lr. S+tephen S. Rosenfeld 11/8/91
‘the sashington Jos*%
1150 15 4., i
Washington, b 20071
Dear L.r. Rosenfeld,

Tour today's colun, "'he -athering vonentw: of lideast Peace,” is so tr ubling to
re that I write despite e sai.. frou cracied fingertips. o, /lease excuge the typing.

Conelusory sintene:ts are .ot otit of place on the editorial and oped vages but
that they are on these pages does not license de sarture froi traditional werican stand-
ards of accuracy and fairness and particularly froit a staffer it should not license a
total lack of factual supwort Sor a. ex.ression of opinion,

I find it deeply kroubling that you a:d the Yost could Lublish, sarticularly ab
a tine of great delicacy én the‘natﬁer, vhat is nore like a propaganda piece in suport
of adninistration policy thai of indepedent thinking. Tt reninded ue of the journalistic
failures and abdication of 1y very youthful resoriing days, which were also the earliest
darys of thoe Hitler era, vhen the nost resnected papers, especlally inside Gernany, helped
make that horror possible. I do not rean by this that you or the s'ost any mor: than sone
of oufﬁ%ggers and so nany of Uernany's wanted terrible things to ensue. her did not and
you do not. but as they did not, you also ¢o 'not see the potential of departure fron tra-
ditional journalistic principles and concepts. “heir's helped nake the Holocaust possible.
lou nad the ost do not see that another one is not impossible or that :rour expressions
of opinion and policy right help nuke it more possible.

éFic in your jsiece and quite inaccurate is, "arabs,, especially Palestinians, had to
arrivé at the vieu that they had no choice but to accept Israel politically..." Soue ’ale-
stianians seen to have, with no reason to believe they are a najority, and Bgypt did, bdut
your statenent is untrue as applied anyvhere else in the entire Luslin world, with the pos—
"sible exception of\ﬂardan. There has not been the arab acceptance of Israel volitically
you say *there has been. iiore, when the Pio's national®ormittee was confrouted with thé
need to do this to gain U.S, recognition it refused to and later, when arafat facé&%he
sauie urgent need, he also refused to. firs* the adminisiration and imnediately the lest,
said what is not true, that he had recognized the right of the Siate of Israel to live in
~eace wlthin secure borders. You cannot produce any such statenent from him. Leriod. He
knows he enuld not survive it any more-than abdullah, Sadat and countles less inppriant
arabs who cousidered peaceful coexistence with Israel survived it,

YTou cmq%um.this by describing those who éssassinated Sadat as oractising "anti- Is-
rael terroriém." Thejwere and they renain anti-hrab terrorists. The purnose of their ter-

rorisn was to influence irab, not Israeli solicy.

Lour openin; sentence refers to "an o.tensibly insoluble thousand-vear war" you say



is now "rive for resalution.” is though to underscore the invalidity of the last part,
arab terrorists bonbed the american Univerr-:ity in Beirut ap arently while the Post's
sresses were rolling. Uhe first vart just is not true.

Yhe war between Jeus and other 2enitic yeoples go back thous:inds of vears, as do
the wmore nunerous wars between these other Senmitic peop@s. and wtil the Jews created
the State of l:{éel, unless 117 recolilection of history is not corvect, the las® previous
war-’r-);:tween arabs and Jeus was at the tine of hohzu.méd's holocaust, nuch ‘i%ﬁi than a
thousand years ago.

Tou then say of uhat is not ye@c really a peace "process" tha* recent changes "nade
it not only wise and unavoidable bnt also profitable and safe." You just say this. )’,ou
offer no suoport for it.

It would be wise, but uvhat change has there been to nale it either vrofitable or
sale? a5 1t was not for abdullah or “adat or so nany others or for the unerican ‘University
or 8o nanry who are killed daily. fHave you any reason to believe that there will be fewer
terrorists if there is finally a veace agrecnent and that they will be persuaded not to
terrorizes Has not the riere halting beginring of what i- is hoped night load to a real
reace triggered afl narkedincrease in terrorisn in opposition to it? til:e this morning's
self -destructive bombing/ reduces the oprortunity of .rabs to get an education.

You say tha® bLecause lsrael i "the region's doninant military power,' which can be
true ifY comarison wish with any one arab s*ate bnt is dei‘&gdedly untrue vhen compared with
the entire liuslin world of which all but Egypt is in a State ol war with Israel, that
"Israel could start accepting the risks of peace.”

"ihat risks?" you ask and in answering your question you refer to only the Golan
deights and :Syria. Yhere are innunerable and great risks X.rael faces, fron the multitude
of terrorists generously financed by the wea]ilfﬁier arab statef including ilr. Sush's new
ally, Gaudi arabia, to the greatly increased liuslin militarr potential.

Syria with its continued acqusition of uissiles 5 0 which all of Saddan!s have not
vbeen located and destroyed, and its more powerful aii"force. The Saudis, yho vant the
silitary equipnent Bush in“ended to stociipile there, who ha§ militar: nlanes tha* 9«‘-;#::1‘
pom L
bex¥outheastern -urope and just aamounced ther vant $4 billions 1-10rm(>1‘ fighter planes
to add to their not inconside:rable force.

Israel is in fact a minor military power conpared with the rdlitary night of all
those who have versisted in '_:)I‘_(zs‘ervin-_f a state/)f var with it. lore, you do not inclide
tie nuititude of verr real risits frou those vell-arned, well-financed and well—trained
terrorist pangs. '

. Currently they are seeing to it tiat these nev conditions you visualize as both satfe

n
and profitable are exactly the oprosite, uithess their fex“'orisn over just talldng and their

other vigorous opjusition to arabs nercly talking to Israelis, In addition to which both



Iran and Iray, both having again called for a holy war against {srael, also threaten
those who merely attended the badrid conference. Iraq deseribes pere attendance as
treason and ciils for the assarsination of the «rabs who were there. iou call this "saie"
and "profitable?"

Of wssad you say, "Fortunately, he is no longer in a position, as he uus/ in lLebanon
in tha-JSBU% to spoil a regdonal initiative.” This, no-doubt, is because he nov has un—
disputed control over Lebanon! Lxfept, of course, for the snall strip above Iarael, uhich
it controls and “hereby dindnishes the raids from i%, nore of rour"sufe" conditions.

01 his argaining position" you say it "doteriorates nicely.” Yerhaps it is best
that you do not undertale to explain this. You can't. It hasn't.

What would he bargain for? The retwn of the \Yolan deights? If so, how has his
position on that deteriorated?

Yhe "noderate ralestinian oartner despgrate for real guins?§ou refer to is either
the spokespeovle at fadrid, who are thénﬁelvés héﬁly the "pariner,” or the PO, which is
hardly noderate. sut still again, do they - can th®y- control all the nany Palestinians
who have been so violent, against Israel anﬁ:ﬁmninst.even talldng to Israel? Of course not.

"Iarael," vou say, " can deal with Palestinisn disorder — terrorisi ..." laybe so, but
it has not been able to eliminate it for all these years and vithout elininating it vhat
Israel really has to deal with is its nurderous consequences. This does not nmean peace
for Isiael, it neans var continued in a different forn, nerhaps intensified if all the
many arabs in opposition want that.

i'ron what you say abouf the settlonents yon apoarently have not followed that nat—
ter. Increasing the settlenents has followed each and every nove Shanir considers wressure
on Israel. Yhere are few ways he can fespond. Vhether this pressure was from the 10.5. or

from arabs, it was followed by nore setilenents.

Referring to these settlenentgyou use the word "concessions" frow arabs twice. I do
not lmow of a single one that you can be referreis to e "initial i'alestinian concessions"
or as "further arab concessions."

Vhat world do you live in when you conclude that from the process started, with noré
concessions from Israel, it "can‘bu as one integrated with the life of its 4rab neigh-—
bors:'with Iraq? Syria as long as assad lives? wibya, not all that far away? Zran, vhich
is not arab but wents Israel wiped out? “he wealthier states.thas Tinance the others and
the terrorists?

But even il' the states signed a peace agreenent while secretly w. nting Israel to
disappear, what one of then has ever nade any real effort to deny their land as bases for
the terrorists, to biock their nurderous activities? Zo coufiscate their weapons tha® have

been and again can be so devastating vhen they have operated at the borders vher: Israel



'
4

is only nine miles wide? liuch of Israel uould be vwithin range of their artillery - what
they have, not vhat they can still get with the wealth they have accwiuluted fron the
wealthy wrab states that have additional reason for nouw wanting any democratic sitate in
their area of <he world.

loreover, because with the lindted exception of Lygynt, because these are all authori-
tarian regines, Israel has to vonder whether any sighature on any agreenent will be re-
Jjected vith anr change in control.

There is nothing in your piece that is real or relates to realities.

“he reality is that none of the wuslin world vants an Israel at seace and within
secure borders. it took enornous pressure frou bush and saker evem to ges then to at-
tend this prelindnary conference, and there is reason to believe that wyria got paid off
not to wreck it at conception,.

The reality is that Israel is a small and very vulnerable state.

The reality i: that it is surroundeg by encries all of whon save Lgypt persist in
a state of var with it despite their losing all those wars, souething I believe is wire-
cedentd in history. e

The reality is that nost of t\'l‘;g,mislin population also does not want the state of
Israel to exist, for sincerely-held religious reasons,

“he reality is that nobod: has been able to end terrorisn after nore than four decades
during vhich the liuslin states did much to facilitate it and nothing significant to end it.

This is what you refer to as "conditions" that are "profitable and safe" fer Israel.

+ an surprised and %wpointed that you could put this article on paper, Hut your
vane to it amnd with it your reputation, and that the .ost would then publish it.

It has no contact with the region's grin realities and it has not a word about how
if there is an agreement it will enable israel to live in peace and within secure barders,
what even the anti-Israel Ul regarded as its nost urgent need and said so in those tuo
regolutions ‘(ﬂm parts ol which are renembered in the @pki-Israel camnvaign of rnost of the
worid and nest of our intluential papers, the Jost in oarticular because it gives inforaa-—
tion to the nost inportant in our executive and legislative branches.

I shudder to think of what you have just done to the many under-infornmed legislators

who depend on the rost for what they kunov and then le;dislate on ite

If the 11,/9/91 sost carvied a story on-ile iu.nc?'ely, B /
devastating anerican University bonbing in uhich R /L [,{ ,//,&'4 ‘Z‘Z
There vere casualties and buildings were destroyed Lot A

I missed it. iow can there be real Leace with those Harold Veisberg

ca able of such crines?
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Stephen S. Rosenfeld

The Gathering Momentum

Suddenly the Arab-Israeli conflict turns from
an ostensibly insoluble thousand-year war into a
latter-day post-colonial dispute ripe for resolu-
tion. All the considerations of history, justice
and passion “previously cited as insuperable

barriers to compromise begin to be cut up into’

finite pieces capable of intelligent rearrange-
ment. Politicians of the region (some more than
.others) and diplomats (mainly American) are
shrinking the problem to size. - )
Could not al! of this merciful magic hav
begun earlier? Yes, say those sensitive to the
immense human and other costs of the Middle
East’s wars. But the stronger argument is that
the process that began with the Ford and
. Carter diplomacy of the 1970s could not have
picked up the requisite new momentum in the
1990s until conditions made it not only wise
and unavoidable but also profitable and safe.
Arabs, especially Palestinians, had to arrive
at the view that they had no choice but to
‘accept Israel politically' and psychologically
and that they could do so, survive and profit.

of Mideast Peace

“Let us figu

re ... that the autonomy negotiation

will be painful but will move ahead.

Egypt provided the crucial model: It lost a
peacemaker, Anwar Sadat, to anti-Israel ter-
rorism, but stayed essentially on- course. Is-
raelis had to realize that, with the United
States militarily and politically dominant in the
world and with Israel the region’s dominant
military power, they could start accepting the
risks of peace. :

- What risks? you ask. The Israelis insist they
won’t surrender an inch of territory. But
everyone in the Middle East understands that
the Golan Heights will go back to Syria,
perhaps at first not to full and direct Syrian
control but at least to formal Syrian sover-
eignty. What it will take are tight assurances
of Israeli security and Syrian arrival at an
adult definition of peace. :

In fact, there’s no hurry for a Golan turn-
over. That’s not just because Yitzhak Shamir
hangs tough. It’s because Hafez Assad shrinks
from yielding the claim on power and Arab
deference that flows from his chosen role as
lead antagonist of Israel. Fortunately, he is no
longer in a position, as he was in Lebanon in
the 1980s, to spoil a regional initiative. Even- -
tually, this shrewd tyrant may catch on that
his policy is anachronistic and self-isolating
and that by asserting it as he did at Madrid he
loses Arab and international standing. Mean-
while, a nearly two-decade Syrian-Israeli truce
holds steady, and Assad’s bargaining position
deteriorates nicely. .

On the West Bank, Israel refuses to budge.
The ruling Likud Party’s politics locks Shamir.

. Fripay, Novemeer 8, 1991 A25

in, and after his personal triumph at Madrid
the Labor opposition, which accepts territorial
compromise, cannot lay a finger on him.

- But do not sell short the risk Shamir did
take at Madrid. He moved Israel from formal

embrace of a program of Palestinian self-

© government to its active implementation,
since now Israel has what it lacked before—a
moderate Palestinian partner desperate for
real gains. Shamir has done what he said he
would not do—set Israel on the slippery slope
that leads to a destination he cannot control. It
is obvious that, even with the most restricted
autonomy, Palestinians will ask for more, and
more, and more. Israelis can deal with Pales-
tinian disorder—terrorism, resistance, the in-
tifada. But they cannot ignore Palestinian
qrder of the sort exemplified by the Pales-
tinians” smooth Madrid delegation and by the
display of West Bank support for it.
Let us figure—I do—that the autonomy
negotiation will be painful but will move
ahead. Progress cannot come without Israeli

concessions on the place and rate of new
settlements. This will be the crucial point
where settlements convert from being a lever
forcing initial Palestinian concessions to a card
that Israel will find it to its advantage to play
in return for_further Arab concessions on
ending the intifa¥a, linking to Jordan, suspend-
ing the Arab boycott and extending regional
cooperation. Mutual consent will begin to
overtake the familiar deadly pattern of one-
sided imposition.

In these circumstances, if moderate Palestin-
ians show they are the wave of the Palestinian
future, Israelis will not be able to avoid taking a
deep and more sympathetic second look at the
legitimacy and normality of the Palestinian
entity they are helping to create. For them the
great lure is the marvelous second chance
provided by the Soviet Jewish immigration to
restore Israel to its founding purposes as a
Jewish state but, this time, as one integrated
with the life of its Arab neighbors. :



