


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.












