
Editorial
The struggle against the US-Israeli plans will continue

President Amin Gemayel has decided to unilaterally 
abrogate the May 17th agreement which was signed 
between Lebanon and ‘Israel’ in the aftermath of the 1982 
Israeli invasion of Lebanon. It has also been announced that 
a conference will be held in Switzerland to discuss the deep 
differences separating the regime-Phalangist camp from the 
National Salvation Front-Amal camp.

These developments raise questions on the future of 
Lebanon: Will there be a reconciliation? Will the civil war 
stop? What will be the US and Israeli reaction to Gemayel’s 
step?

Why the change?

Since the US-Israeli invasion of Lebanon, the fascists, led 
by the Phalangists, have been counting on the possibility of 
completely controlling Lebanon. This means, of course, the 
total destruction of the Lebanese nationalist forces, and 
ousting the Syrian and PLO forces from Lebanon. These 
calculations remain in the Baabda Presidential Palace, but 
now in a more discrete manner, after the Lebanese 
nationalist forces scored important victories in the past two 
months.

The immediate byproduct of the nationalist forces’ 
gaining full control of West Beirut was the division of the 
Lebanese Army, which both the regime and the US had 
considered to be an unbreakably unified institution. Also, 
strategic positions of the army and the fascists in the 
mountains were taken by the nationalist forces, pushing the 
army and Phalangist units to withdraw and head 
southwards. The nationalist forces’ offensive continued to 
the perimeter of the fascist-controlled areas and Souq al 
Gharb, where the US had drawn a red line. At this point, a 
dramatic change took place: Amin Gemayel decided to 
cancel the May 17th agreement. To this purpose, a visit to 
Damascus was arranged.

The background for Gemayel’s decision and visit is 
complicated and can be summarized as follows:

(a) Gemayel’s army suffered several blows, the most 
serious being the split in its ranks.

(b) The LTS administration came under strong internal 
pressure against the presence of the Marines in Beirut. This, 
and the fact that losses in their ranks increased, forced 
Reagan to pull the Marines out, thus depriving the Lebanese 
regime of a major supportive factor.

(c) Phalangist Sami Maroun had visited ‘Israel’, together 
with Wadi Haddad, Gemayel’s national security advisor, in 
order to ask for help. The answer was negative.

(d) In the meantime, Jean Obeid, Gemayel’s advisor on 
■political affairs, was discussing with the Syrian Foreign 
Minister, Khaddam, the possibility of a reconciliation 
between Damascus and Baabda.

Gemayel realized that there was no way to save his 
presidency other than to cancel the agreement, in order to 
pave the way for reconciliation with the nationalist forces.

In Damascus, Gemayel discussed in detail with Syrian 
President Assad the necessary conditions for cancelling the 
May 17th agreement. According to informed sources, these 
conditions were: (a) the basis for the reconciliation 
conference in Switzerland, (b) what guarantees Lebanon 
can give ‘Israel’, (c) Syrian-Lebanese relations.
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The Damascus summit was a serious change in the course 
charted by tl»o intense fighting in Lebanon, but will this 
meeting prepare for a solution in Lebanon?

What next for Lebanon?

The internal contradictions in Lebanon are too 
complicated to be solved quickly. Moreover, the Lebanese 
crisis cannot lx1 isolated from the Middle Fast conflict.

TTie tripartite alliance (Syria, the PLO and the Lebanese 
nationalist forces) has been fighting the US-Israeli plans in 
Lebanon, which the US wanted to make into the bridge for 
Camp David to the Eastern Front. In the wake of the recent 
battles, this plan has fcollapsed, yet the US is not at a 
deadend, for the Reagan Administration is betting on the 
Egyptian-Jordanian lever to push its plans into the Eastern 
Front. In this context, the talks between Arafat and King 
HusSei'n are regarded as extremely important.

Syria, and the PLO'forces that oppose Arafat’s political 
line, realize that the battle is still open in Lebanon. South 
Lebanon is still occupied by the Israelis, who take their own 
measures to protect their “borders". Moreover, the 
Lebanese nationalist forces cannot be sure of the extent to 
whioh Gemayel is ready to compromise in the Switzerland 
conference. Thus, Lebanon will remain a battlefield in the 
foreseeable future. The. resistance to the Israeli occupation 
will continue in the South. The struggle of the Lebanese 
nationalist forces for their rights will continue. Above all, 
Syria, the PLO und the Lebanese nationalist and progressive 
forces will continue to struggle against the US-Israeli plans 
for the Middle East. 0
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PFLP - DFLP Warn Defeatists

PFLP—DFLP Joint Leadership statement on recent developments in the occupied territories issued 
January 29, 1984: We warn the defeatist elements about departing from the national consensus.

In recent days, the Israeli occupation 
authorities have started feverish activi­
ties in the occupied territories. With 
these actions, they aim to weaken the 
overall national boycott of the civil ad­
ministration. Further, they aim to ap­
point alternatives to the elected mayors, 
and form committees of rightist, vacil­
lating and defeatist elements to adminis­
ter the municipal councils, which were 
tyrannically cancelled over the past two 
years.

These activities are taking place 
through a variety of channels and in 
coordination with the Jordanian authori­
ties and their helpers in the occupied 
territories. US support is also involved 
through what is called the project for 
economic advancement and develop­
ment. These activities are going on 
under slogans of “concern” for facilitat­
ing and serving the daily interests of the 
population. Our people are being ‘ad­
vised’ that continuing the national boy­
cott of civil administration, and the 
strike of the municipal workers and em­
ployees, is useless.

These activities go hand in hand with 
the rapid Jordanian steps aiming to 
strengthen ties with the occupied terri­
tories, and assert Jordan’s responsibility 
for the future of these territories, at the 
expense of the PLO and the right of the 
Palestinian people to return, self- 
determination and an independent na­
tional state. All this is in preparation for 
convening a conference in Amman for 
the representatives of the municipal 
councils in the West Bank and Jordan.

Based on national commitment and 
an understanding of the dangers of these 
activities, the Joint Leadership of PFLP 
and DFLP held a meeting to study the 
situation in the occupied territories, and 
concluded the following:

1. We salute all nationalist forces, bo­
dies, institutions and personalities in the 
occupied territories, that continue to 
decisively oppose all attempts to violate 
the national consensus of our Palestinian 
people. The Joint Leadership calls on 
these forces and bodies to unite their 
ranks to confront the new Israeli- 
Jordanian maneuvers, to abort them and 
prevent the handful of defeatist, collab­
orating elements from being drawn into 
these maneuvers, as a prelude to partici­

pating in the ‘autonomy’ plan and the 
Jordanian annexationist plans.

2. We call upon all Palestinian forces, 
bodies, institutions and popular organi­
zations, inside and outside the occupied 
homeland, to combat these moves and 
expose their liquidationist objectives; to 
declare firm adherence to the elected 
municipal councils and mayors, in the 
forefront the militants Bassam Shakaa 
and Karim Khalaf, and the other na­
tionalist mayors who are sincere to their 
people’s cause and homeland; to reject 
all attempts to cooperate with the appa­
ratus of the Israeli civil administration 
and continue the boycott.

3. We call on the PLO, and the insti­
tutions concerned with the affairs of the 
occupied territories, to adhere to the na­
tional consensus, as maintained in its re­
solutions, in particular the resolutions of 
the Palestinian National Council, the

Executive Committee and the Supreme 
Council of the Occupied Homeland 
Department. This is necessary in order 
to take united and active measures to 
abort the Israeli-Jordanian moves.

While affirming our decisive stand 
confronting the Israeli-Jordanian 
moves, we salute our people in the oc­
cupied territories who rally around the 
PLO in facing the projects of the occu­
pation and the Jordanian annexationist 
plans. The Joint Leadership warns the 
defeatist elements in the occupied 
homeland who are attempting to take 
advantage of the critical period facing 
the revolution. They have exposed their 
real position by declaring their intention 
to join in the plans of the occupation and 
the Jordanian authorities. The people 
will takes measures to punish all those 
renegades who violate the national con­
sensus. 0

Military Operations

Revolutionary violence, practiced in 
concordance with a clear political line, 
is an essential component of the 
Palestinian national liberation struggle. 
Military operations against the Zionist 
enemy are our legitimate response to 
the occupation of our homeland, 
Palestine. They are our masses’ answer 
to the daily violence of the enemy. The 
historical examples of victorious 
liberation movements prove that 
revolutionary violence is the only way 
to resolve the contradiction between 
the masses and the enemy, in our case, 
imperialism, Zionism and Arab 
reaction.

The military operations carried out 
in occupied Palestine are an essential 
and integral part of our strategy of 
protracted people’s war.

The ability of our revolution to carry 
out military operations today is in itself 
a victory for the Palestinian cause. 
Each operation refutes the Zionist 
claim of having destroyed the PLO in 
the barbaric invasion of Lebanon in the 
summer of 1982.

A PFLP spokesman declared that mil­
itary units of the Front in the occupied 
homeland had carried out two military 
operations against the Zionist occupation 
forces on February 21st:

— PFLP militants ambushed a Zionist 
military patrol in the city of Gaza. As the 
patrol was passing, they attacked it with 
fire bombs, killing or wounding a 
number of the Zionist soldiers. The 
PFLP unit returned safely to base.

— A time bomb exploded in Gaza, 
causing several Israeli casualties. Israeli 
ambulances arrived at the scene to take 
the killed and wounded away.

The Israeli radio acknowledged both 
operations, but as usual, played down 
the number of casualties.

In the occupied territories, 1984 was 
ushered in with five different fire bomb 
and two grenade attacks against the oc­
cupying army in the space of a few days. 
These attacks have continued, culminat­
ing in the large operation in Jerusalem on 
February 28th, when two grenades ex­
ploded on a main street. The Zionists 
admitted 20 casualties.

Also, Palestinian freedom fighters 
showed their repugnance for Gaza 
mayor, Rashed Shawwa, after he public­
ly advocated Palestinian cooperation 
with the Egyptian and Jordanian re­
gimes; a bomb exploded at the entrance 
to his home on New Year’s Eve.
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