


“One of the major reasons for the formation of the PFLP was the class perspective we gave the
Palestinian and Arab struggle. Through experience we learned that the most oppressed classes — the
workers, peasants, sections of the petit bourgeoisie, the Palestinians living in the refugee camps — are the

ones most in contradiction with the imperialist, Zionist and reactionary alliance. it is they who carve
history with determination that can persevere in this protracted war without wavering.”

Comrade George Habash

The Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine is a Marxist-Leninist organization that is an integral part of the
Palestinian Resistance and the Arab national liberation movement. The Bulletin is the English language magazine of the
PFLP. It has been published monthly since March 1979 with the following aims:

~ presenting the political line of the PFLP ,

~ providing current information and analysis of the Palestinian liberation struggle, as well as developments in the Arab
world and on the international level

~ serving as a tool for building solidarity with progressive organizations, parties, national liberation movements and
countries around.the world '

Subscribing to the PFLP Bulletin is one way you can support these aims; so is encouraging comrades and friends to read
and subscribe to the Bulletin. Another means for supporting our work is to write to us with your evaluations, suggestions
and criticism concerning the Bulletin. In addition, back issues are available upon request. Of particular interest are these
back issues which contain major PFLP policy statements of current relevance:

PFLP Bulletin No. 33 features a comprehensive interview with Comrade George Habash, General Secretary, on the how
and why of the PFLP’s emergence in the context of the Arab National Movement and the Palestinian struggle. In this
interview, Comrade Habash also deals with the question of transforming a petit bourgeois nationalist organization into a
Marxist-Leninist party.

PFLP Bulletin No. 42 contains a document on the relations between the PLO and the Jordanian regime, including our
reasons for opposing these relations, and supplemented by the text of the “Framework for the joint work between the
PLO and Jordan™.

PFLP Bulletin No. 52 contains a summary of the results of the PFLP’s 4th National Congress.

This issue features:

— 1981 in occupied Palestine: part Il

— Jordan’s current role in the enemy plans: volunteers for Iraq and internal repression
— Mass work: Literacy campaign

We hope that you will automatically renew your subscription after receiving 12 issues. This will save us time-consuming
correspondence and insure that you receive the Bulletin without interruption. The annual subscription rate is $15.00. We
also encourage organizations to exchange their publications with the Bulletin. Payments and correspondence should be
directed to PFLP International Relations Committee P.O. Box 14/5024, Cornish Al-Mazraah, Beirut, Lebanon.
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EDITORIAL

The recent past has been characterized by aggressive Israeli actions,
carried out with impunity and arrogance. The attack on the Iraqi
nuclear plant, the bombing of Beirut and the South, the annexation of
the Golan: all signify Zionism’s determination to continue on its
expansionist and violent path. The recent outright threats from
various Zionist leaders against the Palestinian Revolution, Lebanon
and other Arab countries speak to the likelihood of more aggression in
the near future, with the tacit consent of US imperialism. On the Arab
side, the actions of the reactionary regimes have been at worst
treacherous and at best ineffective. The Fahd plan came in the wake
of intense enemy attacks, signalling that Arab reaction’s response was
not to mobilize to face this aggression, but to seek ‘peace’.as
approval by recognizing ‘Israel’.
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In the same week, Rashed Shawwa, mayor of Gaza and known
collaborator, was interviewed on Israeli radio; he also called on the
PLO to recognize ‘Israel’, adding that “the PLO is not all Pales-
tinians.”

There have always been collaborationist and treacherous elements
within the Palestinian people, as with any people. This is inevitable,
particularly under occupation, given class and economic interests.
However, these statements from such Palestinian figures are more
dangerous than those that come from outright collaborators. This is
true for several reasons.

One, they speak to the masses of capitulation, not treachery for
profit. Freij’s statement is particularly pernicious in this way, as it
appears to be based on despair rather than immediate personal gain.
He does not say “the Israelis are our friends”, but says, in effect, “we
have struggled all these years for nothing — Israel is too powerful —
only the US can give us what we want — we must capitulate totally to
the enemy to achieve anything.” Freij is speaking for his class; at least,
he is reflecting the frustration of some sectors of the Palestinian
bourgeoisie at a dangerous time in our struggle. He is blinded by the
balance of power in the current stage, and by his immediate class
interests. His desire to capitulate reflects that of the entire reactionary
geoisie, that longs to be rid of even the pretense of struggle.
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actlons were crltlclzed at the last PNC, where a decision had been
reached that such talks could only be held with anti-Zionist forces.
That a member of the PLO should choose this time to publicly
advocate what is in reality a form of recognition of ‘Israel’ only gives
credence to the capitulationist forces, when our main task should be
to do all in our power to unmask and denounce them.

Bassam Shakaa is correct when he calls such statements “surrender-
ing to the pressures of Israel and the US.” Freij himself had met with
US Secretary of State Haig and Senator Percy on their recent visits to
the area, and it was clear that he was repeating their message, or threat
— total Palestinian capitulation, or else. This is an essential step for
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claims in its first communique that the clash
was short.

6) The enemy was only able to take 3 of
our fighters prisoner after they were seriou-
sly wounded and after their ammunition ran
out.

7) The size of the enemy reinforcements
rushed to the battlefield proves the low
morale of their soldiers in confrontation
with our fighters. »

8) Our fighters were transporting large
amounts of weapons and ammunition for
commandos operating in occupied Palestine.

9) What took place, by the enemy’s own
admission, proves the success of our fighters
despite the enemy’s arrogance. Several mem-
bers of the unit were able to break the
enemy’s encirclement and successfully con-
tinue their mission. , :

10) We cannot reveal many of the facts
about this operation for the safety and
security of our work and fighters, but the
enemy is well aware from the knowledge it
possesses that its incapacity is great and its
morale low, despite all the illusory victories
claimed.

The masses in occupied Palestine were
able to witness the large-scale military cam-
paign of the enemy, in which thousands of
troops, helicopters and warplanes were used
under the direct supervision of the highest
command, starting with the Chief of Staff,
the commander of the central sector and the
head of military intelligence.

Source: WAFA

measures. Arab reaction, for its part, needs a
new excuse for once again shying away from
facing ‘Israel’ or even challenging US impe-
rialism’s massive support to this entity. To
this purpose, the reactionaries have busied
themselves with three interrelated matters:
support to Iraq in the Irag-Iran war, Gulf
security and the ongoing efforts to forge
Arab consensus on the Fahd plan. Com-
pleting these tasks would greatly consolidate
the Jordanian-Iragi-Saudi axis and at the
same time serve the purpose of encircling
Syria and the Steadfastness and Confron-
tation Front, and undermining opposition to
the Fahd plan.

Back to Fez and reactionary solidarity

The Jordanian regime is playing a leading
role on all three levels of the current reac-
tionary plan. Hussein’s travels in January

were a countermeasure to President Assad’s
earlier trip to elicit support for a line of
confrontation, in the same way that conso-
lidating reactionary solidarity is a counter-
move to the strengthening of Syrian-Soviet
relations.

The king described his visit to Saudi
Arabia as part of “the efforts being made to

purify the Arab atmosphere before we
(re)begin the Fez conference”. His visit fol-
lowed that of Morocco’s Foreign Minister
who was in Saudi Arabia for the expressed
purpose of discussing adoption of the Fahd
plan. In the same period, Arab League Secre-
tary General Klibi was touring Arab coun-

tries to, in his own words, “speed up nego- ’

King Hussein monitors the progress of Arab reaction in the Gulf war.
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tinian Resistance and the Lebanese Patriotic
Movement to protect themselves from such
maneuvers. Thus, the more crucial target of
the enemies’ fear-spreading campaign is the
masses, especially in South Lebanon, who
have suffered most from the Zionist attacks.
Coming in the wake of past aggression, these
threats aim to drive the masses to a point of
desperation, whereby they might accept the
authority of the Lebanese army, in con-
junction with an increased UNIFIL, as the
only alternative to the total loss of life and
livelihood. If this task is to be accomplished,
the reactionary Lebanese authority must
succeed in its efforts to promote discord
within the patriotic ranks and to provoke
security problems in the patriotic areas. The
military intelligence — the Deuxieme Bureau
— is playing the leading role in these efforts
in order to decrease the masses’ faith in the
only forces who have actually protected
them from the Zionist-fascist aggression —
the Resistance and the LPM.

It is in this context that we see the full
extent of the danger represented by the
clashes between the Amal movement and
components of the Joint Forces in the
South. This fighting affected the Nabatiyeh,
Saida and Sour areas during the last week of
January and resulted in 25 deaths and many
more injured. The seriousness of such clashes
and the fact that they are part of an ongoing
effort was seen in that they also produced
tension between the same parties in the
southern suburbs of Beirut; moreover, they
followed the clashes in the first week of
January in Beirut between Amal and organi-
zations of the Lebanese Patriotic Movement,
mainly the communists.

Another indication of their seriousness is
the promptness with which the Lebanese
fascists tried to exploit these events: Saad
Haddad offered Amal the help of his mili-
tias, and Lebanese Front leader Camille
Chamoun described Amal as the represen-
tative of the Shi’a defending the South from
“Palestinian control” and the “imposition of
communist ideology”. Of course, Amal
rejected Haddad’s offer out of hand, but it is
equally important that Amal refuse to in any
way be party to the enemy’s efforts to
divide the people along sectarian lines. In its
relations with the Palestinian Resistance and
the Lebanese Patriotic Movement, the Amal
movement has an obligation to live up to the
struggle history of the people of the South.
These people, mostly Shi’a, were the first to
welcome the Palestinian Resistance and to
struggle with it; persons of Shi’a origin are to
be found in many different patriotic organi-
zations, including the communist ones. It is
not in the interests of the patriotic forces

generally that any one organization claim a
monopoly over the people of a particular
faith.

Meetings between the Joint Forces and
Amal have succeeded in stopping these
clashes and sought solutions to the problems
that provoked them. Patriotic Lebanese and
Palestinian leaders have reaffirmed that
Amal is part of the patriotic camp, but also
emphasized that this entails responsibility
for preventing secondary differences to
impair overall unity against Zionism and the
fascist forces. The responsibility rests with
Amal to cleanse itself of those elements who
are trying to use the movement as a vehicle
for the reactionary regime’s attempts to

make divisions between the people on the
one hand and the Resistance, LPM and Syria
on the other. Indeed, a major enemy aim is
to discredit Syria’s peacekeeping role in
Lebanon, and the clashes fall right in line
with this.

Both the threats of impending Zionist-
fascist aggression and the problems in the
patriotic areas once again highlight the
importance of the LPM being supported in
exercising its leadership role. The real bul-
wark against the enemy plans in Lebanon is
the unity and strength of the npatriotic
Lebanese. Both Syria and the Palestinian
Resistance must consistently make this a
prime point in all their dealings in Lebanon.

CHRONOLOGY

The following is a list of provocations and
actual aggressions carried out in Lebanon by
the Israeli military and Saad Haddad’s fascist
militias since July 24th, when a ceasefire
supposedly went into effect on the borders
between Lebanon and ‘Israel’. The most
constant feature of the ceasefire period has
been almost daily Israeli overflights, particu-
larly intense in the South, but reaching all
parts of Lebanon. Actual attacks have also
occurred as when Israeli gunboats fired on
Lebanese fishermen on January 23rd, and
the recurring infiltrations into southern villa-
ges. The last two months have witnessed the
massing of Israeli troops at the border and a
qualitative and quantitative military build-up
in the occupied border strip.

- July 27: ‘Israel’ and militia fire on Hirsh

Nabi and Kfar Tibnit.

July 28: Syrian planes intercept Israeli war-
planes over North Lebanon and shoot down
one Israeli drone; ‘Israel’ claims to have shot
down a Syrian MIG.

August 3: Israeli gunboats shell Sour and
Rashediyeh camp; the Joint Forces fire at
the boats.

August 4: Israeli gunboats fire near Rashe-
diyeh and Ras al Ain near Sour; Israeli
helicopters over Sour; Israeli military vehic-
les reported moving into Marjeyoun and
Qlai’a.

August 7: Israeli planes circle over Naba-
tiyeh ten times; Joint Forces fire antiair-
craft.

August 10-11: Militias fire artillery against
the Joint Forces.

September 12: Joint Israeli-militia shelling
of the coast near Sour; more heavy Israeli

artillery moved into the border strip at the
start of September.

September 19: Israelis raiding the village of
Braasheet wound one villager. The people of
Braasheet protested to the UNIFIL comman-
der, because this was reported as an internal
fight in the village. (Braasheet is supposedly
protected by the UNIFIL troops.)

October 3: Saad Haddad militiamen blow up
a house in Toulin; three villagers are injured.
October 6: Israeli troops attempt to kidnap
villagers from Kfar Hamam, but are deterred
by UNIFIL. On October 11th, the attempt
was repeated.

October 12: Three children in Ghandouriyeh
are killed and one wounded when a cluster
bomb, thought to remain from the March
1978 Israeli invasion, explodes.

October 13: Saad Haddad militias shell the
triangle of Hasbaya, Hasbani and Abu
Kamha.

October 14: Israeli and militia forces blow
up a house in Haddatha near a UNIFIL
checkpoint.

October 15: Another form of Israeli pene-
tration into Lebanon came to public atten-
tion on this day when the Lebanese Patriotic
Movement confiscated a load of carpets and
sugar which had been smuggled from ‘Israel’
into Lebanon through the occupied border
strip.

October 16: Militia and Israeli forces blow
up a house in Toulin.

October 29: Saad Haddad shells Borghoz
village.

At the end of October it was reported
that ‘Israel’ had again embarked on its pre-
vious policy of creeping annexation, where-
by Lebanese land is fenced off along the
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