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erusalem. The Old City. The Wailing J Wall. Yom Kippur, 1974. The sun is 
bright, +a sb blue, the air clear and crisp as wor- 
ship ers first straggle and then seem to flow into 

passed-as we all must-through the narrow funnel 
of military inspectors. Neither a Jew nor an Israeli, 
nor an uncriticd admirer of the State of Israel, I 
nevertheless feel the special quality of this religio‘us 
observance. It is marked not only by its usual solem- 
aity but by the burden of being the first anniversary 
of the Yom Kippur War of 1973, the=war that de- 
stroyed-the semieuphoria in which Israel had exist& 
since 1967 and placed in new perspective the shifting 
relations of the nations of.the Middle East. 
As I sit close to, but outside of, the area reserved 

for those who have come to pray-at the Wailing 
Wall, on a low bench of the warm-colored stone that 
gives to much of Jerusalem its special color, I .recall 
the many cities, monuments, people, conversations 
and arguments, books and newspap& stories, that 
had, in the last many weeks, unexpectedly directed 
and focused my attention on Israel; my last stop after 
an extended trip through Eastern Europe. “I recall” 
-a feeble expression that disguises the actual ex- 
perience of feeling simultaneously aware of the many 
separate experiences which, for fleeting moments, 
seem to cohere hi one almost intellectually graspable 
but ’ emotionally overwhelming whole, which seem 
to sweep over one in a great wave before they shat- 
ter once again into their discrete and m a r a t e  parts. 

One of those discrete parts for me is a discussion 
and debate on the Middle East that took lace in 

ference on Religion and Peace was held late August 
and early September of 1974. One relatively small 
group met over a period of days to discuss “special 
confiicts” in which religion played a d a t e  role: 

the P arge square and toward the Wall, having first 

Louvain, Belgium, where the second Word P Con- 

southern Philippines, Northern Ireland, 
and the Middle East. No one acquainted wi 
disputes in those areas wduld judge that any one of 
them could be readily resolved. Nevertheless, in spite 
of the differing allegiances and strong passions in- 
volved, the group is able to agree on a statement of 
the major issues to be resolved in the 6rst three areas. 
When we discuss the Middle East, however, it ap- 
pears for some time that the group will splinter into 
a number of contending factions. Jews from Israel 
and America; Muslims from the Phili pines, Uganda, 
and Iran; Orthodox from Egypt. an c f  Russia; Catho- 
lics and Protestants from Germany, Ireland, and the 
U.S.-and each hiis some view of the confiict. 
Our group finds it difficult to agree on facts, and 

when certain facts are generally accepted, the differ- 
ing perspectives from which they are viewed alter ‘ 
their features almost beyond recognition. There are 
present in miniature many of the national, religious, 

litical passions that have for decades made the 

areas of the world. We are, as a grou , h$ able 
to arrive at a statement which we d accept. Not 
that it pleases everyone. As an American rabbi said 
when he was attempting to persuade a last recalci- 
trant holdout: ”I don’t like it all, you don’t like it all. 
It’s probably a good compromise.” How gbod would 
remain# in dispute, but the statement had the virtue 
of acknowledging the importance of &e Palestinians 
in any resolution that had a chance of succeeding. 

My first impressions of Warsaw quickly displaced, 
at least temporarily, this and other memories of the 
conference. For Warsaw was substantially destroyed 
in World War 11, and almost the first thing I en- 
counter when I set out from my hotel in drizzling 
rain and the fading light of the afternoon is an 
enormous outdooj %lay: Warsaw, 1845-1875. It 
was in 1945 that the decision was made not to build 
an entireIy new city but to restore Warsaw to some 
semblance of i t s  former self so that to the rehuning 

Edg id e East one of the least stable, most e losive 

2s’ 
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Varsovians it would not be totally unfamiliar. 
On the ground level of the display are examples of 

materials, techniques, and equipment that ,have 
been and are being used in the impressive restoration. 
On an extended elevated ramp overhead are rows 
of photographs of Warsaw, 1945-blocks-long areas 
of detritus that had once been buildinp; gutted, 
burnt-out churches; children in heavy army over- 
coats; old people scroungintz in the prarbage. And at 
the end of the ramp are full-scale displays of what 
the r u i n s  of part of the city looked likerubble, 
enormous granite block tumbled over one another, 
great tree trunks shattered, frames of multipaned 
windows almost without a single whole pane. And 
there come from one hardlv knows where odd, 
deeo, faraway sounds as of planes in the distance 
and artillerv shells passing overhead. 

The combination of siehts and sounds,’darkness, 
and dreary weather recall with an intensiv that sur- 
prises me memories that had lone; been quiescent 
and undisturbed. For, exactly thirty years earlier, 
as a scout in the U.S. infantry, I had been slogeing 
mv way through villages and woods near the French- 
German border, engaged in some of the undeasant 
as~ects of a war these ruins commemorate. There is 
little in the U.S. to s t i r  up those memories. But as 
I wandered around Warsaw in succeeding days I 
was to find many memorials of the war: the large 
statue of Christ carrjing the cross, once more in- 
stalled in front of the church where rests the heart 
of Chopin, but with a lawe picture of the statue as 
it was before the restoration, broken and knocked 
in the gutter; a plaque, safelv within the confines of 
another church, for one killed in the massacre of 
K a w  forest; candles and flowers marking spots 
where citizens were killed durinq the occupation; 
Powazki cemetery, in whose catacombs 3ews hid 
from the Gestapo during the hal years of the war; 
the obelisk erected in memorv of the heroes of the 
Ghetto, the obelisk before which Willy Brandt, as 
Premier, prostrated himself, to the satisfaction of 
the Poles and the annoyance of many Germans. 
(Nothing, however, to mark what was once the 
flourishing Warsaw Ghetto, now’ a pleasant complex 
of apartment buildings and multiple lawns.) 
As I travel to Cracow and on to Oswiecim 

(Auschwitz), where the prisons and crematoe ovens 
and separate bins of eyeglasses, of shoes and boots, 
of hair, are all maintained as a grisly reminder of 
those years, I wonder if these mementos strike 
the people of Poland with the same force they do 
me or whether for them familiariw has dulled their 
once sharp edge. I discover-as one might expect- 
that there is no single satisfactory answer to the quesi 
tion. Cutting across some of my own stereotypes I 
find the Poles to be a very lively, proud, attractive 
people, critical of others and of themselves. (More 
than one Pole mentioned their extreme housing 
shortage, the high rate of alcoholism, the ugliness 

of some recent architecture, the censorship that 
would not allow Watergate to be mentioned even 
as Nixon was tottering on his throne.) They are 
properly proud of what they have resurrected from 
the ruins of 1944 and what, under trying political 
conditions, they have accomplished. But few of 
those born since 1944 feel about €he war or ~oland’s 
former enemies what older people feel. I note, how- 
ever, that while I hear a number of jokes at the 
expense of the Russians, I hear none about the Ger- 
mans. Still too sore, too tender a topic. 

I note also-in fact, I encounter with shock- 
a virulent anti-Semitism. Jewish history is a part of 
European history, which is, of course, streaked and 
checked w-th anti-Semitism, and some parts of Eur- 
ope have a denser tradition than others. Neverthe- 
less, it is one thing to know those things abstractly 
and another to encounter them in the flesh-in a 
casual, slighting reference; in a totally false repre- 
sentation of Jews and an inaccurate attribution of 
power to “the.Jews,” past and present; in skewed 
questions about the United States. If I needed con- 
h a t i o n  I would have found ‘it in the testimony of 
a young Polish Catholic who works to improve 
Jewish-Christian relations in Poland. “Jewish-Chris- 
tian relations are he,” he says with obvious irony. 
“There are no Jews in Poland.” In fact, he adds, 
there are about five thousand; if one includes those 
who have one Jewish grandparent the number could 
be as much as twenty thousand. But if you were to 
ask the man in the street, he would say that there 
are many Jews in Poland and that they occupy high 
positions. 

4 

t did not take the Second World War to I make Jews of Eastern and Central Eur- 
ope look for a home abroad. The great wave of 
nationalism that swept over Europe in the nineteenth 
century, breaking up the old empires, also drew the 
Jewish people in its wake. Both Auto-Emancipation 
of Le0 Pinsker and The Jewhh State of Theodor 
Herd, published in the last decades of the nineteenth 
century, are e licit about the lively European tra- 
dition within w “R ‘ch they were written; it was in the 
6rst decadaof the twentieth c e n w  that Ben Gurion 
left the town of Plonsk, not far from Warsaw, to go 
to Palestine; it was in the next decade that the Bal- 
four Declaration was issued; it was in the following 
decade that Golda Meir left the United States (where 
she had gone from Russia) to go to Palestine. 

What would have occurred if World War II had 
not intervened is a matter of speculation. The fact 
is that in the following decades the war began, and 
developed deliberate policies of genocide. These 
policies and the ensuing holocaust significantly al- 
tered the ongoing attem of emigration to Palestine 

not completely eradicate, I am forced to recognize as 
-and the history o P that part of the world. They did 
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I travel through Eastern Europe, sturdy sentiments 
of anti-Semigsm. 
’ Eastern Europe. But on a plane to Belgrade I pick 
up a weeks-old copy of the Zntemtionul H e r d -  
Tribune with a column by Mary Blume, dateline 
Paris. During 1974 France celebrated the thirtieth 
anniversary of the Liberation of Paris in an intense, 
expansive, and not always admirable fashion. One of 
the least palatable aspects of the celebration was 
the attempt, at least partly successful, to turn past 
horror and tragedy into present merriment. Item: 
An article in Paris-Match, accompanied by picture 
of occupied Paris, begins: “La Mode R&ro is he 1 

urope is delving into its past, the 1930’s with the 3 atsby style, cloche hats and lowered hemlines, the . 

1940’s with the .mode of yellow stars for Jews and ’ 

grey-green tunics and cleated boots for men. . . .” 
Frivolities, of course. Not to be taken seriously. 

But Ms. Blume also noted that not long before men 
and women of the Resistance paid public homage to 
comrades killed in the fight to free France the Paris 
monument to Jewish martyrs had been defaced; and 
on Jewish shop fronts there were painted signs: 
“Jews to the ovens.” La mode r h o  is not confined 
to Eastern Europe. 

I also read, as I visit other countries on my way to 
Israel, in the three paperbacks I have with me: Thu- 
cydides’s Histoy of the Pebponnesian War, the 
Bible, and Amos Elon’s The Isruelb. Each,helps 
shape my thinking and feeling about conditions in 
the Middle East, and even information or references 
that were long familiar to me take on added and dif- 
ferent meanings. Elon’s comments, although already 
outdated in some particplars, bear most directly on 
the current situation. Outdated because his book, 
written before the Yom Kippur War, opens with a 
moving description of the celebration in Jerusalem 
of Israel’s twentieth anniversary and the first annid 
versary of their impressive victory in the Six-Day 
War of 1967. And matters have changed since then. 
However, early in the book he touches on issues 
crucial to an understanding of the Arab-Israeli rela- 
tions that no future h i s to j  will change. In the Mos- 
lem world, Elon says, Jews and Christians were 
always second-class citizens, and in some countries 
severely treated. Nevertheless, in contrast to the his- 
tory of Europe, “in the East there had nevet, or al- 
most never, been a pogrom of Jews. There had not 
been hatred of Jews based on purely racial grounds, 
as in Europe. In this sense the Arabs had. ever been 

Elon’s own conclusion is hard, and for many Is- 
raelis it must be bitter: 

‘anti-Semitic.’ ” 2 

Every revolution has its price, of course, and the 
Zionist revolution was no exception. By a brutal 
twist of fate, unexpected, undesired, unconsidered 
by the early pioneers, this price was partly paid 
by the Arab inhabitants of Palestine. The Arabs 

bore no responsibility for the centuries-long d e r -  
ing of Jews-in Europe; yet, in the end, the Arabs 
were punished because of it. The ptice extracted 
was heavy; it is impossible to measure it in terms 
of human bitterness and suffering. Whatever their 
subsequent follies and outrages might be, the 
p ~ h m e n t  of the Arabs for the sins of Europe 
must burden the conscience of Israelis for a long 
time to come. 

he days and weeks I spend in Israel are T exhilarating and depressing. ~ l though I 
had been told about, and read about, the beauty of. 
the country, I am still unprepared for .the intensity 
and variety of the beauty. To travel from Jerusalem 
through the occupied temtory of the West Bank, to 
Nablus, to Haifa, is to pass through mo)mtains and 
ancient olive groves and small villages that allow the 
Israelis to describe the countryside, quite properly, as 
biblical. And to go east and south, to Jericho, to the 
Dead Sea, to the caves of umran, to Masada, is to 

contrast and areas whose present psychopolitical 
value is no less today than it was many centuries ago. 

And, sim ly in human terms, what the Israelis 

dazzled admiration. I t  took marvels of ingenuity and 
determination and physical labor to accqmplish what 
they have. 

Jerusalem itself passeth understanding. Like Ath- 
ens and Rome it is a lively, bustling, modem city. 
Like Athens and Rome it also reminds us of major 
strands of Western civilization; it recalls those forces 
that have shaped us and helped bring us to our pres-. 
ent condition. Within the Old City are shrines sacred ’ 

to the feligions of the Book-Judaism, Christianity, 
and Islam, aVreligions that insist on the value of 
the persofi and the brotherhood of man-whose ad- 
herents are now divided over how those shrines and 
that city should best be administered: 

In spite of the natural, dramatic beauty of the 
country and the profound historical interest of e r -  
tain towns, areas, monuments, with Israel as with any 
country it is. the people who determine what the 
country is and shall be. Although I talk with many 
Israelis in different positions and with different 
vocatidns-academic, journalistic, military, political, 
professional-I am not so rash as to consider as other 
than partial and tentative my im ression that many 
Israelis are generous, articulate, L a y  sensitive to 
an outsider’s critical comments, politically concerned; 
almost fatalistic about future wars and their out- 
come,- independent, and resentful that they must de- 
pend on their allies (meaning principally the United 
States)-and here E~OD is simply wrong when, writ- 
in$ of the Israelis after the 1987 war, he stated that 
When  most was at stake, they could stand up and 

. shape their own future.” It is doubtful if any state 

pass through landscapes o 9 extreme and dramatic 

have wroug R t in parts of the country exacts from me 
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has that luxury today, but Israel certainly does not- 
also intensely selfconcerned (nationally, not per- 

' sonally), patriotic yet questioning basic assump- 
tions of nationalism, divided on si@cant issues. 

Israel is ako a society of inequities in which 
Oriental Jews, newer immigrants, and Arab citizens 
receive less than national aspirations and rhetoric 
would suggest. In both Israel and the United States 
there are people who do not perceive the injustices 
inflicted upon minorities within their countries, 
others who perceive them and attempt to account 
for them in ways which seem t o  justify them, and 
others who are intensely aware of the inequities and 
attempt to overcome them. There is .one crucial 
Merence, however. The citizens of the countries 
that surround Israel and threaten her safety are al- 
most entirely Arab. While Israeli Arabs are definitely 
Israeli citizens, they are also Arabs. Some of the 
anomalous characteristics of the Israeli .*ab are a 
direct function of Israel's relations with her Arab 
neighbop. The problems of the 6rst cannot be re- 
solved apart from 'the greater Arab-Israeli situation. 

The "Arab-Israeli situation" encompasses many 
issues, but the one that struck most sparks in my 
conversations concerned the claims and legitimate 
interests of the Palestinians. I believe that there is 
a sound case to be made that no other single group 
in the Middle East conflict has suffered more or been 
more easily excluded from political discussions. Nor 
has Israel enwuraged the development of-that terri- 
bly ambiguous expression-"responsibley' leadership 
among the Palestiniini. Unless Yasir Arafat is to be 
regarded as the fepresentative of such leadership, as 
he clearly has been by the majority of delegates in 
the United Nations. And this necessarily poses the 
question.of how much he has changed since 1970 
when, in an interview with Oriana Fallaci, he said: 
W e  don't want peace, we want victory. Peace for 
us means Israel's destruction and nothing else. What 
you call peace is peace for Israel imd for the im erial- 
ists. For us it is shame and injustice. We . s h d  fight 
on. to victory. Even for decades, for generations if 
necessary" (New Republic, November 16, 1974). - 

But among the Israelis there is a variety of opin- 
ions-on political, military, and moral grounds. Some 
fail to recognize that the strong impulse toward 
nationalism which generated much of political Zion- 
ism aow pulses through the Palestinians. Others 
agree that this is so, but think a re onse that 

intolerable dapgers to Israel. Others think E r e  
would be serious risks, but that if Israel is to be true 
to her best self, she must take them. In almost all 
my discussions, however, I feel one constant. I am 
not an Israeli, I am a foreigner, a sojourner, and how- 
ever real my interests, however sincere my intentions, 
I fl soon leave Israel and return to another world 
of concerns. And I do. I leave Jerusalem, the Wail- 
ing Wall, the celebration of Yom Kippur, 1974. I 

would lead to Palestinian statehood woul T also se 

. 

leave Israel, where Israel is the center of the world, 
and return to +e United States, where we are the 
center of the world. 

have returned with renewed and deep- 
ened feeling for Israel, with distress 

at some of the real possibilities the future holds for 
that small country, and with a betier understanding 
of why the interests of the Palestinians have long 
failed to get the support they justly deserve. And I 
have returned, too, to a universe of discourse in 
which abstractions, statistics, principles necessarily 
replace the sharp, individual ceptions, replace the 

and place that we must encounter one by one if we 
are truly to know them. It is painful to acknowledge 
that my Israeli friends, and the acquaintances I 
would like to h o w  as friends, and the towns and 
cities and countryside-which I hope to see again-' 
that these are related to the world of discourse, 
where it is necessary totinvoke the traditional ques- 
tions: Who are the"major actors? What are their 
interests? What means do they have to pursue them? 

The major parties include Israel and the Arab 
states and the Palestinian Arabs. No agreement that 
excludes any one of these car! long be siable. Al- 
though these are the regional parties most immedi- 
ately concerned, they are not wholly independent. 
The superpowers, the U.S. and the USSR, exact. 
claims in the Middle East which they will not readily 
forego. The superpowers will be concerned not only 
with the immediate regional actors but with their 
present and potential alliances. What course, what 
direction is suggested by the Werent interests now 
at play in the Middle East? Writing about the Mid- 
dle East in 1967, Hans Morgenthau invoked classic 
principles; 

The actions of states are.detemined not by moral 

erations of interest and power. Moral prina Td- les 
principles and legal commitments but by 

and legal commitments may be invoked to justify 
a policy arrived at on other grounds, as in the case 
of Vietnam; they may strengthen or weaken, de- 
pending upon the particular situation, the deter- 
mination with which a certain policy is pursued; 
but q e y  do not determine the choice among dif- 
ferent courses of action. A rational discussion of 
the Middle Eastern crisis must start with this basic 
fact, however unpalatable to our moral sensibili- 
ties and law-abiding preferences (New Leader, 
June 19, 1967). 

1 

s inphi t ies  and quiddities o p" each particular person 

Even those who would dispute these principles 
would not, I think, contest his assessment of the 
declared and the actual policies of the United States . 
in the Middle East. In terms of economic resources, 
influence, and geographic locatioh the Arab states 
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far outweigh what Israel can offer. In these terms 
there can be little question about the direction in 
which the United States should lean. But, not in- 
significantly, Israel has two strong counters. First, it 
is st i l l  the most powerful military force in the Middle 
East; second, it has strong moral support in the. 
United States. 

The military equation in the Middle East has al- 
ways been subject to real change, as the Yom Kippur 
War made evident. It is subject to further change, 
and the introduction of atomic or nuclear weapons 
is only one of the distressing possibilities one must 
consider. I t  is, however, the second counter of Is- 
rael-the moral support of the United States-that 
I wodd stress here. The moral su port derives from 
two overlapping sources. &e is t l e  presence in this 
country of a small but significant number of people- 
primarily but not entirely Jews-whoie concern with 
Israel is so great that their distress over serious Is- 
raeli misfortune would radiate throughout our society 
with consequences none of us wod& relish. The 
fortunes of Israel are a domestic concern of the 
United States. 

There is, however, a second component of Israel's 
moral support that is more difficult to gras and is 
yet essential to realize. The history of l e  Jews 
is a part of Western traditions. It is not simply 
out of sentimentality or guilt feelings or efforts at 
compensation for past offenses that the non-Jewish 
communities should be concerned deeply about the 
fate of Israel. One does not know what would happen 
to Judaism or the Jewish community if-to adopt the 
most sterile and neutral term-Israel were to be dis- 

' 

mantled, if it were to lose finally in military conflict. 
It would not, however, be pleasant. One does not 
know either what would bappen to the United States 
or to the European countries whose own histories 
cannot be recounted without frquent reference to 
Jewish matters. I t  would not, however, be wise to 
underestimate the consequences. 

It is always diflicult to sense, to know, to delineate 
the ethos of a country or a culture, to grasp that 
spirit which guides and actuates opinions, attitudes, 
actions, customs, expectations. However informed 
and sensitive we may be, we'are necessarily partial 
in ow perceptions. But even a limited view should 
achowledge the significant role Jewish history la@ 
in the ethos of the West, in our own h i s to ry .Le  
all si@cant history the history of the Jews is mark- 
ed by struggle, failure, high achievement, by de- 
gradation, and by truly heroic acts. Jewish history 
is further distinguished by a rofound religious 
vision. This, I know, is part of w E at I learned more 
fully as I traveled in Europe, part of what I felt 
intensely at the Wailing Wall in the Old C i t y w  
Jerusalem. Our own history, our own future as a 
nation, cannot be neatly separated from that of Israel 
in terms provided by traditional geopolitical analysis. 
Our concern for ourselves necessitates special con- 
cern for Israel and its eople. 

The matters to whic E I allude are imponderable 
but not ephemeral. They are not normally included in 
those considerations of "interest and power" to which 
Hans Morgenthau referred. But they are real, and 
the way we evaluate them will tell us mu& about 
the state of our own national health. 


