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By _
By MARK A"BRUZONSKY

With the Arab defeat in
1948, the conflict was transfor-
med, at least for most obser-
vers in the West, into that bet-
ween lsrael and “the Arabs”-
for the Palestiniang were de-
moralised, scattered, and help-
legs, This was the period of the
culmination of the first defeat
of Palestipe:
triumphed against many odds
and in a larger part of
Palestine than specified in the

partition plan, and the
Hashemite throne annexed the
West Bank, while Egypt took

control of the Gaza Strip.

SECOND DEFEAT

Today, we are probably living

thtouﬂl the second historic defeat
of Palestine—the end to hopes for
true mutual recognition and an
honest two-state solution, though
a faint and fading glimmer ot h:rc
remains. We are today living as wit-
nesses to a crossroads in history;
the end of one chaprer-and the
quandary of how to begin anpther,

And pregnant in the fipal death
of the partition approach is the
‘| possibility, actually the likelihoed,
that the Israeli-Palestinian conflict
will yet evolve in new, potentially
cataclysmic directions.

As British journalist Alan Hart
concludes in his recent book
Arafat: Terrorist or Peacemaker?

What is likely to happen ifand
when he Palestinians are forced
to conclude that politics and
compromise do not get results?
My guess is that Arafat will be
swept agide by Palestinian radi-
cals who, with the growing
sugiort of Palestinian and then
Arab masges, will commit thems
elves to the first real Arab
revolution ....which will have
as its objective the overthrow of
the existing Arab order and its
replacement by revolutionary
Arab leaders who will be pre-
pared to confront the West and
larael by all means, no matter
what ‘the cost. Such a struggle
would probably not end unltail
the region and pomsibly the
world been devastated by

a nuclear holocaust.

Even in the 1950s, under the
leadership of Gamal ‘Abd al-Nasir,
Egypt showed signs of wanting to
find a way to make a desl with
larael, so long as something reason-
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able for the Palestinian people
could be arranged. At that tTml:. a
deal struck by Egypt, even one
without Palestinian participation or
consent, might have taken foot. But
new developments intervened and
the struggle became more deeply
embedded in the fabric of regional
politics and history. |
LEGITIMACY -

With the advent of the PLO in
1964 there was somethin I'new-
a Palestinian component with real
Palegtinian players of the nexg gen-
eration emerging,  though still
taking their cues from Arab leaders.
1t wes Nagir's Bgypt that breathed
life into_the PLO, and it was

ypt's foreign minister, Jsmail
Fahmi, at the 1974 Rabat summit
who proposed the PLO as the “‘sole,
legitimate ' represengative of the
Palegtinian people”.

Nevertheless, the PLO and the
.l:nlumum revolution have always
¢en highly suspect for the conser-
vatiye Arab regi?nel, which cling to
power and privilege with dpcreasing
legitimacy and thus through in-
creasing surveillance, repression,
and, wgmnver poolibfe. cg—oputlon
Then, as now Jordan and other
Jiggh seates stood in opposition toa,
truly  independent  Palestinian
rovement ‘and corﬁ:ﬂtiﬂh’ did
what they could—w nlviﬁ lip
service to Palestinian nation
to farce the movement under their

¥ .

dn%‘hn PLO first became a symbol
of the Palestinian struggle against
istael, and then of the Palestinian
quest for self-determination in part
of Palestine; but it also became a
weapon in the inter-Arab struggle
for dominance. The PLO was never
a serious military, or even terrorist,
threat to lsrael. Rather, the PLO
became
historic wrong, a moral weight
threatening Zionism's ethical foun-
dacions, a unique claimant on world
society which had midwifed Israel’s
birth in partial atonement for the
Nazi slaughter. When Yasir Arafat
appeared before the United Nations
General Assembly in the fall of
1974, he did so as a protege of
world society., He was accorded the
stature of a-head of state. He sym-
bolised the third world’s quest for
dignity, assertiveness, and juatice.

Even the Israeli establishment took
note and —still then in the after-

~math of the shock of the October
1973 war-openly began debat

the jerious issues involved in a r
compromise with the Palestinian
ns tionalists.

the embodiment of an .

But virulent public opposition
to the PLO increasingly b e
Israel’s course, and the oppotition
heightened with the Likud's ascent
to power. The basic issue was never
the PLO as such, nor terrorism, for
that matter. Rather, lsrael had to
decide whether to reopen the cen-
tral uestions of Palestinian
nationalism and the basic historical
debate over partition. And, except
for a very marginal humanistic
movement within Zionism, the
answer in recent years has always
been in the negative, even thou,
liberal Zionists zmct'ima coutinﬁ
to masquerade as if they were in

favour of partition in an attempt '

to assuage their own guilty con-
sciences.

For the Arabs, meanwhile,
behind-the-scenes intrigue conti-
nued, with constant manoeuving to
make sure that neither Palestinian
secularism nor democracy gcrually
took root without Arab establish-
ment control— in the West Bank or
anywhere else. For if either of these
potent forces were actually unlea-
shed in a free Palestine, what could
the kings and potentates of Arab-
dom expect in their own realms?

King Hussein had hardly for-
gotten the lessons of his own civil
war; nor was he about to share
power honutlguwith a tru.lg inde-
pendent PLO, Public words did not
indicate real policies; and Hussein,
with Israel’s acquiescence, kept as
much control of those on the West
Bank as he could, while carefully
circumscribing Pulestinian getivisy
within his own kingdom.

Palestinian nationalism, in the
eyed of those holding power

- throughout the Arab world, threa-

tened to become a -virulent cancer
#nd had to be both used and con-
trolled, "a reality which partly
explains why the Palestinians stood
alone aﬁuimt the full might of
Israel in the summer of 1983.

MOVEMENT

By that time, however, the die
had been cast. The Palestinian
revolution had been tamed into a
movement begging for a small
jece of Palestine. The PLO’
eaders had been nurtured into the
prevailing Arab state system and
thus placed in competition with the
other Arab power centres,  most
notably in Amman and Demascus,
but also in Cairo and Ri . More-
over, the movement was itself to
come to reflect the Amb state
system-symbolised by the largely
ceremonial and impogent Arab
Leagus—of which it had become
& part. In turn, such developments
,uf‘ the PLO to incompetent rep-
resentation, nepotism, corruption,
and cult worship of the leader.
Such a PLO was fit to take its place

at the negotiating table and in the
corridars of Arab power, but it was
no longer fit actually to fight for
Palestine.

The determined Zionists knew
this all along however much they
chanted against terrorism and occa-
sionally smiled at the notion of
negotiations. The PLO had neither
the might nor the Fol.itical sophisti-
cation to achieve its new goal of a
Palestinian state carved out of the
occupjed territories to exist doni;
side and in connection’ with bot
Israel and Jordan. |

COLLAPSL

Meanwhile. Israel worked over-
time and effectively to discredit
any Arab initiatives which threa-
tened to reopen the subject of a
comprehensivé peace and which
might have gained significant warld
support.

And so, by the mid-1980s, we
are witness to what seems in all
probability to be the second major
defeat of Palestine-the collapse of
mutual reco
strategy for dealing'with the reality
of Israel, and the resurgence of

Arab state actors—most importan- |.

tly {ordln with the help of Saudi
Arabia) and §yra— in competition
to control Palestinian politics and
to check independent Palestinian
folitical power. Indeed, by January
986, King Hussein had finally
taken the cautiows sep of sending
to the Jordanian Parli
words of the New York Times, ‘4
pew electaral law that reasserts Jor-

ition as a Palestinian |

ent, in-the '

Moreover, . I
Anform the readers

aper that the,
3 " flight s 'in

dan’s respongibility for the Israeli-
occupied West Bank gad providey
representation  for ' Palestinian
refugees in Jordan.

Consequently, the basic vidon
f mutual accommodation and
eaceful coexistence is.now being
ept , alive thro American-
sponsored, Israeli-nurtured ,and
Arab-promoted diplomatic aritifi-
cial resuscitation. ’

Whether the sheer act of begin-
ning some form of negotiations can
hold back the rage and dissatisfac-
tion that has been buflding in the
Arab world is difficult to predict.
Suffice it to say that there is serious
fear and escalating concern in
Washington,  Jerusalem, Cairo,
Riyadh, and Amman; and the fear
is such that the public presentation
of the bleak situation has been in-
creasingly sugar-coated and diplo-
matic circles are bugy manufacwu-
ring multiple forms of camouflage
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120 million people do not have

“health facilities, drinking water and

40 million

other public amenities,
are illiterate

L

As regards middle and
secondary education, out of total
.1,10,83,000 (male 60,55,000;

female  50,29,000) children of

Child labour is another
problem, A large number of
children are forced to do menial
jobs in teashops, cafes, hotels,

filling stations, factories, repair
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It was out of the deeply
traumatic embarrasament of
the 1967 defeat, and while the
Jewish world itself was being
transformed into a Zionist-con-
trolled monolith on matters
[relating to Ilsraeli foreign.
policy, that the roots of the
original = conflict re-emerged
an]:T the PLO, invigorated by
new leadership, itself seized the
reigns from those who had
been humiliated by the mﬁl‘:
of the Israeli state, It was
out of the 1967 conflicts—
about which new evidence
suggests direct American parti-
cipation—that the U.S. began
the shift from a modicum of
“evenhandedness” to what has
become an all but de jure mili-
tary alliance with the Jewish

state. |
firet, -or-nothi

up:ctn of the cté:ﬂicatup%cfgrmﬂs-
ted as the newly resurgent Pales-
tinian movement substituted rheto-
rical bravado for actual power. But
reality, however slowly, took hold
and the contact between conqueror
and vanquished in the occupied
territories helped make the reality
of a Jewish state understandable—
however reluctantly acceptable-
to many Palestinians, and hence to
many Arabs.

In the years following the
“victorious’ October 1973 war, it
became p?:ﬁeuively evident that
the goal of the political elite within
the Palestinian revolution had evo-
Ived from victory over Zionism to
accommodation with Israel. Just as
World Zionist Congress resolutions
never precisely defined the borders
of the new Jewish state, go too with
the Palestinians. Nowhere, in some
many words, did the idea of

peaceful ' coexistence” between
larael and a Palestinian state in che
West Bank and Gaza Strip have
unambiguously quotable expression,
And yet, at first secret meetings
began berween Jews and Arabs, and
then between ~Israelis and Pales.
tinians, including members of the
PLO. The ;rncepu of mutual reco-
gnition and coexistence
take hold. @ | Bagas; o

U.S. CONNECTION

Tragically newly flushed with
power and territory, and increasin-
rly frightened by the rising wealth,
f not milifary power, of the Arab
and Muslim worlds- a
manifested  throu heightened
arrogance— lsrael began to grow
accustomed to lts new status of
hegemony. Moreover, the American’
connection became a source of gro-
wing intransigence as Israeli leaders
found larger and larger amounts of
economic and military /aid being
made available, and Washington
began to expect Israel to take steps
in the third world which America
found difficult to take itself.

By the time of the arrival of the
Reagan administration, the impo-
tence and confusion of the Arab

fear often

ntransig

all along rejected any compromise
with Pa utfnim pationalism. The
U.S. and Israel have interacted in
recent years so as to enhance the
imperialist, militarist, and anti-
third world (including anti-Arab)
factons in both countries. Even
Israel’s Labour party has submerged
its pretensions toward
international socialism and accom-
modated the rightest elements in
the U.S. government and within
American Jewry — as well as within
lIsrael  fteelf. “So exmeme has
become the rejectionist front in
Inrael that Peres is
moderate, -" not
Washington analyst.
. And yet, as the late ‘Isam Sar-
tawi once noted in an interview
with Le Monde, “The Labour
party is more dangerous for us
than the Likud because the
language and methods it uses are
more acceptable to international
public opinion. But ukln*ua to
choose between Begin and Peres is
thzfnme ':i uk:ls whather we
prefer to y dgowning or
umquhuoa'*-'

one expert

STRUGGLE

. With the advent of the Carter
administration, there was hope in-
#deed. The struggle for a reasonable,

' Wistoric compromise eacalated. The

slogans estinian homeland”,
“comprehensive peace”, “mutual
irecognition between lsrael and the
'PLO,"” were all in the open, There
were superpower talka behind the
scenes, leading to the 1 October
1977 Joint Statement. Most
important of all, there was a
commitment from the American
president and secretary of state to
an honest and real iolitkal scttle-
ment that tackled the root issues
of the conflict.

But all that was soon to fade
ag the Zionist movement vehe-
mently counterattacked, Soviet-
American rapprochement degene-
rated after the Soviet Afghan
adventure began, and the Arab
world found Enff uncertain, con-
fused, leaderless, and unable to
fapita]iu on its newh weAahh I:;:

verage. Moreover| the Amer
;royl?:live failed them-

selves, and the Carter pruidet}cr.

lost both momentum and credib

lity. The thirteen days at Camp
David thus took on an aura of
urgency within American politics
far beyond the issues of the Middle
Ezss. In an effort to buttress his
crumbling  presidency, Jimm

Carter led Anwar Sadat (and a

of us) into a Camp David from
which we have yet to recover and
for. which Sadat was at first ostrac-

"jzed and then hardly mourned by

his own people.

In the aftermath of Camp
David, the PLO’s expulson from
Beirut, the American collapse vis-a-
vis a Palestinian “homeland”, and
the Israeli asault on the PLO in
Tunis symbolizing Israel’s deter
mination never to accommodate
Palestinian nationalism, the vision
‘of mutual recognition and any
form of a two-state taciommodl:

erceived as a.

€nce

an altered form, or the continua-
tion of diplomatic illusion that only
further delays the day of real
decision. For with the dissolution
of the mutual recognition cption,
the entire construct of the past de-
cades’ “moderate” diplomacy disin-
tegrates; the very notion of a stable,
peaceful coexistence evaporates,
The humiliation continually inflic-
ted by Israel on the Palestinians and
the -entire Arab world is fuelling
a jor ' radicalization of Arb
societies.

As for responsibility- for today’s
predicament, there is much to
share, The PLO’s own incompe-
tence 38 a“ron:u;l organization has
to be noted, however much it chose
the course of compromise. But, of.
course, lsraeli intrangigence has also
been substantially to blame, as has
American  shortsightedness and
Auplicity, Bgypt's mistaken course,
and the impotence of the progres-
sive and liberal forces in the West,
especially in the U.5.

The future course of the stuggle
for Palestine should now become
the focus of an oF:n. _wide-ran-

ing debate for all Palesrinians and
fm‘ Jews who have come toappre-
ciate that only by reaching a just
compromise with the Palestinian
people can there be real security,
as well as moral vindication, for
Israel. Outside powers have not only
proven unable to resolve the con-
flict, but they have nsually contri-
buted to its continuation and often
switched horses when' self-interest
dictated, | .

STRATEGIES

Today, Israel's economic and
sychological situation, as well as
ts international standing, make
possible long-term strategies thag
may mtalprevioully have been fore-
seen, Palestinian options go %c.
yond acquiescence and capitula-
tion to today’s conditions, if a rea.
sonable historic compromise can.
not be achieved now with the con-
temporary balance of power and
with the current outook in the
U.S. and Ismel, then ways of
utering today's realities need to

discussed and new plans formu.
lated,

But there is yet a major preli-
minary step whose time defi,
nitely come. The PLO of Yasir
Arafat, the PLO which has for so
long, but also so inadequately,
championed the mutual recognition
approach, has an  obligation to
itself and to history to clarify fully
its position, Most of all it Ku an
obl.i%ation to the people it has led,
to the cause it has served, to the
memory of so many who have
suffered and died,

 Though the PLO has achieved
significant accomplishments in the
past, many of its current
representatives have proven to be
either incompetent or corrupt, and
the organisation as a whole has
shown itself grossly incapable of
handling the allimportant public
relations aspects of contemporary
international diplomacy.

: .C'qm;antly_ outmanoeuvered both

. manipulation for stagting, pesitiop

wanted to be supportive, I

For all of his talents in working
within: Balestinian and A.rag
contexts, Yasir Arafat has been a
public relations bonanza for Isracl
among Western audiences, Thus, to
be -fuﬁy candid, he has been a pub-
lic relations disaster ‘for his people.
His style, manners, and language
have made it very difficult for his
message to be conveyed effectively.
And lge has  refused to enlist the
assistanceé of those Palestinians who,
have the cqpabilittes he lacks, More-
over, in recent years, Arafat has
presided 'over tze very disunity
and internal conflict o
has warned and for fear of which he
formerly ' ' justified his political
amblguu'y. ] i |

DEFEAT

Ad{mttcdl{, in defeat there is a
scattering of former supporters and
competition to align with other
factions, Yet the def:at in chis case
is a8 much a product of faulty PLO
(and Arab) diplomacy as the cause
of the organization's fracturing,

Consequently, the historic res-
ponsibility te clarify today’s
situation before finally having to
admit failure and acknowledge the
need \fo reconsider; totally the
future course of the Palestinian
souggle falls to this man who has
led the PLO for nearly a generation,

What is needed today fromithe
Palestinian side is a clear strategy
toward an-understandable goal and

which he ¢

public relations clarity. This needs
i be coupled with an appreciation
that there are times when politics is
more theatré than substance, mare

tiating table,’ Mqreover, the compe-,
tigion s not
PLO and lsrael; it is alsotbetween
the PLO and the variqus Arab state
authorities, including, of cpurse,
Hig Majesty King Hussein. !

than actual enEa.gemlm at a nego-|

Of course, the “'.L culprigs in ‘

this overall situation pre,lIsg
the United $um.m.}:.'r.' \ M‘

S0 of cpurse it is the U.S, and
Israel, the two real rejectionists
when it comes to 2 comprehensive
and just Middle East peace, who
should be contemplating new atti-
tudes and’ poligies, apd it is they
whom history d'wu_ld primarily
fault for having blocked, so far, an
honourable peace. I the short
term it may seem that Israel has
succeeded in its quest for regional
dominance, territorial expansion
and Palestinian subjugation, an
that U.S, interests lﬁawe been
furthered by encoursging Israel on
that course,

Yet, however, much the real
responsibility is theirs, these two
parties have made their choices and
neither shows serious signs of any
basic re-evpluation, They will have
to live with the 'consequences
which in 'the long' run coul

rove most difficult, and potential-
y disastrous, It is the U.S. and
Israel who have created today’s
deadlock and who pexpetuate the
conflict, Together, it is they who
are determined to negate Palesti-
nian natjgnalism, to keep the Arab
world diwvided and insecure, and to

imply /' between the |

maintain Israeli hegemony through.
out the region, In time, history will
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