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Peace as Aggression

ritics of Israel will oflen go o great
lengths to justify their antipathy to-
wird the Jewish state. One example comes
in u recent (Sepl. 16) vp-ed column by
Mark Bruzonsky in the Los Angeles Times.

Predictably, Bruzonsky condemns |sra-
el’'s move into Lebanon lust year. He says
that it “altered the character of Lebanon's
misery"” by injecung “Israeli brutulity™
into what had merely been "un inter-Arub
bautle.” (Appurently seven yeurs of inter-
Arub misery is less objectionable than mis-
ery supposcdly inflicted by Isruel)

Also predictubly, Bruzonsky deprecules
the vilue of Isruel to the United Suates. The
Reagan Administration "has been unable
10 assert American nutional interests uhead
of lsrael's imperial designs.”

But the unique part ol the Bruzonsky
thesis is that he objects us strenuously 1o
Isrueli peacemaking us to Isracli wurmak-
ing. Bruzonsky condemns the Lebanon-ls-
ruel agreement us a “transient public relu-
tions fix through which the current pluyers
in Washington had hoped to buy ume und
maybe even sneak by next year's election.”
He ulso calls it a “farce.™

It is, uccordingly, usclul 1o tuke u look ut
the agreement that offends Bruzonsky so
terribly. What would it do? It would end the
state of war between Israel und Lebunon
and provide that neither will resort to force
1o resolve dilferences between them. lt
would establish security zones between the
two countries. lts purpose is ruther sinple:
itis 1o protect Israel from attucks coming
lrom terrorists operating out ol Lebunon
and to protect Lebunon from further em-
broilment in the Arab war uguinst Isracl. 1T
implemented, it would help guuraniee the
future peace ol Lebanon.

But there is o part of the Lebanon-lsruel
Lreuty thut enruges those who oppose ulii-
mute Arub-lstugh peace. The Lebunon-ls-
tuel agreement provides lor Isruel’s with-
druwal Nom Lebunon, bul only f the
Sytais go 100, [0is this puart ol the agrce:
et thid is objectionuble 1 Sy rin—=und (o
Bruzunsky.

He writes: " The Umited Stules must ap-
preciate the legiumate histonical und secu-
ity intecests that Syriu hus always had in
Lebanon.” Bruzonsky doesn't enumerale
those interests ulthough Damascus does.
Syria considers Lebunon o be a “sister”
nation, o nation which is not permitied Lo
install o government unfriendly 1o Syria, 4
nition in which no Syrian ambassador has
ever sut becuuse one does not send umbus-
sadors 1o provinces ol one’s own country.
Is it pussible that Bruzonsky, o, consid-
ers Lebunon (0 be nothing but southeérn
Synia? I nut, how cun he object o u Leba-

non-lsruel ugreement which would empty
Lebanon of all foreign [orces und, yes, pro-

. &

vide Jsrael with a modicum of recognition
by Lebanon. '

One can only conclude that Bruzpnsky
does not believe that any [orm of Lebanese
recognifion of lsrael should be counte-
nanced. Otherwise why would he depre-
cute the agreement as an “illusory peace”
and a “pseudo-peuce?”

There is, however, one clue 1o
Bruzonsky's thinking. He does not pbject
only toany Lebanese-lsrucl ugreement. He
ulso objects to the Camp David peucy treu-
ly. He refers to the Hosni Mubarak govern-
ment as “the Camp David-trupped govern-
ment.” This is not the hirst time thut,
Bruzonsky has suggested thut the Isrucl-
Egypt peace is not 1o his liking. Back in
1979, he interviewed Egypt's Foreign Min-
ister, Boutrous Ghali, for Worldview.

Bruzonsky then made it clear that he
considered Ghali naive lor believing in the
possibility of peace with Isracl, His ques-
tions were hostile, “If Egypt has given up
the mulitary option, it has already given
Isru¢l normalization . . . how can it have
more power over Israel than belore?”
Bruzonsky told Ghali that Israelis “will
never allow the Palestimans 10. hpve 4
homeland. Never." : '

When Ghali expressed faith i Iyracl's
good intentions, nofing that Isruel was leav-
ing Yamit, the supposedly neutral inter-
viewer reminded Ghali of “Herut jdeol-
ogy. . . . For Herut Ereiz Yisrael includes
Judea and Sumania and the present day Is-
rucl and uctually Jordun too.™

To his credit, Ghuli did not rise o
Bruzonsky's bait. Instead, he expressed his
fuith in the peace process. An cxusperaicd
Bruzonsky suwid thut Ghuli's belicl in un
Arab-lsrueli peace seemed Mo be pused
only on hope.” It is u hope Bruzonsky up-
pedrs nat Lo shure. [

—M.JR.
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