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here is an awkwardness here. Your ''cer- T tain young Christian radical" isn't me. 
My radicalism is a sometime thing. As Christian, I'm 
often aberrant. And I ' m  not so young: I was twenty-nine 
when Israel came to be. Stili, I suppose an open letteican 
be answered by anyone interested. I feel especially 
eligible because many of the things you say here have 
been said to me. 

On one level i t  seems that you and I have few grounds 
to quarrel. I know, for example, that anti-Semitism is 
real. Besides the classical Christian form and the modern 
racist version that you describe, 1'11 suggest a third-the 
corporate, petroleum-fueled variety. Once I did a series 
of newspaper articles from the Middle East that revealed 
a degree of sympathy for the Palestinian Arabs. Shortly 
thereafter an oil company executive interrupted a coast- 
to-coast journey to take me to lunch in Kansas City. He 
asked whether I might like to revisit Amman, Ramallah, 
and Jerusalem to gather material for a book-length 
report, with a publishing contract guaranteed and all 
expenses paid. I f  so, the money would come to me 
through a third party so that the real source need never be 
known to "our Hebrew friends." He accompanied that 
last phrase with a particular smile, which I think you 
would recognize. In the ensuing years I've kept his smile 
in memory, as a reminder that in Middle East polilics 
nothing is simple. 

There are other particulars on which you and I agree. 
We both want peace in  the Middle East under arrange- 
ments that have a reasonable chance of lasting. I t h ink  we 
both want i t  to be a peace founded on justice-not only 
because justice is nice, but because no Middle East 
settlement will work that is not perceived to be as fair as 
historical circumstances permit by those i t  affects. 

You iecognize the legitimacy of Palestinian na- 
tionalism. and you want the Palestinians to determine 
its form. I f  i t  ttirns out that an independent state west of 
the Jordan is their choice. you would not object in 
principle. For my part, I find no acceptable reason for 

any non-Jew to challenge the legitimacy of Jewish 
nationalism; if i t  exists, i t  is legitimate. and obviously 
i t  exists. I believe, further, that Israel has a right to en- 
dure as the concrete political embodiment of Jewish 
nationalism. 

Now i t  may be that your "certain young Christian 
radical'' (to be known hereinafter as "X") has never 
said to you what 1 have just said. (Please note that it's 
hard to know what he did say. While helping h im,  and 
us, to examine his soul. you quote him very sparingly 
indeed.) I t  may be, for instance, that X accepts the 
Palestinians' ancestral claims uncritically. while show- 
ing no concern whatever for the flesh-and-blood reality 
of the Israeli people and granting no weight at all to the 
cumulative historical claims they have to their land and 
state: Conceivably, X demands of the Israelis that they 
accept survival-risks he would not require of any other 
people. 

I f  X's mind works in these ways. you have some 
reason for wariness. And yet, assuming that X is consis- 
tently and wrongheadedly unfair to Israel. does i t  in- 
stantly follow that his bias is rooted in anti-Semitism? 
You seem to feel that'sobvious, when in reality there are 
many other possibilities. Maybe he's just not compli- 
cated enough: Having perceived the Palestinians as 
victims, he is compelled to cast the Israelis as villains. 
Maybe he's a political romantic, or an ideologue, so that 
once he hears the proposal for a "secular democratic 
state" embracing all of Palestine i t  becomes for hini an 
unrkbuttable ideal. Or X may have listened to those 
Jedish voices that say Judaism itself has been distorted 
by identifying too closely with the policies of a Jewish 
state. 

uppose for a monient that one or moreLof S these possibilities i s  the source of the bias 
you perceive i n  X-how useful is i t  to lecture hirii on 
anti-Semitism? My experience says i t  is not useful 31 all. 
You have not dealt with the issues as X perceives thern; 
instead you have used his differing judgments as proof 
that his mind is ful l  of poison. That wi l l  offend hini. of 
course, but more important i t  will deepen his conviction 
that his real arguments are unanswerable. 
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To be iiiore drariiatic about i t .  I ' l l  ask you  to consider 
for a nionient what could happen to you  as a result of 
what you have just published. More or  less offhandedly. 
you  have recognized Palebtinian nationalism and have 
expressed support for a Palestinian state. As you know, 
the same ideas have been put forward by the Jewish 
organization B r e i r a e k c e p t  that Breira expresses them 
much more cautiously. makingclear (as you did not) that 
before gaining recognition and statehood for themselves 
the Palestinians would have to recognize the sovereignty 
of the Jewish state and renounce in convincin fashion 
all intention of dismantling i t .  What does this s 'g y about 
Breira? To the organization called Americans for a Safe 
Israel. among others. i t  means that Breira is working to 
establish "a radical Soviet-backed irredentist base a few 
miles from Tel Aviv." Along with similarevidence. this 
is offered to show that Breira is animated' by Jewish 
self-hatred. wishes to exploit the weariness of American 
Jews with the burdens imposed by Israel's existence. and 
wants to provide Jews everywhere with a plausible 
ratiariale for putting their private interests above those of 
Israel. The ultiniate conclusion is that the stuff, nieni- 
bers, and supporters of Breira are either participants in 
its "corruption" o r  dupes of its "basic dishonesty." 
Among those so accused are Irving Howe. Nathan 
Glazer. Joachini Prinz. Balfour Brickner. and Arnold 
Wolf. 

You niay say that no one who has read your whole 
essay could possibly put your nanie on any such list. But 
i f  Breira's platform can be distorted in this way. i f  a man 
like Irving Howe can be smeared by virtue of mere 
association with Rreira, if similar charges based on like 
evidence can be laid by mainstream Jewish agencies 
against the American Friends Service Committee and the 
National Council ofchurches .  nobody is safe (you might 
like to take a look at my article, "The Middle East: 
Unmuddying the Waters." in the March 21 issue of 
Chrisriatii,! utitl Crisis. in  which such snicars are 
aired). You have stated, for example. that you "admire" 
Palestinian nationalism. How easy to distort its mean- 
ing, to charge you with "acting as a cheering squad for 
terrorists who wish lo destroy the Jewish state." You 
have also endorsed the notion of a "special status for the 

city of Jerusalem." iniplying wi i ic  sort ol' 8i;ircd 
hegemony with the Palestinians. That can hc 111. dl  I e t o  
sound suspiciously reminiscent of proposals eiiiannting 
from the fanatical oil despots o f  Saudi Arabia. You c;\ii 
therefore be asked: What gave you. an Aiiicrican Jew 
safely ensconced in the diaspora. any right to rell Israel 
what to d o  about its endangered capital? Have you  not . 
become, as Breira is accused of being. a tool of the 
enemy'? 

I hope you never encounter such treatment; if you do.  
you're going to feel that you've been bullied. I don'i 
suppose you will be frightened out of [he debate. but you 
may find yourselfcompelled to explain your real motives 
and reestablish your bona fides before y o b  can speak 
again to the substantive issues. This you will experience 
as a tedious distraction. not at all helpful to your own 
thinking about the Middle East, o r  anyone else's. 

What I ani saying is that your own essay produces. 
similar responses in  me. I f  anyone asks again whal gave 
me the right to tell Israel what to do. I will reply that I 
have not stopped beating my wife; I never began. I no 
more claim a right to dictate Israeli policy than I assert a 
power to censor your writing. I have the right to tell you 
how your approach affects me. You may not like niy 
response, but 1 t h ink  you need to know i t .  So also with 
Israel. I understand the resentment of Israelis over the 
extent of their dependence on American public opinion, 
but nobody can now cancel the history that has created 
the fact of that dependence. I also understand the 
resentnient of Israelis. and of American Jews. when 
critics of Israel show themselves to be patently naive or 
i l l  informed. understand the suspicion that niust  arise 
when critics b how theniselves ignorant of or  callous 
toward the meaning of Israel to the world. Understand- 
ing all this, I still feel licensed to speak when I find 
Israel's policies self-destructive. uncreativc. dangerous 
for itself and the world. 

It's conceivable, though far from certain. that whal I 
have to say could be of service to Israel. If you agree. 
perhapsone day we could talk again-but this lime about 
the Middle East, rather than about the motives of Israel's 
critics and the rhetoric of Israel's defenders. 


