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'<Tell no lies, claim no easy victories» 

Amilcar Cabral 

A highly respected radical French 
journalist published a book in 1970 
in which he expressed sympathy for 
the Popular Democratic Front's posi
tion (La Resistance Palestinienne, Ge
rard Chaliand). His opinions of the 
PFL.P. were based on the account 
he heard from PDF spokesmen. We 
were disturbed not because Chaliand 
criticized us. but because we ascer-· 
tained that his criticisms had a hol
low base. Upon challenging his revo
lutionary integrity. Chaliand came to 

meet our leaders and cadres so as to 
assess the truth for himself. As a re
sult of his visit with us, Chaliand pu
blished a long article in Le Monde 
Diplomatique « Le Double Combat 
du F.P.L.P. JJ in which he withdrew 
certain P.D.F. allegations and also 
criticized himself by admitting that 
some of his views expressed in the 
above book, concerning the P.F.L.P. 
were incorrect. Till now, we respect 
Chaliand's courage. 

As of late, another well known and 

respected radical journalist has' see~
ingly fallen prey to Hawatmeh s opi
nions. Ironically this journalist, Wilf
red . Burchett, based · his opinions on 
Hav:atmeh's account only and did 
not bother to cross heck the I t'er· 
viewponts with that of the ..P.F.L.P.'.s. 
It is quite regretful that Burchett did 
not learn a lesson from the Chaliand 
experience. We wonder ho\\·e er. 
would Burchett have the moral cou
rage to admit the inaccuracies and 
mistakes which he reported as facts? 
Though Mr. Burchett is quite well 
versed in Indo-Chinese affairs. a fact 
for which we have respected him. 
he possesses neither the elementary 
nor the rudimentary facts concerning 
the Middle East, and the Palestine 

question in particular. / " . . 
However, if Mr. Burchett msists 

on writing on the Middle East, we 
suggest that a) he bridge the gap 
between· the truthfulness of what he 
reports and what actually is ; b? and 
that the next tfme he finds himself 
in Beirut - he could seek an inter
view with the P.F.L.P. Who knows, 
perhaps he too might find the . need 
for self-criticism after such an mter
view. The only thing we promise is 
to deal with him as we . do with all 
progressive journalists : firm, frank 
honesty coupled with a revolutionary 
spirit that respects facts and one 
which knows how to differentiate 
between opinian and fact. 

Before we disect Burchett's repor
ting of the Hawatmeh interview, we 
would like to register our objection 
to the closing paragraph of Burchett's 
«Syria gets taste of U.S. Diploma~y)) 
(Guardian - March 13, 1974). which 
if read carefully could be interpreted 
as a slur against the Palestinian peo
ple. He writes : , 

((The idea of a Palestinian state, 
as the first step along the road to 

BURCHETT : FACT _OR FANCY ? 
a full-scale national home which will 
embrace the 3.3 million Palestinians 
scattered throughout the Middle East 
- including about half a million in 
Israel itself - has been seized upon 
with passionate enthusiasm. It is a 

· factor that neither Dr. Kissinger nor 
in his own separate way, Dr. Habash 
can ignore.)) 

Though Burchett saves himself lin
guistically by inserting «nor in his 
own separate way)) to differentiate 
Kissinger from Habash, the mere fact 
of lumping the two together is an 
insult t~ our people. For as is ob
vious. whereas Kissinger represents 
the interests of U.S. Imperialism, our 
main enemy, · Comrade Habash to 
our masses is respected because of 
his relentless militancy. 

Having disposed o{ some prelimi
nary remarks, let us deal directly 
with Burchett's interview of Hawat
meh pubiished in the March 6, 1974 
issue of the Guardian, and some of 
the statements of the March 13 ar
ticle already cited above. 

The crux of Burchett's «reporting)) 
is concerned with the proposed Pa
lestinian state. However, instead of 
reporting. he took it upon himself to 
offer his sen·ices as a PR man for 
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he deduce, that : 
a ) Most Palestinians are in favor of 

the "mini-state» : 
(o- of the P.L.O. \1th the ex

ception of the P.F.L.P. and the 
A.L.F. are for the <IState>J ; 

c) And finally. that Iraq is the ac
tual provocator of those opposed 
to the n mini-stateJJ. 

Though Burchett did not claim to 
possess scholarly abilities. we would 
like to remind him that even a po
litical article , requires that facts be 
stated even if they might be damag
ing to one's wishful thinking. 

Firstly. how did Burchett, Hawat
meh and the West Bank dignitaries 
arrive at the conclusion that the mas
ses are-dying to see the establishment 
of a «mini-staten ? With no eviden
ce to show, Burchett quotes Awad 
of the West Bank : «People in the 
occupied areas are unanimous for an 
independent state.JJ (Guardian; March 
6. 1974). Furthermore he writes : 
«Among the guerillas who are doing 
the fighting, the opinion seems una
nimous in favor of the state.)) (Guar
dian. March 13, 1974). 

In the meantime, many of the mass 
organizations in the Palestinian 
camps and elsewhere have to this day 
registered a categoric refusal of the 
proposed state. (The Workers l!n~on, 
Palestinian Women's Commisston. 
Writers Union, Student etc). To ela
borate on this point. we need only 
look at the elections of the General 
Union of Palestinian . Students 
(GUPS) · held in Lebanon . Thcugh aU 

' the elected candidates were from 
Fateh, it must be pointed out that 
the electorate knew quit~ well that 

even these Fateh people are opposed 
to the Palestinian state. In. fact about 
70% of those elected are opposed to 
capitulation, hence they refuse the 
«mini-staten. In these same elections. 
the P.F.L.P. candidates who were 
expexted to receive no more than 
10% of the votes received on the 
average 35% of the total votes. 

On the ~ther level, various peti
tions signed by residents of camps 
Ein Al-Helwa and Rashideya direc
ted to the P.L.O. executive stated 
their categoric refusal of the state. 

Numerous other examples can be 
cited to disprove Burchett's reported 
allegations. One wonders what type 
of mysterious research and analytical 
tools led Burchett to make such a 
claim ? 

As to the question of 1he West 
Bank residents. we can at best des
cribe their position as one of legiti
mate and justified confusion. Hence 
to claim they are overwhelmingly in 
favour of the state would be quite 
erroneous. It is our task as a unified 
P.L.O. to clarify to our masses the 
impact of the October war. Those 
who at present favor the formation 
of a state do so primarily because 
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opening the door for Hawat
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regi ers the former's rem r 
denounce demagogic and in.:urre t 

lines such as that of Habash's. His 
is a typical leftist opportunist line 
consisting of advancmg strategic slo
gans but avoiding any practical steps 
to implement them. The practical re
sults of his rejection of' creating a na
tional state would be to aba-ndon the 
territories to be evacuated to Jord-
an's King Hussein.JJ , .. 

Again due to Burchett s pohttcal 
blinders. he falls short on the metho
dological end of t,he argument. In 
other words in confining himself to 
this limited either/or scheme («staten 
or Hussein), he in fact limits the pos
sibilities at hand to a rather rigid 
and closed system of analysis. 
I. Why must the refusal of A (sta

te) mean the automatic accep
tance of B (Hussein) ? 

2. Is this either/or situation the 
only scheme within which we 
could operate ? 

3. Will the acceptance of (A) re
sult in tbe defeat of the Imperia
list plan being presently expoun
ded by the U.S. through their 
«peace)) dove, Mr. Kissinger. 

4. Is not the offering of (A) in fact 
the tool by which Imperialism 
hopes to silence once and for 
all the voices of revolution i'.e .. 
the Palestinian resistance move
ment personified in armed strug
gle ? 

The real question then is not whe
ther one is for or against (A) or (B). 

rather we see that given the present 
balance of powers internationally and 
locally, that our number one aim is 
the exposing and stopping of the Im
perialist plan - a plan whose ultima
te aim is not only the extirpation of 
the resistance but also the elimina
tion of the actual idea of resistance, 
hence revolution. 

If the pl'incipal contradiction is 
between Imperialism and the forces 
of its negation, the Arab masses. 
then in discussing the proposed state 
we must first and foremost deter
mine whose solution it is. and under 
what specific historical conditions is 
it being proposed . 

Mr. Hawatmeh and Mr. Burchett. 
is it really «Opportunisticn to request 
that in Dur analysis we invoke a ma
jor point of Marx's methodology i.e. 
historical specificity ? Simply put. 
we are not against the establishment 
of a Palestinian state, nor are we op
posed to a <(National AuthorityJJ to 
rule over this state. We do however 
have serious reservations as to the 
actualization of these . plans in the 
present historical context. Furthermo-
re based on our understanding of 

Imperialism. we are certain that in 
P-.~-: 
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Vietnamese case when .)OU fa1l to es
tablish the proper basis upon which 
such a comparison . can actually take 
place. ((Our strategic aim is a demo
cratic state in the whole land af Pa-
l · The strategic aim of the estme ... 
Vietnamese people is also to unite 
their country and create a democra
tic society. But they adopted a step-by
step process. Our approach must be 
similar... At this stage we are fight
ina to end Israel's occupation of our 

b . • 

lands. We are fighting for Palestlman 
self~determimtion · the Israelis eva
cuation of the occupied land and the 
creation of a national democratic sta
te.JJ (Hawatmeh. Guardian March 6, 
1974). 

The sad part of this statement . is 
that it was said by the leader of the 
P.D.F., one of the Palestinian orga
nizations , and reported by a man 
whom we always considered as 
knowledgeable concerning Vietname
se affairs. Allow us to point out that 
the Vietnamese in following a «step
by-step process )J did so only as a 
result of political and military 
strength. They went to Paris because 
they had a mass armed movement at 
their disposal. In accepting a cease
fire they did so because they maintai
ned the right to oppose U.S. inter
vention in their internal affairs, plus 
the _PRG.' a well organized revolu
tionary force in the southern part of 
Vietnam controlled (then. perhaps 
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IRAN AND 
Afghanistan and Pakistan in the east. 
and the Persian Gulf and the Gulf of 
Oman in the sou!h. 

Moreover. the crux of the Iran
U.S. relationship lies in the U.S. con
trol of the Iranian armed forces. a 
role which is euphemistically caiJed 
((advisory,, rather than by its real 

name. The facts are U.S. military 
personnel in Iran perform many tasks 
ranging from piloting planes to hand
ling cargo at the Tehran post office. 
and nothing can hide the facts. Let 
us however. return to the « official 
viewJ> which is damning enough : 

"The over-all number of American 
military personnel here, which is ex
pected to total more than 1,100 ma
kes it one of the largest armed for
ces assistance missions in Asia .•. 

Another team, called tbe gendar
nu~rie mission, advises the rural poli

ce force, which is responsible for 
about 8{) per cent of the country. 

The American commitment and in
h:rest here is made !)lain by, the 
unusually large embassy staff - some 
officaJs say that it is now larger than 
the embassy in New Delhi - and -

President Nixon's appointment three 
months ago of Richard Helms. for
mer Director of Central Intelligence. 
as Ambassador." 

As America's chosen Messiah in 
the Middle East and South Asia. the 

Shah. has acuired the stature of a 
world «statesman" and a coterie of 
apologists everywhere in the West. 
One of them is Theo Sommer. editor
in-chief of Die Zeit. who. in the post 
Iran-Oman era of hands stretched 
across the Gulf. has written (News
week. March 25. 1974. o. 17) : 

«It is determination to ensure that 
the oil does keep going out which. 
along with national pride and the 
requirement of defense and deterren
ce. lies behind Iran's tremendous ar
maments effort. That determination 
explains the occupation in 1971 of 
three small islands in the Straits of 
Hormuz. the entry into the Persian 
Gulf. It underlies the recent pact 
with the Sultanate of Oman. which 
occupies the coast across the straits 
from Iran. Most particularly. deter
mination to keep the oil flowing pro
vides the key to the Shah's naval 
and air strategy. His air force. com
plete with tankers for refueling mi
dair. will soon have a range extending 
as far afield as Aden and Bombay. 
And tomorrow's Iranian Navy will 
be roaning the Indian Ocean right 
down to the tenth parallel - the line 
that marks the northern border of 
South African and Portuguese recon
naissance and patrol operations. 

The Shah is not given to conver
sation about su,:h military details. 
But he makes his philosophy quite 
clear. It is the kind of lifeline philo
soph) once propounded under simi-
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Jar circumstances by the British. The 
Shah leaves no one in doubt that he 
will project Iran's military power, 
not hesitating to use it when he sees 
th..:: interest of his country in jeopar
dJ. A~kerl about an Ira!! ian naval 
presence in the Indian Ocean, he ans
wers: «Why should we be ashamed 
ul that ? We ha\e at least as mud1 
right to be there as any other power.· 
And he is equaHy forthright about. 
'"hat might be called his Monroe 
Doctrine for the Persian Gulf. That 
doctrine serves notice on everybody 
{hat Iran wiJI ioten·ene anywhere, 
anytime that a threat, external or in
ternal, arises to the Straits of Hor
muz. Preferably, it \\ill do su with 
the collaboration of the local rulers, 
but it will act on ih- own if wch col
laboration sho.uld not be forthcom
ing. Already a !mall lrania11 expedi
tionary force is helping the Sultan of 
Oman· to subdue a Communist-sop
ported rebellion in his westernmost 
province.» 

Meanwhile. the Shah in his infini
te wisdom. lo\e for his people. and 
concern for Arab posterity has dis
patched Iranian troops to Oman to 
excorcisc the specter of communism 
and save Qaboo's tyranny from the 
evils that beset it. At the conclusion 
of Qabo<h' triumphant \ i~it to Teh· 
ran (March 1- • 1974 ). a holy matn
mony of despotism was consummated 
and sealed. The Iran Free Press 
thundered in agony in reaction to the 
Obsener report of Jan. 6. 1974 that 
I ~9 Iranian soldier:- had been killed 
in the fighting in Dhofar' in the last 
week of 1973: (tWith what amazing 

contemrt the Shah sacrifices the flo· 
\\ er of Iranian } outh in the service 
of foreign masters.» 

Lastly. has «Arab unity of ranks» 
meant the cession of the Gulf to 
Iran? If not. why has the Arab Sta
tes· indifference c0ntinued in view of 
the mounting storm in the area? We 
have to ask further: Must Iraq re
main alone in the battle against Iran
ian supremacy in the Gulf ? Can the. 
Shah's soldiery be permitted to 
march on Aden after it had set foot 

on Oman Arab territory for the fir5t 
time since the 7th century? 

Need the Arab national movement 
confine itself to inaudible protesta
tions or must it emulat.:: revolutionary 
deeds and carry it all the way to Gulf 
and on to Tehran with the coopera
tion of the oppressed of Iran ? We 
proclaim a resounding No to shahan
shah hegemony in the Gulf. to im
perialist omnipotence over the seas 
that surround it and we call upon the 
forces of progress and enlightenment 
to unite together to stem the tide of 
counter-revolution and depose the 
shah and his protectors along with 
their Arab clients of Sheiks. Emirs. 
Sultans and Kings. 

' 

HA WATMEH-BURCHETI 
FACT OR FANCY ? 

tual basis) rather than clarifying to 
his readers the on-going debate a
mong various elements of the P.L.O. 

Is it not ludicrous to think that 
the P.F.L.P., waited for Iraq's 
O.K. before it registered its refusal 
of all capitulationist proposals inclu· 
ding ; U.N. resolution 242, the pro· 
posed c(state» and Hussein's Federa· 
tion etc. ? The outright slander ho· 
wever is that they accuse Iraq of en
couraging the resistance to take refu
ge in Iraq away from the center of 
our struggle - and actually imply that 
the P.F.L.P. was in agreement to 
such plans. 

We do not need to defend Iraq, 
however as P.F.L.P., we categorical
ly reject the allegation that Iraq as
ked us to stop our struggle and take 
refuge in their country for the time 
being. As P.F.L.P., our answer to 

the Imperialist plan has always inclu
ded the need to increase and heighten 
the level of our struggle in a) the 
accupied territories ; b) Jordan ; c) 
all areas where our masses live. To 
be accused of wanting to take refuge 
is really quite contrary to our daily 

practice on all levels, political, mili
tary and mass work. 

One might deduce that Burchett's 
ability in analyzing political develop
ments in the resistance movement 
might be limited. but to our surprise 
he seems to suffer from an inability 
of reporting simple facts. In his 
March 6 article, he claims: «On Fe
bruary 24. at a mass meeting in the 
Beirut Municipal Stadium, 10,000 Pa
lestinians rallied to celebrate the fifth 
anniversary of the formation of the 
P.D.F.>J Not that numbers really mat
ter, but a fact is a fact and should be 
reported as such. This writer who 
was also present at the rally estima
ted the participants at 2,000, maxi
mum 3.000. Allowing for a margin 
of error let us say four to five thou
sand, that leaves Mr. Burchett a 
100% off the mark. In addition, 
Burchett cited the figure 10,000 wi
thout adding that the quoted figure 
is his own estimate ... or whose is it? 

After being subjected to Hawar
meh's overt and Burc)Jett's covert in· 
vective. we fe~l that it is up to the 
progressive reader to critically look 
at the issues and posit them in their 
proper historical context. Upon so 
doing, the absurdity of accusations 
such as ccleftist vpportunist» and «de
magogic» would become crystal 
clear. 

As of this writing, a Palestinian 
summit conference has already held 
one meeting. The results will be re
ported in the next issue of the bulle
tin. We also intend to discuss the 
working papers proposed to the 
P.L.O. and we well publish our sug
gestions to the Palestine National 
Council in a special issue and let the 
facts speak for themselves. 

more so new). a major part of that 
region. This «Step-by-step>> process 

you espouse is not new. but appar
ently you seem unable in making the 
connection between this process with 
the existing conditions i.e., the ba
lance of power. 

Had our movement enjoyed such 
conditions. we guarantee you that the 
establishment of the state you are 
talking about would have been the 
direct result of our armed struggle 
and not due to either the cc benevolen
ce» or c(altruism» of Imperialism. 

As to Hawatmeh's claim that 
feAt this stage we are ·fighting to end 

Israel's 1967 occupation of our 
lands». one nuJst again express some 
doubt. No! We are fighting for the 
development of our potential capa
city so as to wage a true people's 
war. After all. we can not machani
caJiy differentiate between 1967 and 
the pre-1967 period, for that would 
indicate a shallow understanding of 
Zionism's intent for expansion. 

If Imperialism has decided that 
some of the occupied lands are ne
gotiable. we should not jump on the 

bandwagon and claim that our im· 
mediate, tactical goal is the return of 
lands captured in 1967. This howe
ver does not preclude a hypothetical 
situation in the future where only 
after a long periodutf-:~MII!~""'~~'t"'E1 
we ~ e territories and 
then use them as a base for the libe
ration of the whole of Palestine. Such 
would be the proper material base 
upon which a legitimate people's 
«National Authority» can be foun
ded. My dear sirs, reality which we 
are not willing to overlook has once 
again put your wishful thinking to 
sham. 

As regards the second point we 
deduced from Burchett, some clarifi· 
cation is required. It is true that 
when the first working paper was 
proposed the Al-Saika had signed it, 
however due to pressures from their 
organizational base, they no longer 
support it and in fact they vociferous
ly oppose the proposed «mini-state». 

As to the third point which Bur

chett bases on the following quote 
from a P.D.F. responsible: «The es· 
sence of the discussion centered a· 
round Iraq's proposaL supported by 
George Habas.h of the P.F.L.P. that 
the resistance movement should re
ject all current efforts at a solution. 
should reject the formation of a Pa
lestinian state and should all with· 
draw into Iraq to await a more pro· 
pitious revolutionary situation. >J Bur
chett of course is not responsible for 
this P.D.F. statement, but then should 
he not have had the moral courage 

to question the implicit allegations 
of the statement. Not having done so 
could only mean that Burchett was 
more interested in propagating a pO· 
sition (without having a proper fac-
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