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alestinian Authority Presi-
dent Mahmoud Abbas vis-
ited Moscow in apparent 
bid to garner diplomatic 
support as his ties with 

Washington deteriorate following 
the Trump administration’s deci-
sion to recognise Jerusalem as the 
capital of Israel and plans to move 
the US Embassy from Tel Aviv to 
the holy city.

Russian President Vladimir Pu-
tin started the February 12 meet-
ing with Abbas by conveying to the 
Palestinian leader a well-wishing 
message from US President Donald 
Trump.

“I just spoke with American 
President Trump,” Putin told Ab-
bas. “Naturally we spoke about 
the Palestinian-Israeli settlement…  
I would like to convey to you his 
best wishes,” added Putin.

The “situation is far from what we 
want to see… [as Russia had] always 
supported the Palestinian people,” 
Putin said. “It is very important for 
us to know your personal opinion 
to set the record straight and put in 
place a common approach to solve 
this problem.”

Abbas said he did not want the 
United States to be the main broker 
of the Middle East peace process 
because he believed that the Trump 
administration has become square-
ly on Israel’s side.

“Given the atmosphere created 
by the United States’ actions, we… 
refuse any cooperation with the 
United States as a mediator,” said 

Abbas. “In case of an international 
meeting, we ask that the United 
States be not the only mediator but 
just one of the mediators.”

He said he wanted an expanded 
mediation mechanism to replace 
the Middle East Quartet. “For in-
stance, ‘the quartet’ plus some 
other countries like the model used 
to achieve the deal on Iran,” Abbas 
said, in a reference to international 
talks about Tehran’s nuclear pro-
gramme.

Putin did not announce any 
promises to the Palestinian leader 
regarding his vision for a wider me-
diation mechanism for the peace 
process.

Before his trip to Moscow, Abbas 
hosted Indian Prime Minister Nar-
endra Modi in the Israeli-occupied 
West Bank to secure New Delhi’s 
support for having an alternative 
peace broker to the United States.

“We consider a multilateral 
mechanism that emerges from an 
international peace conference as 
the ideal way to sponsor the ne-
gotiations,” said Abbas. “Here we 
count on India, with its status as 
a great power, its historical role in 
the non-aligned movement and in 
international forums… to achieve a 
just peace.”

Modi pledged $41 million for aid 
projects in the West Bank and reit-

erated India’s “support for the Pal-
estinian cause” but did not back 
Abbas’s bid to sideline Washington.

“We believe a permanent solu-
tion to Palestine is possible through 
dialogue. Only diplomacy and far-
sightedness can break the cycle of 
violence and free it from the bag-
gage of the past,” Modi said.

Abbas’s failed attempts to se-
cure Russian and Indian diplomatic 
backing against Washington coin-
cided with a rare display of discord 
between the United States and Is-
rael. The White House denied an 
Israeli claim that the two sides were 
discussing the possibility of Israel’s 
annexation of Jewish settlements 
in the West Bank.

“On the subject of applying sov-
ereignty, I can say that I have been 
talking to the Americans about it 
for some time,” Israeli Prime Min-
ister Binyamin Netanyahu told his 
Likud Party’s legislators.

Washington’s response was un-
ambiguous.

“Reports that the United States 
discussed with Israel an annexation 
plan for the West Bank are false,” 
White House spokesman Josh Raf-
fel said. “The United States and 
Israel have never discussed such a 
proposal and the president’s focus 
remains squarely on his Israeli-Pal-
estinian peace initiative.”

The response came one day af-
ter Israel Hayom, a pro-Netanyahu 
newspaper, published an interview 
with Trump in which he appeared 
critical — albeit mildly — of Israeli 
policies.

“The settlements are something 
that very much complicate and 
always have complicated making 
peace, so I think Israel has to be 

very careful with the settlements,” 
Trump said. “I would say the Pal-
estinians are not looking to make 
peace, they are not looking to make 
peace and I am not necessarily 
sure that Israel is looking to make 
peace.”

All Israeli settlements are consid-
ered illegal under international law 
because they are built on occupied 
territories, and Israel’s continued 
building of the settlements was 
among the main reasons the US-
brokered peace talks collapsed in 
2014.

Separately a spat broke out be-
tween the US ambassador to Israel, 
David Friedman, a staunch sup-

porter of settlements, and Israel’s 
liberal newspaper Haaretz, which 
opposes its government’s settler 
policy.

In a column, Haaretz accused 
Friedman of “encouraging and 
funding war crimes and violations 
of international law,” prompting 
the Israeli ambassador to hit back 
by questioning the paper’s “dig-
nity.”

The exchange came following 
the killing of an Israeli rabbi in the 
Har Bracha settlement by an Israeli 
Arab.
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Shoulders to lean on. Russian President Vladimir Putin (R) hugs 
Palestinian leader Mahmoud Abbas during their meeting in the 
Kremlin in Moscow, on February 12.                 (AFP)

Abbas warms up to Moscow amid cold US-Palestinian ties

Putin did not announce 
any promises to the 
Palestinian leader 
regarding his vision for 
a wider mediation 
mechanism for the 
peace process.

T 

he term “non-violent 
resistance” is recurring 
in Palestinian media, 
with many protests 
and activists being 
described as “non-

violent.” This narrative has had 
a recent upsurge with the arrests 
of 17-year-old Ahed Tamimi and 
social worker Munther Amira, two 
well-known Palestinians often 
described as non-violent activists.

The term seems to be used by 
the media to refer to Palestin-
ians, protests or movements that 
do not use any form of violence, 
including stone throwing, against 
Israeli forces. This label has also 
been used to denounce the im-
prisonment of some Palestinian 
activists, claiming that they are 
exclusively involved in non-vio-
lent resistance and should not be 
put under arrest.

This reasoning, however, in 
addition to having no legal basis 
is problematic, as it fails to reflect 
the Palestinians’ experience of 
resistance — namely that they are 
subjected to violence.

Looking at the so-called Pal-
estinian non-violent resistance 
from a legal perspective, there are 
two main applicable frameworks: 
Israeli military law, the law under 
which the political arrest and 
imprisonment of Palestinians take 
place in the occupied Palestinian 
territories; and international law, 
the overarching body of law that 
regulates the relationships and ac-
tions between states and peoples.

Under Israeli law, when analys-
ing Palestinian non-violent resist-
ance, one of the most relevant 
laws is Military Order 101 of Au-
gust 1967, which prohibits almost 
all forms of Palestinian political 
expression, individual and collec-
tive. Under this order, attending 
or organising a march, vigil or as-
sembly of ten or more people for a 
political purpose without authori-
sation from the Israeli military 
commander is illegal.

Displaying flags, posters or any 
document of political con-
tent without a permit is also 

forbidden, as well as expressing 

praise, sympathy or support for 
the actions or objectives of any 
organisation deemed illegal as per 
Israeli law. Under Military Order 
101, therefore, simple participa-
tion in a march or protest, waving 
a Palestinian flag or encouraging 
other Palestinians to protest are 
forbidden and punishable with up 
to ten years in jail or a hefty fine.

Many non-violent Palestinian 
activists, including Amira, have 
faced charges under this order. 
If we were to take Israeli military 
law as the basis of analysis, then 
it could be argued that the arrests 
of all these activists are legally 

grounded. If, on the other hand, 
it was understood that Military 
Order 101 and Israeli military law, 
in general, violate the most basic 
principles of international law and 
cannot be accepted as fair, this 
body of military orders should be 
discarded from any assessment of 
Palestinian resistance.

The other framework is inter-
national law. In the context of 
Palestinian resistance, UN General 
Assembly Resolution A/3070 of 
November 30, 1973, clearly af-
firmed the “legitimacy of the 
peoples’ struggle for liberation 
from colonial and foreign domina-

tion and alien subjugation by all 
available means, including armed 
struggle.”

As the above overview shows, 
the categorisation of Palestinian 
resistance based on the use of vio-
lence has no legal standing under 
the two relevant bodies of law: the 
Israeli and the international.

It is clear then that “non-violent 
resistance” is a concept that 
arises not from the law but from 
social perception and should be 
understood as a descriptive tool. 
When analysed from a Palestinian 
perspective, however, it becomes 
clear that the label is inadequate 
to describe Palestinian resistance.

When Palestinians protest 
against Israeli forces in a non-vio-
lent manner, they still suffer from 
violence in all aspects of their life. 
They are still shot at, whether 
they throw stones or wave a flag; 
they are still on the receiving end 
of live ammunition, rubber-coated 
bullets, tear gas or violent arrests.

Depicting these actions as “non-
violent” reflects the experience of 
Israeli forces and the military oc-
cupation, while failing to capture 
the Palestinian reality. No matter 
how Palestinians resist, they are 
exposed to violence, so why do 
we call it non-violent resistance? 
Non-violent for whom? How does 
describing activists as “non-
violent” help depict their circum-
stances or their struggle?

The “non-violent” narrative 
is the result of external, mainly 
Western, perceptions on Pales-
tinian resistance and serves to 
reflect what Western countries 
want and do not want Palestin-
ians to do.

If the media want to accurately 
describe Palestinian resistance, 
it must begin by looking at the 
terms used to describe such strug-
gle and find better ways to convey 
the Palestinian experience. One 
of the first steps in this process 
should be to stop using the “non-
violent” label to describe Palestin-
ian movements and activists be-
cause no matter how Palestinians 
resist, they are always subjected 
to violence.

Viewpoint
Non-violent resistance should be non-violent for everyone

Mightier than the sword. A protester waves a Palestinian flag in 
front of Israeli soldiers during clashes near the Hawara checkpoint 
in the West Bank, on February 2.                 (AFP)

“Non-violent 
resistance” is a 
concept that arises 
not from the law but 
from social 
perception and 
should be 
understood as a 
descriptive tool.
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