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N
o .W
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In M
arch 1990;after m

onths of delicate negoda-
tionsithe State D

epartm
ent w

as near to setting up 
the first-ever direct talks betw

een Israel and 'the 
Pak 

. . 	
. 	

. 	
. 	

. 
M

oans 	
. A

t 	
pom

t, out of the 
blue, P

resident B
ush raised the issue of Jew

ish 
"settlem

ent" of Jerusalem
 Ihis gratuitous under-

,m
ining of Israel's claim

 to Jerusalem
 helped precipi. 

tate a crisis in IsraeL
 (N

ot even the m
ost m

oderate 
Israeli is prepared to M

ake any part of Jerusalem
 

off-la nits to Jew
s.) .T

he Israeli governm
ent -col 

lapsed', and the C
airo talks never took Place. 

E
igh

teen
 m

on
th

s later, B
u

sh
 h

as d
on

e it 
again. A

fter m
onths of delicate negotiations, 

the State D
epartm

ent w
as near to setting up 

d
irect talk

s b
etw

een
 Israel an

d
 th

e A
rab

 
statei. A

t w
hich point, out of the blue, P

resi-
dent B

ush announced that he w
ould veto any 

congreisional attem
pt to guarantee loans to 

-.7 Israel for the absorption of Soviet im
m

igrants. 
T

he president dem
anded a 120-day delay 

for consideration of the loans out of concern 
for the peace process. G

ranting the guaran-
tees now

, he said, w
ould jeopardize the upcom

-
ing peace conference. T

his is nonsense. N
ot a 

single A
rab state—

not Syria, not E
gypt, not 

Jordan—
has m

ade w
ithholding the loan guar- 

. an
tees a con

d
ition

 for p
articip

ation
 in

 th
e 

conference. N
or has a single A

rab state m
ade 

an
 Israeli settlem

en
t freeze a con

d
ition

 for 
attending the peace conference. O

n the con- 

trary: SecretarY
 B

aker's m
ajor breakthrough 

w
as obtaining. A

rab agreem
ent to enter talks 

w
ith Israel, unconditionally. W

hat possible rea-
son can an A

m
erican president have to create 

new
'conditM

ns no A
rab insists on? 

O
f cou

rse, n
ow

 th
at B

u
sh

 h
as b

een
 m

ore 
C

atholic than the pone; it w
ill be difficult for any 

A
rab not to be as tough on Israel as the president 

of the U
nited States. Predictably, tw

o days after 
the president's pressroom

 outburst against Israel, 
Syria, w

hich tw
o m

onths ago had agreed to direct 
talks w

ithout preconditions, picked up the hint 
and w

arned that the loan guarantees w
ould doom

 
the chances for peace. Far from

 saving the peace 
process, B

ush's linkage betw
een A

m
erican loan 

guarantees and A
rab-Israeli negotiations could 

w
reck it. 
B

ush's real reason for w
ithholding the loan 

guarantees is to use them
 as a club to force Israel 

to stop W
est B

ank settlem
ents. Settlem

ents have 
becom

e a presidential obsession. A
t a tim

e w
hen 

the Soviet U
nion is collapsing, Saddam

 is recover-
ing and the A

m
erican econom

y is sputtering, the 
one thing that seem

s to stir the passions of this 
president is the num

ber of Jew
s living on the 

godforsaken hills of the Judean desert (A
 sm

all 
num

ber indeed: If Israel continues to settle the 
occupied territories at the rate of the last 25 
years, their Jew

ish population w
ill equal the 

current A
rab population in 412 years.) 

B
u

sh
's ob

session
 is n

ot ju
st irration

al. It 
leads him

 to policies that are deeply contrary 
to the A

m
erican national interest. A

m
eriC

a's 
in

terest—
an

d
 B

u
sh

's goal for th
e area-is 

A
rab-Israeli peace. H

ow
 does one get to it? W

e 
already know

. T
he only w

ay to get peace:is the 
w

ay E
gyp

t an
d

 Israel d
id

: E
gyp

t m
ad

e a 
genuine, indeed radical, offer of peace; Israel 
reciprocated w

ith a radical offer, on territory. 
T

rue, a m
ajority of Israelis are not w

epared 
to ced

e territory on
 th

e W
est W

k
.' B

u
t 

rem
em

ber: F
or years a m

ajority of Israelis 
opposed giving back Sinai to E

gypt. B
ut w

hen 
Sadat cam

e forw
ard and offered real, peace, it 

caused a revolution in Israeli public opinion on 
the issue. Sim

ilarly, if the. A
rabs cam

e forw
ard 

w
ith

 a gen
u

in
e, S

ad
at-lik

e offer of p
eace, it 

w
ould cause a 

revolution in Israeli public 
opinion about the W

est B
ank and perm

it far-
reaching Israeli com

prom
ise. 

T
hat is the only road to peace. It w

ill not be 
traveled, how

ever, so long as the A
rabs think 

they can get the W
est B

ank back for free. If B
ush 

is going to deliver it to them
 by pressuring Israel, 

w
hat possible incentive do they have to m

ake a 
far-reaching peace offer to Israel? A

nd in the 
absence of such an offer, no. Israeli in his right 
m

ind is going to jeopardize Israel's existence w
ith 

unilateral concessions on' the W
est B

ank—
no 

M
atter w

hat the prnssure from
 W

ashington. 

. T
he A

rabs know
 that there are only tw

o w
ays 

to.get w
hat they w

ant from
 Israel. O

ne is to deal 
w

ith Israel directly and offer peace. T
he other is 

to let U
ncle Sam

 do it. It is natural for the A
rabs 

to prefer 'R
oute 2, B

ut it is R
oute 1 that serves 

A
m

erican interests. W
hy? B

ecause it is the only 
• one that leads to peace. 

H
ow

 do w
e know

? T
he historical evidence is 

unm
istakable. Israel has tw

ice given Sinai back 
to. E

gypt. O
ne return led to w

ar, the other to 
peace. T

he first tim
e w

as 1957, w
hen E

isen-
how

er pressured Israel into w
ithdraw

ing from
 

Sinai in return for vague guarantees from
 the.  

U
nited States. E

gypt offered nothing. Israel 
com

plied, and 10 years later, E
gypt, having 

m
ade no concession tow

ard accepting Israel's 
existence, used Sinai to blockade Israel and 
started the 1967 A

rab-Israeli W
ar. 

In 1979 the U
nited States did it differently. 

T
his tim

e E
gypt m

ade a genuine offer of peace 
to Israel. Israel reciprocated by returning all 
of Sinai. T

he U
nited States acted as broker, 

n
ot as an

 agen
t for A

rab
 d

em
an

d
s. It is 12 

years later, and E
gypt and Israel are at peace. 

T
h

e ru
les of p

eacem
ak

in
g in

 th
e M

id
d

le 
E

ast are clear. If the A
rabs w

ant to w
ring from

 
Israel con

cession
s on

 th
e territories, th

ey 
m

ust offer an end to their 45-year-old w
ar on 

th
e Jew

ish
 state. S

o lon
g as B

u
sh

 d
oes th

e 
w

ringing, w
hy should they? 


