


editorial —

The Myth of Linkage in the Egyptian-Israeli Talks

Since a momentum for an Egyptian-Israeli settlement was
precipitated by the wretched Camp David agreement last
September, the Palestinian people and the question of Palestine
have been fair game for abuse by outsiders, all vying with each other
to speak for the Palestinians, to define what Palestinian rights are,
and to fight over who is going to rule over them this time around.

The consequence of this has been to reduce the dignity of the
struggle of the Palestinian people for freedom and statehood to a
fragment — having to do with “autonomy” on the West Bank/Gaza,
as if that is all there is to the Palestinian problem.

By the middle of the month, a tri-partite assault was still being
mounted by the Egyptian regime, the Zionist regime, and the U.S.
Government to impose dehumanized settlement on the
Palestinians, without their consent and over their heads, which
would seek to perpetuate the Palestinian condition of occupation
and exile and legitimize Israel’s policy of Zionist apartheid and
territorial fait accompli in Palestine. These latest efforts —
appearing in the guise of “linkage” — have devolved upon ablatant
celebration of violence inflicted on the Palestinians: how many more
Palestinian rights can be sacrificed and how much more of Palestine
can be given away to the Zionist movement in order to meet the
needs of a settlement between Egypt and the Zionist regime. (A
manifestation of this was an Egyptian proposal November 15 that
the question of the West Bank and its inhabitants will be shelved in
favor of a settlement of sorts in Gaza, a mere 3% segment of
Palestine).

With others speaking for the Palestinians — Egyptian President
Sadat, boldly and with no fear of retribution — the meaning of who
the Palestinians are and what constitutes their rights has become
incomprehensible. The post-Camp David negotiations, in their
attempt to dignify the concept of “self-rule” and to totally ignore the
mass- sentiments of the Palestinians themselves, represent no less
than a flight from political reality, a game played against historical
imperatives, aimed at creating a fabricated political social world for
the Palestinians that is mockingly remote from their aspirations.

What is this world that Egypt, Isrel and the United States are
trying to create for the Palestinians? And what is the disjunction
between it and the facts of Palestinian life and the Palestinian
struggle?

The most overt and visible aspects of recent developments is the
Egyptian regime’s attempt to “link” resolution of the Palestinian
problem to an Egyptian-Israeli settlement — no matter that this
“linkage” on behalf of the Palestinians has been totally unsolicited
and totally condemned by the Palestinians themselves. Translated
into reality, this does two things for the Palestinians: their
dismemberment as a people and the reduction of their problemtoa
question of civil administration on the West Bank, territorally a
mere fragment of Palestine and politically, a mere component of the
many other components of the Palestinian problem.

Ultimately, this implies, as is suggested in the Camp David
accords, that Palestinians on the West Bank/Gaza are to be
severed from Palestinians in the diaspora. These latter are dismissed
as a “refugee problem” and divided into refugees from 1967 and
1948, each with a formula for resolving their problems that is
independent of the other. Within this framework, the whole
Palestinian problem is encapsulated in the West Bank/Gaza, a
concern with the mere civil rights of one segment of the Palestinian
people. Palestinians cannot contemplate statehood, the right to be
free and the hope of re-assembling themselves as one society and
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one people determining their own destiny, protected by the laws
and institutions of a nation-state.

It is no wonder, then, that not one single Palestinian has come
forward to lend a helping hand in efforts aimed, in effect, at the
enslavement of the Palestinian people at worst, and at best, at
denying their minimum rights to be free.

The Palestinians are one people. Brought together by a
commonality of national nexus and historical struggle, they have
already long since become a cohesive society with one set of
meanings through which they have related to themselves, to each
other, and to the world. These meanings have created and
specificed one common, national purpose and explained the
character of their shared historical experience. An assault on these
meanings, as embodied in the total intended dismemberment of the
Palestinians and the denial of their right to be free (in effect, the right
to be Palestinian) will prompt, as it has done already, a
reinforcement in the committment of the Palestinians to continue
their struggle. An assault of this kind on the Palestinians aimed at
thrusting on them the “autonomy plan” in the West Bank/Gaza as
terminus of their rights, is a criminal assault on Palestinian society,
on the Palestinian people and on Palestinian rights — and the
Palestinian movement will respond to it in the appropriate manner.

Palestinians already place the machinations of the Camp David
accords alongside the Balfour Declaration, the League of Nations
decision to authorize the presence of British colonialism in
Palestine, and the United Nations partition plan of 1947. But
whereas all of these could be adopted without the participation of
the Palestinians, the Camp David accords cannot be implemented
in Palestine without the cooperation of the Palestinians.

And this cooperation will never be forthcoming.

This cooperation has come exclusively from President Sadat who
has been freely trading Palestinian rights and making one concession
after another every other day as if the Palestinians have endowed
him with any authority to be their representative.

One immutable fact of life in the Middle East is that, over the last
sixty years, no one has spoken for the Palestinians except
Palestinian leaders themselves. In the 1970s, only the PLO can, and
will, represent the aspirations of the Palestinian masses. The
centrality of this question in the Arab-Israeli dispute is
unmistakable. It is useful to recall a quotation from the Al Ahram
newspaper, March 13, 1977:

“The Palestinian people is the sole decision maker with
respect to anything that concerns its destiny and its cause.
No one, whoever he may be, may exercise a trusteeship over
or impose his will upon the Paletinian people. For a decision
that does not emante from a free will is devoid of its very
essence. We . . . insist that the Palestinian shall remain
sovereign and independent, free from bondage or
inteference. We equally insist that all the decisions which has -
generated shall be fully respected — foremost of which is the
decision to designate the Palestine Liberation Organization
as its sole legitimate representative, the defender of its rights
and interests.”

This statement was made by no other than Mohamad Anwar
Sadat.

This statement should draw the attention not only of the Egyptian
leader but anyone, anywhere, who is determining what to forgo as
available, and what to face as a constant, in the historical equationin
the Middle East.






























Mouen Besseiso: Poet of the Revolution

This fall, three great Palestinian poets —
Mahmoud Darweesh, Samih al-Qassem
and Mouen Besseiso — were in the U.S. to
read their poetry at the AAUG Convention
and in several major American cities. The
following interview with Mouen Besseiso, a
major poet and also head of PLO Unified
Information in Beirut is indicative of the role
plaved by poets in the Palestinian
Resistance. Mouen Besseiso was born in
Gaza in 1930 and joined the PLO in Beirut in
1965. He has read his poetry all over the
world.

Q: Even for those of us who read
Palestinian poetry only in translation, it
seems clear that this poetry is among the
most vital and innovative in the Arab world.
Could you comment on this?

A:Palestinian poetry is a leading poetry in
the Arab world for many reasons. First of all,
much of the poetry of the Arab world is
under censorship, forbidden to show
difference scenes of political life. But we
Palestinians have our own free voice. We
create our poems without considering
censorship. Our new poetry surfaced with
the beginnings of the Palestinian Resistance
and our strength stems from this resistance.
We do not write to be published or famous.
If you write to be published, you are mindful
of censors, of this regime or that regime.
And in the end, you are silent. When you
write to publish, you are not a poet.

*x *x K*

Another factor is that our Palestinian
people in the Arab world write their poems
in white ink, not in black ink. White ink is the
ink of poets who want to go beyond the
limits of established poetry. It is a poetry of
new situations. | remember once I went to
the South of Lebanon during the civil war
and the partisans were reciting my poetry
and their own poems as well. [ was
astonished they had the time and that they
used their leisure to read and think. They
said brilliant things about poetry.

In fact, you cannot separate between the
Palestinian poet and the partisan, between
the Palestinian gun and the Palestinian
poem.

Q. In the United States, poetry is rarely
seen as a voice for the oppressed. How does
a poet seen himself or herself in the
revolutiuonary movement? What is the
poet’s contribution?

A: Iremember the great American poet
Gregory Corso once said: “Poets are the
spies of the future.” We give people the
vision of the future. | remember during the
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siege of Tal al Zaatar during the civil war, I
was in the military operations headquarters
in Beirut. Tal al Zaatar was surrounded by
the fascists and bombarded every minute.
The people had no water, no food, no
medicine. The people had gathered by the
radio — there were speakers all over Tal al
Zaatar. But the batteries of the transmitter
were fading quickly. The people too were
weak and there were many wounded. There
was only a very little power left but the
people’s last radio message was to ask me to
go to the radio and recite the poem of Tal al
Zaatar for them. I did this, trying to keep my
voice strong. This shows you how poetry is
related to the people, especially to those
who are fighting. Our revolution will never
be without poetry.

Q: What about poetry that is divorced
from the revolution?

A: I believe that all great literary work is
political, must have an idea, a cause. Poets
who fight for the freedom of their people are
cherished by the people and live in their
memory. They are the people’s wine and
bread. During the Nazi occupation of
France in the Second World War, the
airplanes of the Allied Forces dropped
leaflets all over France. They did not drop
guns; they dropped the poem of Paul
Eluard, the poet of the Resistance.

Q: You have mentioned several poets.
What poets speak to you as a poet and
committed revolutionary?

A: I consider myself very touched, very
near, and influenced by the Spanish poet
Federico Garcia Lorca. [ will never forget
the story of a soldier, a revolutionary
partisan in the Spanish Civil War, who was
surrounded by fascist troops. He kept on
fighting even after he ran out of ammunition.
When he was finally captured, the fascist
officer said to him “You are not one, you are
a hundred” and asked him the reason he
fought so hard. The partisan took a book
out of his jacket and said: “I fight you for the
sake of this book.” And the book was the
revolutionary poems of Federico Garcia
Lorca, a great book. Imagine, a fighter
fighting for a book. In the Palestinian
revolution, you can see this in action. Go to
the South of Lebanon or the occupied
territories, and along with bullets and guns,
you will find our books and poems.

Q: Lorca himself was assassinated by
the fascists. More recently, the Chilean
folksinger and poet Victor Jara was
murdered by the Chilean fascists and his
hands broken because of his songs. Why do
fascists see poets as such a danger to them?

A: Poets are dangerous to any fascist
state because they are the conscience of the
future. Poems are like the rain. It always falls
to renew the earth and make it glisten. Even
under fascism, the rain comes, as the
poems come, and give the people hope and
confidence i themselves and in the
movement. | remember a German book
called “Naked among the Leaves,” written
against the Buchenwald concentration
camp. A partisan was being tortured and a
fascist officer demanded he sign a false
confession. The torture was extremely
painful, and he took the pen to sign. He
looked out the window at the wall of the
firing squad with its bloody - bricks. Out of
the wall grew a small flower. The flower gave
the partisan strength and he threw the pen
away. This partisan is the people and the
flower is the poem that gives confidence and
strength to the people so that they continue
to fight.

L S ¢

Q: You have called the Palestinian poet
an outlaw. Can you speak of your own
experiences writing poetry under difficult
circumstances?

A: I was in a concentration camp for
eight years in the Gaza Strip. In such a
prison, you do not think in words, you think
in pictures and poems. As the Turkish poet
Nazim Hikmet once said, you dream of
riding a horse through the air. You travel
through your images. If you don’t travel, you
die a slow death. This gives your poetry a
kind of intensity. You try not to forget how
to write. We used to write on cigarette
paper. Sometimes, my poems were
smuggled out of prison in these cigarettes.
If a newspaper published it and it came
back to me, it gave me confidence [ was not
alone.

Q: Besides being-a poet, you have the
responsibility of heading Unified
Information for the PLO. What do you feel it
is important to stress about the Palestinian
experience and cause to the American
public?

A: I think the American people is a just
people. We just have to show them the truth,
nothing more. This will break down the walls
between us. You know they call poets, the
peopie without skin because they
communicate without barriers. This is what
I think can happen between the Palestinian
and American people. Our only weapon,
our greatest weapon, is the truth about our
cause.



Pardon me, my lady,
but since you have come to us

cut off

before you

Hittites,

blossom and bud,
the finger and the ring, we sold.
Nothing is left but the pyramids.

The Sphinx is stabbed
and it will die
if taken away from this land,

Pardon me, my lady,
we sold the last sarcophagus,

crowed.

All that remains is God
running like a green gazelle
pursued by every hunting dog

Arabian steed.

For you we will chase that steed.
For you, we will hunt down God.
My lady,

For an American Tourist

on the very day when the poet’s hands were

what is there in the Orient left for sale?
We have already sold to an old lady tourist

the Tomb of Saladin, the Battle of the

and the Hanging Gardens of Babylon.
We sold them in the markets of the world

How heavy the stones of the pyramids are!

even if out of its forehead the knife is drawn.

we threw the last inkpots into the Nile
and we slit the throat of the last cock that

pursued by the lie which rides on a pure

those who sold the poet will sell God.

By Mouen Besseiso
Translated from the Arabic by Rose Styron
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Palestinian Folk Troupe
(Continued from page 9)

Tal al Zaatar massacre in 1976. She was
born in Tal al Zaatar camp, where her
parents lived after leaving Haifa in 1948.
Samiha lived the agony of the camp and
witnessed the bloody siege and the
massacre where her parents and brother
were killed by the rightists. At the Children’s
Happiness School, she begin to regain her
samity and sense of worth, and with the
other children, she developed hope for the
future.

All the members of the Palestinian Folk
Troupe are orphans and all have lived the
agony of the refugee camps gnd witnessed
the suffering of the Palestinlan people all
their lives. Yet together, they survived and
developed a new sense of humanity which
they project in their songs and dances. The
children of Palestine, fatherless and
stateless, have survived and are working for
a peaceful future in their homeland,
Palestine.

The Meaning of "Linkage”
(Continued from page 8)

Lebanon within the contingents of the Arab
Peacekeeping Forces there, it was reasoned
that Syria would certainly follow in Egypt’s
footsteps. To the disappointment of bath
Sadat and the United States, this didn’t

happen.
* Kk x

Another premise which proved to be
false, at least partially, was that the
“moderate” Arab regimes would not join the
“radical” regimes in condemning Sadat’s
capitulation with Israel and the United
States. If they did, it was thought it would be
to tone down any condemnation that may
be expressed in the resolutions and
to encourage support for Mr. Sadat’s “wise
and Nobel prize winning” strategies. That
was also a critically bad miscalculation as
the Egyptian mass media is now engaged in
the beginning of what may become a fierce
war of words with Saudi Arabia and the
other Arab oil producing countries who
didn’t support Mr. Sadat’s policies.

The Christian Science Monitor on
November 15th quoted Egypt’s state radio
of November 14th attacking the Saudis as
“Arab petrol potentates” who “rape their
people and are a sore in the Arab world.”

The Egyptian media went on attacking
the oil rulers who are “hoarding their oil
royalties and revenues in their safes and . . .
depositing petro-dollars in secret foreign
bank accounts. . .”, this being done “at the
expense of their people and their legitimate
rights and . . . against (an) awakening by
their people. . . (who) will bring these rulers
to account.” The attacks even became
meaner and harsher against the state of
Kuwait and expectedly against Iraq. The
FBIS Vol. V No. 221 of November 15
quoted the chief editor of Rose Al-Yusuf
who wrote “This wealth” of Kuwait “has
completely failed to cure the inferiority
complex of the mini state of Kuwait.”

The Saudi daily Al-Riyadh replied to the
Egyptian attacks as quoted in the Christian
Science Monitor, who wrote that it is

(Continued on page 14)
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The Roots of the Sadat Iniative

Matti Golan, The Secret Conversations of
Henry Kissinger, (New York; Quadrangle
1976)

The following excerpts from a more
detailed review by Dr. Fuad Moughrabi,
Associate Professor of Political Science at
the University of Tennessee at
Chattanooga is of especial interest in the
wake of Camp David for the light it sheds on
some crucial decisions of Egyptian
President Anwar Sadat in the 1973 period
and the roots of the U.S.-Egyptian relation
which was to evolve into the “full partner”
strategy of today.

In dealing with Sadat, in the negotiations
following the October War Kissinger
expressed ‘surprise’ at the readiness with
which the Egyptian president grabbed the
minor concessions. Kissinger’s surprise
derived from a correct assessment of the
situation after the second cease-fire. Egypt’s
Third Army was not in as hopeless a situation
asWestern reporters wanted us to believe.
The Israeli pocket west of the Canal was
quite vulnerable to attack and possible
decimation by the Egyptian soldiers. The
necessary mobilization of the Israeli armed
forces was costing the US a great deal of
money and having negative effects on
Israel’s battered economy. Egypt could
have therefore pressed for a global
settlement and a favorable one at that, not
only for Egypt and Syria but also for the
Palestinians. By accepting the January
disengagement, Sadat relinquished
whatever strategic and political advantages
he had. By gambling on dubious promises
given by Nixon, Kissinger and Ford, he

overestimated the ability of an American
executive to override a reluctant Congress.
Even if the American executive were to
become one hundred percent pro-Arab, the
Congress, dominated as it is by the pro-
Israeli lobby will not go along. The irony of
the situation is that at a time when the US
Congress seems intent on affirming its role
in foreign policy-making, the Egyptian
President gambled on a weak executive.

Thus, by losing the strategic and political
initiative generated by the October War,
Sadat permitted Kissinger to save Israel
from having to make some serious
concessions at a crucial moment of
weakness. Kissinger was therefore able to
defuse the situation, to preempt the USSR,
to end the oil embargo, to draw Egypt out of
the conlflict, to open the doors for American
corporations, and most importantly, he
tried, unsuccessfully, to parochialize the
Palestinian problem.

The evidence also suggests that
Kissinger’s attempts to bypass the
the Palestinian problem were part of his
overall strategy. His view of the Middle East
conflict as an Arab-sraeli conflict is
consistent with US/Israeli interests in the
area. Kissinger maintains that conflicts
cannot be resolved but simply managed.
The management in this case relied upon
Kissinger’s occasional wielding of Israeli
military threat to impress upon the Arabs
the need to accept whatever concessions,
and his conscious manipulation of the PLO
issue through periodic hints, leaks, or slips
of the tongue to suggest that the US is
nearing a breakthrough on the question of

recognizing the PLO, implying that the US
intends, in the future, to tackle the difficult
question of the Palestinians. The latter
tactic was obviously used more to soften up
the Egyptian and the Syrians than to
threaten the Israelis. Furthermore, there is
evidence to suggest that many of these
feints and illusions were also designed to
reassure or to manipulate Israeli public
opinion.

In the short-run, Kissinger’s diplomacy
achieved some surprising results. He was
able to rescue Israel and at the same time to
open some new options for the U.S. in the
Arab World. He did this by playing a subtle
game of chess with the Egyptian president.
The unfortunate thing is that the latter
thought all along that the game was
backgammon. Nevertheless, beneath the
glow of partial success and beneath the new
conceptualizations, Kissinger, Sadat, and
the Israelis ignore a fundamental fact. As
Eqgbal Ahmed clearly points out:

Beneath the brilliance of Kissinger’s
construct there were pitfalls which a
managerial mind could not perceive. .
The policy suffered from the same
fundamental efects which
contributed to US failures in
Southeast Asia. . . it ran counter to
the ongoing course of history,
underestimated the power of
emerging forces, sought stability in
times of change and looked for client
states in a century of national
liberation. . .9

The Meaning of “Linkage”
(Continued from page 13)

“regrettable that an Arab country continues
to hold ‘talks with the enemy in a manner
that bolsters the enemy’s feigned desire for
peace.”

Mr. Sadat clearly then was not and
is not happy with the Baghdad Summit, not
only because of what its secret resolutions
may say, or what its public resolutions state,
but also because it proved his
miscalculations. The Saudis and Kuwaitis in
fact attended the summit with Iraq, Algeria,
and South Yemen, and a reconciliation
between Syria and Iraq was started which
could lead to a very successful alliance.

The greater fact, however, is that Mr.
Sadat’s defensive stature versus the rest of
the Arab world and his fake desire to produce
a “linkage,” may create a serious deception.
Mr. Sadat’s sudden discovery of the West
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Bank and the Gaza Strip and the Golan
Heights as still occupied Arab land is in-
tended to leave the impression that he indeed
is arguing the Arab cause. The talk of
“linkage” and the ups and downs of the Blair
House talks is meant to dignify Mr.
Sadat in the eyes of the Arab masses. The
Camp David agreements were rejected
flatly by the Palestinian people and the Arab
people not because of the lack of linkage but
because of the contents of the two
agreements. If the linkage problem is solved,
it will attempt to unsuccessfully force upon
the Palestinian people a solution which they
and their leaders have rejected.

The Camp David agreements are a sell
out and a capitulation of Mr. Sadat to the
United States and Israel. A linkage
between them is not going to change their
capitulative nature. Mr. Sadat’s
determination to include the clause of

linkage is not going to make him the hero of
the Arab people, and certainly will not
change the Palestinian people’s refusal to
have anything to do with the Camp David

agreements.
* *x x

Assuming that Begin and his government
agree to some kind of a loose linkage clause
in the preamble of a peace treaty with Egypt,
what then will change? Nothing, except the
possibility that Mr. Sadat may be perceived
by some people as fighting for the cause of
the Palestinians — something which he
badly needs. The presence of such a clause
in the preamble of a treaty does not make it
binding in any case. The “linkage” which the
Egyptian regime is arguing for, and through
which it hopes to pacify the Arab people and
lessen their resistence to Sadat’s peace
talks with Israel, is a linkage between a

(Continued on page 16)



The following petition has b‘een. initiated by the Palestine Human Rights Campaign. They plan to present 100,000 signatures to President
Carter on December 10, which is Human Rights Day. Already, groups in campuses and communities throughout the country have collected

thousands of signatures.

in the name of peace...
in the name of human rights...

T The Camp David Agreements failed to

satisfy, in any meaningful way, the
rights of the Palestinian people fo live as a
free people with full human rights.

t} After thirty years living as homeless and
stateless refugees, and after elevenyears of

/ military occupation—the dispersed and

Ioppressed Palestinians have waited too

ong.

We believe that the time has come for the
Unged States to fully recognize Palestinian
rights.

Please endorse our petition to President
Carter and return it to us today.

President Jimmy Carter
The White House
Washingfon, D.C.

President Carter,
We believe that human rights belong to all people;

We believe that our government, ought fo recognize
the human rights of the Palestinians, including—

- -their right fo be fully represented by their leadership in
\ all discussions that seek to determine their future; and

-their right to live as a free people in their own inde-
pendent state.

In the name of peace and in the name of human rights—
we urge you to act Now.

S — X Thank you

IR o ——

- Palestine Human Rights Comp%%rg @7

WN/;\‘ ,0 % National Office, 1322 18th St., N.W. Washington, D.C.

DRAWING BY KAMAL BOULLATA

VAT

| endorse your petition.

O | want to help your effort :
0O Enclosed is a donation O Please send information
Name:

E Address:
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