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I was in Cairo at the weekend with Bill Mclean and
Robert Cranborne. We went at the invitation of the
Foreign Minister, General Kamal Hassan Ali. His invitation
apparently followed a speech I made on 5th November in the
foreign affairs section of the debate on the Address.

We had very cordial and full talks first with President
Husni Mubarak whom I knew only slightly and later with the
Foreign Minister whom I have known for some time. As the whole
problem of the Middle East is very much on thé agenda, I have
thought it right to let you have fairly detailed records of
these talks based on notes taken by Bill McLean and Robert
Cranborne at the time. We had a short but helpful meeting
with our Ambassador Michael Weir and paid a courtesy call
on the Empress Farah of Iran who is an old friend of mine.

Our visit received extensive coverage on Cairo television
and in their press. This went well beyond the intrinsic
interest of anything I had to say. It probably indicates
the importance the Egyptian Government attach to demonstrating
to-their public that they have friends in Europe who share
their broad approach to the Middle East problem. It may also
be their way of signalling to other countries where they stand.

The broad if necessarily tentative conclusions which I
reached at the end of our_visit are as follows;and here I
would stress that they ar%?%? Xnterpretation of what was
said to us the record of which is attached.

23 The Egyptians attach paramount importance to securing

the final withdrawal of the Israelis from the Sinai by
April® 25th 1982. They believe the Israelis to be firmly
committed to this withdrawal but recognise that there are
sections of Israeli public opinion which would like to g0 back
on the agreement or postpone its fulfilment aed—pesh x
e e i They would welcome our
participation in the Sinai multinational force and see some
positive merits in Prince Fahad's plan. They are, however , very
anxious to avoid any initiatives or declarations which could
be seen as superceding Camp David and might thus interfere
with the withdrawal process e.g. by incurring an Israeli veto
on the composition of the multi national force.
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2. The Egyptians do not expect to get a detailed agreement onp
autonomy for the West Bank or Gaza before April 1982.

They hope, however, to have constructed a framework which would

enable Palestinian representatives to emerge in the occupied

territories. It would then be for these representatives and tp

Jordanians, hopefully with Saudi encouragement, to take over £

the business of negotiations with Israel. The Egyptians would




2.

continue to give their support but would no longer play a .
primary role. Other Arab countries must resort to negotiation
.as they had done rather than confrontation.

3% The Egyptians believe the Saudis will mend their fences
with Egypt progressively. At the moment there is a
truce in the war of words. Once the Sinai phase of Camp David

is completed they believe the Saudi position will come much
closer to their own. They and other Arabs will have to accept
that negotiation pays and confrontation does not.

4. They accept the principle of Palestinian self-determination.
But they do not believe that the moderates in the PLO can
decide PLO policy so long as the Syrians remain in the Lebanon
and thus have the main body of the PLO under their physical
control and so indirectly that of Moscow.Accordingly they see
two possibilities of achieving a settlement. One would be by
bringing the Soviets into the peacemaking process. To this, they,
and I imagine the USA would be strongly opposed. The other would
be to secure the withdrawal of the Syrians from the Lebanon
and some disarmament of the PLO with a consequent change of
regime in Damascus.

5. Resistance to Soviet Imperialism remains their prime
objective and they see close cooperation with the United
States as the best way of organising it. They are indeed

impatient to see the United States build up extensive military
stockpiles and servicing facilities in Egypt itself as well as
within the general area of the Gulf.

6. I am always sceptical of assessments of personalities.
Sadat, after all, was Nasser's man until Nasser died and

Sadat overthrew his policies. I do not know President Husni

Mubarak at all well. He struck me, however, as more down to

earth and more concerned with the practical problems of reorganisin

the Egyptian economy and administtation than .either of his
predecessors. There was certainly little of the wideranging
and perhaps unrealistic geopolitical vision which characterised
my conversationswith Sadat or for that matter Nasser. Internal
pressures may lead the new President - as they so often have

in the nast - to seek an external role. If so, my guess would
be that he would seek it in the Nile Valley, the Red Sea and
North Africa more than in the Asian Middle East. But this can
only be a guess."Dissimulation'as Disraeli wrote (apologies for
coded language!) is the secret of oriental policy."

In conculsion I would venture to suggest that we should
consider paying more attention to Egypt than we have done in
the recent past and put the Palestinian problem on the backburner
at least until April 1982. It may prove easier to solve once the
success of Sadat's policies where Egypt is concerned have been
established beyond doubt. 4~/‘
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