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ISRAEL’S SEARCH FOR PEACE: TIME FOR REDIRECTION
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| am convinced that Isradl wants peace. | am equaly convinced that Isragl has been
following the wrong gpproach to achieve that god, as evident in the fact that peace has so far
remaned a dream. Some critics will question putting the respongbility on Israd for this falure.
Others will question whether I1sragl genuindy wants peace. | admit that the opponents of Isradl
must carry some of the responghbility, but not dl of it. | aso suggest that the logic of Isad’s
existence leaves little doubt that peace must be a high priority objective for the Isragli policy
makers. It istruethat the Isradli terms for peace are not clear and they keep changing, but most
such terms are negotiable and reconcilable. Why then has the “peace’ attempts by the Isradi
government falled so far?

Firgt it should be stated clearly that the “enemies’ of Isradl have not been cooperative in
the peace making process. They have rardy made their demands clear. They have rardy
presented a unified feasible platform for reacing a settlement with Israel. However, it is equdly
true tha lsad has not made it seem logicd or justifiable for such cooperation to be
forthcoming. Israd’s policies and actions have generdly inspired less, rather than more
cooperation, even by a country which has opted for peace, such as Egypt.

To say that the behavior of Isradl in the Arab-Isradli conflict has not invited cooperation

isto put it mildly. Israel has continued to occupy Arab territory for more than 20 years, it has



subjected over one and one-hdf million Paestinians to oppression, cruety, and incitement; it has
faled to acknowledge the basic right of the Pdegtinians to a national home in Pdesting; it has
continued to indst on dedling with the wrong parties in the conflict, in an atempt to obliterate the
identity and basic rights of Pdedtinians, the primary legitimate party to the conflict. Isradl has
aso st a poor exanple of cooperation in the treatment of its Arab citizens, whether in
education, the labor market, or the development of the economy. These Isradli policies have no
doubt aggravated the conflict and made peace a more difficult objective to achieve. It may be
easy to rationdize |srad’ s behavior, given the deep fedings of insecurity the Isradli people suffer
from, and redidticdly so. But it would be far from easy to judtify or rationdize Isradl’ sfalure to
seek other avenues for dedling with the conflict, which could invite cooperation and increase the
probability of reaching a peaceful settlement with the Paegtinians and other Arabs. Israd
knows that the occupation policy has been afallure and it is threatening the mord fiber on which
the Isradli society was established. Oppression of the occupied Arab people has not silenced
them; on the contrary, it has hardened them and strengthened their resstance. Isradl’srefusal to
recognize the basic rights of the Paestinians has not diminished their solidarity or compromised
ther identity; on the contrary it has mobilized support and recognition of these rights by many
nations. Theinternd conflict within the Palestinian liberation movement centers on srategies and
tactics, not on the identity or objectives of the Paestinian people. Isradl’s trestment of its Arab
citizens has falled to promote their assmilation in the Isragli society, has failed to isolate them
intellectudly and culturdly from the larger Arab society, and has faled to mobilize them as a
bridge for reconciliation with the Pdegtinian leadership a large. Findly, while Israd continuesto

enjoy blind support from its mgor backers such asthe U.S,, the U.K., and implicitly the Soviet



Union, it has failed to recruit new supporters around the world. Why does Israel persst in these
counter-productive policies?

Though Israd’ s palicies have falled so far to bring it closer to a peace settlement, the
policies of its opponents have not been more successful ether, whether by reducing Israd’s
power in the Middle Eadt, or by rendering a peaceful settlement closer a hand than previoudy.
In other words, a Sdemate has developed, but Israel has maintained its earlier gains and
postion of power. From the standpoint, Isradl has had no compelling reasons to change its
policies, whether because of mounting military pressure by its oppenents, or because of morad
pressure by its supporters.  Another argument againgt changing the policy by Isad is the
sustained hope of achieving peace on its own terms, with as little compromise as possble. This
hope has frequently been reinforced by the inability of the Arabs to raise the costs to Isradl of
continuing its current policies, and by the continued mora and material support of Israel by at
least tree of the five permanent members of the Security Council, regardiess of the policy
implemented. Findly, given the fragmentation of the electorate in the Isradli society, it may have
been a safe palicy to avoid a show down by postponing any new policies as long as the
government is under little pressure to do so.

All these arguments suggest that Isragli policies may have been less of a falure than
implied above, a least in the short run. Y et, one can hardly avoid the main questions of whether
Isradl has come closer to a peace settlement and whether it can afford to ignore its primary
objective of creating a secure and peaceful existence for its people. These are long term and
long standing objectives which cannot be traded for short term objectives. On the other hand,

lsrad can hardly postpone reaching a settlement with the Paestinians much longer. Not only is



the economic burden becoming heavier and the resstance becoming stronger, but the
skepticism of the Israeli people and of Jews around the world toward these policies has been
mounting. The Isradlis and other Jews know thet the longer the conflict lasts, the more difficult it
becomesto resolveit.

lsradl ill can and must redirect its policies if it desres to enhance the prospects of
peece in the Middle Eagt. Isragl can begin by recognizing that the conflict with the Palestinians
will not go away by waiting because the Paegtinians themsalves will not go away. Israd must
also begin to acknowledge that by recognizing the rights of the Pdestinians to a secure nationd
home in Palestine, smilar to a secure national home for the Jews in Isradl, the closer & hand a
peace settlement will be, and the sooner these rights are recognized, the more secure |sradl itsalf
will be. At the same time, the sooner Israd modifies its policies towards the people of the
Occupied Territories, in favor of reconciliation and cooperation, the easier it becomesto resolve
the larger conflict. Findly, the sooner Isragl rocognizes that equalization between Isradli citizens,
Arabs and Jews dike is a critical step toward a solution, the closer to redization its attempts to
bring about peace will be.

Severd years ago, | had an interview with an Isradli cabinet minister. At one point he
bluntly stated that he had followed the career of Yadr Ardfat for the last 14 years and that if he
had been in his place, he would have probably behaved in the same way. On the other hand, |
have taked with many Palestinians who have stated that they would have behaved in the same
way asthe Israeli policy makers have behaved, had they been in their place. Both parties made
these statements not only as experts in Srategy, but also as empathizers with each other. Both

parties would advance the cause of peace if they would turn such empathy into action.



Speaking of empathy as a mord issue, Israel has earned much deserved admiration by not
having a death pendty, even agangt Pdegtinians convicted of “terrorism” againg Isradli Jews,
thisis agood example to follow.

The Isradli-Pdestinian conflict is bound to be resolved someday. To agree in principle
to ajust and peaceful settlement will not only expedite the conflict resolution, but it will dso help
to make better neighbors in the future. | shdl dedl with the respongbility of the Pdedtinians in
the next AVP; here | want to emphasze that Israd may be more successful in assuring its
security by reconciling its own existence with the legitmate rights and security of the Paedtinian
people.

In 1975 Maittityahu Peled and | suggested a four-step sequence of action and reaction
as a chdlenge to the Government of Isradl and the Pdestine Liberation Organization to
implement prior to the then - pending Geneva Conference. These steps arel

“Firg, the Government of Isragl and the P.L.O. should issue declarations by which they
denounce war and territorid expandgonism and commit themsdves to the principle that al
territoria war gains are returnable.”

“Second, the Government of Isradl should issue a declaration by which it recognizes the
right of the Pdedtinian people to form a stae of their own west of the River Jordan within
internationaly recognized bounderies.

“Third, the P.L.0. should reciprocate by issuing a declaration recognizing the right of the

|sradi peopleto live in their own state peacefully and securdly.



“Fourth, the Government of Isradl should declare itsdlf ready to negotiate with the
P.L.O,, directly, as the representative of the Paestinian people, on dl future relaionships
between their two states.”

These deps are ill vdid today and timely, to be implemented before, or in lieu of the
prospective International Conference.  Mutual recognition and direct negotiation are the

shortest cut to a peaceful and just settlement.
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