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Palestine liberation movement. Driven out of Jordan by King
Hussein in Black September of 1970 and its bloody aftermath,
unable to organize and operate freely in Syria, the Palestinian
resistance has only Lebanon in which it can work openly.

The forces which the people of Tal az Zaatar are resisting show
the complex and bizarre alignment which is attempting to crush
the Palestinian and Lebanese progressive movements. The reac-
tionary Lebanese militias which are attacking the camps are
armed—they no longer bother to conceal it—by, among others,
Israel, which is shipping U.S. made M-1 rifles, NATO type
assault rifles and heavy armoured cars into the rightist Lebanese
port of Jouniyeh. The Syrian navy, while patrolling the coast to
prevent supplies to the Palestinians and Lebanese left, allows
the Israeli arms to enter Lebanon unhindered. Syrian troops,
which invaded Lebanon in force in June, leave the rightist
militias free to launch their offensives secure in the knowledge
that Syrian troops are guarding key points throughout the
country. The U.S. government has been acting as a go-between
in the strange alliance between Syria and Israel.

It was at Tal az Zaatar that the series of events began last
January which has led to the current stage of the war in Lebanon.
With the civil war then nine months old, the right wing
blockaded Tal az Zaatar and Jisr al Basha refugee camps, a
Palestinian presence in the area between the right’s strongholds
in Beirut and their mountain bastions to the east.

The blockade signalled the beginning of a reactionary military
offensive to force the progressive movement in Lebanon to
accept retention of the quasi-feudal sectarian political system,
and to eliminate the Palestinians’ armed sovereignty over their
miserable refugee camps and their freedom of action to strike
across the Lebanese border at Israel. The alternative, warned
Pierre Gemayel, head of the rightist Phalange party, was
partition of Lebanon.

In a two-week offensive the reactionaries began in fact to carve
out a Christian enclave. By mid-January, the Syrian government
decided to intervene, saying that it could not permit partition of
Lebanon. Palestine Liberation Army (PLA) units stationed in
Syria were allowed to cross the border and, with their armored
cars and artillery, to join with the progressive Lebanese and
Palestinian forces in a powerful counteroffensive, in which the
nationalist forces quickly gained the upper hand, taking control

4 Medical Aid )
for Lebanon Needed

An urgent appeal has been issued for medical aid to the
progressive Lebanese and Palestinians.

* Doctors, nurses and other trained health workers are
needed immediately to care for the wounded. Arrangements
will be provided for transportation to Lebanon.

* Contributions of money or medical supplies are being
collected. Vital medicines and supplies are being purchased
and readied for shipment by air in the very near future.

* Blood is desperately needed and can be donated at any
Red Cross center. Specify that it is to be sent to Lebanon.

* Volunteers are needed to help organize medical aid to
Lebanon.

The Palestine Solidarity Committee hopes to participate
in a broader coordinated effort for medical aid; in the
meanwhile, please contact us if you are willing to use your
training to help care for the wounded in Lebanon, or if you
are interested in working on a project for medical aid here.
Please also send us your contributions and receipt forms for
blood donation: we will see that they are channeled to the
proper place. Write to: Palestine Solidarity Committee, Box
\ 1757, Manhattanville Station, New York, New York 10027.)

of 80 percent of Lebanon’s territory. Those few days of fighting
were both the high point and the conclusion of the alliance
between Syria, the PLO and the Lebanese progressive forces.

The political intentions of the Syrian regime, as it rapidly be-
came clear, went beyond preventing the partition of Lebanon by
the right, to include restoration of the previous status quo, with
minimal reform, and containment of the Palestinian movement.
Syrian Foreign Minister Abdel Halim Khaddam quickly
arranged a ceasefire. The political conditions of the ceasefire,
articulated in a 12-point program, offered to the right a
formalization of the unwritten sectarian system which allows the
presidency to a Maronite, and awarded the left only minimal
reform, parity of Christians and Moslems in Parliament, rather
than the previous slight Christian majority. The program also
called for implementation of the 1969 Cairo agreement on the
Palestinian presénce in Lebanon; although the PLO in principle
accepts the agreement, if implemented in the present civil war
situation, it might be the basis to isolate and contain the
Palestinian armed movement. Khaddam publicly stated the need
to impose ‘‘discipline’’ on the Palestinian movement.

THE US-SYRIAN INTERSECTION

By the end of January, when the political thrust of the efforts
of Syria’s Head of State, President Hafiz Al-Assad, had become
somewhat clearer, U.S. strategists were supporting his inter-
vention, which was still essentially political rather than military.

The U.S. and Syria had found an intersection of their interests
in Lebanon. As Dean Brown, for a time this spring Kissinger’s
special envoy to Lebanon, told a Senate Subcommittee on June
21, ‘““What the Syrians want is not too much different from what
we want.”” Brown defined this shared goal as ‘‘the recreation of a
Lebanon of the past somewhat changed, but basically filling a
role of a service country in the world; a country that provides
banking services; financial services through which ideas and
movement flow, which is an entrepot for Syria.”’

The rather modest program of transition toward a secular,
democratic and capitalist Lebanon which the Lebanese Front of
Nationalist and Progressive Forces espouses does not in and of
itself alarm U.S. strategists (though they are no doubt concerned
about the strength of the Lebanese left, and the prospect of
social changes which do not stop with political democratization).
As Dean Brown indicated not long ago, these reforms would
bring Lebanon into line with Western capitalism.

But the special problem which the Palestinians pose to
imperialism requires the maintenance of a whole system of
anachronisms in Lebanon to attempt to contain the left as well as
the Palestinians. The rapid growth of the Lebanese left was
made possible by the protection of the Palestinian resistance and
in the last year, the left has become a serious military force with
arms and training partially supplied through the Palestinians.
The left is deeply committed to the preservation of Palestinian
rights in Lebanon; the two are, in fact, guarantors of each other’s
interests. Thus for the U.S. and its allies, the sectarian divisions
of another era have to be maintained in a rapidly capitalizing
economy and the power of feudal leaders preserved in their
ancient mountain fiefdoms and the hashish fields of the Beqaa
plain, while massive economic power is being concentrated in
the new skyscrapers of Beirut.

Since the fifties the U.S. has been covertly arming and aiding
the militias of the Lebanese right. These militias, based in the
Maronite community and formed along quasi-feudal lines, have
expanded very rapidly, and have launched repeated attacks on
the Palestinian movement which grew up after the June 1967
war.

The past year’s campaign to ‘‘cleanse Lebanon’ of the
‘“foreign ingrates,”’ as Pierre Gemayel so gracelessly describes
the right’s war with the Palestinians, was supported by the U.S.
government. But the hardheaded strategists in Washington were
afraid of the destabilizing consequences of a ‘‘Maronite Zion,”’
no matter how much the partition project appealed to some of the
political fossils the U.S. has preserved in Lebanon. Hence the
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At the end of June, the PLO's publication, Filastin
Ath-Thawrah, published in Beirut an interview with Abu
FEyad (Salah K halaf), in which he analyzed Syria’s invasion
of Lebanon. Abu Eyad, second to Yasir Arafat in the
leadership of al-Fateh was appointed to head the new
Unified Command of the Palestinian and Lebanese
National Forces in Beirut in June.

The following is excerpted from his remarks:

[PLOT TO CREATE ALTERNATIVE PALESTINIAN
LEADERSHIP]

[Asked about the ‘‘indications that the Syrian regime,
following the policy of King Hussein of Jordan and of the
Zionist entity, is attempting to create an alternate
Palestine command,”’ Abu Eyad replied:] I would like to
reassure every citizen about this question. The whole
world knows now that the Palestinian revolution exists,
and it exists through its guns. This Palestinian revolution
has its commands and rank and file who have fought since
the inception of the revolution. They fought in Jordan,
have been fighting in Lebanon for 15 months now and will
fight against any new plot.

The tools of the Syrian regime [As Saiqga commando
group and the Palestine Liberation Army units tied to the
Syrian Army] have been burned and the Syrian regime’s
ability to put forward false ‘‘Palestinian’’ representatives
has come to an end. Such falsifying could have been
possible a long time ago when were unarmed in the
refugee camps. But now no party, not even our enemies,
can ignore the revolution and the PLO. Even if they were
to gather all the lackeys and agents, they would not be able
to change the facts in any way.

The results of the West Bank elections declare on behalf
of the Palestinian people, the Galilee declares and our
strugglers in Lebanon declare that the time when puppets
could be created and moved as desired has come to an end.

[SAUDI ARABIAN EFFORTS TO ACHIEVE A SYRIAN-
EGYPTIAN RAPPROACHEMENT]

Our main issue is the Syrian invasion which has taken
place within the general imperialist design for a peaceful
settlement in the area. Although we do not know the price
offered to the Syrian regime, it was asked to liquidate the
Palestinian revolution or neutralize it.

\ Proceeding from this point, we can talk about the

Palestine Leader on Syrian Invasion

PLO FACES GRAVE THREAN

attempts at reconciliation between Egypt and Syria.
[These two regimes have been at odds ever since Syria
began its vehement campaign against Egypt’s pledge of
three years of ‘‘non-belligerency’’ towards Israel in
agreeing to the Sinai Accords in September, 1975.] We
regard the Sinai agreement as a deviation in the Egyptian
national policy. While during the Lebanese crisis the
Egyptian regime has given us aid which we will never
forget, this, however, does not mean that the difference
over the Sinai agreement is over. Our difference with it
will stay. As for us, we will try our best to restore Egypt to
the Arab national rank so that it can assume its true role.

From this point of view, then, if the Saudi Arabian
attempt at a reconciliation between Syria and Egypt leads
to a reconciliation of their differences over the Sinai
agreement and the continued Syrian onslaught on the
Palestinian revolution, it would be a reconciliation which
took place at our expense.

[LIBYA ALONE IN SUPPLYING SIGNIFICANT SUPPORT]

One can bitterly say that there are maneuvers by the
Arab states. This has been felt in the contacts which
brother Abu ‘Ammar [Yasser Arafat] is making with the
Arab states. He goes to a certain Arab country and they
tell him ‘our forces are coming’ [to help police a Lebanese
cease fire]. Every time, an obstacle arises.

However, the Libyans have come with all their weight.
The Libyan prime minister has been here for the last 20
days seeking day and night to achieve major points.

Meanwhile, the other Arab states are raising their
voices, but we do not see their deeds.

[REVOLUTIONARY OPTIMISM]

I am very optimistic in regards to the general picture
because the cohesion among the Lebanese national
movement, the Palestinian revolution and the Lebanese
masses is more than any revolution ever dreamed of. If we
triumph over the plot against us, and I am sure we will, I
expect that a change will take place in the Arab world. The
Palestinian revolution and the Lebanese national
movement will then have caused a retreat in the plots of
the Arab reactionary apostasy. The Syrian invasion has
been the most dangerous link in these plots. If we are
finished with it, then everything else will be less

dangerous. /

U.S. warning last January that the Syrian initiative—return to
the previous status quo with minimal reform and containment of
the PLO—was the ‘‘last and best hope’’ for the right.

SYRIA’S MOTIVATIONS

Syrian President Assad’s actions were dictated by his percep-
tions of the path for Syria to regain the Golan Heights, occupied
by Israel since 1967, and to secure a settlement of the
Arab-Israeli conflict on terms (relatively) favorable to his
country.

Popular mobilization, as advocated by the Palestinians, and
even by more radical Baathists whom Assad overthrew in his
1970 coup d’etat, is not a possibility for Assad, for the simple
reason that his regime rests on an elite rather than on a mass
base. And since Assad’s accession to power in 1970, he has been
moving Syria to the right, encouraging the return of capitalists

who fled during the period of nationalization of the economy, and
welcoming investment by Saudi Arabia and other conservative
Arab states.

Consequently, after the October War it was easy for Assad to
subscribe to the cliche of Arab conservatism that only the U.S.
government could deliver the Arab territories from Israeli
occupation. Although he cooperated with the U.S. government’s
step-by-step diplomacy sufficiently to earn Kissinger’s praise
and token U.S. aid, Assad learned to his bitter disappointment in
September 1975 that he had been double-crossed. Kissinger
arranged the Sinai Accord, by which Anwar Sadat agreed that
Egypt would accept three years of ‘‘non-belligerency’’ with
Israel in return for a small slice of the Sinai. With Egypt out of
the confrontation with Israel, Assad was left to face the problem
of the Israeli occupation of the Golan Heights alone.

Assad’s response was to strengthen his negotiating position
Con’t. on page 10
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The following is excerpted from the interview as published in
the June 18 issue of Jewish Press:

WHAT ARE THE PRIMARY FACTORS BRINGING ISRAEL
AND SOUTH AFRICA TOGETHER?

Israeli Ambassador Yitzhak Unna: 1 would say if you ask a South
African and in particular an Afrikaner, he will give you three
reasons for this closeness. He will say first of all we have a
common biblical heritage, and I would not underrate this feeling.
The Afrikaners are a devout Christian Calvinist people, who
know the Bible perhaps even better than we do, including the old
Testament, and they make a comparison. You find this very often
they make a comparison between the Great Trek of the
Afrikaners away from the British to the Transvaal and the
Exodus of the Jews from Egypt. So there is a common Biblical
heritage which they respect tremendously in Israel.

Then there is the feeling which is perhaps a slight over-
simplification which the South Africans feel that South African
and Israel are in the same boat. A small community surrounded
by a preponderance of hostile neighbors which has to survive.

There is a Jewish community here of roughly 117,000 people,
Jews who really have an unblemished record of fidelity to Israel,
who feel very strongly about Israel, who participate both
financially and culturally and spiritually in the upbuilding of
Israel, who have a very good aliyah [emigration] from here to
Israel thanks to the good relations between the government of
South Africa and Israel. The Jews are really in a way in a

privileged position inasmuch as they are able to send funds to
Israel. [South Aftican regulations forbid currency transfers and
investment abroad to prevent a flight of capital, but an exception
is made for Israel.]

MR. AMBASSADOR, IS IT YOUR VIEW THAT BECAUSE OF
THE SPECIAL RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SOUTH AFRICA
AND ISRAEL THAT IT IS THE OBLIGATION OF THE JEWISH
COMMUNITIES IN AMERICA, ISRAEL, OR FOR THAT
MATTER ANYWHERE, TO LOOK FAVORABLY UPON
SOUTH AFRICA?

Israeli Ambassador Unna: Look, I would take my guidelines from
what the [South African] Minister of Tourism, Mr. Marais Steyn,
said to you last night. South Africa is not a Utopia, in fact very
few countries are, even Israel is not a Utopia: we all have our
shortcomings. Nobody doubts, including South Africans, that
South Africa has its shortcomings; but I do believe that such a
visit as yours here, as guests of the South African Tourist
Organization and Pan Am, will enable you to have an honest look
at South Africa. You will be able to, I think, divorce hostile
propaganda from the reality of the situation, which I believe is
far more sanguine than the propaganda the anti-South African
propaganda slant seems to make out, and if you in your various
papers present an accurate and sincere picture as you see it of
South Africa, and I have no doubt that this is what you will be
doing, you will be doing South African/Israel relations a service,
you will be doing South Africa a service.

lj-lg- St,ategy Con’t. from page 1

of a rapproachment between Syria and Egypt. They hope that
King Khalid of Saudi Arabia can enforce a reconciliation, now
that Assad no longer has a good reputation to maintain among
nationalists, and since Saudi Arabia is withholding $4 billion of
funds for economic development in Syria until Assad accedes to
the restoration of good relations with Sadat.

NEW ARAB BLOC

The Egyptian-Syrian reconciliation would pave the way for a
larger conservative Arab axis, which the U.S. is now working
behind the scenes to assemble. According to Golan’s dispatch,
‘“‘recently the United States has been active toward consolidating
a bloc of Arab states to be based on an Egypt-Syria-Saudi
Arabia-Kuwait axis... Even though the two main political
factors of the axis are Egypt and Syria, Washington is
earmarking Saudi Arabia to play the chief role. This is because
King Khalid proved recently by a series of acts that he differs
from his predecessor in his willingness to apply Saudi Arabia’s
vast financial influence on Arab states in a dynamic manner.”’

Jordan would also play an important role in such an axis,
particularly because of its strategic relation to the Palestinian
issue. Now that Syria and Jordan have a strong connection,
Jordan has emerged from its post Rabat doldrums. The active
role Hussein played in the Lebanese crisis must also have
rehabilitated him in the eyes of any Washington observers who
thought Rabat and his reverses on the West Bank rendered him
obsolete.

If such a Syrian-Egyptian-Saudi-Kuwaiti-Jordanian axis can
be forged, strategists in the U.S. State Department hope it could
be employed for three purposes:

First, the axis could support a Lebanese settlement, perhaps
arranged as a State Department memo suggests, along the lines
of a French proposal that the parties to the conflict meet for a
conference outside Lebanon. According to this Washington
scenario, the Lebanese parties would meet first without the
Palestinians and agree among themselves on an acceptable
status for the Palestinians, necessarily involving yielding to
some of the right’s anti-PLO positions. This ‘‘Lebanese”
definition of the PLO’s status would then be negotiated with the
Palestinians at a second stage of the conference.

The U.S. strategists believe the emerging conservative Arab
axis can help return Lebanon to the previous status quo with
some minimal adjustment to the realities of sectarian balance.
Such a solution, it believes, is possible only with the ‘‘insulation
and control”’ of the PLO. Dean Brown has already brandished
the enticement of U.S. aid to rebuild the Lebanese economy and
state apparatus, and since the U.S. favors the restoration of
Lebanon as a service center for international capital, as regional
headquarters for banking and petroleum-related industry, it is
not difficult to predict the guidelines the U.S. would impose on
any rebuilding operation.

Second, the U.S. hopes that this conservative Arab axis could
reverse the diplomatic victories the PLO has won in the Arab
world over the last few years. Some in the State Department are
suggesting that the Arab League might negotiate an agreement
with the PLO on the ‘‘nonintervention of the Palestinians in the
domestic affairs’’ of the Arab states where they are living in
exile. Golan reports that in Israel ‘‘it is not being ruled out that
Saudi Arabia, Egypt, Syria and Kuwait will support a change in
the Rabat resolution which granted the PLO exclusive
representation of the Palestinians. Jordan’s recently increased
activity in Judea and Samaria [the West Bank] indicates, in
Jerusalem’s view, that King Hussein thinks that this
representation may be granted to him in the not too distant
future.””

Third, the U.S. government hopes that this conservative axis,
after stripping the PLO of much of its stature and independence,
could then maneuver into a position to conclude a comprehensive
peace settlement with Israel.

Golan reports that ‘‘senior sources in Jerusalem expressed
their view recently that Israel should prepare itself quickly for
the possible consolidation of such an axis. This anticipation, the
senior sources said, has to find reflection in the drawing of
an Israeli plan toward the possible renewal of contacts with the
nieghboring countries.”’ Avineri commented that the U.S. and
Israel are ‘‘constantly exchanging opinions’’ on the new political
options presented by the war in Lebanon and the Syrian
intervention.

The U.S. government’s plans are based on the hypothesis that
the Palestinian and progressive Lebanese will fail in their
resistance to the assaults by Syria and Lebanese reactionaries.
And that premise may be a serious miscalculation.
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4 Hunger Strike Demands )
Relief Aid for Lebanon

Five members of the Ad Hoc Lebanese-Palestinian Relief
Committee held a 9-day hunger strike in early July at the
Boston Red Cross Headquarters ‘‘to draw attention to the
plight of Lebanese and Palestinians in the areas besieged by
the Lebanese right-wing factions and/or the Syrian army.”’

The strikers pointed out: ‘‘In Beirut, a city of more than a
million people in times of peace, water and electricity have
not been available since the latter part of June. Hospitals
are overcrowded with a severe shortage of medical supplies.
Yet the various agencies of the International Red Cross have
done remarkably little to alleviate the situation.”’

The group of progressive Lebanese and Palestinians in
Boston began their hunger strike by demanding that the
Geneva-based International Commission of the Red Cross
(ICRC): ‘‘1) immediately launch a wide public appeal for
contributions to the relief of the besieged areas in Lebanon;
2) immediately initiate its own massive relief effort; 3)
cooperate with the Palestinian Red Crescent to insure the
success of the relief operation; 4) make clear to the
international community which parties are obstructing its
activities’’ if difficulties arise.

The strike ended when participants received cables from
Geneva and outside sources indicating that the ICRC had
stepped up its relief effort to Beirut.

lebaﬂaﬂ Con't. from page 3

by uniting an Eastern front under his leadership: from this
stance he believed he could convince the U.S. government to
force Israel to yield territory. The front does not seem to have
been constructed so much for military purposes—Assad
extended the UN observer force’s mandate in the Golan
unconditionally in May—as for diplomatic ones.

Syria brought Jordan into the front, and built closer economic
and political ties between the two countries, with plans for a
Syrian-Jordanian federation. With some combination of Baathist
faith in the power of Arab unity and a more sinister confidence in
his ability to strongarm the PLO, Assad believed that the
Palestinians could be brought into his Eastern Front alliance
alongside Hussein—although the resistance’s media still
regularly attaches the soubriquet ‘‘butcher of Amman’’ to the
name of their bitter enemy. With this Syrian-Jordanian-PLO
front, Assad must have dreamed of offering Kissinger the
ultimate package deal for the Middle East.

TENSIONS BETWEEN SYRIA AND THE PALESTINIANS

The Palestinians did not seem at all amenable, however, to the
““‘discipline’’ Syria was trying to impose upon them. On January
31, forces of as Saiqa, a pro-Syrian Palestinian group, attacked
the offices of two Beirut publications close to the Rejection Front,
the Palestinian formation which had most irked Assad with its
vociferous attacks on the ‘‘peaceful settlement’” with Israel. The
PLO and all the organizations in it strongly condemned the
attack.

Next Assad and the PLO clashed over Hussein: the PLO
bitterly attacked the King for steps to reassert his authority over
the occupied West Bank, including summoning the Palestinian
deputies from the West Bank to the reconvening of the Jordanian
Parliament. The PLO argued persuasively that these measures
contravened the Rabat Arab Summit resolutions, which had
confirmed the PLO as the sole legitimate representative of the
Palestinians. Assad and Zuhair Mohsen, head of as Saiqa,
absolved Hussein of any wrongdoing, and inspired some rather
nasty coments to the effect that it was time for ‘‘new blood’’ in

the PLO’s leadership, and that perhaps Zuhair Mohsen should
replace Arafat.

The rapid growth of as Saiqa, in this political context, alarmed
the PLO. The political organization of as Saiqa, which is formally
the Palestinian branch of the Syrian-oriented Baath party, has
been virtually destroyed by Assad’s government; since Assad’s
1970 coup, as Saiqa has become in many ways an appendage of
the Syrian army. As the war in Lebanon dragged on through the
winter and spring, Syria was accused of swelling the ranks of as
Saiqa with regular Syrian soldiers.

THE COLLAPSE OF THE SYRIAN POLITICAL INITIATIVE

While tensions were increasing between Assad and the
Palestinians, fighting in Lebanon never really stopped, and the
Syrian political initiative was failing. The right presented the
major obstacle to its implementation, when the reactionary
parties and Lebanese president Suleiman Franjieh refused to
give representation in the government to the progressive
movement. Franjieh himself, an arch-conservative, was
intransigent in his refusal to resign the presidency, even after
two thirds of the parliamentary deputies petitioned him to leave
office so that a new president might take office and salvage the
situation.

Given the impasse, the state apparatus began to rapidly
disintegrate. More and more soldiers deserted to the Lebanese
Arab Army, led by Lt. Ahmed Khatib. This grass-roots, progres-
sive movement among soldiers began after Maronite officers had
ordered units of the army to enter the fighting in January on the
side of the right wing. As it grew into a significant force, the
Lebanese Arab Army began receiving support and supplies from
al Fateh.

On March 11 General al Adhab announced that he was taking
power in a coup to save the constitutional process by forcing
Franjieh to resign so that a new president could be elected
legally. According to several published reports, the coup was
backed not only by senior army officers anxious to preserve the
state structures of Lebanon, but also by the center of the PLO,
eager to find a solution to the war which would edge Syria out of
Lebanon and put an end to the fighting.

Syria now revealed its unwillingness to allow the Lebanese to
get themselves out of their impasse by themselves. Syrian army
troops and as Saiqa commandos blocked access to the presiden-
tial palace at Baadba to protect Franjieh from attempts to remove
him from the presidency by force.

This was the moment when the potential for an imposed
political settlement evaporated. The combined forces of the
Palestinian movement and the progressive Lebanese were
moved to launch in the last half of March a multi-frontal military
offensive which brought them within sight of a decisive victory.
When progressive Lebanese leader Kamal Jumblatt announced
he would seek a military solution to the war, in order to impose
the left’s program of secular bourgeois democracy on Lebanon,
and demanded that the Syrian troops should withdraw from the
country, as Saiqa declared its willingness to fight anyone,
including Jumblatt, who opposed the now discredited Syrian
political initiative. Syria cut off its material support to the PLO
and the Lebanese progressive movement.

By the end of March, after President Franjieh had been driven
from the presidential palace to the rightist redoubt at the port of
Jouniyeh, north of Beirut, the PLO and the progressive Lebanese
suddenly halted their offensive. Assad was mobilizing 17,000
Syrian troops on the border and threatened an all out offensive
against the PLO and Lebanese progressives. The main stream in
the PLO, in particular, was eager to avoid, if at all possible, such
a show down.

THE BEGINNING OF THE MILITARY INTERVENTION
Kissinger quickly dispatched Dean Brown to shore up the

Syrian political initiative, but it was already too late. There were

times, such as mid-April when a Palestinian delegation met

Assad in Damascus and emerged with a 7 point agreement;
Con’t. on page 11
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KWHAT LEBANESE LEFT WANTS

The Nationalist and Progressive Forces, a front of
Nasserist, Communist, Baath, socialist and other
democratic parties first presented in August 1975 its
transitional program of democratic reform of the Lebanese
state and eradication of sectarianism in politics. Kamal
Jumblatt heads the front.

The program continues to be the political basis for the
Front’s action. The progressive forces do not insist that the
entire transitional program be implemented as the result
of military victory, but are willing to accept a truce with
some progress toward reform, and continue the struggle
for the program’s goals by political means.

The program calls for a transition from the semi-feudal
sectarian political system ‘‘towards a modern democratic
system capable of facing the economic and social problems
arising from Lebanon’s capitalist development.”” The
proposals would not, the statement says, produce a
‘“‘perfect democracy’’—that would require additional
drastic changes in the economic, political and social
system—but it would be ‘‘a guarantee of the minimal
degree of democratic development required at this
phase.”” In order to obtain that, the program outlines an
attack on ‘‘political feudalism’’ to end the exclusion of the
major active social forces from political representation.

The program states that the profound crisis now shaking
Lebanon arises from ‘‘the contradiction between the
sectarian, semi-feudal structure of our political system and
the needs and requirements for the democratic
development of the country in the various nationalist,
economic, social and political spheres.”” An elaborate
formula in Lebanon continues to allot each political office
and government job to a specific Christian or Muslim sect
with the Maronite Christians holding the largest share.
Under this sectarian system traditional politicians drawn
from the feudal class have maintained their grip on
political life. On the economic and social level, the Front’s
program notes, wealth is being concentrated among a
small sector, while the standard of living declines for the
majority; the middle sectors, workers and peasants suffer,
and the people are without basic social services.

The program calls for seven areas of reform:

1. Abolition of sectarianism, beginning with the

Program For Secular Democracy

\

termination of sectarian division in the election of
parliamentary representatives, and including the adminis-
tration, courts and the army.

2. Reform of ‘‘popular representation.”” The electoral
system would be revised to eliminate voting for
parliamentary representatives on the basis of geographical
districts, which reinforces sectarian interests. Instead,
voters would cast their ballot for one of the contending
nation-wide lists of candidates; each list would win a
number of seats in parliament proportional to the number
of votes its slate received. Corruption in elections would be
stringently suppressed. Local councils and municipal
government would be improved.

3. Reform of the branches of government. The
parliament would be the source of all authority, and the
principles of parliamentary democracy should be
observed.

4. Reform of the administration, with a civil service and
anti-corruption measures.

S. Reform of the army, to eliminate sectarian restriction
and discrimination; the army would be subordinated to
political authority, and would not intervene in govern-
ment. The army should be strengthened for national
defense and fulfillment of its responsibilities on Arab and
Palestinian issues.

6. Consolidation of democratic rights, including
adoption of a bill of human rights, ending discrimination
against women; guaranteeing freedom of association with
the right to form parties, unions and associations; rights of
unions and democratization of the press law.

7. Election of a founding assembly, representing all
political currents, to conduct a national dialog on reform
and establish legislation to implement it.

The program condemns *‘isolationism,’’ which is upheld
by the sectarian political system. Isolationism calls for the
severance of Lebanon from the Arab region, and the with-
drawal of Lebanon from the national struggle against
Israel. The Nationalist and Progressive Forces, on the
contrary, call for ‘‘the adoption of the Arab nationalist
option on the basis for Lebanon’s official involvement in
the overall national confrontation with Israel,”” and
embrace the Palestinian resistance as a force not only for/

Palestine liberation but for the defense of Lebanon as well.

when it appeared that a lasting ceasefire could be established.
But those hopes were again dashed by the intransigence of the
right, and Syria’s open support for this intransigency.

In early April as Saiqa forces seized key points around Beirut,
Sidon and Tripoli, and began to blockade supplies to the
Lebanese progressive and Palestinian movements. By mid April
this led to armed clashes between as Saiqa and pro-Palestinian
groups. Syria moved troops into Lebanon to seize the border
points and take up positions in the nearby Beqaa valley.

Syria’s actions were hesitant and indecisive, in part at least
because Washington’s approval had not yet been won for a
full-scale invasion. That approval was crucial to insure that Israel
would not respond to the entry of a large number of Syrian troops
into Lebanon by an invasion of its own. Jordan’s King Hussein
had flown to Washington in late March to argue for Assad that a
full division of Syrian troops should invade Lebanon and, in a
massive strike, subdue the left and Palestinian forces. The U.S.
government, in what Dean Brown later called a mistake, initially
refused to accept the Syrian proposal. Apparently, however, the
U.S. government did agree shortly thereafter to a gradual and
small scale Syrian border invasion and elicited Israel’s tolerance.

By April 19 a White House spokesman announced that President
Ford no longer objected to external military intervention in
Lebanon and approved Syria’s actions there.

Meanwhile, fighting in Lebanon went on unabated after the
election of the Syrian sponsored candidate, Elias Sarkis, as the
new President-elect of Lebanon. On May 12 a joint command was
established to coordinate the military efforts of the PLO, the
Lebanese nationalists, and the Lebanese Arab Army. The joint
command forces were fighting on two fronts. The war with the
right was continuing, in a bloody contest for control of the port of
Beirut and mountain areas. At the same time, hundreds were
being killed in clashes between as Saiqa and pro-Syrian PLA
units and those loyal to the Palestinian leadership.

THE SYRIAN INVASION

On May 31, Syrian troops began a massive invasion into
Lebanon. Syrian armor and airplanes launched a direct drive to
take control of the accesses to Beirut and the mountains of the
northeast. A Syrian force moved southwest to seize Sidon, a port
held by the Paiestinian-Lebanese joint forces, but they were

stopped inside the city by stiff resistance. A number of Syrian
Con'’t. on page 12
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tanks were left smouldering in the streets, and the troops
withdrew to the hills around the city. Widescale defections took
place from the Syrian PLA units and from as Saiqa of men who
joined units loyal to the PLO; others were captured or driven
from the areas under national-PLO control.

Zuhair Mohsen, head of as Saiqa and loyal to the Syrian Baath,
made a statement on June 7 denouncing al Fateh as ‘“‘a
desperate instrument in the service of Zionist imperialist
scheme,’’ adding that al Fateh’s ‘‘lust for power’’ had led it to
‘‘fanning sedition in the Arab countries.’”’ Assad was quoted as
saying that ‘‘the slogan, ‘the PLO, the sole representative of the
Palestinian people,” was a void diplomatic agreement and that
henceforth it was necessary for the [Syrian] Baath to direct the
struggle for the liberation of Palestine.”’

THE ROLE OF THE ARAB STATES

On June 2 the PLO appealed urgently for a meeting of the
Arab League to discuss the crisis in Lebanon. PLO leaders had
already been working for some time to make tactical alliances
with Egypt, Saudi Arabia and other conservative Arab states to
counterbalance the Syrian pressure. In February the PLO con-
vinced Egypt to allow units of the Ain Jalout Brigade of the PLA,

which was stationed in the Sinai, to come to Lebanon. (The PLA

men reportedly arrived clandestinely in Beirut, coming on
regular flights with student visas.) The PLO’s diplomacy
succeeded in eliciting condemnations of Syrian intervention by
Egyptian President Anwar Sadat, notably in a speech on May 1,
and in securing permission for the Egyptian-based Voice of
Palestine, which had been closed by Egyptian authorities, to
begin broadcasting again. Missions were sent to Saudi Arabia
and elsewhere seeking support.

Some leaders within the PLO cautioned against placing any
confidence in these conservative Arab forces. And, indeed, it
was a sorry lot of allies from which the PLO was forced to seek
support: Egypt, besides betraying the Arab struggle in the Sinai
Accord, had been actively aiding the right wing at least through
December, when it made a large shipment of arms to Camille
Chamoun’s fanatically rightist National Liberal Party. Saudi
Arabia had, according to reports of U.S. bankers, transferred at
least $200 million to the reactionary forces in Lebanon.

The Arab League agreed to send a peace-keeping force ‘‘to
replace Syrian troops,”’ but in fact, only Libya sent its troops
promptly. Among the Arab states which took an active role in the
Lebanese crisis, only Libya showed itself in deed as well as in
word wholeheartedly at the side of the Palestinian movement.
Libyan Premier Abdes Salam Jalloud spent months trying to
arrange ceasefires in Lebanon.

In the final analysis, the force on which the Palestinian and
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Lebanese nationalist movements depends is the resistance of
their own armed masses. As the defenders of Tal az Zaatar and
many others in Lebanon have shown, these masses are inspired
by a desperate reselve to fight against all odds. The Palestinian
and the Lebanese national movements both know they have no
safe retreat, nowhere else to turn: for both, they are now
engaged in a battle for their political survival. This desperate
resolve to survive may prove, in fact, to be the decisive factor in
the months ahead.



