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Step%upzts'

WASHINGTON

There is in the nation’s caputal 2 fifth
branch of government—the fourth of
course; “heing the  press. Populated
largely by former government officials
{many anxiously awaiting a call back 1o
the executive branchl and by one-time
and on-leave academics, Washington's
think-tanks exert considerable  in-
fluence on both public opinion and
government policy,

Activities directly relmed o US
Middle East policics ure only 4 smal
parc of the overall goings-on at these
post-graduate, studentiless universi-
ties.” Yet the Middle East has won
special prominence i recent vears be-
cause of the implications of the Arb-
Israch conflict for the superpower rela-
tionship; the West's dependence on
Arab oil; and the mcereasingly massive
exchange of U5, arms for petrodollars.

It i imprecise and often unfair w
label these tax-exempt thought-facs
tories by the standird parusan cate-
gories of  American or Maddle East
politics. Indecd, most of them pride
themselves on theif objectivity and
scholarly derachment.  Nevertheless,
each has developed 4 reputation, and
when it comes to thinking about the
Middle Esst, they generally Hve up ro
it
The Brookings Institution

The Brookings Institution is the larg-
est and, in many minds, the most pres-
tigicus of the think-tanks. Lasy vear, 2
study group met under the auspices of
Brookings and, by December, released
a report which has become one of the
most tatked-about documenis on Mid-
die East policies. But aside from this re-
port—titled  “Toward Pesce in the

Muark A Bruzonsky iz 4 Washington-
based writer and consultant on inrer-
national affasrs. His arricles on the
Middle East have recently appeared in
penodicals Cincluding Worldview,
Commonweal and New Outlook,

byMark A. Bruzonsky

Middle East”—and some comments in
the new book Setring National Prior
ties: The Next Ten Years, Brookings
has done licde else specifically on the
Middle Fasv—far less thana numberof
its smaller competitors.

The liberal-progressive  reputation
Brookings wears has derived from s
domustic and economic positions; there
is g decidedly Keynesian and Demor
cratic bias a3t Brookings, But it is 3
reputation slso sarned from ity views
onmilitary expenditores and strategie
torces, as well as for iis progréssive
ideas ahout contlict resolution.

With “Toward Peace in the Middle
East” and with the comments about the
Arab-Israel confhicr in Setting National
Prioriries, Brookings has indirectly en-
dorsed. an acuive U8 pursuit of a2
comprehensive Middle Easo setde-
ment

“Encousraging and supporting Arab-
fsracli negotiations for 3 general seule-
ment will thus be the ‘most urgent
foreign  policy task facing ‘the next
administration,” 18 the way Henry
Owen, director of  Poreign - Policy
Studies ar Brookings, sums up his
thinking and that of most of hig col-
leagues, “There s no alternative f we
are woremove what is now the most

Adrawing by Kerman/Kerman, Tel Aviy

‘sxamhefgsvemment
production of Mideast studies

serious threat of conflict that could in-
volve the United States and the ugsn”
he notes in Setiing Notional Priorities.
Owen co-edited the book with promi-
nent economist Charles Schultze, who
formerty headed L8r's Bureau of {i”ii‘.
Budger.

And yer Owen's discussion {,é i?;f:
delicacy with which U8, §§§§i§§§§§§§
wonld have to spproasch the Armab-
fsraeli conflict and the numerous bar-
riers blocking an oversl] sestlement
seems toocall this Unooalternative”
artiude into guestion. Owen writes:
“Walking the narrow line between an
overly intrusive role and passivity will
be a demanding task for the United
States.” But this realization in iself
would seem to necessitate careful
reflection upon . various - alternative
rales the United States might atempt
to play in caralyzing the kind of §¥i§§§
settlement he discusses.

For feasibility i left hanging by both
Owenoand the study group reporg—
whether U5 diplomacy s capable of
walking that exceedingly difficult path
between - imposition and  inactiviry.
Atfter all, if it is not, it might well be
preferable for  America o encourage
Arabs and Israelis themselves to find
some way of reaching o modus vivendi
This is what many Israch officials con-
tinue to insist would be best. Foreign
Minister Yigal Allon, for instance, nan
arnticle in the October issue of Forign
Affairs, warns: “The various proppsals
co.and plans raised by %?;;;‘é partigs o
the conflict only serve” to prolong it.

“1f we had not had two deal with such
propusais in the past, we would now be
nearer to a sertlement”

Nevertheless, pleas aimed 3t ?ﬁ;iiﬁg
an ead to 18 or other third-party
plans in the Middle East are, at this fawe
date; doomed. Inthe American pross—
as well as'in the American Jewish com-
munity-—a new aaxicty Bas surfaced,
stimulating discussion of alternative
pulicies which might be pursued by
israel and the United States.

THE XATHINALJEWIRII M §‘§§§ Ly



A drawing by Medee of L'Arche im ;

For one thing, for over three decades,
the parties themselves have had litde
success on their own. For another, the
conflict has now become so all encom-
passing — with the fear it might ignite 2
larger war, with the Great Powers act-
ing as arms warchouses, and with the
possibility of another oil embargo—
that cutsiders are no longer so sure that
they really are outsiders.

Some or all of these considerations
may lic behind the Brookings study
group report which has gained much
attention in the Middle East and, more
recently, in the United States. Though
pne of the briefest of the numerous
publications emanating from Washing-
ton's research institutes, this report de-
serves special notice.

Carefully worded and aimed at a bal-
ancing of interests, the report has re-
ceived mixed reviews in Israel and
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largely positive responses in America.
Last summer, at subcommittee hear-
ings of the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee on future U.S. Middle East
policy, strong support for the report's
recommendations was expressed by
witnesses including Leonard Fein, edi-
tor of Moment magazine, and Michael
Curtis, a Rutgers University professor
and chairman of the American Pro-
fessors for Peace in the Middle East.

Owen summarizes from the report
three basic requirements for peace:

1. "Arab  commitment to  full-
fledged peace with Isracl. ... Their
willingness publicly to face up to the
fact that Israel is here to stay and that
the Arab-Israeli issue has been settled
once and for all will determine whether
a settlement is feasible.”

2. “Israel's withdrawal from terri-
tories occupied in the 1967 wars,” with

some special arrangement to be worked
out for Jerusalem.

3. “Palestinian self-rule on the West.
Bank ... It is difficult to see how an
enduring Middle East settlement can
be achieved that does not concede in
some fashion, the right of self-deter-
mination” for the Palestinian Arabs.

Other crucial features include a
phased implementation of the agree-
ment to insure that each step is fully
carried out before the next is under-
taken; and a combination of interna-
tional and bilateral, U S.-Israel guaran-
tees to provide the glue which may be
required to hold the settlement to-
gether while the Middle East gets used
to its new stability.

What the Brookings report repre-
Sents is not a new concepeual approach |
to thinking about the conflict, or even a |
scholarly presentation of useful infor- |
mation, which is what research insu-
tutes usually provide. It is, rather, a
synthesis of opinion hammered out by a |
diverse panel at a time which coincided |
with the special reassessment ordered
by President Gerald Ford following the '
March, 1975 breakdown of Henry
Kissinger's shutde diplomacy. The
group included B'nai B'rith Honorary:
President Philip M. Klutznick, Zbig-
niew Brzezinski of Columbia Uni-
versity, Ambassador Rita Hauser,
Nadav Safran of Harvard University, |

A. L. Udovitch of Princeton University
and former U.N. Ambassador .Charles !
W. Yost., It is the combination of con-
sensus and timing which is largely re-

sponsible for the acclaim the report

received. '

As Henry Owen told this reporter; 1|

can’t recall any report which has
elicited such continuing interest.” And
he describes the report as “really a col-
lective  effory”

process of reaching consensus.

The origins of the report illustrate
one method by which these extra-gov-
ernment academies can serve a unique
purpose in bringing experts together to
consider crucial problems.

This particular panel originally in-

cluded nineteen members. In the end, |

Thomas Hughes, president of the Car-
negie Endowment for
Peace fanother Washington

remembering  how |
“members wanted to meet even more
often” and “really took seriously” the

International |
think- |
tank}, and Sol Linowitz, former Am- |

bassador to the 0AS, decided not to |
sign the report, primarily because, |
Owen said, they fele they had not been
sufficiently involved in its formulation.
Bertram Gold, executive director of the |
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American Jewish Committee, decided
against signing, he told this reporter,
because his organizadon had not
reached positions on a number of the
key issucs.

But the other sixteen panel members
were able to reach a consensus —much
to the surprise of some of them. When
the first of the six one- and two-day
meetings was held in June, 1975
shortly afer the Ford-Kissinger “re-
assessment” of Middle East policy—
Owen recalls the initial skepticism,
Someone in the group indicated at the
outset that it was obvious from the
make-up that no consensus could possi-
bly be reached and that any report
would become a series of separate state-
ments and dissenting opinions. ltwas a
“moving experience,” as Qwen de-
scribes it, to watch others persuade the
panel—with Klutznick taking a lead—
that the question of Middle East peace
was now so crucial that a major gifore
had to be made to find a common
strategy. Though what finaily came out
was often ambiguous and Jerusalem’s
status was left unresolved, the report is
both substantial and timely.

As Klutznick told this reporter: “1
believe the report has moved the
pussibility of a setclement a step for-
ward. .. The report has proved that
people who feel keenly but differently
can find half-way puints that some peo-
ple call compromise but others call
solution. ... The greatest handicap o
securing an understanding of lsrael's
situation is that we always go inwo a
discussion on these issues thinking that
we can’t convince them and they can't
convince us,” Washingron Post politi-
cal  columnist Stephen  Rosenfeld
singled out the report not fu‘r the
novelty of its conclusions but for us
restatement of the basic formulation—
“territory for peace”—that has cxigtcd
for some years and which surfaced first
in the Rogers Plan of 1969.

While a follow-up mecting of the
study group 1s scheduled in the near
furure, Brookings has no plans at pre-
sent for further forays into the Middle
East thicket.

American Enterprise
Instifute

The American Enterprise Institute
for Public Policy Research (AEl has re-
Jeased, over the past half dozen years,
more than a dozen studies in its “ Mid-
dle East Perspectives” series. These
studies by individual scholars range
from an analysis of the Arab-lsraeli
military balance to consideration of

‘studies of Saudi Arabian development
cplans and the crisis in Lebanon,
Beginning in 1974, AEL has also con-
“ducted a “National Energy Project” w
examine “the broad array of issues
affecting United States energy demand
and supply.” The Saudi Arabia study is
part of this project, chaired by former
Seerctary of Defense Melvin R. Laird.
Other studies to be completed this year
include “Middle East Oil in a Revolu-

tionary Age” and “The World Price of

SH A

“Our focus on Middle East work for
the past five years has been two-fold”
Robert  Pranger, Ael's  director of
Foreign and Defense Policy Studies told
this reporter. “First, the interplay be-
tween military and political factors,
and second, the interplay between eco-
nomic and political fuctors”

a1, sccond in size only to Brookings,
is sometimes referred o as the “con-
servative Brookings,” a label Pranger is
quick to yuestion in relation to i
international affairs work. Like Brook-
ings, AEVs reputation has to do with the
persons closely associated with  the
Institute, including the Nobel laurcate
cconomist Milton Friedman and the
former chairman of President Nixon's
Council of Economic Advisers, Paul
McCracken. Both  serve on  AELS
Academic Advisory Board,

In its Middle East stulics scries, AEl
has avolded study groups and com-
missions w look for the “right person.”
“Sometines we try 1o get younger writ-
¢1s who won't give us their last
convention paper,” Pranger says “while
sometimes we ooze credibility and
sometimes we put poople like Sheikh
7aki Yamani and Serator Henry Jack-
son together in a forum and see what
happens.” Pranger was referring in this
second example to the Tv and dis-
cussion forums which Ag! occasionally
SPURSULS.

Pranger’s own background is in uni-
versity teaching and 1n the Department
of Defense. In the days of Viewnam re-
trenchment at the end of the 1960s, he
served as both Deputy Assistant Seore-
tary for Near East affairs and for Policy |
Planning. He came to aktin 1971

At's philosophy, as Pranger outlined
(it to this reporter, is that “good public
policy in this country is policy that's
debated —preferably before it is an-
nouncad,” Admining somewhat to the
conservative label as an image “coming
from our connection with free-market
ideas” professed by many of the cecono-
mists connected with AElL Pranger be-
Heves that aABrs studies do not represent
a single ideclogical thrust but, when
taken together, contribute to the body
of knowledge needed to make sound
policy decisions.

Sand  présciént stuay i 1Y/ Uiy
“American Policy for Peace inthe Mid-

“dle East 1969-1971." He cudined therg
“a series of steps that could move the

Arab states and Israel toward a peace
treaty. “What is required for peace . E
is plenty of human ingenuity,” Pranger
noted, foresceing Kissinger's shuttlg
diplomacy. But since 1971, ALl hay
limited iwself to less creative, thaugﬁ
substantial, projects such as “"Nucleas
Threat in the Middle East,” “Politica
Elites in the Middle East,” "Major Mid
dle East Problems in International
Law,” and “The Arab-lsracli Militar
Balance Today.”

Pranger emphasizes that AEl has
“tricd to stay ahead of the acdon|”
rather than do research on subjects
“hot” at the moment. “In this sensg
we're hardly a conservative think-
tank,” he remarks. “We're ahead.
We're not playing for the safe position,
Some of our publications haven't gotten
the attention they deserve because we
plan ahead,” he adds.

And this may well be the case with
some of the most recent AEL publica-
tions which examine the problems of a
nuclear Middle East and the der

~ stabilizing dangers of possible military

pre-emyption. !
Center for Strategic anc
International Studies
515 s unlike any of the other rer
search i1stitutes in the capital becausg
of its affiliation with Ceorgetown
University. But csi$, located in downr
town Washington like all the others,
functiors largely autonomously.
Csi8, «s its name implies, is lnternar
tional in focus with heavy emphasis m§
strategic considerations. For the  past
few years, Dr. Ray Cline, former direg
tor of the State Department's Burcau of -
Intelligence and Rescarch and former
deputy director of the Cla, has been thi
Csis executive director.
Like AEL, Csis has primarily taken an
ad hoc appraach to the Middle Easg,
commissioning studies when the right
person is available to work on the right
issue. And like AEL CSIS tries to be
ahead, "to gear papers to anticipated
policy developments,” says fon Von-
dracek, director of communications.
csis’s  publication list is  varied
though there has been some tendency
to give emphasic to the Gulf area.
“Back in the mic 1960s,” Vondracek
notes, “we sifted through the various
policy issues while most people were
focusing on the Suez Canal and the
Arab-Isracli dispute~ ... and we dig-
covered this place called ‘the Gulf. ™
A number of csts publications deal
directly with the Arab-Isracl conflict.
In 1971, the Center published a study
- Continued
: !
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by Hisham Sharabi on “Palestine Guer-
ritlas; Their Credibility and Effective-
ness,” but it has not followed this up
with other papers on the subject. [nthe
Washington Papers series, edited by the
prolific - and . weéll-known - Walter
Laqueur, a recent study by Martin van
Creveld Jooks at “Military Lessons of
the-Yom Kippur War," while upcoming
papers: will - deal Swith Egypt since
Sadat  [aEn is also planning a study of
post-Nasser Egypt) and Saudi Arabia.

In the CsIs monograph series, two
studies this year -are focused on the
Middle East: The first by Roger Pajak
considers “Soviet Arms Aid in the Mid-
die East,” and the latest, by this author,
reviews the background and considers
the " various - proposals  for - “A U8,
Guarantee for Israel”

Dr. Cline has been working on books
on the “American intelligence coms
munity, and on the definition and
measurement of power in the interna-
tional: system. This latter  projecy;
“World  Power  Assessment,” is of
special interest ‘because in v Cline
advocates s new alliance framework for
the United States—one which specif-
wcally includes tsrael

Carnegie Endowment for

International Pesnce

Carnegie insdtuted its Middle: East
program in 1974. The inidal impetus
was the realization that the American
public lacked basic informiation on cru-
cial aspects of the Middle East conflict:
But as the program developed, it came
to have a more specific theme: the rela-
tionship between Israel and the Palés-
tinians.

“Anyone “who ‘has’ thought about
various alternatives -for- the political
future: of the Middle: East has at one
time or another comie to the West Bank
and Gaza Serip question,” Larry Fabian,
director of the Middle ‘East prograny,
told this reporter in describing the first
of ‘two studies: Carnegie “will be re-
leasing early in 1977.

In the firse study, Professor Brian
Yano Arkadie examines the vconomic
consequences of the lgraeli occupation
of the West Bank and the Gaza Strip
since 1967, Van Arkadie; professor of

Economic - Development  and deputy

rector of the Institute of Social Studies
in the Hague, Netherlands, has f}}E}v
duced a factual study —not a “futures
oriented” one, Fabian is quick to point

Continied
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out. 1t is "obvious that one of the ingre-

dhients; though not necessarily the overs

riding or decisive one, for discussing
the future, is the question of how eco-
nomicinterests” incIsrael, Jordan, the
West Banle ~ands Gaza have  been
affecred since the six-day war.

Fabian, who spent seven years at
Brookings and went over to the Car-
negie  program - without any  formal
experience in Middle  East affairs—
though his knowledge and contacts are
NOW - extensive—is - writing a - brief
political and historical essay for the
Van Arkadic study . He is also editing,
together with Zeev Schitt of Ha'uretz, a
study on Israeli-Palestinian relations,
which is being produced inan anusual
manner.

Thirteen Israchs of varying views
were invited by Carnegie to spend eight
days in laaly during 1975 to discuss
“the issues bearing on the Isracli=Pales-
tinian relationship.”

Fabian hesitates w be more specific
about the study. One of the hallmarks
of the Carnegic approach is tight con-
trof— kic;img the press out of the pic-
ture untl adecision s made on what w
réveals Indealing with the Maddle East,
it may well be a wise approach. Except
for vne story in Yediot Ahronot and a
brief mention on Isracli television, this
Ciarnegie project to bring the Isracli
debate aboutthe Palestinian Arabs to
the American public has escaped the
notice of the vigorous Isracli press. And
Fabian clearly wants o keep it that
way until the document is ready 1o
speak for itself.

Fabian spent much time in Israel
interviewing: candidates for the ~dia-
logue in Ttaly. The names of those who
avtended will appear in the publication,
but no specific views or quotations will
beattribured toany individual, The list
icludes  many - of - those prominent
Israelis - who would be cxpected o be
invited to a symposium of this kind.
The hope is that a great deal of insight
can be gleaned from: off-the-record,
freeswheehng discussion:

TTo give anaccurate prcture of
Isracli thinking about the Palestnian
issue™ is the way Fabian very carcfully
explains the purpose of the upcoming
publication. Then he rephrases his
statement and claims onlya “fair sam-
ple of many of the main currents of
political thinking  about - the - Pales:

TR EMBLROTOTG
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careful not to trap himself
into promising “the full - range” of
thinking in Israel. Inoall likelihood
what will be missing are the extremist
positions on-both sides:

The publication-wself will bea sy
thesis, by Fabian and Schiff; of why
was said. In view of the resources thy
hiave gone into the project; the Amer
can audience=the report's inrende
beneticiary—has reason to have hig
expectations.

Institute for Pulxay
Studies

A Washington Monthly arucle i
April described Brookings as “the f] ag-
ship of the NUMLIOUS extra-govern
mental entérprises” in Washingeon and
then went on o range them from “che
Institute of Policy Studies on the lefe s
the American Enterprise Institute op
the right.” While Af1 tends more to the
center; ps s proud o rémarn on the fa
lefe. ,,

Arthur Waskow, a resident fellow at
1 sinee ity imu’x&mg, handles all of
1ps’s Middle East projects. He is a wellr
known writer-activist in radical circles
and currently divides his interests int
three areas: 1o basic changes in Amer
ican foreign policy as they relate b
cause and effect to the Middle East; 2.
the relationship becween the Americas
Jewish community and Israel; and 3
the interconnection between religior
and politics.”

1S sponsors - Transnational Insi
tute (INg that reflects “a growing reali-
zation that the social and political prob
fems of the United States . are in fac
part of larger global problems” whicl
require @ global context for solutions.

TN has hclped sup;}on and encour
age a number of scholars and writers
whose work is concerned; at least in
part, with the Middle East. Simha Flas
pan, cditor of the Israclimonthly New
Qutlook. is at work on a study of \:&m
diplomacy of the Zionist movement
and the Isracli - government in - tha
1940s. - Egbal "Abhmad s studying the
iphications ol WS Middle  Eas
policy, while: Paul Jacobs continues tg
analyze Palestinian politics and Middle
East policy at the U.N.

1ps occasionally holds seminars with
dovish Israelis aud as-Matti Peled and
Meir Pa'il. Muost recenidy, Israeli law-
yer Felicia Langer and the Mayor of
Nazareth, Tathig Zayyar, wenu 1o 1y
“Conunued

tinians,

[
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for an afternoon discussion of the situa-
tion in Isragl

On Mideast matters, iv$ can be con-
sidered-a haven for dovish and radical
American Jews and Israelis.

Middle East Institute

Finally, there is the Middle East In-
stitbte —a membership organization as
well s thinketank: 1
after World War I with the official
purpose: of Ceducating the American
public about the: Middie Ease and fos-
tering an understanding of American
interests in the area.

With a:meémbership of about 1,900
about half in the Washingron arca and
about 200 overscas— MEL is designed
“toserve as the focal point of reference
fur.anyone interested in the Middle
East,” “according 1o Malcolm  Peck,
assistant to-the president. The current
president s is - Ambassador Lo Dean
Brown, formerly a career foreign ser-
vice officer and more recendy Presi-
dent Ford's special envoy to Lebanon.

MEL serves the-academic and busi-
ness comniunites. Hsoyearly October
conferenceat the ‘Mayflower Hotel is
animportant gathering for Middle East
scholars and business people.

The quarnterly puhiit:uim'x, Muldle
East Journal; - publishes  background

articles bue keeps away - from those of

front-page signific;mw. For danstance,
the current bicentennial issue ¢ontains

was - founded

anc articlte “on the first 200 years of
America’s relationship with the Ara
bian Peninsula, and a series of articles
considering the American: Christian,
Jewish and Arab relationships to the
Holy Land. The Journal is usefal for its
chronology of events, its comprehen-
sive book review section-and its bibliog-
raphy of periodical literature,

MELis often assigned a pro-Arab des-
ignation, The fact that MED concerns
itsell with the numerous Arab states
and-only the single state of Israel par-
tially accounts for thisoricntation: The
attempt is made to be impartial; objec-
tive, even detached, but the resule is
still' something of a tilt toward Arab
views. ”

MEL has 'attcmpted programs - in
which @ small number of Isracliand
Palestinian students were brought to-
gether to talk aboud the future. "Unfor:
tunately, this took place at about the
tinie of Black September—the civibwar
i Jordan in 19707 Peckorecalls, and it
didn'v work out as planned. Since then,
MEL has not been as daring.

mer might be able to alter its pro-
Arab image by publishing some analy=
sisof Israel Its special studics series
might-be a good vehicle, but unly two
have appeared insix years: The first, in
1970, considered the passibility of 2
“Palestinian Enuty,” and the second,
this year, discusses “Arab Perceptions

“Arab-lsraeli

of American Foreign Policy During the

October War” ~

MEIalso has a language program—
Arabic and Persiun arc now taught, the
latter “with the “aid ol the

Tranian |

government. Other languages, such as

Hebrew; will be added it therens wide-

mand, Peck says. And he points out

that MEL has had Tsraeli participants at
some ol its programs,

But there is o somewhat defensive

tone whenever MEDTEes 1o assert s
impartiality, “and: more than a {ew

Isracli participants will be required o

.

offset the Arab bias some people find at

MEL
@
Washington’s think-tanks; with the

exception of Brookings, have not really
taken on as much of the specifies’of the

conflice as 'might have
been expected. They seeim 1o be hold-

ing back, in a manner reminiscent of
the pre=Yom Kippur wat days: whero

Kissinger retorted:
volved in anything unless P sure ol
success: And if 1
means - Pmogoing 1o sueceed. Tohare
tatture” The Middle East, Kissinger i
reported to have said, Cisn'y ready for
me!

Butjust as Kissinger was fcmu Linto

active involvement by the Yom Kippur |

war, so-were these researchoinstitutes
spurred inte looking more closely avthe
Arab-Isracli conthict and s eticct on
ULS  Middie Eastinteresss and policies:

Carnegre anstituted-its Middle East pro-
grani 11974, the sameryear Akl began

its- National Encrgy i*miccs Brookings
stepped into the Middle East quesdon
with its study group report. Al of the
research
have “come forth - with “many
years than i the 1970:73 period.

The work at theseinsututions {inds
s way o the official policy ‘makers
and to the fimited group of scholarsand
experts interested in cach specitic sub-
jects I few cases —as with the Brook-
ings report and as can be ¢xpected from
the two forthcoming Carnegic publica-
tions—a contribution is made 16 public
understanding. But the impace of these
studies is not-measurables Whatcan be
said with certainty is thar what goes on
in the fifth branch of governmenc is
substantial: and Cimportant—and oo
ulten overlooked. 0

THENATIONALIEWISIEMONTHLRY

do get involved e

“Pwillnevergetins

institutions mentoned i‘mrg !
more !
studies and pm';cct*s inthe past three




