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The operational definition and Brief outline
The quarrel between the Israelis and the Palestinians remains one of the most difficult conflicts of the 20th and this century. It has caused four full scale state-on-state wars between 1948 and 1973 and countless smaller scale conflicts. These smaller scale conflicts have ranged from terrorist attacks to full scale military activities, such as the 1982 invasion of Lebanon.
 This conflict generates many terrorist organizations in the Middle East. The Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine (PFLP) was organized in the result for the June 1967 Arab defeat. PFLP seeks the destruction of the existing country and the construction of a new country based on Marx and Lenin ideology. The PFLP is notorious for hijackings and suicide bombings as international terrorism. Its attacks are well known for new armed aircraft hijackings between the late '60s and early '70s. Also, Abu Ali Mustapha Brigades has done extreme attacks, especially suicide bombing. After that, using suicide bombs, mainly in Palestine has been considered the most powerful and impressive way to express opposition against the occupation. 
PFLP was created as an outcome of the union of four Palestinian organizations whose actual being predates the 1967 Arab-Israeli war. These integrated the Palestinian branch of the Arab Nationalists Movement (ANM)
, the Palestine Liberation Front
, the Heroes of the Return
, and other independent essentials that shaped a fourth faction in the new organization. After June 1967, the Palestinian representatives of al-Fatah, Abtal al-Awdah, Shabab al-Tha’r, and Jabhat Thrir Filistin held a meeting in Damascus to plan a integrated Palestinian strategy considering the Arab defeat. And although all agreed to the strategy of armed fight, no practical or substantial results was achieved. Therefore, al-Fatah started its independent military activities in August 1967, while the other three organizations agreed to merge together into the PFLP. In 1968 the Palestine Liberation Front, and with it a group of independents, split from the PFLP and formed the PFLP-General Command. And in 1969 another split formed the Popular Democratic Front for the Liberation of Palestine (PDFLP). As a result of these splits, the PFLP continued its subsistence through the Palestinian branch of the Arab Nationalists Movement with the leadership of George Habash. 
PFLP was in a hostile environment with many rivals and with enemies. Some of PFLPs rivals were Al-Fatah, the Democratic Front for the Liberation of Palestine (DFLP), and the Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine-General Command (PFLP-GC), while the enemies were the Israelis. The PFLP and Al Fatah were the largest members of the PLO. The PFLP had a Greek Orthodox Christian as a leader, George Habash, while Al Fatah had a Muslim leader, Yasser Arafat. PFLP was originally more radical than Al Fatah due to its emphasis on spectacular activities. The DFLP wanted to stress more Marxist-Leninist ideology, as opposed to PFLP that emphasized Palestinian nationalism. The PFLP-GC wanted more extreme actions. Unlike the PFLP, the PFLP-GC wanted the airplanes’ passengers to die in their attacks. The PFLP wanted to gain the international public’s attention, the PFLP-GC wanted to tell this public to be prepared to die in an airplane under attack by PFLP-GC. 
The nature and methodologies of PFLP 
The Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine is regarded as a terrorist group by the United States, European Union, and Israel. The PFLP has opposed negotiations with the Israel, and supported a one-state solution to the Israeli–Palestinian quarrel. In 2010, PFLP general secretary Ahmad Sa'adat required an end to the PLO's negotiations with Israel, saying that the idea of a two-state solution to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict was impossible. The PFLP has transformed from a petit bourgeois revolutionary organization (after the 1967 defeat of the Arab till mid-1971) to a Marxist-Leninist party (from mid-1971 to the present). At the first time, several organizations of the PFLP did not share a common ideological framework. Therefore, the PFLP was not ready to offer a unified Marxist-Leninist political point on the fight for liberation. Rather, it was contained in the structure of the Popular Front that it would offer only a general liberation program that would be progressive in nature. The battles in Jordan in 1970 and 1971 ended the first stage of the PFLP’s transformation. The Palestinian struggle found itself in a totally new location. 
With regards to the PFLP that started to use hijacking for internationalization of the Palestinian problem, the efficiency of this strategy was likely to be obvious for them. It was able to draw the world’s attention to the Palestinian problem that was impossible to be achieved in two decades of requesting in the United Nations. Therefore, this new strategy is highly considered among the terrorists. Another type of terror by PFLP was suicide bombings. It can bring about large causalities and widespread damages to the target. In addition, suicide bombing is easily obtainable and low-cost. It is a cheap action to carry out, but very expensive to prevent. Another advantage is the lack of fear that the bomber will tell damaging information to the enemy because his death is almost sure. In the case of Palestine, suicide bombings are considered socially acceptable and rightful. This is the reason why they are regarded as hero to save the country.

The governments involved
The PFLP was born out of a crisis. The PFLP traces its origins to the Arab Nationalist Movement, which fulfilled cross-border raids for years against Israel to provoke a war between Israel and its Arab countries. The Arab nationalist Movement had hoped that this approach would get the defeat of Israel and the formation of Palestine. However, in 1967, Israel defeated the Egyptian, Syrian, and Jordanian armies and conquered Gaza, Sinai, the West Bank, and the Golan Heights. Thus, the PFLP was formed under the leadership of George Habash, who knew that to overcome the crisis this organization had to find a new strategy. That strategy was the internationalization of the Palestinian problem through hijacking of airplanes and suicide bombing.  

After the exclusion of the PLO including PFLP from Jordan in 1970, Lebanon became the main base for Palestinian terrorist activity against Israel. The weak Lebanese government was not able to control the terrorists. Therefore, they were able to build “a-state-within-a-state” in southern Lebanon. In order to decrease the number of Palestinian terrors from Lebanon, in 1978 Israel launched a large-scale operation known as “Operation Litani.” This operation was designed to make a ten-mile buffer zone in South Lebanon between Israel and the Palestinian terrorists.
 Regardless of the Litani security zone, terrorist activity against Israel sustained. On June 1982, the Israeli army went into Lebanon with the declared aim of pushing the Palestinian terrorist organizations from Israel’s boundaries. In some ways, the war in Lebanon was the first direct war between Israel and the Palestinians. Although the war in Lebanon pushed the terrorists out of Southern Lebbanon and Bierut and brokened its power and infrastructure, the PFLP was not defeated definitively. The Lebanon war rather led the appearance of new and more extreme terrorist organizations, which intensified the degree of the terrorist attacks against Israel and its allies.

The involvement of International attention
With regard to the PFLP that started to use hijacking for internationalization of the Palestinian problem, the efficiency of this strategy was obvious. It was able to draw the world’s attention to the Palestinian cause that was impossible to be accomplished in two decades of pleadings in the United Nations. Even George Habash, the leader of the PFLP, recognizes the efficiency of using this new strategy because it does not need the death of any of the passengers. Typically, international flights tend to have passengers from several countries on a plane although most of the hijacked airplanes are part of the Israeli Airlines. Moreover, the PFLP realized that once the members of the organization were able to smuggle arms on board, the degree of risk and uncertainty will be low. Therefore, this new policy was adopted because it was efficient by taking the world’s attention with low risk and uncertainty. 
Airplane hostage situations received primary news coverage, particularly when they happened outside of Israel and involved other country’s victims. The PFLP realized the benefits of ‘propaganda by deed’ when the PFLP hijacked an El Al plane on July 22, 1968.
 This was the first time that a plane had been hijacked for the worth of its passengers, not the airplane itself, and the possible for loss of life forced the Israelis to talk directly with their declared enemy, which was opposite to their no-negotiations government policy. The insurgents got a major victory by forcing the Israelis to recognize and communicate with them in addition to the international coverage the event received. International terrorism grabbed media attention and forced world people to know the Palestinian insurgents. It is clear that the PFLP only wanted to draw the world’s attention with their attacks. This organization had the opportunity to kill these targets, but their objective to gain international attention reserved them in doing so. Spilling too much blood of innocent passengers was not in their plans. However, we also cannot deny that it was one of a quick way to increase funds and mortify Israel or its allies. For example, on February 22, 1972, the PFLP hijacked a Lufthansa aircraft, demanding and receiving $5 million in return for the aircraft crew and the plane. When PFLP created other sources of revenue and focused more on the formation of a diplomatic image, this kind of terrorism for profit became less necessary and less profitable. 

In the polls conducted in 2000, support for the PFLP was getting lower significantly. In 2001, the PFLP shifted its weight and began using both the approach of suicide bombing and the language of jihad to attract a greater public to enlarge its ranks. Between 2001 and 2002, the PFLP conducted 3 percent of all the attacks and it placed PFLP support at 4.3 percent. The PFLP seemingly raised its popularity by using suicide bombing as a tactic. 
Policy shifts and Effect by PFLP
Hijacking attacks of PFLP in the late 1960’s and early 1970’s was a new form of international terrorism. El Al 426 was the first act of modern international terrorism. The PFLP captured the Israeli aircraft, took hostages and used Algeria as a safe haven target. They were able to successfully negotiate their anxiety for a prisoner release and it encouraged a repeat events. One year later TWA 40 was taken by the PFLP, making it the first U.S. transporter to be hijacked outside of the western hemisphere and leading the U.S. directly into the event. Even though the negotiations did not go well as expected, they successfully got worldwide attention and once again mortified their primary target – Israel, which once again was negotiated into a “humanitarian” exchange of passengers. 
These attacks by PFLP showed an escalating series of actions and reactions by airlines, governments and militants. These also changed the nature of airline security, law and terrorism and affected the control of airline threats. These hijackings triggered a huge, international legal practical response to a new threat to the safety of air travel. These also resulted in the ratification of new international treaties and laws, the creation of layered airline security procedures such as baggage checks and metal detectors, and the modern beginning of international terrorism. Israel responded by considerably increasing the security of its airline. Israel correctly made firm development and implemented strict procedures for crew, protected isolation of the pilots and screened passengers and their baggage. Some minor improvement was made a President Johnson finally pushed the Tokyo convention for ratification by the Senate. U.S. aircrafts responded unsuccessfully with only a few half-measures believing, incorrectly, this event to be a regional issue for the Middle East. Dawson’s field was impressive enough to finally create a much more cohesive international response. The government and the aircrafts were getting more simultaneously, at least in the U.S. President Nixon proposed a multi-faceted set of steps to fight airline threats and the airlines were finally more open to setting a higher bar for securing both planes and passengers. It was a rock-solid plan and reaching out to see what other countries had to offer was a good path for an international partnership on security. However, the best response was the fast reaction of international efforts. Creating and ratifying The Hague Convention was a solid progression in addressing the weaknesses of the Tokyo convention by adding extradition for the hijackers.  
Mitigation efforts and Prevention
Hijacking attacks by the PFLP raised the awareness and danger with each hijacking. Their joint impact produced national laws, international agreements and tighter airline security. But it was only the beginning. While the U.S. made legislative punishments for the issues, the international airline community started their own procedure through the United Nations International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO). The Tokyo Convention of 1963 (Convention on Offences and Certain Other Acts Committed on board Aircraft) was the first pace to codify an international outline for crimes committed on international air flights and an attempt to regulate a degree of jurisdiction. However, the Tokyo Convention had several limitations that condensed its effectiveness. The international group in the U.N. fine-tuned their desires to address hijacking one final time to build the Montreal convention in 1971 (“Convention for suppression of Unlawful Acts”). It added a layer of language to identify more crimes, such as destruction of the airplane and also escalating the period of protection with the “aircraft in service” clause to cover more than just the previous effort of “in-flight” (Wang 53-54). These international agreements were made to deter hijacking and to address the “safe harbor” hijackers had been able to find in places such as in Algeria, Syria and Jordan.
  It did not entirely solve or eliminate hijacking attacks, but they were a measure of the development made due to these events and are still the only particular international agreement in place for hijacking. In addition, airline security procedures that included searches, baggage checks and behavioral profiling were becoming a familiar experience for passengers after these terrors. 
However, it is possible to predict that the Israeli and Palestinian conflict will continue to escalate in the future. Palestinian terrorist organizations will change their strategy, tactics, targets, and locations in response to Israeli attacks in order to avoid Israeli retaliations, reprisals, and security measures. A solution to the conflict must be found in order to reduce the level of frustration of the Palestinians, which in turn, will bring about a reduction in the extent and intensity of the conflict. However, there are a number of barriers in addition to land, refugees, and cultural problems. 

Political and ideological differences between the various factions of the Palestinian organizations are unbridgeable. Even if an agreement was signed by the PLO and the Israeli government, some of the extreme organizations would reject it, and terrorism would be waged against both the Israelis and the Palestinian. Therefore, a solution to the Israeli and Palestinian conflict can be found not in one conclusive agreement but rather in incremental achievements that will reduce the frustration of the Palestinians and increase the trust between the two people and lead to a future solution. 
 While all means available should and must be used to prevent radicals from gaining access to weapons with the ability to cause such destruction, basic logic suggests that eventually radicals will gain access to such a weapon. Of course upon using it, Israel would likely retaliate with unimaginably dire consequences. Consequently, resolving this conflict represents not only an issue of existential importance to the Israeli and Palestinian people but to all mankind. 
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� It was organized by Dr. George Habash in 1964 and became known as the National Front for the Liberation of Palestine (NFLP).


� Its strategy was strictly military, with little or no interest in political or ideological matters.


� It consisted of Palestinian militants who believed that guerilla warfare was the only way towards the liberation of Palestine.
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� The term ‘propaganda by deed’ describes how violent acts of terrorism can be used to raise public awareness of an issue or cause. E1 A1 was Israel’s national airline. Hoffman. Inside Terrorism, 63p
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