganda war
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the Arab regimes' attitude toward Palestinians since 1967.
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Facing the Palestine problem after the June defeat, "the Arab 

countries were divided in three groups;"22 (1) The first group con

sisted of the U. A, R., Jordan, and regimes close to Cairo, (at that 

time) such as Sudan and Arif's Iraq. The group's overriding object

ive was the recovery of the occupied territories, and it was willing 

to envisage political solutions, including the recognition of Israel 

and the conclusion of a definitive peace. The acceptance of the U.

N. resolution 242 is the first step in that direction. Other Arab 

countries adhering to this position (but not involved directly in 

the conflict) were Lebanon, Tunisia and Morocco. These same countries 

still hold the same position (except Iraq), particularly Sadat's 

Egypt* (2) The second group was composed of Saudi Arabia, Kuwait and 

Libya (until the rising of Qadafi, September 1969). These countries 

were mainly interested in protecting their vital oil exports and 

friendly relations with the west on both of which the stability of 

their regimes is largely dependent. To avoid isolation in the Arab 

world and pressure from the Arab left, they accepted to provide to 

the "Front-line countries" a financial assistance that exceeded 

half a billion dollars.2  ̂ On the other hand these regimes sought to 

neutralize radical criticism by voicing opposition to political 

solutions and applauding the activities of the resistance. (3) The 

third group consisted of Syria, Algeria and Iraq (after July 1968). 

These countries have been characterized by an outspoken rejection of 

all nonmilitary solutions to the Arab-Israeli conflict. These govern

ments consistently expressed strong, unreserved support for the Pal

estinian Resistance. Yet, this backing has not been unconditional, as
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both Syria and Iraq have had to weigh the effects of the presence of 

a large Fedayeen group on their territories on the stability of their 

regimes.

The active backing by first-line Arab governments and at least 

the tacit acquiescence of others has proven indispensable for the 

survival and growth of the Commando movement. This presence of the 

Commando itself proved to be a strongly destabilizing element, par

ticularly in Jordan (1970), where it posed a long term challenge to 

the very existence of the Hashemite Kingdom. And in Lebanon it is 

a cause of the current civil war.

The successful penetration of Lebanon by the resistance movement 

provides a persuasive example of the popular support that the resis

tance has. Though the number of the Palestinians in the country does 

not exceed 15 per cent of the total population, the Fedayeen were able 

to capitalize on the strong backing of the Muslim half of the popula

tion which identifies closely with Pan-Arab issues. The Army and the 

Christian half of the population radically oppose the presence of the 

Palestinian Commandos and their activities from the Lebanese territory 

against Israel.

In Syria the resistance has been under control. Even with an 

outspoken support for the Palestinians, the Baath party did not allow 

them to launch attacks against Israel. The Palestinian resistance 

(Saiga) played a minor role in factional disputes within the Baath 

party; but all factions were aware of the potential effects of a 

strong Palestinian Commando presence in Syria. Contrary to Lebanon, 

Syria enjoyed a strong government which directed the activities of 

the Commando, not the other way around.

In Jordan the regime's attitude toward the Palestinians was
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Palestinian resistance not just a challenge to his claim to represent 

the Palestinians, but a challenge to the legitimacy and future of the 

"Jordanian entity."^ The King opposed the Fedayeen's activity be

cause it would increase the chances of Israeli reprisal; he did not 

lose the chance when it came in September, 1970, to liquidate the 

resistance, a job that Israel was willing to cooperate in.25

Some observers accuse certain Arab regimes of inconsistency26 

because on one hand they support the Palestinian armed struggle and 

simultaneously attempt to reach a compromise settlement. The Pal

estinians are aware of the fact that they have been used by some 

Arab regimes as an instrument of pressure on Israel and they know that 

the Arab assistance will stop short of making the resistance strong 

because then they (the Palestinian resistance) would constitute a 

threat to the Arab regimes as well as Israel. At this point we find 

Habash (head of the P. F. L, P.) denouncing the collusion of the 

Arab regimes and Israel against the Palestinians.

28
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VI. The Democratic Palestine or the Non-Sectarian State

Since the 1967 war the Palestinians seem to have made a step 

forward to understand Israel. The new Palestinian proposal of a 

"Democratic state" is a political development showing acceptance of 

the Jewish presence in the area.

The Jewish Community in Palestine was aware of the necessity 

for the Jews to live in harmony and peace with the Palestinian Arabs.^ 

In 1946 and 1947 two influential groups, IHUD and Ha-Shomer Ha-Zair 

(later to become The Mapam party), presented a program for a bi

nationalist state to the Anglo-American Committee of Inquiry (1946), 

and again to the U. N„ Special Committee on Palestine in 1947. This 

is the most compromising attitude that an organized Zionist group 

has ever taken. Once Israel was established the binationalist pro

posal fell into disfavor among its original supporters.

On the Palestinian side the proposal of a Democratic state was 

brought to the Palestinian national Congress meeting in Cairo in 1969 

not by the moderates or the conservatives but by the most radical of 

the Palestinian groups, the Popular Democratic Front. The Democratic 

Front's "Democratic Palestine" derives from the Front's Marxist ideol

ogy.

We believe that the inalienable right of the 
Palestinian people to control their own destiny, 
on their own territory, must be one of the 
essential elements in any solution. A truly 
democratic state must be built, one that will 
take its place in a great Arab socialist fed
eration and one in which power, all power, will 
be exercised by councils of workers of poor 
peasants and of soldiers. The constitutional 
form of this new state is relatively unimportant; 
it could have a federal or confederal structure 
like that of Yugoslavia or Czechoslovakia.
What is essential is its social content, its 
class nature, its mode of governing.28

The proposal of a "Democratic Palestine" was opposed by the



Palestinian old-guards because it falls short of complete liberation.

Though they accepted the idea of a democratic Palestine, the 

other organizations rejected the part that assumes binationalist state. 

The Democratic Front in later documents went farther in accepting the 

"national rights"29 of the Israelis in Palestine; this brought about 

more criticism especially from the P. F. L. P.

Taken by Fateh the idea was broadened and clarified. Fateh

and the P. L. 0. consider the Israelis (Jews) as Palestinians with a

Jewish belief and distinct culture.

All the Jews, Moslems and Christians living in 
Palestine or forcibly exiled from it will have 
the right to Palestinian citizenship, this 
means that all Jewish Palestinians-- the present 
Israelis--have the same right provided of course 
that they reject Zionist racist chauvinism and 
fully accept to live as Palestinians in the New 
Palestine, The revolution therefore rejects 
the supposition that only the Jews who lived 
in Palestine prior to 1943 or prior tc> 1914 
and their descendents are acceptable.2^

The New Palestine proclaimed by Fateh should include the whole 

of Palestine, the parts occupied in 1948 as well as those occupied in 

1967. It should be "non-racist," "non-sectarian," "progressive" and 

part of the Arab revolutionary movement and future federated Arab 

land. "To attain this objective the Liberation must be continued until 

the Zionist state is destroyed."31 At this point all the Palestinians 

including the Jews will decide on the system of government of their 

country. Fateh takes time to emphasize that the new Palestine is not 

to be built around "three state religions or two nationalities." Rath - 

er, it will provide the freedom of religious expression and culture.

A good number of Palestinians are now engaged in clarifying cam

paigns which consist in explaining to the international public opinion 

and particularly to the Jewish Community that the Palestinians make

30
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clear distinction between "Jewish entity" and "Zionist state"; while

they are ready to recognize the legitimacy of the first they radically

relect the second. "It should be made clear that it is not Jewish

survival that is at stoke, but the survival of the Zionist state:

that the guarantee of the former can only be achieved by the dissolu-
32tion of the latter.

The Palestinians are not deluding themselves. They know that 

the "democratic Palestine" for which they are searching will take one 

or more decades to achieve. They know that they are asking the 

Zionists in the Israeli community to renounce a fundamental belief 

that they will not give up easily. So they devised two approaches:

1. Get closer to the Israelis, understand them 
better. Convince them that their future is 
in a peaceful Middle East where they have a 
role to play and a responsibility to assume.
This will be brought about by living in a 
democratic Palestine. 2

2. The "Dialogue" approach is not enough. The 
military activities should increase, thus 
pressuring Israel more. The Palestinians 
and the Arabs should bring themselves into 
military balance with Israel.33
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VIIe Peace in the Middle East

The so-called Arab-Israeli conflict is not in fact an Arab-Israeli 

one but a Palestinian-Zionist conflict.

The centrality of the Palestinian problem is not the subject of 

talks of the Arab regimes or the Anti-Israel countries of the world but 

of the Israelis themselves.34 Israelis conclude that there will be no 

peace in the Middle East without solving the Palestinian problem.35 

The leadership admits to that but conceives the solution within a gen

eral Israeli-Arab peace agreement. More specifically, the official po

sition of the Israeli government is: "The Palestinian problem should 

be solved in the framework of a Jordanian Palestinian State on the 

East." Though admitting the existence of such a problem the Israelis 

define the Palestinians as only those who are under their occupation; 

those who are spread in the Arab countries as refugees are the responsi

bility of the Arab governments themselves.

The Palestinians see themselves, rather, as one people with 

common objectives and aspirations. The Fedayeen (with the majority 

from the refugee camps) who are the more active segment in the Pal

estinian people are not just asking to be repatriated but fighting for 

Palestinian self-determination.

Because of their tragic experience, the Palestinians became 

the Pan-Arabists of the Arab world. Their strength does not reside 

in the Fedayeen activities which might be negligible compared to 

Israel but in their activism, political involvement and educated 

elite. The Palestinians are so involved in the Arab world that the 

differences of this latter are deeply reflected in their resistance 

movement. It is worth noting at this point that the Jews in Israel 

are as divided as the Palestinians with one exception: that of the
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external military threat, which is periodically maximized to make them 

forget for a short time their differences.

The Palestinian strength does not stem only from the military, 

financial or moral support of the Arab world, but also from its own 

differences.

Finally the Palestinian strength stems, in a negative way from, 

the official attitude of Israel and the United States toward the Pal

estinians, which at best, could be described as rejection.

There is a misconception in some minds which consists in 

arguing that by the physical elimination of the fedayeen, the Palestin

ian problem would be solved. It is good to remember that the Palestin- 

problera has been with us for more than six decades while the Fedayeen1s 

activities just for a few years. The Palestinian problem does not de

pend in the first place on the Fedayeen's activities but on the vitality 

of the Palestinian people.

The Palestinian people and a large segment of the Israeli people 

share the belief that there are just three parties to a peaceful settle

ment in the Middle East: The Palestinians, the Israelis and the United 

States of America. Even though the Russians are very eager to be a 

party in any Middle East settlement, they should be dismissed on the 

ground that the Arabs (in this case the Palestinians), despite their 

great dependence on the Russians, are still independent actors; Sudan 

and Sadat's Egypt are good examples.36

The U. S. serves to balance for the two parties (the Israelis 

and Palestinians). Now it is favoring Israel. Some people explain 

this stand by (1) the U. S. policy of containment, others by (2) the 

Nixon doctrine, still others by the (3) Zionist influence in the U. S. 

or (4) the favorable status quo for the U.. S.37



Despite the U» S„ promises of "evenhandedness" and "reasses- 

ment" which ended in tipping the balance of power in the Middle East 

to favor Israel, the U, S, policy toward the area has not been basi

cally changed» The U. Se policy is still committed to the balance of 

power on one hand and the maintenance of the status quo on the other, 

even if this should lead to an intervention in Jordan (1970)» The 

latest shuttle diplomacy should be viewed in this perspective» It is 

important to recall what Dr» Nahum Goldman, president of the world 

Zionist movement has to say about it:

1 was in Israel, when Dr» Kissinger was 
negotiating the disengagement of Israeli 
and Syrian forces, I said that if sev
eral weeks were needed to take the de
cision to evacuate few hundreds of dunums,
I should imagine that the final settle
ment would be reached a short time before 
the coming of the Messiah, and then Dr»
Kissinger's efforts on behalf of Israel 
will be useless, because the Messiah 
will certainly do a better job than he.^8

While the U. S, and Israel v/ill object to change in the status 

quo, the Palestinians who are its victims will do whatever they can to 

change it. This is a basic reason for the Palestinian people's per

ception of the U» So as rejecting the Palestinian goals»

Nearly isolated in the world, Israel has reached its peak of 

dependence on the U, S. and its military strength» Though much has 

been said about peace on the Israeli side, no concrete initiative has 

been taken. The Palestinians say that Israel's objective is not peace 

but retaining the Palestinian land» They argue that the permanently 

weak coalition of the Israeli government does not allow it to take 

any real peace initiative and the settlement in the occupied territories 

are signs of the Israeli intentions of permanent stay. They (Palestin

ians) refuse the argument of "settlements as a means of pressure"

34
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the Arabs by saying that if the June defeat of 1967 did not bring the 

Arabs closer to peace with Israel, the settlements will not«

Israel's rigidity toward the Arabs in general and the Pal

estinians in particular has the effect of radicalizing the Arab world. 

Israel's claim to peace with security means an Israeli peace safe

guarded by Israeli might. Then can a lasting settlement which is 

itself the result of Arab weakness and Israeli superiority be perman

ent? No, because once the balance shifts again, another tragedy will

occur.
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Conelusion

The Palestinians in exile have kept their identity and their 

attachment to the homeland; they refused to be assimilated; they be

came known as the "Jews of the Arab world," Though expressing their 

attachment in emotional terms, they are still deeply convinced that 

some day justice will be done and they will go "back home." The 

leadership, whether from the right or the left, claims that the ob

jective is achievable, and that the road to its achievement will be 

long, hard and full of sacrifices; the attachment to the land will 

continue to be strong; the objective of "Return" is very far to 

reach, but it will materialize in the long run. The achievement of 

this objective will depend mainly not on Arab backing or assistance 

but on Israel and U. S. rigidity toward the Palestinians.

The activities of the Fedayeen brought to the stage young and 

new Palestinian leadership of all ideologies and beliefs. These 

trends are not surprising because the Palestinians have been involved 

in the political life of the Arab world for more than two decades. 

Because they are spread all over the Arab world the Palestinians 

will continue to reflect Arab world divisions. Because of the same 

fact the Palestinians will continue to catalyze the Arab world, not 

because Israel is just a Palestinian problem, but because it is also 

an Arab problem.

Israel's expansionism and policies radicalized the Palestin

ian who In turn threatened not just Israel but the Arab regimes too. 

The Fedayeen are not only a military force but also a new social 

agent in the Arab society trying to implement new social norms such 

as equality, and self-reliance.

The multiplicity of the Fedayeen groups is a natural result
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of two factors. the first, Arab divisions; second, the tendency of 

Palestinians toward clanishness. On the other hand the prospects of 

unity are not very encouraging for the same reasons mentioned above. 

Militarily the Fedayeen will play a marginal role in any conflict with 

Israel; thus, it is improper to overestimate the chance of unity. But 

it is important to analyze their impact on Arab society.

The attitude of Arab regimes w’i 11 continue to be the same.

King Hussein will stay hostile to a Palestinian entity and to any 

Fedayeen presence or action from the Jordanian territory. In Lebanon 

the government is extremely weak. It is in the Palestinian's interest 

not to have a strong government in Beirut. The Syrians will contin

ue to be the strongest backers of the Palestinians and at the same 

time will control their activities from Syria. The other Arab regimes 

will maintain their policies toward the Palestinians. Strong support 

(financial and military) from Iraq, Libya and Algeria; financial and 

moral support from the oil countries, Tunisia and Morocco.

It is said that the Palestinians are Utopians in proposing a 

"Democratic non-sectarian state" in Palestine. It is utopian be

cause the Israelis are strong and the Palestinians are weak. Israel's 

heavy dependence on the U. S. will make her more flexible if assis

tance from the U. S. decreases. On the other hand Israel has to deal 

with a serious problem within its present borders. All indications 

are that Israel is not planning to pull out of the occupied territories 

of Golan Heights, West Bank, or Gaza; this will leave her with a pop

ulation ratio of two Jews for one Arab. According to some estimates 

the number of Palestinian Arabs under Israeli occupation will sur

pass (because of their higher birth rate) that of the Jewish popula

tion by the early 1990's. Israel- will find itself facing a majority
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that has minority rights and will have to choose either to continue 

discriminating against the minority (which would then be a majority)-- 

quite an impossible task, or to accept the Palestinians with equal 

civil and political rights. In the latter choice Israel would no 

longer be a Jewish state, but non-sectarian.

The Palestinians do not have the military strength, the huge 

financial power or the strategic territory to thwart an imposed 

settlement in the Middle East. The strength of the Palestinians 

stems from their limited influence in some Arab circles, their po

litical persuasion, and the differences in the Arab world.39 The 

Arabs will oppose any imposed settlement (Israel too) not because 

such settlement is unachievable but because the Arab interests are 

threatened by any settlement that leaves Israel (with more Arab 

land) spreading her hegemony over the Middle East.40

The Ialestinians could jeopardise any peace settlement that 

does not include them. They cannot overcome Israel, but with their 

activities they would precipitate a new military confrontation be

tween Israel and the Arabs. The Palestinians in general, and the 

Fedayeen in particular, would continue their activities with ups 

and downs; they would rest when the core of the Arab-Israeli con

flict is solved.
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