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TOWARDS A DEMOCRATIC STATE IN PALESTINE was contributed 
by the Palestine National Liberation Movement, Fateh, to the 2nd 
World Conference on Palestine, sponsored by the General Union of 
Palestine Students, in Amman, September 2-6, 19700 This statement 
appeared in FATEH (official organ of the PLM) on Nov. 20, 1969, 
Jan. 1, 1970, and Jan. 19, 1970.

The Palestine Revolution 
and the Jews

It is almost a year since the Pales
tine Liberation Movement, Fateh, de
clared, officially and for the first time, 
a political program  spelling out the 
ultimate objective of the liberation 
struggle. The declaration stated: "We 
are fighting today to create the new 
Palestine of tomorrow; a progressive, 
democratic and non-sectarian Pales- 
time in which Christian, Moslem and 
Jew will worship, work, live peace
fully and enjoy equal rights." The 
statement further added, "Our Pales
tinian revolution still stretches its wel
coming hand to all hum an beings 
who want to fight for, and live in, 
a democratic, tolerant Palestine, ir
respective of race, color or religion."( 1)

The statement was repeated, explain
ed and amplified by Fateh represen
tatives in every international gather
ing attended by a Fateh delegation. 
The official spokesman of Fateh, Abu 
Ammar, was quoted by several jour
nalists as saying that "once we de
feat the enemy and liberate Palestine 
we will create a home for all of us."(2)

Abu Iyad, one of the leaders of 
Fateh, stated in a long interview with 
the editor of Al-Taleea that the Pales
tinian revolution condemns persecu
tion of hum an beings and discrim
ination based on any form or shape 
and that Fateh would help Jews any
where if they faced persecution at the 
hands of racists. Abu Iyad said that 
he would be willing to give these Jews 
arm s and fight with them.(3)

Such a statement was not just a 
fantastic propaganda claim, it was 
put into effect a few weeks later when 
Fateh students protected Jewish pro

fessor Eli Loebel in Frankfort, Ger
many, from molestation and attempt
ed m urder at the hands of Zionist 
German thugs last July. Fateh pro
tected Jewish members of Matzpen [the 
Israeli Socialist Organization] in Ger
many after their lives were threatened 
in the same incident.

Revolutionary new idea
If this sounds a little difficult to 

believe, it is because of the bitterness 
created by the Palestine tragedy since 
the Balfour Declaration [1917, com
mitted British government to sponsor 
the establishment of a Jewish nation
al home in Palestine] and the Zionist 
penetration of Palestine ending in the 
uprooting and evacuation of Palestin
ians from their homeland in order 
to create "an exclusively Jewish State": 
Israel.

The call for an open, new, tolerant 
Palestine for Jews and non-Jews is 
a dramatic change in the Palestinian 
struggle, but it is hardly a new idea. 
Palestinians suggested the creation of 
such a state to the Peel Commission 
in 1937 [one of British commissions 
of inquiry sent to Palestine in response 
to independence struggle against Brit
ish imperialism].

As for the idea of Jew, Moslem and 
Christian living peacefully and har
moniously in one country, it also is 
a very old one. The Fateh declara
tion stated, "This is no utopian dream 
or false promise, for we have always 
lived in peace, Moslems, Christians 
and Jews in the Holy Land. The Pal
estinian Arabs gave a refuge, a warm 
shelter and a helping hand to Jews 
fleeing persecution in Christian Eu
rope, and to the Christian Armenians

fleeing persecution in Moslem Turkey; 
as well as to Greeks, Caucasians and 
Maltese am ong others." One need not 
go to medieval history to elaborate 
on the idea.(1)

However, what is new is the fact 
that non-Jewish Arab exiles who have 
been deprived of their homes and dis
placed by Jews in Palestine, can still 
— while holding the guns, and fight
ing for their land and their very w - 
istence— call for a new country that 
combines the ex-aggressor and perse
cutor.

Credibility
The idea is revolutionary, and its 

implications serious and pervasive. In 
fact it is so revolutionary that few 
uncommitted people can believe it, let 
alone support and work for it. It is 
the objective of this article to discuss, 
analyze and amplify the idea. Our 
hypothesis is that the creation of a 
democratic, non-sectarian Palestine is 
both desirable and feasible, and that 
once these two aspects are proven val
id, the idea becomes credible. Credi
bility is very important if people are 
to be motivated to support the idea 
and work and sacrifice for it to 
achieve lasting peace and justice in 
Palestine.

Exiled Palestinians
The exodus of 1948 was a stun

ning blow to the Palestinians. A whole 
nation, more than one full million 
inhabitants of a country, were delib
erately terrorized and uprooted from 
their homes. They were thrown out 
of their country into a sea of sand 
surrounding it, in a period of a few 
months. The fact that many Palestin
ians knew the Zionist intentions and 
suspected the British of preparing for 
the eventual exile of the Arabs of Pal
estine to "the Transient Countries” did 
not make the blow less hard or stun
ning. One can hardly believe that the 
forced exile of a whole nation is pos
sible in the twentieth century.

For thirty years under the British 
Mandate [1920-1948], Palestinians 
knew who the real enemy was. Brit
ish imperialism and Zionist imperial
ism were quite linked in the mind 
of the people. Six bloody revolutions

took place between 1919 and 1939. 
They were basically directed against 
the British occupiers.

Whatever complicity the British had 
in the Palestinians' fate—and it was 
great — the Palestinians were driven 
out by "Jewish" terrorists. Their up
rooting was carried out through mas
sacres such as that of Deir Yassin. 
Leaders of their tormentors and op
pressors called for the creation of an 
"exclusively Jewish home" and-consid
ered them — the exiles—as fifth col
umnists who deserved to be excluded 
from this home, "their home." In their 
misery, humiliation and despair the 
Palestinians learnt to hate the Jews and 
everything "Jewish," everything con
nected with their enemy.

Jews and Zionists
A few sophisticated leaders and most 

propagandists took pains to differen
tiate between Jews and Zionists. We 
are not anti-Jewish, we are anti-Zi
onists, it was repeated. "We are Sem
ites and Jews are our cousins. . . 
they stated. They sounded so unreal 
and phony saying: "some of our best 
friends are Jews. . .

We are against the state of Israel, 
it was claimed. But the distinction was 
lost on the suffering "refugees,” who 
were told by the Israelis that all Jews 
were Zionists anyway. Jewish pressure 
in the United States, Jewish money 
and Jewish immigrants were making 
their enemy as entrenched as ever; 
and their hopes of an honorable re
turn as dim as ever. No wonder bit
terness prevailed and fear dominated.

Reading of the "Protocols of the El
ders of Zion" [probably the most in
famous piece of anti-Semitic literature 
ever written] became fashionable, anti- 
Semitic literature developed by Euro
pean racists in a completely different 
context— i.e. where the Jews were the 
victims — became quite popular. This 
wave of bitterness, hate and utter con
fusion spread to other Arabs. It helped 
Zionist pressure and propoganda de
signed to secure the departure of thou
sands of Arab Jews from their homes 
to join the ranks of the occupying 
enemy. Thousands of these Jews 
would have stayed in their homes un



der different circumstances, and would 
have continued to live as they have 
had for hundreds of years in peace 
and harmony with their neighbors.

The revolution, a new era
Fateh launched the Palestinian Rev

olution on Jan. 1, 1965, after nine 
years of political preparation. How
ever, the first two years were spent 
in establishing a military "presence" 
in the Palestinian arena. It was the 
1967 traumatic experience and the 
Second Exodus that shook the Pales
tinians to the core and put them sol
idly behind the revolution.

In the nadir of the new humiliating 
defeat, a new hope was rekindled. The 
Palestinian carried a gun and reen 
tered home with it He shot at his 
enemy's troops and jailors. A new 
sense of pride and dignity was emerg
ing and rising. With the hope and 
the pride, self confidence reappeared. 
A nation was reborn. At Karameh 
and similar victories, the sacrifices 
and the m artyrs and the escalating 
struggle developed a new sense of be
longing to Palestine. The revolution 
brought maturity to the fighters. As 
paradoxical as it m ay seem, people 
who fight can afford to be more tol
erant. Mental ana verbal violence usu
ally accompany helplessness and de
spair.

A new attitude was being formed 
toward the enemy. Distinction between 
Jew and Zionist started to have a 
meaning. Realization that revenge was 
not a sufficient cause for a liberation 
w ar led to further examination of the 
final objectives of the revolution. The 
scores of intellectual liberal Jews who 
came from all over the world to start 
a dialogue with the revolution caused 
further rethinking.

New doctrine
Revolutionary leaders engaged in a 

serious study and discussion around 
the topic. Relearning old truths 
emerged. Jews suffered persecution at 
the hands of racist criminals under 
Nazism, so did "We" under Zionism. 
Several revealing parallels were dis
covered. "How could we hate the Jews 
qua Jews?" the revolutionaries were 
saying. How could we fall in the same

racist trap?
A study of Jewish history and 

thought was conducted. Jewish con
tributions as well as dilemmas were 
identified. The majority of those who 
came over to Palestine were fleeing 
German concentration camps and 
were told that they are a people with
out land — going to a land without 
people. Once they were there, they were 
told that the Palestinians left Palestine 
of their own wish, following orders 
from Arab leaders in a treacherous 
move to perpetrate a massacre for 
the remaining Jews.

Further, it was discovered, new Jew
ish im migrants as well as old settlers 
were told by the Zionist machine that 
they had to fight to survive, that the 
only alternative to a safe "Israel" was 
a massacre or at best a little sinking 
boat on the Mediterranean Sea. Even 
Arab Jews —called oriental by the 
Zionists —who were discriminated 
against in "Israel” by the European 
Zionist oligarchy had to accept the 
argument and fight for what they con
sidered to be their very survival. 
Fighting the Zionist revealed the 
strengths and limitations of the "Jew
ish" character. Jews were not monsters, 
supermen or pigmies. A new, hum an 
image of the Jews was being formed. 
Martin Buber, Isaac Deutcher, Elmer 
Berger and Moshe Menuhin, all spir
itual humane Jewish thinkers were 
read and reread.

New image
The Palestinian revolutionary has 

freed himself from most of his old 
biases. Foreign visitors are amazed 
to discover this in the commando 
bases, and in the "Ashbal" camps 
[composed of Palestinian youth be
tween 8 and 16] in particular. The 
Palestinian revolutionary is ready to 
die for the liberation of Palestine and 
will not accept any substitute to it 
whatever the cost. But, he is clear 
about the enemy, and the final goal. 
When several Jewish students from Eu
rope came to spend part of their sum
mer in a Fateh camp in Jordan, they 
were embraced as comrades. Fateh 
looks forward to the day when sev
eral thousand Jews will join its fight
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ing ranks for the liberation of Pales
tine. Given the recent trend of events, 
this may happen sooner than most 
people think.

First step
The first step towards the creation 

of a democratic, non-sectarian Pales
tine has been made by the Palestinian 
revolutionaries. A change of attitude 
through relearning is taking place. 
The long exiled and persecuted Pal
estinians are redefining their objectives 
and are finding the goal of creating 
a new Palestine that encompasses them 
and the present Jewish settlers a veiy 
desirable one. For this goal to become 
feasible one should take a careful look 
at the other party: the Jews. How do 
they feel about it and what could 
change their mind? This topic will be 
taken up next.

An approach to the study 
o f Jewish attitudes

Any attempt at studying and inter
preting the attitudes and perceptions 
of any group of people must meet with 
difficulties and be subjected to accusa
tions of bias and distortions. We don't 
claim immunity from such shortcom
ings, but we shall try to minimize their 
effect. Our approach will be the use 
of direct quotations — and documenta
tion— whenever possible. No attempt 
is made here at using Marxist dialec
tics or purely sociological models. Po
litical motivation is the basic frame 
of reference.
Abu Ammar Addressing The Militia

A final problem besets our study: 
Most of the attitudes and "images"stud
ied were basically engineered by the 
Zionists through their propaganda 
machinery, and they may not have 
been accepted by all, or a majority, 
of the Jews in the world. However, one 
must concede that the Zionists have 
succeeded to a great extent in identify
ing Judaism with Zionism in the eyes 
of a vast majority of Jews, especially 
in the Western countries.

Nazi horrors and anti-Jewish threats 
in several countries helped the Zionists 
maintain their hold over Jewish minds 
everywhere. Without Jewish money, 
political influence, votes in certain sen
sitive places and overall support, 
"Israel" would not have survived and 
the Zionist imperialist occupation 
would not have lasted. In the final 
analysis, it is the power and influence 
of world Jewry under Zionist manipu
lation that perpetuated the tragedy of 
the Palestinians, their oppression, sub
jugation and exile. It is thus quite 
important to find out how do the Jews 
feel about the Palestinians, how do 
they view them as people and to what 
extent was this view essential to the 
act that led to the expulsion of the Pal
estinians? What is even more impor
tant; can this view be changed and 
how?

How the Zionists viewed 
the Palestinians

The early attitude of the Zionists 
towards the Palestinians was simply
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to ignore their very existence. Israel 
Zangwill's famous phrase about "a 
land without people to a people without 
land" epitomizes this attitude. Chaim 
Weizmann had a more colorful state
ment: "There is a country which hap
pens to be called Palestine, a country 
without a people, and on the other 
hand, there exists the Jewish People 
and it has no country. What else is 
necessary then, than to fit the gem 
into the ring, to unite this people with 
this country?" (4)

Uri Avnery notes that T. Herzl in 
his book The Jewish State, which 
launched the modern Zionist move
ment, dealt with working hours, hous
ing for workers, and even the national 
flag but had not one word to say 
about the Arabs of Palestine. For the 
Zionists, the Arab was the Invisible 
Man. Psychologically he was not there. 
(5) However, this attitude became ob
viously untenable. Palestine—it was 
discovered — was a prosperous coun
try measured by the standards of the 
day. Its population was extensive and 
carried out its tasks of cultivating the 
soil in relative peace and made its 
contribution to die Arab community 
at large.

Achad Ha-am, the Russian Jew and 
Hebrew philosopher, tried to draw at
tention to this fact as early as 1891. 
He stated that Palestine was not an 
empty territory and that this posed 
problems. (6)

In fact Ha-am reported after a jour
ney through Palestine in 1891 that it 
was difficult to find any still unculti
vated farmland there.

Max Nordao, the prominent Zionist 
leader, hearing for the first time that 
there was an Arab population in Pal
estine, ran  to Herzl crying: "I didn't 
know th a t—but then we are commit
ting an  injustice."(6)

Several reports appearing in the late 
19th century and the early 20th century 
confirmed this fact amply. The Arab 
Palestinians had a prosperous citrus 
industry. They grew oranges of excep
tional size which attracted attention as 
early as the 18th century.(7)

Zionist image-making subsequently 
turned to another theme which was to 
be accepted by a large number of Jews

as well as Christians in Europe and 
America and thus became a major 
force in shaping the attitude of Jews 
toward the Palestinians. The Palestini
ans were "natives" or "inhabitants" who 
happened to live in Palestine. There peo
ple were subnormal. They lacked any 
national entity and civilization. Such 
an image was imbedded in the infa
mous Balfour Declaration which des
ignated the Palestinians as inhabitants 
who m ay have religious and civil 
rights but no political rights. They 
were not "real” people.

Later, however, a further character 
assassination of the Arabs was added. 
These "inhabitants" were really bedou
ins, i.e., roving nomads, pillaging the 
fertile soil of Palestine and bringing 
about increasing devastation of that 
beautiful land of milk and honey.(8) 
European Jews coming to Palestine 
would indeed be a blessing. "For that 
European Jew was the carrier of a 
superior civilization, the master of Eu
ropean technology and was in a posi
tion to bestow the blessings of that 
civilization on the nomadic population 
of Palestine."(9) A typical "mission civ- 
ilisatrice" would be attempted by the 
Jews in Palestine.

A vivid picture of this "native" Pales
tinian and a depiction of the attitudes 
engendered by such an image is re
vealed by Herzl, the Father of Zionism 
in his famous "Diaries.”(9) "We must 
expropriate gently the private proper
ty on the estates assigned to us. We 
shall try to spirit the penniless popula
tion across the border by procuring 
employment for it in the transit coun
tries while denying it any employment 
in our own country. Such process shall 
be carried out gently and circumspect
ly." (10) Herzl goes further: "If we 
move into a region where there are 
wild animals, to which the Jews are 
not accustomed, big snakes, etc., I 
shall use the natives prior to giving 
them employment in the transit coun
tries, for the extermination of these 
animals. High premiums for snake 
skins, etc., as well as their spaw n."(ll)

Herzl goes on in his "Diaries" dis
cussing tasks he would assign to the 
"natives" before spiriting them away 
across the borders. He would let them

drain the swamps since they are ac
customed to the fever. (11) To the 
modern reader this all seems fantastic 
coming from a "Jew," a man who 
knows about the suffering of people 
because of racist discrimination. But 
of course Herzl was as much a Euro
pean colonialist, a German imperial
ist, as a Jew.

Herzl himself states: "With the Jews, 
a German cultural element would come 
to the Orient. Evidence of this: German 
writers —even though of Jewish de
scent—are leading the Zionist move
ment. The language of the Congress 
is German. The overwhelming major
ity of the Jews are part of German 
culture."

And further: "if it is God's will that 
we return to our historic fatherland, 
we should like to do so as representa
tives of Western civilization, and the 
weil-distilled customs of the Occident 
to this plague-ridden, blighted corner 
of the Orient."(12)

Im age o f Palestinian leadership
Palestinians did not fit this Zionist- 

made image and the world was hear
ing about Palestinian uprisings and 
activism. To this turn of events, Zion
ist image-making had an easy answer: 
The Palestinians are basically docile 
natives had it not been for agitators 
and fanatics. It is dynastic and family 
or "tribal" struggles among thewealthy 
that lead to the agitations. Such strug
gles will cause the ruin of the common 
folk and make them pay the price.

The Palestinian leaders are depicted 
by Maurice Samuel as "an army of 
idlers, baksheesh artists and parasite 
coffee-house gossips who are mainly 
responsible for the existing jumpy and 
nervous atmosphere."! 13) Any polit
ical activity in Palestine cannot be 
initiated by the "inhabitants" who do 
not understand these things anyway, 
but by the "agitators." (13)

Attitude towards the 
Palestinian "refugees’

The colonization of Palestine and 
the uprooting of the Palestinians was 
partly achieved by 1948, and com
pleted in 1967. All the Zionist dreams 
and schemes came true. A Jewish 
homeland was created in Palestine and 
the "natives" have become refugees.

exiles, deprived of their homes and 
their national rights. This great hu
man tragedy that brought misery, hu
miliation and despair to a million peo
ple and later to a half-million more, 
was a dark stain, a premeditated crime.

Image-making, however, was ready 
for the new situation: Palestinians had 
"sold their lands to the Jews and then 
have fled the country to prepare the 
scene for a massacre of all Jews at 
the hands of the Arab armies." Those 
treacherous natives were doing it 
again. They refused to live in peace 
with the European bearers of civiliza
tion. They again had to listen to the 
agitators who lusted for a Jewish 
bloodbath.

The Palestinians do not even deserve 
sympathy in their nisery and home
lessness. They mist be cursed and 
mocked. They do not deserve Pales
tine. They can be absorbed in the 
Arab countries. Their yearning for 
Palestine is pathetic, foolish or mis
guided. They had nothing to yearn 
for. Their present refugee camps are 
probably better than their shabby 
houses in Palestine. They lived in tents 
then, and they live in tents now!! So 
why should they complain?

After all they are engaged in a "num
bers game" with the l 1. N.. falsifying 
records to increase their numbers so 
that they can swindle more l \  N. ra
tions. They are the prey of Arab dema
gogues and agitators who keep them 
as a pawn in a political game.

They cannot return to Zionist Pales
tine. It has been civilized and does 
not belong to them any more. Even if 
some of them return, they will be fifth 
columnists, saboteurs and collabora
tors with the enemy. Anyway, they 
have been exchanged, swapped with 
"oriental" Jews from the Arab coun
tries.

This image-making, built on the 
"mission cioilisatrice" assumption and 
on character assassination of the Pal 
estinians, continues up to the present. 
Palestinian revolutionaries are "terror 
ists." After all, the Palestinians are not 
capable of brave, gallant, patriotic 
feelings and acts. They are only III for 
treachery and Intrigue,

This Is not the place to While these



"views" of the Palestinians, for scientific 
research has shown that the Palestini
ans did not sell their country. By 1948 
the Jews had owned less than 6 per
cent of the land, less than 1 percent 
acquired from Palestinians. ( 14) The 
Palestinians did not leave their coun
try on orders from Arab leaders but 
after being terrorized and forcibly up
rooted by the Zionists. However, the 
issue at hand is how did the Jews 
come to accept these images and to 
form these attitudes?

A Jewish dilemma
The fact that Zionist propaganda 

was accepted by world Jewry and was 
allowed to shape the attitude of Jews 
towards the Palestinians is quite puz
zling, in fact astonishing. There were 
always Jewish dissenters—and we do 
present their views — but they were in 
the minority. Jews contributed men, 
money and influence to make Israel 
a reality and to perpetuate the crimes 
committed against the Palestinians. 
The people of the Book, the men of 
light, the victims of Russian pogroms, 
of Nazi genocide, of Dachau and other 
Polish concentration camps shut their 
eyes and ears in Palestine and changed 
roles from oppressed to oppressor. 
This is THE Jewish dilemma of mod
ern times.

Achad Ha-am wrote at the turn of 
the century that Jewish behaviorshows 
that Jews evidently learned nothing 
from their history. He further states: 
"And what are our brothers in Pales
tine doing? The very opposite! They 
were servants in the country of their 
exile, and they suddenly find them
selves in a state of unbounded liberty, 
of unbridled liberty such as can only 
be found in Turkey. This sudden 
change has brought about within them 
a tendency towards despotism as is 
always the case when a servant be
comes a master and they treat the 
Arabs with hostility and cruelty, cur
tail their rights in an unreasonable 
manner, insult them without any suffi
cient reason, and actually pride them
selves upon such acts; and nobody 
takes any action against this despica
ble and dangerous tendency."(15)

In 1919, anothj’r Jew, W. Brunn, 
wrote: "We who are suffering persecu
tions throughout the world and who

claim all human rights for ourselves, 
are going to Palestine reversing the 
roles." (16)

In 1923, the Jewish-American an
thropologist, Goldenweiser, noted with 
dismay that Jews in Palestine were 
prejudiced against the Palestinians 
and considered them inferior. He re
ports on his visits to Jewish schools 
where teachers were telling him of 
Arab congenital stupidity and inferi
ority. When Goldenweiser asked a Jew
ish educator whether they teach this 
to their students, the teacher answered: 
but they know this by themselves! 117) 
Arthur Koestler reports that "Each 
Jew, Marxist or not, regarded himself 
as a member of the chosen race, and 
the Arab as his inferior."! 18)

M o ra l sc h izo p h re n ia
This moral dilemma besetting the 

Jews in our time is called "moral schiz
ophrenia," "moral myopia" by the 
noted American Jewish journalist I. F. 
Stone. Mr. Stone, who was decorated 
in 1948 by the Irgun [nationalist Jew
ish organization that carried out ter
rorist attacks against the Arabs], wrote 
a very perceptive article in 1967 from 
which we shall quote presently. He 
makes the subtle comparisons of Zi-
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omst-Nazi behavior and draws soul 
searching conclusions.

In refuting the Israeli argument 
against the reasons for the Palestinian 
exodus, Mr. Stone states: "The argu
ment that the refugees ran away 'vol
untarily' or because their leaders 
urged them to do so until after the 
fighting was over, not only rests on 
a myth but is irrelevant. Have refu
gees no right to return? Have German 
Jews no right to recover their prop
erties because they too fled?"(19)

Mr. Stone continues: "Jewish terror
ism, not only by the Irgun in such 
savage massacres as Deir Yassin, but 
in milder form by the H aganah [regu
lar Zionist army] itself 'encouraged' 
Arabs to leave areas the Jews wished 
to take over for strategic or demo
graphic reasons. They tried to make 
as much of Israel as free of Arabs as 
possible. (19)

As to the "swap” of Palestinians for 
"Jewish refugees" from the Arab world, 
Mr. Stone states: "The Palestinian 
Arabs feel about this 'swap' as Ger
man Jews would if denied restitution 
on the grounds that they had been 
'swapped' for German refugees from 
the Sudetenland."

"The Jewish moral myopia makes 
it possible for Zionists to dwell on the 
1900 years of exile in which the Jews 
have longed for Palestine, but dismiss 
as migratory the nineteen years in 
which Arab refugees have also longed 
for it.”

Homelessness, Stone states further, 
"is the major theme of Zionism but 
this pathetic passion is denied to Arab 
refugees."

Those who have known the effects 
of racism and discrimination in their 
own flesh and hum an dignity are less 
excusably racist than those who can 
only imagine the negative effects of 
prejudice. Mr. Stone relates a conver
sation with Moshe Dayan on Amer
ican television on June 11, 1967, 
where Dayan stated then even though 
Israel can absorb the Palestinians in 
the "conquered territories" it will not 
do it because it would turn Israel into 
either a binational or poly Arab-Jew- 
ish state instead of the Jewish state. 
"We want to have a Jewish state, a 
Jewish state like the French have a 
French state."

Mr. Stone comments: "This must 
deeply disturb the thoughtful Jewish 
reader. Ferdinand and Isabella, in 
expelling the Jews and Moors from 
Spain, were in the same way saying 
they wanted Spain as Spanish, i.e., 
Christian as France was French."(19) 

In conclusion Stone states: "Israel 
is creating a kind of moral schizo
phrenia in world Jewry. In the outside 
world the welfare of Jewry depends 
on the maintenance of secular, non- 
racial, pluralistic societies. In Israel, 
Jewry finds itself defending a society 
in which mixed m arriages cannot be 
legalized, in which non-Jews have a 
lesser status than Jews, and in which 
the ideal is racial and exclusionist. 
Jews must fight elsewhere for their 
very security and existence—against 
principles and practices they find them
selves defending in Israel. Those from 
the outside world, even in their mo
ments of greatest enthusiasm amid Is
raeli accomplishments, feel twinges of 
claustrophobia, not just geographical, 
but spiritual. Those caught up in pro
phetic fervor soon begin to feel that 
the light they hoped to see out of Zion
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is only that of another narrow nation
alism.

"It must also be recognized, despite 
Zionist ideology, that the periods of 
greatest Jewish creative accomplish
ment have been associated vith plural
istic civilization in their time of expan
sion and tolerance: in the Hellenistic 
period, in the Arab civilization of 
North Africa and Spain, and in West
ern Europe and America. Universal 
values can only be the fruit of a uni
versal vision; the greatness of the 
prophets lay in their overcoming of 
ethnocentricity. A Lilliputian nation
alism cannot distill truths for all m an
kind. Here lie the roots of a growing 
divergence between Jew and Israeli, 
the former with a sense of nission as 
a witness in the human wilderness, the 
latter concerned only with his own 
tribes’ welfare."! 19)

Will the Jews change their attitudest
It was shown, through direct quota

tions, that there always was a group 
of Jewish moral dissenters to Zionism. 
There was never a truly monolithic 
Jewish opinion. The success of Zionist 
propaganda in galvanizing the ma
jority of Jews to its side is attributed 
not to deceit and manipulation alone. 
Jews must get credit for sufficient intel
ligence to make manipulation insuffi
cient to sway them. Anti-Semitism in 
the West and the hypocrisy prevailing 
in Western societies in dealing with 
racial and religious issues have helped 
push the Jews gradually to the moral 
schizophrenia discussed above.

In all frankness, one must add to 
these factors Arab attitudes and short
comings. Before the Palestinian rev
olution, anti-Jewish attitudes were 
prevalent in the Arab world —even 
though it was instigated by Jewish 
anti-Arab attitudes. The Palestinians 
could not present a reasonable, hu
mane alternative to Zionist Israel. 
Jews were finding it hard to live in 
the Arab countries, and minority prob
lems in several Arab countries were 
shedding doubt on the possibility of 
Jews finding security in the Arab midst 
without a militarist Israel. In the 1948- 
1967 period, Jews enjoyed security 
when the Palestinians and eventual
ly all other Arabs with them were

deprived of security.
The Palestinian revolution has pro

vided a new set of alternatives, no 
security in the racist state but all the 
security in the new democratic Pal
estine.

A dialogue is developing between 
the Palestinian revolutionaries and the 
Jews, liberals, progressives, socialists 
and even religious conservatives. 
More and more Jewish friends are 
opening their arm s to embrace the 
Palestinian Revolution and are being 
embraced by it.

The Zionists are really worrying 
about the new phenomenon. In an 
article published by the Jerusalem Post 
on July 2, 1969, the editors accused 
those Jews of being traitors to their 
own people, and consider their alli
ance with the revolution as most se
rious and threatening. It is important 
that the issue of Jewish m oral schiz
ophrenia be stressed, that Jewry's con
science be shocked into realization of 
the consequences of Zionism.

It is, however, more reasonable to 
expect non-Israeli Jews to come to 
terms with the Palestinian Revolution 
before the Israeli Jews do. After all, 
Frenchmen in Paris found it easier 
to accept the Algerian revolution than 
French colons did. But the efforts 
should continue in Palestine to win 
over Jews to the revolution.

Escalation of the revolution will 
have its consequences. Obviously, it 
is going to harden some Zionist Jews 
against the Palestinians especially the 
oligarchy that stands to lose in a 
democratic, open Palestine. But esca
lation will have its shock effect. It 
will bring the realization that an ex- 
clusionist Israel can be a very inse
cure place indeed, and that it can
not last.

The Palestinian Revolution assumes 
a great share of the responsibility in 
winning Jews to the side of the rev
olution by deeds and not words alone 
The revolution should not—and in 
fact will not — pass any opportunity 
to prove to world Jewry and to Pal
estinian Jews that it will stand by 
them if persecuted and is determined 
to live and create with them a new 
Palestine not based on bias, racism,
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or discrimination, but on cooperation 
and tolerance.

If such a campaign succeeds — both 
in the winning of battles and of hearts
— the democratic Palestine will become 
credible, both desirable and feasible. 
What will this new country look like? 
What does the Palestinian Revolution 
really mean by democratic, progres
sive and non-sectarian? These are se
rious questions that warrant attention 
and therefore will be taken up in our 
following chapter.

Difficulties and limitations
It is quite difficult and risky at this 

early stage of the revolution to make 
a clear and definitive statement about 
the new liberated Palestine. Realism 
rather than romantic daydreaming 
should be the basic revolutionary ap
proach. We do not believe that victory 
is around the corner. The revolution 
does not underestimate the enemy or 
its imperialist allies. What will happen 
during the years of hard  struggle for 
liberation cannot be easily predicted.

Will the attitude of Palestinian Jews 
harden or become more receptive and 
flexible? A further drift to the right, 
the stepping up of anti-Arab terrorism
— in the Algerian 0. A. S. tradition — 
followed by a voluntary mass exodus 
on the eve of liberation will pose a com
pletely different problem and will be 
quite regrettable.

On the other hand, joining the revo
lution and working with it will lay 
firmer ground for the new Palestine. 
The revolution is striving hard to 
achieve the second alternative.

Guerrilla operations are basically 
directed at the military and economic 
foundations of the Zionist settler-state. 
Whenever a civilian target is chosen, 
every effort is made to minimize loss 
of civilian life — though one would 
find it hard to distinguish civilians 
and non-civilians in this modern 
spartan militaristic society where every 
adult is mobilized for the war. Hitting 
quasi-civilian areas aims at the 
psychological effect of shocking the 
Israelis into realization that the racist- 
militaristic state cannot provide them 
with security when it is conducting 
genocide against the exiled and op

pressed Palestinian masses.
In the Dizengoff street bomb (Tel 

Aviv), Fateh guerrillas delayed the 
operation three times to choose a place 
(in front of a building under construc
tion) and a time (12:30 a.m.) to maxi
mize noise but minimize casualties. 
The result: few were injured, but thou
sands were shocked and made to en
gage in serious rethinking.

In conclusion, despite all uncertain
ties, there is the hope, the vision and 
the behavior of the Palestinian revolu
tionaries, designed to achieve a better 
future for their oppressed country. An
swers must be thought out and found 
for myriad questions relating to this 
future. Even if the answers are tenta
tive, they will start a dialogue which 
provides the road towards maturity 
and fulfillment.

Profile of a democratic Palestine 
1. The country

Pre-1948 Palestine—as defined dur
ing the British mandate — is the terri
tory to be liberated, the territory where 
the democratic, progressive state is 
to be created. The liberated Palestine 
will be part of the Arab homeland and 
will not be another alien state within 
it. The eventual unity of Palestine with 
other Arab states will make boundary 
problems less relevant and will end 
artificiality of the present status of 
Israel, and possibly that of Jordan as 
well.

The new country will be anti-imperi
alist and will join the ranks of progres
sive revolutionary countries. There
fore, it will have to cut the present 
life-links with, and the total dependence 
on, the United States. Therefore, inte
gration within the area will be the 
foremost prerequisite.

It should be quite obvious at this 
stage that the new Palestine discussed 
here is not the occupied West Bank or 
the Gaza Strip or both. These are 
areas occupied by the Israelis since 
June 1967. The homeland of the Pal
estinians usurped and colonized in 
1948 is no less dear or important 
than the part occupied in 1967.

Besides, the very existence of the 
racist oppressor state of Israel, based 
on the expulsion and forced exile of
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part of its citizens, is unacceptable to 
the revolution even in one tiny Pales
tinian village. Any arrangement ac
commodating the aggressor settler- 
state is unacceptable and temporary. 
Only the people of Palestine — its Jews, 
Christians and Moslems—in acountry 
that combines them all is permanent.

2. The constituents
All the Jews, Moslems and Christians 

living in Palestine or forcibly exiled 
from it will have the right of Pales
tinian citizenship. This guarantees the 
right of all exiled Palestinians to re
turn to their land whether they have 
been born in Palestine or in exile and 
regardless of their present nationality.

Equally, this means that all Jewish 
Palestinians — at the present Israelis 
— have the same right provided, of 
course, that they reject Zionist racist 
chauvinism and fully agree to live 
as Palestinians in the new Palestine. 
The revolution therefore rejects the 
supposition that only Jews who lived 
in Palestine prior to 1948 or prior to 
1914 and their descendants are accept
able. After all, [Moshe] Dayan [min
ister of defense] and [Yigal] Allon [dep
uty premier] were born in Palestine 
before 1948 and they — with many 
of their colleagues — are diehard racist 
Zionists who obviously do not qualify 
for a Palestinian status; whereas new
comers m ay be anti-Zionists and work 
ardently for the creation of a new 
Palestine.

In the interview referred to earlier 
[published in Al-Taleea, June 1969], 
Abu Iyad, one of the officials of Fateh, 
reasserted that not only progressive 
Jews but even present Zionists willing 
to abandon their racist ideology will 
be welcome as Palestinian citizens. It 
is the belief of the revolution that the 
majority of the present Israeli Jews 
will change their attitudes and will sub
scribe to the new Palestine, especially 
after the oligarchic state machinery, 
economy, and military establishment 
are destroyed.
3. The ideology

The Palestinians in the process of 
und ill the time of liberation will de
cide on the system of government and 
on the political economic social iirgn

nization of their liberated country.
( It should be repeated at this junc

ture that the term Palestinians includes 
those in exile and under occupation 
and Jewish settlers.)

A democratic and progressive Pales
tine, however, rejects by elimination 
a theocratic, a feudalist, an aristo
cratic, an authoritarian, or a racist- 
chauvinistic form of government. It 
will be a country that does not allow 
oppression or exploitation of any 
group of people by any other group 
or individual; a state that provides 
equal opportunities for its people in 
work, worship, education, political de
cision-making, and cultural and ar
tistic expression.

This is no utopian dream, for the 
very process of achieving the new 
Palestine inherently produces the requi
site climate for its future system of 
government — i.e., a people's war of 
liberation brings out new values and 
attitudes that serve as guarantees for 
democracy after liberation.

Witness changing attitudes towards 
collective work in refugee camps in 
Jordan and Lebanon. Palestinians and

" . . .  autumn wind 
autumn rain and autumn cold 
chills; then one hears the sound of flutes 
coming through the hills; 
guerillas have returned 
and 1 rejoice that wine enough 
is left for them. ”

Ho Chi Minh

other brothers joining them volunteer 
work and livelihoods. They are not 
exploited or enslaved labor. The val
ues of human life change. Unlike Is
raeli napalm raids and indiscriminate 
killing, Palestinian guerrillas kill spar
ingly and selectively.

New forms of human relations 
emerge. No master-slave relation can 
be attained among fighters for free
dom. Increasing awareness of the in
ternational dimensions of their prob
lem and discovery of who backs the 
oppressor and who supports the op
pressed creates new responsibilities to 
the international community, especial
ly to the supporters of liberation and 
democracy.

Therefore, Palestinians after libera
tion will not accept subjugation from 
anybody and will not reintroduce op
pression against any group, for this 
would be a negation of their raison 
d'etre and an abdication of their rev
olutionary existence.

This is quite obvious in Palestine 
refugee camps in Lebanon and Jor
dan. After twenty-two years of op
pression, humiliation and manipula
tion by secret police and local exploit
ers, the camps have awakened to the 
revolution. In the process, the exiles 
have broken their bonds, have thrown 
out the secret police and its spies and 
allied exploiters and have Instituted 
democratic self-management.

Medical, educational and social ser
vices are being provided locally 
through the revolutionary organiza
tions in a self-help fashion that has 
brought back dignity and self-respect. 
Crime rates in these camps have dras
tically gone down to 10 percent of 
their prerevolutionary magnitude. Self- 
discipline has replaced the police. The 
new militia is providing the link be
tween the revolutionary avant-garde 
and the mass base. Democratic checks 
are built in. These Palestinians will 
not accept oppression and subjuga
tion from anybody and will not en
force it on anybody.

Newsmen and other foreign visitors 
have discovered that nowhere in the 
Arab world can they find equally ma
ture and tolerant people vis a vis 
the Jews than in the camps in Jordan

and Lebanon and especially among 
the Ashbal: the fighting lion cubs. 
These young Palestinians (8-16 years) 
are almost totally free of any anti- 
Jewish biases. They have a clearer 
vision of the new democratic Palestine 
than that held by bourgeois city dwell
ers. These young people are the lib
erators of tomorrow. They will com
plete the destruction of Israeli oppres
sion and the rebuilding of the new 
Palestine.

If the democratic and progressive 
new Palestine is utopia, then the Pales
tinian guerrillas and camp dwellers 
are starting to practice it.

Two misconceptions
Several interpretations of the demo

cratic Palestine have sprung up in 
different quarters. These require clari
fication and some corrections. An at
tempt will be made presently to dis
cuss two of them that seem to be quite 
vital:

1. The call for a nonsectarian Pales
tine should not be confused with a 
multi-religious, a poly-religious or a 
bl-national state. The new Palestine 
is not to be built around three state 
religions or two nationalities. Rather, 
it will simply provide freedom from 
religious oppression of any group by 
another and freedom to practice re
ligion without discrimination. No 
rigidification of religious lines is de
sired by the revolution. No hard and 
fast religious distribution of political 
offices and other important jobs is 
envisioned. The Lebanese model 
(where the reactionary, quasi-feudalist 
or commercial-capitalist hierarchy di
vides jobs and offices on the basis of 
sectarian lines to perpetuate its dom
ination of the masses) is completely 
alien to the revolution.

Abu Ammar reiterated several times 
that the president of the liberated Pales
tine could be a Jew, a Moslem or a 
Christian not because of his religion 
or sect but on the basis of his merit 
as an outstanding Palestinian. Fur
thermore, religious and ethnic lines 
clearly cross in Palestine so as to 
make the term bi-national and the 
Arab-Jewish dichotomy meaningless, 
or at best quite dubious.

The majority of Jews in Palestine
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today are Arab Jews — euphemistical
ly called Oriental Jews by the Zionists. 
Therefore, Palestine combines Jewish, 
Christian and Moslem Arabs as well 
as non-Arabs (Western Jews).

2. The new democratic Palestine is 
NOT a substitute for liberation. 
Rather, it is the ultimate objective of 
liberation. A client state in the West 
Bank and Gaza, a Avneri-style de- 
Z ionized or Pasteurised Israel or a 
Semitic Confederation are all categor
ically rejected by the revolution. [Uri 
Avneri is a member of the Israeli 
Knesset and publisher of the largest 
circulation weekly magazine in Israel.] 
They are all racist blueprints to de
lude the Palestinians and other Arabs 
and continue Israeli hegemony and 
Palestinian subjugation. They all as
sume the maintenance of the basic ag
gression that led to the forced exile of 
Palestinians and the oppression of the 
masses. The sine qua non of the new 
Palestine is the destruction of the pi 
litical, economic and militarist founda
tions of the chauvinist-racist settler- 
state.

The maintenance of a technologically 
advanced military machine through 
a continuous flow of Western capital 
and exchange of population has led 
the expansionist Zionist machinery to 
perpetuate one aggression after the 
other. Therefore, liquidation of such 
a machinery is an irreplaceable con
dition for the creation of the new Pales
tine. When the machinery of the Nazi 
state was liquidated, the German peo
ple were liberated together with other 
nations that were oppressed by Nazi 
Germany, such as Poland, Hungary, 
Holland and France, The Germans 
were not liquidated.

The transition, and after
It is quite logical to expect specific 

transitional collective accommodations 
immediately after liberation, and even 
a few remaining in the normalized 
permanent state, i.e., some collective 
or group privileges besides the pure 
individual privileges. Jews, or non- 
Jews for that matter, would have the 
right to practice their religion and de
velop culturally and linguistically as 
a group, beside their individual po
litical and cultural participation. It is

quite logical for example to have both 
Arabic and Hebrew as official lan
guages taught in government schools 
to all Palestinians, Jews or non-Jews.

The right of free movement within 
the country and outside it would be 
guaranteed. Palestinians desirous of 
voluntarily leaving the country would 
be allowed to do so. Immigration 
would be restricted in a transitional 
period to the return of all exiled Pales
tinians desirous of return. In a nor
mal permanent state, however — sub
ject to agreed upon regulation and the 
absorptive capacity of the country — 
immigration would be open without 
discrimination. Freedom of access, vis
its, extended pilgrimage and tourism 
would be guaranteed — subject of 
course to the normal regulation — to 
all Jews, Moslems or Christians of the 
world who consider Palestine a holy 
place worthy of pilgrimage and medi
tation.

Is the New Palestine viable? 
Several well-intentioned critics main

tain that even if the creation of the 
democratic Palestine is possible, it will 
not survive for long. Their basic con
tention is that the population and cul
tural balance will heavily favor the 
Jews in the new Palestine. This — in 
their argument — will lead either to 
an  explosive situation or to the dom
ination of the new Palestine by the 
Jews and a possible reversion to a 
neo-Zionist state in disguise.

The argument is serious and looks 
quite plausible given the present set 
up and the European dichotomy of 
the "Arabs" as a backward group and 
"Jews" as a modern one.

As for population, the Jews in Pales
tine today number 2.5 million com
pared to 2.6 million Palestinian Arabs 
(Christians and Moslems) in the oc
cupied territories before 1967 and af
ter it, and in exile.

Birth rates and net natural growth 
rates are higher am ong Arab Pales
tinians than am ong the Jews in Pales
tine.

Immigration, however, has been the 
m ajor cause of growth in the Jewish 
ranks. Nevertheless one must consider 
the fact that 250,000 Jews have per
manently left Palestine (emlgruted)
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since 1949 in a period where relative 
security prevailed. Most of the emi
grants were European Jews, whereas 
most of the new immigrants were Arab 
Jews who found it very difficult to stay 
in their countries after the creation and 
survival of the aggressor settler-state 
of Israel.

The process of the revolution will 
inevitably increase the tempo of emi
gration, especially of those bene
ficiaries of a racist state who will find 
it very difficult to adapt to an open 
plural society. Parallel to that devel
opment will be the increasing modern
ization of the Arab countries and 
toleration of all minorities including 
the Jewish citizens. Fateh is already 
engaged in serious negotiations with 
several Arab countries to allow Jewish 
emigrants back, to return their prop
erty, and to guarantee them full and 
equal rights.

These factors are expected, on the 
whole, to maintain relative population 
balance in Palestine.

The pace of social and educational 
development is increasing rapidly 
among the Arab Palestinians as well. 
It is estimated that the number of uni
versity graduates among the Palestin
ians in exile exceeds 50,000.

Palestinians have successfully played 
the role of educators, professionals 
and technicians in several Arab coun
tries, especially those in the Arabian 
peninsula and North Africa. Arab 
Palestinians faced this cultural chal
lenge in pre-1948 Palestine and man
aged in the relatively short period of 
30 years to compete effectively with 
the Jews in agriculture, industry, edu
cation and even in the field of finance 
and banking. Armed with this spirit 
of a victorious revolution, hopefully 
in comradeship with a significant num
ber of Jews, the Arabs of Palestine 
will become effective and equal part
ners in the building of the new country.

Integration of Palestine within the 
Arab region will add to its economic 
and political viability. The present 
Arab boycott will obviously be re
placed by economic aid and trade, a 
goal which the settler-state of Israel 
completely failed to achieve, remain
ing thus an American ward and pro
tege during its entire existence.

Conclusion
The democratic, nonsectarian Pales

tine still lacks full clarity and elabora
tion, but this is the best that can be 
done at this stage of the arduous lib
eration struggle. Through armed 
struggle the Palestinians have out
grown their bitterness and prejudice in 
a relatively short time. A few years 
ago, discussing this proposal would 
have been considered as a complete 
sellout or high treason. Even today, 
some Arabs still find it very difficult 
to accept the proposed goal and se
cretly — or publicly — hope that it is 
nothing more than a tactical propa
ganda move.

Well, it is definitely not so. The Pales
tinian revolution is determined to fight 
for the creation of the new democratic 
and nonsectarian Palestine as the long
term ultimate goal of liberation. An
nihilation of the Jews or of the Pales
tinian exiles and the creation of an 
exclusive racist or theocratic state in 
Palestine be it Jewish, Christian or 
Moslem is totally unacceptable, un
workable and cannot last. The op
pressed Palestinian masses will fight 
and make all needed sacrifices to de
molish the oppressor exclusive state.

The Israeli racists are greatly ir
ritated by the idea of a democratic 
Palestine. It reveals the contradictions 
of Zionism and bares the moral 
schizophrenia that besets world Jew
ry since the creation of Israel. The 
adoption of the new goal by several 
significant progressive Jews scares 
world Zionism. Israeli Jewish profes
sor Loebel and French Jewish writer 
Ania Francos were threatened and mo
lested by Zionists for their sponsor
ship of a democratic Palestine as the 
ultimate goal of liberation. The Zion
ists are stepping up their campaign to 
discredit the idea especially among 
the Jews.

Their effort has been in vain. The 
force of logic and the effect of years 
of persecution in exclusive societies at 
the hands of racists are opening the 
eyes of Jews and others in the world 
to the only permanent solution that 
will bring a lusting pcuce and jus
tice to our Palestine: building a pro
gressive, open, tolerant country for 
all of us.
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