








MR. KATZ: If it were a question of perhaps some minor matter,
a trade treaty, something like that, maybe. But our existence
is at stake here and I wouldn't trust anybody--not because they
are untrustworthy people--but I wouldn't trust anybody in the
world of politics, whether it's the President of the United
States or anybody else. If at a given moment I was in danger and
it didn't suit him to come to my assistance, and he didn't come
to my assistance-- And I think to assume, or to base an agreement
on an assumption that a foreign power--

MR. BUCKLEY: I didn't ask you to base an agreement. I simply asked
you whether you thought you were stronger than you were a week ago--

MR. KATZ: No.

MR. BUCKLEY: --in respect of attachments by the United States-
government--

MR. KATZ: No.

MR. BUCKLEY: --to Israel.

MR. KATZ: The problem is this: we have to consider the fact--this
must be our central consideration--that our enemy is not far away
from us. Our enemy is here on our doorstep. It is the Arabs who
will decide whether to go to war or not. They are not going to
ask the President of the United States whether they should or not.

MR. BUCKLEY: Yes, but they will ask the Soviet Union.

MR. KATZ: They may well, I don't know. I am not prepared to
swear to that. Some of them probably would, and some of them
wouldn't. I think there is a general misconception in the United
States, both among people who disagree with me, and people who agree
with me, that the real nigger in the woodpile is the Soviet Union.
The Soviet Union has played a big part here, but the problem is
between us and the Arabs, and this problem has been taken advantage
of by the Soviet Union.. That is, I think, the best way of defining
it.

MR. BUCKLEY: Mr. Rabin said on this program yesterday that as a
practical matter, if the Arabs choose to play the Soviet option,
they would need Soviet material, without which they could not
achieve a threatening potential. Do you disagree with that?

MR. KATZ: Some of them--with regard to some of them, that is so,
sure. But after all now you have Saudi Arahia and Egypt getting
arms from the West. So you can say it's 50-50. But the fact is
that when they have--they have arms--and . say within two or three
years they will all have a certain quantity of arms--they will be
able to decide on their own. They won't necessarily have to get
Soviet approval for a war. I want to make this one brief point
in addition, and that is about a Palestinian state. Assuming,
God forbid, that a Palestinian state were to be on the table, that
we had left Judea and Samaria and Gaza, there wouldn't be a
Palestinian state. I don't think it would be allowed to rise by
the other Arab neighbors, who would fight over the territory,
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except in one circumstance, and that is if the Soviet Union put
its foot down and insisted on the state being established.

MR. AVINERI: Very briefly, about the Palestinian state, there is
also another possibility: that the United States will set it up.
So I would suggest that we don't worry with the Soviet red flag
in our face about the Palestinian state. The Palestinian West
Bank state can be a creature of the United States as well as of
the Soviet Union, and I think you would object to it as much then
as you do now and it has nothing to do with the Soviet Union or
the United States.

MR. KATZ: No,! object to it--I am just mentioning what I regard
as a probable fact.

MR. AVINERI: There is another probability. You see, if there were
to be a West Bank state it would not be because the Soviets are
pushing it but because the United States is pushing it. And
that's the present situation. But let me agree with you. Because
there is one thing on which I agree with you, so let me just say
it.

MR. BUCKLEY: Let's dwell on that. (laughter)

MR. AVINERI: And this is your initial question about do I feel a
bit more comfortable that the United States is the guarantor--if
that is the term. Surely the fact that the United States is behind
the treaty gives the treaty some weight and a lot of muscle. How
ever--

MR. BUCKLEY: Yes, we're sinking four or five billion dollars into
it, among other things.

MR. AVINERI: Both into Egypt and into Israel. This is certainly
the only thing which facilitates the peace agreement on both sides,
because both the Egyptian economy and the Israeli economy are in
very bad shape, as you know, mainly because of the war effort, or
the security effort. However, I think that the future of relations
between us and the Arabs will not depend on the United States and
will not depend on the Soviet Union. They can help, they can even
subvert, as the Soviet Union has done in the past. But it will
really depend on the relationship between our two peoples. And
it is therefore so important that we establish a relationship of
trust and cooperation between at least on~ major Arab country and
Israel. If there is going to be peace in the Middle East it is
not because of diplomatic maneuvers out of the State Department or
out of the White House. They may be the handle or the instrument,
but the content of the relationship between Israel and the Arab
countries will be decided by the people here. If the Egyptians
will find that it is to their advantage to have peace with Israel,
there is going to be peace with Israel. If other Arab countries
will be able to join them, if moderate Palestinians will come
forward and we'll be able to negotiate with them, this will really
clinch the argument and this will really be the decisive factor
and therefore it is so important that in the forthcoming months
this climate of trust between Israelis and Egyptians and possibly
the Israelis and other Arab countries will be further developed.
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MR. BUCKLEY: Do I understand you to be saying that the superpowers
have certain negative, but very little positive, power?

MR. AVINERI: In a way I am saying that the superpowers can create-

MR. BUCKLEY: Can disrupt, create subversion and so on.

MR. AVINERI: They can pave the way towards peace, as President
Carter has done, with some risk to his political posture,
and they can pave it; they can, if you wish, oil it with money.
But they cannot guarantee it. Because ultimately, as Mr. Katz
says, it is the Arabs who were out to destroy us and there is
going to be peace in the Middle East only if the Arab countries
and the Arab leaders will accept the existence of Israel as a
sovereign body politic in the Middle East. And this is what at
least one Arab country appears now to have accepted.

MR. BUCKLEY: Now, to what extent is the question of east Jerusalem
critical in respect of Saudi Arabia?

MR. AVINERI: I think the Saudi Arabians are much more mundane and
secular people than they sometimes seem to appear in their pious
moments. This piety if you wish will be very, very impressive in
the West, but I think they are very businesslike people. They have
their beliefs like all of us. I don't think they play any greater
role in Saudi Arabia than in any other mundane country. I mean
those are not holy, holy men out of the desert. Those are very
tough negotiators who hold the pursestrings of the world in their
pocket. So they know what they are doing. On the issue of Jeru
salem--it's the toughest of all issues. And therefore, under
any circumstances, I would suggest that we leave it until the last.
Because if you want to break up any agreement, you start--

MR. BUCKLEY: Just mention Jerusalem.

MR. AVINERI: Yes, just mention Jerusalem. It's just like the issue
of Berlin between the two Germanies. Here we have witnessed 15
years of normalization between the two German states without the
issue of Berlin really having been tackled. It's still hanging up
in the air, and if you wish, it's as central to the German national
consciousness as Jerusalem is to Jews and to Moslems and to Chris
tians and to Arabs. And therefore, perhaps if we manage to solve
the other problems, as we now appear to solve the problem with
Egypt, as we now appear to find a formula that will enable both
Israeli security on the West Bank and autonomy and eventually self
determination for the Palestinians, as I hope we will be able to
solve the problem with the Syrians one day. I don't know on which
basis, but I hope it is conceivable. Then perhaps we may find
out that the issue of Jerusalem isn't that important--because it
is that important because we disagree. Once we agree about
other things, perhaps we will be able to live with some of the
contradictions which are in the Jerusalem situation, which we'll
p.robably have to mend for a very long time.

MR. BUCKLEY: Let me ask you a question to which I don't know the
answer. Is there less dissatisfaction or more dissatisfaction
among the Arabs who live in east Jerusalem than there was when
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we spoke four years ago? That is to say, is there a modus
vivendi which is organically satisfying?

MR. AVINERI: I think I don't want to be a spokesman on their
behalf, and I know that if an Israeli tries to assess a situa
tion in an Arab community, he has his biases. And I have my
biases as an Israeli. It's natural. I think that on the day to
day level, there is a modus vivendi. You have seen Jerusalem.
Jerusalem is an open city. The odd bomb does explode occasionally
but the daily life of the city goes on. But on a deeper level,
on the level of real social integration--do you meet many Arabs?
How many Arabs do you have as friends? How many Jews do Arabs
have as friends? We still live as two societies apart, and this
is because I think in terms of the real political situation, there
hasn't been much change since we last talked four years ago.

MR. KATZ: I'd like to add something about this question of Jeru
salem. As we are not actually negotiating a treaty, I don't think
we have to leave it to the last, until four years' time or when
ever. Your point about Saudi Arabia reflects one of the really
interesting myths of the period, that somehow Jerusalem is of
special importance to the Saudi Arabians. This is absurd. The
holy cities of Arabia are in Saudi Arabia. Jerusalem as a city
was never a holy city for the Arabs.

MR. BUCKLEY: Well, you are making an interesting historical
point, but that is important to somebody who says it is important
to him, and the Saudis have been very consistent on the Jerusalem
issue.

MR. KATZ: Except during the period when Jerusalem was in Arab
hands. When eastern Jerusalem was in the control of Jordan, the
Saudi Arabian royal family, the king of Saudi Arabia--who, accord
ing to the present myth can't sleep at nights because he can't get
to see Jerusalem--didn't ever once visit Jerusalem for 19 years.
This is a part of the hoax which Arab propaganda has built up.
The fact that he says that it is important to him does not nulli
fy, as my second point of fact, that it is of paramount importance
to us, because we have a history of--

MR. BUCKLEY: You are making a lawyer's point. I care very much
for instance about the integrity of the Vatican, but I don't feel
any compulsion to visit it regularly.

MR. KATZ: This is what they've said. I am now quoting them. I
am quoting them.

MR. BUCKLEY: Thank you very much, Mr. Katz; thank you very much,
Professor Avineri; thank you very much, ladies and gentlemen.
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