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Camp David One Year Later: "Not One lota” of Success

Addressing a special joint session of
Congress on September 18, 1978, President
Carter eulogized the completion of the
Camp David agreements the night before,
and declared: “The guns will now fall silent.
The bombs will no longer fall.”
Administration  officials, Congressional
leaders, the media and even the Nobel
Peace Prize committee joined uncritically in
the chorus of euphoria and self-
congratulation. Peace in the Middle East,
under the benevolent auspices of the United
States, was at hand.

A little over one year later, on October 23,
1979, President Carter’s special Middle East
negotiator, Robert Strauss, testified before
the House Sub-Committee on the Middle
East and announced that the Egyptian-
Israeli talks on Palestinian “autonomy”,
which were supposed to implement the
Camp David agreements, have not
produced “one single iota of agreement”
and that “there are vast, vast differences
that we don’t know how to bridge.” He
further noted that the target date for the
completion of an agreement, May 26, 1980,
one year after the Egyptian-Israeli treaty
was put into effect, “may be impossible” to
meet.

What then has happened to the “peace”
proclaimed by Egypt, Israel and the United
States? The resignation of Foreign Minister
Moshe Dayan on October 21 points to one
part of the answer. The intransigence of the
Begin government and its right-wing allies in
the National Religious Party, has created a
stalemate in the talks that more “flexible”
Zionists like Dayan, whose own personal
power has been eroded by the extreme
right-wing, realizes is dangerous for Israel.
Following the signing of the Egyptian-Israeli
treaty, Begin appointed National Religious
Party leader Yosef Burg to head his
negotiating team for the autonomy talks and
drew up an official Israeli plan for
“autonomy” that declared: “Israel will
neither tolerate nor permit a Palestinian
state ever being established in the territories
of Judea, Samaria, and Gaza.” In addition,
under the influence of Agricultural Minister
Ariel Sharon and the right-wing Gush
Emunim, Begin’s settlement policy has
escalated recklessly in the occupied
territories. As the New York Times editorial
of October 23 admitted: “The resignation of
Moshe Dayan is the plainest signal yet that
the present Government of Israel will not
relinquish control over the Arab
populations of the West Bank and Gaza
Strip.”
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Palestinians: United Against “Autonomy”

The second, and more significant, part of
the answer to why Camp David is a failure
lies in the steadfastness of the Palestinian
people in resisting the “autonomy” plan.
According to the Washington
correspondent for Al Fajr newspaper,
Ambassador Strauss was asked repeatedly
in the October 23 hearings about the
changes for success of the autonomy talks
without Palestinian participation. Strauss
answered that he had talked to Palestinians
who were “not PLO” and “we begged them
to come to the table,” but with no success.
Congressman Pease (D-Ohio) added that in
his own meetings with mayors from the
occupied West Bank, he was left with the
impression that they would be “members of
the PLO” if they could. Strauss commented
that there was no doubt about the truth of
this statement and added that PLO
Chairman Arafat is considered a “leader” in
that part of the world. Strauss also wrote off
the possibility that Palestinians might
participate in elections following the
autonomy talks. Clearly, the Palestinian
people, despite limited resources and
despite conditions of military occupation or
exile, have managed to wage a successful,
united struggle against the policies of the
most powerful nation on earth, the United
States, and two of its allies in the Middle
East.

Nonetheless, the U.S. appears
determined to pursue the path of Camp
David to its doomed end. The day after his

pessimistic session with Congress,
Ambassador Strauss addressed a Jewish
National Fund dinner in Washington, and
declared that the “cornerstone of our whole
foreign policy is a secure, strong and vital
Israel” and that any discussion of changes in
this policy were a “lot of baloney.” Strauss
also warned Congress that any “pressure”
on Israel would be counter-productive. No
pressure, therefore, can be expected from
the Carter Administration on the Begin
government to stop illegal settlements in the
occupied territories or to end provocative
actions in Lebanon. Instead, the current
“fact-finding” mission of U.S. envoy Phillip
Habib to the Middle East seems focused on
asking the Arab states to pressure the PLO
to withdraw from Southern Lebanon. The
U.S. “initiative” to solve the Lebanese crisis,
however, which has already foundered, was
responded to aptly by Lebanese Prime
Minister Dr. Selim al-Huss on October 13.
Asked whether he had fresh information
about the reported U.S. plan for peace in
Lebanon, Dr. al-Huss replied, as reported
by Beirut Domestic Service, “What initiative
can the United States possibly undertake at
a time when President Carter has
announced that his country is not prepared
to put any pressure on Israel regarding
southern Lebanon and the U.S. Senate has
turned down a proposal to reduce U.S.
military aid to Israel as a way of denouncing
the Israeli attacks on southern Lebanon and
Israel’s violation of U.S. laws prohibiting the
use of U.S. weapons in. offensive
operations?”
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