A Worldview interview

Israel’s No. 1 Dove

Lova Eliav Speaks With Mark Bruzonsky After the Sadat Visit

Aric (Lova) Eliav is Israel’s number one
dove. It is widely agreed he is the most
respected figure in Israel calling for a
Palestinian state.

From 1970-72 Eliav was secretary-
general, the number two position after
prime minister. of Isruel’s then ruling
Labor party.

Then he broke with Golda Meir and
publicly endorsed creation of a Palestin-

ian state in the West Bank and Gaza if a
comprehensive peace settlement could
be reached.

* Beginning in 1976 Eliav and other
dovish Israclis began holding mectings
-with PLO representatives.

In the May. 1977, lsraeli clection
Eliav hcaded a new party—Sheli—
which now holds two seats in Isracl's
Knesset.—AMB

Bruzonsky: Can you define what you are? What does
Sheli mean today?

Eliav: I'm supposed to be the number one Israeli dove.
I am the chairman of Sheli. I am one of the leaders of the
Isracli realists, moderates who are preaching for the last
ten years that Israel should go a different way, an entirely
different way on its road td peace.

1 am saying in essence two things. Israel should have
declared—and this was said ten years ago—that in return
for full-fledged peace Israel should return rhe territories,
but for minor adjustments agreed on both sides, to all
parties concerned. And, two, that Israel should recog-
nize the rights of the Palestinians for self-determination.
These are the two basic things we were saying for the last
ten years.

And 1 collided head-on with Golda Meir and the
Establishment. | was one of them; in the political
hierarchy 1 was number two to Golda. When she was
prime minister she was number one. And secretary-
general is number two in the party hierarchy—not in the
governmental hierarchy, although I was a minister. |
collided with her on these issues the last ten years.

What’s changed because Sadat came here?

Israeli society is a drug-addicted society. It’s addicted
to political drugs, unfortunately. Especially from the
Six-Day War on. Even before.

Look, you take three million Jews from a hundred-odd
countries with their traumas, with their suspicions, with
their two thousand-year-exile mentality, ghetto mental-
ity, you take them and bring them in. You put a hundred
million enemies, Arabs, around them. Then you have a
society that doesn’t behave normally. What Zionism
wanted was that they be normal. We are far from it. The
founders of Zionism—my teachers., Ben- ion’s
generation—they didn’t bring us up on drugs. They
brought us up on reality, about things we can do. we
cannot do, and not on hatred, and not on illusions. It was

avery good upbringing. [ brought my generuwto be

good soldiers, good pioneers...not empire builders.

From the Six-Day War on—there were some traces
before—but the Six-Day War was a military and then a
political LSD trip. Really it was. Both the people and
their. leaders—headed by Golda and Dayan and
company—went on a high trip. The people, after the
Six-Day War, were in a euphoria. So were the drunken
leaders, drunken with glory. And they thought they got
not only a country, a homeland, but an empire. And as
Arik Sharon [now minister of agriculture in charge of
settlements in the occupied territories for the Begin
government] put it in a flamboyant way: ‘*We can take
Casablanca, only we’ll have to refuel the tanks in
Algiers.”” And Dayan was not far from him.

In The Land of the Harr [1972] I tried to call out that
the status quo is not good, that time is not working for
Israel.- Then we had the Yom Kippur War. And from a
dose of uppers we went into a dose of downers. Every-
body was shocked, again in an exaggerated way, because
there was a military victory. Then the body politic—the
psychology of the people—nceded a shot in the arm. So
Entebbe was’a dose of heroin.

I wrote to Brzezinski on the first of November, after 1
visited him in the White House. that the Israelis are so
trauma-ridden and their suspicions so deep that only a
direct hit in their hard core would maybe shatter their
rigidity, which is based on the hard-core suspicion that
there is nobody to talk to on the other side. In writing to
Brzezinski, by the way, I suggested that Sadat will meet
top Israeli people in the open. I quoted the letter I wrote
to Brzezinski in the Knesset, saying I urge you that Sadat
meet top Israeli spokesmen in the opén because 1 tried to
meet PLO and other moderate Arabs in secret and it was
no good, people didn't believe us.

Sadat came. He gave the Israclis another trip. His trip
was a high. People had again a euphoria. Six-Day War
high. Yom Kippur low. Entebbe high. Now people are
on a high again. He scored a bull's-cye in hitting the
myth that therc is nobody to talk to. And patterns of
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thinking. clichés, demagoguery that the Likud buils
on—Golda cemented them and ‘the Likud builton thema
second and third story and got the votes—are being
shattered now: they are falling apart.

But 'm afraid that.that.. P afraid to say it

Please say it. _

Lven this ultra, ultira dramatic visit was not yet strong
enough and long-lasting enough to shatter the clichés,
the rigidity completely so that people will start rethink-

mg.
<

Which is, of course, my real question. What do you
expect Mr. Begin and the people who run this country
to do in response?

1 don’t know. Now Ldon’t know. 1 know once thing is
sure: Begin didn’t give. to my mind. didn’t give Sadat
cnough leeway and didn’t meet him haltway.

He didn't meet him at all, did he, in his Knesset
speech? ’

Well, he could have said “"Don’t come.”” So he did go
some distance.

It looks to me like something is happening in the
Labor party regarding the Palestinian problem.

Shimon Peres [leader of the Labor party. who lost to
Menachem Begin inthe May. 1977, ¢lection] came tome
after his Knesset talk [the same day Sadat spoke] and
said, Lova’ —I1 was his secretary-general—"you see |
even veered from the Labor plattorm about “your’
problem.” [The Palestintans are supposedly my prob-
lem! Golda said I invented the Palestinians. Eight years
ago she said, “"Lova invented the Palestintans. ™

So the sentences in Peres’s speech about the Palestin-
ians ‘were very serious sentences? | Peres had stated:
**Letus not hide from it, let us not disregard it, we are
aware of the existence of the Palestinian identity.
Every pceople has the right to decide its own identity,
and this does not depend on the authorization of
another nation.™’|

They were serious sentences. | think Peres sees that he
has 1o do something, he has to say something. They re
not good cnough. but they are already something.

Is there a possibility that Labor could return to the
Yariv formula of agreeing to recognize and tatk with
the PLO if the PLO will agree to recognize and talk
with Israel?

Actually. this was my tormula.

Is there a possibility that somebody in this
country—Sheli already does, but Sheli is only two
votes—that somebody in this country is going to
accept the idea of Palestinian nationalism?

Some in the Labor party do. First of all Mapam doesin
a weird sort of way, in a weird sort of way.. ..

There are ideological doves, a minority. Sheli. There
are ideological hawks, a small minority, not even all of
Gush Emunim—_ calots who say we are ready for Mas-
sada to Kill ourselves and our children and our wives on

the rocks of Nablus or Shehem or whatever. There are
other zealots who sitin the coffee shops ot Tel Aviv and
are ready to march once in a while into the West Bank
as long as my son is guarding them as a captain of w tank
brigade. What kind of hawks are these? They are coffee
shop hawks. 1 don’t count them.

In between you've got what I call “*hawks by de-
fault,”” hawks out of desperation, pessimism, trauma:
“There's nobody 1o talk o' “*There will never be
peice” ' T All the Arabs are killers™ —all the brainwash-
ing and the clichés and the horrible demagoguery that
waus poured on them for ten years. All these are hawks by
default. Sadat did something to them—not to the
ideological hawks, who will never change.

Where does Begin fit in?

I don’t know. 1 don’t know. He didn’t give Sadat
feeway. he didn™t give- him rope. he didn’t meet him
halfway. not even aquarter way. He could have made ten
different gestures, but he never made one.

If Labor were still in power, what concessions would
they have made?

They would still be sitting in their councils and
lighting. Peres would fight Rabin, Rabin would fight
Peres. And | don’t think they would give Sadat any
answer of any Kind because of theirinternal rivalries and
the big shadow ot Golda, which is still dominating.

Nothing happens in Labor without Golda?
Not yet.

Has she changed her views at all on the Palestinians?
No, she insists | invented them. People don’t change
at my age, and definitely not at her age.

What is it in this country that makes it so difficult for
intelligent people to accept in principle the obvious
existence of a Palestinian national movement?

I told you. We are a paranoid, schizophrenic socicety.
We've got all the right to be—all the right to be paranoid
and schizophrenie. We have to be treated—because of
the 2.000 years, because of the traumas, and not less
because of the horrible attitude of thé\PLO. Instead of
trying o help people like me....

I think | overcame the traumas. And 1 don't want
people to throw at me the Holocaust. When Abba Eban
speaks about the Holocaust, 1 abhor it. T don’t want the
Holocaust thrown at me, not at my generation. Maybe
you were not born then. But my wife and 1. we don’t want
the Holocaust thrown at us. She was in the death camps
and [ saved her from the death camps as a soldier. So |
saw the Holocaust. And I think | overcame. But many
didn"t. And I don"t blame them. Now the PLO, instead of
enhancing my hand, the hand of people in Sheli and the
Council [for Israeli-Palestinian Peace]—the Israceli
doves—they did us a horrible turn when we started
meeting with them. Instead of giving us some rope. they
did to us what Begin is doing to Sadat. They didn’t give
us an inch.

What did they do?
They denied the talks! Whenever | said | met | Issam]




Sartawi—and he's a good mar and he's ready to meet
me halfway on two states, two peoples, two nations, two
national movements—Kaddoumi came and said 1 don’t
know who Sartawi is and we'll never meet with Zionists,
the talks didn "t take place. They discredited us before the
clection horribly.

But their job wasn’t to further your movement.

Their job.... Why did Sartawi start meeting us? He was
sent by Arafat to meet us haltway. And then because of
internal rivalries, and because they don’t have in their
midst a consensus. and because they don’t have leaders
or statesmen—they “ve got petty politicians—they made
© our work a Sisyphus Kind of work. You push a stone up
and it falls back on your head.

You sound quite bitter.

With them? I'm ready to go 1o Paris and start itall over
again. The road to peace will be very long, very tortuous.,
Out of every ten wells that we™ll drill toward peace. like
in the desert, nine will be salty and dry. It was a salty hole
we found. So we'll start again.®

From my point of view I look at the ideological
statements and the positions of the PLO and’I see
tremendous change.

No doubt. No doubt. But you are not working here.
You are not traumatized. You are not schizophrenic.
You're an ontooker. People here have to have tangible
proof. | should have brought a picce of paper, signed.
saying O.K. lets call it quits—"67 borders. two peoples,
full peace. They never gave me that. They couldn™

You don’t seem very sensitive to their own ideological
and political problems.

I'm very sensitive. So what? Out of my sensitivity |
got two members of Knesset. So what? The PLO. for
their own good. could have changed the political arenain
Isracl. They didn’t. because they are governed by (a)
internal rivalries and (b) by extremists. As we are.

So there's symmetry. Every day that Begin puts a
settlement on the West Bank it’s a field day for Habash
and other extremists. Every day there is a Ma'alot or
Kiryat Shemona it's a field day tor Israch extremists.

If the PLO had acted in the way you wanted it to, how
many votes would your party have gotten?
I don”t know. Many. :

Would you have gotten ten seats in the Knesset?
Ah. ten people and we would have changed the whole
face of Israeli politics!

And you think you would have had that?
Yes!

Sartawi predicted to a friend of mine you would get
that many Knesset seats.
But he didn't give me the tools!

And what did he say to you when you told him that?
He wept.
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Literally?
Literally.

And said what?

And he said he couldn’t. he couldn’t deliver. 1don't
have anything against him personally. On the contrary.
He was nearly stoned to death in Cairo [in March at the
Palestine National Council meeting] because they said
he's a traitor and he's giving Israclis a good name and
he's running around with Zienjsts. But he couldn’t
deliver.

How do you view the U.S. role in these PLO efforts?
Did we encourage them properly?
No you didn’t.

What should we have done?

Pcople in the State Departmeht... It took them—
dumb as they were—it took them a long, long period,
through the Johnson, Nixon. and part of the Ford
administrations—it took them a long time, like a di-
nosaur, to recognize theimportance, the crucialness, the
centrality of the Palestinian problem.

But the Palestinians came to the U.S. in November,
1976, shortly after you started meeting with them,
and they started opening indirect talks with the
United States government. Did we mishandle that
opportupity? ’

© Sure you did.

What did we do wrong?

First of all, they mishandled it. They went to the
wrong people. You mishandled it because you didn™t put
itonavery highlevel. You putitonavery low level. I'm
talking about the Ford administration. When Sartawi
lirst came to America. Carter was “*Jimmy who?' Then
Carter had other things on his mind. Sartawi was mis-
treated in America by everybody. He came to Cairo with
his pants down. Nobody took him seriously in
Amcrica—neither the Jewish doves. ...

I think he made many mistakes himseltbecause he was
new.

Should we have given them the office they wanted in
Washington?

IU's not a question of the office. To my mind you

should have told—via Saudi or any other way to Aratat,
not to Sartawi—should have told them you-have to
behave differently, you have to \PL“ it out, you have to
talkh differently. Then maybe, just maybe, via pressure
on them, they would have talked differently and then the
political arena would have been different. But you didn't
doit. You didn’t press them, you didn™t press us. You
used silken gloves. :
I think the administration would say they strongly
urged the PLO to make the kind of positive gestures
that would allow the U.S. to open a dialogue with
them.

Not strong enough. Not strong enough.

What should the U.S. do now vis-a-vis the PLO?



Meeting Sadat

Whether or not Mohamed Anwar El

Sadat will eventually be judged a great .

man, he has accepted the responsibility
for doing great things. ’

Sadat is a relaxed, amiable man. full .

of Middle Eastern u)nvwmlll) My for-
tune in meeting him resulted from hav-
ing spent three 'wccks in-Egypt in Octo-
her. Thus 1 had the right contacts to
return as emissary of the New Quilook
International Peace Symposium, which
brought hundreds of Middle East ex-
perts to Tel Aviv for five days—days
that overlapped with Sadat’s Jerusalem
visit.

. Tcame across the Allenby bridge from

Jordan into Israel on November 9, the
very day Sadat spoke to his parliament
proclaiming his willingness to go to
{srael’s Knesset. That evening Sadat’s

speech was seen in Israel through Jorda-

nian TV. As Sadat’s image (with un-
translated Arabic) infrequently caught
our attention, Dr. Uzi Arad and | ex-
changed political perspectives until the
carly morning—a habit we had picked
. up together at Princeton a few years
ago—unaware of the diplomatic revolu-
tion then being born. '

The excitement at the New Outlook
magazine office the next morning made
me quickly aware [ had missed some-
thing spectacular. Within hours I wason
my way back to Cairo, letter for Sadat in
hand. Aflter a quict evening in Larnaca,
Cyprus, I arrived in Cairo in the eurly
hours of November [2.

**] am writing 1o you a few hours after
your recent speech on peace in the Mid-
dle East was reported on Isracli radio
and in the Israeli prcss."
chairman of the upcoming symposium
and long-time editor of the Left-
intellectual English-language monthly,
wrote Sadat.. **Your rémark...has al-
ready created an enormous stir among
the Isracli public,”” Flapan-added. He

then detailed the nature. of the sym-

posium, the imprcsﬁivc list of partici-
pants from Isracl, the West Bank, and

abroad, and extended Sadat an mvna-'

tion to deslgndu. a representative .or
send some message.

It was, of course, a wild gdmble but
it turned out to present Sadat with an
opportunity he desired. With the help of
Dr. Morsi Saad Eldin, chairman of the
State Information Service, who has

since served as Egyptian spoKesman for

the Cairo conference, Dr. Butros Ghali,

_then Minister of State, who was soon to

become acting foreign minister, and
Mrs. Jihan Sadat, I had by midnight an

appointment to sec the president at his -
country home outside Cairo on the af-~

ternoon of the 14th.

Sadat and 1 met a few hours before .

Walter Cronkite brought the Egyptian
president and the fsraeli prime minister
together, hastening Sadat's Jerusalem

travel plans. Of course I was elated
during our half-hour. discussion that

Sadat accepted the invitation and would
be sending the first commercial tele-
gram from an Arab country to Israel to

Simha Flapan,

PrIoI ANWAR KL GADAT wia Mr Mare Berscaskl an Americas jewnsh -
W, oham he remived eter duy. N .

the symposium. [ was so excited, in
fact, that I didn't take the opportunity to
_quéry Sadat whether he considered him-
self a modern Saladin, the Egyptian
hero who, in 1192, after defeating lhe:

‘Crusaders and capturing Jerusalem, -

journeyed to what was then»so’ulhern
Palestine to conclude peace with-
Richard the Lion:Hearted.

The following day, via Athens, | re-
turned to Israel. That mornmg the pic-
ture of Sadat and me meeting appeared
on. the front page of most Egyptian
newspapers—a tipoff for the coming
message. The telegram itself arrived,
via Cyprus, at the regular Israeli tele-
gram' service the morning the sym-
posium opened. The need for using
American. embassy or lhll‘d -party
facilities’ was quickly endmg ’

Sadat’s message was the top news in

“Israel that day, and the telegram was . -

prominently pictured in all Israeli
newspapers the next morning. Later that
day (the 17th) the only news was of
Sadat’s |mpendmg arrival just two days
in the future. -~ —Mark Bru"onvk\

The tragedy is that the PLO are making their own
mistake. They are caught in their own Catch 22, as we
are, as our government is. All through the Palestinian
national movement’s history they missed their boats,

they missed their planes. The Mufti said all or nothing, -

and he got nothing. Husseini said all or nothing and got

killed. Shukairi said all or nothing, and he was demoted.

They cannot come out of it as yet.

But the PLO has offered, behind the scenes, to accept
242 with reservations on the national question, if the
U.S. will support a Palestinian state.

But they're not doing what Sadat did. They didn’t.

have a daring man, and they don’t—like Sadat———who
will spell it out.

What do vou want them to say clearly?
I want them to say that for full-fledged peace we are

- ready apd willing to recognize ‘Israel-—not. its right to -

exist. Who wants it from them? Recognize Israel, con-
clude fljll-ﬂedged peace, and make our state in the West

. Bank andv Gaza somehow federated With Jordan, ahd

then this is the end of it, the end of the conflict; no more,
this is it. :

When yb'u say feder'ated'with'.lor\dan, if they want to
have their own state, passports, flags....
It’s their own business.

Ideologically, what you are ésking is like Israel being
asked to give up the Law of Return. You’re asking a

‘movement that has practically been slaughtered and

battered around for years to give up everything that it
stands for at a time when nobody is- offering any
return for it. The U.S. offer: only that we’ll talk to
you. Israel insists they will never, under any circum-
stances, deal with the PLO.. There are a few people
like you who talk sense....

But they would give me the mfluence to be ten dnd :
then fifteen and then twenty. They're commlttmg hara-
kiri, that’s all. From a military point of view they-are
null. They are being dragged and‘pushed by all the Arab



governments like a football. And they cause with their
stand another tragedy first of all to themselves.

Will Sadat make a separate peace with Israel?

No, I don’t think he will; he can’t. Let’s say he won’t
and there'll be another war. If there will be. what will the
Palestinians gain? They'll be the first lambs to be
slaughtered. You're making speeches to me about their

rideology—but they 're risking the lives of a million and a
half people. the remnants of their own people.

What do I want from them? A Yariv formula, that’s
all. If Israel will recognize us, we'll recognize Israel.
That's all I want from them. What is it? Is it a very big
sacrifice? They've got a million people under military
rule. If there will be another war, they'll have tens
of thousands of killed and hundreds of thousands of
refugees. '

Did you read the Barbara Walters interview with
Arafat? Didn’t Arafat speak of a final settlement
here?

He never said anything. He's a small, petty man. He
should have used the Yariv formula and recognized
Israel in return for a state in the West Bank and Gaza. He
never said it. Not to Barbara Walters and not to anybody
else. If anybody knows it, 1 know it. They are juggling
with words. They are being kicked by all Arab gov-

ernments and they know it. They are being cheated by all

Arab governments, they know it. They are playing with
the lives of a million and a half people. The whole thing
is atragedy, a Greek tragedy. It's adouble vicious circle.
We are to blame...they are to blame. .

So I'm small. Because I'm small in number the U.S.
government and the PLO don’t give enough weight to my
political view and then I get smaller. And this is the
tragedy. And if I had gotten not 27,000 votes but
270,000 votes—it could have been done by this act that
Sadat has now done—then [ would change the face of
Israeli politics. -

Can’t you still do it?
Sure, if your government will be daring enough.

To do what?
To help me.

How?

To spell my name. To say this kind of stand of Eliav
and his colleagues is good. They should enhance my
hand. American Jews like yourself should enhance our
hand, the PLO should enhance our hand, then T could
change things, especially now after Sadat.
~ Sadat gave me already credibility here—more than all
your government and American Jews combined. Be-
cause the people who meet me now in the street, the
people who are filling my car tank—people who all voted
for Begin—are shaking my hand. They say we looked at
television and Sadat was nearly kissing you—which he
did. He said two sentences: I am following you with
great sympathy, and I admire what you do.

When you come to Washington you have access to the
top people, don’t you?

INTERVIEW / 11

I do. But these top people are afraid of the Jewish
lobby, who is with the Israeli pgovernment, who has got
the majority because of the traumas. ete. It's a vicious
circle. Nobody comes out of it.

And then one day they will say, oh, the whole thing is
a tragedy and the story of human folly. Why didn"t we do
something?

What’s your view of the Carter administration? Does
Carter know what he’s doing in the Middle East?

I think that the Carter administration—I told this to
Hamilton Jordan when | saw him—that what you're
doing I'm preaching ten years. He laughed. They've
adopted the Sheli platform, which is good. They do it
because they think it's good for the U.S. I think it's good
for Israel.

I said it ten years ago when Carter was growing
peanuts. But they've adopted it.

If for the next few months little progress is made, is it
up to the U.S. to gently but firmly tell the parties,
especially Israel, that the time has come and there’s
going to be a settlement?

Yes. They're doing it anyway, but they should doitin
a positive way.’not in a negative way. They should
enhance the hand of the Israeli ideological doves.

How? They already meet with you, they talk to you,
they’have a position very similar to yours. What more
can they do? They can’t make a speech and say Sheli
is the party they’d like to have ruling Israel.

I can be helped by the American administratiop, part
of the American Jews—not all of them—the Palestinians
themselves. Maybe Sadat has given me—not me
personally—some leverage for the first time.

Sure, whenever 1'm in Washington | can’come to the
While House. But that’s all. With that it's finished.

Don’t be that naive. An American administration that
thinks that the Middle -East is the most explosive arca,
that the terrible fuse of all the world~is the conflict
between the Israelis and the Palestinians, could do more
to enhance the hand of these people whom they know
think like them—even if for different reasons.

Does the administration really know what it wants in
the Middle East?

Generally, 1 think they think in the right direction.
They are doing many, many tactical mistakes, to my
mind. But when people do things. they make tactical
mistakes. Their general direction is my direction. What
can I say more? I did many tactical mistakes, they do
many tactical mistakes.

I said when I first read the Brookings Report,” **This
is my platform.”" This was two years ago. They are
generally going along with the Brookings Report.

What do you think about the American Jewish com-
munity? :

*The Brookings Report (1975). drawn up by a list of influen-
tial people, outlined the elements they regarded as leading to a
fair and enduring settlement in the Mideast.
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There are many closet doves. many realists. When |
came. { talked my head off from Boston to Los Angeles.

But vou're doing yourself” a terrible harm, and the
Isracli hawkish stand is doing you a terrible thing. A
by-product of the Isracli hawkish stand is that it's the
lirst time in a hundred years that American Jews are
facing the very grave rish of going out of the American
national consensus. And it's a very grave risk that the
Isracli government is taking and American Jews. For no
good reason.,

You're suggesting anti-Semitism?

No. no. American Jews were within the limit of the
national consensus most of the time of the Zionist
enterprise—the last cighty years—until maybe a few
years ago. Now we are pushing you to the edge of an
abyss for'no good reason. _

We are playing on the guiltfeelings of American Jews,
filling them with horrible equations thut PLO are Nazis,
Arafat is Hitler, the Covenant is Mein Kampf . the whole
thing is annihilation. So it PLO are Nazis and all
Palestinians. or most. say they are PLO. then the whole
syndrome in American Jews creates terrible guilt
feelings. :

Wein Isracl are playing on the annihilation syndrome.

And so American Jews are saying., What the hell, we
are sitting in the nice villas. the suburbs of New York or
Connecticutand these people are going to be annihilated.

But this is not truc! We are nét going to be annihilated.
We are the strongest military power in the whole Middle
East and getting stronger, military-wise.

Isn’t there a fear that should there be a peace
settlement, should Israel have to recast its claim on
Jewish sympathies in a different way, that American
support and American money would be called into
question?

1's another horror what you are saying now: Because
if Israel is basing all its sympathy on pictures of wounded
soldiers....

Only Israel living in peace, or on the road to peuce,
will gain a new magnetism for young Jews like
yourself—not only to sympathize and love it, but ecven
some of them to come and live there.

You don’t expect too many to come and live in Israel?

Notin this kind of Israel, but in my kind of Israel that ]
wrote about in Land of the Hart—sure, 1 do. and many.

When Isracl will be the kind of Israel 1 want it to
be—the most modern, service society in the neigh-
borhoad. serving and helping and integrating on the
crossroads of Asia, Africa, and Europe—it may be much
more interesting to many.

[ don’t know how many. If our magnetism is deter-
mined by the helmets we wear or the tanks we use or the
guns we have, iU's not magnetism.

Where did your 27,000 votes come from?

They are intellectuals, élite. Among the 27,000 we
have maybe 3.000 university professors and lecturers.
People in kibbutzim. some very good soldiers. Our
dovish stand is nothing comparable to the Vietnam
analogy . because in every tank yvou'll find doves, hawks:
it’s not draft dodgers. Elite!

What's the practical program of your party for
gaining greater support?

It we'll have Sadat and the PLO helping us and the
American administration helping us and reality helping
us. we'll make a breakthrough.

Then we can join hands with Labor. I don’t want to
remain as a small party of two. We can close hands,
cventually. with others who will come to say more or less
the things 1 do.

But that will take another Sadat. and maybe Arafat,
and then the American administration, and a change of
the arena. It can be done. I don tknow if 'l see it, or my
young colleagues will sce it, but some will.

Why won’t you, like Nahum Goldmann |former
president of the World Jewish Congress] and George
Ball say clearly that the U.S, should impose a settle-
ment jn the Middle East?

Idon"t wantit! I want to come myself as a proud man.

But you’re not coming yourself. Your country, some
think, is moving in the wrong direction with Begin.

So what do you want me to do? Plead with Carter that
he'll come and press us? No!

If you were not Israeli. If you....
But I'm Israeli!

But if you were not Israeli, were just anintellectual, a
politician.... :

But I'm noj.an intellectual! You're not listenipg. 1
fought more years for this country than the years in all
your life—forty years! What are you talking about? No! 1
will not come to Carter to plead that he press us! I want to
do it from my own free will! .

But this country is not doing it.

So you doit! You go and have people talking like you,
And Goldmann’s people. They'll help us. But not me. |
want 1o be a proud man and a proud Zionist. And I think
me, and people like me, are the proudest Zionists. To
come and plead to Carter, **Please press us. Please don't
send us money. Please don’t send us arms....""

But the reality of your arguments seems that, emo-
tionally, you can’t say that but, objectively, you're
arguing for that.

But who stops you from saying it' Go ahcad and say it!

But I want to understand what you are thinking.

I'm telling you that the whole essence of Zionism was
not to crawl before the courts. By the way. the hawks do
it. They crawl on all fours. And they'll start retreating to
the '67 borders on all fours.

This is the most horrible thing that can happen to us as
a national liberation movement. a renaissance move-
ment. [ dont want it! I want to say this is good for Jews
and for Zionism. and when we come and share our land
with them—that it’s also their land—and from then on
we ll start a new era that will be the most glorious era of
Zionism.

That's the way I want to speak! Not to crawl before the
goyim and say. “*Please press us,'” or **Please make us
2o there.”” No. I won’t say it!



New Outlook is an English-language
magazine published cight times yearly
inTel Aviv.which C(H]\I.\IL‘IH‘I_\ presents
some of the most informed and literate
opinion on Arab-Isracti affairs, Reputa-
tion: dovish intelleciual. Leadership:
more widespread and influential in
Europe and the U.S. than in Isracl.
Stant: mutual recognition between
Zionist nationalism and  Palestinian
nationalism. Quality: excellent.

This magazine is both a cause and an
institution. As a tribute to the publica-
tion's twenticth anniversary, the deci-
sion wus muade o sponsor an interni-
tonal peace symposium. The theme.
**Can the Guns Fall Silent?™” was moti-
vated by Egyptian writer Mohamed Sid
Ahmed’s book. which a few years ago
clectrified intelectual thought through
one of the carly discussions of the nature
of Middle East peace, When the Guns
Full Silenr.

This was New Quilook™s fifth sym-
posium, though it will surely be the
most remembered. For during the five
days of meetings that brought together
hundreds of lIsrael’s and the world’s
most knowledgeable Middle East ex-
perts, Anwar Sadat first cabled a mes-
sage to the gathering—the first such
telegram’ever sent from an Arab country
to Israel—and then arrived in Jerusalem
in onc of history’s most fantastic hap-
penings.

The symposium actually outgrew the
New Quilook staff’s ability to organize
properly the cver-escalating affair.
There were, consequently, more than
the usual frustrations. As the list of
participants mushroomed in the final
weeks it became evident this conference
had come to serve as an international
convention for much of the dovish
Jewish criticism—in and out of
Isracl—against the new Begin gov-
ernment’s attitude. Then, with the ar-
rival of the Sadat telegram on the open-
ing day. the symposium instantly was
awarded a notoriety that had been to-

tally unforeseen. Most Israclis, in fact,
had never heard of New Quirlook maga-
zine until these tvents.

The journal grew out of the frus-
trations that arose within Israel as a
result of the 1936 Isracli campaign in
Sinai. The founders agreed that ““unless
a radical change occurred in Isracli pol-
icy. the situation would deteriorate into
a series of wars, culminating in total
involvement of the great powers.” [t

wis i prophecy tragically tulfilled.
Initially . with some in-government
money., but for

encouragement and

many years now totally independently .

New Outlook has provided commentary .

anithy sis, and preseriptive judgment on
how to reach an Arab-lsracli reconcilia-
tion. The fostering of contact and un-
derstanding between Jews and Arabs.,
especially Isracli Arabs, has been the
magazine’s primary goal. In the most
recent years New Quilook has been a
unique forum for discussion of the Pal-
estinian problem and the PLO. It has
been the only major publication in Isracl
where moderate PLO spokesmen have
found a forum and where the coneept of
a Palestinian state has been promoted.
The participation for the first time of
numerous West Bank Arabs inan Israeli

conference was a statement in itself gt

New Qutlook’s importance.

The great diversity of speeches and
papers prepired  with pre-Sadat-visit
policies in mind, of course, will still be
a unique historical record of thought
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Goldmann's keynote opening address,

form.

for instance. in which he candidly re-
flected on Israel’s tailures and on the
need for an imposed settlement. served
as a chilling reminder that Sadat’s jour-
ney would leave the outstanding territo-
rial and conceptual disagreements only
slightty modificd. Lord Caradon’s pas-
sionate plea for Palestinian self-
determination was also a provoking re-
minder to all that Zionism will remain
moratly scarred until a way is found to
tulfill the legitimate aspirations of the
Palestinians. a people also sceking
some road to a national existence.,
New Quitlook has come of age with
recent events. And it now faces the
challenge of building its influence in an
Isract that is undergoing much soul-
seirching about what may finally be a
real path to w lasting and just peace.
American readers may subseribe to
~“New Ouilook by sending $24 airmail . or
S20 surface mail, toNew Qurlook maga-
zine, Dept. W, 8 Karl Netter Street, Tel
Aviv, Isracl. —Mark Bruzonshy
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