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FOREWORD

The following dialogue between one of the lead-
ing revolutionaries of the Palestine National Libe-
ration Movement, Fateh, and the Editor-in-Chief of
AL-TALI'A (Vanguard) magazine took place in the
second quarter of 1969. The «dialogue» sheds light on
the Palestinian Revolution, what it thinks, how it
operates, how it confronts the present and how it
sees the future.






Question — It would be advisable in my opinion
to begin this dialogue from the point of the present
position in the battle with the enemy. May we know
how Fateh views this position? Perhaps you will
agree with me that to arrive at this knowledge we
must be aware of both the strong points and the
weak points on the enemy front as well as on ours.
When I say «ours» I mean the Palestinian front in
particular and the Arab front in general.

Answer — Naturally, scientific analysis of any
position must cover the weak points as well as the
strong points — the positive and the negative. Start-
ing our discussion with the Palestinian position,
Fateh is of the opinion that many positive results
have been achieved, but at the same time we are
meeting with certain negative aspects.

The most prominent positive result achieved is
perhaps that new trend represented by the meeting
together of large, highly influential groups to under-
take commando action. This association has taken
the form of the Palestinian Armed Struggle Com-
mand (PASC).

This step, if given the required opportunity to
work in an atmosphere which is remote from pre-
vious susceptibilities, will have a great effect in con-
solidating commando action.



The Palestinian Armed Struggle Command is an
actual body which goes beyond the previous structure
of the Military Co-ordination Bureau and the com-
mando organisations because it tends to be an actual
command consolidating four large contingents of the
resistance movement: the Popular Liberation Forces,
the Saika Forces, the Assifa Forces of Fateh and the
Popular Democratic Front Forces. If we add to these
the Palestine Liberation Army which has entered the
armed struggle in accordance with the PLO Executive
Committee’s recent decision, we have a considerable
force actually comprising over 90% of the combatants
under this Command. All this indicates the participa-
tion of the fighting revolutionary groups in a national
front within the frame of the Palestine Liberation Or-
ganisation (PLO). In point of fact, these positive de-
velopments have deprived the enemies of Palestinian
action of any justifications they may have had for try-
ing to show that there are discrepancies among the
forces of Palestinian action. This position, however,
is faced by a counter-position. I wish to make it
guite clear that by this counter-position I do not
mean the position of the Popular Front for thv
Liberation of Palestine PFLP). As we sce
it, the PFLP will inevitably concur in this
new form of the front when it comes to understand
the true position. It is not a matter of Fateh or
anybody else assuming exclusive control of the Com-
mand.

(). — Would you please explain what you mean
by your last remark: understanding the true posi-
tion?

A, — Tt is no secret that the PFLP's
failure to join the PLO and ultimately PASC
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rests on certain bases connected with what
have become known as «representation pro-
portionsy. Naturally there are those who are
trying to exploit this with the object of
maintaining this situation and preventing the acces-
sion of the PFLP. To this end they resort to
a spurious argument accusing Fateh and others
of trying to assume exclusive control of the
PLO and PASC. Iam in a position to affirm
here that the matter is not one of exclusive control
in any way. It is precisely in response to Palestinian
and Arab opinion which you yourself, like so many
other patriots, have expressed and called upon
Fateh to implement. The object which we and the
rest of our compatriots have aimed at is to bring to-
gether the greatest possible number of influential
organisations within the frame of a consolidated na-
tional front and a united command.

Q. — We have not ceased to insist on the unity
of action for the organisations at least if not full
unity on the basis of common tactical and strategic
objectives. Do you not agree that this has become a
vital necessity?

A. — Exactly. We therefore believe that extrin-
sic differences concerning the enemy, proportions
and profit and loss accounts in the building of a na-
tional front for the Palestinian people will undoubt-
edly all disappear if our brothers of the PFLP
understand the true position which they should
take regarding their combative structure vis-a-vis
the PLO and the new Palestinian Armed Struggle
Command.



Generally speaking, the building of the national
front through the PLO and the military
command consolidating commando action constitute
the essence of the positive aspects of this stage.

Q. — What about the negative aspects?

A. — In our opinion the negative aspects essen-
tially consist in the positions adopted by the small
organisations which arise from time to time and
which are used in attempts to undermine the main
forces engaged in Palestinian action. What shall 1
say? This is enough, I should think.

Q. — I do not believe it is enough. What you say
is extremely serious and I am of the opinion that the
Arab peoples are entitled to be made thoroughly a-
ware of this matter so that they may adopt an un-
derstanding attitude towards it. It is not enough to
speak in general terms or in the passive voice, as
this would be tantamount to making accusations
without factual basis or without evidence or specifi-
cation of responsibility, The battle cannot counten-
ance such a state of affairs and we should steer clear
of it. Any details or clarifications?

A. — The matter is serious indeed. Well, there
are for instance certain limited groups which have
tried to put in the field what is called «Fateh of Ts-
lam», recruiting for the purpose dubious elements
under certain commands whose accounts have been
totally closed by the Palestinian people. Their aim
is to undermine Palestinian action in the name of
«Fateh of Islam» or other small organisations which
have been formed latelv for reasons altogether un-
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connected with the resistance movement. It is to be
regretted that they are being formed with the sup-
port and assistance of certain forces. This is all the
clarification I can make at present.

Q. — But how do you face this situation?

A. — We are sure that, once we have completed
the building of the front and the Palestinian Armed
Struggle Command (PASC) and both have begun
with all their weight and effectiveness to occupy their
true position in the Palestinian movement, this ab-
normal state of affairs will come to an end through
persuasion.

This is about all concerning the Palestinian po-
sition. I believe that there are other negative factors
connected with aid which is sometimes withheld and
sometimes subjected to heavy restrictions. Other
instances are the policy of repression and the attempt
by some to link Palestinian action with the official
Arab position. This is dangerous in more ways than
one. First of all, it purports to impose a sort of hege-
mony by confining material aid to the official Arab
position, and at the same time to isolate commando
action and the Palestinian revolution from the Arab
masses. The important thing is not to have a contri-
bution collector but that the Arab citizen should feel
that he reacts with this revolution through his per-
sonal contact with the militant forces. I must add
that certain Arab quarters are waging a concentrat-
ed psychological war against the commandos and, I
must say, particularly against Fateh. Believe me.
I do not say this out of arrogance or narcissism. It
is based on important considerations which actually
exist. They believe that if they succeed through their
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planned rumours and machinations in undermining
Fateh, then it would be easy for them to under-
mine the entire commando action, on account of
Fateh's popularity and its great magnitude as a mi-
litant force. Strangely enough, this campaign began
to increase and gather momentum after Fateh
had made its entry within the frame of
the PLO. Fateh pressed for national
unity. while as a basic force in Palestinian action it
was treated as an obstacle to unity. It was stressed
— and rightly — that Fateh was called upon to
work for unity. This unity had several forms. It was
possible to have a national front in which
the PLO would be one of the parties and
not the entire frame of the national front, as its cov-
enant provides when it says that it is a national
front grouping together organisations and individ-
uals. Tt was possible to disregard this provision and
to treat the PLO on the same footing as
any other organisation, such as the Popular
Front for instance. Fateh would then enter
the national front on a level of fundamental equality
with the Organisation. This trend was not opposed
by Fateh; on the contrary. we were prepared to
follow it to the end. However, there was another
view regarding the PLO, an objective view
which considered the welfare of the Palestinian peo-
ple before that of Fateh. According to this view,
the PLO represents for the first time official
Arab commitment to the Palestinian people. To re-
gard the PLO as a private force would result
in weakening the PLO itself and dissolving
this commitment. The question arose as to whether
it was possible for the PLO to be the nation-
al front, the general frame, particularly since it
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had never been organised in the political sense,
consisting as it did of a basic military force
which was the Liberation Army and the Po-
pular Liberation Forces. It was decided
that the PLO was a suitable background for
the national front which would group together all
Palestinian forces, and that our insistence on enter-
ing it on a level of equality was pos-
sibly unrealistic, besides the fact that it
would paralyse the PLO. This would
create a situation where these equal forces
would under all circumstances have to agree un-
animously on any action or decision. Failing such
unanimity, any small organisation would be in a po-
sition to oppose any decision, thus creating a vicious
circle by veto from this or that organisation. The
idea which won acceptance was that the
PLO should have a backbone, or what in
other fronts is termed as the leading force. This does
not at all mean that the others should lose their ex-
istence within the PLO or within the front,
since the decisive factor is not the presence of four
members representing the PLO and five
members  representing  Fateh, but Fateh's
magnitude in the Palestinian arena and its reflec-
tions within the front. The voice of any organisation’s
representative would have the weight actually car-
ried by that organisation in the field of action. Thus,
if we plan to carry out a big operation, the decision
and prevailing opinion concerning that operation
would lie with those who have the material stature
to support the operation. Consequently it is not a
matter of imposing this or that opinion, but of de-
termining what this or that organisation is capable
of contributing, what its actual magnitude in action
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is, and what opinion it holds on which the executive
decision will depend. I believe that where good faith
prevails, both subjectively and objectively, in the
relations of a sound front. it would be possible for
the partv having relatively fewer representatives to
obtain the execution of a good and understandable
resolution submitted by it regardless of any other
considerations.

So much for the Palestinian position. To sum up,
we find that there are strong positions, such as the
growing popularity of the movement which the Pa-
lestinians are seeking to join in numbers far exceed-
ing the present capacity of Palestinian organisations,
and the development of operations in size. quantity
and type. I believe that the future will enable the
Palestinian Armed Struggle Command to take more
positive action, thereby imposing itself on the field
of responsibility.

There remains the existing line which I believe
is connected with the solutions suggested for the
area. It is the subject of the smaller organisations,
and this is a new danger facing commando action.

Q. — In your review of the negative aspects, 1
note your emphasis on the manifestation represented
by the rise of new small resistance organisations from
time to time. Undoubtedly this is an unhealthy ma-
nifestation which is causing increasing concern a-
mong the Arab masses looking forward to the unity
of the Palestinian struggle in the military as well as
in the political field. It is to be noted that this ma-
nifestation comes at a time when efforts are being
directed towards building the Palestinian people’s
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front and its commando forces, with certain import-
ant results already achieved. This manifestation re-
quires a quick and effective remedy. It is not suf-
ficient to recognise its existence: it is imperative to
learn its causes, roots and objectives. Would you
please clarify this matter? How does Fateh explain
this manifestation? How does Fateh evaluate it and,
again, how does it propose to deal with it?

A. — There is no doubt that this is an absolute-
ly unhealthy manifestation. We believe that this
manifestation has connections in various forms and
shapes within the commando action itself, with the
aim of subverting it. The method of subversion used
is neither open nor direct, but underhanded and in-
direct. The smaller organisations are intelligent in
their own way. Each of them has certain specific
mottoes as if to lead the masses into believing that
these mottoes are not adopted by the existing Pales-
tinian action contingents. For instance, «Fateh of
Islamy raises the motto of Islam with the specific aim
of suggesting to the masses that Fateh is anti-Is-
lamic. Thus «Fateh of Islam» appears, ac-
cording to its allegations which it itself
fully knows are untrue, as wanting to fill
this gap in Palestinian action. Much the same is true
of other organisations. I have mentioned «Fateh
of Islam» in particular because it used the name of
Fateh, but there are other small organisations exis-
ting today on the basis that Fateh and other true
commando organisations have a regional outlook or
that their outlook is not clear. Other small organi-
sations are engaged in leftist overbids which are al-
together unrealistic. These are roughly the new forms
adopted by these organisations.
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Q. — To determine the size of this manifesta-
tion, how many new organisations have been formed
this year 1969?

A. — Three, claiming a religious or regional
basis, or engaged in leftist overbids. As to the man-
ner of dealing with this manifestation, we are of the
opinion that our people does not believe in violence
as a basic principle and mode of Dbe-
haviour to settle differences, particularly
since Palestinian action has not yet achieved
its final form. Consequently we have followed, and
are still following with revolutionary patience, the
method of persuation and direct discussion, because
we believe that the base of these small organisations
is undoubtedly noble, and that bad motives and de-
viation come from the leadership. Tt is therefore ne-
cessarv to by-pass the leadership and descend to the
level of the base for direct discussions to set forth
the extent of the danger presented by these small or-
ganisations. We must not tire of talking to the base
until we have deprived its leaders of every justifi-
cation for the formation of these organisations and
their continued existence.

Q). — How does such discussion take place?

A. — It takes place through information media,
and sometimes through direct contact. It is believed
that many of the militant voung revolutionaries,
once thev know the truth, will join the true Pales-
tinian action forces which have proved their effec-
tive presence in the struggle against the enemy.

Q. — Has any positive result been achieved in
consequence of this discussion?
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A. — Some positive results have actually been
achieved, and it is believed that, with further dis-
cussion and greater and deeper contact, more posi-
tive results will follow.

Q. — The method of discussion which you have
adopted in dealing with the manifestation of small
organisations now being formed on the Palestinian
field leads us to a specific question: Why do you not
continue to use this same method with the PFLP,
which in your opinion is a truly cammando
organisation, to overcome the obstacles which stand
in the way of its participation in the
PLO or in the front, and in PASC?
I believe that I am right in holding Fateh responsi-
ble for the realisation of this participation, consider-
ing that Fateh represents the greatest weight in
the field of Palestinian action.

A. — As regards the PFLP, we const-
antly hold discussions with it, and we on our part
will not stop this discussion. It was we who first be-
gan the discussion before the PFLP was split
resulting in the separation of the National Libe-
ration Front, known as Ahmad Jibril’'s Group, from
the PFLP. Then intellectual developments
took place within the PFLP which split it further in-
to two divisions, the one declaring itself to be Marx-
ist-Leninist under the leadership of the Al-Hurriah
magazine group and Nayef Hawatmeh and calling
itself the Democratic Popular Front, and the other
advocating Marxism under the leadership of Dr.
George Habash, but their method of action is dif-
ferent from that of the others. These circumstances
of division within the PFLP constantly
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hampered our discussions. Instead of trying to talk
the PFLP into entering the frame of the
unity of Palestinian action, we had to talk them in-
to restoring talks among themselves first. This was
a4 very important aspect which took much of our
time, particularly when we wanted to speak frank-
lv. When matters reached the point of conflict be-
tween the two divisions, it took considerable effort
on our part to stop armed clashes between them in
the streets of Amman and elsewhere. It was neces-
sary to exert everv effort to prevent armed clashes
between groups of the PFLP. The dialogue
was therefore continuous, but it could not bring
about  the desired  union between the
PFLP and Fateh or PASC unless the basic
problem was solved within the contingents
of the PFLP itself. Thus the discussions las-
ted long days and nights. centering around the unity
of the PFLP itself. We succeeded in pre-
venting armed clashes, as we succeeded in disting-
uishing between the Democratic Popular Front, the
Popular Front originally representing the Arab Na-
tionalist Movement, and Ahmad Jibril's group which
took the distinctive name of «General Commandby.
At the first stage of the discussion we succeeded in
establishing these verbal differences in nomencla-
ture among the three divisions. This stage lasted
more than two months. .. nearly three months. When
it came to discussing the constitution of the Nation-
al Congress of the PLO, none of the members
of the PFLP was in a position to dis-
cuss the National Congress but certain groups
in the Front demanded postponement of the meet-
ing. Others, like Ahmad Jibril's group, demanded a
higher proportion of representatives, while a third

16




group; the Democratic Popular Front, refused
at first to regard the PLO as com-
mon ground for the meeting of all groups, but later
abandoned this position and joined PASC.
Thus you see that the dialogue with
the PFLP has never been interrupted, but
has involved matters of first priority concerning the
PFLP itself. After matters had been settled
within the PFLP and after the meeting of
the National Congress and the election of the new
leadership, we made attempts to contact the three
groups of the PFLP. The Democratic Po-
pular Front applied to join PASC, and the
condition imposed by the PLO Executive Com-
mittee was that the Democratic Popular
Front  should recognise  the PLO’s Na-
tional Covenant in writing. The group submit-
ted its application and declared that it con-
sidered itself to be bound by all the terms of the
National Covenant (as a minimum programme) in

respect of relations within PASC.

Our contact with the General Command group
‘continues. As to the Arab Nationalists Movement,
the PFLP, we established contact with them
through the PLO Executive Committee di-
rectly. At that meeting all the reservations which
the PFLP had on the subject of the PLO
were put forth, and it was understood that no
difference existed on the subject of joining the
PLO except on the level of broad generalities.
I+ was agreed to hold another meeting to discuss all
these matters in a specific manner. Another meeting
was also held between Fateh and the
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PFLP to persuade the latter to join PASC as a first
stage. PASC does not impose any conditions, nor does
it involve any susceptibilities, because it has to do
only with unified military action which has no di-
rect connection with the PLO and its pre-
sent form, but is connected with the military effort
itself. Our brothers of the PFLP were of the
opinion that the whole structure of the National
Congress should be revised to enable them to
join  PASC. This meant that we were
to go back to the first discussion when it was pro-
posed that the coming together within the National
Congress should be on the basis of equivalent pro-
portions for the Front and all other organisations.
The discussion went on about the subject of the
small organisations and how theyv were to be repre-
sented. The PFLP stipulated that all small
organisations should be represented in equivalent
sizes within the Congress. This would restart the dis-
cussion about the front and what structure it should
have. Generally speaking, the dialogue is still going
on and will continue.

Q. — We hope so, as we hope that through this
dialogue you will achieve positive results, the mini-
mum limit of which, in my opinion, is unity of ac-
tion. There is another point which T like to discuss:
it concerns the Palestinian Armed Struggle
Command. As T see it, this Command comes
after what was called the Military Co-
ordination Bureau. The first question here is this:
Is the Palestinian Armed Struggle Command, as its
name implies, a more advanced formula in the uni-
fied field of resistance action than the Co-ordination
Bureau? The second question is: If the name expres-
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ses the actual fact and if therefore PASC is more
advanced than the Co-ordination Bureau, in what
ways is it more advanced? The third question is: Is
PASC, in Fateh’s opinion, the last and final step to-
wards the unity of resistance action or are there fur-
ther steps to be taken? How do you conceive these
steps, within publishable limits, of course?

A. — The Palestinian Armed Struggle Command
is an important step towards the unity of commando
action. Furthermore, it is undeniably more advanced
than the Co-ordination Bureau.

The Co-ordination Bureau was a sort of gather-
ing which included representatives of the various
organised groups. To tell you frankly — for we be-
lieve that we should discuss our affairs with the ut-
most frankness — the Bureau unfortunately confin-
ed its activities to co-ordinating relations among the
commando organisations and attempting to settle
problems which might arise among military opera-
tion or military plan, or any joint action to be plan-
ned and executed under a single command, although
the organisations had of their own accord undertak-
en joint operations on the field of battle to face
enemy defiance.

True, the Co-ordination Bureau was a first step
forward, but I believe, as practical experience has
shown, that it was neither sufficient nor satisfactory,
nor was it specific enough for any person who want-
ed to give the Palestinian people a general command
for their armed struggle. When the Pa-
lestine Liberation Organisation’s new Exe-
cutive Committee was elected, it set out
to lay down new bases for closer relations
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among the organisations taking part in the Nation-
al Council and the leadership of the Liberation Or-
ganisation. Care was taken to avoid setting up a
command merely on paper, or one of a purely ce-
remonial character with a resounding name, or one
that simply inherited the Co-ordination Bureau.
What was needed was a real command which was ef-
fective in action, and which grouped together all the
contingents taking part in the leadership. It may ap-
pear as a unity of information, or a mere title, but,
as we know, every action requires first a thorough
objective study of the actual situation and of the
possibilities, followed by a third stage consisting in
the actual implementation of the plan. We may say
that we have almost completed the first two stages
and are now entering the third stage: that of imple-
mentation of the plan.

Q. .. Can we infer from this that we are about
to witness joint resistance operations participated in
by all the forces of the organisations affiliated to
the Liberation Organisation under the unified Armed
Struggle Command?

A. — Yes. Training for the operations will take
place under a unified command and will be partici-
pated in by Fateh’s Assifa forces working side by side
with the Liberation Army forces, the Saika forces
and the forces of the Popular Democratic Front. All
the forces will undertake combined operations ac-
cording to unified standards and considerations of
efficiency, potential and circumstances of operation.
Thus in some cases within the framework of the plan
a particular group may be chosen to undertake a
specific operation consisting entirely of, let us say,
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Saika elements, or a group consisting of Saika, As-
sifa and Liberation Army forces working together,
and so on, as the command may deem suitable con-

sidering training, efficiency, knowledge of the land,
etc.

I do not disclose a secret when I say that the
Armed Struggle Command will commence its func-
tions on an important scale very shortly.

Nor do I disclose any secret when I say that the
recent operation which resulted in the occupation
of Al-Hammeh (May 2, 1969), was undertaken on the
basis of a plan made by the Armed Struggle Com-
mand.

Although the operation was executed by Fateh’s
Assifa forces alone, yet the plan was the result of a
new thinking on the part of the Armed Struggle Com-
mand itself.

Q. — I notice that you have used the term «new
thinking» in connection with the planning for the

Al-Hammeh operation. Does this mean that, in your
opinion, the Al-Hammeh operation represents a new
development in resistance action?

A. — Undoubtedly the Al-Hammeh operation
was a turning-point and a new development in com-
mando action.

Q. — How ?

A. — As you know, our commando action was
confined to the traditional rule of «hit and run» in
guerrilla warfare. Although adherence to this rule

is necessary, particularly in the beginning, we have
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actually practised a limited type of confrontation
with the enemy in some of the phases during which
the hit-and-run rule prevailed. Such confrontation
took place on a relatively large scale in connection
with the Israeli aggression against Al-Karameh in
March 1968.

After Al-Karameh, we undertook other types of
limited confrontation, as in Karantal and Wadi Al-
Kalt for instance.

This limited confrontation was an introduction
to the Al-Hammeh operation. What does Al-Hammeh
operation mean? It means the occupation of an ene-
my-controlled position for a limited period of time
during which the enemy’s forces and potentialities
in that pusition are wiped out. Thus with the Al-
Hammeh operation we enter a new phase in the
guerrilla war, the phase of occupying certain posi-
tions and completely wiping out all enemy lorces
there. Naturally, we select these positions carefully
on the basis of extremely complex considerations
with the object of striking at the greatest poussible
number of targets, considering the political, military,
economic and psychological effects of such occupa-
tion and mopping-up operations within the enemy
camp.

This phase is in itself a preparation for the next
phase which is now occupying the attention of the
planning and strategic thinking authorities in-the
resistance movement. I am referring to the phase of
occupying positions, mopping them up and holding
them. This phase will begin once we have completed
the transfer of all our bases into the occupied terri-
tory, at which time there will be full, deep and ef-
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fective engagement of all forces within the occu-
pied territory.

Q. — This means control of what in guerrilla
terminology is known as «liberated areas».

A, — Exactly .

Q. — There is no doubt that, once the resistance
movement has succeeded in wresting «liberated
areas» from the occupying enemy, it will enter the
phase of total liberation war. But allow me, since
we have umdertaken from the outset to face our
probiems with frankmness for the purpose of taking
a real and firm stand, to raise here one guestion. It
takes into consideration the often repeated allega-
tions by certain Western press observers and by Is-
raeli sources themselves that Israel has achieved
success against resistance operations through the use
of electronie defences and electrified wire around
certain occupied areas, and also that Israel has dis-
covered a number of resistance cells inside the land.
Although I am convinced that there are intentional

exaggerations in this kind of talk for the purpose of
achieving a psychological effect, yet there is the
specific fact that such electronic defences and elec-
trified wire have actually been installed, and that
there are cells which have fallen into enemy hands.
Consequently, the questien here is this: To what ex-
tent has all this actually affected resistance opera-
tions and the required development towards the li-
berated areas stage which you have mentioned? Na-
turally, historical experience assures us that no li-
beration movement in any land has failed to face

such obstacles or failed to overcome them in the end.
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A. — Naturally . .. not everything the enemy or
Western observers say in this connection is true.
Exaggerations are made with the express intention
of influencing us psychologically.

But as honest and responsible people we must
admit that some af what is being said is true. We
neither deny this nor try to conceal it. On the con-
trary, we face it and endeavour to take it in our
stride. In the past, when we began our armed strug-
gle before the war of June 1967, we did so with li-
mited numbers, but today we are pursuing the strug-
gle with a human, technical, military and organisa-
tional force which is altogether out of proportion
with that of the past. In any event, we have not for
a moment lost sight of the fact that the enemy whom
we are facing possesses considerable power and po-
tential, especially since the whole experience of im-
perialism in the area is placed at his disposal. The
enemy has learned from Nazism and from America’s
experience in Vietnam. We all know that Dayan
stayed for some time with the American forces in
Vietnam before the June war to familiarise himself
with America’s experience in facing the Vietnamese
Liberation Army and its guerrilla operations. More-
over, the enemy is constantly developing its arsenal
and taking advantage of colonial experience against
the people’s armed resistance in all parts of the
world. You are therefore in the face of an enemy
who possesses advanced science, advanced technique
and advanced experience. To face this, the resistance
movement must be armed with advanced science,
advanced technique and advanced experience. We
keep this fact in mind night and day.
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As a matter of fact, the question of Arab ten-
dency to support Palestinian resistance has been
raised in this connection. The resistance movement
is now totally self-reliant. Arab attitude, Arab
science and Arab experience still have a long way
to go towards serious and effective participation or
even helping Palestinian resistance to solve the prob-
lems facing it, and they are now insistently called
upon to contribute their part. There is for instance
the electronic line established by the enemy. There
are the fortifications and other installations set up
along the frontiers, the small area of our land, the
organisation of the occupied territory dividing Pa-
lestine into special security zones. Thus Nablus is a
special security zone comprising air fighters, heli-
copters, armoured vehicles, infantry, parachutists
and communication units, the whole constituting a
security unit capable of moving with all speed in
times of danger. The first thing that Israel did on
the Western Bank and in all occupied areas was to
construct a wide network of roads assuring the se-
curity units of extreme mobility towards any area
where any clash or resistance operation took place.

The secret of Israeli mobility lies here and not,
as the enemy claims, in the strength of its intellig-
ence system. I am in a position to declare here from
experience and with full responsibility that what is
being rumoured concerning the strength of Israeli
intelligence is a myth. Israel does not possess an ad-
vanced intelligence system, but it is admitted that
it makes use of the scanty information received,
which it immediately communicates to its various
units for their use.

“The fact to be stressed here is that the resis-
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tance movement is in need of Arab support on the
level of scientific knowledge and technical know-how
to enable it to face and outwit the Israelis’ developed
science and know-how.

Q). — Naturally this is an urgent duty which is
incumbent upon all scientific and technical institu-
tions in the Arab homeland. One possibility is the
formation of a techmical bureau manned by Arab
scientists and experts on a voluntary basis. How-
ever, 1 note that you have not repiied to my specifie
question about the effect of the electronic defences
and electrified wire on resistance action and the ex-
tent of this effect. Does it, for instance, prevent en-
try into the occupied territory at the required rate”

A. — It has not prevented entry. It has, however,
uffected entry operations and has consequently led
us to change our entry tactics. We continue to enter
as evidenced by the constant attacks made by ouw
forees. Not a single day passes without our forces
undertaking more than one operation within the
vccupied territory.

Q. — In this connection, how do you estimate
the enemy’s lesses as a result of your operalions? 1
recall that in a discussion with Guevara while he
was in Cairo in 1965 he said that the estimation of
the enemy's real losses is one of the most compli-
cated problems for any armed resistance movement
or guerrila war.

A. — This is true, and it is for this reason that
we in Fateh — you may have noticed this — have
adopted the policy of not mentioning the full num-
ber, as reflected by the communiqués of Assifa
before it joined the Armed Struggle Command.
Although this sort of statement is conven-
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tional, yet it is less heavy on the ears
than saying that we killed 10 or 20 and injured
30 or 40. Also, it has been agreed within the Armed
Struggle Command not to mention the number of
men killed or injured, although in many cases we
are sure of the actual figures. This, however, does
not prevent us from estimating enemy losses for
each of our operations on the basis of reports sub-
mitted by the combatants taking part in that ope-
ration. Each combatant submits to his command a de-
tailed written report about the operation and the los-
ses involved, and the estimate is always taken as
the average of all these reports. We do this to avoid
falling in the error of exaggeration, since we know
that our people are very sensitive on this point.

Q. — Now permit me to move to another point
which in my opinion is of extreme importance: that
of Fateh’s understanding of the relation between
military action and political action, and consequent-
ly between the military command and political lead-
ership. Which shall direct the other? Which shall
have the authority to make decisions? Whose opin-
ion shall prevail in the event of a difference on ma-
jor issues? You are undoubtedly aware of the criti-
cism directed against Fateh for having confined it-
self to purely military action without linking it with
specific political objectives along specific lines and
with the organised popular mobilisation of the Pa-
lestinian masses. This criticism, in my opinion, is
highly significant and calls for comment on Yyour
part, particularly since Fateh was the first to open
the way for armed resistance in the Palestinian field.

In your reply to this criticism, I hope that you
will elucidate a number of points. First, how was
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Fateh formed, or what were the objective circumst-
ances which gave rise to Fateh and led to the adop-
tion of the armed struggle line? Seeondly, does Fa-
teh consider that armed struggle is an end in itself?
To put it more correctly, is it a strategic aim or only
one of the means to the end which it seeks to attain
through its struggle? If it is one of the means, what

place does it occupy among the various means?
Thirdly...

A. — One by one, please.

Q. — Do you not agree that it is preferable for
me to give you first a complete idea about this mat-
ter instead of discussing it piecemeal?

A. — I agree, but may I ask vou to clarify fur-
ther the second point in your question? The point
regarding the circumstances which attended the for-
mation of Fateh and its adoption of the armed strug-
gle line is clear enough. It is the second point as to
whether Fateh considers armed struggle to be a
means or an end in itself which needs further clari-
fication.

Q. — What I mean is this: Does Fateh in its con-
ception of the methods for fighting Zionism and its
Israeli manifestation stop at the method of armed
struggle alone or does it consider that besides armed
struggle there are other essential methods which are
vital for the management of the effort? In other
words, is Fateh impelled by a purely military con-
cept or by an all-pervading political concept armed
with a whole variety of skills, including military
skill?

A. — All right. As a matter of fact, Fateh was
initially a reaction to a combination of Arab situa-
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tions and errors which characterised Arab politics
and Arab political parties. All this made many Pa-
lestinians of the younger generation feel that party
politics and disunion did not provide the right set-
ting for the solution of their country’s problem. The
fifties presented an odd situation in which all young
Palestinians, with rare exceptions, were members of
some party or political movement, and those who
were not so affiliated were held in disrespect and
regarded as a burden on society. The affiliations of
the young Palestinians ranged from the extreme right
to the extreme left. There were some who believed
that the problem could be solved by religious means,
while others regarded communism as the right path.
Still others took a nationalist direction through the
nationalist parties which at that time were represent-
ed by the Baath Party and later by the Arab Na-
tionalist Movement which began its activities with
vengeance, blood, steel and fire. Qur youth who
mingled with all these parties and movements but
found that they did not provide the way for the li-
beration of their country detached themselves con-
sciously from such parties and movements. This de-
tachment originally involved party affiliations ra-
ther than ideological matters. I believe that we have
now reached a stage where the entire world is ex-
periencing rifts in the left. We hear of a left and a
left of the left, and we may still hear of another left.
Thus the objective circumstances were those of an
Arab homeland in great ferment. In the beginning,
the Palestinian people gave expression to this fer-
ment through the formation of a number of secret
organisations. It may also be said that the success
of the Algerian revolution had much to do with this
trend of thought, since our young Palestinians came
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to feel that they were not of a lower mettle than
their Algerian brothers and that they too were ca-
pable of raising the banner of armed struggle and of
putting it into effect as well. But the Arab situation
as a whole was against this, and consequently the
voung Palestinians were inevitably led to resort tu
secret action. When the Palestine Liberation Orga-
nisation was formed, it was believed by some that
the purpose of the Organisation was to absorb the
discontent which had begun to permeate all sections
ol the Palestinian people and to give expression to
the Palestinian people’s unrest and its determination
to build a Palestinian national revolutionary move-
ment. In brief, the formation of the Liberation Or-
ganisation was at first an attempt to circumvent this
true revolutionary unrest. This is the reason why at
first we objected to the Organisation. It was much
too superior and overbearing. It did not spring from
below, but was imposed from above. Under these cir-
cumstances, secret Palestinian action began to be
considered. Admittedly, secrecy has its draw-backs
as well as its advantages. If we analyse these orga-
nisations, we find that many of them are part of a
plan to undermine the truly revolutionary move-
ments. Some organisations were formed by a num-
ber of Arab embassies, while others were formed by
certain Palestinians whose historical réle had ended
at a point beyond which they were incapable of ad-
vancing, At the same time, a number of Arab par-
ties were trying to form secret organisations in a
vain attempt to keep pace with the truly revolution-
ary groups. Fateh believed that words were no long-
er of any avail and that it was imperative to launch
a serious and effective struggle, even with modest
possibilities at first. This is how we began.
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Q. — At that starting point, what exactly was
Fateh?

A. — At that time Fateh was a group of voung
Palestinians who revolted against the situation then
prevailing, a situation characterised by disunion,
particularly after the secession coup, and the de-
feat suffered by the Arab parties in undertaking any
real act of struggle. The young men who dissociated
themselves from this situation and revolted against
it were the founders of Fateh.

Q. — What was the social nature of these ysung
men who founded and led Fateh in the beginning?
To my mind, they were mostly, if not wholly, edu-
cated Palestinians the majority of whom sprang from
the middle class.

A. — Naturally they were essentially educated
Palestinians. They reasoned that some way must be
found to change the existing situation, and it was
therefore necessary to take action, that is, to embark
upon an armed struggle. Under the circumstances,
this action had to rely on extremely modest poten-
tialities.

It is no longer a secret that at the time there
were two points of view, the one asserting that no
armed struggle could be undertaken before Fateh had
achieved such popular and military entrenchment as
would enable it from the beginning to undertake
strong action capable of continuing without inter-
ruption, and the other stating that it was necessary
to commence action even with the most modest po-
tential, which was bound to grow and develop in
the course of action. The second point of view pre-
vailed, and we began to act.

31




As in-every truly revolutionary undertaking,
Fateh faced a strong attack at the outset. In each
country this attack took the form of an accusation
directed against Fateh according to the circumst-
ances of that country.

Naturally, some countries regarded Fateh as re-
actionary, etc., while other quarters accused it of
being communist, Marxist, and what not.

Q. — While in reality it was .... ?

A. — As I have already mentioned, it was a na-
tional liberation movement. In brief, it was decided
to launch action — armed struggle — in spite of in-
adequate potential. Before the commencement of
military action, we used to publish a magazine called
Our Palestine which expressed the opinions of the
vounger generation without openly referring to Fa-
teh or Assifa. When this magazine wrote that the
Palestinian people would inevitably establish itself
as an independent entity which had its own will and
identity, we were accused of regionalism. This accu-
sation originated from the parties which had nation-
alist dimensions, but these parties have now begun
to reconsider their attitude towards this matter. In
the face of all these accusations, in addition to those
alleging that we were Nazis or Fascists, we saw the
necessity for identifying ourselves before the Pales-
tinian people in particular and the Arab people in
general with an armed action on a progressive na-
tional level which would lead the nation on the right
path to liberation. Thus, as I have said, the point of
view advocating immediate action in spite of inad-
equate potential at the time prevailed. At that time,
the rise of Fateh as a militant force coincided with
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the appearance of the Palestine Liberation Organi-
sation.

Q. — Before proceeding to another subject, I
should like to know, if I may, what financial re-
sources Fateh had for undertaking its military
operations initially. However inadequate its possibi-
lities were, there was undoubtedly the question of
financing.

A. — The movement was financed from purely
Palestinian sources. In view of our secretive policy
— a policy which we carried to an extreme in the
beginning, we decided not to take a single millieme
from other than Fateh members. It may now be
said — this is no longer a secret — that we followed
the policy of obtaining employment and business ac-
tivity in the oil-rich Arab regions, like the Arabian
Gulf. This was possibly one of the reasons which
created a particular kind of atmosphere around
Fateh, but this did not deter us because our aim was
to achieve self-sufficiency for the revolutionary
movement in everything, particularly the financial
aspect. Qur members used to deprive themselves
even of the barest essentials needed by a person
working in the Gulf area because they were anxious
to save the greatest possible portion of their income
or salaries for the benefit of the movement — one-
half at least, and often more.

Before starting operation — this secret may
now be disclosed — we imposed on every member
the requirement of paying to a special fund a large
sum of money which he was to secure by any means,
even by borrowing if need be. The reason for this
was that before starting our armed struggle opera-
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tions we took into account even the worst possibili-
ties, such as the possible failure of the movement
and the death of a large number of comrades, and
it was incumbent upon us to assure their families of
a certain sum of money which would help them to
survive irrespective of all else. We deposited this
fund in trust with a group of reliable Palestinians
for disbursement, particularly to martyrs’ families,
in the event that any untoward thing should happen
to Palestinian action or to the movement.

Q. — Fateh began its armed struggle on 1
January 1965, did it not?

A. — Yes, on 1 January 1965, after the decision
was taken to commence operations in spite of in-
adequate potential.

Q. — May we know something about Fateh's
first military operation? What exactly was its ob-
jective, both militarily and politically?

A. — The first operation was a clash with an
Israeli military patrol. But the first operation that
was really significant for Fateh was the next one
which struck at the Jordan tributaries diversion
lines. In 1965, as vou know, the main subject of dis-
cussion for which summit conferences were held was
this diversion. We saw that from this diversion point
it was possible to start the Palestinian revolution, a
revolution which would continue and produce its ef-
fect on the colonialist racial Zionist presence in our
country. and from there to develop the diversion
scheme into the supreme cause: liberation. This was
to be done by striking at Israel’s diversion operations
with our then modest means. We performed the
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operation during which the first Assifa comba-
tant, our brother Mahmoud Hijazi, was taken
captive. He was tortured and tried, and is still brave-
ly suffering torture in prison until this day. The
reason why he was taken captive was that his rifle
was rusty and unfortunately did not help him.

Another unfortunate incident in this operation
was the death of our first martyr, Ahmad Musa, not
by enemy fire, but by an Arab bullet upon his re-
turn following the completion of the operation. The
orders issued to him and to all men in the contin-
gents which were sent for the first time into the oc-
cupied territory commanded them to refrain under
all circumstances from engaging Arab troops upon
their return, even if fired on. They were to die, if
need be, without firing a single shot at any Arab
soldier, who was totally innocent and a brother to
us. Our aim was to prevent our commandos from
killing any Arab, even in self-defence, and to en-
sure that commando action shall from the start draw
a clear picture of the bloody tragedy which our Pa-
lestinian people is suffering.

Q. — What was the reaction to your first ope-
ration?

A. — We felt the response which the Palestinian
and Arab masses had to our action. In fact, the res-
ponse was mostly favourable, if we except certain
groups and voices, some of whom adopted the line
of direct attack, as in the case of certain Arab pa-
pers in which the combatants read while returning
from their heroic operation an accusation to the ef-
fect that CENTO agents had been operating in the
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area. Others, also adopting a direct line, admitted
that the operation was good and worth-while, but
blamed it for failing to co-ordinate in advance with
the free Arab countries, some demanding a joint
plan between the commandos and the Arab govern-
ments at the time. A third group said that the tim-
ing was wrong, and others said that it was a matter
of one or two adventures which had ended and there
was no future in such action.

But the operations succeeded one another, and
so did the communiques ... the third communiqué.
the fourth, the fifth ... The tongues of accusation and
criticism became silent to a large extent, and popu-
lar response widened.

Alongside the inadequacy of our arms and the
lack of support from the national forces which were
expected to back our armed struggle, official Arab
quarters for the most part fought Fateh in vari-
ous ways. For instance, the Unified Arab Command
issued recommendations and circulars which fell in-
to our hands, calling upon the Arab countries not to
encourage the commandos and not to publicise any
military operation carried out by Fateh's Assifa
forces.

Q. — What, in your opinion, was the purpose or
motive behind this?

A. — I believe that it was an attempt to disso-
ciate the masses from armed struggle. At that time
we were faced by a conspiracy of silence in most
Arab countries the aim of which was to prevent the
masses of the people from adopting the principle of
armed struggle and from giving it all they could. To
be fair, we must mention that some Arab papers
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tried to publish Israeli communiques about our ope-
rations where they were not in a position to publish
Fateh’s military communiques.

Naturally we did not stand helpless before the
wall of silence which we endeavoured at all times to
penetrate through all means. For instance, we issued
secret publications which were distributed through-
out the Arab homeland, but in spite of the great
number of copies which we distributed, the circula-
tion was essentially limited in view of the vastness
of the area.

Q. — How long do you think this wall — the
wall ef silence — continued to stand? How did it
collapse? When? Was it after or before the June
1967 defeat?

A. — In reality it was before the June 1967 de-
feat, when the Israelis committed their aggression
against Sammu Village (November 13, 1966),
with the result that the Jordanian mas-
ses rose as one man to proclaim their
strong support for commando action and to demand
that it be given full freedom of action. The demon-
strations, which spread all over the country, took
everybody by surprise because they were sponta-
neous, not planned in advance, and expressed the true
feelings of the people. The national and progressive
forces were not capable of comprehending the full
significance of these demonstrations, nor were they
agreed on a unified programme to reap their fruits.
They soon lost momentum and measures were re-
doubled against commando action. Adverse propa-
ganda through press conferences and radio broad-
casts announced that the subject of the commandos
was not peculiar to Jordan alone, that the position
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to be taken with regard to it was a general Arab po-
sition, and that this position was being taken in
compliance with the orders of the Unified Arab Com-
mand. Naturally this Command was subject to or-
ganised exploitation because it comprised at the
time, in addition to Jordan, several other régimes.

However, the most important thing in all this
was that the conspiracy of silence which had been
woven around the commandos collapsed, even
through the action of the counter-measures them-
selves. The number of detainees in some Arab coun-
tries reached a very high figure. They were not all
members of Fateh, any patriot suspected of hav-
ing any connection with or of supporting Fateh
or commando action was put under arrest.

Q. — What took place after the June defeat?

A. — We all know that the defeat engendered a
state of bewilderment among the Arab masses
who at the same time rejected any notion of sur-
render. The enemy may imagine that their victory of
10 June put an end to the Six Days' War, as the Is-
raelis call it, but on the very next day, 11 June, Fa-
teh’s Assifa men carried their arms into the occupied
territory for the first time after defeat. The value of
the 11 June initiative lay in the fact that it ignored
all attitudes of despair and bewilderment and gave
effect to the determination of the Arab people in
general and the Palestinian people in particular not
to give up but to continue fighting the enemy with-
out respite.

Thereafter our patrols closely succeeded one an-
other inside the territory. I may be divulging a secret
when I say that the great majority of Fateh lead-
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ers entered the occupied territory to join those who
were already there for the purpose of organising the
resistance of the Palestinian masses.

It was not easy at first, and many difficulties
had to be overcome. In training for instance, we
faced the difficulty of combat training under enemy
occupation, in spite of the absolute secrecy which we
imposed. The enemy was very active in deploying
its communications and observation posts at a time
when our observation posts and communications had
not yet the capacity for effective confrontation which
they now have. Consequently, the enemy from time
to time discovered training cells in the mountains
and took ruthless action against them. The com-
mandos were not capable of hitting back effectively
at the time because the arms which they had were
of a very archaic type dating back to past wars and
revolutions. Naturally this resulted in some casual-
ties during training.

Q. — With due regard to military secrets, how
then did you face the problem of modern armament?

A. — As a matter of fact the setback here brought
an advantage in the matter of armament. After the
defeat we sent special contingents to the occupied
battle areas with the specific object of collecting the
greatest possible amount of Arab arms abandoned in
large quantities. It may be said in all frankness that,
after the defeat, Fateh took a quantity of arms
which far surpassed, both quantitatively and quali-
tatively, the amount it had taken throughout its pe-
riod of struggle and even after the Arab countries’
recognition of the Palestinian resistance movement
and its effort. This was our main source of supply.

39



Q. — But the need for arms wo carry on resis-
tance recurs and increases with the growing breadth
and depth of its operations, and it is therefore ne-
cessary to find other sources. According to historical
experience in all resistance movements, one im-
portant source of arms supply is always the enemy
side itself, the arms that are captured. Did you take
this into account? If so, what was the approximate
proportion?

A. — Enemy arms are a basic element in guer-
rilla warfare, an element which we have taken and
will continue to take into consideration at all times.
To be realistic, I must tell you frankly that we still
consider that the quantity of arms which we have
taken from the enemy is not sufficient, and I esti-
mate its ratio to total armament at not more than
10%. Naturally, this ratio will inevitably be doubled
and redoubled, and this matter is part of our
calculations and plans.

Q. — With your permission, we shall now return
to the general trend of our discussion. How did you
face the situation and its difficulties and complica-
tions immediately following the defeat?

A. — We concentrated mainly on battle training
for guerrilla warfare on the one hand, and on the
reorganisation of former cells which existed under
Arab rule — I mean Jordan — as well as the forma-
tion of new cells to face the requirements of the
situation after the whole of Palestine had fallen
under Israeli occupation. The response to reorgani-
sation and the appeal to join the resistance move-
ment was so great that it exceeded all expectations,
and the people’'s immense enthusiasm provided us
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with great potential.

It may now be said that this training and cell
reorganisation stage ended precisely on 29 August
1967 and a new stage began: that of the commence-
ment of organised and relatively large-scale resis-
tance.

Q. — Why precisely 29 August 1967?

A. — Before that date we had gone a long way
towards completing our training and had organised
our major cell systems. The important thing was that
we had completed the operation of transferring the
greatest possible quantity of arms abandoned in oc-
cupied Arab territory.

I should like here to clarify an important point.
It was possible to postpone the commencement of
organised large-scale resistance a few weeks after
29 August 1967 to enable us to complete the train-
ing of greater numbers and the establishment of
wider cell systems, and to develop further the level
and quality of our organisations, but we were com-
pelled to launch resistance on that date by an ope-
ration in Jerusalem and other operations in Tulkarm
and other areas.

Q. — Why?

A. — For a number of important considerations.
First of all, it was not sound from the political,
military or psychological angles to immobilise the
organisations and fighting forces after we had reach-
ed such a degree of training, organisation and arma-
ment. Secondly, immobilisation would have ex-
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posed us to greater danger. Thirdly, the enemy had
begun to be aware and to molest sume of our secret
bases.

Accordingly we decided to strike to avoid being
taken by surprise in the event of a counter-attack
by the enemy. We actuallv began and Fateh re-
mained alone in the field, carrving on armed resis-
tance, until December 1967, when some of our
brothers of the Popular Front joined us in the strug-
gle from the first half of January 1968. Thereafter
the operations continued, and small organisations
were formed one after the other until we reached
the situation which I have already described. These
are the main points concerning the formation of
Fateh as well as its thinking and action, within
publishable limits.

Q. — Before proceeding to another subject, I
should like to know, if 1 may, how the decision of
29 August 1967 was taken, and who took the final
and binding decision in the matter. In other words,
was the decision taken on the basis of a political
view and a full analysis of the situation in all its
aspects, or on the basis of a purely military view to
forestall a possible counter-attack by the enemy,
or the wish to avoid immobilising the cells and com-
batants who were eager for military action? By
whom was the decision taken? Was it by the Orga-
nisation’s political leadership or by the combatants’
military command? May I request that the reply
include, if possible, a more complete definition of
the relation between political action and military
action in Fateh?

A. — Thank you for giving me by this question
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the opportunity of explaining Fateh's understand-
ing of this important matter. You are undoubtedly
aware of the accusation directed against Fateh
to the effect that it is concerned with military ac-
tion alone, that it is a group of nationalist adven-
turers — this has actually been said — whose sole
concern is to strike and kill and terrify the enemy,
and that it is imprisoned within this antiquated
circle from which it does not wish to come out to
the wider political horizon.

To tell you the truth, I am still unable to under-
stand the reasons on which this accusation is based.
Is it possible in any armed resistance, guerrilla war
or liberation movement for military action to exist
separately from political action? We in Fateh
see clearly that no military action is of any value
unless it serves a political line and forms part of
an all-inclusive political plan. Fateh’s first nucleus
arose as a political entity under the circumstances
of a political situation which it rejected and opened
for itself a different political path in the belief,
which it still holds, that it is the right path leading
to the goal. From this political line taken by
Fateh grew the military action of armed resistance
as an embodiment of this political configuration.
Military action is a sequel to Fateh’s political ac-
tion in its true perspective. In a liberation movement,
political policy springs from the mouth of the rifle,
and we in Fateh are fighters in the political field
as well as in the military field. Each of these fields
serves and complements the other within Fateh’s
general strategic plan. Thus we do not differentiate
between political action and military action, and to
emphasise this we refrain from sending to the armed
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resistance field any combatant unless he passes
through our political organisation.

Q. — Does this mean that all Assifa com-
batants first passed through the stage of political
membership in Fateh and linked themselves with
its political organisation which then submitted them
for military action?

A. — This is the basic principle which is now in
full application. But, to be honest with you, an ex-
ception to this basic rule has been made under cer-
tain specific circumstances on the basis of political
appreciation. I do not wish to conceal from you the
fact that, in spite of the compelling circumstances
which led to this exeption, it caused us some problems
which I am not now in a position to disclose or dis-
cuss. These problems deepened our belief in the
necessity of adhering to the basic rule that Fateh
men should first be politicians and then fighters.
The exception was made during the first difficult
period following the defeat when we were compelled
to accept fighting volunteers directly without pass-
ing through the membership of Fateh's political
organisation, but we soon returned to the applica-
tion of the basic rule about two months after the Al-
Karameh Battle. Fighting volunteers are no longer
accepted directly but through our political organisa-
tion. This will show you that political organisation
and political thinking is the leader.

Q. — One question for further -clarification:
When a particular operation is under consideration,
the fighting force may have an idea. Is its military
command permitted to carry it out directly, or is it
first discussed on the political level along with the
military considerations, the final decision to be taken
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by the political leadership?

A. — It would perhaps be advisable for me to
replv to this question by giving yvou an actual ex-
ample which has been kept secret until now but
there is no longer any harm in revealing it. When
we decided that the time had come for the launch-
ing of organised large-scale armed resistance, what
happened? Our brothers inside, mostly military and
political figures, wanted resistance to start on 20
August 1967, but those outside had a different idea.
What did we do? We called the entire political lea-
dership including those who were inside, like
Brother Abu-Ammar, specifically for the purpose of
debating the matter on the political and military
levels with such thoroughness as to take into ac-
count all circumstances and considerations. We asked
those inside to accept postponement of operations
until the leadership arrived at a decision, instead of
the suggested 20 August. Consequently operations
did not start on 20 August, and as a result of the
discussions the situation became ripe for the com-
mencement of armed resistance. This took nine full
days, and therefeore resistance did not start until 29
August. This proves that we never undertake any
military action except in the light of a general poli-
tical line, for although resistance drives are of a mi-
litary nature, yet they are at the same time political
drives with planned political objectives. Where they
are confined to purely military operations they be-
come acts of demagogues, of adventurers. These false
impressions, which have now been obli-
terated as proved by actual circumstances, may have
resulted from the fact that, in facing the then exist-
ing political circumstances, we stressed that our basic
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method of fighting was armed struggle. Well, would
vou be surprised to learn that Fateh has no pro-
fessional soldiers or military commanders? All com-
batants in Fateh, on any level, were originally uni-
versity students, engineers, cultured persons or work-
men. We have only a very small number of traditional
militarists. This was regarded by some as a draw-
back for which we were blamed. Thus our first dis-
pute with some of our brothers in the Organisation’s
Liberation Army concerned this very point. They
used to ask us: «Where are the officers? The lieute-
nants? The captains? The majors?» etc. Our reply
was that we were waging a war of liberation in which
the men and the leaders were learning how to make
war by actually making war. This would enable the
army and its commanders to become a real and ef-
fective force in undertaking and leading the armed
struggle in the long run according to plan. We do
not have a single military commander who studied
at a military academy. All our commanders have
received their training in battle and have learnt the
art of war by making war with the enemy, by ex-
periencing and practising war daily.

Fateh's General Command has its Central
Committee. Naturally, there is a sort of distribution
of responsibilities and specialisation. There are those
who have political duties and others who have mili-
tary duties, but all constitute one integral whole.
When we began action in 1965 we issued a political
statement, and we published another after 1967.

In this connection, there is one point which I
would like to make clear. This is probably our first
chance to announce that there is no such thing as
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Fateh’s Military Wing, as mentioned in the press
and radio broadcasts.

Q. — How? What about Assifa?

A. — This is precisely the point. How did the
term «Assifay originate? The basic and only thing
we have is Fateh. However, when we began mi-
litary operations in January 1965 — I have already
explained that the majority in the conference which
we held for this purpose were of the opinion that it
was necessary to start in spite of inadequate means
because potentialities could not grow except through
action, while a minority disagreed with this opinion
— the minority whose opinion had been rejected de-
manded that action be taken initially under a name
other than Fateh, so that if the first operations
should fail the result would have no effect on the
continuity of Fateh and the completion of its pre-
parations for the resumption of operations. Thus we
used the name of Assifa to launch the first opera-
tions under its banner without referring to Fateh.
We did not mention Fateh or identify it with
Assifa except after about the tenth military com-
muniqué and the success of the operations. There-
after we decided that the name of Assifa should
continue because it had become a historic name and
because in reality it was synonymous with the ori-
ginal name of our movement: Fateh.

Q. — I do not know whether information con-
cerning Fateh’s organisational structure is today
regarded as secret. It is up to you to determine this.
What interests me is the kind of relations governing
action among the combatants on the various levels
in Fateh, from the base to the summit.
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A. — Fateh's organisational structure is a
secret indeed, but, regarding the kind of relations, I
can assure vou that, following the complex circums-
tances of Fateh’s secret emergence and after it
had become fully prepared for organisation, these
relations changed from extreme centralisation into
a type of revolutionary democracy governed by speci-
fic organisational rules which were binding on every-
body from the base to the summit without distine-
tion,

Q. — There is another peint, I have noticed from
my contacts with you that you are all intent on
stressing the collective character of Fateh's leader-
ship. Then came your decision to designate Brother
Abu-Ammar as Fateh’s official spokesman. What
is the main idea behind this decision, and what are
its repercussions on the principle of Fateh’s col-
lective leadership and its applications?

A. — As you have said, collective leadership in
Fateh is a basic and essential principle which has
been arrived at, not because we are fond of revolu-
tionary expressions, but as a result of the conflicts
suffered by us and by our young men who have had
previous party experiences where individualism was
one of the causes of failure or setback. Thus we have
strongly reacted against individualism in all its forms
and have been brought up to prefer, both sub-
jectively and objectivelv., the principle of col-
lectivity — the collectivity of leadership in par-
ticular. This collectivity is perhaps one of the
reasons why Fateh has maintained its unity and
cohesion in both organisation and action. Fateh
was formed as a secret movement and consequently
none of its leaders was known to the public. Their
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names were kept secret, and had it not been for per-
sonal contacts which were inevitable.in the process
of implementation none of them would have been
known by name. Thus we were compelled to bring
to light a few names, but there are members .of our
collective leadership whose names have remained
unknown and who nevertheless may be better and
purer than the rest of us whose names have been
revealed because the requirements of our work have
so dictated. With the expansion of our field of action
and our success in justifying the existence of our
movement and in proving its ability to shoulder re-
sponsibilities, we had to present to the masses a
responsible person to be an authority, particularly
since we noticed that certain publications and state-
ments had begun to appear in Beirut under the name
of Fateh, while in reality they had no connection
with Fateh, nor did they express our opinion. Who
could stand openly before the public and announce in
the name of Fateh that this statement comes from
Fateh and that does not? There was none. More-
over, the Israeli press and broadcasts had begun to
concentrate on the name of Brother Abu-Ammar
considering that he was one of Fateh’s leaders in-
side the occupied territory and at the same time a
leading combatant who shouldered both political and
military responsibilities. We took a decision at a
meeting of the leadership to designate him as
Fateh’s official spokesman. He himself was not pre-
sent at the meeting, and he heard of the decision
in the same way as many others did. There may have
been a special reason for selecting him in addition
to other reasons connected with his steadfastness in
the fight. He is a man of few words, the least spoken
of us all. The press has sometimes tried to lead him
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into discussion but he alwavs =ucceeded in extrica-
ting himself except where it was really necessary to
speak out and to clarify Fateh's position. Tt was
actually suggested during the meeting of the leader-
ship to designate three official spokesmen for
Fateh, but none of them accepted. Since Brother Abu-
Ammar was the only member who was not present
in the meeting, his designation was announced and
he had to comply with the decision. As a matter of
fact, the combatant in any liberation movement al-
ways prefers secrecy unless the imperative require-
ments of the movement dictate otherwise. You know
the extent of the difficulty which we faced in nomi-
nating some of our colleagues in the leadership to
the Palestine Liberation Organisation’s Executive
Committee in its new form because the nomination
involved the announcement of their names. Thus
there is no connection between Brother Abu-Am-
mar's designation as an official spokesman for our
movement and the principle of collective leadership.
The designation was made in response to urgent re-
quirements.

Q. — You have stated in the course of the dis-
cussion that military action is subject to Fateh's
political lines and is intended to serve these lines.
May we know the principal characteristics of these
lines?

A. — Fateh’s political lines cannot be isolated
from the objective circumstances in which Fateh
was formed and under which it operates. Generally
speaking, it is a national liberation movement which
aims at mobilising the resources of the Palestinian
people in their armed struggle to liberate the whole
Palestinian territory from Zionist colonial settlement,
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When we say that Fateh is a national liberation
movement — this was announced from the very be-
ginning, although perhaps in an inaudible voice —
we mean that it regards itself as part of the general
Arab revolution which has begun to take shape in
certain sections of the Arab homeland. It also regards
itself as part of the world liberation movement
against imperialism although, for objective reasons
and circumstances of which the Arab citizen is well
aware, its effective and conscientious pursuit of this
clear-cut political line has been confined to Pales-
tinian territory. Fateh is sometimes taken to task
— this will perhaps clarify the political line indirect-
ly — for advocating the liberation of the territory
alone, without reference to the human individual or
society. We say that this is absurd, because the li-
beration of the territory cannot but lead us to the li-
beration of the human person. Every revolution
which raises the standard of liberation and practises
the armed struggle technique must necessarily be of
a progressive nature. We have never heard in the
whole history of the world that an adventurer has
successfully opposed colonialism. During the
stage of formation, Fateh willingly agreed to
gather together all the young Palestinians who had
been caught in the whirlpool of party politics in their
attempt to give expression to their feeling of pain
as Palestinian refugees. By so doing, it opened the
door, without any complexes, before all these young
men to reconsider their until then unproductive po-
litical activity and to take up the type of political
activity that was productive, effective and armed with
power. Fateh opened the door before all these
young men who had been harbouring views and ideas
connected with this or that group to bring them to-
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gether within the frame of armed struggle which
purifies the soul, does away with prejudices and
leads along a truly progressive revolutionary line.
Thus Fateh took it upon itself from the beginning
to bring together all these people from the extreme
right, as I have said, to the extreme left. Through
reaction in the melting-pot of the revolution and
through armed struggle, a truly revolutionary voung
generation cannot but arise and be prominent.

Q. — What was the condition for their joining
Fateh in view of the diversity of their ideological
and party affiliations?

A. — That they should dissociate themselves in
all consciousness, not from their ideas, but from their
party affiliations; that Palestinian youth should be-
lieve in liberation and in armed struggle. This was
a basic condition. In this connection we must make
a distinction between strategy and tactics. Every-
thing that Fateh has announced or will announce
maybe more connected with the requirements of
the immediate stages of the national liberation move-
ment than with long-term strategy. Let us take as
an example the principle of non-intervention in the
internal affairs of the Arab countries, a principle
announced by Fateh as an obligation to which
it commits itself. Fateh has been reproached for
adopting an allegedly «rightist» policy, but I sav that
this policy is objectively sound since it requires Fateh
not to concern itself with who shall become prime
minister in this country or that. However, there is
in reality an interconnection between Palestinian ac-
tion and Arab action, and consequently we have al-

ways proclaimed that we are part of the Arab re-
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velutien. Where does this interconnection come from?
We believe that none of the progressive policies an-
nounced by the Arab nation is capable of implemen-
tation except through our battle and the liberation
of Palestine. Even the socialist régime and union
cannot be achieved except through a real battle for
the liberation of Palestine because the Arab nation’s
entire productive effort must necessarily be chan-
nelled towards this battle, regardless of whether
this productive effort has or has not yet given forth
its fruit. The important thing is that it should be
directed towards the battle, for how can we build a
progressive society in our country while we are hav-
ing to allocate all our income and productive effort
to the procurement of military hardware for use
"against the colonising aggressor? Therefore this
policy of non-intervention in the internal affairs of
the Arab countries does not preclude interconnection
between the Arab countries and Palestine. It is cal-
culated to make its contribution towards the ripe-
ning of the concrete circumstances favouring the Pa-
lestine liberation movement with the full force of
Arab effort without subsidiary disputes, and at the
same time to create a revolutionary atmosphere

around the Arab frontiers with the enemy and among
the Arab people in the vicinity of these frontiers.
The same contact may spread even to remote Arab
lands to create a revolutionary atmosphere in which
the whole Arab nation will fight side by side with
the Palestinian people. In this way the Arab nation’s
aspirations and revolutionary concepts will mate-
rialise through a real battle inside Palestine itself.
Let us take Jordan or Lebanon as an example. All
national and progressive forces, irrespective of their
ideological beliefs, can act. There are some who hold
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that the small bourgeoisie has fallen and is no longer
entitled to take part in the struggle, but Fateh
has realistically progressed beyond such contentions
as a result of its experiences. it believes that every
Palestinian has a right to take part in the fight, ir-
respective of his situation. However, the leadership
of Palestinian action must be placed in revolutionary
hands which will not sell, bargain or divert
this action to serve the interests of any reactionary
forces. This is extremely vital. Nobody has the right
to restrict action to a particular class. Besides, such
restriction would weaken the liberation movement.
There are classes or sections of classes now which
were unknown in the days of Karl Marx. Did Marx
study a class called the «displaced persons’ class»
which has appeared among the Palestinian people?
The displaced person was a labourer who used to
work as such in his country, but now he no longer
works as a labourer. The displaced person was a
farmer who is no longer engaged in farming. How do
we evaluate this or that one? There is thus the dis-
placed persons’ class which imposes its presence and
which cannot be defined according to traditional
standards, although its circumstances and origin may
be of a revolutionary character. It is a problem which
we are treating without any complexes or fears.

There may be some who find fault with Fateh
for failing to adopt a Marxist-Leninist line or some-
thing of this sort which would enable it to be des-
cribed as progressive. My reply is that, if we examine
the background and previous practices of those who
now advocate this line, we find that these practices
and background are remote from Marxism-Leninism.
Fateh, which has never called itself Marxist-
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Leninist, was the first to practise armed struggle,
the first to open the long way to this
battlee However it may be, words alone
are useless: actual practice is the real criterion.
We assert that Fateh has many practices whose
connection with progressive thought is stronger than
that of the self-styled partisans of this thought. The
important thing in any revolutionary movement is
not the mere announcement of an idea, but its actual
implementation. No idea is of any value unless it is
put into actual practice.

Q. — This leads us to the question of Fateh's
social structure. To put it more clearly, it was evident
during Fateb’s early formation that the prevai-
ling element in its secial structure was that of edu-
cated persons in the sense that most of its members
and leaders were educated Palestinians, The question
now is this: After the great evolution and expansion
which Fateh has undergone, is the prevailing
stamp still that of educated persons or has this stamp
changed with the entry into Fateh of other social
groups, such as workers, farmers, artisans,etc., after
June 1967?

A. — This is all closely and organically connected
with the main policy which Fateh has consistent-
ly upheld: that of national liberation. The policy of
national liberation is necessarily a broad one which
accepts under its banner all the national forces,
groups and classes which believe in national libe-
ration. Nevertheless, one cannot under the circums-
tances deny the fact, which is quite in evidence, that
the prevailing classes and groups in the armed strug-
gle today are those of the revolutionary educated
workers and farmers without distinction.
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Q. — In the formation of its members for the
struggle, does Fateh concern itself with political
formation along with fighting military formation?
Do you find the opportunity while you are in the
thick of your armed struggle to bring up politico-
military cadres in special schools set up for this pur-
pose? How does this take place, if such scheols do
exist?

A. — Naturally, the formation of political and
military cadres for Fateh is a fundamental matter
without which it could not have continued to exist
or to develop and grow stronger. with regard to
national  liberation, the thinking of our
cadres is open to the Palestinian reality and to its
problems and aims, in addition to the Arab reality
and the international situation. Similarly, we give
concentrated attention to the enemy reality because
thorough knowledge of the enemy from every angle,
including politics, economics, parties, ideologies,
armed forces, etc, is a basic thing for every
combatant in Fateh. Also, in the course of bring-
ing up our cadres, we are aware of world
experience in national liberation, believing
in the necessity of benefiting from this experience,
but also believing at the same time that, to achieve
real success, we must draw from our own circums-
tances and reality a national experience which would
enrich world experience. We have been studying
world revolutions and liberation movements
and  have published them in booklets
which are distributed regularly and periodically
to our cadres who discuss them freely at regular in-
tervals. As to vour question about cadre schools, we
do have them but, to tell you the truth, we are dis-
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satisfied with them and are now considering pos-
sibilities for their development and reinforcement.
The work of some of them has been interrupted for
reasons beyond our control during the phase of
transition and development of our operations.

Q. — As a matter of fact these transitional opera-
tions which you have just mentioned remind me of
certain opinions stated about Palestinian resistance.
I personally do not agree with these opinions, but I
shall present them to you for your comment. Brief-
ly, these opinions state that the guerrilla war, or the
revolution, should spring from inside the
occupied territory, while in fact, according to these
opinions, Palestinian resistance takes place from out-
side the occupied territory. Naturally these are con-
ventional opinions which do not take into account
the nature of the objective conditions underlying the
Palestinian resistance movement. I do not wish here
to give you my detailed opinion, but I am anxious to
know your opinion as well as the possibility and ex-
tent of mobilisation of all Palestinian forces inside
and outside the occupied territory?

A. — I believe that these opinions confuse two
things: the armed liberation action led from the
outside — in the present case it involves only part
of the leadership — and a mass revolution actually
originating from the inside. This fact is historically
well-known in all national liberation movements.

As regards our revolution, the Palestinian people
are revolting under objective conditions which
are different and quite distinguishable
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