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SHARABI: STRENGTH
IN RESTRAINT

“After 30 years,” Dr Hisham Sharabi told The Middle East’s
Forum Editor Mark Bruzonsky, “I’ve learned that the most
dangerous thing for a Palestinian to do is to submit to his emotional
sense of moral outrage. His greatest strength lies in restraint and in
giving reason full play in dealing with this problem.”

Sharabi now wears three important hats in Washington. His
newest and most politically visible is that of President of The
National Association of Arab Americans (NAAA) — the mush-
rooming Arab lobby, featured in The Middle East in July.

Sharabi has taught at Washington’s Georgetown University for
the past 25 years. He entered the US from Palestine in 1947,
received his Ph.D in history from the University of Chicago, and
worked for a brief time at the UN Secretariat in New York. Sharabi
holds an endowed chair in Arab History at Georgetown Univer-
sity’s Centre for Contemporary Arab Studies. He is also editor of
The Journal of Palestinian Studies.

In coming years, he said, he plans to give all his energy to the
Arab American Foundation, which he is now helping to establish
and which will work with NAAA. (Photos by Mark Bruzonsky).
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Bruzonsky: You recently said that you
think the US Government should be heav-
ily invelved financially in rebuilding Leba-
non. What do you have in mind?

Sharabi: Yes, 1 did. And hisis a matter we
in NAAA are going to pursue with all our
energy. Lthink'the US has been, if not cyn-
ical, “certainly -insensitive " in its ‘policies
towards  Lebanon. Except for some
peripheral aid in food and for refugees the
substance of American supportto Lebanion
has been in the form of a $100 million arms
grant,

What Lebanon needs — besides rebuild-
ing its security and-armed forces - is to
rebuild the economic infrastructure of the
country. It needs expert advisers which the
US could ‘provide; material aid, and it
needs good faith where political issues are
concerned.

0 Don’t you: think the American people
think the Arab world is rich enough to take
care of Lebanon — that it’s not an Ame;i-
can responsibility”

O The US is helping Egypt to the tune of
$750 million. And Lebanon has been a
long-standing friend of the US. It dﬁservg:s
at least equal treatment.

If the US did come up with substdmmf
cconomic-aid to Lebunon, that would g;yn
the necessary political reassurance to some
of ‘the oil countries to- participate. Now
they are undecided whether the country is
politically stable enough to put whatever
aid they might give to proper use.

L1 When Sadat decided to go to Jerusalem
on his *sacred mission,” did you support
him?

O On the emotional level 1 did. A large
number of Palestinians and Arabs, though
apprehensive about the final outcome of
the step, were hopeful that it might indead
constitute a breakthrough and bring about
an acceptable peaceful settlement. Inu.iiec-
tually, however, 1 was sceptical from the
very beginning as to the wisdom'of the step
and the lIsraeli reaction 1o it Unforty-
nately,” my. scepticism has proved to he
more well-grounded than my emetwn&!
expectations.

£3-So you see the Sadat initiative as havmg
failed?

O'A failure in what it mtsnded and what
people expected it to achieve, namely, to
initiate a process that would result in a set-
tlement of the Arab-lIsraeli coafhct and the
Palestinian problem.

U Did he accomplish anything? :
O Two things, [ think; both on the
psychological rather than the political l::w.i
—although this will have some 1mpac;t
politically. First it showed that the Arabs
are. indeed sincere in  wanting  peace.
Although Sadar did this on his own, the
gesture was perceived correctly as-an Arab
gesture. Had he been better received by
the Israelis he would have had more open,




more articulate, Arab backing.

03 From what countnes"

O From allover the Arab world. Certamly
from all the Arab governments described
as*‘moderate’ or ‘‘non-extremist”’; includ-
ing . Syria.. Sadat’s - gesture considerably
chang:d the image of the Arabs in the US
and also in Western Europe.

The second thing is'a new perception of
Israel's true posture on the question of
peace and war in the Middle East. Sadat
put Israel to tife test and showed that the
Israelis are more interested in preserving
territory than achieving peace. As long as
they have military superiority they will not
accept peace with the ‘Arabs except on
their own terms, which are very close to
unconditional surrender.
0-Do: you think that 2 Labour Govern-
ment would have “acted like Menahem
Begin’s Government?

O Yes 1 do, except probably with more
cleverness, with greater ability to mystify
the issue than Begin who is a sincere, out-
spoken person for which, as:a Palestinian,
P most grateful.

0 Don’t you have some anxiety that the
Egyptians will forget the Palestinian cause
because of their own problems and accept
a separate arrangement with Israel?

O 1'doubt that,

1 But supposing the Israelis under Ameri-
can pressure did provide some sort of
five-year plan, some concept of Palestinian
participation in their own future? Might
not the Egyptians see this as enough to go
forward with an agreement with Israel?

O No. Why assume what already is obvi-
ously not forthcoming. The Israeli Gov-
ernment has said very clearly that it will
not withdraw from the West Buank and
Gaza and will not give the Palestinians the
right to self-determination ~ two condi-
tions on which Sadat has been very adam-
ant and consistent.

{1 Joseph Sisco said a few months ago in a
Forum - interview that Sadat’s stated
attitude towards the Palestinians was really
just a cover and that he was prepared to
make a separate arrangement with Israel if
it would offer the things the US is telling it
to offer.

O'1-don't know where Sisco gets his infor-
mation “about Sadat’'s true -intentions. 1
have no reason to believe that Sadat or the
Egyptian Government are lying.

[1Then how do you make sense out of
American policy which seems to want only
very marginal concessions from Begin?
Carter said in May that the Begin plan
could be the basis for an agreement bet-
ween Egyptand Israel. Are the Americans
operating in complete ignorance of what is
really possible with Egypt?

O:As time goes by, | can make less sense of
American policy and of Carter’s position
on the Arab-Isracli contlict. His interview

with Trude Feldman that you referred to is
quite contradictory to statements he made
earlier. He has been wavering, but now he
has entered a new stage in which he is tak-
ing contradictory positions.

1 hope that the Carter Administration
will stick to its initial position that a'settle-
ment of the ‘Arab-lIsraeli conflict must be
comprehensive and based on the solution
of the Palestinian. question. This ‘means
Israeli - withdrawal' from occupied  tor-
ritories and  the  Palestinians “having a
homeland of their own in part of Palestine
where they can determine their future.

3 Arafat  recently “said  he no . longer
believed that President Carter supports
any kind of real Palestinian homeland.

O Fdon’t know what Carter really believes.
Al m trying to say is'that T wish to give

**As time goes by I can
make less and less sense of
‘American policy, and
nff Carter’s position on the
L Arab-Israeli canﬂut.
He has been wavering but
now he has entered a new
stage in which he is taking
contradictory positions.”

hi& the ‘benefit of the doubt. Maybe I'm
befng too gencrous.

C1 Might it be deliberate ambiguity, for
demestic political reasons?

O At an-earlier stage we all agreed this
might be a possible explanation, but now |
really wonder.

O Perhaps he’s waiting for Begin to col-
lapse politically or physically?

O 1 50, then it would be asad comment on
Carter’s policy. If ‘he’s reduced 1o that,
then one cannot reasonably expect any
fruitful result.

{1 Do you think the time has come for a
Palestinian government-in-exile?

QI think i's probably premature. The
establishment -of a4 provisional
government-in-exile would hardly change
anything today, ‘Unless the Palesunians
have something to gain by taking this step,
why take it?

Do you think the time has come to
amend or repeal the Palestine National
Charter?

O If it-were helptul to-do that | would
advise it But I don’t think-itis_helptul. It
will ‘change nothing, ‘and therefore “I'm
against -changing anything in the Charter.
The Palestinians have nothing to gain by
any further unilateral gestures. 1 think the
PLO has gone very far in trying 10 get
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accepted, in making concessions on sub-
stantial political issues. :

Unless these are met with congrete pos-
sibilities ;. like a willingness by Israel to
make similar gestures as the ones being
required of the PLO..,

C3If the Israelis agreed to negotiate with
whatever - Palestinians - are willing to,
negotiate with them, wounld you then con-
template revising the Charter? ~
© Then there would be some reason to!
consider the problem.

[J What if the Americans said they would
recognise the PLO if the Charter were
revised?

O Again this is another kind of step that |
think would be necessary before the PLO
made further political concessions. Since
the 1973 October war the “Arab countries
and the PLO have made concession after
concession. The Israelis’ positionhas
become more inflexibte.

Consequently, I think, the Arab gov-
ernments and the PLO — all the so-called
moderates — have their backs to the wall.
1 you don’t think that political or
ideological changes should be made by the
PLO, what is the PLO’s strategy?

OThe PLO and the confrontation states;
including ‘Saudi Arabia, cannot maintain
their ‘present position for long. The way
that Israel has held on to hard and inflex-
ible -policies regarding peace has put all
these governments ina position where they
will soon have to take a more aggressive
attitude,

0 Are you d;plomaucally predicting
another war?

O That at least

3 ' What more?

2 Resort to-some sortof . ..
options.

O Actions against  the  West? -Against
Israel’s ~supporters? ~Economic attmna.
Kinancial?

O All possible options including the milit-
ary-one; including the oibone. . .- Other-
wise these governments will 'be’ hard-
pressed to justify their position. They will
be eroded from within.

Cl'But with Begin in power wouldn’t that
play right into Israeli hands? And all milit-
ary analysts agree that the Arabs would be
destroyed in another war.

C Yes, but if we take the assessments given
to us prior.to the October war everybody
said war wasn't-possible and: the Israetis
thought so too. What I'm saying is I'm not
willing 1o rule out the military ‘option on
this basis:

1 How much time do the Arab govern-
ments have before their positions begin to
be eroded?

O It's beginning already, | think: If nothing
comes through by next autumn Tthink we
will enter into a new phase in the Middle
East.

the other
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1 Do you think Sadat’s repressive steps at ’ Practically, it would have been impossible

R

home are a means of tightening his eroding
position?

O Probably, although with Sadat you never
know. The logic behind his actions is.not
always apparent.

{3 You sound very critical of the actions
he’s taken.

O 1t is more sad than anything else. The
democracy he is now dismantling was piti-
ful to start with. His actions are empty of
content. He's+ like someone - confronted
with a fatal disease who addresses himself
to treating a cold.

3 Do you think he’s lost touch with
domestic political realities?

O You're assuming that he was in touch in
the first place.

{3 1t's no secref now that Carter made the
PLO an offer last summer. He told them
the US was prepared to talk with them and
to advocate a chair for them at Geneva if
they would accept 242. Did the PLO miss
an historic opportunity?

O-As far as L know, there must have been a
change of heart on the American side. 1
was in Beirut at the time and the atmos-
phere among the PLO was very positive.
They were almost certain that this hurdle
had been overcome in August last vear:
But then something happened, the details
of which 1 do not'know. President Carter
stated in Plains, Georgia, that the US had
been informed by a third party that the
PLO was ready to accept 242,

] Were the Saudis the third party?
O That's right. Carter -added,

national - rights rather
refugees. And, he said this i1s okay with us.
I think this was the apex of the process.
After that there'was a freezing of the situa-
tion.
{1 The Americans say the PLO then
refused to recoganise 242, and that
Washington felt betrayed.
O On the contrary."The PLO feels this.
{1 But why dide’t the PLO recognise 2427
O They wanted recognition by the US of
their status - the status of the Palestinian
people as a people with national rights and
not as refugees. This is absolutely crucial to
them.
(3 But Carter said he was prepared to tol-
erate a reservation as long as 242 itself was
recognised.
O 'The reservation as I understand it, was
to be made by the US. All the PLO wanted
was for the US to link Resolution 242 with
a statement by Carter like those he had
made previously that the Palestinian peo-
ple have the right to their own homeland.
This did not come. And when they asked
the Americans, ‘suppose we accept 242;
what will you give us? The answer was,
“we promise you nothing: All we give you'is
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that - the
Palestiniuns wanted  to - insist - that “they [
should beconsidered as a people with
than as ‘mere !

{

i

“The establishment of a
Palestinian
government-in-exile would
hardly change anything
today. Unless the
Palestinians have something
_to gain by taking this step,

: why take it?”’

agreement to discuss the issues.

{1 But the Carter Administration says it
offered to begin negotiations for talks bet-
ween the US Government and the PLO
and was willing to move in the direction of
American support for PLO participation at
Geneva, Didn’t the PLO really miss an
opportunity and wouldn’t it jump at such
an offer if it were made again?

O My feeling is; in retrospect — 1 have no
evidence 1o base it on — that the US came
under great Israeli pressure as the Carter
Administration appeared  to- be moving
towards a greater understanding with the
PLO ‘and probably recognition in late
summer or early autumn, last year. Carter
buckled under the pressure as he did after
the October Soviet-American agreement,
the homeland statement, and so manyother
positions that he has taken which elicited
strong Israeli opposidon.

O 'Fhere  was another  chance - last
December when the PLO could have gone
to the Cairo Conference and put the
Israclis on the spot.

O Theoretically -this - is ‘probably correct.

for the chairman of the Executive Commit-
tee of the PLO to send a delegation 1o
Cairo. Politically he couldn’t do it, given
the psychological apprehensions, the feei—
ings of betrayal, and so on.

1£'s very easy to say that they would have
been clever 1o do'it; but they couldn’t have
done it.
3 H you were to see President Carter in
your capacity as President of NAAA, what
would you tell him about the Palestxman
problem?
O:1 wish [ could have the opportunity to
see him privately and 1o have his ear on
this issue. I would first try to convince him
of the sincerity of the Palestinian and Arab
leaders for peace. 1 would also try to show
him how- impossible it is that any kind of
stability in the region could be attained by
mystifying the Palestinian issue; that the
Begin plan’ has absolutely no' hope' of
acceptance by any Palestinian or Arab
leader or government; that the principles
for a just and reasonable and internation-
ally acceptable resolution must be based on
what has world consensus, that is, Security
Council Resolution 242, Israeli withdrawal
from the  West Bank and Gaza, and
implementation of the principle of self-
determination for the Palestinian people.

To deny these principles or 1o try to go
around them is not ~merely counter-
productive but can result in the breakdown
of ‘the first genuine opportunity. that 'we
have in: 30 years for a comprehensive set-
tlemnent of the Arab-lsraeli conflict. This
could thrust the entire area into a new era
of instability and probably war and chaos:
{J You’ve not always held the view that
there should be a Palestinian state in the
West Bank and Gaza, Arab recognition of
Israel and co-existence with Israel. When
did you reach this conclusion?
O When'| became convinced that if such'a
state were not established then the rest.of
Palestine would:be absorbed by the Zionist
settlers ‘and that the Palestinians would
lose any hope of ever getting back any parz
of their homeland.
[1 But the Israelis believe that you want to
get what's possible now and maybe all of
Palestine later, say in 10 or 20 years when
the Arab world is stronger. i
O Pm o not going to- give guarantees (o
Israel of myor my people’s hopes and fears
for the distant future. No enemy can ask of
his opponent to mortgage - his soul and
mind for 30 years. This is absurd. What
Israelis saying is said in bad faith to distort
the issues. f

1t's said to prevent a peace settlement, to
gain time; to do precisely: what I'm afraid
might happen, to be able to maintain the
status quo-long enough to take the land
from the Palestinians who have remained
in the eccupied areas and 10 face the world




and the Palestinians and the ‘Arabs with a
fait “accompli as they did after they
occupied and conquered the area of pre-
1967 Israel in 1948-49,

£3 Well, what kind of relations would you
envisage between a Palestinian and Israeli
state, assuming that some of the people in
Israel who support a Palestinian state ever
came to power?

O 1 used to make assumptions quite freely.
Now I cannot. I've really lost confidence
that there is any substanual group in the
mainstream of Israeli life who want peace
on the basis that I think is mimmal from
the point-of view of the Palestinians.

1 think  that overwhelming ~military
power, the zealous policies of the ruling
coalition, the hesitation and even weakness
of the American Administration in dealing
with Israel have led them to: believe that
they do not have to make substaatial con-
cessions. :

(3 Earlier you said ‘that the Arab states
were prepared for real peace and normal
relations with Israel if the kind of settle-
ment we've been discussing could be
brought ‘about. But you don’t seem to
extend this to the Palestinians.

G Why should 1 when’ the Palestinians
have ‘been denied all recognition. They
barely exist for the Israelis! The Palesti-
nians are constantly asked to' recognise
Israel and its-right to exist, to agree to dnd
have normal relations. But what good will
this ‘do the Palestinians?

0O Zionist leader Nahum Goldmann
recently stated that the Israelis should tulk
to the PLO, that Israel should accept the
right of the Palestinian people to self-
determination, and that there should be a
Palestinian state. Who in the Palestinian
camp is saying comparable things?

O Officials of the PLO like Hammani and
others! Officials of the PLO have said that!
He said that we accept-a Zionist Israel and
are willing to co-exist with Israel as it is:
0 You've been quoted many times saying
Zionism is racism. If you believe that,
would it net be difficult to co-exist with a
racist state?

O'In order to get my own state, for the
Palestinians to get their right to national
seif-determination. in Palestine .. this
could-be a price’ that has to be paid. It
doesn’t mean that I'like it. There are many
thingsin life we have to accepteven though
we may be opposed to'them,

I hope, and I think history:will make it
inevitable, that before too long the Jews
themselves in Israel — in a situation that
has been pacified —— will get rid of Zionism.
I'mean Zionism as racism. That is, those
aspects -of the Israeli-Zionist-Jewish state
that are racist. By racist 1 mean very simple
things like the Law of Return.

{J But that's absolutely crucial to the Jew-
ish state.

Lo
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O It is crucial to the racist attitude of the
Israeli-Jewish state, the way they are treat-
ing the people in the Negav today. They
treat poor bedouins as “bush ‘natives™.
‘Their treatment of these people is Nazi =
more than Nazi because itis not an aberra-
tion as it was the Germans who were tem-
porarily seized by that madness,

But what we have in Israel is 30 years of
trampling over the Palestinians as a people,
of treating them like dirt, of killing their
men, women and children as if they are
flies.

O The US is not asking Israel 16 end the
Law of Return, nor is the United Nations.
O Well; the Palestinians are, believe me!
{3 So ‘regardless of any. territorial settie-
ment and the establishment of 4 Palesti-
nian state the Palestinians will demand an
end to certain aspects of Zionist ideology.
O They're making no such démands. I'm
giving you my own feelings about Zionism
and my hopes about the future of Zionism
and the future both for the Palestinians and
for the Jews living in Palestine. If we are
going 10 live together in other than a'sus-
picious, hostile existence, Zionism has to
go!

{1 Does a Jewish state stay?

O Yes, anything. | don’t know how the
operation; the excision; is going to take
place and keep this body — whatever body
— they want to keep, I want the racism
out! Because this is the barrier between
Jews and Arabs in the Middle East today
and as long as it lasts. Until they get out of
their _minds: this racist attitude . toward
Arabs there will be an unbridgable barrier,
an element that will never allow the Middle
East and the Arabworld to be secure home
for the Jews. Because, until this happens,
the Arabs will feel that the Jews in Israel
and elsewhere in the Arab world'are notin
their homes.

1 But knowing what you know about
Israel and American Jews do you have any
real ‘expectations that the State of Israel
will become a non-Zionist state in the fore-
seegble future?

O 'Not in the near future, but definitely in
the foresecable future.

0O Pm not trying to find a philosophical
divicding line between what you accept and
don’{ accept. Do you accept the concept
that if Jews want (¢ be 2 nation, want {o
call themselves a nation, that’s their deci-
sion? But in their relations with the Arabs
they cannot be allowed to have racist
aspects to the policies of their Jewish state?
O If they want to live among Arabs, pre-
cisely that.

8¢ it’s not Jewish nationalism you’re
questioning. 1t's the way that nationalism
interacts with ‘the Arabs living in and
around Israel? You accept a Jewish state
with g different psychological = attitude
toward it’s  minority Arab citizens and
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neighbouring Arab states?

O Yes, The issue is how that nationalism
expresses itself as Zionism.

T Won’t your Palestinian state have a Law
of Return? Won't you, as an American
born in Palestine; or your child, have spe-
cial privileges to return to the new Palesti-
nian state?

O Yes, but without excluding everyone
else.

{3 8o, it’s the exclusivity you object to, not
that it’s ‘made eusier for Jews to become
israelis.

O:Precisely. 1t's the-exclusivity,

2 You've lived in the US for 31 years and
have been an ‘American citizen for 16
yeuars, Would you contemplate going back
and living and building a Palestinian state?
O Certainly. Of course.

{J'And would ‘most of your colleagues in
the US do the same?

O Many of them would.

{1 The professional and personal sacrifice
would be tremendous. You're a tenured
professor at a major vniversity here, the
head of “an important “Arab American
organisation. What would this new Palesti-
nian state offer you?

O It offers me a homeland, a-home which 1
haven't had for 31 years!

{1 Would you give up your American citi-
zenship? X

O-1 don'tnecd 1o, You know, many Israelis
have . ..

{(J'But that's a special case. I'm not sure it
would be extended to the Palestinians. 1
don’t think you can be both a Frenchman
and an American.

O Well, if it came to that, yes T'would give
itup.

T1-1s this frue that, at least in the beginning,
there probably wouldn’t be a great influx
of professional and middle class people?
O'Yes. 10 probably true. Butstill it would
make a tremendous difference to them to
have a Palestinian state even if they didn't
g0 to it. To be able to have a Palestinian
passport, To be able to go there, say, in the
summer or whenever you want and feel
that you dre in your home.

{1 Where would the capital of the Palesti-
nian state be?

QO1n Jerusalem:

3 Do you envisage it as an open city with
the Jewish part the capital of Israel and the
Arab part the capital of the Palestinian
state?

O Yes. Everything can be worked out.
Onee we get to that point there will be no
probleimn that can’t be workd out.

{1 Is President Carter beginning to lose the
trust of the Arab American community?
O'He's certainly béginning to lose mine,
But by and large the Arab Anierican com-
munity is- politically -unsophisticated -and
they like the Teader:

{1 Do you draw much hope from the

“Peace Now” “movement's growth in
israel?

O -But 'l hear very little even from- these
people about the real conditions of peace.

They should say: " God damn it We've
been cruel to these people. We've been
heartless “to these people “for 30 years,
Human decency, political - interests, the
iuture “of our children; our place in the
world, all require it. Ler's stop the Zionist
crazies like this man on top and take the
bull by the horns and solve the Palestinian
problem.”

{J Don’t you have some hope when Israeli
establishment figures like Harkabi break
with Israeli policies?

O Harkabi is a man who speaks with bad
faith. He is a paranoid; former chief of
intelligence; who-has all “the basic racist
attitudes toward the Palestnians. He may
think ' that he's being - just, benign and
fair-minded. But take the “body of his
works and-put them together. They show
the ‘mentality of a4 settler who s perhaps
less ideologically zany than people like
Sharon or Begin ...

{1 But what about Peled, Eliav, Avneriand
Yitzhak Navon, who has always advocated
talking to the Palestinians and is now Pres-
ident of Iseael?

O the Peleds; the Avneris; the Eliavs
were i the government, if their ideas were
supported by the mainstreani, fine, would
change my argument. But they're not.

[ Are Hamimami’s ideas supported by the
mainstream of the Palestinians?

O No, but when you asked me: whether
there ‘are persons in the Palestinian ranks
to--correspond - with the moderate and
fair-minded people in Israel ranks I-said
yes there are.

L3 But that's my point. There are such peo-
ple in both, but neither have major politi-
cal importance.

O ‘With 'one basic difference. The Palesti-
nians are the victims and the Israelis are
the victimisers. What you expect, what'you
demand. from one does not with logical
symmetry apply to the other,

1 How do you rate the Western media as it
reporis on the Arab-Israeli conflict?

O L must admit that the media in the West
has  become  more fairsminded: in s
attitude. 1t no longer dismisses out of hand
the Arab-Palestinian position. It no longer
—and this is perhaps more important —
accepts: -uncritically - Israeli . positions,
attitudes and - statements. Even'in this
country (the US).

Fothink we are at the beginning of un
irreversible development. The process of
demystitication has set -in. It cannot be
reversed. And 'l think Israel, Zionism and
the ‘pro-Israeli position  can’ no - longer
dominate the definition of the situation.
[ If a settlement were reached and the US
were to offer the Israelis a security guaran-

tee — a treaty which two-thirds of the
Senate would have to ratify, would your
organisation support of oppose it}

O I 'wouldn't oppose anything out of hand.
After 30 years 've-learned that the most
dangerous thing fora Palesunian todois to
submit to his emotional sense of moral out-
rage. And that his greatest strength liesin
restraint and-in giving reason full play in
dealing with this problem:

{1 Hasn’t the PLO violated that by return-
ing to terrorism, The bus incident in March
for example?

O Yes, 1 don't want to-go into that now,
but 1-do not want to leave you with the
impression: that the Palestinians are
apologetic about their use of violence: Ter-
rorism as the Palestinians have used it was
created and perfected by the people now.in
power in lsrael.

What you call terror has- been used
against them when they were totally vul-
nerable; when they had no way of protect-
ing themselves. Just read the accounts of
what they did to the Palestinian people!
Deir Yassin is just ‘one of the incidents.
Deir Yassin is.not'the exception: It is'more
and more a sort of a pattern.

U'm against the use of terror because itis
counter-productive. It puts'the Palestinians
exactly where the Israelis want them, mak-
ng it possible to portray the ‘Palestinians
by an image which is conmipletely false.

P'm against terrorism because innocent
people suffer, they shouldn’t. But I'know
that in a situaton such as ours innocent
victims, unfortunately, will have to pay for
what they were not responsible for in the
first place.

CI'You've just ‘become  President of the
NAAA. What are your main goals for the
coming year?

O First, to build up the organisation so that
it'will have a national character by increas-
ing the membership to between 10,000 and
15,000 this year. On the political fevel |
would like the Association to take a more
aggressive attitude to Administration posi-
tions on the Middle East.

[0 Do you think NAAA has become the
main Arab lobby opposing the American
israel Public Affairs Committee (AIPAC),
the ““Jewish lobby™" in Washington?,

O I'do, provided that NAAA is not consi-
deredsolely as a lobby. We're interested in
all sorts of activities conceening the Arab
American community. We are concerned,
for instance, with cultural aspects and the
question of “Arab.image”. An. Arab
American Cultural Foundation will - be
established. Although not a subsidiary it
will- co-operate with NAAA. L inend 1o
give it-all my energy when it is established
and when | complete my present tenure as
NAAA president. We are more like the
Jewish commiunity as a whole, engaged in
all sorts of activities,than like AIPAC. -3
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