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“The group is not representative of Aryeh, J Street Initiative, or any pro-Israel group on campus, but includes both Jews and non-Jews 
from different places on the political spectrum.”



What’s it even mean? Or LET’S TALK LANGUAGE!

http://columbiaspectator.com/opinion/2016/02/22/theres-no-
place-here-language-intifada

http://columbiaspectator.com/opinion/2016/02/22/theres-no-place-here-language-intifada
http://columbiaspectator.com/opinion/2016/02/22/theres-no-place-here-language-intifada


1987-1993: The First Intifada
● Spontaneous explosion vs building pressure + eruption
● Context: 

○ 1967: status quo of military occupation established
○ 1977: Right wing Likud wins Israeli elections, policies become more punitive
○ Settlement growth: "If enough Jewish settlements could be established and enough land seized 

and placed under Jewish control, the Palestinians would wake up one day and discover that they 

had lost their country." [1]

○ Mounting economic concerns: labor exploitation, taxation
● 9th of December, 1987: IDF truck hits civilian car in Jalbalia Camp, 

Gaza killing 4. Funeral procession met with live ammunition, 
killing 1. 

● Result: strikes, boycotts, walk outs, and targeting of 
IDF+infrastructure with molotov cocktails and stones

[1]https://web.stanford.edu/group/sjir/3.1.03_shang.html
Image via: https://www.alaraby.co.uk/english/features/2014/12/14/from-the-streets-to-the-committees-palestine-is-united

https://web.stanford.edu/group/sjir/3.1.03_shang.html
https://www.alaraby.co.uk/english/features/2014/12/14/from-the-streets-to-the-committees-palestine-is-united


Participation and Repression
● Broad-based, democratic participation
● Popular mobilization coordinated by 

committees, drew upon Palestinian nat’l forces 
● Demands on

○ land confiscation, the evacuation of military forces from 
residential areas, an end to harassment at universities, an end 
to interference/arrests in the trade union movement, the 
abolition of taxes, water, etc, + linked to national goals of 
liberation [1]

● Iron fist policies, “might, power, & beatings” [2]
○ Forced “deportations”, 120k Palestinians arrested [3], 2k 

Palestinians killed (253 children) + 160 Israelis (60 security 
forces) [4]

○ Systematic torture - 85% of detainees tortured [5]

[1] https://www.alaraby.co.uk/english/features/2014/12/10/gaza-in-the-early-days-of-the-first-intifada
[2]http://www.nytimes.com/1990/07/12/world/israel-declines-to-study-rabin-tie-to-beatings.html
[3] http://972mag.com/fact-sheet-25th-anniversary-of-the-first-intifada/61798
[4]http://www.btselem.org/statistics/first_intifada_tables
[5] http://www.theguardian.com/world/2000/feb/11/israel The intifada continues http://www.palestineposterproject.org/poster/the-intifada-continues

https://www.alaraby.co.uk/english/features/2014/12/10/gaza-in-the-early-days-of-the-first-intifada
http://www.nytimes.com/1990/07/12/world/israel-declines-to-study-rabin-tie-to-beatings.html
http://972mag.com/fact-sheet-25th-anniversary-of-the-first-intifada/61798
http://www.btselem.org/statistics/first_intifada_tables
http://www.theguardian.com/world/2000/feb/11/israel
http://www.palestineposterproject.org/poster/the-intifada-continues


Political Outcomes: OSLO
● 1988: PLO recognizes Israel, claims 

independent state in WB + Gaza, & renounce 
terrorism

○ Israel: PLO is still a terrorist organization. We do not 
negotiate with terrorists. [1]

● Sept. 1993 Oslo Accords: PLO recognizes 
Israel’s “right to exist in peace & security”

○ Israel: PLO is only legitimate rep. of Palestinians. We do 
not recognize a Palestinian state. [2]

● Oslo as “interim” agreement - 5 years to final 
peace settlement

○ Pause conditions to make progress→ settlements 
expand, strategic redlining, no Israeli concessions

"I would have conducted negotiations on 
autonomy for 10 years and in the meantime we 
would have reached half a million people" [3]

[1]http://www.merip.org/primer-palestine-israel-arab-israeli-conflict-new
[2] ibid
[3]http://www.nytimes.com/1992/06/27/world/shamir-is-said-to-admit-plan-to-stall-talk
s-for-10-years.html

http://www.merip.org/primer-palestine-israel-arab-israeli-conflict-new
http://www.nytimes.com/1992/06/27/world/shamir-is-said-to-admit-plan-to-stall-talks-for-10-years.html
http://www.nytimes.com/1992/06/27/world/shamir-is-said-to-admit-plan-to-stall-talks-for-10-years.html


2000-2005: Al Aqsa Intifada
● September 2000: Candidate for Prime Minister Ariel Sharon’s speech on 

the Haram Al Sharif during Friday prayer
○ Accompanied by 1,000 armed Israeli soldiers

"The Temple Mount is in our hands and will remain in our hands.”
● Provocation, assertion of Israeli sovereignty over contested site [1]
● Wave of demonstrations met with harsher punitive measures. 
● Cycle of violence ensues. 

○ 6300+ Palestinians (1300+ children), 1000+ Israelis (100+ children) killed. [2]
○ Israel: live fire, military escalation, extrajudicial killings, collective punishment, punitive 

home demolitions, checkpoints, curfews, deliberate targeting of children, attacks on 
infrastructure, torture, unfair trials [3]

○ Palestinians: armed resistance, retaliation through civilian targeting, bombings (esp. 
suicide bombings), extrajudicial killings, torture (of suspected collaborators)

[1]  http://www.theguardian.com/world/2000/sep/29/israel
[2] http://www.btselem.org/press_releases/20100927
[3[http://www.pchrgaza.org/Library/Broken%20Lives.pdf

http://www.theguardian.com/world/2000/sep/29/israel
http://www.btselem.org/press_releases/20100927
http://www.pchrgaza.org/Library/Broken%20Lives.pdf


Oslo: Process Over Peace
● Maintenance of status quo to 

defer “final settlement” issues in 
5 year interim

○ Jerusalem, borders, refugees, water
● Provisions for end of occupation, 

semi-autonomy in territories, limited self 
governance

○ Israel maintains control of 87% of WB
○ No method to block unilateral action/ 

HR violations
● What happens in the interim?

○ Strategically placed settlement 
expansion

○ Infrastructure of apartheid develops
● 1999 final settlement negotiations

○ Israel: no concessions on borders, 
Jerusalem, settlements, refugees

○ Palestinians: basic http://www.palestineposterproject.org/poster/let-the-intifada-pave-the-way 

http://www.palestineposterproject.org/poster/let-the-intifada-pave-the-way


Political Outcomes
● 2002: Apartheid wall construction approved and begins
● Understanding that dream of “Eretz Yisrael” (Greater Israel) was not possible. 

Movement past “some form of limited autonomy” of Oslo 
● Israeli disengagement from Gaza
● Former senior adviser to Israeli security chiefs: “[Israel] argues that it cannot make 

peace while there is violence, and when there is no violence it sees little reason to 
make peace.” [1]

○ Status quo was costly. 
○ First statements from Israeli & American presidents that Palestinian state was needed [2]







The Right to Resist under IHL
UN Resolution A/RES/43/106 (1988)1:

“Considering the denial of the inalienable rights of 
the Palestinian people to self-determination, 
sovereignty, independence and return to Palestine 
and the brutal suppression by the Israeli forces of the 
heroic uprising, the intifada, of the Palestinian 
population in the occupied territories, as well as the 
repeated Israeli aggression against the population of 
the region, constitute a serious threat to international 
peace and security,” the resolution calls on all states 
to recognize the right to Palestinian 
self-determination and to reaffirm the legitimacy of 
the struggle for independence and liberation from 
colonial domination “by all available means, 
including armed struggle.”

1. UNGA A/RES/43/106.

http://www.un.org/documents/ga/res/43/a43r106.htm


The Right to Self-Determination 
The right to resist military occupation is grounded in the fundamental 
right to self-determination, as established in the 1960 Declaration on 
the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples1:

“1. The subjection of peoples to alien subjugation, domination and 
exploitation constitutes a denial of fundamental human rights, is 
contrary to the Charter of the United Nations and is an impediment to 
the promotion of world peace and cooperation.

2. All peoples have the right to self-determination; by virtue of that 
right they freely determine their political status and freely pursue their 
economic, social and cultural development.”

1. http://www.un.org/en/decolonization/declaration.shtml



Self-Determination and the Right to Resist
When a people’s right to self-determination is not respected, they have a right to use “any means at their disposal” to achieve it, 
as is confirmed by  numerous UNGA Resolutions:  

UN General Assembly Resolution 2649 (1970):

“1. Affirms the legitimacy of the struggle of peoples under colonial and alien domination recognized as being entitled to the right 
of self-determination to restore to themselves that right by any means at their disposal”

UN General Assembly Resolution A/RES/3246 (1974):

“3. Reaffirms the legitimacy of the peoples' struggle for liberation fROm colonial and foreign domination and alien subjugation 
by all available means, including armed struggle”

UN General Assembly Resolution A/RES/33/24 (1978):

“2. Reaffirms the legitimacy of the struggle of peoples for independence, territorial integrity, national unity and liberation from 
colonial and foreign domination and foreign occupation by all available means, particularly armed struggle”

This is again reaffirmed in UNGA Resolution A/RES/34/44 (23 November 1979), UNGA Resolution A/RES/35/35 (14 November 
1980), UNGA Resolution A/RES/36/9 (28 October 1981), and many subsequent resolutions that form part of customary IHL.

https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/RESOLUTION/GEN/NR0/349/14/IMG/NR034914.pdf?OpenElement
https://unispal.un.org/DPA/DPR/unispal.nsf/0/C867EE1DBF29A6E5852568C6006B2F0C
https://unispal.un.org/DPA/DPR/unispal.nsf/0/D7340F04B82A2CB085256A9D006BA47A


The limitations of “armed struggle”
“If [armed] resistance is ineffectual or cannot be mounted, then the dilemma is more 
serious: terrorism or surrender, with both options appearing unacceptable. It is a severe 
abuse of occupation to put a people in these circumstances….Years of denial of 
Palestinian rights without an effective UN response has left the Palestinians aware that 
self-help is their only hope. Acts of resistance must be appreciated as arising out of such 
a troubled background”1

1. Falk, Richard A. “Azmi Bishara, the Right of Resistance, and the Palestinian Ordeal,” Journal of Palestine Studies Vol.31 No.2: 19-33. 

 - Richard A. Falk, Professor of 
international law at Princeton University 
and UN Special Rapporteur on Palestine 
(2008-2014)

http://www.jstor.org.ezproxy.cul.columbia.edu/stable/10.1525/jps.2002.31.2.19?pq-origsite=summon&seq=1#page_scan_tab_contents


“Terrorism” and Discourse
“When Palestinians attack IDF soldiers, that’s 
terrorism”

No, Palestinians have the right to resist military 
occupation under UNSC Res. 43/106

“When Palestinians attack Israeli civilians, that’s 
terrorism”

If one wants to take this stance, one must also 
call it terrorism when the Israeli military (the 
internationally-recognized occupying force) 
massacres thousands of Palestinian civilians

The real question is: what is one’s aim in employing the term in the first place? What type(s) of phenomena is 
one trying to describe?





The Black Panther Party
COINTELPRO - FBI program created and directed 
by J. Edgar Hoover1,2

"the Black Panther Party, without question, 
represents the greatest threat to internal security of 
the country” -Hoover, June 19692

Fred Hampton (chairman of the Chicago BPP) 
and his family’s phones were tapped by the FBI 
beginning in 1969.1,3

Hampton’s bodyguard was enlisted as an 
informant in 1968, and subsequently provided a 
floor plan of Hampton’s apartment to the FBI1,3

1 https://vault.fbi.gov/cointel-pro/cointel-pro-black-extremists
2 http://www.pbs.org/hueypnewton/people/people_hoover.html
3 Churchill, Ward and Jim Vander Wall. 1988. Agents of Repression: 
The FBI’s Secret Wars Against the Black Panther Party and the 
American Indian Movement. Boston: South End Press.
4http://articles.chicagotribune.com/1990-01-18/news/9001050412_1_
fbi-agents-medical-examiner-death

https://vault.fbi.gov/cointel-pro/cointel-pro-black-extremists
http://www.pbs.org/hueypnewton/people/people_hoover.html
http://articles.chicagotribune.com/1990-01-18/news/9001050412_1_fbi-agents-medical-examiner-death
http://articles.chicagotribune.com/1990-01-18/news/9001050412_1_fbi-agents-medical-examiner-death


December 4, 1969



Angela Davis
UCLA Professor, fired after 1 year at the 
request of Governor Ronald Reagan due 
to her Communist Party membership.

Charged with first-degree murder in 1970 
after a high school student killed a CA 
judge using weapons she had purchased

Immediately put on FBI’s Most Wanted 
list. Upon arrest, President Richard Nixon 
congratulated J. Edgar Hoover and the FBI 
on its “capture of the dangerous terrorist, 
Angela Davis”

After 2 years in solitary confinement, was 
found not guilty on all charges by an 
all-white jury



May 2, 2013



The American Indian Movement
Formed in 1968, in response to decades of Indian 
Termination Policies (“assimilation” policies) 
initiated during the Truman administration

Joined Fred Hampton’s “Rainbow Coalition” with 
the BPP in 1969 - added to FBI’s list of terrorist 
organizations shortly thereafter1, and listed in 
June 18, 1976 issue of FBI’s Domestic Terrorist 
Digest, circulated to all US law enforcement 
agencies2

1 Testimony of FBI director Clarence Kelley, 1975, cited in Matthiessen, 
Peter. 1983. In The Spirit of Crazy Horse: The Story of Leonard Peltier 
and the FBI’s War on the American Indian Movement, p. 305-308. New 
York: Penguin.
2. Ezzo, Joseph. 2013. “The Leonard Peltier Case: An Argument in 
Support of Executive Clemency Based On Norms of International Human 
Rights”. American Indian Law Review, 38(1):35-99.



Wounded Knee Incident
Occupied the town of Wounded Knee, 
South Dakota in 1973 to protest treaty 
violations. FBI agents surrounded the 
town and killed 3 AIM members.

FBI brought charges against 2 AIM 
leaders, but case was dismissed by 
federal judge due to “misconduct, 
negligence, and deceit by federal 
prosecutors and the FBI”1

1 "Dennis Banks and Russell Means Cleared of Charges." 
NBC Nightly News. NBCUniversal Media. 16 Sep. 1974.

https://archives.nbclearn.com/portal/site/k-12/flatview?cuecard=37580


Pine Ridge Shootout
On June 26, 1975, AIM activists were fired upon by FBI agents, and AIM member Joe Stuntz was killed. 
In the ensuing firefight, two FBI agents were subsequently killed1

AIM members Robert Robideau and Dino Butler were acquitted on all charges, on the grounds that 
they acted in self-defense.

A third AIM member, Leonard Peltier, was extradited from Canada and found guilty in a later trial - 
he is currently serving two life sentences. EU Parliament resolutions B4-0169 (1994) and 0199-99 
(1999) called on President Clinton to pardon Peltier2, and a 2014 Amnesty International report called 
on President Obama to do the same, citing “serious concerns about the fairness of proceedings 
leading to his conviction”3

1 "The Pine Ridge Shootout". TIME Magazine, July 7, 1975..
2 http://www.webcitation.org/5LSGc933r
3 Butz, Natalie. 2014. “After 38 Years, Time To Release Indigenous Leader Leonard Peltier”. Amnesty International USA. 
http://www.amnestyusa.org/news/press-releases/after-38-years-time-to-release-indigenous-leader-leonard-peltier

http://www.time.com/time/magazine/article/0,9171,913222,00.html
http://www.webcitation.org/5LSGc933r
http://www.amnestyusa.org/news/press-releases/after-38-years-time-to-release-indigenous-leader-leonard-peltier




Nelson Mandela and the ANC
African National Congress

- Governing social-democratic party in 
South Africa today

- Founded in 1912 to work for the 
rights of the black South African 
population

- Represented the main opposition to 
the SA government during apartheid



“The Commission has taken note that of the three main 
parties to the armed struggle – the state, the ANC and the 
PAC – only the ANC signed the Geneva Convention in 
regard to the conduct of wars of national liberation, and 
made the most conscious effort to conduct its armed 
struggle within the framework of international 
humanitarian law.”

http://www.justice.gov.za/trc/report/finalreport/Volume5.pdf

http://www.justice.gov.za/trc/report/finalreport/Volume5.pdf


African National Congress
Due to opportunities for investment, Soviet opposition to Apartheid, and the 
similar racial policies in several U.S. states under Jim Crow laws, the U.S. 
strongly aligned itself with the apartheid regime in the 1970s-80s.

Richard Nixon and Henry Kissinger had adopted a policy known as the Tar 
Baby Option, according to which the US ought to maintain close relations 
with the white rulers in South Africa.1

Reagan condemned the ANC as terrorist as late as 1988, 6 years before the 
end of apartheid and ANC was democratically elected as the leader of the 
South African government.

1Dowdall, Aaron. “The Birth and Death of a Tar Baby: Henry Kissinger and Southern Africa”

https://mospace.umsystem.edu/xmlui/bitstream/handle/10355/10125/research.pdf?sequence=3


Nelson Mandela
Nobel Laureate and President of the ANC - was placed on the US terrorist watchlist by President 
Ronald Reagan, wasn’t removed until 2008

Reagan condemned the “calculated terrorism” of Mandela and the ANC throughout his presidency; 
vetoed the Comprehensive Anti-Apartheid Act of 1986, passed by both House and Senate1

“I was called a terrorist yesterday, but when I came out of jail, many people embraced me, including 
my enemies, and that is what I normally tell other people who say those who are struggling for 
liberation in their country are terrorists. I tell them that I was also a terrorist yesterday, but, today, I 
am admired by the very people who said I was one.”2

1 http://www.nbcnews.com/news/other/us-government-considered-nelson-mandela-terrorist-until-2008-f2D1170878
2 http://transcripts.cnn.com/TRANSCRIPTS/0005/16/lkl.00.html

http://www.nbcnews.com/news/other/us-government-considered-nelson-mandela-terrorist-until-2008-f2D1170878
http://transcripts.cnn.com/TRANSCRIPTS/0005/16/lkl.00.html


Edward Said’s Symbolic Act
Said threw a stone at an Israeli 
watchtower on top of the border wall 
“ to make a symbolic gesture of joy 
that the occupation had ended.” 
-Said

What’s missing from this picture?

The context: Said hadn’t been to 
Lebanon since the 1982 Israeli 
invasion of Lebanon, which marked 
the start of an 18-year Israeli military 
occupation of South Lebanon.

http://www.nytimes.com/2000/10/19/nyregion/columbia-
debates-a-professor-s-gesture.html
http://columbiaspectator.com/2000/07/19/edward-said-a
ccused-stoning-south-lebanon

http://www.nytimes.com/2000/10/19/nyregion/columbia-debates-a-professor-s-gesture.html
http://www.nytimes.com/2000/10/19/nyregion/columbia-debates-a-professor-s-gesture.html
http://columbiaspectator.com/2000/07/19/edward-said-accused-stoning-south-lebanon
http://columbiaspectator.com/2000/07/19/edward-said-accused-stoning-south-lebanon


The Response?
Accused of “inciting violence” -Abe Foxman

ZOA president: "There is no such thing as 
'symbolic' rock-throwing just as there is no such 
thing as a 'symbolic' stabbing or shooting, Bullets, 
knives, and rocks can kill and maim. Eight Israelis 
have been killed and thousands maimed by Arab 
rock-throwing attacks."

Freud Society of Vienna canceled Said’s lecture in 
response: “A lot of members of our society told 
us they can't accept that we have invited an 
engaged Palestinian who also throws stones 
against Israeli soldiers.”

“As if it could ever be compared with the 
ravages and suffering caused by decades of 
military occupation and dispossession” -Said

''Freud was hounded out of Vienna because 
he was a Jew,'' Said said. ''Now I am hounded 
out because I'm a Palestinian.''

http://www.nytimes.com/2001/03/10/arts/a-stone-s-throw-is-a-freudian-slip.html

http://www.nytimes.com/2001/03/10/arts/a-stone-s-throw-is-a-freudian-slip.html

