
OTE AVNERI I N T E R V I E W 
U R I A V N E R I , Israel i p u b l i s h e r a n d leader of the 
Shel l i party, c h a m p i o n s the P a l e s t i n e c a u s e in 
Israel a n d b e l i e v e s a P a l e s t i n e s ta te is a f u n d a 
menta l e l e m e n t for p e a c e in the fvfid-east. He 
p u b l i s h e s Ha'olam Hazeh ( T h i s Wor ld ) , a m a s s -
c i r c u l a t i o n w e e k l y w h i c h h a s b e c o m e a u n i q u e 
Israel i inst i tut ion. 

Y e s t e r d a y h e d i s c u s s e d w h y Israel i in te l l igen-
tia is l o s i n g c o n f i d e n c e in B e g i n ' s g o v e r n m e n t . 
T o d a y h e d e c l a r e s that Arafat h a s d o n e a 
r e m a r k a b l e job by c r e a t i n g a P a l e s t i n e c o n s e n 
s u s . 
B R l I Z O N S K I t Y o u h a v e j u s t w r i t t e n a 
r a t h e r posi t ive a r t i c l e attout E z e r W e i z m a n for 
Der Spiegel. W h y does s o m e o n e l ike y o u w h o ' s 
k n o w n for a d v o c a t i n g I s r a e l i w i t h d r a w a l f r o m 
the o c c u p i e d t e r r i t o r i e s a n d c r e a t i o n of a P a i e s -
t i n i a n s ta te h o p e fur W e i z m a n to take o v e r 
f r o m B e g i n ? 

A V N E R I : O n e h a s to start w i th the a s s u m p 
t ion that t h e r e ' s not g o i n g to be a r e v o l u t i o n in 
I s r a e l in the n e a r f u t u r e , that the p r o g r a m m e 
o f m y p a r t y , S h e l l i , h a s n o c h a n c e of b e c o m i n g 
o v e r n ght the m a j o r i t y o p i n i o n in I s r a e l . A n d 
t h e r e f o r e w e a r e l o o k i n g i n s i d e the e x i s t i n g 
e s t a b l i s h m e n t for the best c h o i c e t h e r e is . 

Now W e i z m a n , to my mind, is now the best ' 
choice because he has undergone a transformation 
since the Sadat visit. I would say that he is perhaps 
the only one in Israeli government circles who really 
grasped the hislorical significance of Sadat 's visit, 
w h o really understands the historical chance of 
achieving peace. T h i s is sincere ^^^^^^m 

with W e i / m a n . 
I'm quite convinced this is neither a 

tactical thing nor a transient thing. 
This is a profound change in Weir-
man's altiludcs. For him today the 
achievement of peace is the main 
point. And I think all other points are 
to him today secondary. That doesn't 
mean he will embrace our opinions. 
But it means that he will. I believe, do 
in the end wlial is necessary to achieve 
peace. 
• Which brings up the qiieislion what 
arc ecypt's miDlmtith gbals, whit is the 
bottowi HDC for Fqtypt in making a sct-
UcnMsit just supiKsiing there was a 
Weizman negotiating with Sadat? 

A separate 
peace won't 
withstand 
the test 
of time... 

By MARK 
BRUZONSKY 
reporting from 
Washington 

I do not believe that a separate 
Israel i -Egypt ian peace is valuable in 
the long-term or that it's in Israel 's 
interests to have a separate peace. 1 
l ion' l t>«l|cv* in this at ali..*-, . . . . i i . 

1 beliei^e tJiat it's in th^ intcrs'ts'of> 
Israel to utilise the present situation in 
ordcr luget a general solution. In this I 
am a heretic in Israel because the gen-

solution for the Palestinian problem 
with which the Palestinians can live. 

• Is there a solution short of a Pales-
ttaian sUte? 

• ] don't think so. I think a Palesti
nian state is the solution. And I believe 
it's a good solution for Israel. Th is is 
heretical in Israel to most people, but 
by no means to all peojile including to 
some people in official circles... 

# That's ioterestiof. Who in Israelis 
im favour of a Palestinian state assum-
1*« that you will be able to Hnd Palesli-
Biaas to talk to and to work out security 
urangements with? 

Element 

the radicalisation process of the Pales
tinian people. , 

Once they have achieved a 
minimum state in which they can live 
and solve their problems they will have 
an interest, l ike every people in the 
world, to safeguard their naiionu! 
institutions and their nalionat idenltly. 
Th i s wil l be a normalisation not only 
of the Palestinian people but also a 
normalisation of Israel and a normali
sation of the status quo in general. 

9 How many Knesset members, nut 
mcnlionlng names, do you think could 
be brought to favour creation of • 
Pilestinian sUte? 
• Depends when. Today, there has 

been such a demonology created 
around the P L O and the idea of a 

A MAN OF ALL NATIONS: Uri Avneri unijer the Palestinian 
flag at the Cairo Conference in December last year. 

association of terrorism and the idea of 
the liquidation of Israel . Then they 
would be able to advocate a Paiesti-
nian state. 

I sec this more in terms of a process 
than in terms of who today supports 
what. If you imagine for a minute that 
Yasser A r a l a l for example would or 
could do something equal lt> what 
Sadat has been doing, then you must 
assume that m the same way as Sadat 
has totally changed Israeli opinion 
about Israel-Egypt ian peace practi-

'Cally overnight, the same could hap
pen, and probably would happen, 
vis-a-vis the Palestinian-Israeli peace 
idea. 

• You were one of the Israelis that 
•Urtcd meeting with the P L O in 1976. 

of Yasser Arafat . 
Lova looks at ii from the Israeli side 

only and thinks that if Arafat would 
have done this or that he would have 
made our job in Israeli much easier. 
A n d he is understandably angry at 
Arafat for nut doing these things. 

Bu i if you look at things objectively, 
dispassionately, unemotionally, to 
think what is thc situation of the Pales
tinian people, what is the situation of 
the P L O . what is the situation of Paiah 
inside the P L O and Aratat inside the 
Fatah — if you take all these practical, 
political things into considcral i i j j i you 
cannot really criticise Arafat . 

A remarkable 
lob done : 

PART I I 
ship in respect to ihiv aeli icvemcni 

O l course. I a ju ld criticise A ia l J t 
mvseh very much if I limk at things 
purely trnm ihe point ol view o( the 
Israeli (>cdcc movement. They have 
not m.ide our job easier. In tact their 
actions have discredited us to a large 
extent in our own country 

And therefore it is easy to fe hitter if 
you think about these things in poid -
cal terms or in terms of your own po\ii-
ical interests without viewing the his
torical process in which alt personal 
fortunes play a very minor role, 

I believe that it's very dilficult for 
the P L O to do what we want them to 
do. Bu i It has to be done s*H>iicr or 
later. 
• What is that specincally? 
• The P L O will have in achieve a 

consensus which makes it possible for 
its leadership to say that whatever the 
historical circumstances were, what
ever happened in thiscountry. now it is 
a fact that there are two peoples, two 
nations, living in what use to be Pales
tine. 

Neither of these two can remove the 
other and thcrelore both of them have 
to live with each other. They abso
lutely cannot live in the same slate and 
thcrelore there have to be two states 
and therefore the national aspirations 
of the Palestinian people wil l have to 
be realised in the framework of an 
independent Palestinian national state 
on Ihe West Bank and G a / a . 

Since this can only be achieved in 
agreement with Israel, direct contacts 
and peace negotiations will have to 
happen sooner or later. Therefore if 
they cniiCise Sadat they should make it 
clear that they do not do so because he 
recognises the lacl ol Israel, and wants 
to make peace, but because as Pales
tinians, they may think that Sadai 
shouldn't have acted without the 
Palestinians. 

The question then is. could Sadat 
have acted with the Palestinians'* They 
did not really make it possible for 
Sadat to start his negotiations wii>i a 
Palestinian partner. 

So 1 think that they must make clear 
in the must i in rmi iund l Irruh lli.il I f — 



w h o really underManus tnc historic 
achieving peace. T i n s is sincere 
with W e i / m u n . 

''m qu tc con\inced ihis is neither a 
ilnng nor a transient thing. 

- IS a proUmnd change in Wei/-
.nan's altitudes, f-or him tcxlay the 
achievement oi peace is the mam 
point. And I think all other points are 
to him today secondary. That dt.>esn l 
mean he will embrace our opinions. 
But It means that he will. I bclje%e, do 
m the end what is necessary to achieve 
peace. 
0 Which brings up the question what 

, are rlcypt'i minim'Vifh ttbtth'. whit Is the 
'• bottoa hoc for Fxypt in nuking a set

tlement just supposinf there was a 
Wcizmaji oegotiatiog with Sadat? 
• Exactly Nobody kmrws for sure. U 
E / c r Weizman could make a separate 
peace with Egypt leaving the West 
Bank in Israeli hands he probably 
would But rf Wei/man comes to the 
opinion that the West Bank cannot 
remain in Israeli hands if he wants a 
peace with Egypt he will become flexi
ble on the West Bank and look for 
solutions which to his mmd satcguard 
Israeli security while not keeping the 
West Bank as Israeli territory. 

A real 
solution 

This raises the question what will 
Egypt really do, how far they are 

•committed m not making a separate 
peace in practice as distinguished from 
theory and rhetoric. That ihcy arc 
looking for some statement ol micn-
tions in order to bnng the West Bank 
in theory into the framework of an 
Egyptian-Israeli peace treaty is clear. 

The question is. is this enough, will 
they be satishcd wnh tins or will they 
really want to make an Israeli-
Egyptian peace conditional on a real 
solution for the W'est Bank and the 
Palestinians? 

I hope they do because, as an Israeli. 

By MARK 
BRUZONSKY 
reporting from 
Washington 

I do not believe that a separate 
Israeli-Egyptian peace is valuable in 
the long-term or that it's in Israel's 
interests to have a separate peace. I 
don't bc)je.v.e in this at aU-a- i....t i 

I believe that it's in the intcrsts of' 
Israel to utilise the present situation in 
order to get a general solution. In this I 
am a heretic in Israel because the gen
eral opinion is. of course, the opposite. 
Bui I really do believe that I'm talking 
about the interests of Israel here. It 
would be stupid for Israel, 1 think, to 
make a separate peace solving only 
one thing, because this one thing will 
not withstand the test of time if the 
conflict itself is not liquidated. 

To put it in practical terms. Assum
ing for a minute that we do achieve a 
separate peace but that the general 
turmoil in the Arab world continues. 
Can one really believe that Egypt 
could stand outside of this process, or 
do we have to believe that Egypt will 
be drawn into it sooner or later 
whether it wants it or not. 

Let's not forget that Egypt was 
drawn into the whole thing in 1948 
because as Arabs they could 
not stand aside. All the pressures of 
the Arab world arc operating on Egypt 
and in Egypt. 

This will happen again, even it not 
tomorrow. It will happen in 5 years or 
10 years — the whole thing will sl.iri 
again. 

I bchcve It's in the interests ol Israel 
to have a general peace. It's certainly 
to my mind in Israel's mtcresi to find a 

solution for the Palestinian problem 
with which the Palestinians can live. 

# Is there a solution short of a Paks-
ttnlao state? 

0 I don't think so. 1 think a Palesti
nian state IS the solution. And 1 believe 
it's a good solution for Israel. This is 
heretical in Israel to must people, but 
by no means to all people including to 
some people in official circles... 

0 That's ioteresting. Whoin Israelis 
hi favour of a Palestinian state assum
ing that you will b« able to find Palesti-
aiaas to Ulk to and to work out security 
arrangemeots with? 

Element 
for security 
• Without mentioning names I know 

ot 2 or 3 extremely important Army 
officers — present or past. Some of the 
most important strategic thinkers 
believe that this is the best ^lution for 
Israel — that an independent state 
which will have to safeguard ns own 
independam interests Will be bound to 
be an element for peace in the Mid-
cast and an element for security. 

0 I auume you arc taJkiog about 
aefoelaiingforiuchasUte with Latah? 
• 1 mean a state in the West Bank and 

Ca?a Strip which I believe would have 
to be negotiated with the P L O , which 
means pratically Arafat. And I 
believe that such a state will terminate 

the radicalisaiion process of the Pales
tinian people. 

Once they have achieved a 
minimum state in which they can live 
and solve their problems they will has e 
an interest, like every people in the 
world, to safeguard their national 
institutions and their national identity. 
This will be a normalisation not only 
of the Palestinian people but also a 
normalisation of Israel and a normali
sation of the status quo m general. 

0 How nuay Knesset members, not 
mesliooing names. do you think could 
be brought to favour creatrao of a 
Palestinian sUtc? 
0 Depends when. Today, there has 

been such a dcmonol>»gy created 
around the P L O and the idea of a 
Palestinian state that veiy few people 
would be wiiting publicly to admit that 
they arc in favour ol n. Today you have 
only the five communist members and 
the two Shelli members. 
0 YouwiHataUterdatehaveoDeof 

thoac Knesset seats of Shelli, won't 
you? 
• Probably yes. And there are a small 

number of people in Mapam and the 
Labour party who would subscribe to 
this half-heartedly today But when 
you speak with people seriously and 
privately you find that thcri are a 
much greater number ot people who 
are open-minded about this, who say 
that if the P L O really changes its pub
lic stand it can make it possible for 
people in Israel to mention the P L O 
without immediately involving the 

association of terrorism and the idea of 
the liquidation of Israel. Then they 
would be able to advocate a Palesii-
nian<slate. 

1 sec this more m terms ot a process 
than in terms of who today supports 
what. If you imagine for a minute that 
Yasser Aratat lor example would or 
could do something equal to what 
Sadat has been doing, then you must 
assume that in the same way as Sadai 
has totally changed Israeli opinion 
about Israel-Egyptian peace practi-

""eaily overnight, the same could hap
pen, and probably would happen, 
vis-a-vis the Palestinian-Israeli peace 
idea. 

0 You were oue of the Israelis that 
•Urted Denting with the P L O in 1976. 
Lova Eliav. the former secretary gen
eral of the Labour Party was another 
and he now feels very negatively about 
Armfat'l leadership of the F L O . He has 
evea calked him a ''petty, little man." 
What do you think about Arafat and 
the preaent SIMU of the P L O ? 

• 1 started to have contact with the 
F L O long before thi>. I had contacts 
with the late Said Hammami in Lon
don since late 1974. And of course for 
me this was not the beginning ot some
thing but the continuation of some
thing because I've been in favour of a 
state since 1948. In the 50s I drew up 
and published a plan for a state. 

Now with all respect of my friend 
Lova. [ don't think that he's an expert 
on the Palestinian question. 1 think he 
doesn't realise the terms of reference 

of Yasser Arafat. " 
Lova looks at it Irom the Israeli side 

only and thinks th.il it Aralai would 
have done this or th.o he would have 
made our job in Israeli much eaMcr. 
And he is undersiandably angry at 
Arafat for not doing these things. 

But if you look at things objectively, 
dispassionate ty. unemotionally, to 
think what is the situation of the Pales
tinian people, what is the situatitm of 
the P L O , what is the situation of Fatah 
inside the P L O and Arafat inside the 
Fatah — if you take all these practical, 
political things into cunsideratiQA you 
cannot really criticise Arafat. 

A remarkable 
job done 

I think he's done a remarkable job 
as a person who has created some kind 
of Palestinian co.isensus in the most 
incredible circumstances. And he has 
further been up against the manoeuv r-
irg of all the Arab stales, each one of 
who has promoted a different section 
of the Palestinian people in order to 
achieve different aims. 

Holding things together is a remark
able achievement. Surviving as the 
leader of this consensus for such a long 
time is a remarkable achievement too. 
And of course for the Palestinian peo
ple the consolidation or recognised 
and accepted national insitluiions in 
the situation they are in is such an 
imponani and overwhelming thing 
that one has first of all to judge leader-

Since this can only be achieved in 
agreement with Israel, direct contacts 
and î eace negotiations will have to 
happen sooner or later. Therefore if 
they cniicisc Sadat they should make it 
clear that they do not do so because he 
recognises the l.ict of Israel, and wants 
to make peace, but because, as Pales
tinians, they may think that Sadat 
shouldn't have acted without the 
Palestinians. 

The question then is, could Sadat 
have acted with the Palestinians'' They 
did not re.illy make U possible for 
Sadat to start his negotiations wit>i a 
Palestinian partner. 

So I think that they must make clear 
in the most unequisocal terms thai the 
historical objective of preventing 
Israel from coming into being and then 
to destroy Israel is not relative anj-
more and has to be o|ven]y abandoned 
and a new objective adopted. 

This is not easy. I'm extremely con
scious of the fact that this is a most 
difficult thing to do for any nation, 
especially for a nation in a situation ol 
dispersal as the Palestinians. But 
sooner or later it has to be done. And t 
hope It will be sooner. 

TOMORROW: 
Zionism losi 
iil ddfiriifloil 


