
T
he previous article ended withIsrael and the United Statesdrawing closer as the USsought to become the dominantpower in the Middle East. On 5 June1967 Israel attacked Egypt. This was aturning point in cementing itsrelationship with the US. After the1967 war, Israel became the mainenforcer of ‘regional stability’ for theUS. In the Cold War period thismeant keeping the Soviet Unionfrom becoming too influential in theregion. In 1967 Egypt began to build uptroops in the Sinai close to Israel’sborder, but it was not clear whatprime minister Nasser was planning.The Israelis claimed that Egypt, Syriaand Jordan wanted to attack it, andthat it was defending itself by strikingfirst. Israel’s aggression was illegalunder Article 51 of the UN Charter,which says that a country can onlydefend itself when there is a clearthreat of an attack. With its strong air force, Israeleasily defeated its Arab foes andoccupied the Egyptian Sinai, theGolan Heights (Syria), Gaza (thenunder Egyptian control) and the WestBank including East Jerusalem (thenunder Jordanian rule). Even if Israelwas defending itself, its occupation ofthese territories was illegal.Israel has never agreed to

withdraw from these occupiedPalestinian territories. Instead, there are now more than285 000 Jewish settlers in the WestBank, with another 193 000 in EastJerusalem. The current right-winggovernment in Israel has plans toexpand its settlements. Since the 1970s, Israel and the UShave rejected annual UN GeneralAssembly resolutions in favour of atwo-state settlement where eachcountry is recognised as a separatestate (see SALB 34.3). This againshows how much responsibility theUS bears for Israel’s colonial policiesin Palestine.
BLACK SEPTEMBERThe Palestinian LiberationOrganisation (PLO) had beenfounded in 1964 under the ArabLeague. It called for the liberation ofall Palestine through armed struggle,the defeat of Zionist colonialism andWestern imperialism in the MiddleEast, as well as the right of Palestinianrefugees to return (see SALB 34.1).After Israel had seriously weakenedNasser and the Arab movement inthe 1967 war, Palestinian nationalismand the PLO began to grow. In 1968, the PLO became a massorganisation after Palestinian andJordanian troops engaged Israel inthe ‘Battle of al-Karamah’. Israel

raided two Palestinian refugee campsin Jordan, one in Karamah, believingthat the Jordanian authorities wouldturn a blind eye. But it turned into afull-scale battle and the Jordanianarmy inflicted heavy losses on Israeliforces. After the battle of al-Karamah, thePalestinians spoke of incorporatingJordan into Palestine. This alarmedconservative Jordanian leaders whowere faced by Palestinian socialistrevolutionaries who wanted thePalestinian struggle to become abroader social revolution in all Arabcountries. The US and Israel turned tocrushing the PLO and sided with theJordanian monarchy in its civil waragainst Palestinian guerrillas. The crushing of the Palestinians inJordan is known as ‘BlackSeptember’. This showed how Israeland most conservative Arabmonarchies had become closer thanthey ever publicly admitted. If thethreat of democratic, progressivechange emerges in these countries,they tend to work together to keepthe structures of class domination, aswell as US imperialism in place. Neither the Iraqis in easternJordan, nor the Egyptians, nor theSaudis under King Hussein helpedthe Palestinians. The Palestinianswere defeated by their Arab enemiesas well as by Israel and the US. 
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What is Iraeli/Palestine clash about?
Part 3: Arab states betray Palestine

The previous two Labour Bulletins charted the early history of the Israeli/Palestinian
conflict. In this part Chandra Kumar tells of how the Arab states progressively abandoned
Palestinian struggles in favour of a more profitable alliance with the US and Israel.



Black September showed thatmany of the Arab elites were moreworried by democratic socialmovements than they were by theexistence of Israel. Class divisionsproved more important thandivisions along national, ethnic orreligious lines.
US CLIENT REGIMES IN MIDDLEEASTSome critics of Israel argue that thepowerful Israeli lobby controls theUS government. They say that Israeloften pursues policies that upsetArabs in the Middle East. This istaken as meaning that even US oilcompanies play second fiddle to thepowerful Israeli lobby.But given the relative economicand military power of the US andIsrael, this claim is extreme. It is theUS, not Israel that has military basesin over 150 countries, and it is theUS, not Israel, that dominates globaleconomic institutions like theInternational Monetary Fund (IMF),the World Bank, and the World TradeOrganisation. It is Israel thatdepends on a constant supply ofweapons and money from the US. The US is able to maintain itsdominance in the Middle Eastbecause it has formed strongalliances with right-wing regimes: • The US client regimes of Egypt

and Jordan are ruled by corrupt,repressive governments. Theycooperate with the US onregional security and in the ‘waron terror’. • The Arab Gulf states (sixmonarchies on the Persian Gulf)of the Gulf Cooperation Council(GCC) established in 1981comprised of Saudi Arabia,Bahrain, Kuwait, Oman, Qatar andthe United Arab Emirates. The UShas over 100 000 militarypersonnel in these countries.Qatar was home to the USCentral Command headquartersfor the 2003 Gulf War. The oilrevenues of Saudi Arabia allow itto buy US weapons andequipment and also to investheavily in the US. • Israel, which has been the mostimportant pillar of US power inthe region since 1967. Aside fromrolling back popular movementsin the Middle East, Israelcooperates closely with the US inmilitary and intelligence matters. So far, the Arab monarchies in theregion have kept their power, butthis may not continue. If popularmovements in these countries riseup again and stand in solidarity withthe Palestinian struggle against Israel,then the US may loosen its ties withIsrael. 

EGYPT BETRAYS PALESTINEAfter a further war with Israel, the1973 Yom Kippur War, Egypt movedcloser to the West. Egypt wasstronger militarily in this war than inthe 1967 war so in peace talks theSinai was returned to Egypt in 1979.Egypt and Israel now became allies.Egypt opened its economy toWestern investment and became aclose ally of the US. The Egyptianmilitary gets massive aid from the US.Before the 2008 Israeli assault onGaza, Israeli foreign minister TzipiLivni told Egyptian officials of Israel’splan to attack Gaza. Egypt assuredHamas that an Israeli attack was notgoing to happen. For the two yearsprior to this attack, Egypt had helpedIsrael to implement a blockade ofgoods into Palestine which causeduntold suffering. 
PALESTINIAN AUTHORITY ANDHAMASIn 1994 the Palestinian Authority wasformed following an agreementbetween the PLO and Israel. It wasan interim body during which timefinal negotiations between the twoparties were to take place but neverdid. The administration of thePalestinian Authority governs parts ofthe West Bank and Gaza Strip. It alsocontrols security and civilian issuesin Palestinian urban areas. Theremainder of Palestinian territories,including Israeli settlements, theJordan Valley, and bypass roadsbetween Palestinian communities,remained under Israeli control.The Palestinian Authority hasbecome yet another Arab elite thattries to win the favour of the US andIsrael. In Palestine the Authority fallsunder Fatah which is a majorPalestinian political party and thelargest faction of the PLO which is amulti-party confederation. Fatah is afar cry from what the PLO once was.Although it had strong involvementin revolutionary struggles in the past,unlike its rival Hamas, it is no longerregarded as a terrorist organisationby any government.
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An Israeli armoured troop unit enters Gaza during the Six-Day War in June 1967.
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In the 2006 elections, Fatah lost itsmajority in the Palestinian parliamentto Hamas and became the mainopposition party.The PLO leadership, for many yearsunder Yasser Arafat, tried to imitateAnwar Sadat who succeeded Nasseras Egyptian president until hisassassination in 1981. Sadat followed a strategy of gainingAmerican acceptance in defendingPalestinian rights. The problemhowever is that unlike Egypt thePalestinians are weak and poor andhave little to offer the US. Bypursuing this strategy, Arafat, posedno threat to US-Israeli domination.While the Palestinian leadership inthe Palestinian Authority has gainedprivileges from collaborating withIsrael, most Palestinians continue tosuffer terribly. Like Fatah, Hamas is also not arevolutionary force as it upholdsconservative and especially genderedrules of Islam. But Hamas is morerepresentative in than the PalestinianAuthority. Unlike the Authority,Hamas has not been willing to

accept Israeli ‘peace’ accords and‘roadmaps’ that fly in the face ofinternational consensus. ThoughHamas has used terrorist methods, ithas been willing to stop this duringperiods of ceasefire with Israel. 
SAUDI PEACE PLAN Despite working with the US, in thepast the Arab states have sometimespromoted the Palestinian cause. In 2002, Saudi Arabia came up witha two-state peace plan that included‘normalising’ relations with Israel if itwithdrew from Occupied PalestinianTerritories. The 22 members of theArab League approved this peaceoffer. Sadly Israel and the US did not takethe Saudi plan seriously, althoughrecently the Obama administrationhas agreed with aspects of itexcluding the Arab League calling fora two-state settlement, with Israelwithdrawing to pre-1967 borders.The leadership of the Arab stateshave already ‘normalised’ relationswith Israel (apart from Jordan). Theyaim to cooperate with Israel to help

develop the Middle East as a neo-liberal ‘free trade zone’.Since the early 1990s, the US hasattempted to change the Middle Eastinto a neo-liberal ‘free trade’ zone. Itwants to integrate Israel’s economywith the economies of the Arabcountries. This is what ‘normalising’relations with Israel means. In 2006,the US Secretary of State,Condoleeza Rice, called thisemerging neo-liberal arrangement,the ‘New Middle East’.The ‘New Middle East’ governmentpolicies included privatisation,cutting public spending, openingcountries to foreign investment,reducing state subsidies,retrenchment and harsherconditions for workers and tradeunions, and free trade agreements.The IMF and World Bank as well asregional organisations such as theArab Monetary Fund and the ArabBusiness Council encourage thesepolicies.Factories, hospitals, electricity andwater plants, postal services, banks,airlines and other businesses havebeen privatised in countriesthroughout the Arab region and theyhave opened up oil and gas fields toforeign capital. Iraq’s 37-year policyof nationalisation has been reversed.This is also happening in the GulfStates where state subsidies forfood, electricity, fuel and rent havebeen withdrawn because the WorldBank and IMF demand this inexchange for loans and aid.
Chandra Kumar was a volunteerresearcher at Workers World MediaProduction in 2008. This series is ashortened version of a booklet‘Israel and the Palestinian Strugglefor National Self-Rule’ published byWWMP in 2009.
In the next and final episode SALBcontinues discussion of neo-liberalism in the Middle East andhow this has affected Palestinianworkers. We also look at solutionsand solidarity with the people ofPalestine.
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The battle of al-Karamah.

A Jordanian military unit returns after the Battle of al-Karamah in 1968.
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